Mathematics and Physical Sciences Curriculum Committee
Approved Minutes

Wednesday, April 22, 2009





3:00 PM- 4:30 PM

425 Stillman Hall

ATTENDEES: Hughes, Andereck, Hadad, Krissek, Craigmile, Turner, Solomon, Pinsonneault, Long, Severtis 
AGENDA:

1. Approve minutes from 3/11/09

Krissek, Turner- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
2. Items from the Chair

· Problems with ECA- no notification as to task completion or task waiting, not intuitive, no notification as to errors made on form, clone a course, separate SIS form, variable names on SIS form, upgrade CRMT system to add approvals, not usable on all platforms, email issues
3. Astronomy 295

· Previously 294- professors rotate, coming in and talk about their research to freshmen, giving them a sense of Astronomy; take 2 quarters; professors enjoy doing so

· Making this course a required course in the major will trigger a major revision

· A relatively minor change, but could provide a rationale for including this in majors: does not affect time to graduation (by adding hours), and with positive feedback is a great addition to the program; no other changes

· Change repeatable to 2

· Perhaps keep at 4, but require 2 credits of the course

· Interested in allowing non-majors to take as well
· Like a freshman seminar course; Physics does a 2nd year course similar to this; there is a research day, career things
· Allow them to take Physics first
· Not making it 2 course numbers because it probably won’t make a big difference
· Will add this as a group studies form to get through for Autumn 2009 because of OAA deadlines
· Will contact Kate Hallihan in CAO and Dave Andereck to discuss possible major revision
· Provided with a major approval rationale, is the committee otherwise alright with this course?  Yes, as a non-required course
· Could it be approved and placed as a prereq and not trigger 
Craigmile, Solomon- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED as a non-required course (CAO to uncheck the box)
4. Statistics 528
· Course change to remove exclusions; previously 145 and 245 were exclusions; there is no overlap and they are at all different levels of difficulty; students who had not taken 528 were at a serious disadvantage; when the minor gets refined, this will ensure a better education for students
· Can a course be UG still? It appears so; if it comes back as disallowed, perhaps make a G and add “permission of instructor” as a prerequisite
Pinsonneault, Solomon- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
5. Curricular Flow Proposal

· GEC courses go through Dept, College Cmte, to CCI Subcommittee and then to OAA; the proposal is to integrate the College Cmte and CCI Subcommittees, streamlining the process
· If a course is proposed from MAPS, it would go to the BIO/MAPS Subcommittee; depending on workload, it could go to any committee
· 2 panels within BIO/MAPS would rotate; in this current panel there is possibility with our related fields to be able to vet our home courses

· 1 step is eliminated in the process
· There are reps from MAPS & BIO and they serve on the panel but they report to the CCI

· Why isn’t this MAPS CC a CCI Subcommittee?

· CCI typically approves new GEC courses or changes in GEC courses; MAPS CC deals with everything that comes through; includes major program changes at the CCI level
· Mostly the MAPS CC deals with things within their own majors, and except for semester conversion that will likely continue

· There is a reason for why there is a broad overview to make sure a GEC is fitting the overall mission and intent of the GEC.  
· MAPS CC more a facilitating committee; CCI an oversight committee

· The CCC & CCI Subcommittees integrate, and see all courses; if members are all split around, you lose the feedback from people who work on related courses in non-GECs

· If the panels are busy, certain MAPS courses could be sprinkled around; there would be a dartboard to send courses around

· There are 2 BIO/MAPS panels because of workload; it could go to 1 panel for discussion, then the 2nd panel for voting; would prefer 1 BIO/MAPS panel
· BIO is undergoing a department merge, with up to 6 departments
· Chair of Interdisc CCI Subcom notes that it behaves a little differently than other CCI Subcoms, as they deal with programs that don’t go through an A&S college committee- things passed on from MAPS CC are better developed on average than the things that come through the Interdisc Subcom; problem: much larger committees dealing with getting proposals not in good shape into shape, spending more time than the way it is

· Where is the oversight review?  In the semester conversion process, one wants oversight to avoid “fox guarding the henhouse”

· This MAPS CC group typically consists of people with a vested interest of the curriculum in their units, so whether there is a CC or not, there would have to be a student programs or student affairs committee that would be within this division, and might end up discussing curricular or other matters anyway
· The Subcommittees could start thinking the courses should go through the other cmtes first, putting you back where you began

· Perhaps there would be less concurrence in case people are not aware of the particulars in certain curriculum

· The thing broken that this fixes is missing; what is better?  Eliminated a step in approval process; the worry is about semester conversion and expedited process; Could be more mistakes however; program modifications should go from Dept to CC then to somewhere else to find mistakes and bigger issues (inflated the size of the program in the process unnecessarily, not necessarily what a prereq should be)
· If driven by semester conversion: there should be guidelines on the conversion in times of hour conversion and CC would make sure people meet the guidelines
· Real problem in semester conversion: could be that FAES courses (for example) replicate A&S courses; spreading requests out to non-experts

· Guidelines stating that courses with significant new content should be flagged would be helpful

· Pushing the entire course catalog through ECA will be an issue
· Even though this will be an enormous amount of work, it should be more rigorous; more problems taken care ahead of time
· Astronomy GEC classes are trivial; their major curriculum will have to be reworked

· The GEC will likely be re-worked within the next year or 6 months
· Current conversion progress: on calendar finalization (CESP); worth checking who is on the committee, and if someone is on there that represents labs (length of lab hours is an issue); how to schedule labs will be a concern

· College of Engineering will be opposing the 13 week schedule but are unsure about traction on how that will go; while it buys a certain amount of flexibility, is the tail wagging the dog?
· Big attraction of semesters pedagogically is longer projects; 13 vs. 14 vs. 15 week schedules is not trivial
