CCI Social, Behavioral, Biological, Mathematical and Physical Sciences Subcommittee
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, June 09, 2009





2:00 PM- 3:30 PM

4187 Smith Laboratory

ATTENDEES: Harder, Mumy, Breitenberger, Pride, Fredal, Soundarajan, Bitters, Hallihan, Severtis

AGENDA:

1. Approve minutes from 5/26/09 (attached) 
· Motion to approve Soundarajan, 2nd Pride
· Bold Item 6 asmt plan contingency

· UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

2. Psychology Minor revision
Primary reviewers: Todd & John  
· Rationale: Reducing hours that have crept up as individual course credits have risen over time

· Proposal retains and revises general Psych minor and adds 6 tracks, outlined nicely in proposal

· Summary comparison chart lays out new structure nicely

· No new courses are contained in proposal

· 3 core courses apply to all 6 tracks, and then split into areas of specialization

· For all 6 tracks there is a choice of 3 elective courses for students

· Minors run from 20-24 credit hours

· Do electives have pre-reqs that would make minor difficult? Psych 100, but that is included in core.

· Proposal is slated to be implemented upon OAA approval

· Rationale for each track: assumed that these are all emerging and relevant domains within Psychology. Appendices could be more descriptive of tracks. For example, why is there an Organizational and Performance Psychology and a General Psychology minor – what is the difference? Org Psych is well established field. Mike Vasey outlined rationales for each track at SBS meeting.

· Suggestion for CCI: A paragraph for each track for students, stating who should take each minor and why. This would be useful to help students identify tracks by interest who might not know how fields break down.
· Most tracks are well defined fields, although committee wondered if the research minor was a defined subfield of Psychology. Above suggestion can clarify this. Much of this information about various fields is covered in Psych 100 and students will be exposed to different sub fields in this course.

· Motion to Approve : Mumy, 2nd Bitters

Further Discussion Max 5 hours transfer credit: Units can choose to accept less than 10 

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED 

3.  Astronomy Major revision
Primary reviewers: Caroline & Doug 
· A two-fold change to major; the issues are not related. 

· Rationale for withdrawal of Physics 664 from major requirements: CSE 202 and Physics 416 were approved last year to be added as pre-reqs to certain Physics courses. These additions affected Astronomy major, which requires many Physics courses. Astronomy does not wish to eliminate the courses that the pre-requisite changes affected, but wishes to address this increase in credit hours.

· Request to drop one physics course from Astronomy Major requirement (Physics 664) to reduce impact of increase in credit hours. This course has a different focus than the other physics courses that carry the new pre-requisites, but is not as crucial to the major. Besides, many students take 664 anyway as double majors with physics, therefore the impact would be fairly low.

· Rationale for addition of Astron 295: This is a one-credit course required to be taken twice: Why take course two times? Retention? Will help students connect with faculty in Astronomy while they are taking many pre-reqs that are not in Astronomy and will help formalize degree planning process.

· Please clarify why 295 is a 1-credit course to be taken twice (during recommended quarters) rather than a decimalized course (295.01 and 295.02),  or 295 and 296? How can they ensure that the content will not be similar?
· Explanation of 295 as retention based and advising based course that allows students exposure to many faculty early on

· Department is proposing to drop one 4-credit course, but two 4-credit pre-reqs were added beyond their control to required course. Also, adding two credits in the form of 295 better prepares students and helps with retention. This results in a net decrease in 2 credit hours required within the major, but an actual net 6 credit-hour increase for students if one adds back in the increase in pre-req credits.

· What are hours required in major? Currently 79 not including pre-reqs.
· Please add to the proposal a table with 3 columns reflecting these credit hour comparisons 1)  Before Physics changes to pre-reqs (pre-req hours and hours within major), 2) Current (pre-req hours and hours within major), and 3)proposed changes (pre-req hours and hours within major). This will be very helpful for committees as proposal moves forward.
Approved with Contingencies in bold above Soundarajan, 2nd Breitenberger

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

4. Biology 350 (returning; seeking Nat Sci: Bio Sci standalone GEC status- already approved for sequence)
Primary reviewers: Gene & Caroline 
· See email sent today from Susan Fisher outlining answers to committees concerns from last meeting about this course not being stand alone course. See last paragraph of Fisher email for justification, which argues that some (not all) basics will be covered in at least first of course that are also covered in Bio 101
· Students already take a lot of science in GEC. This course may be enough biology for students not involved in the sciences. 

· Cultural transmission of “hope and belief” relative to natural selection is a concern, but maybe merging this with basic biology as outlined in justification is a good balance

· All concurrences received

· Concern that students entering this course without prior college instruction in evolutionary theory will not be prepared to deal with this fascinating but complex  topic in evolutionary biology.  The course might not provide enough basic biology conceptual knowledge to be a stand-alone course. Bio 101 would better prepare students.

· Interesting topic and approach. 
· Comment: Great GEC Course

· Course does have evolution in it but coverage of other aspects of basic biology is thin.
· What is structure of recitation? 1-hour sections taught by GTAs – this is a fundamental part of course to be covered only in recitation. GTAs would be well-prepared and engaged in teaching course. They could be given a specific list of readings to help align content requirements.
· Why does it have to be a stand-alone GEC course? Professor sees this as a specialized version of 101 and thus should be a GEC course.

· Stated objectives refer to fundamental principles in this area; Evolution is a fundamental principle (Animal Science 200, by comparison did not incorporate much of this element). How much is covered in this course?  Evolution will be covered, but other topics will not be remembered as well. Evolution will be primary focus.
Motion to Approve as a GEC stand-alone: Mumy 2nd Fredal

Yes 3, Opposed 2, Abstentions 2

APPROVED BY NARROW MARGIN AS STAND-ALONE COURSE FOR BA STUDENTS ONLY (SEQUENCE FOR BOTH BA AND BS)  

5. Philosophy 151 (returning; seeking Quan/Logical Skill: Math & Logical Analysis GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Kyle & Neelam  
· Did not provide side by side comparison with 150 as requested by committee. Concern that it might be a better as a section (decimalized version of Philosopy 150?)
· Math 075 or equiv pre-req

· Topics seem reasonable, but revision was received without requested information. 

· Content seems to easily meet GEC standard for category based on topics listed.

· Assessment Plan: Vague but states that assignments will be linked to course learning objectives and will be reported.  They just don’t say how this will be fed back into course improvement; nor do they list specifically which assignments will be connected to assessment.

· Please specify how direct measures (which assignments in particular) will be used in assessment as described in the assessment plan.
· Suggestion: drop word “informal” from Course description. Could mislead students.
Motion to Approve with Contingency: Fredal, 2nd Soundarajan

APPROVED WITH CONTINGENCY IN BOLD

6. Linguistics 307 (seeking Social Science: Ind & Group GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Gene & Todd  
· Favors approval but course is heavy on formal linguistic approach 

· Puts in historical context, discusses language communities

· Repetitive structure for three languages puts an emphasis mechanics of linguistics

· Clearly connects individuals with larger group(s)
· Clearly applicable to the GEC

· Looks like a great course

· Assessment plan is quite detailed. Course provides sample survey questions and is very specific and well-thought through, extremely connected to how it meets GEC goals and objectives, very explicit. Contained indirect and direct measures. 

Motion to Approve Bitters, 2nd Mumy
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
7. English 597.02 (returning; seeking Capstone GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Neelam & John  
· Proposers were asked to provide better understanding of how contemporary issues are of an increasingly global nature. This is further discussed in Model Curriculum
· Distinction between global content and “increasingly global nature of contemporary world”

· Elaboration (see paragraph in red in rationale) discusses global perspective of looking at border cultures

· Does provide diverse disciplines (ELO1), does provide opportunity to interact (ELO2), Students write about this (ELO3) course does address these outcomes

· “helps students enrich experiences s of the increasingly global nature of the contemporary world.” It does help students enrich, but does not directly address global topics. Students are supposed to experience the fact that the world has an increasingly global world.

· MC, page 58 addresses “broad and worldwide significance” Does course address an issue of global significance?

· The issue is that students often think of our country is not part of world and this course helps students understand that we are part of the world.

· Fascinating and strong course

· Assessment Plan looks good

· Motion to Approve: Fredal, 2nd Pride

Yes 4, Opposed 3

COURSE APPROVED

8. English H597.04 (seeking Capstone GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Caroline & Kyle  
· Course will be offered in several different versions; at least 3 faculty can teach this course; several syllabi have been submitted
· Different approaches Narrative and fiction, narrative and cognition, narrative and emotion. 

· Literary analysis applies to all

· specifically for Honors students

· In each case, course is supposed to pull from multiple disciplines but these disciplines are different in different syllabi. 

· It does not seem like disciplines are well represented in readings. Readings come mostly from literary theory. 

· In each of these iterations, info will be used from other disciplines to study narrative works.

· In each, there will be students from different majors

· Sts will conduct research using tools from different disciplines: write 3 papers, topics not simply literary analysis but also how other disciplines are used 

· it seems like discussions are supposed to involve interdisciplinary approaches, but there is little evidence of this included in syllabus 

· Hermann syllabus description of papers do not seem very research oriented.

· What are contemporary issues of worldwide significance? Engaging in narrative fiction seems too narrow

· Assessment plan: indirect measures fine.

· Rubric: while holistic assessment of writing is mapped to learning goals, it is not translated closely enough to the specific learning goals

· Could blend different disciplines, but does not seem to contain issues of worldwide applicability.  This course proposal would add narratives to the list on page 58 of MC, arguing that narrative would permeate lives worldwide

· Readings are primarily American.
· Suggestion to include more interdisciplinary approaches, more global narratives, how narrative is a global phenomenon, how to illustrate global interdependence (how other cultures use narratives)
· Assessment: link more closely to specific ELOs

· Resubmit one template syllabus which encapsulates various approaches

SENT BACK

Suggestion to run as an H 694 in the winter in format that will be approved by subcommittee in fall. Advising can “back-count” the course for GEC credit once approved.

9. AAAS 376 (seeking Social Div: U.S. GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Jim & Doug  
· Non-concurrence did not apply to Social Diversity in US. Lack of concurrence had to do with VPA status and whether or not AAAS should be teaching such a course.

· Could be deferred on basis of non-concurrence, but it has substantial elements for Social Diversity.

· Assessment plan looks good – sampling student work, timeline for assessment week by week, very structured; all direct assessment. Indirect: Student assessment of course

· Assessment is relevant to ELOs. Reviewer looks at whether assignments demonstrate 

· Motion to approve, Soundjaran, 2nd Breitenberger

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED

DISCUSSION OF THE COURSES BELOW IS POSTPONED UNTIL AU10
English/Geography 597.03 (seeking Capstone GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Doug & Gene  
· Scheduled to be offered SP10 - Put on first AU 09 
Portuguese 597.01 (seeking Capstone GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Jim & Neelam  
Portuguese 597.02 (seeking Capstone GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Jim & Gene  
· Scheduled to be offered SP10 - Put on first AU 09 

Political Science 597.03/Women's Studies 597 (seeking Capstone GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Caroline & Todd  
History/Women's Studies H322 (seeking Social Div: U.S. GEC status)
Primary reviewers: Kyle & John  
