Committee on Curriculum and Instruction
Unapproved Minutes

October 30, 2009







9:00 AM-11:00 AM

Physics Research Building Conference Room 4138

ATTENDEES: Bruce, Daniels, Gustafson, Haddad, Hallihan, Harvey, Highley, Hubin, Huffman, Jenkins, Krissek, Masters, Mumy, Severtis, Shabad, Vankeerbergen, Williams
Guests: Randy Smith, Alexis Collier
AGENDA
1. Approval of 10-16-09 minutes 
Q: One committee member asks for clarification of sentence on page 1 saying that “there will be a time period during which departments will be held harmless for any changes to the GEC.” This refers to the fact that the fiscal impact for changes in the GEC will be limited for some time for departments. The time period being discussed at this point is 2 years. ULAC is still trying to get 4 years.
Mumy, 2nd Highley, unanimously approved

2. Items from Chair
      A. Informational Item: Animal Sci 260 / H&CS 260
· Animal Science 260 wishes to become a distance-learning only course. This is the reason why Animal Science and Horticulture and Crop Science want to decouple the courses. ASC usually does not vet those types of changes. Sociology 101 and Psychology 100 also have distance-learning sections, for example.
· Concern: Should we worry about curricular drift? The assessment subcommittee can keep an eye on this. 

· Q: Is there a separate assessment category to monitor distance learning courses? Not yet. Group of faculty were going to put a list of best practices together. They came to the assessment subcommittee. CAO will check with this group and see if they have some information for us. 
      B. Informational Item: Ongoing discussions in subcommittees   

· re: 597s/ Int'l Diversity overlap: Should/do 597 courses double-count as diversity international courses? 

· This discussion has already taken place in the Sciences Subcommittee. The issue will be addressed at the next meeting of the A&H Subcommittee. 
· The official recommendation of the Sciences CCI Subcommittee shared with full CCI: “Capstone courses should be allowed to count for any one of the three diversity categories as long as departments apply for the dual status and CCI subcommittee approves the international diversity status for the course on basis of content.”
C. Semester Conversion Chart. 
· Martha Nieset has gathered information re: enrollment for past 5 years for all departments and units in ASC.
· ASC Curriculum and Assessment Office will have meeting soon with Linda Katunich, Karen Sondrini, and Martha Nieset re: how we might best populate the left-hand side of the chart. T. Gustafson discussed semester conversion with Engineering and Business.
D. GEC quarterly course notification data report (Ron Severtis)
· March 2008, CCI wanted to have Departments notified about what GEC courses they were going to teach. ASC CAO has been sending such e-mails since WI 2009. This Fall, a five question survey was sent to all Chairs and Directors concerning the usefulness of those reminder e-mails. We used Zoomerang. For the most part, results are positive. The results for question 4 concerning how students understand how their courses fit into the GEC yielded were on the low side. The open-ended feedback was useful. (See full document as an attachment to the minutes.)
· Q: Was the original intent to remind instructors to help with outcome assessment?

A: A. Collier: The original request came from a faculty focus group on 367 courses. Some faculty were unaware that their course was GEC (especially true for graduate assistants). This resulted in a recommendation from the Assessment Subcommittee to do quarterly reminders from the CCI chair.
· Q: Do you think students care?

Member comment: It is good to have a brief discussion at the beginning of class about intent of GEC. 

· Q: Is GEC rationale explained at new faculty orientation? 
V. Williams: At A&H faculty & student orientations, the importance of the GEC is explained. 
R. Smith: At the university-level orientation, new faculty used to be informed about GEC. It’s not clear if this is still being done. Will check to make sure it is.
· Q: Do students dismiss GEC language on a syllabus?

Undergraduate representative thinks students do not pay attention to this because it is not course specific. 
· Comment: One would expect exit surveys to show that students know what GEC courses they took.

· Comment: It might be useful to insert the goals in the syllabus rather than incorporate the boiler plate language. That was actually the original intent. Students may pay more attention to goals inserted in the content of the syllabus.

· Comment: If we simplify the GEC as we go to semester, we should the have opportunity to make a better case about the GEC to students.


3. GEC-Revised transfer hours guidelines (Mary Ellen Jenkins) 
Mary Ellen Jenkins provided background information. The majority of our transfer students come from semester institutions. Some time ago, a document specifying the minimum hours for application of transfer credit under the old GEC was developed. Another document is needed for the GEC-R. Advising has already applied the rules, but the document needs to be officially approved by CCI. (See two GEC documents attached to the minutes.)
Huben, 2nd Huffman, unanimously approved

4. Updates from subcommittees 
A. Arts and Humanities subcommittee: no meeting.
B. Sciences subcommittee: 
· AEE 342: this is a leadership course; course was sent back for Social Science: Ind & Group GEC status. This course is part of leadership minor.

· FAES is sending courses that are experiencing difficulty in approval process. 
· T. Gustafson showed the leadership minor to Steinmetz. Gustafson is going to talk to FAES about the minor and FAES course requests. 
· R. Smith: We need to have a “tutorial” session with 6 professional colleges. The Colleges of Agriculture, Education and Human Ecology, and Engineering (Dave Tomasko) have somewhat new curricular deans. It would be useful to give a small “orientation.” T. Gustafson to follow up.
C. Interdisciplinary subcommittee: 
· Film Studies H783 (to run own H theses) passed
· International Studies 367: sent back—too major specific for 2nd writing course; would be a great 3rd writing course; if resubmitted it will go to A&H subcommittee after being reviewed by Interdisciplinary subcommittee 

· ASC 265 (South Asia Studies minor core course): sent back
· Interdisciplinary minor in South Asia Studies: review will be ongoing

· Interdisciplinary minor in Andean & Amazonian Studies: just started discussion

· JGS: BA degree proposal is coming to us.

· R. Smith: JGS reports to provost office (directly). This reporting structure is going to be reviewed in next 15 months. 
· Q: Why is JGS major reviewed by this subcommittee? Gustafson believes this was an agreement based on workload. This arrangement predates T. Gustafson being in office, so the reason is not quite clear. Comment by D. Haddad: Perhaps Ed Adelson was using International Studies as a model. 

· Gene and Deborah will be invited to the deliberations. (Goldie Shabad is on committee.) Eventually, JGS major will come to CCI. 
D. Assessment subcommittee: 

· There was no meeting since last CCI. 
· K. Hallihan and R. Severtis have made visits to regional campuses (Newark and Lima thus far.). 
· Assessment subcommittee has decided to change format of report: more forward-looking, emphasizing how assessment can help shape semester courses.
· We had 2 faculty focus groups for Diversity Global Non-Western on 10/26. We are compiling data into report which will be made publicly available (maybe by last CCI meeting or next quarter).

5. ULAC Update
· Short report given by C. Highley (Mark Shanda not present.)
ULAC has been working on several important items:

1. A one-page document draft of the goals and objective of GEC, based on Babcock and McHale reports. Hopefully, the document will be ready within the next week.

2. Discuss the relationship between our GEC and general education at other schools. Discussion based on document provided by Jay Johnson. Currently, percentage of the course work devoted to GEC at OSU is 55% for BA and BS students alike. We are at the high end. 
Average at other schools on quarter system: 49%. Semester schools average: 46%. 
High end: 53% BS Wisconsin; low end 38% Maryland.
Washington and UCLA are the only universities on quarter on this list.

It is quite unusual to have a historical study category at other schools. 
3. Mark Shanda has also prepared hypothetical GEC models for semester system. He has focused on how the different models would translate in terms of percentage of curriculum. 
· Process clarification: ULAC will make a recommendation to the Assessment subcommittee, which in turn will make a recommendation to CCI. CCI will then make a recommendation to ASC Senate. The hope is that ASC Senate will be able to look at GEC proposal in January.
· Concern expressed by committee member: Originally, ULAC was going to report to CCI on regular basis—so that CCI would be involved proactively in discussions.

A: ULAC’s documents described above are still works in progress. As soon as they become more definitive, those documents will be on-line. ULAC committee updates will be on the agenda at every CCI meeting. That is, there will be possibility to discuss ULAC work progress.

· ULAC’s aim is to try to decide what GEC categories should be incorporated. Do we start with small core (that students can add to) or large core (that students can subtract from) of GEC courses?
· There is concern with foreign languages. How they will be offered in semester system? Mari Noda has been placed on ULAC. (Peter Hahn will be invited to meetings as well.)
· SBS is worried about converting to semester. There is no specific question about GEC at this point.
· Comment:  It would be helpful for ASC CAO to distribute draft documents (of philosophical statement, data concerning different universities, and various GEC models) ahead of time so that CCI committee can look at those documents and discuss them. CAO will follow up with ULAC Chair (Shanda) and distribute whatever possible at this time.
Motion to adjourn, Bruce, Huffman 2nd, unanimously approved
Department Chair and Unit Director Feedback
GEC Quarterly Syllabus Reminder

On March 7, 2008, the Arts & Sciences Committee on Curriculum and Instruction (ASC CCI) agreed to implement a recommendation from the CCI Assessment Initiatives Subcommittee to send reminders to instructors of General Education Curriculum (GEC) courses the goals of their individual categories.  This recommendation was suggested by a GEC Category Faculty Focus Group.  The reminder asked that all relevant GEC Goals and Expected Learning Outcome be put on operational syllabi along with a brief statement explaining how the course aims to achieve the goals.

Beginning with the Winter 2009 quarter and continuing through Spring 2009 and Autumn 2009, the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Office began sending these reminders prior to the beginning of the quarter, addressing the email to the Department Chair or Unit Director (an example of which is attached).  

Following the distribution of the Autumn 2009 reminders, the Curriculum and Assessment Office created a short, five question survey that was sent to the Chair/Director email list (attached).  68 surveys were sent and a total of 33 responses were received (48.5%).  Below please find the breakdown of 3 important questions addressing the utilization and purpose of the reminders as initially envisioned by the Subcommittee, as well as all open-ended feedback.

3. In the past, our department has:
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Figure 1: n=32, response rate: 47%

2. These notifications are meant to remind instructors who are teaching GEC courses to state clearly on their syllabi the GEC category (or categories) that their class fulfills along with the latest faculty agreed upon GEC Expected Learning Outcomes of that category.  I find the current format:
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Figure 2: n=33, response rate: 48.5%

4. These notifications were originally requested by the CCI to help ensure that all students are aware of how their courses fit into the GEC and that they understand what each course is trying to achieve in terms of the structure of the GEC.  These notifications:
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Figure 3: n=33, response rate: 48.5%

5. Please provide any open-ended feedback regarding these quarterly notifications.  Again, your responses are anonymous and candor is appreciated:

Note that references to a particular department were removed---
These quarterly notifications are an annoyance, because listing these items on the syllabus does little to enlighten students, better the chances that they will become more "generally educated," or improve the extent to which the courses actually meet those goals.  It is (yet another) bureaucratic activity to take up faculty time and feeds the consumerist approach to education that is a significant problem.  It does, however, allow the institution to say that it is doing things to assess outcomes and improve performance.  To that extent, the reminders are helpful.

Please be sure to send out the notifications at least five weeks before the start of a quarter.  Some "early bird" instructors can get caught having to rewrite portions of their syllabus if notified too late.  Also, we send out a department e-mail with next-quarter info to instructors at least a month before the start of the next quarter.  We do not want to have to send a supplemental e-mailing about revisions needed.

I think it is important that we keep these things in mind, but truly, think the students pay little attention.  However, to maintain academic integrity, it is important that we know what we are about and reminders are helpful.

Samples of syllabi that incorporate the GEC information in desirable ways would be helpful.

We have received all e-mails sent and our Chair has made the effort to forward on the information to the appropriate professors/instructors teaching the GEC level courses. Unfortunately, many of the e-mails are deleted or go unread by the faculty/instructors or there is lack of oversight to make sure that they are actually following the "advice" and putting the correct category into the syllabus.

My sense is that the statements on syllabi are merely an accreditation exercise and that students could not care less.

Students do not read this material in syllabi.  They go by what our full-time advisors tell them.  This seems like unnecessary extra work.

I think the listing of GEC goals and objectives on each GEC course syllabus is an important step in informing students and faculty about the GEC. I don't think enough students pay attention to the course syllabus, but that is a separate issue - please keep sending the email notifications.

Vague and general GEC objectives usually with little relevance to students in basic ****** courses.  But it doesn't hurt to include such objectives on the course syllabi. Information about GEC goals and objectives should be sent to the relevant vice chair or course administrators in each department.

I would suggest a brief notification linking to more extensive information on the web.

We have had the GEC's ELO's in the syllabi for some time; not a lot of turn over in re-writing syllabi.  appreciate the reminders though.

they seem fine

some faculty members would prefer more specific infomation from CCI, for example, **** 100 would full fill what area(s) of gec requirement.  However, I am very pleased with the delivery.  Thank you.

would any reasonable undergraduate read through that boilerplate language and care what it said?

the notices have been useful to us.  Thanks!

The notifications are helpful and have been forwarded to the involved faculty. Syllabi were updated as a result.

The notifications are a good tool, especially as reminders to faculty teaching GEC courses.

I couldn't really answer all of these questions, but I clicked my way through to complete this survey.  Here is what I need to say:  As an academic dean on a regional campus i should point out that we do not "own" any courses or programs.  Rather, we deliver those courses that departments approve.  As such, we would normally follow what is being done on the Columbus campus.  So, it would be helpful to receive this information to distribute to our faculty, so that they can comply with the OSU standard set in Columbus.

Sample Notification Email, Autumn 2009

As the faculty chair of the A&S Committee on Curriculum and Instruction (CCI), I am writing to request that before the quarter begins you remind instructors who are teaching GEC courses to state clearly on their syllabi the GEC category (or categories) that their class fulfills along with the latest faculty agreed upon GEC Expected Learning Outcomes of that category.

This document can be found at http://artsandsciences.osu.edu/currofc/ as “GEC Expected Learning Outcomes”.  Each GEC course syllabus should include the relevant category(ies), the associated learning outcomes, and a brief statement that explains how the particular course will satisfy the stated learning outcomes.


The members of the CCI wish to ensure that all students are aware of how their courses fit into the GEC and that they understand what each course is trying to achieve in terms of the structure of the GEC.  We believe that the best way of achieving this is to include the relevant information on every GEC course syllabus.

If you have any questions regarding this email, please contact the A&S Curriculum and Assessment Office at asccurrofc@osu.edu.

For your convenience, listed below are the GEC courses being taught in your department or unit this Autumn quarter as well as the relevant expected learning outcomes.

In a few weeks, you will be asked to complete a short survey regarding these Quarterly Course Notification emails.  Your feedback is essential to the success of this initiative.
Thank you for your attention to this request.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Harvey, Chair, Arts & Sciences Committee on Curriculum and Instruction

Below are the GEC courses being offered by the Department of Political Science in Autumn 2009:

	100
	Introduction To Comparative Politics
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	SOC DIV- NON W

	100H
	Introduction To Comparative Politics
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	SOC DIV- NON W

	101
	Introduction To American Politics
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	 

	145
	Global Politics
	SOC SCI-HNER
	SOC DIV- NON W

	201
	Introduction To Political Behavior
	SOC SCI-IND/GRP
	 

	201H
	Introduction To Political Behavior
	SOC SCI-IND/GRP
	 

	210
	Introduction To Political Theory
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	 

	245
	The United States In World Politics
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	SOC DIV- NON W

	367.01
	Contemporary Issues In American Politics
	2ND WRTNG
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL

	597.01
	Interdependence And Nationalism In World Politics
	CAPSTONE
	 

	597.02
	Political Problems Of The Contemporary World
	CAPSTONE
	 

	597.02H
	Political Problems Of The Contemporary World
	CAPSTONE
	 


Below are the relevant Expected Learning Outcomes for the GEC courses being offered by the Department of Political Science in Autumn 2009:

REVISED:

GEC Expected Learning Outcomes including new Arts & Humanities General Expected Learning Objectives and Diversity: International Issues Expected Learning Outcomes

COLLEGES OF THE ARTS AND SCIENCES (ASC) 

GENERAL EDUCATION PROGRAM 

EXPECTED LEARNING OUTCOMES


In the Program of General Education, students will take coursework in several areas of study to achieve basic skills, competencies, and breadth of knowledge expected of an Arts and Sciences college-educated graduate.  Learning outcomes that students should achieve through coursework in various categories of the General Education Curriculum (GEC) are described below.  

All GEC course syllabi must include the GEC category (or categories) the course has been approved to fulfill and the associated Expected Learning Outcomes numbered below.  Outcome statements can be contextualized by specific course content but must be identified as those meeting general education outcomes.

1. Skills: A. Writing and Related Skills

Goals:

Writing and Related Skills coursework develops students’ skills in written communication and expression, reading, critical thinking, and oral expression.

Expected Learning Outcomes:

1. Students apply basic skills in expository writing.

2. Students demonstrate critical thinking through written and oral expression.

3. Students retrieve and use written information analytically and effectively.


Second Writing Course

Expected Learning Outcomes specific to Second Writing Course:

· Through critical analysis, discussion, and writing, students extend their ability to read carefully and express ideas effectively

· Students further develop basic skills in expository writing and oral expression

· Students further develop skills in effective communication and in accessing and using information analytically
2. Breadth: B. Social Science

Goals: 

Social science courses develop students’ understanding of the systematic study of human behavior and cognition; the structure of human societies, cultures, and institutions; and the processes by which individuals, groups, and societies interact, communicate, and use human, natural, and economic resources.

Expected learning outcomes:

1. Students understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they are applied to the studies of individuals, groups, organizations, and societies. 

2. Students understand the behavior of individuals, differences and similarities in the contexts of human existence (e.g., psychological, social, cultural, economic, geographic, and political), and the processes by which groups, organizations, and societies function.  

3. Students develop abilities to comprehend and assess individual and social values, and recognize their importance in social problem solving and policy making. 

 (1) Individuals and Groups Expected Learning Outcomes:

1. Students understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they are applied to the study of individuals and groups. 

2. Students understand the behavior of individuals, differences and similarities in social and cultural contexts of human existence, and the processes by which groups function.  

3. Students develop abilities to comprehend and assess individual and group values, and recognize their importance in social problem solving and policy making. 

(2) Organizations and Polities Expected Learning Outcomes:

1. Students understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they are applied to the study of organizations and polities. 

2. Students understand the formation and durability of political, economic, and social organizing principles and their differences and similarities across contexts.

3. Students develop abilities to comprehend and assess the nature and values of organizations and polities and their importance in social problem solving and policy making.

(3) Human, Natural, and Economic Resources Expected Learning Outcomes:

1. Students understand the theories and methods of scientific inquiry as they are applied to the study of the use and distribution of human, natural, and economic resources and decisions and policies concerning such resources.

2. Students understand the political, economic, and social trade-offs reflected in individual decisions and societal policymaking and enforcement and their similarities and differences across contexts.

3. Students develop abilities to comprehend and assess the physical, social, economic, and political sustainability of individual and societal decisions with respect to resource use.

4. Diversity 
 (2) International Issues (contains two subcategories: “Non-Western or Global,” and “Western (Non-United States)

Goals:

International Issues coursework helps students become educated, productive, and principled citizens of their nation and an increasingly globalized world. 

Expected Learning Outcome:

1. Students exhibit an understanding of some combination of political, economic, cultural, physical, social, and philosophical differences in or among the world's nations, peoples and cultures outside the US.

2. Students are able to describe, analyze and critically evaluate the roles of categories such as race, gender, class, ethnicity, national origin and religion as they relate to international/global institutions, issues, cultures and citizenship. 

3. Students recognize the role of national and international diversity in shaping their own attitudes and values as global citizens. 

5. Capstone:  Issues of the Contemporary World   

Goals:  

By drawing upon multiple disciplines, Issues of the Contemporary World coursework provides a capstone experience that helps students enrich their experiences of the increasingly global nature of the contemporary world.  

Expected Learning Outcomes:

Students synthesize and apply knowledge from diverse disciplines to contemporary issues.
Students demonstrate an understanding of the relationships between information derived from different disciplines by interacting with students from different majors.
Students write about or conduct research on the contemporary world. 
==============================================

A faculty focus group recommended that the ASC CCI send quarterly reminders to all departments that are teaching GEC-approved courses.

Zoomerang Survey Results

CCI Quarterly GEC Syllabus Reminder

	1. In Winter and Spring 2009 Quarters, the email notifications were sent to all directors/chairs in a particular College (i.e., College of the Arts) and contained a list of GEC courses offered by your unit along with a link to the CCI Expected Learning Outcomes (ELOs) for all GEC categories.  This quarter, emails were sent specifically to each department or unit and contained a list of GEC courses, their specific GEC categories and only the relevant ELOs. Which format do you prefer?

	The previous (Winter & Spring) version
	3
	9%

	The current version
	20
	61%

	No preference
	10
	30%

	Total
	33
	100%

	
	
	

	2. These notifications are meant to remind instructors who are teaching GEC courses to state clearly on their syllabi the GEC category (or categories) that their class fulfills along with the latest faculty agreed upon GEC Expected Learning Outcomes of that category. I find the current format:

	Easy to use to notify instructors
	18
	55%

	Difficult to use to notify instructors
	2
	6%

	Neither easy nor difficult to use to notify instructors
	13
	39%

	Total
	33
	100%

	
	
	

	3. In the past, our department has:

	Utilized these notifications
	24
	75%

	Not utilized these notifications
	8
	25%

	Total
	32
	100%

	
	
	

	4. These notifications were originally requested by the CCI to help ensure that all students are aware of how their courses fit into the GEC and that they understand what each course is trying to achieve in terms of the structure of the GEC.     These notifications:

	Do serve the above purpose
	16
	48%

	Do not serve the above purpose
	5
	15%

	No opinion
	12
	36%

	Total
	33
	100%

	5. Please provide any open-ended feedback regarding these quarterly notifications.  Again, your responses are anonymous and candor is appreciated. 

	19 Responses


MINIMUM HOURS FOR APPLICATION OF TRANSFER CREDIT

UNDER THE “OLD” GEC

Some time ago, at the request of Arts and Sciences advisors, and with the blessing of the CCI, the curricular Associate Deans approved the following “rules” regarding the minimum number of hours with which students in Arts and Sciences can satisfy categories and subcategories of the “OLD” General Education Curriculum with transfer credit.  These rules were necessary to allow “fairness” to students who transfer to Ohio State from semester schools and often have course equivalencies that are only 3 or 4, versus our standard 5, credit hours.

1. 
Writing and Related Skills (a minimum of 8 hours overall)

A. 
First Course (minimum of 3 hours)

B. 
Second Course (minimum of 3 hours)

2. 
Quantitative and Logical Skills (a minimum of 8 hours total in subcategories B and C)

A. 
Basic Computational Skills (if satisfied by course work, a minimum of 3 hours;

course work above the level of Mathematics 104 can be reused in subcategory 2B

and counted toward the total of 2B and 2C)

B. 
Mathematical and Logical Analysis (minimum of 3 hours; for the BS, minimum of 3K of 152)

C. 
Data Analysis (BA only, minimum of 3 hours)

3. 
Natural Science

BA: 
a minimum of 4 courses; minimum of 3 hours per course; minimum of a 6-hour

sequence; minimum of 16 hours overall. Each of the distribution requirements–a

course in biological science and a course in physical science–can be satisfied by

a 3-hour course. The laboratory requirement can be satisfied by a single 3-hour

course.

BS: 
a minimum of 5 courses; minimum of 3 hours per course; minimum of a 6-hour

sequence; minimum of 20 hours overall. Each of the distribution requirements–a

course in biological science and a course in physical science–can be satisfied by

a 3-hour course. The laboratory requirement can be satisfied by 3 3-hour

courses.

4. 
Social Science (a minimum of 12 hours overall)

A. 
Individuals and Groups (minimum of 3 hours)

B. 
Organizations and Polities (minimum of 3 hours)

C. 
Human, Natural, and Economic Resources (minimum of 3 hours)

5. 
Arts and Humanities (minimum of 20 hours overall)

A. 
Historical Survey (minimum of 8 hours)

B. 
Arts and Humanities

1.   Literature (minimum of 3 hours)

2.   Visual/Performing Arts (minimum of 3 hours)

3.   Cultures and Ideas (not required, but a third course, from either this list, or from

5B1 or 5B2, is required, for a minimum of 3 hours)

6. 
Diversity Experiences

A. 
Social Diversity in the United States (can be fulfilled by a minimum of 3 hours,

whether listed on the major or another GEC category–• courses)

B. 
International Issues (these requirements–2 courses with a (, or 1 course with a star and 1 course with a ♦–can be fulfilled with a minimum of 3 hours each)

7. 
Foreign Language (a minimum of 3K of 104)

8. 
Issues of the Contemporary World (BA only: a minimum of 3 hours)

DRAFT

MINIMUM HOURS FOR APPLICATION OF TRANSFER CREDIT

UNDER THE GEC-R

Similar to the rules that were developed some years ago regarding the minimum hour requirements for the application of transfer credit to the GEC, the following is a proposal for that same kind of application under the GEC-R.

1.  SKILLS

A. Writing and Related Skills (a minimum of 8 hours overall)

1. First Course (minimum of 3 hours)

2. Second Course (minimum of 3 hours)

B. Quantitative and Logical Skills (a minimum of 8 hours total in subcategories 2 and 3)

1. Basic Computational Skills (if satisfied by course work, a minimum of 3 hours; course work above the level of Mathematics 104 can be reused in subcategory 1.B.2. and counted toward the total of 1.B.2. and 1.B.3.)

2. Mathematical and Logical Analysis (minimum of 3 hours; for the BS, minimum of 3K of 152)

3. Data Analysis (BA only, minimum of 3 hours)

C. Foreign Language (a minimum of 3K of 104)

2.  BREADTH

A. Natural Science

BA:
a minimum of 3 courses; minimum of 3 hours per course; minimum of a 6-hour sequence; minimum of 12 hours overall. Each of the distribution requirements–a course in biological science and a course in physical science–can be satisfied by a 3-hour course. The laboratory requirement can be satisfied by a single 3-hour course.

BS:
a minimum of 4 courses; minimum of 3 hours per course; minimum of a 6-hour sequence; minimum of 16 hours overall. Each of the distribution requirements–a course in biological science and a course in physical science–can be satisfied by a 3-hour course. The laboratory requirement can be satisfied by a single 3-hour course.
B. Social Science (a minimum of 8 hours overall)

1. Individuals and Groups (minimum of 3 hours)

2. Organizations and Polities (minimum of 3 hours)

3. Human, Natural, and Economic Resources (minimum of 3 hours)

C. Arts and Humanities (minimum of 8 hours overall)

1. Literature (minimum of 3 hours)

2. Visual/Performing Arts (minimum of 3 hours)

D. Additional Breadth (minimum of 8 hours overall; minimum of 3 hours for each of the two required courses)
3.  HISTORICAL STUDY (minimum of 8 hours; minimum of 3 hours for each of the two required courses)
4.  DIVERSITY EXPERIENCES

A. Social Diversity in the United States (can be fulfilled by a minimum of 3 hours, whether listed on the major or another GEC category)

B. International Issues (these requirements–2 courses with a (, or 1 course with a star and 1 course with a ♦–can be fulfilled with a minimum of 3 hours each)

5.  ISSUES OF THE CONTEMPORARY WORLD (BA only: a minimum of 3 hours) 
