Committee on Curriculum and Instruction

Approved Minutes

February 19, 2010






9:00 AM-11:00 AM

Physics Research Building Conference Room 4138

ATTENDEES: Andereck, David, Fredal, Gustafson, Jenkins, Harvey, Highley, Huffman, Krissek, Masters, Miller, Mumy, Shabad, Shanda, Vaessin, Vankeerbergen, Williams
Guests: A. Collier, J. Hobgood, S. Van Pelt
AGENDA
1. Items from Chair   

a. Approval of 2-5-10 minutes 
Shanda, Fredal, unanimously approved

b. New web url: asccas.osu.edu 
· There should be a direct link to OAA semester conversion page: oaa.osu.edu/semester_conversion.php
c. Informational Item: BS/MS in Physics 
· New: Combined program BS/MS in Physics. All requirements are kept. 20 hours of overlap are allowed. Students can get through combined program in 5 years.
2. Semester Conversion Template Information Vetting Process 

· Templates: there have been minor modifications (to allow smooth talking with SIS). Each unit should have spreadsheet with quarter courses laid out. This information links to template info for semester conversion. Meetings held at 10:00AM on Fridays to consider alternative to ECA.
· Q: A rumor is circulating that we need syllabi to accompany templates. A: No syllabi are required (except for transfer module) until 3 weeks into the first time course is offered.

· Course conversion template: pt 27, filling out letters a-h is a hassle. This info adds a lot of cells to spreadsheet. (Spreadsheet can end up wit as many as 62 rows.)

· Member comment: Simpler is better.

· One member wonders what is valuable about pt 27. This information is already present in program template, so why do we need to add it for course conversion?

· Suggestion: Could we have y/n option for pt. 27. If yes, we can go look for it. This might be a workable solution. Fields b and d are problematic since that info pertains to other units).
· The program template was approved by CAA. The course template was approved by OAA.

· Q: Depts. will fill out both course and program conversion forms. Each form will have to be processed by CCI. What will we do with spreadsheets? Are we going to check them for accuracy? Are we going to check that the courses/programs are academically viable?

· A: T. Gustafson: Program proposal review may vary. Some units will basically keep their programs. The cover letter will give overview of each program. Subcommittee will look at program review and can look at courses too (does not have to). For units with no substantial change, it is to be hoped that the workload will be manageable for subcommittees. Course changes need to be looked at by A-Deans. Associate Executive Dean will have to look at those too. If course changes are substantial, subcommittees will need to look at course changes too.
· From April to Oct., A&H units will send conversions to V. Williams in different batches.
· We’ll adapt the check level to what we can do.

· We need to be able to trust our colleagues in different departments. 

· Only program proposals will be reviewed by CCI. 

· T. Gustafson: Curriculum and Assessment Office will probably do preliminary assessment and pass that information to the subcommittees (e.g., straightforward conversion of courses, substantial changes that will require subcommittees to look at some courses). 

· D. Andereck: At the divisional level, he is thinking of asking individual members to look at individual program changes. Then, this person will write a letter that the Curriculum Office can use to prescreen. (So there will be one letter from Unit and possibly a letter from the A-Dean.) 

· Member asks for clarification about numbering system (e.g., what is 2000-level etc.) 
· A: T. Gustafson: This will be finalized at next week’s Curriculum meeting. Probably:  1000-level for first-year students, 2000-level for sophomores, 3000 for juniors, 4000 for seniors, grad courses 5000 and above. It will be up to the depts. to decide what year is appropriate for a particular course.
· Q: If what we are supposed to do is check for accuracy of proposal, what are we checking against? 

· A: Consistency between new and old program.

· G. Mumy will share Psychology BA with this body in March.
3. GE: Recommendation. 
· Question is: Does GE Recommendation now go back to ULAC for revision OR do we send it to Senate directly? What does CCI want to do?
· G. Mumy asked his faculty to take back proposal to their departments.

· Natural science requirement: if there are no sequences anymore, it is going to devastate some programs. E.g., Earth Sciences will be affected. Is this the appropriate way to go?

· R. Harvey: A-Deans should write up recommendations. Also, subcommittee chairs should write up letter based on discussions in subcommittees.

· M. Shanda: 

· Regarding the social sciences, ULAC will likely change the requirement to: take 2 classes out of the 3 categories.
· M.S. made presentation to ASC Senate. There was not much resistance. 
· Afterwards, M. S. received some e-mails. In these, it was asked why courses 13 and 14 could not be deleted if they are so flexible. Why not make them electives?

· USG had following feedback: (1) Can Honors students keep already existing requirements? (2) Courses 1-14: Will students think they have to take them in that order?

· Faculty Council: One interesting statement in minutes: Science and History are losing in the system.
· Foreign Languages: Courses 13 and 14 could be used to start another language. That was seen as positive by FL people.

· T. Gustafson: If ULAC reconsiders some points based on feedback by CCI and Senate, it would be useful for other colleges to perhaps incorporate those changes in their proposed GE as well.

· Q: There used to be different Science requirements between BA and BS. What happened to those differences? A: ULAC talked about this a lot. But then they decided that it would be better to have a university-wide GE (with minimum requirements). Some programs may add requirements; they will just not be called GE.

· Member comment: BA Sc requirement is one year. In that sense, length does not change.

· Other member comment: Unless courses are fundamentally redesigned, there will be a substantial reduction in the sciences.

· M. Shanda: Courses that are now part of a science sequence could become part of course 13 and 14. Indeed, ULAC said that every course that is now part of GEC would fit somewhere in new GE.
· R. Harvey: Asks again that all subcommittees draft comments and give them to M. Shanda. 
· Member comment: Data analysis requirement needs to be clarified.
4. Public Affairs Journalism Major Revision (Guest: Susan Van Pelt) 

A. Susan Van Pelt: Brief overview of proposal: 
· Consumers of news want real-time and sensory-rich information. Technology is very much needed. Student questionnaires have reflected this need. The School of Communication would like 3 changes:

i. English 269: Pre-major course (will be required)

ii. Revising and extending skill courses

iii. Require: ethics or law course.

                  Many traditional components of the major will not change. 

B. Questions to Susan Van Pelt
· Q: At present you have BA Journalism. What about the terminology Public Affairs Journalism? A: It’s always been the full name of the degree.

· Q: Do students need a specific grade in English 269? A: It is a prerequisite. Students do not need a specific grade for that course.

· Q: How many students are accepted? A: Between 70-85% of students applying are accepted.
C. J. Fredal’s overview:

· Much of the Sciences CCI Subcommittee discussion revolved around the fact that the assessment techniques are indirect. The alumni surveys are great. However, it would be great to have direct assessment too.

· A few small items were discussed: Life Science minor no longer offered (asked to be removed); students may petition to take a relevant minor in another area; Capital Program should be included.
Prabu David: Supports really good proposal.
Letter of subcommittee stands as motion to approved, David, unanimously approved

Meeting adjourned 10:35.
