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

Approved Minutes

Monday, February 22, 2010






11:00 AM- 12:30 PM

4187 Smith Laboratory

ATTENDEES: Bitters, Breitenberger, Cohen, Daniels, Fredal, Lyvers-Peffer, Mumy, Vankeerbergen  

AGENDA:

1. Approve minutes from 2/1/10
Cohen, Daniels, unanimously approved
2. GE Recommendation 
Chair (J. Fredal): At last CCI meeting, R. Harvey asked that each subcommittee forward a document with specific recommendations for GE proposal. These will be collected, collated, and send to M. Shanda, head of ULAC.
At our 2-1-10 meeting, the conversation focused on

· Language of sentence on p. 3: “All GE course work would be taken from outside the major area of study unless otherwise noted and upper division course work from an equivalent area (as determined by an academic advisor) should be allowed to be substituted automatically for what is typically a lower level requirement.” The subcommittee recommended some adjustments to the language re: “outside the major,” “academic advisors,” and “automatically.”
· There was conversation about Social Science category (change from 3 to 2 categories). It seems that this might be up in the air now. This subcommittee will recommend leaving the 3 categories as they are.

· There was a conversation regarding Culture & Ideas for Course 12 + description of open option for Courses 13-14.
· Some of the labs will be 4-credit hours.
Additional comments:

· Sciences: reduction in number of hours. 
· Science sequences will be eliminated. Does that mean that courses that are part of a sequence need to be revisited? 
· A: According to M. Shanda, they would fall in open options—so there would be no need to reapprove them. 
· C. Breitenberger suggestion: NMS Division should prepare a draft document that articulates the essential components for courses that address the biological sciences primary requirements and physical sciences primary requirements. This document will help us ascertain whether courses previously in sequences can retain the biological or the physical science GE status. This document will allow one to differentiate between course 7 and courses 13-14.
J. Fredal: those comments will be forwarded to CCI.
3. Geography 465 (seeking 2. Breadth: B. Social Science (2) Organizations and Polities) 
· Proposal explains the relationship between geography and geopolitics.

· Some revisions at the College Curriculum Committee level have been recently approved by G. Mumy.
· Good proposal. Rationale is excellent. Syllabus very long. Detailed assessment plan. 
· This seems a really intense course. It’s a GEC course, but it’s also a course for majors to take.
· This course meets the GEC category it is applying for.
· The course might want to petition for Diversity International.

Daniels, Breitenberger, unanimously approved
4. English 282/Women’s Studies 380 cross listed (seeking Diversity US) 
· J. Fredal: Presents brief introduction to the field of Queer Theory.
· Subcommittee expresses concern about the fact that those cross listed courses do not carry the same number. This is confusing. In addition, according to Andrea Bour (Registrar’s Office), (1) “Intro to . . . “ should not be used for 300-level courses (cf. suggested numbering document from OAA) and (2) the number 282 would be available for Women’s Studies.
· This course meets the US diversity category. Suggestion: It would be a good idea to add information from other fields: e.g., biological sciences.
· Follow-up comment: The topic could be discussed in genetics, but those genetic theories are not well formulated and are not at the level that undergraduate students could grasp. This would be a concern.

· This course seems primarily a Culture and Ideas course. Therefore, US Diversity is a bit of an add-on. Introducing a lot of Psychology etc. would make it more of a primarily diversity course.
· Science courses were added for the Sexuality Studies minor and major.
· Course description: simplify and clarify; maybe just invert the order of the sentence. New description would be: The course introduces and problematizes foundational concepts of the interdisciplinary field of queer studies, highlighting the intersections of sexuality with race, class, and nationality,
· Q: Why is this course offered by Women’s Studies? Why not Comparative Studies, for example? A: Comparative Studies focuses more on religion. Women’s Studies (and English) happen to have the necessary faculty to teach those courses.
· Assessment plan. The course will be assessed using: 
1) Student SEI’s

2) Student discursive evaluations of the course

3) Written report of class visit by peer evaluator

4) Portfolio of sample student work

5) Review of current paper topics and final exam questions

6) Review of course syllabi for each time the course has been taught up to the point of assessment

7) Student self-assessment of the course

Category 4, portfolio of sample student work, is quite ambitious. It is the best way to assess, can be very informative. 

The assessment plan could have focused more on US Diversity (and Culture & Ideas).

Mumy, Breitenberger, approved with contingency (bold above)
