Committee on Curriculum and Instruction

Unapproved Minutes

March 19, 2010






9:00 AM-11:00 AM

Physics Research Building Conference Room 4138

ATTENDEES: Andereck, Cohen, Daniels, David, Fredal, Gustafson, Jenkins, Hallihan, Harvey, Highley, Hubin, Jenkins, Krissek, Meyers, Miller, Mumy, Shabad, Shanda, Usmani, Vaessin, Vankeerbergen

Guests: A. Collier, J. Hobgood, A. Kalish
Agenda

 

1. Items from Chair

    A. Approval of 3-5-10 minutes
Shanda, 2nd Fredal, unanimously approved

    B. Neuroscience informational updates
Neuroscience wants to limit the number of 699 hours to 3 hours.

    C. Agribusiness minor revision
The minor is moving from 21-25 hours to 23-25 hours. This increase is mostly due to the increase in hours from 4 to 5 for both AED Econ 401 and 402 (both required courses). Some changes took place in the required electives.


    D. Farm Management minor revision
Total hours required for minor remain the same (21-25). Some changes in the required coursework and the electives.
The changes to both minors are happening because of change to majors.
Shanda, 2nd Fredal, unanimously approved for 2 expedited items.

 2. Subcommittee Updates (including ULAC and CAA Semester Conversion Subcommittee)

A. Arts & Humanities 
· Women Studies 110H (Seeking Culture & Ideas): approved unanimously

· Sexuality Studies Major: subcommittee unanimously approved the major (as it now stands) to move forward to CCI.
The subcommittee had a few concerns:
· Home department concern (where the major is going to be housed): Most students in the minor are SBS students and yet it seems like the major will be housed in the Humanities.
· Follow-up comment by T. Gustafson: The discussion about where to house Interdisciplinary programs is still ongoing.
· There are few non-humanities courses included in the major. The subcommittee assumes that the proposers have looked at the list of available courses and will continue updating the list of offering as new courses are created.
· The cover letter specifies that electives will only be considered if 50% of course content, discussions, and assignments address sexuality. The subcommittee was wondering whether perhaps the rule could be altered to be able to add courses that are not strictly sexuality focused
B. Interdisciplinary Initiatives
· ASC 337 (Introduction to Nonprofit Organizations) was approved with contingencies. 
· Freshman Seminar by Michelle Herman (Why Do Fools Fall in Love?) was unanimously approved (with stipulation to instructor).
· Subcommittee has started looking at the new Sexuality Study course: Sexuality Studies 6xx: Special Topics in Sexuality and Violence, as part of the Sexuality Studies major.
· Subcommittee anticipates that two more meetings will be devoted to vetting major.
C. Sciences

· Women’s Studies 110 (non-H and H) (Seeking Diversity U.S. & Social Science: Individuals and Groups): unanimously approved
· AEE 342 (Seeking Social Science: Individuals and Groups): sent back. This is a fine leadership course, but it does not fulfill requirements of the GEC category it is applying for. This course was sent back previously. Initiators submitted revisions to the course, but problems remain.
· English 367.01-05 (non-H and H) (Seeking Diversity U.S.): all sections but 03 and 04 (non-H and H) were unanimously approved. Revisions necessary: (1) 367.03 and .04 syllabi sent back for revisions for social diversity and (2) assessment plan sent back for all 367.01-05 non-H and H.

D. Assessment

· The subcommittee spent time projecting ahead on course set cycle. The 5-year period will correspond with semester conversion. The subcommittee spent some time discussing what makes best sense to do under the circumstances. 

· Subcommittee is processing CS 5 and will be finished with this by end of Spring.

· Discussion of Assessement report (Initiatives Subcommittee Recommendations on the General Education Curriculum Category Assessment Report): Noteworthy items that M. Shanda pointed out in his memo to CCI:

· “According to the ASC Student Exit Survey respondents answered 4‐5 (5 = “to a great extent”) that their Ohio State GEC helped prepare them for: Additional formal education (40%); Future work/career (30%); Everyday life (35%); and Contributing to society (42%). The subcommittee feels that this combined with other data indicates that the goals of General Education are being met to some extent, but we must continue to strive for improvement. It is troublesome that only 30% of the students who filled out the survey believed that the GEC helped them to prepare for their future work/career.
· In the category of Foreign Language, the data raises some concern as to whether expect learning outcome #2 (“Students learn about the cultural contexts and manifestations of the peoples who speak the language that they are studying”) is being met. There seems to be an opportunity with semester conversion to develop courses that look at cultural aspect without language proficiency (e.g., would be good for Business and Engineering).

· 367 Second Level Writing Courses: focus groups revealed shortcomings in the delivery of the expected learning outcome (ELO) of oral expression. Some faculty were surprised that this was expected; some faculty did not think the ELO would fit into time in the classroom. Moreover, the quality of student writing remains a concern. The subcommittee encourages a serious examination of course content as semester successor courses are developed for the 367s to pay particular attention to oral expression and the technical quality of writing. A common grading rubric, which has already been discussed, may also help address this concern.
· The subcommittee has found value in convening faculty focus groups: they raise awareness of ELOs and provide another feedback loop for assessment practices.
· Member question: How do students value the GE courses coming in? Does their perception increase or decrease? Are we improving students’ perception?
· A: M. Shanda: ULAC has considered the question and they do not have an answer. However, ULAC feels that the new GE may increase student understanding.

· Conversation about aspirational items has started (technology literacy etc.). The Assessment subcommittee (and ULAC) will start by looking at (1) what might already be in the curriculum that addresses these areas and (2) establishing common definitions of what the ELOs would be for those areas.
· Is there a national sense of how students value the GE? A; A. Collier: We could partner with national surveys. In general, this is a national perception. We are on a par with similar institutions. For example, the U of Arizona looked at its GE a few years ago and the results were similar.
· Q: Has anybody compared the GE view across our own campus? Perception across campus could be even lower than in ASC. A: A. Collier: Many of our professional colleges are very good at tracking their alumni. They rely on 15-year out surveys, but these are geared more toward the content of the major than perceptions of how GEC has helped them.
· Discrepancy between how different colleges view General Education.
· Summary thought: There is a strong need to communicate the importance of the GE through advising and all other associated documentation. It is also important to emphasize that employers place much value on the qualities imparted by GE courses.
E. ULAC General Education Version 2.0

· M. Shanda: recent changes: 

· The spreadsheet layout has been simplified for clarity

· The Writing requirement has been re-written as a consolidated 6 units.

· The Math requirements have been re-written.
· The Science requirement has been re-written and established as 10 units for both BA and BS students with BA students required to have 1 lab experience and BS students required to have 2 lab experiences.

· The Social Science requirements have been re-written as a consolidated 6 units.

· The Open Option requirements have been re-written as a consolidated 6 units.

· The “0 Count” course requirement for Social Diversity in the United States and Global Studies have been relocated to a more appropriate location in the total list of requirements.

· General Notes have been revised to reflect specific details of some requirements and to assure the development of revised and new expected learning outcomes as appropriate.

· We have also established the name for the program to simply be General Education or Gen Ed or GE for short.
· Science courses with 1, 2, 3, 4, or 5 cr. units could be offered.

· Issue of second courses in science sequences that are not listed individually: only 2 courses (Anim Science 200 and Architecture 426) could be negatively affected. Rahter than change the process, ULAC hopes this will be handled by the two units in question.
· R. Harvey, chair, would like CCI to vote on the proposal.

· M. Shanda: Open option category still has some questions re: education abroad and service-learning. Moreover, GE courses cannot be counted in the major except "Data Analysis" as already approved. GE courses can be taken in the major, but cannot be counted as meeting both major and GE requirements. All current GEC successor courses are automatically approved for the appropriate successor GE category.
· Q: It is really hard to hit 10 credit hours for sciences. Why not make it a range? Is the intent to take 3 courses?

· Units will develop courses to fit the demand. 

· 10-cr hour requirement could be achieved in 2 semesters if the science units develop 5-hour classes. 
· It will be possible to hit 10. Units are developing various ways that this can be done.

· One member hopes there won’t be too many 5-hr science courses. Students are completely drained after 10 weeks of intensive work. This would be even worse if a course lasted a whole semester. 

· Why 10 hours for the sciences? Why not more for social sciences?

· A BA student would be able to fulfill all 10 hours by taking 3 science courses in sciences? 4-cr. biological science with lab, 3-cr. physical science (no lab), and another 3-cr. physical science class.
· Converting 5-cr. class with lab (in quarter) becomes somewhere in between 3 and 4 semester credit hours.

· A short explanation with an asterisk at the bottom of the page that the science requirement will typically take three courses to fulfill would be helpful.

· Regarding the breadth issue, using a degree audit, it was found out that for the AU2007 cohort, about 50% of biological science students take their additional breadth in MPS, about 53% of humanities students take their additional breadth in the HUM, and about 35-40% of SBS students take additional breadth in the HUM.
· Follow-up Q: Is the open option narrowing breadth? A: To some extent it is.

· Q: How do you define breadth?
· Member comment: Sometimes taking courses in related fields might be a more useful breadth rather than taking courses all over the curriculum.
· (Return to issue of credit hours for sciences.) Requirement is unlikely to be fulfilled by 2 courses for either BA or BS students.
· Having 3 courses in sciences maintains a certain breadth. 
· ULAC decided on 10 hours because they expected delivery of sciences to be such that it would be possible to take science classes that add up to 10-cr. hours and they also looked at peer institutions (they require 3 courses, or more).
· M. E. Jenkins and John Wanzer supported 10 hours at ULAC. This would force BA students to seriously consider taking 3 science courses and keep away from 5-cr. courses.
· Q: Is idea of offering labs 1-cr still on the table? A: L. Krissek: Regional faculty who teach classes and labs themselves find that when material is integrated, it becomes troublesome. However, some units are still thinking in terms of adding individual lab.
· On document “ULCA Recommendations for Semester-based General Education Requirements”: replace CEF with GEN ED.
· M. Shanda reiterates that service learning and education abroad categories need ELOs as those courses would not necessarily fulfill another GE category.

· Q: What about cross-disciplinary seminars? A: M Shanda: We’ll need new ELOs for new courses outside 597.
· Q: What about some courses/experiences potentially fulfilling more than 1 requirement? A: M. Shanda: Already now, some aspects of an experience (e.g., study abroad) are used for one requirement and other aspect for other requirement.

· Follow-up comment: OIA is already developing generic ELOs for study abroad as opposed to, for example, art credit for going to Louvre. 
· Q: Will there be provisions to retroactively apply credit for study abroad? 
· This body will need to develop a transition plan for GE. “Do no harm” will be the guiding principle.
· A: Will 597s not be as popular with students anymore? A: M. Shanda: It’s a possibility. However, they will remain mandatory in several BAs.

Resolution: Motion to approve: M. Shanda :

CCI endorses (1) the Curricular Experience document and (2) ULAC requirements for semester-based GE with a friendly amendment to clarify that typically it will take 3 courses to satisfy the science requirement.
These will be forwarded to ASC Faculty Senate for ASC Senate consideration: unanimously approved
CCI extends its thank you to Mark Shanda for working on new GE. 
Meeting adjourned

