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

Approved Minutes

Monday, April 19, 2010






3:30 PM- 5:00 PM

4187 Smith Laboratory

ATTENDEES: Bitters, Cohen, Daniels, Fredal, Mumy, Vankeerbergen, Zerby. Guest: Meyers. 

AGENDA:
1. Approve minutes of 4/5/10  

Mumy, Cohen, unanimously approved
      

2. Discussion of GEC Expected Learning Outcomes         

· For Natural Sciences: 
· There is no awareness of content difference. There should be specific Expected Learning Outcomes (ELOs) for biological sciences v. physical sciences. Since the new GE clearly differentiates the biological from the physical sciences, the ELOs should reflect this. Recommendation that 2. Breadth: A. Natural Science follow the pattern of 2. Breadth: B. Social Science—that is, general ELOs and then specific ELOs for biological and physical sciences. Ad-hoc committee of biological sciences faculty and physical sciences faculty could develop such ELOs.
· None of the ELOs ask the students how to put together a hypothesis, ask a question.

· In this particular case, the ELOs do not add much to the goals of the Natural Science GEC category. That is, the language of the ELOs is merely a rephrasing of the language of the goals. By definition, the learning goals can be general, vague. Learning outcomes should be more specific, measurable.

· Committees should bear in mind that students will be reading the GEC goals and ELOs. For example, the GEC goals are included on the GEC sheets. Both goals and ELOs are included on syllabi. Therefore, the language should be understandable by students. 

· Arts and Humanities: 

· Culture and Ideas will remain but as an option. The other two categories (Literature and Visual & Performing Arts) are still required. 

· 597s will be part of the Cross-disciplinary seminars. Goal if 597s is to get students of different majors in the same course and also analyze a topic from more than one perspective. (A lot of the departments are using 597 in the major, which was never the point.) Under the new system nobody is required to take a cross-disciplinary seminar. 
· Second writing: J. Fredal is going to make a proposal to drop the oral component. In his view, instructors are not adequately prepared to train students for oral communication. (Other departments would be better prepared for this: e.g., Comm 321 is a public speaking course.)
3. Proposal for Revision of the Communication Technology Focus Area in the Communication Major   

· One track in the major is being revised.
· The changes are designed to give career focus to students as far as human-technology interface and technology management are concerned.

· The revision of the focus area is accompanied by the creation of one new course and three course changes: Comm 450 “Principles of Human-Computer Interaction” is being created; Comm 611 “Communication and Multimedia” becomes “Effective Communication for the Web;” Comm 650 “Investigating Communication through Interactive Technologies” becomes “Evaluation and Usability Testing;” and Comm 657 “Technology of Communication” becomes “Understanding Communication Networks.” The title changes are accompanied by substantive content changes.

· The School of Communication is not changing the goals and objectives of the program. They are highlighting the technological aspect more.

· Assessment: They will use indirect measures (student exit survey of graduating seniors and alumni survey). They will also consider direct methods.
Mumy, Cohen, unanimously approved

4. History 324: Introduction to U.S. Latina/Latino History (seeking Social Diversity in the United States) 
· The course fits the requested GEC category.

· Assessment plan: There is a survey to be completed on the last day of class.
· There should be a link between Expected Learning Outcomes and assessment plan and some indication of who will be reviewing the data. This is the case for this course.
Mumy, Cohen, unanimously approved

