CCI 11/12/10

200 Bricker Hall 9-11am

Approved Minutes

Attendees: Krissek, Shabad, Fredal, Masters, Hubin, Vaessin, Gustafson, Jenkins, Mumy, Guatelli-Steinberg, Highley, Mansfield, Andereck, Solomon, Fitzpatrick, Meyers, Vankeerbergen
Guests: Collier, Kalish

1) Items from Chair: 
a) Approval of 10/29/10 minutes
i) Masters, Fredal Approved
b) Thesis option discussion on 12/3/10
i) Information for presentation from Honors office for next meeting
c) GE Education Abroad and Service Learning (process for approval)
i) Early Access study abroad programs. 
(1) Will include 10 credits of International Studies courses. Details have not been finalized as to which courses the program will fulfill, or the specifics of those courses. 
(2) Blanket approval for all Early Access programs in this category has been requested by the  Office of International Affairs.
(a) Krissek will respond to request, asking for details for the Early Access programs before deciding on blanket approval
ii) Other OSU-approved study abroad programs


1) Blanket approval for all OSU-approved study-abroad courses has been requested by the Office of International Affairs.  Krissek will respond that CCI will review/approve each study abroad course individually; CCI will not grant blanket approval for these courses.

ii) Service Learning

(1) A small group of Committee members will convene to help the Service Learning group develop/present their courses for GE approval. Should this small group also act as an approval body? 

(a) Group will act as an ad hoc subcommittee
(b) Call for members

(2) Service Learning Roundtable has made a commitment to ensure that any course that has the S designation meet the requirements of the GE
2) Rules for approving majors
a) Rules 3 and 4 stay as is

b) Rule 5, “20 hours earned at OSU” for transfer students

i) Should we specify semester credit hours? In the past, hours converted to quarter hours if the student transferred in  semester hours. 

(1) Will clarify, adding “semester hours” in each mention of “credit hours”
ii) option 2 requires more hours, half of the major hours, could be more taxing on students

(1) Would it be possible for a student to petition this rule? Yes, if the department approves and appeals on the student’s behalf

iii) Option 2 allows more flexibility if major hour requirements change in the future

iv) Motion to accept Option 2: Mansfield, Vaessin Unanimously approved
c) Rule 6, minimum number of hours at the upper level

i) Option 1, keep the rule modified for semester hours; or Option 2, delete rule

ii) Rule was originally made because students were not taking very many upper level courses outside of their major

iii) 3000 level would not be equivalent to what is now the 300 level; 3000-level would be more likely to be equivalent to present 400/500 level

(1) Should be changed to 2000? 


(a) Cannot guarantee the 2000 level will be upper level material
(2) Units have been encouraged to arrange their courses in a way that the 3000-level should be adequate for the upper level requirement

(3) University guideline states 2000 level should be intermediate level, 3000 should be upper level, and 4000 should be advanced

iv) keeping the minimum of 40 hours could prove to be difficult if there are not many GE courses at the 3000 or above 

v) Would the language requirement be at this upper level?
(1) No, the required courses, previously 101-104, will be in the 1000 level

vi) Should the exception be kept for science courses?

(1) Organic Chemistry will be at the 2000 level, as well as some of the very difficult Physics courses. 

vii)  Should the rule be changed to require upper level courses outside of the major?
(1) For students who have a major with a large number of credit hours in their major, this could be detrimental to their academic career. Could keep students here longer. 

viii) Will there be GE courses offered at this level?

(1) Yes, there should be a good number of courses

(2) How many science courses? Good argument for keeping the exceptions in the rule because of the difficulty of the science courses and the number of prerequisites in the programs

ix) Is the student body motivated, and of a higher caliber, than when the rule was written?  If so, it could be argued that we need to remove this rule altogether.
(1) Some students still take the bare minimum, taking the lower level courses in the GEC

(2) Kalish: ULAC had similar discussions when developing the new GE. They differentiate between major courses, prerequisites, and breadth courses. Sometimes these courses overlap but they don’t have to. Some courses at the lower levels are very difficult while some courses at the upper levels may not be. 
x) Isn’t the spirit of the rule to take a course that builds on something learned before?
(1) There is already a rule about the make up of a major, so it seems this is to require students to take upper level courses outside of their major

(2) Some students will fulfill this in their majors, while others may not

xi) If this requirement specifies a number of upper-level credits outside the major – but courses taken in a minor  can be counted -- seems like this  would be a way to encourage students to take a minor

xii) Should the rule define major as a single major, to avoid confusion when students double major?

(1) Straw vote for sense of whether to proceed discussing requirement for all courses taken by a student, or only courses taken outside the major.  Tie

(2) Would not want to burden students who have very demanding majors. 

(3) GE will provide breadth, why do we need to require more breadth?

(4) Open options in the GE can be used for major prerequisites, and they may still be in the 2000 level and unable to meet the requirement

xiii) Should the English 367 courses be renumbered as 3000 level to help students meet this requirement? Currently are being converted at the 2000 level
(1) Intent for the 2000 level is students to take the course early in career to build their writing skills to be able to better write the papers required in their upper level courses later on

xiv) Motion, Hubin, Guatelli-Steinberg to accept option 1 modified to 39 credit hours, including all existing exceptions

(1) What about x194 (group studies) courses? Will proceed as in the past. If group studies course becomes an upper division course student can submit petition to have course count towards requirement

(2) Currently the exception does not include Biological sciences. Is there enough of an argument to include the Biological sciences?

(a) Masters, Vaessin, feel the exception is fine as is

(3) Will Philosophy 254 be the same course under semesters?
(a) Yes, and the number is 2500, Symbolic Logic

(4) Vote: 7 in favor, 1 opposed, Approved
d) Rule 7, minimum number of hours of Arts and Sciences, maximum number of allowable hours outside of Arts and Sciences
i) What is an A&S approved course?

(1) Courses outside of the college that have already been approved for A&S majors. For example, GE courses taught by other colleges, or courses from Interdisciplinary majors

ii) Motion, Fitzpatrick, Mansfield, Unanimously approved
e) Rule 8, rule for double majors

i) Should it stay at 20 hours? 2/3 of major?

(1) 18 unique hours

ii) One major needs to stand alone, without overlapping with the GE

iii) Could rule specify there can be overlap with the GE as long as each major has the 18 unique hours?

iv) Isn’t the issue of courses overlapping with the GE a different point? It should be kept in the rule. 
v) Issues are each major should have 18 unique hours, other hours can overlap with the other major, or the GE.
vi) New Rule 8: For students pursuing multiple majors, each major must have at least 18 unique (non-overlapping) semester hours. With permission of the major departments, non-unique hours may count toward multiple majors. Non-unique hours may also count toward the GE. 
vii) Rule will be revised and looked at again at the next meeting

f) Rule 9, dual degrees
i) Why 90 instead of 60 additional hours in the quarters version of the rule?
(1) Because the single degree requires 45 hours

ii) How many people get dual degrees?

(1) A good number of students do get dual degrees. Expect the number to decrease now that the college of Arts and Sciences is unified.

iii) It seems reasonable a student would take at least 30 additional hours just to complete the requirements  for a 2nd degree.

iv) Add a statement saying requirements of both degrees’ GE must be met

v) Does there need to be a statement about an increased number of upper level hours?
(1) It seems to be fulfilled already with the degree programs

(2) Students with dual degrees are already motivated; unlikely they would not have enough upper division hours

(3) Does the dual degree become more attractive/straightforward if this requirement is  removed? 

vi) Move to accept option two, Fitzpatrick, Highley unanimously approved
vii)  New rule 9: Students pursuing multiple degrees must earn at least 30 semester hours for each additional degree beyond the total hours required for a single degree. The GE requirements for each degree must be met.
viii) Motion to approve new rule, Fitzpatrick, Mansfield unanimously approved
3) Rules governing minors  
a) CAA has been considering University rules for minors. Arts and Sciences has always had rules for the minors, which A&S asks other colleges to follow when offering minors to A&S students. 
b) Board of Regents is proposing 18 hours as a requirement for minors, while A&S has already approved 12.
i) Board of Regents sets guidelines but they are not requirements that universities must follow.
c) Will be addressed at the next meeting.
4) Leadership Studies Minor Proposal (return)   
Meeting adjourned: 11:00
