NMS DP 10/27/10
Attendees: 

Andereck, Wolfe, Breitenberger, Daniels, Shapiro, Meyers‎, Craigmile, Hughes ‎, Lanno, Gustafson, Vaessin
Guest: Peterson
Agenda

1) Astronomy/Astrophysics BS

a) Hughes review and discussion 
i) Core courses have a very straightforward conversion

ii) A few typos as far as course numbers and credit hours in the sample program

iii) Program learning goals, removed ‘will’ from language. Change to action words
iv) Table needs clarification on total minimum credit hours. Looks like the table includes GEC and courses under 200 levels.

(1) Are prerequisites included? 

(a) The form says to include the prerequisites in the top line only

(b) Should be the sum of the next two lines in table

v) in letter from chair for both major and minor program it does not appear to have a vote from faculty/curricular committee

(1) CAA will appreciate seeing the faculty as a whole are in support of the program

vi) Proposed name change from Astronomy to Astrophysics

(1) Need to seek a letter of concurrence for the name change. Whoever will approve the change will need to have this information

(2) Any name change of a program that includes the name of another department should seek concurrence, regardless of outcome.

vii)  Under Major courses, several are listed as 5400 or 5400H. Are these comparable courses?
(1) Yes. Previously held different topics, but now exist as an Honors version of the same course

(2) Is the non honors version a survey of the 2 Honors versions?

(a) First year taught in this format, intent is the one semester of EM and one semester of Quantum should be enough for a student to move on. Would allow by petition if a student wanted to do the 2nd semester in the Honors version if did well in regular first semester. 

viii) advising sheets

(1) Use the quarter numbers, is this ok for the plans?

(a) Acceptable to use semester successor or 54xx for a course where the number is unknown

(b) Would be helpful for units to put a map of course numbers on the Arts and Sciences webpage. Along with bridge courses and service course.

ix) quarter advising sheet should be attached to the package

(1) one does exist but in spreadsheet format, formal advising sheet will be added

x) add a 2 and 2 plan for students who are starting the program in quarters

2) Astronomy MN

a) Straightforward conversion

b) Table has similar typos with numbers, but can be fixed easily

c) Typo on letter of rationale, ‘recently updated’

d) If a Physics major, students only take sophomore level Physics courses instead of upper level Astronomy courses

i) Students could not complete the Astronomy without the Physics foundation

e) Perhaps give students option to take an elective?

i) Could lead to the same scenario or perhaps move on to an upper level course or a special topics course

(1) Will discuss with advisors and curriculum committee, sounds very reasonable

f) Would like to see a 2 and 2 plan for students as part of the transition policy.

i) Would be helpful for minors and a necessity for the major proposals

3) Math courses

a) Math is considering a renumber of all of the semester course numbers. Will not have a proposal ready until April.

b) Freshman and Sophomore math courses will have similar numbers

c) Math 190 is now 4250

4) Course name changes

a) Should departments seek concurrence from colleges where they might use similar titles?

i) Would be in good faith to send a list of all new course titles and seek concurrence in a block

5) Physics PhD

a) Vaessin review and discussion

i) Cover letter is ok

(1) CAA will ask about the abstention votes. To clear up what their concerns may have been

(a) Quarters program contains a core, which are generally taken over the course of the program, not all at once. 

(b) Semesters program ensures students take the core in the first year at a lower number of credit hours. Allowing them to be able to take special topics courses and get more involved in research during the 2nd year. 

(c) Abstention votes were over the method of change. 

ii) Rationale for switching to 3 credit hour courses could be clarified. Would be helpful to add in the content is less. Gives impression there are less credit hours for the same amount of work.

iii) Program request form

(1) Credit hour explanation says 80 hours are required, but only 34 hours are listed.
(2) Research needs to be included

(3) 34 hours will be attained by end of 2nd year. 46 hours are now required but can only carry 9 credit hours per year after candidacy exams. 

(4) How many of the research hours have to come from the offering unit?

(5) Table should have 80 hours in each section

(6) Curricular plan will have to show research credit hours

iv) Program request form says ‘re envisioned with changes’ and letter says ‘re envisioned with minimal changes’
v) Rationale for change document

(1) Use course numbers throughout document, without is very hard to follow

(2) The document mentions a 3 course sequence but it is very hard to find this sequence in the table

(3) Pg 2, for English, uses old number instead of xxxx.

(4) Clarify academic year vs. calendar year

(5) Pg 3, core and advanced courses are talked about but there is no distinction made between the two

(6) Pg 5, physics 6780 is mentioned but course is not listed in the table

(7) No transition plan listed

(8) Promise to students 

6) Will invite Elliot Slatner to next week’s meeting to discuss the problem of credit hours in the PhD/graduate programs as a whole.
