NMS DP 10/13/10 11-12:30 University Hall Museum
Attendees: Andereck, Breitenberger, Craigmile, Daniels, Gustafson, Hughes, Lanno, Shapiro, Turner, Vaessin
1. Introductions

2. 11-1 Friday, UCAT, Younkin, workshop for transition plan

3. Course spreadsheet will not be reviewed by the group, but by DA. Volunteers for additional review
a. Is there a way to sort out the simple conversion courses from the new for semester courses?

i. Color coding is possible, as well as sorting

b. Separate the courses into groups and distribute among the committee members. Will make the length more manageable

4. Program proposals

a. Primary and secondary reader. Will be presented to the group for discussion.

b. Any preference on how proposals should be divided? By unit? Evenly divided between members regardless of unit?

c. DA will create a list of reviewers/proposals

5. Chemistry 635

a. Course was taught previously but discontinued in 2001 due to lack of faculty. Request is to reinstate the course to the program, content remains unchanged. New instructor, Chris Callam

b. Questions

i. Syllabus requests students to prepare 15-20 hours a week for the class. Is this normal?

i. The instructor has high expectations; students will be ready and prepared for the course based on the instructors reputation.

ii. Would it be possible for a sophomore to take the course?

i. yes, but only if coming in with AP credit. Usually junior year

iii. What will the new course number be? Current listed at 600 level U/G.

i. In semesters will be at 4000 or 5000. Will remain U/G because currently there is not a graduate course equivalent.

iv. Synthesis is not a lab requirement, correct?

i. yes, that is correct

v. The course is listed as 3 credit hours, but the description seems to require more work than the definition of credit hours. Is it acceptable to put this in the syllabus as a ‘truth in advertising’ as credit hours is not always a good representation of effort.

i. Might depend on who teaches the class. This syllabus is tied to the instructor. Students should be aware of the intensity of the course.

ii. Could a student make an issue of the required prep work based on credit hours definition?

a. Syllabus is available before registration and class is NOT a required class.

iii. Language like this could be useful in some syllabi to help students plan, and some courses could use a statement like this.

a. The definition of a credit hour will be changing with the conversion to semesters, which includes time in class as well as out of class.

vi. Davis, motion, APPROVED
6. Physics Undergraduate Major Proposal, Initial reviewer Vaessin
a. Major now has 4 options instead of 6, advanced physics, physics and life science. Upper level lab courses are now required in all options. This proposal is a very good example of a conversion proposal

b. Curriculum map for physics major

i. Intermediate level is hard to decipher where credits transfer from quarter to semester

i. Hughes will update the table 
ii. Physics core seems to allow 2 credits for some courses and 3 for others

i. At one point in the conversion process, physics 3700 was 2 credit hours. It was discovered physics 3700 was a lab course that was on the border of 2 and 3 credit hours. Eventually given 3 credit hours, in order to keep more content in the course.

iii. Additional course required, physics teaching option

i. a 5 Quarter Hours to 4 Semester Hours on Physics 5400, the teaching option, when normal conversion would be to 3 Semester Hours
a. This should be labeled ‘enhanced content’ because the content will be increased to make the change to 4 Semester Hours.

iv. ‘One physics elective from above list’ raises the number of elective credit hours instead of reducing. Previous 4 Quarter Hours now at 4 Semester Hours. Should include a statement about raised requirement, or enhanced content

i. The number will be changed to 3. The intent is to allow any physics elective, and many exist at 3 credit hours. Intent is to allow one course

v. Learning goals are well designed and mapped out to the courses. A separate table would be help with the ease of reading.
vi. The list of life sciences is developed for pre med, not teaching. Courses try to meet pre med requirements.

vii. Life sciences and teaching options reach the maximum number of credit hours because of students entering grad programs

viii. Add Biochemistry to the recommended list so students are aware it is not always required for medical school.

ix. Physics will add a list of courses recommend for med school

c. Transition statement was provided and the worksheets seem to be very helpful for the students. Good to map out the more complicated majors, help them keep track.

i. In the physics majors additional attachments, pg 11. Example curriculum 2 years on quarters 2 years on semesters.

a. Bridge courses are already being advertised to students who are currently sophomores to help them with the transitions. Students will fill out a worksheet and the advisors will complete the plan for the students to avoid mistakes. 

ii. How do we think about the GE during the transition?
i. plans must have reasonable number of credit hours for the transition plan in order to allow students time to complete the GE

ii. the plan as it stands has students taking all language requirements in the last year of their career. Is this true to real life?

a. No, but there is no way to predict what students will prefer and what kind of credit they will have coming in to the program. Plan in proposal is totally fictional. Some of the scenarios are unlikely. Students will usually come in with some kind of math and/or AP credit. Issue with the plan comes when the languages are 4 credit hours, which can hamper the goal of keeping students under a certain number of hours per quarter.

b. For example, just because a student tests out of math 51, does not mean they will not take a more advanced course in its place. Not leaving room for a difficult GE course, like foreign language.

iii. In future plans, instead of naming specific courses for the GE, simply put GE course elective

iv. Will it be the departments responsibility to provide a transition plan to advisors for non-majors taking the courses? Would like a statement for how the department views the service loads for their courses/

a. There is a general philosophy for the Physics courses. The 2nd semester of algebra and calculus based the Physics courses will require the 1st semester of Physics courses. i.e. 1201 requires 1200 or 111 as a pre rec. Bridge courses will fill in the part of 1200 not covered by 111, and 1201  w 112. 

i. The bridge course will be 2 credit hours and will essentially be converted to the semester. 

ii. Reasoning is to not block out students from other majors, and to avoid students trying to cram in extra courses and overload the sections as well as the students.

iii. If students have done 2 of 3 courses in a sequence. The bridge course will get them to the next levels.

iv. All details are document on the Physics website in the transition plan.

d. Assessment plan builds on previous, looks ok
e. On program sheet, credit hour explanation sheet

i. Under total required credit hours for completion of major, include all course required even if outside the unit

ii. Proposal has 160, but department only requires 149. 

i. Proposal includes GE credit, will be removed.

ii. Proposal includes prerequisite, what to include, what to leave out? Some course are prerequisite for other courses but not for the program

a. Include in the separate prerequisite category. Ie math 130, 132, 133, physics 101, 102, etc. Not part of the major program because at the 100 level but required for the major.

b. What does “maximum required credit hours” mean? Do you have to include all available electives even if a student would only take 2?

i. No, only include 2 courses worth of hours. If there is variation in the number of hours in the electives, count the higher number of hours.

f. Clarify the language on the rational for above the credit hour table. Is it the number of electives? The number of credit hours required in the electives? Leaves itself open to various interpretations.

g. Philosophy
i. Cover letter from Jim Beatty was mostly about process, then the rationale where the details are discussed

ii. As long as highlighting where the changes are the letter will be acceptable 

h. learning goals

i. preferred language ‘majors acquire’ ‘majors can’ instead of ‘will acquire’ 

7. Meeting, next week, review of minor and grad program

8. Meeting adjourned 12:30

