Cmte on Curriculum and Instruction (CCI) Meeting Date: 05/13/2011 Notes: 

Time:9:00-11:00a.m. Location:200 Bricker Hall 
Approved minutes

Attendees: Andereck, Bruno, Collier, Denton, Fitzpatrick, Fredal, Guatelli-Steinberg, Gustafson, Hubin, Jenkins, Mansfiled, Meyers, Miller, Mumy, Nelms, Paulsen, Shabad, Smith, Solomon Vankeerbergen, Vaessin, Williams
AGENDA:    

1) Approval of 5-6-11 minutes  
a) Motion, Hubin, Solomon, unanimously approved
2) Engineering Sciences Minor  and Technological Studies Minor  
a) Minors to be approved allowing 2000 level courses in Engineering to count as upper level

b) Motion, Fredal, Vaessin, unanimously approved
3) AAAS Minor  
a) Letter from subcommittee: course to course conversion, last revised in 2006

b) Reviewers: Shabad, Krissek

i) Heading on rationale should be updated per subcommittee letter.
ii) A statement should be added to clarify what courses can be used to fulfill the elective category: any course in AAAS at 3000-level and above? Only AAAS courses on approved list? Any OSU course at 3000-level and above?
c) Motion: Shabad, Guatelli-Steinberg, unanimously approved
4) Disability Studies Minor  
a) Letter from subcommittee: part of DISCO, straightforward conversion
b) Reviewers: Solomon, Guatelli-Steinberg
i) Learning goals on the Program Request Form do not match the goals in the proposal, specifically number 4. 

ii) Department should add clarification that students can take 7000 level courses to count for the minor. 7000-level courses are not required but can be used.
c) Motion: Guatelli-Steinberg, Mansfield, unanimously approved
5) 9:30AM: Neuroscience BS—guests: John Bruno and Alisa Paulsen  
a) Overview from Professor Bruno:

i) New major, developed due to student interest and to stay competitive with peer institutions
ii) All courses in the major are existing courses or will have their first offering in Au 11

iii) Three tracks of specialization to the major; research is not required but will be encouraged

b) Questions:

i) Has there been an effort to reach out to the departments in Biology and Mathematics who could offer courses for the major?

(1) Yes, more courses will be added to the program over time

ii) The number for Math 1150 has changed. Request to check with the department for most up-to-date course number.
iii) 4-year plan lists electives. Are these major electives or free electives?

(1) These are free electives and will be marked as such. Developing committee foresees these being used for research. Clarify in proposal how many credit hours of research can be applied to free electives.
iv) Clarify credit hours for courses early in proposal.
v) Molecular/cellular track includes 7000 level courses. Add language on advising sheet that permission is required to take those course. (Those courses are available to students with appropriate background and interest.)
vi) 4998 is not included in the curricular map. Add with generic department (xxx 4998).
vii) Is there enough room for the new neuroscience students in the core courses? 

(1) In discussions with the neuroscience department from the medical school, they have confirmed there will be increased offerings and enough space.
(a) Add this statement to the proposal. (Suggestion to clarify this on p. 7 of the proposal under “Student Enrollment”)
c) Letter from subcommittee: very good proposal, questions from subcommittee were addressed in presentation
d) Reviewers: 

i) Proposers are encouraged to double-check credit hour numbers on PACER form. Since this is an interdisciplinary program and there is no unit, put 0 in lines 2-5.

ii) Proposal does not include 4999 and 4999H. Also no reference to 4998H. Again, all those courses (4998/H and 4999/H) should be listed as a generic course because the credit could come from many different departments. 4999(H) should be added in 4-year plans. 
iii) PACER form: Learning goal #4: remove “are able to.”  In actual proposal (p. 4): number it as learning goal 4 instead of a bullet under #3
iv) Advising sheet: there should be a note that Math 1151 is a GE requirement to receive a BS degree.
e) Motion: Subcommittee letter stands as the motion, Vaessin, unanimously approved (pending changes in bold above)
6) Chinese BA  
a) Letter from subcommittee: straightforward conversion
b) Reviewers: Mansfield, Solomon
A. Comments valid for all subsequent EALL programs

(1) Item 3 “Transition Plans” of Professor Noda’s letter: Point b, item iii: reference to Summer 2012; clarify that individualized advising will happen before and after Summer 2012.  
(2) The transition plan offers bridge from 101 to 1103 in an accelerated course, but not from 101 to 1102.  The bridge course from 102 to 1103 is not, in fact, a bridge course. It is the same material as 1102 but offered at a different number of credit hours in order to save students money. This could be avoided by encouraging students to take the .51 individualized studies courses. A statement should be added about the offering for 110X.51 courses fulfilling the bridge requirements. 
(3) Transition table that outlines the individualized studies courses should include the scenario where students have completed a classroom version under quarters and move on to individualized studies under semesters. (The Korean one refers to Chinese at the bottom.) 

(4) 1103 should be added to the 4 year plan (item 6 in Professor Noda’s letter). 

(5) Page titled “DEALL Major/Minor Programs” should be clearly labeled as “Semester Advising Sheet for the Program in the Boxed Outline” (or a similar title). 
(6) Curricular map could remove the label “required/elective courses” and replace with “list of courses.” 

B. Comment valid for all EALL BAs
(7) Advising sheet should list the 4998 and 4999 courses consistently for all languages. Moreover, in the curriculum map, there is confusion about the 4998 (H) and 4999 (H) terminology. 
C. Discussion about program learning goals. These are perceived to be very generic, with no reference to the particular language. These learning goals are, however, on file with OAA. Several suggestions to department: replace “demonstrate” with more active verbs; this way, goals would sound more “actionable” and hence easier to be assessed. 
D. Program Request Form implies there are no courses outside the unit, but there are courses available outside the unit. Adjust PACER chart: column c, 3rd line (max offered by unit): 30 (instead of 33), 5th line (max outside unit): 3 (instead of 0).
c) Motion: Hubin, Fitzpatrick, unanimously approved (pending changes in bold above)
7) Chinese Minor  
a) Letter from subcommittee: minor has been reduced in credit hours; under quarter, with prerequisite was a very large minor of 50 hours. 
b) Reviewers: Mansfield, Solomon
i) Very straightforward, conversion and reduction of hours made sense
ii) Same comments as Chinese BA
iii) Suggest removing learning goals for all minors.
c) Motion: Mansfield, Shabad, unanimously approved (pending changes in bold above)
8) Japanese BA  
a) Letter from subcommittee: minimal changes to program, revised in 2008
b) Reviewers: Guatelli-Steinberg, Fitzpatrick
i) Same comments as Chinese BA

ii) Program Request Form implies there are no courses outside the unit, but there are courses available outside the unit. Adjust PACER chart: column c, 3rd line (max offered by unit): 27 (instead of 33), 5th line (max outside unit): 6 (instead of 0). 
c) Motion: Mansfield, Hubin, unanimously approved (pending changes in bold above)
9) Japanese Minor  
a) Letter from subcommittee: straightforward proposal
b) Reviewers: Guatelli-Steinberg, Fitzpatrick
i) Very straightforward conversion

ii) Same comments as Chinese BA
iii) Suggest removing learning goals for all minors.
c) Motion: Hubin, Mansfield, unanimously approved (pending changes in bold above)
10) Korean BA  
a) Letter from subcommittee: Straightforward conversion, revised in 2008

b) Reviewers: Miller, Vaessin

i) Similar comments as the Chinese BA

ii) Program Request Form implies there are no courses outside the unit, but there are courses available outside the unit. Adjust PACER chart: column c, 3rd line (max offered by unit): 30 (instead of 33), 5th line (max outside unit): 3 (instead of 0). 
c) Motion: Shabad, Vaessin, unanimously approved (pending changes in bold above)
11) Korean Minor  
a) Letter from subcommittee: straightforward conversion

b) Reviewers: Miller, Vaessin

i) Similar comments as the Chinese BA
ii) Suggest removing learning goals for all minors.
c) Motion: Fitzpatrick, Miller, unanimously approved (pending changes in bold above)
12) Meeting adjourned 11:00

