CURRICULUM  COMMITTEE
October 22, 2009

Present:  Acklin, Carney, Levin, Slattery, Pohl, Steinle, Thorpe

The meeting began at 4:05 p.m.  The minutes from the October 15 meeting were accepted.

Faculty Senate meeting report
Slattery gave a brief summary of the Faculty Senate discussion about the proposed change to the catalog review timeline.  Acklin noted that this proposal is from the office of Academic Affairs, not the Curriculum Committee, but the Curriculum Committee has endorsed the AA proposal.  The proposal addresses issues of timing, and it was hoped that Faculty Senate would endorse the plan. Steinle added that the adoption of the Acalog catalog management system does not need approval.  Acklin will write a memo to Faculty Senate outlining the reasons the Curriculum Committee supports the proposal to change the timing of the curricular change review process.

Upper Division Course Criteria
The committee resumed discussion of the criteria for upper division courses.  Carney said 300-level Integration courses should not have prerequisites.  He also asked whether the Faculty Senate needed to approve the Curriculum Committee’s recommended criteria for upper division courses; he said the committee was created by the faculty constitution, not the Faculty Senate, and that some senators don’t want this kind of issue passed on to senate.  Acklin said she would like Faculty Senate to review the suggested criteria for information, and for approval. The criteria will be given to the Faculty Senate Advisory Council first; Steinle will forward the criteria for Jim Klein to take to the Faculty Senate Advisory Council.

The committee discussed prerequisites in general education courses; there were differing opinions about whether general education courses could have prerequisites. 
The committee generally agreed to add to the criteria in #2:  “or qualify as a University Studies course.”  Levin says having prerequisites is a protection for students to they aren’t in over their heads.  The Curriculum Committee unanimously approved the four criteria for upper division courses, as revised:

1.
Emphasize more sophisticated levels of theory, critical thinking, analysis and synthesis than those found in lower division courses.
2.
Have stated or implied prerequisites, or qualify as a University Studies course.

3.
Require junior or senior class standing.

4.
Require a significant project, paper, presentation, performance or another assessment mechanism that reflects the level of sophistication in number one above.
Cross-listed Courses
Thorpe shared a memo she had received from a faculty member several months ago, recommending a change to cross-listed courses.  The committee discussed the various reasons departments want to cross-list courses (make courses more visible; students can’t seem to find courses in other prefixes outside their major; perceived advantage of SCH.)  Cross-listings get very complicated and cumbersome in Banner; Pohl said there are limited staff resources, and restrictions on the technical part.  Carney asked what the consequences would be of leaving cross-listings as they are.  Slattery says this is a technical question that resides in the Enrollment Services Center.  Steinle will make a list of the problems of cross-listed courses.  The committee should develop criteria and guidelines for cross-listed courses.  The committee also discussed ways to alert students to courses under other prefixes.

The meeting adjourned at 5:00 p.m.
