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Undergraduate Studies Committee

 Minutes

November 1, 2006

Representatives:

Present:  Lynda Heiden (Chair), Gonzaga Da Gama, Seiichiro (Keach) Inaba, Laura Ingraham, Maureen Smith, Weider Yu 

Ex Officio:

Robert Cooper

Visitors:

Emily Wughalter, Gloria Edwards, Bill Devincenzi, Nancie Fimbel

I. Approval of minutes for October 4, 2006

The minutes for October 4, 2006 were unanimously approved.

II. New Business

A. Proposed Baccalaureate of Science degree in Psychology.

Dr. Cooper provided a brief overview of the approval process for new degree proposals. The UGS Committee is part of the oversight on the quality of the curriculum at SJSU.  When a new degree is proposed, a preliminary proposal goes through the department, the college, the Undergraduate Studies and Curriculum and Research Committees.  Once it has been reviewed and approved at each level at SJSU, the preliminary proposal goes to the CSU Chancellor’s Office and, if approved, to the CSU Trustees.  Once approved by the CSU Trustees, the proposal is returned to SJSU for full development.  The proposal for the BS in Psychology has been approved by the Trustees and the fully developed proposal was submitted to the Committee.  
Committee members raised several questions regarding the revised proposal:

1. The proposal referenced software for psychological testing.  What is the software and is it psychology specific software or software for psychological tests? 

2. The proposal references a research lab.  There were questions about the quantity and quality of the psychology labs and whether they could accommodate an increase in student load.

3. There is a question about the feasibility of using 2 units of Psyc 180 in place of Psyc 121 if enrollment is not adequate.

4. There was a question about assuring that the BA majors would not become ‘second-class citizens’ now that a new, more rigorous BS major is offered.

5. There were questions about advising.  If someone wanted to go from the BS to the BA after the first year, they would not be substantially behind.  However, if someone wanted to go from the BA to the BS, they may need to add more semesters.  There may be a need for strong advising for incoming students.

The proposal indicated that there would probably not be a significant shift in the number of psychology students overall.  It is anticipated that some students would shift from the BA to the BS and that the degree would be attractive to a few of the current non-psychology majors, but it is not anticipated that the new offering would cannibalize any other existing majors.

The committee voted to approve the proposed BS in Psychology, pending the department meeting with Dr. Heiden and resolving the minor issues brought up for discussion.

ACTION ITEM:  Lynda Heiden will meet with Mark Van Selst to go over any issues or changes that need to be made to the proposal before submission to the Curriculum and Research Committee.

B. Extra meeting to discuss the LPP Grants

It was determined that the Committee will meet November 29th from noon to 1 pm in Adm 167 to discuss the LPP grants.

III.     Unfinished Business

A. Proposed Honors Program, College of Business. 

After an email discussion of the proposed Honors Program in the College of Business, a summary of the comments was sent to Bill Devincenzi for his information.  The updated version was distributed to the UGS Committee.  Bill Devincenzi and Nancie Fimbel from the College of Business attended the meeting to answer any questions about the revised Honors Program.

The following issues were raised by the Committee:

1. The Honors Seminar seems like more of a hybrid class and not an ‘honors’ program. 

2.  There is still some concern that there is not enough of a scholarly component articulated in the proposal.  This scholarly component should be address in the ‘Completion of the Program and Honors Designation’ section of the proposal.  The Committee felt that this section needs to articulate that students use case studies, business theory, literature review, etc., in their final paper. 

            In the Methodologies of Evaluation, there is no mention of scholarly criteria.  Again, this raises a question about the scholarly portion of the honors program.
3. Honors are usually departmental honors.  Since the COB has only one degree, they are not sure how an honors designation can be addressed by the University.  

After discussing these items with Bill Devincenzi and Nancie Fimbel, the Committee felt that the Honors program probably does meet the scholarly criteria, but that it is not adequately articulated in the proposal.  Ideas that could be included in the proposal are:  (1) add another category for scholarship, (2) come up with a template for the students and (3) a menu of ways to meet the scholarly component.

ACTION ITEM:  Lynda Heiden will meet with Bill Devincenzi to go over in detail the criteria and to assist Bill with the phraseology that the Committee is looking for before approving the program.

ACTION ITEM:  Bob Cooper will investigate the question of an ‘honors’ designation at the College rather than the Departmental level.
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