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Undergraduate Studies Committee

 Minutes

November 21, 2007

Representatives:

Present:  Lynda Heiden (Chair), Damian Bacich, Robert Cooper, Laura Ingraham, Ravish Mathur, Susan McClory, Jackie Snell

Absent:  Gonzaga DaGama, Weider Yu 

Ex-officio:  Debra David, Gloria Edwards
I. October 17, 2007 Minutes were approved, 4 in favor with 2 abstentions.

II. Unfinished business

A. BFA Dance.  Dr. Heiden has received all of the recommended changes to the BFA in Dance.  She is in the process of reviewing the changes and will forward the proposal to the Curriculum and Research Committee.

ACTION ITEM:  Dr. Heiden will forward the BFA in Dance new degree proposal to the Curriculum and Research Committee.

B. Minor in Education.

The Minor in Education was discussed in the UGS Meeting April 18, 2007.  The following questions were raised at that time:

1. The Committee would like to know if other Departments in Education have been contacted about this proposal.  For example, a question was raised about EDTE 190, Health Education for the Classroom Teacher.  Currently CHAD offers CHAD 149, Child Health and Physical Activity, to undergraduate Education majors.  EDTE 190 is usually required in the post-baccalaureate certificate program.  Will this change impact enrollment in CHAD 149?  Are there other classes in other department that might be impacted?  

2. The Committee would like to see some information about comparable programs at other schools.  

3. One of the stated reasons for the proposed Minor is to “create a more visible education presence at the undergraduate level.”  The Committee was unclear about the meaning of this phrase.  SJSU is an educational institution and all degrees offered here should have a ‘presence’.

4. Another stated reason for the proposed Minor is to “offer an alternative plan for studying education as an undergraduate”.  A stronger rationale and statement of the benefits of this plan need to be provided in the proposal.  While the benefits to those seeking credentialing were addressed, it is unclear if there are benefits to those who do not plan to pursue post-graduate work.

5. It was felt that a Minor in Education will make the teacher credential program more visible to students.  The packaging of courses in the Minor is such that students will be able to take some of the courses required for their credential prior to graduation, thus cutting down on the amount of time needed for post-graduation credentialing.  While this has potential benefits to students, it may also complicate student advising and impact student status for credentialing.  For example, what will happen if a student in the Minor fails one of the classes?  They may graduate without the Minor, but will still have an “F” on their transcript.  How this or other possible scenarios would, be handled at the teaching credential level?  Additionally, how many classes can be transferred into the teacher credential program?

6. Where will the Minor be housed?  Who will cover the advising?

7. Will other schools honor the Minor and allow a student to get credit in their teacher credential program?

8. How many students do you anticipate choosing this option?  Will this impact faculty workload?

The Committee again stated that they would like to know if the credits earned in the Minor will transfer into any credential program (or just SJSU’s) and; how will a grade of ‘F’ in one of the minor classes that is also a class for the credential program be handled.  Additionally, the Committee had these questions:

9. Is there a time limit on classes taken for the Minor being accepted into a Credential program?

10. If a student takes some of these classes at another University, will the credits be transferable to both the Minor and the Credential Program? 

ACTION ITEM:  Dr.  Heiden will forward a list of questions to Education.  They will be invited to attend the next UGS Committee Meeting to discuss these and any other curricular issues with the Committee.

III. New Business

A. Computer Science.  A request was made to extend the current degree requirements of 121 units for Computer Science majors. The Chancellor's Office mandates that any degree program requiring more than 120 units must justify the need for excess units for the major.  Additionally, there is an Executive Order requiring any program with more than 120 units to justify the continuation of greater than 120 units each time that programs goes through program review.  

The intent of this Executive Order is that, as departments change and update their courses, they may be able to find ways to reduce the need for more than 120 units.  

The Computer Science Department is in the process of Program Review and, as part of that procedure, is requesting that the 121 units required for the BS in Computer Science be continued.  The document requesting continuation of the 121 units submitted for Program Review is very similar to that that was submitted in 2003, when the Chancellor’s Office first required departments to justify exceeding the 120 unit limit on degree programs.  

The Committee discussed criteria needed to guide review of degree programs requesting more than 120 units, specifically addressing whether the number of units should impact the level of justification required (e.g., should less extensive justification be required for a 121 unit program than a 125 unit program?). After much discussion, the Committee decided that any program with more than 120 units would need to present a complete justification for continued operation at that level.  This justification would include the following:

1. What are the degree requirements for other universities with similar programs?

2. What cost (if any) would there be to the student if the program is reduced to 120 units?

ACTION ITEM:  Dr. Heiden will ask the Computer Science Department to present a complete justification.

ACTION ITEM:  Susan McClory, as the representative from the College of Science, will work with the department to consider a variety of strategies that may allow them to reduce the degree program by 1 unit.

B. LPP Grants
The Committee voted to allow the one LPP Grant that was submitted on the correct day, but a few hours late to be considered.  The electronic copies of the LPP grant proposals will be sent to each of the committee members for discussion at the next UGS Committee meeting.  

It is requested that the Committee:

1. Rank the proposals;

2. Look at the budgets to see what is reasonable;

3. Consider the quality of the proposal; and

4. The probability of success.

C. Service Learning.

Dr. Cooper asked the Committee to consider a possible policy change for Service Learning Courses.  Currently, the policy requires that when a course designation changes to ‘service learning’ that that change be approved by the Department and the College curriculum committees.  Because this is onerous, it is thought that many instructors don’t bother to change the designation to ‘service learning’.  Dr. Cooper and Dr. David would like to consider ‘service learning’ as a designation put on at the section level, not the course level.  This new policy is being developed by Dr. Cooper, Dr. David and others.  If you have any ideas or suggestions, please contact them.
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