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EL CAMINO COLLEGE

MINUTES OF THE COLLEGE CURRICULUM COMMITTEE

November 12, 2002

Present:
L. Beckett-Lemus, C. Fitzsimons, P. Gebert, R. Harris, N. Hata, K. Key, 


W. Killingsworth, D. LaCoe, V. Rapp, C. Striepe, J. Young

Absent (excused):  R. Mekaru, C. Somin

Ex-Officio

Members Present:  A. Collette, J. Kim, P. Lund

Absent (excused):
L. Mukogawa, A. Valles

Absent (unexcused):
R. Smith, A. Spor
Also Present:
S. Alwash, S. Blake, A. Grisby, P. Hacking, J. Kasabian, 


P. Kidwell-Udin, L. Kjeseth, D. Lynn, B. Perez, J. Pfeiffer, 


R. Quadhamer, J. Shannon, H. Story, K. Townsend, B. Villalobos, 


M. Winfrey

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Key called the meeting to order at 2:32 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
J. Young moved that the minutes of the October 29, 2002, College Curriculum Committee meeting be approved as written and W. Killingsworth seconded the motion.  The Chair called for a vote and the motion carried.

CHAIR’S REPORT

Chair Key reported that he attended the statewide Academic Senate Fall Plenary Session where he participated in distance education and compressed calendar break-out meetings.  He noted that the statewide Senate had numerous concerns about the recently adopted accreditation standards and that much of the plenary session was devoted to resolutions regarding these new standards.  The Chair concluded his remarks by asking CCC members to update their curriculum handbooks with the revised schedule of meetings for Division Curriculum Committees included in the day’s packet.

VICE PRESIDENT - ACADEMIC AFFAIRS' REPORT
Vice President Hata informed CCC representatives that their copies of the revised college catalog were in their packets.  She thanked the committee for its patience during the period the college catalog was unavailable.

CURRICULUM REVIEW 

PROPOSALS REVIEWED BY CCC CHAIR AND VICE PRESIDENT – ACADEMIC AFFAIRS:

Members were asked to review the justifications for approval of the updated Distance Education course versions for English 7 and Geology 1.  As there were no questions, 

J. Young moved that these updated course versions be approved.  C. Fitzsimons seconded the motion, which carried.

Chair Key then established a 20 minute time frame for divisions to present their respective proposals.  He added that, if necessary, divisions would have additional time to present curriculum after all divisions had completed their initial discussions.

BEHAVIORAL AND SOCIAL SCIENCES PROPOSAL:

J. Young directed members to the revised proposal, included in the day’s packet, for the Political Science major which had been tabled at the last CCC meeting.  She explained that the Political Science Department had reanalyzed the required courses and that the proposed changes reflected courses better suited for this major.  After a brief discussion, L. Beckett-Lemus moved, and C. Fitzsimons seconded, that the revised major be approved.  The motion carried.

HEALTH SCIENCES AND ATHLETICS PROPOSALS:

J. Young reminded the CCC that at its October 29th meeting, the Nursing 116 and 118 new course proposals were tabled so that necessary revisions could be incorporated.  She then introduced P. Kidwell-Udin who distributed an errata sheet for the proposals.  Included with the errata sheet was an additional new course proposal for Child Development 32.  

J. Young explained that this proposal was inadvertently omitted from last meeting’s curriculum review materials and that the course was identical to Nursing 116.  Child Development 32 and Nursing 116 are to be cross-listed, so as to serve two different student populations, thereby making it necessary to submit two new course proposals.  She emphasized that the course outlines were identical and then proceeded to point out the revisions that had been made to the original Nursing 116 proposal.  During the discussion of these proposed courses, the committee, J. Young, and P. Kidwell-Udin agreed to further revisions to Sections II and III of the outlines.  As the division had reached the end of its allotted time, V. Rapp moved that the CCC approve Child Development 32 and Nursing 116 as revised.  R. Harris seconded the motion, which carried.  C. Fitzsimons then moved, and V. Rapp seconded, that the courses’ conditions of enrollment be approved.  The motion carried.

DISTANCE EDUCATION PROPOSALS:

A. Grisby, Dean of Instructional Services, asked the committee to begin its review with the Anthropology 1 and 2 proposals for Distance Education online versions.  In response to a question about requiring students to attend group meetings, J. Pfeiffer, course proposer, stated that not all students would be required to participate in these sessions.  The Anthropology addenda were then adjusted accordingly.  The CCC had no questions about the English 1B Distance Education online version so turned its attention to the online version for Speech Communication 14.  K. Key asked if students were required to give oral presentations in the on-campus version of this course and R. Quadhamer, Dean of Fine Arts, explained that this particular speech course differed from all others in that the preponderance of the course involved research and written communication not oral presentations.  Next, the committee reviewed the proposal for the Oceanography 10 online version.  Considerable discussion was held regarding whether this was an online version or a hybrid version because part of the class was conducted online and part required on-campus participation.  H. Story stated that no clear definition of a hybrid course has yet been developed by the State and that the Chancellor’s Office has directed community colleges to designate courses as online if at least 51% of the course’s instruction was conducted in this manner.  S. Alwash assured the CCC that at least 51% of Oceanography 10 was online.  In order to ensure that this was evident in the online course version, 

S. Alwash agreed to include information with the addendum indicating that two of the laboratory sessions would be conducted online.  At the conclusion of the discussion, 

C. Striepe moved that the Distance Education proposals be approved as revised.  J. Young seconded the motion, which carried.

NATURAL SCIENCES PROPOSAL:

B. Perez introduced P. Hacking, L. Kjeseth, and J. Kasabian then explained that the experimental course proposal, Astronomy 50B - Astronomy for Future Teachers, was developed through a National Science Foundation (NSF) grant.  The NSF grant funds a Science FEST (Future Elementary School Teachers) project designed to promote better science instruction in elementary and middle schools.  P. Hacking added that the proposed course would be a companion course to Astronomy 9 and would allow El Camino College students to develop science modules appropriate for kindergarten through 8th grade.  

K. Key asked why Astronomy 9 was the only astronomy course listed as a prerequisite and J. Kasabian said that the national and state science standards for grades three through eight more closely aligned with Astronomy 9.  D. LaCoe then asked how the science teaching projects developed by ECC students could be taught or evaluated by an Astronomy instructor.  J. Kasabian stated that the project staff included a middle school role model teacher who would be called upon for her expertise.  K. Key asked if this meant Astronomy 50B would be team taught and J. Kasabian said no.  D. LaCoe asked how ECC students would know if their projects represented successful teaching modules and J. Kasabian responded that five teachers at a local elementary school had agreed to open their classrooms for students who wanted to present their modules before an actual classroom.  She added that this course was extremely experimental and that the project team was prepared to make adjustments as problems or obstacles arose.  V. Rapp then asked 

J. Young, who serves as the ECC Teacher Education Program (TEP) Director, if this course was part of TEP.  J. Young began her answer by stating that the course, with which she had some concerns, was not developed for TEP.  She said that it was difficult for her to give full support to a course that will not transfer and that it has been her experience that California State University, Long Beach and California State University,  Dominguez Hills need to be involved at the beginning of the development of a course for future teachers so that students do not take units that they cannot transfer.  Also, after reviewing the outline and other materials she had received, J. Young stated it appeared that the course was going to be team taught.  However, information reflecting this was not given to the entire CCC.  L. Kjeseth said the course would not be team taught but that the Science FEST staff would serve as “super” tutors.  V. Rapp remarked that because of its descriptive title she assumed Astronomy 50B was part of TEP.  J. Kasabian stated that she perceived TEP as an umbrella for all courses designed for students preparing to become teachers and that this Science FEST course was one of the avenues of preparation.  She continued, stating that the course was experimental by design so that the course could be developed to meet evolving needs of science teachers at the elementary level.  She added that students enrolled in the course would see the value of developing modules that were related to their college coursework.

N. Hata remarked that she had not heard a sufficient explanation as to how students will know they have developed a successful module then asked why Astronomy 50B did not have an education course serving as a prerequisite.  N. Hata continued, asking if this astronomy module could be part of the recently approved course, Physical Science 25 - Physical Science for Prospective Elementary School Teachers.  J. Kasabian replied that the Science FEST project was purposely created with a narrow focus on astronomy as the team did not want to address too many things at the beginning.  N. Hata then stated that she was concerned that most of the dialogue between Science FEST and TEP personnel had been through e-mail messages and not through face to face discussions.  She moved that the proposal for Astronomy 50B be tabled until the December 10th CCC meeting.  V. Rapp seconded the motion.  The Chair asked for discussion and B. Perez commented that the College develops teacher education courses to satisfy the requirements of CSULB so it would seem appropriate to develop a course that meets a goal of the National Science Foundation.  She reminded everyone that the course was experimental and if it proved viable it would provide students with a vehicle for applying the science learned in Astronomy 9 to a classroom setting.  She continued, saying that the course would not be team taught but that the grant provides funds for support staff in the classroom.  N. Hata reiterated that she was concerned with the process of the course’s development and that open communication between Science FEST and TEP personnel had not taken place.  

K. Key then summarized the prevailing concerns as 1) the content of outline’s Section III - Outline of Subject Matter, 2) the team taught or interdisciplinary structure of the course, and 3) the lack of evidence that Astronomy 50B served the needs of ECC students.  

C. Striepe asked what would happen to the project’s funding if the course was not approved by the CCC and J. Kasabian said that if the course could not be offered in Spring 2003, she would have to report this to the NSF but funding would not be cut.  J. Kasabian added that the course would not be team taught; her function, as well as that of the other experts, was to provide support.  After a call for the question, Chair Key asked for a vote on the motion to table Astronomy 50B.  The vote was 7 in favor, 3 against, and no abstentions.  Chair Key then recommended that the Science FEST team participate in a discussion about Astronomy 50B with him, TEP personnel, and Vice President Hata.

HEALTH SCIENCES AND ATHLETICS PROPOSALS (CONTINUED):

J. Young and P. Kidwell-Udin outlined the revisions incorporated in the Nursing 118 proposal and the committee agreed to further revisions for Sections II and IV of the course outline.  It was noted by the CCC that this course, as well as Nursing 116 and Child Development 32, falls in the stand-alone category.  R. Harris then moved that Nursing 118 be approved as revised.  V. Rapp seconded the motion, which carried.  C. Fitzsimons moved, and V. Rapp seconded, that the condition of enrollment be approved.  The motion carried.

CCC FORM 4 – PROPOSAL FOR NEW MAJOR OR CHANGE IN MAJOR

The subcommittee, comprised of A. Collette, P. Gebert, D. LaCoe, and V. Rapp, charged with revising the Proposal for New Major or Change in Major form, reported to the CCC that it needed an opinion regarding the possibility of establishing a minimum number of major units that must be taken at El Camino College.  During the discussion that followed, P. Lund told the committee that this practice varies from college to college.  Some colleges specify major courses that must be taken, others establish a percentage of major courses that must be taken.  K. Key noted that most of the vocational programs require at least 50% of the coursework to be completed at El Camino College.  W. Killingsworth expressed the opinion that this would not be a requirement many transfer majors would deem necessary.  As discussion concluded, the CCC agreed that the revised form should include a statement similar to the following:  If there are a specific number of units or specific courses that must be completed at El Camino College, please explain.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

K. Key asked that members forward any concerns they had about Astronomy 50B to him or to J. Young.  He also advised the committee to refer to pages 173 and 174 in the Curriculum Handbook for El Camino College and to pages 15 through 18 in the Program and Course Approval Handbook for California Community Colleges for guidance regarding experimental courses and course approval.

At 4:37 p.m., V. Rapp moved, and C. Fitzsimons seconded, that the meeting be adjourned.  The motion carried.

