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Chair Christine Roumbanis convened the meeting at 2:12 p.m.

Vice President of Instruction Regina Stanback-Stroud welcomed Carlene Gibson, Interim Dean of Counseling, who will assume Jennifer Hughes' ex-officio position on the committee.
I.
Approval of Minutes


No minutes were reviewed or approved at this meeting.

II.
New Courses – First Reading


LSKL 830 – The Sentence


LSKL 831 – Editing and Proofreading


LSKL 832 – Sentence Combining


LSKL 833 – Multi-intelligent Learning Strategies for Reading and Writing

Interim Learning Resource Director Leslie Shelton introduced the series of four, half-unit short courses she and Professor Rachel Bell designed. She explained that the courses provide focused instruction in specific areas of writing in a four-week period. Professor Leigh Anne Sippel added that these courses are appropriate for students enrolled in all levels of English, but only at the level of ESOL 840 or above for ESOL students. Language Arts Division Dean Connie Beringer added that there is healthy enrollment in the three experimental sections of the courses being offered during the current Spring Semester.
· Accepted LSKL 830 for first reading, with a correction to the Faculty Load Credit from 2 to 0.5 FLC on Form D.
· Accepted LSKL 831 for first reading, with a correction to the Faculty Load Credit from 2 to 0.5 FLC on Form D.

· Accepted LSKL 832 for first reading, with a correction to the Faculty Load Credit from 2 to 0.5 FLC on Form D and corrections to the Course Outline as follows: 1) pare down the number of SLO's identified for the course in item #5 and 2) add the Credit/No Credit grading method to item #10. 

· Accepted LSKL 833 for first reading, with a correction to the Faculty Load Credit from 2 to 0.5 FLC on Form D and a correction to the Course Outline to add the Credit/No Credit grading method to item #10. 

III.
Grandfathering New Approved Courses to Associate Degree Requirements in Prior
Catalogs

Dean of Enrollment Services Sherri Hancock explained that she and Program Services Coordinator Persis Morrice have encountered some interesting situations when running automated degree audit compliance reports. She described one particular example of an Anthropology course that now meets the Ethnic and Cultural Diversity requirement for the Associate Degree, but was not included in that area at the time the student took the course. If a student wants to graduate under an older catalog, the automated CAPP system does not pick up the course, but Admissions & Records is manually applying the course to the degree and is requesting blessing of this practice. Persis confirmed that in practice she does not look at the year in which a student took a course in determining its applicability to the degree. 
The Committee agreed that Sherri and Persis will draft policy language for Curriculum Committee approval and provide it for action at the April 18th meeting. In the meantime, the Committee agreed that Admissions and Records may proceed to count any coursework for graduation requirements regardless of the year in which the student took the course if the course is currently part of the Associate Degree requirements. 

IV.
Consideration of Courses from Sister SMCCCD Colleges to Meet 

Major Requirements

Dean Hancock explained a scenario in which a student has applied for both an AA and an AS in Allied Health; however, the student has only taken 10 of her major course units at Skyline and the remainder at its sister campuses. In reality, under current policy she is required to complete 50% of the major units at Skyline. The student has been denied the degree and is upset because it is important to her to have the Allied Health degree. Dean Hancock further explained that the student does not need another course for the degree, but that is the only way under current policy for her to earn the degree.

Vice President Stanback-Stroud said that it would seem the College should be able to make an exception in a case such as this. Dean Hancock explained that there is not currently an exception procedure in place for that consideration. Persis Morrice added that she would encourage consulting the deans and faculty before making an exception, as many feel strongly that the 50% major rule be upheld. She added that the CAPP automated degree audit program looks at the courses a student has taken District-wide, not by campus, and a student would be approved for the degree through the automated system. She stated that fairness, equity and consistency are important in the Admissions & Records area and that there would have been many students denied graduation in the past for not meeting the 50% major requirement. 

Vice President Stanback-Stroud stated that a guideline/policy needs to be established for this type of situation. If the CAPP system doesn’t support the policy, attention needs to be given to that deficiency. She added that she prefers that technology follow the policy, not vice versa. 
An additional issue identified in the meeting was the disparity in the 50% major policy between what is required of District students and what is required of students who have completed a majority of their units at colleges outside the District. Vice President Stanback-Stroud indicated that she would add this issue to a future ILT agenda.
V.
Program Review Workshop Update
Chair Christine Roumbanis distributed a draft flier for the Program Review workshop scheduled for March 21. She reiterated the implementation of the new Program Review timeline, which is effective for 2007-08 and began in February 2007. She explained that the new directions, instructions and self-study questions are not yet posted on the web, but that they would be by the time of the workshop. 
Chair Roumbanis explained that Vice President Stanback-Stroud will be at the State CIO Conference on March 21, so a substitute will be identified to present her portion of the program. Interim Dean of Counseling Carlene Gibson indicated that she will give some thought as to who should cover the prerequisite validation process in the workshop. Dean Hancock pointed out that Jennifer Hughes worked closely on prerequisites with instructional deans Connie Beringer and Mike Williamson and suggested that they might be good resources.

Chair Roumbanis concluded by stating that the Program Review website link will be included on the workshop flier, and that the self-study forms would be provided to participants during the workshop as well.
VI.
Program Review Self-Study Modifications

Chair Roumbanis distributed a draft of the instructional Program Review Self Study questions. She explained that the questions are largely the same, but have now been organized by Accreditation standards. A category was added under Part B for Student Learning Outcomes and Assessment, which are to be embedded in the Program Review process. 
Vice President Stanback-Stroud indicated that at least two questions need to be added to the self study. The first would be a question under Part A – Mission Effectiveness that asks program faculty to discuss and examine/analyze student retention, persistence, success and achievement, and break those measurements down by the demographic categories. Second, Part C – Leadership and Governance currently includes no questions. She suggested that a question be added to ask how program faculty participate in the leadership and governance of the institution. In addition, Vice President Stanback Stroud suggested that a question might be added under the SLO area in Part B about the results of course/program SLO's. The question might ask the faculty to discuss how well students are meeting the learning outcomes – how effective the program is in facilitating the students to know and be able to do what the SLO's indicate.
Chair Roumbanis stated that the Student Services Program Review instrument review will occur next. She added that the directions and instructions will be the same for both instruments.

· Accepted the revised Program Review instrument, with changes to be made per the Committee's discussion.

Chair Roumbanis distributed the revised Course Outline, Student Learning Outcomes and Prerequisite Checklist, which she indicated has been modified to include SLO items.

· Accepted the revised Course Outline, Student Learning Outcomes and Prerequisite Checklist.
VII.
Ad Hoc Committee: GE Certification and Degree Requirements

Chair Roumbanis reminded the Committee of the task force to review, significantly append, and formalize certification of Skyline's General Education requirements, last discussed at the December 6th meeting. Vice President Stanback-Stroud explained that Skyline of course has General Education requirements, but the College does not have established criteria for all of its GE requirements. She added that we don’t have to reinvent the wheel, as she has researched and compiled criteria from other community colleges and four-year institutions as a starting place. Vice President Stanback-Stroud indicated that, at the same time, the College may want to review and possibly update the existing GE requirements, since the English and mathematics requirements will have to change in the near future.

Chair Roumbanis indicated that she had spoken to Skyline Academic Senate President Carla Campillo about the task force, but the project needs to be revived and participants solicited. As a reminder, the task force would be a subcommittee of Curriculum Committee and staffed with additional faculty members: SLOAC members, English and Math faculty, technical education faculty, counselors, and a student representative. The task force would be charged with developing recommendations to Curriculum Committee.

VIII.
Degree-Level Student Learning Outcomes (Draft)

Chair Roumbanis distributed copies of the Degree-Level Student Learning Outcomes draft. Vice President Stanback-Stroud requested that the Committee members review these outcomes and provide the SLOAC Steering Committee with feedback. She suggested that the Committee might want to compile its feedback as a whole. She added that there are links on Skyline's website to the SLO information. Chair Roumbanis indicated that there was discussion in the SLOAC Steering Committee meeting about whether these outcomes should be designated as "degree level" or "institutional." Vice President Stanback-Stroud explained that "degree level" is the language used in Accreditation. 
Chair Roumbanis informed the Committee that college-wide forums are planned as a next step, and it is anticipated that the degree level student learning outcomes will be approved in April.

IX.
Intra-District Transferability

Chair Roumbanis informed the Committee that intra-District transferability was a hot topic at recent Board of Trustees and District Curriculum Committee meetings. Vice President Stanback-Stroud explained that the Board of Trustees wants to know which courses equal one another at the District colleges. She added that although District Rules and Regulations 6.26 and reciprocity exist, the Board wants to know how students know which courses are equivalent. She said that Cañada is currently in the process of pointing out course-level discrepancies to their departments. Interim Dean Gibson offered that what is being discussed boils down to an intra-District transfer guide. 

X.
Articles Relevant to Curriculum Committee in Senate Rostrum Newsletter
Professor Linda Rosa Corazon provided articles from the Senate Rostrum Newsletter for the Committee's information. She indicated that she was disturbed by one of the articles discussing a resolution against transfer degrees, like University Studies, on the grounds that such degrees go against the integrity of Associate Degrees and that degrees should be based on a major area of study. Professor Corazon stated that the University Studies degree is not really different in nature from the Liberal Arts degree, and was developed to encourage transfer-bound students, who otherwise might not, to work toward an Associate Degree. Vice President Stanback-Stroud explained that the State Academic Senate plenary body cannot vote on degrees other than for their own colleges and that it is a question of whether or not they are recommending Title V changes to the State Chancellor’s Office. She added that there is some debate around the issue since Accreditation standards state degrees must have one area of emphasis. 

Professor Corazon explained that a second article concerns a resolution in favor of a C grade being required for all courses in a major.
XI.
Adjourn

The meeting was adjourned at 4:00 p.m.

Minutes_03-07-07.doc
Page 5 of 5
4/18/2007

