
University Studies Advisory Committee 
October 7, 2009 4pm    LH 127 

Minutes 
 

 
In Attendance: Amanda Boomershine (FLL), Cara Cilano (ENG), Mark Cox (CRW), Deron 
Fort (IBEC), Ken Gurganus (MAT), Kemille Moore (UC), Anne Pemberton (RL), Kim Sawrey 
(PSY)  
 
Absent: Cathy Barlow (AA), Woody Hall (CSB), Jayson Richardson (EDN), Chris Orton 
(NSG), Alison Taylor (BIO), Linda Siefert (CAS) 
 
Called to Order:  4:03  p.m. 
 
Agenda Items 
 
In reviewing the draft of on-line forms, the committee:    

• offered a vote of thanks to Amanda, Anne, and Linda for their efforts in promptly 
developing the on-line form;  

• expressed concern about redundancy and potential applicant frustration, discussing ways 
to streamline the form; 

• decided to require a catalogue description on p. 1, as opposed to an overall course 
description, and to ask more specifically for course rationale; 

• rephrased the header to read: “ Brief Statement of Rationale for Course’s Inclusion in 
[appropriate component here]”; 

• discussed the optimum placement for the “Checklist” category, deciding to place it  near 
the top of p.1;  

• discussed the level of specificity (texts and resources) expected in course justifications, 
agreeing to modify the term “syllabus” with “model” throughout the form, i.e., “Model 
Syllabus”; 

• agreed to change the phrasing “Opportunities to Learn” to “Opportunities for Student 
Learning”; 

• encouraged form authors (and Kim) to adapt the phrasing of  parenthetical examples 
under the heading “Opportunities for Student Learning,” making the phrasing more 
active; 

• discussed clarifying that “means of assessment” refers to component SLOs, agreeing to 
the following header changes: “Means of Assessing Course SLO” and “Course SLO to  
Address FS2 [or appropriate component here].” 
 

 
Other discussion concerned: 

• the need for some formal understanding between departments and University Studies that 
ongoing course sections must remain consistent with the original approved course; 

• the need for a system of long-term review of course syllabi;  
• the possibility of eventually changing the senate-approved phrasing “real-life” in SLO 

FS2; 



• the challenges of maintaining dept. chair signature authority within an electronic 
submission process based on pdf format,  suggesting that ITSD be further consulted.  
 

Regarding specific questions raised in Anne’s email, the committee: 
• decided to delete the “Proposal Category” line on the form, since separate forms for each 

component make this redundant; 
• agreed to add a new drop-down menu with which applicants can indicate if the course has 

been submitted for inclusion in additional components; 
• agreed to add “Would you like this course to be grouped into a thematic cluster?” as a 

yes/no check-box line; 
• agreed to add “(you will have the opportunity to attach files after you click ‘submit’) “ 

under the “submit” button. 
 
Regarding matters for future discussion, the committee: 

• noted that oral and computer competencies have not been assigned SLOs, and there is a 
need to clarify committee responsibility in their approval process; 

• noted that goals and SLOs for capstone courses have not been defined; 
• noted that WAC courses will require either separate forms or a check-box category on all 

forms; 
• noted that implementation of the 0-6 hours “beyond the classroom” or applied learning 

category needs to be addressed.  
 
Meeting Adjourned: 5:40 p.m. 
 
submitted by Mark Cox 

 
 


