SOECC minutes 2006/11/15
Present: 


Christoph Börgers (Math)


Alva Couch (COMP) 

Steve Levine (CEE) 

Douglas Matson (ME)

Peter Reid (Classics) 

Sameer Sonkosale (ECE)

Nak-Ho Sung (ChBE) (proxy for Jerry Meldon)

Lewis Edgers (Assoc. Dean, Ex Officio)

The School of Engineering Curriculum Committee met on Wed Feb 7 from 12:00 to 1:15 PM in Anderson 208.


The meeting began with a report of one minor catalog change:  EE297, 298 names have been changed from "Graduate Research" to "Doctoral Thesis". 
The chair reported on the status of action items from last time. A meeting between David Kaplan and Harry Bernheim (chair of Biology) is scheduled for next week. Biology’s opinion on the proposed course should be available by the time of the Feb 14 meeting. The chair asked again that members consult with their departments on whether this course should be a requirement. Members asked for a detailed syllabus, and the chair agreed to email this syllabus to all members. 
Several change requests were then processed: 
· COMP131: Artificial Intelligence: strike wording about LISP. Passed unanimously. 
· BME165: Principles of Controlled Release and Drug Delivery (BME). Concerns were raised about the potential for overlap between courses in BME and ChBE. The committee deferred action on the proposal pending a conversation between BME and ChBE about potential overlaps.
· ES88: CAD for Engineers (CEE). Wording change in catalog description was accepted unanimously. 
· ENXX: Introduction to image processing (ECE). After a spirited discussion, the chair was directed unanimously to send the proposal back to ECE for wording in “Catalog Language”. The description, while it conforms to the old rules for EN course descriptions, should conform to catalog conventions when approved by the SOECC. By convention, the number assigned will be EN74, the next available number.  

· New EN1 changes number to become ES1 with all catalog referents changed to fit. Motion to accept proposal passed unanimously.

Faculty feedback on the SOECC proposal for revising the Humanities, Social Sciences, and Arts requirement was then presented. Faculty had several concerns, including: 

· Whether the proposed change is defendable as supporting the mission of the school.

· Whether students can fulfill requirements “without reading a book”.

· Whether students are getting enough writing practice. 

· Whether ExCollege courses are required or not. 

As a result of this discussion, Dean Knox proposed an alternative set of requirements: 

· Eng 1 or 3

· Eng 2 or 4 (or perhaps ES51)

· One course in Humanities/Languages. 

· One course in Social Sciences. 

· Two courses in Humanities/Languages/Social Sciences/Arts, including studio art and performance.

· ExCollege courses are excluded from fulfilling this requirement.  

There was a spirited discussion about English 2. Some committee members felt it was not appropriate, and would rather consider “writing-intensive” courses in Humanities/Languages/Social Sciences/Arts as fulfilling the mission of creating literate engineers. ES51 was considered by some not to be a humanities course, and no substitute for a real humanities course. As a result, the committee came to consensus that the Eng 2 requirement was not workable, and is considering a revision, as follows: 

· Eng 1 or 3

· One course in Humanities/Languages. 

· One course in Social Sciences. 

· Three courses in Humanities/Languages/Social Sciences/Arts, including studio art and performance. 

· Two courses of the five above in the same department. 

· ExCollege courses are excluded from fulfilling this requirement. 

The chair was directed to place this into catalog language for consideration at next week’s meeting, and to check with “Writing Across the Curriculum” about the logistics of requiring writing-intensive courses. 

In parallel with the discussion of EN74, above, there was a general discussion of how the SOECC will take control of EN courses. A motion was made and passed unanimously that we will require all EN courses to be vetted through the committee. This may require a new online submission system to make things easier; LACC already has one. 

As part of this discussion, the chair pointed out that we will run out of EN numbers under the current system in a couple of years. The chair proposed that each department be allotted a range of 10 course numbers, and that these numbers be reused as courses no longer exist. Members suggested that 10 is too many, and we might wish to consider 5. There was general consensus that housecleaning is needed in the EN course descriptions, including deleting courses that are no longer offered. 

Action items: 

· Chair to craft bulletin language for proposed Humanities, Social Sciences, and Arts requirement. 

· Chair to confer with “Writing Across the Curriculum” about how one might require a writing-intensive course. 

· Chair to confer with English about possible courses that might be more appropriate for teaching writing to Engineering students (deferred).

· EN74 to be returned to ECE for revision to bulletin language. 

· ChBE to provide revised ES10 description. 
