
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATIONAL POLICY 
MINUTES 

 
May 21, 2008 

Wednesday, 11:45 a.m.-1:45 p.m., Kerr Hall, Room 307 
 

Present: Larissa Adams (SUA Rep), Jamal Atiba (SUA Rep), Joel Ferguson (Provost Rep), Russ 
Flegal, David Helmbold, Pamela Hunt-Carter (Registrar, ex officio), Roxanne Monnet (ASO 
Staff), Jaye Padgett (Chair), Kip Tellez, Jack Vevea. 
 
Absent:  Loisa Nygaard. 
 
Guests:  Margie Claxton (Associate Registrar), Elaine Kihara (Academic Preceptor Designee), 
Bill Ladusaw (VPDUE), Michael McCawley (Acting Director, Admissions). 
 
I. Announcements and updates. 
 
At the recent CabSEC meeting Chair Padgett reviewed the general education reform pre-
proposal which will be presented to the Senate at its May 30 meeting. 
 
Yesterday, Chair Padgett met with the Arts Division dean, department chairs, and undergraduate 
directors.  One notable topic of discussion was whether and how arts should be distinct from 
humanities.  Chair Padgett asked that they assist with the definition of an Arts GE requirement. 
 
Last week CEP members attended college government meetings with Oakes and College 8 
students and another with Kresge students.  Writing curriculum was discussed extensively.  C1 
courses got a mixed response.  A disciplinary writing requirement made sense to attendees and 
seemed important to them.  They liked the idea of a requirement in environmentalism or 
sustainability.  The desire for a course on the history of UCSC was raised.  At Kresge students 
seemed mistrustful about things that could be interpreted as social justice.  Support was given for 
a language requirement.  Attendees are interested in the disciplinary communication idea.  They 
want their writing to be more relevant to their degree. 
 
II. Catalog. 
 
CEP discussed the importance of communication between departments regarding changes in 
courses that are incorporated into multiple majors.  The Committee discussed creation of a 
stakeholder’s map (list of which majors rely on which courses) for the primary purpose of 
notifying affected departments of proposed changes.  Chair Padgett will write to the Registrar 
requesting that her office work on this map for CEP to consider in the fall. 
 
Minor in Applied Mathematics:  CEP considered the proposal for a Minor in Applied 
Mathematics.  The proposal meets the 25 upper-division credit requirement.  In its letter of 
response, CEP will indicate that the catalog text does not make clear the expectation that the 
sequences be taken in full.  The department will be informed of the legislation on the topic of 
double counting courses that CEP will bring to a vote at the May 30 Senate Meeting.   
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Bioengineering:  CEP discussed the proposed concentrations to the major in Bioengineering. 
The proposal indicates that every major will need to meet with a faculty mentor to determine 
their upper-division electives and learn about courses to be offered in near-term years.  CEP 
wants to better understand the situation regarding courses that would be part of the major which 
are not currently on the books.  It was noted that no justification was given for why they need the 
new concentrations.  The proposed concentrations will not be overseen by a designated 
department.  In the future, SOE may want to rethink where these concentrations should be, 
especially if there is significant student interest and as related programs grow.   In the meantime, 
it seems fine initially to CEP to use the proposed advising structure.  The Committee speculated 
on possible confusion between the biomolecular engineering concentration and department, since 
this department would not be overseeing the concentration.  CEP would like an explanation of 
the relationship between the concentration and the department.  Chair Padgett will communicate 
CEP’s comments to SOE and the discussion will continue next week.   
 
Politics:  Since last discussed, CEP asked the department whether they might want a pre-major.  
The department responded that they would rather not have a formal pre-major.  CEP approves 
their request for courses to be taken prior to declaration of the major and will ask them to pay 
attention to whether students are having a hard time breaking through to the major in light of the 
new requirement of pre-declaration coursework.   
 
The department proposed to add lower-division coursework to their minor and will be asked to 
provide catalog text related to how the Minor will change. 
 
It was noted in the meeting that pre-majors are time-consuming for advising, since students must 
go through two declaration processes, and that the interim step between proposing a major and 
declaring the major confuses some students.  At least one department who currently has a pre-
major is rethinking the value of it versus the work and confusion.  Given the additional work, 
student confusion, and the existence of other vehicles to manage course enrollment, CEP thinks 
that there should be other well thought out reasons to justify having a pre-major.   
 
III. Renaming of Environmental Toxicology. 
 
CEP discussed the proposal to rename Environmental Toxicology to the Department of 
Microbiology and Environmental Toxicology and supported the request. 
 
It was noted they may propose an undergraduate degree when there is a critical mass of 
microbiology faculty in the department. 
 
IV. Individual Major petitions. 
 
CEP considered two proposed individual major petitions and the relationship of a faculty 
member’s area of study to the proposal.  Although it need not be the case that each member have 
experience in all areas of the individual major, CEP thinks that individual major committee 
members as a group should have expertise over the range of topics of the proposal. 
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The discussion turned to the content of the proposals.  In one case nearly all the courses listed 
had already been taken.  It appeared to CEP that the proposal was put together retroactively to 
describe past courses taken and to pull them into a degree.  In the past CEP discussed whether 
the individual major opportunity should be an outlet for students who are not doing well with a 
particular major.  Some members expressed the opinion that the individual major opportunity 
should be forward looking and something to distinguish our campus. 
 
Individual majors need to have a coherent body of work, albeit with broad bounds.  The first 
proposal was found not to have a cohesive plan.  The Committee decided to deny it, indicating 
that they do not see that it can be satisfactorily reconstructed.  That student should return to an 
existing major. 
 
The second proposal was found to be well constructed and akin to the Community Studies 
graduate program which is also called Social Documentation.  Although the proposal is close to 
the Community Studies major, the student successfully made the case that there is not enough 
social documentation in that major to fit his or her interests.  This individual major proposal was 
approved, pending confirmation on certain particulars of the proposal. 
 
V. Disqualification policy. 
 
Discussion of CEP’s existing disqualification policy was carried forward to a future meeting due 
to lack of time. 
 
 
So attests, 
 
Jaye Padgett, Chair 
Committee on Educational Policy 
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