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COMMITTEE ON EDUCATIONAL POLICY 
MINUTES 

 
January 27, 2010 

Wednesday, 11 am-1:30 p.m., Kerr Hall, Room 307 
 
Present:  Holly Cordova (NSTF Rep), Pam Hunt-Carter (Registrar, ex officio), Jimin Lee, Roxanne 
Monnet (Staff), Eric Porter, Deanna Shemek (Provost Rep), John Tamkun (Chair), Peter Young, Eileen 
Zurbriggen. 
 
Absent:  Cormac Flanagan, Matthew Palm (SUA Rep). 
 
Guests:  Margie Claxton (Associate Registrar), Elaine Kihara (Academic Preceptor Designee), Bill 
Ladusaw (VPDUE). 
 
I. Announcements, updates, and minutes. 
 
Eileen Zurbriggen will serve as chair pro tem until the arrival of Chair Tamkun mid-way through the 
meeting.  Also, his meeting with the Committee on Planning and Budget (CPB) was rescheduled to 
February 4. 
 
II. Proposal for a BS in Cognitive Sciences. 
  
In spring 2009, the Committee on Educational Policy (CEP), gave feedback to a proposal for a BS in 
cognitive sciences.  The proposal has been revised and resubmitted for further review.   
 
Member Zurbriggen was present to introduce the revisions and to answer questions then recused herself 
from the remainder of the discussion. 
 
CEP reviewed the revised proposal for a Bachelor’s of Science in Cognitive Science and was ready to 
approve the major, pending resolution of a few issues.  
 
The most important issue was that the program must specify an appeals process for students who do not have 
the minimum GPA required to qualify for the major. In the revised proposal it was stated that students who 
do not pass required prerequisites can retake the courses (and have their new grade substitute in the GPA 
calculated for the major qualification process). However, students who receive a C or better should not be 
asked to repeat a class that they have already passed, and it did not seem equitable to CEP to allow a student 
who did not pass a course an alternative path to enter the major, while perhaps denying such a path to a 
student who received a higher grade.  Thus, an appeals process must be developed that covers the situation of 
a student who passes all the required prerequisites but has a GPA for these courses lower than 3.0.  In CEP's 
May 29, 2009, minutes, the Committee outlined several possibilities for an appeals process and highlighted 
those of the Art major and the Film and Digital Media major as possible models.  The department need not 
follow either of those models, but needs to work out a clear and explicit appeals policy for inclusion in the 
catalog and submit that policy to CEP for approval.  
 
As noted in CEP’s March 23 letter to departments, “CEP will review proposals for pre-major qualification 
requirements with the expectation that the department provide evidence (based upon past experience) that the 
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criteria used is a reliable predictor of a student’s future success in the program." However, CEP recognized 
that there are no data for this new major.  CEP discussed formalization of a regular review process for all 
majors with qualification or disqualification policies, in order to ensure that the policies are appropriate and 
well justified pedagogically.  The qualification process in the Cognitive Sciences proposal is approved with 
the understanding that continuation may require further review by CEP at some time in the future.  
 
The catalog copy describing the upper-division requirements was still seen as confusing to some.  Although 
the catalog copy was clearer than the text in the proposal, CEP will suggest a few changes that arose from the 
discussion. 
 
Members voted in support of the proposal pending an appeals process for those with Cs but not 3.0 and 
pending changes to the catalog copy to make clear that all students must take a minimum of 40 upper-
division credits. 
 
III. Interpreting Art and Media GE proposals. 
 
In all GE course proposals, CEP will look for where the educational objective is introduced, developed, 
and mastered in the class.   
 
CEP held an initial discussion of a subset of Interpreting Art and Media (IM) proposals.  The Committee 
reaffirmed that the “and/or” in the regulations was confusing and that practice alone was not enough to 
meet the educational objectives for the IM requirement.  The proposals should include practice, 
interpretation and analysis, and/or history.  The Committee will look for how students will enhance their 
ability to interpret and the methodology used in the analysis. 
 
IV. Textual Analysis & Interpretation GE Proposals. 
   
CEP discussed the guidelines for the Textual Analysis & Interpretation (TA) designation.  For this 
requirement, CEP chose the narrow term of the written word as meaning text which seems in keeping 
with the Regulation and what was put before the Senate last year.   
 
The Committee held an initial discussion of a subset of TA proposals.  The group found it difficult to tell 
from the proposals whether students will be asked to demonstrate the skill of textual analysis.  Rather, 
they may be asked to consider a discipline and make a comparative analysis.  Analyzing text can be 
discipline specific but it goes beyond just understanding the piece.  It is a more conscious understanding 
of how the thinking behind the writing comes to mean what it means.   Students may be asked to 
demonstrate what the author intended to communicate, how they went about communicating their intent, 
whether or not that was a successful approach to delivering their intent, and how the student came to 
their conclusions.  Alternatively, students may be asked how to interpret the author’s perspective or to 
examine how text is woven--perhaps analyzing rhetoric, logic, aesthetics, etc., or how the information is 
being conveyed.  Students will consider what decisions and set-up the author chose to convey his or her 
thinking.   
 
A textbook is likely to not be an appropriate text for the type of analysis and interpretation intended for 
this requirement.   
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V. Perspectives (Environmental Awareness, Human Behavior, and Technology and Society) 
GE Proposals. 
   
After a brief review of the guidelines, CEP will hold an initial discussion of a subset of proposals for the 
Perspectives in Environmental Awareness (PE-E), Perspectives in Human Behavior (PE-H), and 
Perspectives in Technology and Society (PE-T).  PE-H courses need to address why certain human 
behaviors are enacted.   
 
VI. Disciplinary Communication proposals.  
 
CEP continued its discussion of the Disciplinary Communication (DC) proposals.  The Committee 
confirmed that if the DC is over more than one course, another GE may be considered but that the 
approval would be contingent upon adequately meeting the educational objectives of both designations.  
 
The Committee reaffirmed that it will consider alternate forms of disciplinary communication in lieu of 
writing but no less than 18 pages of writing will be required in all cases, using the definition of a written 
page given in minutes earlier this month.   
 
CEP gave its support for Dr. Carol Freeman to initiate discussions with Economics toward a DC 
proposal for their majors.   
 
VII. Humanities reconstitution.  
 
Further discussion of the Humanities Division reconstitution proposal and the proposal to change 
Language Program offerings was carried forward due to lack of time. 
 
 
So attests, 
 
John Tamkun, Chair 
Committee on Educational Policy 


