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Background:
Each First Seminar (FSP) currently carries Liberal Learning credit in one of six domains.  Given the often interdisciplinary nature of FSPs, the relationship between an FSP and its Liberal Learning domain is sometimes highly artificial and can be limiting for faculty.  In addition, the curricular needs of many of the pre-professional programs require students to take FSPs in particular domains, limiting student choice and sometimes negatively affecting student interest in their FSP.  Because fostering intellectual curiosity is a primary goal of the FSPs, student choice and interest are vital to the success of the course and program.  As a result, LLPC has requested that FSPs no longer be tied to the Liberal Learning domains but rather function as a stand-alone requirement in the undergraduate curriculum.  In order to offset the loss of the FSP as a course that satisfies one of the domain requirements within Option C, LLPC also requests that the number of courses required under Option C be reduced from nine courses to eight.
Charge:
In the charge sent to CAP, the Steering Committee requested that CAP “review the issues that prompted LLPC’s recommendation” and “consider the impact of the recommended change.”  Based on its review, Steering directed that CAP should: a) recommend the existing policy not be changed; b) recommend that LLPC’s recommendation be accepted; or c) propose an alternative option that “addresses the issues raised by LLPC.”        
Testimony:

In conjunction with the work on this charge, LLPC prepared a document titled “Rationale for Removing the Domain Designation from FSPs.”  CAP used this document as a preliminary recommendation and as a basis for collecting testimony.  Testimony on this issue was gathered via email, through a Qualtrics survey sent to the campus community, from the student government, and from an open forum held on October 22nd, 2014.  This forum was attended by six CAP members, sixteen faculty, and six staff members.  Testimony indicated a significant level of support for the proposed change.  Certain concerns were raised in testimony that CAP believes require specific mention.  These are outlined below.

Final Recommendation:
CAP was charged by Steering with the task of collecting testimony on the recommendation proposed by LLPC.  Based on the testimony gathered and the support for the change that emerged in this testimony, CAP believes that LLPC’s recommendation be accepted.  CAP also wishes to acknowledge LLPC’s expertise in this area and does not feel it is within its purview to undermine the work of the body responsible for making recommendations “concerning the nature, structure, standards, requirements, and practices in liberal learning” except under extraordinary circumstances.  It was clear in the testimony that there was no significant opposition to the proposed change, and as such CAP sees no reason to reject LLPC’s recommendation.  Given these facts, CAP supports LLPC’s recommendation that FSPs no longer be tied to the Liberal Learning domains but rather function as a stand-alone requirement in the undergraduate curriculum.  In order to offset the loss of the FSP as a course that satisfies one of the domain requirements within Option C, LLPC the number of courses required under Option C be reduced from nine courses to eight.  
Certain issues emerged in testimony that CAP feels requires specific mention. These are outlined below.

1) An issue raised in testimony was that students often use an FSP to learn and engage in a topic that is challenging or new to them.  CAP recommends that FSP instructors should have the ability to restrict FSP enrollment based on major.  So, for example, a biology major could be hypothetically prevented from enrolling in a biology themed FSP which would otherwise be populated by students who do not have much familiarity or expertise in the subject.

2) CAP is concerned that there may be an impact on enrollment based on the change. For example, students would now only need to take two courses (instead of three) in the Arts and Humanities category or the Natural Sciences and Quantitative Reasoning category.  CAP believes that this situation needs to be monitored to further assess how the policy change impacts enrollments.  

3) It must be mandated that the Natural Science domain be fulfilled with a lab course.

4) A concern was raised about how the change will affect double majors, who only take six courses (instead of 9) under the liberal learning requirements (two from each of the three broad sectors).  These students could theoretically only fulfill two of the three broad areas if the FSP counts as a stand-alone requirement. To fulfill all three broad sectors, the FSP course would need to count as an elective.  It was brought to CAP’s attention that certain majors (in the School of Education, for example) do not have room for electives and this would mean that a student would need to take 33 units instead of 32 to graduate.   CAP believes that this issue requires further monitoring after the change is instituted.

