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Background
[bookmark: _GoBack]The WSU Registrar received a Major Curricular Change for a 3-credit conjoint course titled Teaching Concepts of Probability and Statistics. The Major Curricular Change form initially was received by the Registrar on December 02, 2014.
Reviewer Comments
Rationale
· State of Washington added probability and statistics competencies as a requirement for endorsement in middle level mathematics for public school teaching; Course created to satisfy this new requirement
· Proposed course will comprise one of two options required to obtain middle level mathematics endorsement (T&L 463/563 or Math 356). 
· Course will be offered in Spring (and?) Summer
· Course Format: Small-group collaborative activity followed by whole-class discussions
· Conjoint course number is requested based on roughly equal numbers of two student populations served: 1) pre-service teaching students obtaining elementary or secondary certification (undergrads); and 2) practicing classroom teachers who wish to improve their qualifications (post-BA)
· To obtain GSC approval for 500-level credit in a conjoint course, application must detail additional work/depth required of grad students and how the course will provide significant time for graduate student-instructor interaction.
· Additional work and interactions are not well-specified in current syllabus.  Specific requirements for 500- versus 400- level enrollees are not clearly specified in syllabus.  Statement on “grading criteria differential for graduate and undergraduate students” is somewhat useful, but perhaps a distinction ought to be made in Assignments section?   
· Assignments – Only difference between UG and G requirements is that graduate students will need to answer 10-15% more homework questions (Problem Sets worth 50% of final grade) and will be held to a higher standard of work during assessment. This includes qualitative attributes of the work, such as level of reflection, depth of understanding, level of detail offered.  Course requirements do not differ for amount/type of reading assigned, Final Exam, or 4-6 page final project report.
· Graduate student-instructor interactions do not differ from those of undergrads, but will be primarily a discussion-based / collaborative course environment with significant interactions for all 
· GSC Guidelines for Conjoint Course not specifically addressed:
· https://gradschool.wsu.edu/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2014/08/GSCReferenceDocs.pdf 

Syllabus
	Logistics
	
	

	
	Instructor contact information
	

	
	Course Prefix and number, title, number of credits, pre-requisites
**Pre-reqs shld be listed (Math 106)
	

	
	Meeting schedules and times and building/rooms
	

	
	List of required and recommended reading materials
	

	Content
	
	

	
	Student learning outcomes and method for assessing
	

	
	Week to week course outline
	

	
	Descriptions of required assignments
	

	Grading 
	
	

	
	Relative weighting of required assignments
	

	
	Penalties for late assignments
**No policy specified for late assignments
	

	
	Grading criteria
	

	
	Composition of midterm and final grades
	

	
	Attendance or participation policies
**No attendance policy specified; Participation expectations are well-stated, however no portion of the final grade relies on participation
	

	Policy
	
	

	
	Accommodating students with disabilities
	

	
	Campus safety plan statement
	

	
	Academic integrity
	



· No prerequisites are listed.
· Policy and/or penalties for late assignments are not discussed.  
· No attendance policy is specified. Expectations regarding Professionalism and Class Participation are well-described.  
· Format of final exam is not specified. No final exam is scheduled in the course topic outline.  Will it occur during finals week?
Reviewer’s Final Assessment
· Instructor should make meaningful and clear distinctions in syllabus about work load / differing expectations for Undergraduate and Graduate students
· Program personnel should respond to 9 questions to make a more persuasive argument
The Motion
· We move that T&L 463/563 be revised to address reviewer concerns about distinguishing UG/G work requirements and to provide a more detailed rationale for the conjoint course request
