Minutes of the Economics group

The economics discipline group met twice, once in the south in November and once in the north in January.  Both meetings, based on the full agenda prepared by the faculty lead, generated lively discussion of major concerns from community college, CSU and UC faculty.

1. Building on the comments and strengths of last year’s meetings, the southern group had considerable discussion on the learning objectives (goals) and student learning outcomes established last year. The discussion focused on the difference between a list of course contents and learning objectives and the evaluation of learning outcomes.  We will return to this topic during our May statewide meeting when additional material will be brought into the discussion. I will be asking Mark Maier (Glendale Community Collage) to guide our discussion.

Our articulation officer provided background on the CSU LDTP and the C-ID the new numbering system for community college courses to replace the CAN descriptors. A special "grid’ was handed out indicating the lower division requirements for all four year California public schools for the economics major. This could serve an informal advising tool for community college instructors to facilitate transfer.

2. To reinforce the content portion of principles, there was a discussion of textbooks used and the coverage of the standard course materials. An interesting textbook ranking (from most difficult to the least difficult) was used to extract comment from participants. There was discussion of alternative sources for texts, as well as the open source material, to keep the cost reasonable for students.

3. Examination techniques were discussed because of the increasing use of multiple choice exams at all institutions. A handout of Bloom’s’ taxonomy was introduced for those who were not familiar with the ranking of analytical thought processes. At the southern meeting, a copy of Walstad’s guidelines on how to write multiple choice tests for the principles course was disseminated and briefly discussed.

4. The issue raised most often in past meetings has to do with the math prerequisites for the course descriptions for micro and macro principles. As early as 2004 there was unanimous support to include algebra I as a prerequisite.  There was never any action taken (at the community colleges or four year institutions) to implement such a change, and by the southern meetings in 2005, the community college instructors again voiced their desire for some algebra prerequisite.  Similarly, at the northern meeting, the group voted 11 to 13 to require the first year of algebra while far fewer desired requiring algebra II. While most community college instructors lobby for an algebra prerequisite, their deans and administrators are reluctant to make changes.  There was considerable discussion of the potential impact on non-econ majors, AA degrees, and GE requirements.  Is there a need for an economics course(s) that deals with the intuitive level of economics for non-majors?

Some of this may be academic.  A draft from the CSU economics committee on the prerequisites and learning objectives (which by-the-way are basically from the economics IMPAC report) is recommending that algebra II be used as prerequisites for the principles of economics courses as part of their LDTP.   We will be following this proposal and report back when we know more information. Furthermore, the economics lead will attempt to establish an algebra prerequisite for articulation of community college economics principles courses with the UC’s.

5. There was wide discussion of how to get students interested in economics.  The key, according to the CSU representative, is to show the versatility of the degree.  The discussion then moved into discussion of other lower division economics courses taught at community colleges.  There was quite an array mentioned ranging from political economy, global economics, consumer economics, economic history, women in the economy, economics of ecology, and an economic issues class. Members were excited about the range of possible courses.

6. To encourage further discussion among attendees, an email listserv was prepared so that everyone could communicate with each other.

