Notes IMPAC Chemistry Group Los Angeles, April 30, 2005

Participants: dabma@ccsf.edu, ccowell@elcamino.edu, rdietz@bakersfieldcollege.edu, kjimison@cuesta.edu, emarren@marymountpv.edu, millerb@scc.losrios.edu, jpostma@csuchico.edu, jstewart@elcamino.edu, hls@cchem.berkeley.edu, jthomas@swc.cc.ca.us, cbrunk@ucla.edu, hls@cchem.berkeley.edu

Organization of IMPAC, CAN, LDTP, etc

Much of the discussion of the Chemistry group was focused on clarifying the prospects for the future of these organizations, particularly the mechanisms that will be used for course information and approval.  All of the information presented was educated guesses rather than definitive, since most of the governing authorities had yet to take final action.  

IMPAC is likely to continue for the 2005-2006, academic year.  The CAN numbering system and descriptors are likely to be taken over by the new CSU LDTP process and perhaps be used in the UC multicampus articulation system, “Streamline system.”  (HLS suggested “UCMAS,” “UC Major Articulation System,” to Cliff Brunk).  The new CCC system, which is mandated by law, is not yet defined but will likely use the same information as well.  We think this is particularly true in Chemistry, since there is general agreement on the descriptors.  The SCIGETC option is likely to be approved by the UC system.

IMPAC Meetings:

The Community College participants suggested that it would be useful to have an email list serve or something similar to inform members of changes in these procedures and to share information on new chemistry curricula developments as they arise.  There might be a general call for meeting topics a few weeks before each IMPAC meeting – this would serve to bring new problems to the attention of all concerned.  There was long discussion of what would be the best schedule for meetings and there was a mild consensus for having one meeting in the North and one in the South.  The South meeting could be the current “Statewide" meeting.  It is easier for faculty to attend meetings at the start of terms or in an intersession than near the ends.  Therefore, the January timing is desirable and the November and April times relatively undesirable. 

LPTD: The minutes of the last meeting   (Millbrae, January 2005) overstated the Chemistry requirements.  The requirements for meeting the Chemistry major transfer preference are one term each of mathematics (calculus) and of physics – not one year. 
Perennial topics: 

Nursing” Chemistry” 

One-term chemistry courses are now taught in a number of the Community Colleges and in the CSU’s.  It would be useful to have a list.  The minutes of the last meeting (Jan 2005) were not clear.  If there is a one semester course for Nursing, it should either be a specially designed one or it should be the second semester of the CAN Chemistry sequence B. 

Organic Chemistry and laboratory equipment.  

Many of the CSU’s do not accept Community College Organic Chemistry courses for one reason or another.  (The sequence for science majors, CAN SEQ   C).  However, individual Community Colleges have come to agreement with individual CSU’s.  The policies on UC campuses vary, but again individual agreements or standardized tests have made possible acceptance of the Community College courses.  The Community College faculty should be encouraged to talk with the faculty of the receiving institutions to see what might be arranged. 

New issue: Liberal studies.

  The science requirements for Liberal Studies (teacher’s education) have usually been met by a course in “Physical Science.”  In some curricula, this has been replaced by an expanded set of courses with Chemistry, Physics and Earth Science taught separately.  We need more information on this type of curriculum, the content of its courses and how widely it is required. 

