Geography – Social and Behavioral Cluster

Thomas Krabacher, Lead Discipline Faculty, CSU Sacramento

This year, 2003-2004, was primarily a year of consolidation within the Geography IMPAC group.  Three Geography IMPAC meetings took place during the year: at the fall regional meetings, at the IMPAC’s statewide meeting, and in conjunction with the April meeting of the California Geographical Society.  For Geography at this point in the IMPAC process (its fourth year), much of the work on lower-division course alignment has been completed.  CAN descriptors for the most commonly offered courses have been developed and agreed upon, and only one additional descriptor is proposed this year.  Discussion focused primarily on broader issues related to improving program quality and articulation.

Summary of Identified Issues

Topics taken under discussion during the past year include the following:

· Geography participants at the statewide meeting met with articulation officer Kenyatta Tribble (Contra Costa College) to clarify issues on course articulation, particularly in cases where the corresponding courses at the CSU are only offered at the upper-division level.
· Final review of the descriptors for CAN 8 (Introduction to Mapping and Geographic Information Science), 10 (Geography of California), and 12 (Introduction to Weather and Climate).  Their wording was approved by articulation officer Kenyatta Tribble (Contra Costa College) and they can now go forward to CAN.

· There were no additional changes made to the World Regional Geography CAN descriptor; language approved at the previous year’s Lone Pine meeting was left unchanged; it, too, can go forward.

· Language for a new CAN descriptor was developed for a free-standing Introductory Physical Geography Lab course; it will be circulated to department chairs for comment during the upcoming academic year (2004-2005).  

· The question of the minimum qualifications for teaching geography at community colleges was again revisited.  Specifically, discussion centered on whether (1) the minimum qualification should be a Masters degree in Geography and (2) to what degree exceptions to this requirement should be allowed.

· The question of why physical geography is not widely included as a requirement in teacher preparation programs (i.e., Liberal Studies programs) was examined.  Copies of the CCTC subject matter domains as well as a sample content area grid (from the CSU Sacramento Liberal Studies program) were distributed as part of the discussion.  
Identified Trends/Future Directions

First, there is a need to develop learning goals for courses articulated through CAN, since it appears this will be necessary under the newly proposed CAN model.

Second, Geography should focus on the development of a 45-unit lower division transfer package that will be accepted at campuses throughout the CSU system.  At the time of the statewide meeting this requirement was located in pending legislation (SB 1785).  More recently, however, an agreement was reached between key state senators and the CSU to drop the legislative requirement in exchange for moving it into Title V. Under the agreement, 25 key majors have been selected to participate in the first wave of transfer package development and Geography has been identified as one of these. For Geography, much of this has already been completed through IMPAC’s work on lower-division course alignment. 

Comments from Statewide Meetings and the General Field

“A lower division GIS course is a good idea, since many students who take it are just interested in the application, not the theory.  This training is more appropriate to a lower division course.”

“Many students just view GIS as a ‘black box’ to crank out maps; they have little awareness of the theories of map design, GIS theory, etc.  Many people take GIS courses from different majors (e.g., Criminal Justice, Graphic Design) and have different expectations.”

Geography is under-represented in teacher preparation programs in the CSU (for example, the case of Dominguez Hills) Geography should be aggressively trying to correct this, especially in the case of physical geography, which can meet the earth science requirements.”

Recommendations for the Discipline

Following up on discussions at the regional meetings and the IMPAC session at the California Geographical Society meetings, participants at the statewide meeting voted to recommend the following:

· After circulating it for comment to department chairs, the following CAN descriptor should be further discussed at the 2004-05 IMPAC Regional Meetings, with an eye to finalizing the language for formal recommendation to CAN:

GEOG  CAN xxx:  Introductory Physical Geography Laboratory  (1 Unit Laboratory)
This course offers students hands-on experience with the tools and data underlying basic concepts in physical geography, including:  spatial analysis, earth-sun geometry, weather and climate, geomorphology, and the biosphere.  Use is made of maps, models, meteorological instruments and records, remotely sensed imagery, and observations of the local environment.  Introductory Physical Geography (CAN GEOG 2) is a pre-requisite/co-requisite.

After consideration of the feedback received from department chairs, the descriptor should then be considered for formal recommendation to CAN.

· Now that CAN descriptors have been adopted for the most widely offered lower-division courses, efforts should be directed toward developing learning goals for these courses.  (This will help bring Geography in line with the new CAN model as described at the statewide meeting by CSU Lead Faculty Coordinator Barry Pasternack.)
· The language describing the minimum qualifications for teaching Geography at the community college level should be changed to read “Master’s degree in geography OR the equivalent.”  (See recommendation to ICAS below.)

· Individual CSU Geography programs, where feasible, should work to increase the role of Geography—particularly Physical Geography—as a way of meeting the CCTC’s Earth Science content domain in campus Liberal Studies (teacher preparation) programs.

Topics for Further discussion

If the goal of IMPAC is to align the lower division course requirements for the Geography bachelor’s degree, then we are already there.  This is particularly the case if one thinks in terms of the 45-unit lower division transfer package now being advocated.  Such a package would most likely consist of the 39-unit IGETSC (General Education) plus six lower-division units in the major.  Those six units have been identified (CAN 2/6 and CAN 4) and are widely accepted statewide.  CAN 8, which is accepted at some four-year campuses, can bring this up to nine.

During 2004-2005, IMPAC should focus on the broader issues identified in the “Recommendations” and “Future Directions” above.

Recommendations to be forwarded to:
CAN:  none

ICAS:   It is recommended that the Academic Senate for the Community Colleges approve the following changes to the minimum qualifications for teaching Geography in the California Community Colleges.
1.  Delete the following from the existing minimum qualification language:

OR Bachelor’s in geography AND Master’s in geology, history, meteorology, or oceanography…OR See Interdisciplinary Studies.”

2.  The new minimum qualification language should then read as follows:

“Master’s in Geography OR The equivalent.”

Efforts will be made by the Geography IMPAC group to initiate this change from the campus academic senate level during the upcoming academic year.

Rationale:   Dissatisfaction was expressed, both at the California Geographic Society IMPAC session and at the statewide IMPAC meeting, with the current minimum qualification language.  Some of this derives from the breadth of Geography as a discipline, incorporating as it does aspects of both the physical and social sciences.  Under the current language, an individual qualified to teach courses in one geographic subfield (e.g., physical geography), would automatically be considered qualified to teach in others (e.g., economic geography) even were they to lack training in that area.

One solution to this might be simply to require a Masters in Geography with no exceptions.  Were this the case, however, it could exclude individuals whose experience or academic training in other fields would make them an asset in the classroom.  The proposed language was deemed an acceptable compromise by the participants at the statewide meeting:  it stresses that the primary emphasis should be on graduate training in Geography if one is to teach Geography, but at the same time allows administrative discretion to hire individuals without such training, but who are otherwise qualified, in special circumstances. 
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