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College Curriculum Committee 
Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday, October 30, 2018 
2:00 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 

Room 3305 

 Item Discussion 
1. Minutes: October 16, 2018 Approved by consensus. 
2. Report Out from Division Reps Speaker: All 

BSS: Faculty interested in certificate creation workshops. 
 
Language Arts: Ongoing work on AB 705. 
 
Counseling: No updates to report. Reminder to the group that 
winter 2019 registration begins soon; please remind students that 
they need an Ed Plan for priority registration. 
 
SRC: No updates to report. 
 
PSME: Ongoing work on AB 705. Math dept. has officially voted to 
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    e. CIO Conference Report Out 

timeline for implementation at next CCC meeting—please send 
Vanatta any remaining responses ASAP. 
 
Starer attended conference in southern CA last week. Primary 
focus on new funding formula. Also included regional meeting—
learned what other colleges in our area are doing, related to AB 
705 and other topics. Broader discussion of AB 705 revealed that 
CIOs in other areas of CA may be more resistant to it than in our 
area. CCCCO starting preliminary work on next version of PCAH. 

4. Stand Alone Approval Request: LINC 68B Speaker: Ben Armerding 
Second read of Stand Alon
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permanently Stand Alone. No comments. 
 
Second read and possible action will occur at next meeting. 

17. Stand Alone Approval Request: LINC 405 Speaker: Ben Armerding 
First read of Stand Alone Approval Request for LINC 405. Will be 
permanently Stand Alone. No comments. 
 
Second read and possible action will occur at next meeting. 

18. Governance Committee Questions Speaker: Ben Armerding 
President Nguyen presented each of the new governance 
committees with a list of questions, some involving curriculum. For 
example, on list for The Council, question regarding potential 
approval of new programs by that group. Day noted wording 
unclear regarding sequence of approvals—Armerding agreed that 
wording suggests The Council vote would happen following CCC 
approval. Library rep noted faculty primacy of curriculum; asked 
how approval by The Council could affect this—Armerding noted 
distinction between faculty having primary control regarding 
courses, but shared control with administration regarding 
programs. Starer is ex-officio on The Council—questions were not 
discussed at meeting at which he was present. Provided context, 
which is that review/approval by The Council would help facilitate 
new programs being shared with the wider campus. Armerding 
and Day noted that previous governance model included 
recommendation by PaRC, as well as either Transfer Work Group 
or Workforce Work Group (these were not approvals, however). 
 
Starer noted issue of what happens if The Council votes to not 
approve a new program; should CCC be concerned with the 
implications of that possibility? Hueg noted similar discussion 
regarding the role of PaRC in new programs, in recent years. BSS 
rep noted that new governance committees will have a high 
workload; as CCC has specific focus on curriculum, should The 
Council add this responsibility to its workload? Noted that CCC 
includes administrators, not just faculty, and all engage in robust 
discussion. Day noted need to revise current program creation 
process, especially since aforementioned Work Groups no longer 
exist. PSME rep asked how CCC would create a process that 
includes other groups—Armerding noted could be more like a 
recommendation for a process. Agreement among some reps that 
it may be more appropriate for Academic Senate to revise the 
process. Starer stated he would like CCC to provide feedback; 
suggested co-chairs meet with AS President 


