
 
Minutes – PRC 

Room 820  
August 28, 2019 3:45-5:00 pm 

 
 

Members: 
x Stacey Bartlett  x Rob McCandless 
x   Chuck Spotts x Ron Marley 
x Zhanjing Yu x Crystal Hilton 
   Ionna Iatridis 

 
Guests:  

x       Chad Buell X  x       Johanna Anderson 
 
 
 

1. Call to order. The meeting was called to order at 3:49 PM.  
 
2. Introduce new members. Stacey welcomed new members and welcomed back 

continuing members. The members of the committee and guests introduced 
themselves.   
 

3. Approval of the agenda. Rob made a motion to approve the agenda, Ron seconded. 
No discussion. Agenda approved. 

 
4. Introduction of guests. Covered earlier. 

 
5. Review/Approve April 03, 2019 DRAFT minutes. Ron moved to approve, Rob 

seconded, and Crystal abstained. No discussion. Minutes approved.  
 
6. Review Bylaws. Stacey posted and read aloud the committee’s bylaws, pointing out 

specifically that the committee’s role is defined by AP 4021. The members of the 
committee were identified as determined by which area they represent. The length of 
time for appointments was also noted (minimum of two years, not to exceed four 
consecutive years), and that an attempt is made to limit rotating out members 
simultaneously. Further noted was that the bylaws are amendable by the PRC. 
 

7. Discussion/action items: 
 



a. Review DRAFT University Studies Humanities AA. 1513. Rob mentioned the 
difference between a program review US and GS vs other, more specific 
programs. Rob provided insight as to why there are so many completers in 
this program, notably because students “fall into” this degree rather than 
select it specifically. Rob moves to include “and faculty” to add input and 
value to the review. Ron Marley motioned to approve the review with the 
addition of Rob’s input and Chuck seconded. No further discussion. Motion 
carries. 

 
b. Review DRAFT University Studies World Languages AA. 1514.  Chuck asked 

about the rationale of adding CMST 20, to which Stacey offered that it offers 
an additional modality (online, etc) that the rest of the program courses do 
not. There was further discussion regarding the definition of “core courses.” 
This the pathway for transferring students interested in language. Crystal 
motioned to approve and Chuck seconded. No further discussion. Motion 
carries. 
 

c. Review DRAFT General Studies Industrial Tech AS. 1500. Stacey noted that 
while the per section enrollments are down, the overall enrollments have 
increased dramatically. Rob mentioned that this is directly related to our 100+ 
STEP-UP students, and a growing waitlist. There was some discussion of 
seat count vs census data, and while the data points will likely change in the 
future, we are working with the data we have now. Rob moved to approve as 
modified (Stacey will edit) and Chuck seconded. No further discussion. 
Motion carries. 
 

d. Review the spreadsheet showing the number of programs to be reviewed and 
re-reviewed and discuss the annual cycle of Program Reviews. Stacey gave a 
breakdown of the PRC spreadsheet showing the committee’s progress, and 
up-coming work, from 2016-present, and sought recommendations on how to 
move forward with the workload. For 2018 alone, the committee is due to 
review 39 programs, and at 3-5 per meeting, it is impossible to catch up.  
Perceived challenges: Some CTE programs MUST be reviewed every two 
years, but many of our other programs do not necessarily need to be 
reviewed that often. Stacey has discussed a bit with Frank the idea that the 
frequency and timeline be adjusted and he is receptive to exploring ideas.  
Scott Yates will need to be included in the conversation as well, because he 
does curriculum review, and program review and curriculum review go hand-
in-hand. A change would need to be approved by Academic Senate, then on 
to College Council.  CTE faculty will likely need to remain on the two-year 
cycle as many of our CTE programs report to external agencies (nursing, 
automotive), and, perhaps that data could be used for program review 
purposes. Rob suggested prioritizing specific disciplines over US/GS 
programs. Stacey agreed that it’s a valid point and will take it into 
consideration. The idea was put forth that if a program can continue without 
qualifications, maybe it doesn’t need to be reviewed for another 5 years. 



Likewise, if a program is met with qualifications, the program may need more 
time than 2 years to make adjustments.   
 

8. Updates from PRC members. Chad mentioned that Nuventive should be up to date 
with all the old reviews from 2016-17 posted now. 
 

  
9. Parking lot:   

 
• Possible style sheet for writers of program reviews. 
• Future PRC meeting dates 

o Sept 18 
o Oct 09 
o Oct 30 
o Nov 20 
o Dec 11 * (may be off campus) 

 
 
The meeting adjourned at 4:58 PM. 


