
 

 

 

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATIONAL POLICY 

October 14, 2021 

 

To:  Jason Stajich, Chair 

  Riverside Division 

 

From:   Juliann Allison, Chair  

  Committee on Educational Policy 

 

RE: Committee on Courses’ Proposed New Guidelines for Courses and 

Instruction 

 

The Committee on Educational Policy reviewed the Committee on Courses’ Proposed new 

guidelines for courses and instruction at their October 1, 2021 meeting and had a robust discussion 

that focused on three central concerns: (1) requiring learning outcomes on syllabi submitted as part 

of the new course proposal process; (2) absence of protocols for ensuring online courses are taught 

as designed and approved; (3) requiring specifics about online courses that are likely to become 

outdated; and (4) course ownership. 

 

Regarding (1), some members supported the proposed requirement that learning outcomes be 

included on course syllabi because it is important to inform students of what they will be learning 

in a course. Other members expressed concern with the requirement because it can be difficult for 

instructors to specify learning outcomes before a course is taught, especially if the pedagogy 

encourages student engagement in course goals and pace. In light of these insights and concerns, 

the Committee recommends that learning outcomes be encouraged, but not required, on course 

syllabi submitted as part of the new course approval process.   

 

With respect to (2), the Committee noted that, because an online course might be taught by faculty 

or instructors who did not design the course or develop related course materials, it is reasonable to 

anticipate some divergence of the course from its approved form and content. Perhaps some one-

time verification procedure could be considered after a suitable period of time for new online 

courses only, while leaving the standard departmental oversight policy in place for all other 

courses.  

 

Concerning (3), the Committee suggests that recommendation 2. in I.6.d.iv be restated so that the 

word “canned” is removed and details about each element of the course content are provided.  

Additionally, the Committee was concerned that the bulleted list provided for recommendation 2. 

in I.6.d.iv. is needlessly prescriptive as software platforms change frequently.  
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Finally, (4) prompted some Committee members to suggest that parameters for specifying 

“course ownership” might be incorporated into recommendation 3 in I.6.f.ii.  


