	Transfer Model Curriculum Worksheet

CCC Major or Area of Emphasis:
_History

CSU Major or Majors:

_History


Approved:


  May 17, 2011

Total units __18 minimum__
(all units are semester units)
	C-ID
	Possible GE Applicability

	Core Courses: Required
	
	

	6 semester units:  History of the United States I & II
	130, 140
	3 units in Area D, US history requirement 

	List A
	
	

	6 semester units, 3 units from each line:
	
	

	World History I or Western Civ I

World History II or Western Civ II


	150, 170 

160, 180


	3-6 units in Area D, social science, or in Area C, humanities (but not both for the same course)

	List B
	
	

	6 semester units chosen, one course from each of the following 2 areas:
	
	

	1) Any diversity course defined as: 
a) World History I or II if not used in List A or a non-western history course (any history course not pertaining to the US or Europe) articulated as fulfilling CSU GE  Area C or D or any course from the humanities or social sciences (including history) that addresses any historically under-represented groups or non-western subjects articulated as fulfilling CSU GE Area C or D
	
	All choices meet GE requirements in either Area C or D.

	b) a language other than English which is articulated as fulfilling CSU GE Area C2  
2) Any history course (including List A courses, if not used above) or any non-history course from the humanities or social sciences related to history articulated as fulfilling CSU GE Area C or D or any introductory level social sciences course articulated as fulfilling CSU GE Area D 
	
	

	
	
	

	*All courses must be CSU transferrable. Local degrees aligned with the TMC must be constructed such that no more than one course can be taken that is not articulated as either major preparation or general education. 


	
	


Sample Course Titles

“Any diversity course”

African American History or Literature

Latin American History or Literature

Women in U.S. History or Literature

Asian History or Literature

Intro to Race and Ethnicity

Women’s Studies

Intercultural Communication

Women in Film

History of Asian Art

Comparative Government

International Relations

 “Any non-history course from the humanities or social sciences related to history”


History of Jazz

Economic History
Art Histories (various)

 “Any introductory level social sciences course” (Descriptors to be added as appropriate)
Introduction to Sociology

General Psychology

Introduction to Political Science

Introduction to Economics

Cultural Anthropology
Cultural Geography

Summary for History TMC.

Changes to TMC after vetting

There are two changes made to the TMC after vetting. The first change made to the TMC after vetting is in response to criticism made by CSU Fresno respondents. Rather than keeping the flexibility of allowing students to choose which two of the four classes (World Civ. I, II, Western Civ. I, II), it now stipulates that students must choose one from World I, West Civ. I, and one from World II, West Civ. II). This allowed for the possibility for students to use either of the World Civ. Options for List B, Area 1: diversity requirement.  It also requires students to cover both early and late periods in their survey of either World or Western Civ.  The second change is a clarification of course articulation in List B. This change was made to comply with required criteria (checklist #6). This change was made after the FDRG voted on the TMC, but members have been notified of the changes and we are waiting on their responses. It is anticipated that there will be no problems regarding this clarification in language.

Summary of survey feedback
A good majority of the CCC respondents were positive and supported the TMC as it stood. A significant minority were negative in their response. But in part it appeared to be due to misunderstanding how the TMC would work. It seemed that some believed that they would have to adopt the TMC as it stands, and didn’t understand that they could restrict at the local level. Some were also under the misunderstanding that the example courses were exhaustive. A few in the additional comments didn’t like US I and II as the core curriculum and wanted to broaden that requirement to allow for other history courses that overlapped in US History (African American or Women’s U.S. History, for example). 
Q1 CCC: Only one respondent deviated from the ‘no’ answers to why they thought the curriculum wasn’t appropriate for the degree. Overwhelmingly, these ‘no’ answers believed that either all requirements should be history, or that non-history courses should be removed, or that more specialized history courses should be added.  (All answers listed below in red fall in this category).  However, as the TMC is written, any and all of these respondents can do what they asked for at the local level. The TMC is flexible enough to accommodate all of their requests at the local level and still satisfy the TMC. In other words, there were faculty who were unhappy with the TMC, despite being able to develop the degree that they believed to be appropriate within the parameters of the TMC.
Q2 CCC: Of all the respondents, only one seem to be a valid statement. Most respondents were under the misunderstanding that they had to adopt the TMC as it stood (not create a TMC-aligned degree).  They thought that the options provided in the TMC would be forced on them, not that they could create a more strict transfer requirement.  The only problem would be for once college that apparently doesn’t offer either World or Western Civ. in its curriculum.
Q3: Same situation as Question 1. The vast majority of ‘no’ respondents are under the impression that they have to adopt the TMC as written, not that this TMC allows for local flexibility. They want more history courses required, more specialized history courses, and the removal of non-history courses, especially a second language. 

The vast majority of the CSU respondents were negative. One area of concern (although upon closer scrutiny, the vast majority of this concern was expressed by one CSU) is how List A was worded. That has been negotiated at the FDRG meeting and is no longer a problem. But it is clear that the CSU respondents do not want CCC history faculty to teach history transfer students beyond the three main survey courses (US, World, Western Civ.). There was an overwhelming CSU perspective that they would not accept any history course beyond three listed to count towards the major for a transfer student.  Currently as it stands, all history courses other than the three listed survey sequences will not count towards to major, but rather count towards other GE requirements according to CSU representatives on the FDRG and in the responses. This is where the disconnect is greatest between CCC and CSU history faculty. CCC generally want to offer a greater variety of history so long as it’s in the lower division area, and the CSU faculty do not want to accept history courses other than the three main surveys to count towards the major. It has been expressed during meetings, for example, that all diversity classes should be taught at the upper division level. Because previous meetings had been difficult and rancorous and CCC members were offended by unfiltered remarks made by individuals, the elephant in the room for the last meeting was this disconnect that was not adequately addressed. But at least we got an agreement on the TMC. 

CCC Questions: 
T: Is this model curriculum appropriate as a major or area of emphasis for your discipline – does it allow for the development of a degree that consists of the courses your faculty view as critical for the major?
No: 15;  Yes: 22

U: If No, why not? Please be specific. (see below: #1)

V: Is it likely that your department/college would choose to offer a transfer degree based on this TMC?
No: 15;  Yes: 23

W: If No, why not? Please be specific. (see below: #2)

X: Would this model curriculum provide appropriate preparation for transfer?
No: 12; Yes: 26

Y:  If No, why not? Please be specific. (see below: #3)

Z: Any additional comments? (see below: #4)

CSU Questions:
AA:  The proposed curriculum delineates the required 18 units of a major or area of emphasis that is a component of community college degrees. It is intended to be an appropriate focused area of study for a community college degree and to well-prepare students for transfer.    Please select one of the following: 
No: 36: This curriculum would not appropriately prepare students for transfer.
Yes: 4: The model curriculum would ensure that community college students were well-prepared for transfer into the indicated major.
Yes (make it work): 6: While the courses do not align with the lower division preparation that is required by our faculty, we would be able to make it work.
Total: No: 36; Yes: 10

AB: Please explain your answer above. (see below: #5)

AC: Would this model curriculum provide appropriate preparation for transfer?
No: 37; Yes: 9

AD: If no, please specify. (see below: #6)

AE: If a student completed a degree aligned with this TMC, would the student be able to complete a degree in the major within 60 units? No: 17; Yes: 28
AF: If no, please specify. (see below: #7)

AG: What CSU major(s) at your institution would this TMC be preparation for?  Please list name and/or CSU degree code.  (see below: #8)
#1 Is this model curriculum appropriate as a major or area of emphasis for your discipline – does it allow for the development of a degree that consists of the courses your faculty view as critical for the major?

There were 15 no votes and 22 yes votes.

Below are the explanations for no vote:

1. A significant shortcoming of the current draft of the History TMC is that there is no requirement for a historiography/methods course.  A student starting down

2. All 18 units of the major should be history courses.

3. Unfortunately, this model curriculum is much too narrow and rigid.  The reduction in specialized courses and the top-down emphasis on a very limited pool of survey courses will lead to fewer, not more, history majors.  There are numerous history courses, such as Chicano, African American, Women, and California, that engage and excite students at a much higher level than a US or World Survey.  I love teaching the survey courses and there certainly are students who become history majors after taking a traditional US, Western Civ or World History survey, but these general courses do not engage and 'recruit' potential history majors like specialized courses.  This model restricts this college's history faculty from offering specialized courses that are critical for the history major.  We would lose a great deal of opportunities for intellectual growth and exploration if only two or three survey courses were to be the majority of the department's course offerings.

4. Several faculty in my department don't see why a foreign language class should count.  They also want California History to be one of the List B options.
5. In summary, because it offers non-history options to complete an area of emphasis or major in history.  As a department we believe that all 18 units must be

6. Area B Concerns:  recommendation for Area B1 is that it only it include wording such as "any diversity course in the discipline of History that that addresses any

7. Not as it stands now. We strongly disagree with allowing students in a HISTORY emphasis to take non-history courses to satisfy the program.

8. This TMC only requires that students take 4 history courses, and that those be drawn from two very narrowly-defined lists. Both faculty and students in the history department at Cabrillo revel in a much broader range of courses than is reflected in the TMC. Many students take a US history survey course or a World or Western Civ survey course, are then intrigued about the historical approach, and take a more specific course, like Chinese history, British history or Mexican history. This makes them not only generally familiar with, but in a sense "fluent in" the historical method. It is after taking one or more of these courses that many of our students choose to declare history majors. If our students are not encouraged to take more specialized courses, I am concerned that fewer will become history majors and transfer.   This TMC would put a lot of pressure on our department to reduce our course offerings to multiple sections of the US survey and World and Western Civ. While I love teaching World History and do it every semester, both my students and I would lose a great deal of opportunities for intellectual growth and exploration if these courses were to be the majority of the department's course offerings.
9. It is close, but I have some serious concerns and reservations.  Most importantly, this draft TMC does not require sufficient "History" coursework for a lower division major preparation program.  The TMC only requires four "History" courses.  Our college (Cabrillo) currently requires between 7 and 9 "History" courses for our two-year History major.      I support the idea of the 18-unit total in the History TMC.  If it helps students to transfer for a four-year degree, then that is the direction we need to go.  However, there ought to be a heavier "History" emphasis in the TMC.  My suggestions call for a reconsideration of List B.    Specifically, List B, #2 should (in my opinion) be changed to read: "Any history course not used in List A."  We should edit out the part of B2 that reads "or any non-history course from the humanities or social sciences related to history or any introductory level social science course."  Obviously, taking an intro level social science course can be beneficial for our history students, but not at the extraordinarily high price of cutting one-sixth of the history courses required for a "History" AA-T or AS-T degree.    Also, List B #1b. should be cut out of this TMC.  Of course, it is desirable to have history majors learn a foreign language, but not at the  price of cutting out one-sixth of the history courses required for a "History" AA-T or AS-T degree.    Both of these requirements in List B seem to me as if the History TMC is designed to serve the graduation requirements of the four-year system and to sacrifice the depth and vitality of community college History programs.      It seems to me that requiring five or six History course - as opposed to the proposed minimum of four - can be easily implemented, even for the smallest community colleges in the state.

10. Foreign language should not be a requirement for the transfer pattern; while certain social science classes are appropriate for the history major (women's studies, ethnic studies, etc), others (psych, sociology) do not.   These units should be predominantly history; it would be possible for a student to transfer with an AA-T in history having taken only 12 units of history.

11. Laney College doesn't offer any History courses from List A.

12. History of the Vietnam War is not listed. California History is not listed. I think one or both of these courses should be at least part of transfer degree.

13. I consider History of Jazz, Art or Music history to be appropriate, Sociology & Psychology are their own disciplines so they do not belong either

14. In List A, I would like it to say "Either Western Civ I or World Civ I and either Western Civ II or World Civ II.  Honors sections may be substituted for the regular sections."      The reason for this change is that Western and World Civ overlap to a large degree, and if a student takes Western Civ I and World Civ I, that student is getting quite a bit of the same material.     Also, in general, I would like all 18 units for the AA degree to be selected from history courses or from the three courses listed as "non-history course...related to history."    Therefore, I would like List B to be modified as follows:  1)  a)   Eliminate "any course from the humanities or social sciences...that addresses any historically under-respresented group"  1)  b)   Eliminate "a language..."  2)       Eliminate "Any introductory level social sciences course"

15. Too many options are from courses that are not specifically historical.

#2: Is it likely that your department/college would choose to offer a transfer degree based on this TMC?

There were 15 no votes and 23 yes.

Below are the explanations for no vote:

1. In the current form (especially in terms of the foreign language), this would not be appropriate; however, given that we want to help our students as much as possible, we would consider it.

2. At this time, Laney doesn't offer any of the courses listed in area A.

3. not without modification

4. We would need to modify the present draft.

5. Language should not replace history courses, nor should other courses that do not deal specifically with history.

6. Insufficient scope and breadth of current curriculum.  Until state budget issues are resolved, unlikely additional courses will be added

7. I want a box called "Maybe."  Most of the faculty believe that the first two years of college (especially a community college) should be spent in experimenting with various courses - not declaring a major field.  Students should be trying all fields - to see what they really like or what they are good in rather than having to focus on a major.  A Major should be selected at the start of the Junior year.

#3: Would this model curriculum provide appropriate preparation for transfer?

There were 12 no votes and 26 yes.

1. The narrow focus on a trio of survey courses, and the severe constraints on specialized courses does not allow for appropriate preparation for transfer.  Former students who have transferred regularly contact Cabrillo history faculty to thank us for preparing them so well with a range of classes, analytical skills and writing techniques that when they get to a 4-year college they can do well right away. Requiring only 4 survey courses would seriously impact the students' preparation for success at a 4-year institution.  The history department at Cabrillo College already has a strong commitment to offering a range of courses similar to those at the CSU lower-division level. If the TMC only asks us to teach US survey courses and World/Western Civ sequences, we will be losing our greatest asset. Both faculty and students benefit when instructors teach courses in the areas that they have trained in for many years in graduate school. If we are not able to teach more specialized courses, and students planning to transfer are not encouraged to take such courses, then each instructor's area of greatest knowledge and enthusiasm is no longer very viable as course offerings.  My dissertation research (and on-going interest) in post-World War Two environmental history in California, Oregon, and Washington is a key part of History 15, Recent American History.  Under this TMC, I would no longer be able to teach this course, because it would not transfer.  It is not clear to me how this TMC helps history majors.

2. Again, to transfer as a history major, the 18 units considered core should be history courses and all should offer opportunities to meet writing requirements at the four-year universities.

3. As stated above, the department does not support the inclusion of non-History courses in this model and the lack of emphasis on diversity.

4. If the above changes are implemented!

5. This TMC draft only requires students to have taken 4 history courses, all of them general surveys, on topics they are likely to have encountered in prior educational experiences. In order to prepare them for upper-division coursework, I believe that students need to be exposed to a variety of types of content and analysis that will be newer to them in a more sustained way. My worry is that they will not arrive at a CSU prepared to succeed in their major if their preparation is so thin in the discipline. Former students who have transferred regularly contact Cabrillo history faculty to thank us for preparing them so well with a range of classes, analytical skills and writing techniques that when they get to a 4-year college they can do well right away. Requiring only 4 survey courses would seriously impact the students' preparation for success at a 4-year institution.   I strongly support changing both halves of List B to include only courses offered by the history department. I would always encourage history students to take courses in other social sciences and humanities, and to take a language series, but these courses should be taken as GE's rather than as replacements for history courses.

6. See above.  This is exactly the reason why we argue for 18 units of HISTORY so that students are adequately prepared for transfer.
7. See comments above.    I really like the Diversity requirement in List B, 1a. Under "Sample Course Titles" I would also like to see added "Native American History
8. This model requires only 12 units of history courses for a transfer degree in history.  While the diversity courses and related humanities/social sciences courses are appropriate, language and introductory social science courses are not.  This is a history major, not a liberal arts or general studies major.  The other model curricula already approved do not allow substitution of introductory history courses to count towards the degree: this is what General Education requirements are designed to do.

9. Only 12 units in history is not sufficient for someone to receive a degree in the discipline.  The Area B requirements need to be more historical and less general/social science.

10. as stated above

11. A History Major AA should require 18 units of HISTORY courses.

12. I think List B is entirely too broad.  For example, taking intro to Spanish or German is indeed useful in the field of history, but that should be part of the GE/prepatory work in addition to work in the discipline of history, not a replacement for it.  Likewise, why have students take a GE course in another field and have it count towards the major?  Isn't that the point of GE -- to get students to experience approaches outside of their field.      Also, as designed, it would appear that the courses students would take for the major would all count towards the GE as well with perhaps only 1 extra 3 unit class.  This would have the effect of watering down both the GE and the major to the point of uselessness.  I mean, what exactly would be the point of the history degree if it is in reality just a General Education degree with one or two history classes extra?    List B should be other history classes, and if a college can't offer more than US history and Western Civ/world history, then they shouldn't offer a history degree.

Additional comments from community college faculty:

1. I appreciate the hard work and time that the TMC committee has put into these reforms, but I disagree with the proposals to limit our course offerings.  I am also surprised that CSU faculty would want to create different rules for history faculty in the community college system.

2. See above about California History and foreign language.

3. We strongly argue for our discipline that the place for non-history courses is in the development of the associate degree, over and above the major or area of emphasis.

4. From "Sample Course Titles," we would like to delete all non-history courses (literature, communications....). In addition, Native American History and Mexican American History should be included on the list for "diversity courses."  As noted earlier, we would like to remove the "non-history courses" from the list all together.

5. There are many lenses through which US history can be viewed. I support changing the "US History I and II" core requirement to include a variety of perspectives on American history. I hope that students will be able to fill that requirement by taking two semesters of Mexican-American History, History of Women in the US, African-American History, Native American History or Asian-American History. All of these courses are currently articulated as filling the US History requirement, and certainly provide coverage of central themes and narratives in US history. Allowing the students to choose which US history courses they take will make them more enthusiastic and better prepared for success at a CSU.

6. Two further comments.    1. List A  We are not fully clear whether students may take ANY combination of these 4 courses.  We suggest it should be any two sequential courses -- ie World I OR West Civ I AND World II OR West CIv II.    2) Sample Course Titles  Most important!  We realize that these are samples but we were most disappointed to see no mention of Native-American History, and would suggest also adding African History, Mexican American History and Middle Eastern History as other frequently offered lower division courses.    Questions:  We cannot find any meeting place or date for the history faculty to discuss this TMC.  Has one been set yet?  We are on the list to review History yet somehow missed the deadline for the history descriptors.  Can we somehow be notified when the remaining ones are posted, as we were for this TMC?  WE would like to check them as they come out.

7. I would support changing the List A requirements from "straight" U.S. History to allowing colleges to offer U.S. History with particular areas of emphasis in place of C-ID courses 130 and 140.  They all ought to have restrictive language to ensure that there is still coverage of the broad and central themes of the survey course.  (Something like : "In the context of general U.S. history..."    Thus courses like Women in U.S. History, African American History, and Mexican American History could all substitute for the regular U.S. History courses currently proposed.     Thanks for reviewing these ideas...and for all of your hard work in putting these proposals forward.  I would be happy to try to attend your next hearing/meeting when you consider the suggestions that you are getting from around the state.

8. Overall this major looks good, but I do believe there are some glaring omissions:   courses about religion and a history course about Native Americans are not represented.   So I think courses about Religion in America as well as courses offered by Religous Studies programs should be included as options in the major  (List B #1 or 2).   History courses about Native North Americans should be part of this major in addition to your inclusion of Cultural Anthropology.    These too should probably appear  in List B 1 or 2.

9. I recommend eliminating 1)b) and the last choice from 2) under List B.

10. The only thing I'm hesitant about is the ability to use a foreign language course (1b).  I'm not really sure how this fits in with the History requirement; I'd rather students be required to stick to 1a.

11. We offer courses not specifically listed, California History and courses in World War II and Viet Nam War, but I assume they would fall under the List B, number 2 requirement.

12. This is a good start, but it is clear that there needs to be more of a historical focus and less social science.

13. Add Asian American History to the Sample Course Titles below.  Sample Course Titles  “Any diversity course”  African American History or Literature  Latin American History or Literature  Women in U.S. History or Literature  Asian History or Literature  Intro to Race and Ethnicity  Women’s Studies  Intercultural Communication  Women in Film  History of Asian Art  Comparative Government  International Relations

14. I would recommend adding Chicano Studies courses to the list of diversity courses.

15. More foreign language emphasis would be ideal.  A hindrance is that many courses are 5-unit classes when perhaps they should be 4-units.

16. The list of sample course titles for the "diversity" requirement should include Native American history to eliminate any confusion and ensure its inclusion.

17. There should be the possibility of a "major" in general education at the community college level!

18. Yes, But I would still prefer to see Western Civilization as an absolute requirement. Not as an option with World Civ.  I am very concerned that many students do not have the background in European history.

#5: The proposed curriculum delineates the required 18 units of a major or area of emphasis that is a component of community college degrees. It is intended to be an appropriate focused area of study for a community college degree and to well-prepare students for transfer.    

There were 36 no votes and 10 yes.

1. The required 6 units of World/Western Civilization should be World History 1 AND World History II, OR Western Civilization I AND Western Civilization II to make sure that students cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than two courses on one-half of that range.

2. History courses from List B would not be applicable to the major, and could not be used for lower-division GE by history majors. Only non history courses may be applied to GE requirements for History majors.

3. The required 6 units of World/Western Civilization should be World History 1 AND World History II, OR Western Civilization I AND Western Civilization II to make sure that students cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than two courses on one-half of that range

4. Our major (both our teaching and general options) requires a full survey of World History (or Western Civ), which this model curriculum does not. Elective courses will not count towards our major.

5. The required 6 units of World/Western Civilization should be World History 1 AND World History II, OR Western Civilization I AND Western Civilization II to make sure that students cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than two courses on one-half of that range

6. The required 6 units of World/Western Civilization should be World History 1 AND World History II, OR Western Civilization I AND Western Civilization II to make sure that students cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than two courses on one-half of that range.

7. The required 6 units of World/Western Civilization should be World History 1 AND World History II, OR Western Civilization I AND Western Civilization II to make sure that students cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than two courses on one-half of that range.

8. The required 6 units of World/Western Civilization should be World History 1 AND World History II, OR Western Civilization I AND Western Civilization II to make sure that students cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than two courses on one-half of that range.

9. Students need to take either World History I or II or Western Civilization I and II as a sequence. Students who took World History I and Western Civilization I would not be prepared enough to transfer and do well at the University.

10. Not requiring a complete sequence of Western or World Civ (i.e. to 1500 and 1500 to present) would place students at a disadvantage in our program which requires the sequence of US history AND the sequence (3 quarters on our quarter campus) of World history.  We will accept a western civ sequence in place of the world civ.

11. The proper, required 6 units of World/Western Civilization should be World History 1 AND World History II, OR Western Civilization I AND Western Civilization II, in order to ensure that students cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than simply two courses on *one-half* of that range.
12. This new proposal is very weak in World History and does not prepare students to operate in a highly globalized society such as California.  Many, many CSU students are from the Pacific Rim or Spanish speaking countries.      The Western Civ curriculum is inadequate give the state's demographics, and more importantly, I'd be willing to bet that ALL of the shcools who lack a good core of World History courses have mission statements referring to the need to prepare students to "operate" in a global environment.  How is NOT adapting one's curriculum to world history standards and watering down World History accomplishing this mission?      Most of the CSUs in southern California made the transition to World History years ago; why is it now incumbent on them to accept an articulation based on the fact that many CCs and four-year schools have simply not taken the time to develop that curriculum because, to be blunt, they see it as too much of a hassle?    If you want to articulate courses properly so they match-up, it should be the other way around--CCs and other UCs and CSUs should be developing a world history standard, not undermining it and punishing schools that did the hard work of curricular transition years ago.

13. The non-US survey/non-world/western civ electives would not count for anything in our major.  They would transfer as elective units for the overall degree and thus would be superfluous to what is required at CSULA.  I am unclear how an Intro to Sociology course would apply directly to a history major outside general GE preparation.

14. Not requiring a complete sequence of Western or World Civ (i.e. to 1500 and 1500 to present) would place students at a disadvantage in our program which requires the sequence of US history AND the sequence (3 quarters on our quarter campus) of World history.  We will accept a western civ sequence in place of the world civ

15. Under this curriculum, students could elect to take world history I and western civilization I or their two modern counterparts.  Students should be required to take either the entire world history sequence or the entire western civilization sequence to ensure that they have full chronological coverage.  Moreover, there are courses listed as suitable for diversity, etc. that would not adequately prepare students for a history major at the CSU or UC (including History of Jazz or Intercultural Communication).  A much better preparation would be a course in a non-western civilization or a defined area of historical diversity.  Any course outside the discipline of history would prevent a student from satisfying our CSU department's lower-division requirements.

16. I think it is important for the program to be structured so that transfer students take 12 units (US history survey and either World/Western Civ survey) in a way that covers a full chronological period (so, not picked randomly among both types of offerings, but taking early and modern US, and then either early/modern Western Civ or early/modern World).

17. The required 6 units of World/Western Civilization should be World History 1 AND World History II, OR Western Civilization I AND Western Civilization II to make sure that students cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than two courses on one-half of that range.”

18. This model curriculum would not improve students preparation for our major but would increase confusion and/or weaken the intellectual and practical value of the major and the history degree if the additional 6 units at the lower division were in lieu of 6 units currently required at the upper division in the major.  Alternatively, it would add to the total units for the major and thus likely slow students progress toward the degree.  The forced acceptance of western civilization in lieu of world civilization (allowing students to make the choice without understanding the consequences) would both violate the academic freedom of history departments that have made the intellectual commitment to a globally oriented curriculum and burden students hoping to pursue careers as teachers, who will still have to take world civ.  Currently, our majors clearly are being properly advised to take world civ at the community college level as we have few problems with transfers on this issue.  This change would only create problems.

19. Not requiring a complete sequence of Western or World Civ (i.e. to 1500 and 1500 to present) would place students at a disadvantage in our program which requires the sequence of US history AND the sequence (3 quarters on our quarter campus) of World history.  We will accept a western civ sequence in place of the world civ.    Also, the non-US survey/non-world/western civ electives would not count for anything in our major.  They would transfer as elective units for the overall degree and thus would be superfluous to what is required at CSULA.  I am unclear how an Intro to Sociology course would apply directly to a history major outside general GE preparation.    We also have a teaching preparation option that is approved by the CCTC -- this is wholly inadequate for that; that demands a full sequence of World/Western civ.

20. It would be best to have students take the required survey sequences, rather than allowing them to pick and choose courses from the sequences.  I could recommend that students be required to take 17A & 17B, and then either 4 & 5 or 50 & 51.  Since our major does not require any other lower division courses, it would not make sense to require them of transfer students.  Fulfilling other GE requirements would make more sense.

21. The mere presence of a course with a particular title in a brief list does absolutely nothing to guarantee that students are appropriately prepared for transfer.

22. Because this curriculum does not require students to take a chronological sequence in non-US history, there is a possibility that students will arrive at CSUS with an unacceptable gap that CSUS majors would not have. It would be better to "disallow" any non-US history series that does not include coverage of BOTH modern and pre-modern periods, e.g. students must take the entire western civ sequence OR world history sequence OR the first half of one AND the second half of the other.     In addition, the six units of lower division CC courses will not be recognized for the CSUS major. They are "wasted" except as students will have had more exposure to history in general. It may provide GE units.

23. The Transfer model Curriculum should ensure that students get 'chronological coverage' with the world/western civ surveys. It would not be appropriate preparation to have world civ 1 and western civ 1. Instead students should take both halves, preferably but not necessarily in the same sequence.

24. Our department is oriented heavily toward a global approach to history.  Our students are required to take courses in a non-West field, and have the option of an upper division field in world history as well.  In addition, the majority of our students are going to teach history at the secondary level in California.  The California History/Social Sciences framework has no place for Western Civilization.  The courses are all either California/US history, or World History.  Any transfer protocol that does not mandate world civilization, which at present is the requirement on our campus, does transfer students to our institution, and any student seeking to teach high school in California a disservice.  Students who have only taken Western Civilization are not only taking courses that are out-dated and of little use to them in preparing to teach, but will be less prepared to continue on to upper division courses in history on our campus.     This protocol would also be very bad for all students on the CSU Fullerton campus. We have worked very hard to follow the mandate of the Chancellor for the CSU to create a globally-oriented curriculum to prepare students for careers and lives in a multi-cultural state with an economy tightly tied into the global economy.  Western Civilization is worse than useless in achieving this goal.  I am frankly shocked that other campuses still teach the course.  But our campus has worked hard to develop a global curriculum.  Asking us now to accept Western Civilization in the place of World Civilization is essentially asking us to take a giant step backward in our drive to toward our goal of a truly global curriculum.

25. The History Department at CSU Fullerton requires six units of lower division world civilization (H110A and H110B). Since many of our majors intend to go into teaching and world civilization is the non-US course that forms the core of K-12 education in California, it makes no sense whatever to me that a group of educators would conclude that western civilization courses are sufficient to prepare students for an upper division history major in California. In fact, the History Department has been part of a national project to define model history curricula, which has received outside funding from the College Board, Pew, and others.  We just approved a careful plan of what we expect our students to know when they graduate and how we assess it. Our university just redid its GE. At all levels world history is required at the lower division level to prepare students for upper division work. I understand that people in northern California still find some validity in teaching western civilization and that many in community colleges don't want to retrain themselves to teach this demanding world history sequence, but I cannot professionally say that I believe that western civilization courses would prepare students for transfer to CSU Fullerton (nor to my knowledge, any CSU in Southern California).

26. The required 6 units of World/Western Civilization need to be divided between the first half of the survey (World OR Western Civ I) AND the second half of the survey (World OR Western Civ II): so that students are sure to cover the entire range of human civilization, rather than two courses on one-half of that range.     In addition, I strongly urge that the under the second set of 6 units that:    1) The 3 diversity units be in a GE course: to avoid overloading the lower division units of the History Major.    2) The 3 additional units be SPECIFICALLY in a METHODS course (not just any history course): including Introduction to History or Historical Methods.

27. We require chronological coverage in World History/Western Civ courses--expecting that students enroll in one from the period before 1500 and the other from the period after 1500. We allow them to mix-and-match, i.e., to take one Western Civ. and one World History, but we expect that they cover the full time span if students mix the courses. As written, the TMC would allow two courses before 1500, or two courses after. That is not acceptable.

28. This TMC does not take into account the requirements for the single subject credential.

29. Our program requires far fewer lower-division units in History, and thus, it would be far better for students to simply complete the GE transfer pattern courses without pursuing the A.A. in History.  One area of concern: MOST, though not all, CSU History Departments offer a two track History undergraduate program: one for "generalists" and the other for students interested in history/social science teaching at the secondary level.  For the latter program, students must complete a set of courses determined by the local agreement with the California Teacher Credentialing Commission.  Your proposed TMC will NOT serve well those students who want to pursue the "teaching" track, as many additional lower-division courses are required for that track.  It would be folly to assume that students who adhere to the TMC curriculum would somehow not have to take those many additional lower-division courses, in History and other social science disciplines (Geography, Economics, Political Science), in order to satisfy the credentialing requirements.  In many cases, having to go back and take lower-division courses to satisfy the credential requirements will make it impossible for transfer students to complete their B.A. degree in 60 additional units upon transfer to a CSU.  How many students might be affected?  In many CSU programs, at least half of our B.A. major students are pursuing a history/social science credential or have plans to do so.

30. The only thing missing is a methods course, which is more appropriate for BA history majors in any case. But students intending to transfer should be aware that they will be expected to take an intro/methods course upon attending a CSU BA program in history.

31. The curriculum deals only with the subjects taught. It does not deal in any way with the courses' demands on the student. There should be requirements insuring that the student can deal with historical analysis. So, there should be requirements that the student engage in extended writing -- a take home essay of at least 1000 words, preferably more. And there should also be requirements insuring that the student has engaged in analysis beyond that of reading a history textbook. The student should have been required, in each and every course, either to analyze many primary sources or to analyze a couple of works of history that are not textbooks. This is the training lower-division students get at UC. There is nothing in the model curriculum to suggest that they will get that training at the Community College.

32. List A should NOT allow students to combine World History and Western Civ for transfer credit.  At SJSU, our major requires World History I and World History II OR (not and) Western Civ I and Western Civ II.

33. I teach both World History and Western Civilization and know that these are NOT "mix and match" courses. A combination of World History 1 and Western Civ 1 for example is not acceptable.  It would be a tremendous disservice to students, who will be told they are prepared for CSU level work, but will not be.  This must be changed to either both World History or both Western Civ courses.

34. The transfer of lower-division introductory classes would ensure that community college students were prepared to enter into upper-division history classes.

35. We don't do "World History" here, just different "Civ" courses (Western, Latin American, East Asian).

36. I am concerned about the possibility of being forced to accept lower division history department units from a cc transfer that do not allign with our lower division courses that are required prerequisites for upper division work.

37. Students should take either 6 units of world history or six units of western civ, but not either or.  They should not be able to mix and match these courses.  Because of this problem, this curriculum is not appropriate and will not align with lower division preparation required by our faculty.

38. Students should have a coherent foundation--that means they should complete either two courses in Western Civilization or two courses in World History.  If they take half of each survey, their preparation will be negatively impacted.

39. I was a CSU member on the committee that worked on this TMC.  On March 14, the committee was given a copy of the TMC that indicated that CCC students should take either 6 units of world history or 6 units of western civilization.  Unfortunately, someone unilaterally changed this to indicate that students could take any combination of world history or western civilization courses including taking only half of the survey.  While the committee discussed briefly the idea of taking only half the survey of these, it was decided not to post those parameters and the March 14 version clearly listed one survey or the other.  I have kept an electronic copy of the March 14 posting on which the vote of the committee was taken.  Members of the committee have alerted the members of the Academic Senate of both the CSU and CCC and yet this inaccurate posting is still on the C-ID site.

40. We would not accept courses randomly chosen from World Civ I and Western Civ I and II.  We don't care if students take western or world but they should take the entire survey not two sections of the first half or one western and one world.

41. Students are required to take two of the four courses on List A, but they are not required to take one from an early period and one from a late period.  For CCC campuses that offer BOTH world history and western civilization, this means a student could take the first half of world history and the first half of western civ.  OR the second half of both.  In that case, the student would not have met the lower-division requirements for our campus's history major.  We require students to take both halves of U.S. history (required by the TMC) and both halves of either world history or western civilization.    However, even if a student came in missing one lower-division requirement for our major, the student would still be able to complete our major in fewer than 60 units, so it would not be a deal-breaker.    That said, I'm not sure why List A can't be configured to require a student to take one early and one late course.  It would be acceptable for the student to do one world history and one western civ course, or either sequence, but I would recommend that in any case a student be required to take the full chronological range.

42. US history I and II are fine. Please keep this.     Option between World HIS I and II and Western Civ I and II - not good.  History Major will not take Western Civ as transfer credits (only into GE)- students must take world history.

#6: Would this model curriculum provide appropriate preparation for transfer?

1. The 3 diversity units should be in a GE course, not in the lower division units of the History Major. The 3 additional units MUST SPECIFICALLY BE IN A HISTORY course (not just any course).

2. See above. The proposed curriculum would no doubt give students a good foundation for the study of history, but the units wouldn't be applicable to either the major or lower-division GE requirements.

3. The 3 diversity units should be in a GE course, not in the lower division units of the History Major. The 3 additional units MUST SPECIFICALLY BE IN A HISTORY course (not just any course)

4. Not in the sense of fulfilling all lower division requirements or equivalents for major

5. The 3 diversity units should be in a GE course, not in the lower division units of the History Major. The 3 additional units MUST SPECIFICALLY BE IN A HISTORY course (not just any course).

6. The 3 diversity units should be in a GE course, not in the lower division units of the History Major. The 3 additional units MUST SPECIFICALLY BE IN A HISTORY course (not just any course).

7. The 3 diversity units should be in a GE course, not in the lower division units of the History Major. The 3 additional units MUST SPECIFICALLY BE IN A HISTORY course (not just any course).

8. The 3 diversity units should be in a GE course, not in the lower division units of the history major. The 3 additional units should be in a history course (not just any course).

9. The three diversity units should be in a GE course, not in the lower division units of the History Major. The three additional units need to be in a History course.

10. Also, the non-US survey/non-world/western civ electives would not count for anything in our major.  They would transfer as elective units for the overall degree and thus would be superfluous to what is required at CSULA.  I am unclear how an Intro to Sociology course would apply directly to a history major outside general GE preparation.   We also have a teaching preparation option that is approved by the CCTC -- this is wholly inadequate for that; that demands a full sequence of World/Western civ.

11. The 3 "diversity" units should be in a GE course, *not* in the lower division units of the History Major.     The 3 additional units MUST SPECIFICALLY BE IN A HISTORY course (not another course from the University's curriculum - the course MUST come from the History Department).

12. The non-US survey/non-world/western civ electives would not count for anything in our major.  They would transfer as elective units for the overall degree and thus would be superfluous to what is required at CSULA.  I am unclear how an Intro to Sociology course would apply directly to a history major outside general GE preparation.

13. See above.

14. I think it has potential, but my comment above explains how I think it would need to be altered to ensure that students receive a comprehensible preparation in a way that gives them a more stable foundation for upper-division coursework.

15. The 3 diversity units should be in a GE course, not in the lower division units of the History Major. The 3 additional units MUST SPECIFICALLY BE IN A METHODS course (not just any course)

16. See above.

17. Not requiring a complete sequence of Western or World Civ (i.e. to 1500 and 1500 to present) would place students at a disadvantage in our program which requires the sequence of US history AND the sequence (3 quarters on our quarter campus) of World history.  We will accept a western civ sequence in place of the world civ.    Also, the non-US survey/non-world/western civ electives would not count for anything in our major.  They would transfer as elective units for the overall degree and thus would be superfluous to what is required at CSULA.  I am unclear how an Intro to Sociology course would apply directly to a history major outside general GE preparation.    We also have a teaching preparation option that is approved by the CCTC -- this is wholly inadequate for that; that demands a full sequence of World/Western civ.

18. Please see above.

19. See comment above.

20. I don't understand how this question differs from the previous one. Same answer.

21. the 3 additional units (after diversity units on the model) as it stand would leave students having to take a lower division  Historical methods course when they arrive at CSU EB. Transfer students enjoy and gain from this course, however, if the goal of the community college history curriculum is to prepare students to transfer and begin w/ upper division work at the CSU, the suggestion to include/require a historical methods course, aka 'introduction to history' should be seriously considered.

22. See above.  Western Civilization courses are out-dated and of very little use in preparing students for life in a global 21st century.  Our campus is committed to world civilization and a global curriculum.  Students who come to our campus with only Western Civilization are not going to be adequately prepared to succeed at CSU Fullerton.

23. I believe students must have six units of lower division U.S. history (this is fine in the model and would fit well with CSUF), but they would not be well-served or prepared for a globally oriented upper division program at CSUF without two courses in world civilization. I realize that they could take western civilization and then 1 other class that might prepare them for the major, but the latitude in the third category is so broad that they could escape knowing anything about world history when they reached CSUF. This would significantly undermine our major and students would not have met the prerequisites to fulfill two thirds of our major: students must complete two courses in three of four areas: U.S., Europe, World, Non-west.  All of the upper division courses In Europe, World, and non-west require world history as a prerequisite and assumes students have knowledge of world history.  As we are reshaping our US area into US and the world, even a fair number of our US courses require world history as a prerequisite. Giving students the option to take western civilization would not prepare them for transfer to CSUF

24. See above.

25. Again, as noted above. Plus, the "two diversity" courses would not be equivalent of our upper division courses. They might be appropriate for a GE but would not be a suitable equivalent of our upper division coursework.

26. For the most part yes; however, for the single subject credential requirements at CSU San Bernardino and Cal Poly Pomona, the following courses should be added:  Introduction to Religious Studies  Introduction to World Religions  Physical Geography

27. In History, for the generalist B.A. program.  See comments above.

28. See above, which I copy here.  The curriculum deals only with the subjects taught. It does not deal in any way with the courses' demands on the student. There should be requirements insuring that the student can deal with historical analysis. So, there should be requirements that the student engage in extended writing -- a take home essay of at least 1000 words, preferably more. And there should also be requirements insuring that the student has engaged in analysis beyond that of reading a history textbook. The student should have been required, in each and every course, either to analyze many primary sources or to analyze a couple of works of history that are not textbooks. This is the training lower-division students get at UC. There is nothing in the model curriculum to suggest that they will get that training at the Community College.

29. see above

30. It would be a tremendous disservice to students, who will be told they are prepared for CSU level work, but will not be.  This must be changed to either both World History or both Western Civ courses.  One would study the Greeks and Romans twice, but learn nothing about the world or western civilization in the early modern  or moder period

31. See above comment.

32. Above

33. If the problem discussed above is corrected, this model curriculum would work and provide appropriate preparation for transfer.  Mixing 3 units of world history with 3 units of western civ. would not work well.

34. See above.

35. Nearly all of the CSUs require the full survey of western civilization or world history for their majors.  Several have made it clear that they will not sign major papers for a CCC student who has been incorrectly advised.  CSU members of the committee have asked specifically if the CCC is interpreting SB 1440 to say that we have to change our majors to accord with whatever any community college does in their major, including this idea of taking only half of a survey  Members of the Academic Senate of the CSU have told us no, while members of the CCC Academic Senate have told us yes.

36. The Us survey is ok although we don't require both halves for our majors.  The world/western is a mess  We do not have a diversity course at the lower level so students would be wasting three units.

37. The model curriculum MAY provide appropriate preparation.  My only objection is the one specified above--that List A permits a student to create a program that would not meet our lower-division requirement.  Otherwise, the curriculum is fine.

38. Option between World HIS I and II and Western Civ I and II - not good.  We will not take Western Civ as transfer credits (only GE) - students must take world history to transfer into the major or take the courses at DH.

#7: If a student completed a degree aligned with this TMC, would the student be able to complete a degree in the major within 60 units?

17 no votes to 28 yes. 
1. For reasons stated above, not enough of the TMC work done would satisfy major requirements.

2. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science, liberal studies, and humanities majors. But ONLY two courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of Western Civilization survey) would automatically fulfill requirements in the CSU Fresno History Major. Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair.

3. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for "American Institutions" requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science, liberal studies, and humanities majors.  But ONLY two courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of Western Civilization survey) would automatically fulfill requirements in the CSU, Fresno History Major.  Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair.

4. “Not requiring a complete sequence of Western or World Civ (i.e. to 1500 and 1500 to present) would place students at a disadvantage in our program which requires the sequence of US history AND the sequence (3 quarters on our quarter campus) of World history.  We will accept a western civ sequence in place of the world civ.    We also have a teaching preparation option that is approved by the CCTC -- this is wholly inadequate for that; that demands a full sequence of World/Western civ.”

5. I say "no" mostly b/c I'm not sure. I've tried to figure this out but think I may be too new to this to have fully grasped it. As I add it up now, it doesn't seem to work with the methods course and everything else.

6. Probably, but the net effect would likely be the student being required to take six additional units than is currently required.  It also seems likely to generate more confusion, rather than less.

7. If the student takes lower division courses outside the sequence, they would not apply to the major.

8. Yes, but there would likely be a waste of 6 units of lower division history courses taken at the CC, and the potential that the student would not complete the full survey in either western civ or world history.

9. Based on previous experience with community college students, I would say no ... or at least, they would have to take courses worth a lot more than 60 units before they finally actually passed enough courses to get the required units.

10. Our major is 42 units.

11. The history curriculum on our campus is global.  Students are required to take an upper division field either in Non-West or World History.  Western Civilization will not prepare them for that, so in the end they would likely have to take world civilization here anyway at the lower division level in order to complete the major.

12. I believe we would require them to take the world history sequence if they have not completed it already for the major. The lower division world history courses are also required as part of our Social Science Preparation Program for the teaching credential. If western civilization were removed as an option, I believe CSUF could probably live with the rest of the TMC.

13. CSUEB History Majors require BOTH halves of World Civilization; AND Introduction to History.

14. Assuming all appropriate GPA and GE foundation requirements were met at the CSU.

15. Yes, for the generalist History B.A. degree; no, for the history/social science teaching History B.A. degree.  In fact, for those students interested in the credential programs, it would be better for them NOT to pursue the A.A. degree given the TMC course suite.

16. The question is not clear: quarter units or semester units?  At my institution, UC Davis, the major -- including lower division courses -- is 60 or 61 units, depending on the student's choice of courses.

17. It might be possible, but if they still had to fulfill the rest of a lower division sequence while trying to fulfill all the upper division requirements, they might not have enough time.

18. CSUSB is on a quarter unit basis. We require a total of 180 units for graduation.

19. Our major is only 45 units, so I do not imagine this would be a problem.

20. Perhaps some students could, but others would be forced to complete an additional course.  The student would need to take an additional lower-division survey course if he/she took one half of the World History survey and one half of the Western Civilization survey.  We require a coherent foundation.

21. It is quite clear that history majors who are teacher education candidates would not.  The CCC major would probably require students to take closer to 70 units at the community college, crowding out units at the CSU level.  This would leave insufficient units for preparation in the social sciences for our teacher education majors.  They would have to take an extra semester or more to complete the degrees.  We have also warned the community colleges that most of our majors need to take minors in international business, library sciences or teacher education in order to make their BAs into a career path.  The kind of course work they need is in the upper division, not at the community college.

22. They might be able to if they had completed all of their GE and if they didn't have a single extraneous course.  But, this TMC does not adequately prepare students for our degree.

23. If a student came into our department with all four of our lower-division requirements complete, the student would have 28 units remaining in the major (plus 9 upper-division GE units).  If a student only completed three of our lower-division requirements (because of my objection noted above), the student would still have only 31 units left to complete in the major.  Either way, it should not be a problem for a student to complete a degree in the major within 60 units.

#8: CSU Open comments and

What CSU major(s) at your institution would this TMC be preparation for?  Please list name and/or CSU degree code.

(I did not separate these as they were in the same column).

1. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science, liberal studies, and humanities majors. But ONLY two courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of Western Civilization survey) would automatically fulfill requirements in the CSU Fresno History Major. Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair.

2. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science, liberal studies, and humanities majors. But ONLY two courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of Western Civilization survey) would automatically fulfill requirements in the CSU Fresno History Major. Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair

3. History

4. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science, liberal studies, and humanities majors. But ONLY two courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of Western Civilization survey) would automatically fulfill requirements in the CSU Fresno History Major. Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair.

5. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science, liberal studies, and humanities majors. But ONLY two courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of Western Civilization survey) would automatically fulfill requirements in the CSU Fresno History Major. Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair.

6. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US history (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science, liberal studies, and humanities majors. But ONLY two courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of Western Civilization survey) would automatically fulfill requirements in the CSU Fresno history major. Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair.

7. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science, liberal studies, and humanities majors. But ONLY two courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of Western Civilization survey) would automatically fulfill requirements in the CSU Fresno History Major. Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair.

8. History

9. History

10. History

11. History

12. History major  Pre-credential teaching program with History/SS focus

13. The TMC would assist in partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students), and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science and humanities majors. But ONLY the courses listed in the answer to the first question above (both halves of World/Western survey, and Introduction to History or Historical Methods) would automatically fulfill requirements in CSU Fresno History Major. Other lower division courses would be accepted only after being reviewed by the chair.

14. History

15. Neither of our options:  History General Option and History Teaching Preparation Option

16. Adequate preparation? None.

17. ???

18. History

19. None.

20. History (? - I don't know anything about CSU degree codes)

21. Partial fulfillment of all majors through the units in US History (for American Institutions requirement for all CSU students); and partial fulfillment for lower division courses in some social science and humanities majors. But ONLY the courses listed in my answer to the first question above (both halves of US survey, both halves of World/Western survey, and Introduction to History or Historical Methods) would fulfill requirements in History Major. NO OTHER LOWER DIVISION COURSES WOULD BE ACCEPTABLE.

22. None. As noted above, it is inadequate for the history major.

23. History

24. HIST B.A.01

25. History

26. None at UC Davis

27. History

28. History

29. None

30. History;  History Social Science Secondary Ed

31. History

32. BA History

33. History BA, but only if the 6 units in world history or western civilization is restored.  This sequence is foundational to every career path and our major, as well as CTC approved BAs in secondary education.

34. History (with the caveat noted above)

35. I don't know, and I'm afraid to answer on behalf of other chairs/programs.

