ASCC A&H1 Panel
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, October 24, 2017







2:00 -3:30 PM

110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Dixon, Heysel, Jones, Stotlar, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen, Winnubst
AGENDA: 
1. Approval of 10-10-17 minutes
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Jones, unanimously approved
2. Revision to WGSS graduate programs: PhD, MA, Graduate Minor (guests: Shannon Winnubst and Jackie Stotlar)
· Shannon Winnubst (Chair of WGSS Dept): Theirs is one of the oldest WGSS programs in the world. It is a fast-growing field. The job market for WGSS PhDs is very good. The department is eager to stay a leader in the field. There have been 4 tracks for some time. The department has 11.25 FTE (i.e., a small faculty). The department came to the conclusion that it is a better use of faculty to strip away some mandatory courses to free time for courses that deal with faculty research. In the revised PhD program, two core courses have been added: WGSS 7701 “Feminist Inquiry II” and WGSS 7790 “Research & Writing Workshop.”
· WGSS 8800 “Topics in Feminist Studies” is an open topics course. The proposal should include that number instead of 88xx. The department will increase the number of times that this course can be taken. The panel members advise that the proposal specify how many times this course will be repeatable.
· Question from Panel Member: How much is what you are creating brand-new or similar to benchmark programs? Answer (Winnubst): There is a tension inside the field: many programs are still articulated along tracks; this department is probably on the cutting edge by trying to be truly interdisciplinary. The panel members advise that this information be added to the proposal. This information will strengthen the proposal.
· Changes in elective requirements: In current (old) program, these are selected along the tracks. This will no longer be the case
· Question from Panel Member: Approximately how many PhDs do you have? A: The Dept has about 18 PhD students.
· Jones, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved with some recommendations (in italics above)
3. First-year seminar—John Schrock (return)
· P. 1: Typos in first paragraph:
· First line: “varioius media formats”

· Next-to-the-last line: “Many non-engineers    Students will make … “ 

· P. 1: “This course is intended for freshman students that have an interest in engineering and/or social perceptions of a discipline in film and media.” Shouldn’t “a discipline” be replaced by “the discipline”?
· P. 1: Typo: “Each week, students will be discuss . . .”
· P. 1: No explanation of the assignments is provided (worksheets, discussions, reflections, final presentation).

· P. 1: Percentages are not assigned to the various assignments. How will students obtain an S for the course? On a side note, the course would not be pass/fail. It would be S/U, which is not the same.

· P. 2: Assignments: Students are asked to read a book, The Design of Everyday Things, in week 2. Does whole book need to be read all at once? The syllabus does not indicate whether the book is subsequently discussed in class during the following week(s). Only in week 8 is there a reference to a book discussion and a book analysis worksheet being due.  What happens in between? How is book used?
· P. 2: Week 12: Film 6 will need to be chosen by the students. How will that work? Will they choose from a selection of films? The next week will be devoted to miscellaneous topics and students will lead the meeting. Will there be more information provided? Specific guidelines?
· P. 2: Under Course Materials: One statement indicates that “Students will purchase up to 6 movies, as needed, for viewing for the course.” A few lines later, the following statement appears, “Films and Popcorn: Will be provided by the instructor, during class time.” Request to resolve the contradiction. In addition, if students do have to obtain the films and view these outside of class, might there be a way to provide free/open access to those films? Suggestion to check with the University Libraries about whether they can provide free streaming of those films.
· P. 2: Attendance policy states, “Each student is permitted to miss one class with no penalty.” What happens if a student misses more than one class?

· P. 3: Student Permission for Program Publicity refers to participation in the First-Year Engineering Series and the EED. This statement should be removed since it would not apply to students taking the First-Year Seminar.
· No vote.
4. French 1803.02 and .03 (two-part version of existing course French 1803.01 with GE Cultures and Ideas; with education abroad component)
· GE language is outdated. Syllabus uses pre-semester conversion GEC goals and expected learning outcomes & refers to the outdated Arts and Humanities umbrella category in the GEC.
· There needs to be more structure to the time spent. What is the notebook? There does not seem to be any information about how students reflect about the lectures that they hear from instructors and guides. 
· How does what students do in .02 map onto what they are doing in .03? How do students apply what they do in .02 and .03? Make a bridge between the two.
· Provide more information about what the 8-minute presentation entails. What do students need to include in the presentations to satisfy the learning outcomes? It is not clear what students are supposed to learn from this activity. 
· Indicating 20 places on a map for 20% of the grade. What is the objective? Does the identification also include giving more information about the significance of the place? Can you find a way to make this assignment more significant for the students?
· The course seems a bit unfocused in that the activities do not map onto the goals for the course. Students need to know what to pay attention to to know what to do with the information that they are gathering. The syllabus states on p. 2, “We will also have the opportunity, during the study abroad portion of the course, to view in person Paris’s streets, buildings, monuments, museums, and historical sites in order to assess how the city has been ‘staged’ in order to project evolving cultural meanings.” This is a high-level skill & syllabus should show students how they can do this.
· There appears to not be any structure to students’ time when they are not occupied.
· Are the site groups organized before departure? What if only one person wants to be in a group?
· Course should also include conversation about expectations of study abroad – how to behave in France, how to behave with one’s classmates.
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Dixon, approved with contingencies (in bold above)
5. History 3798.06 (new education abroad course; requesting GE Historical Study & GE Diversity-Global Studies)
· This is a diversity initiative. The first iteration of the course will only be open to PELL-eligible students: i.e., students in one of the Office of Diversity and Inclusion Scholars programs or the College of ASC Program for Advancing Scholarship and Service (PASS) program. Diversity will be viewed differently than the US version of diversity.
· Needs a concurrence from French.

· P. 1: Learning objectives: “Understand two connected but distinct national histories of multiculturalism and ethnic pluralism in light of . . . “: unfinished sentence.
· P. 2: PASS program is incorrectly stated to be the “Program for Advising in Scholarship and Service.” It actually is the “Program for Advancing Scholarship and Service.”
· P. 2: Last line: Structured is misspelled (“Sructured”). P. 3: “History 3xxx” should be replaced by finalized course number. That said, the whole explanation about credit hours should more than likely be removed when the course is taught. Indeed, this is an explanation necessary for curricular approval—not of interest to students.
· P. 7: Typo: “Old Media” instead of “Old Medina.”
· Jones, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and recommendations (in italics above)
