COTA CC Meeting

01-07-08   

9-11AM  4187 Smith Lab
UNAPPROVED
Present: Cruttenden, Tupman, Fox, Ward, Giffin, Simcox, Mudrak, Haase, Proctor, Mockabee, Thompson, Thompson, Harvey, Lee, Adelson
1. Approval of minutes of 11-15 meeting – Unanimously approved
2. Art Education HC362 – preliminary discussion

i. intro of the course

ii. credit hours? - 5


iii. has philosophical objectives, need to clarify concrete objectives


iv. p.3 change 7 to Academic Misconduct

v. need to list the readings or the required materials

vi. page numbers need to be corrected

3. Music 645D – approved


i. explanation of 2 version of 3 and 5 credit-hours

ii. on the form: repeatable hours— 0

iii. take out “sometimes” on the 2nd page of the form rationale
Motion to approve: Ward 
2nd: Proctor
Yes: all

No: None

4. Music 555 series – approved with contingency


i. Requirement and Grading: need to put in calendar, also need to clarify the length of the presentations—enter into the Topics [apply for all three courses]

ii. point 1 of Section B on 1st page of from: “… concurrently with Music 787”

iii. Bob would check with Lora about Music 787
Motion to approve with contingency: Ward

2nd: Mudrak
Yes: all





No: none

5. College-level Assessment Plan [The below minutes will be collated into a format discussion report. These notes serve as discussion reminders. Please feel free to add/clarify.]

i. Val sent 2007 assessment reports


ii.  Jeff: FIDER now (on Nov 16, 2006) changed to CIDA

iii. Typo – Art Undergrad (no page number) – Section D “serves”
iv. Main question: Is your school really doing your job of assessment? Yes. Briefing from each department representative on the committee.

v. Ed: Kate’s 3 suggested questions

· Jeff: question 3: asked the syllabi to be clear and consistent, relooked the courses and it was a good thing
· Ed: main point of discussion is to share useful experiences/wisdom across departments.
· Rebecca: difficult part is collecting data; redesigning programs- what is appropriate?
· Jeff: difficulty- knowing what is expected to be reviewed by accreditation, sometimes dept is even ahead of the accreditation; differences btw our accreditation and university expectations
· Ed: Exit survey—are we getting the right questions?
· Val: We put in college and department questions
· Jeff: Do individual accreditations interview local alumni? Some do. It’s helpful.
· Bob Ward: Music has done that. Will ask Lora.
· Jeff: Add “Why” to College-wide Questions in COTA Senior and Alumni Survey question 3b: What specific facilities do you think need improvement?
· Rebecca: add Study Abroad/International experiences
· Val: also include Internship experiences
· Mandy: clarified “Research”—in dance, music, and art performance it’s “Creative Research”, it’s productive and valuable, use different language to describe research activities and use research credits
· John: they do not know what questions to ask, get the students to ask questions by themselves not just from the top
· Val: it would be nice if the college and unit data can be separated from ASC
· Ed: Martha has the aggregate data from all four quarters in different fields and they can be requested and sent to the faculty.
· Ed & Val: response rate and potency (good return rate -60%- or aggregate data over the years)
· Discussion of how to require students to take the survey thru different venues.
· It’s good to remind the faculty about the survey as well.
· Val:  Dance’s faculty breakfast discussed assessment and curriculum responses
· Ed: Make sure they’re all included in the report
· Val: we’ve got good suggestions for the Survey
6. Dance 801.61 – approved 

i. looks like a lot of work for 3 credits

ii. Val: this is a Model syllabus for Dance
Motion to approve:  Proctor

2nd: Rebecca
Yes: all


No: None

