CCI Subcommittee B
Approved Minutes

4-4-08

3-5 pm, 4187 Smith Lab

Present: B. Miller, Mockabee, Hobgood, Rudd, Hallihan

1. Approval of Minutes: Approved pending noted changes
2. Revision of Dance Major (BFA)  Unanimously Approved
a. Context and history (Mockabee) see cover letter

b. More student centered, student focused experience reflected in check sheets section under contract (put these charts up front for CCI document)

c. Proposal discussed at length with COTA advising, departmental curricular committees and COTA College Curriculum committee to ensure smooth transition for current and future students

d. Group C question: Do advisors have to approve electives as part of contract?  Yes, because of opening of requirements, faculty and advisor representative still have to keep in mind accreditation requirements with reference to individual student contracts.

e. Committee feels proposal is very thorough and well developed

f. Suggestion to include some examples of senior projects (p.6)

g. All students admitted from AU08 will follow new curriculum as well as those who declare AU08 but are already enrolled

h. Ratio of majors to full time faculty is admirable

i. Proposal includes full assessment plan and a new course requests for 6 advising colloquia (put towards front of CCI proposal)
j. Put last page “Conversion Plan” up front of CCI proposal

k. Change cover letter top page two delete: “or even to count those hours toward a minor!” (Val to resubmit)

3. Art BA/BFA and BAE Program Revision both  Unanimously Approved
a. Context and history (Mockabee) see cover letter

i. Current program has several disconnects between GEC requirements based on BA/BFA making transition into Art Ed and subsequent licensure process very difficult for students.  Reaccreditation process suggested tiered review process and revisions based review of foundations course faculty.

ii. Wish to institute a group advising process

iii. 6 major revisions outlined on page 2 of proposal

iv. Sets forth stricter and more transparent guidelines for students’ portfolio review process

b. BA would not be a “default” degree but would rather be strengthened in both perception and rigor for students

c. Q: Transfers from other programs/institutions: Currently students are evaluated on product portfolio and prior coursework by academic advisory committee (foundational faculty and senior faculty) Transfers will be admitted as BFA and can choose BA option if they want
d. Q: Do students still have only two chances for admission to the BFA based on portfolio evaluation?  The academic standards committee will be continually assessing students throughout their first two years so students who may need extra support or are potentially not well suited can be helped and/or guided toward better options

e. Incoming freshman wants to do a BFA:  a “pre-Art” student is put in BFA track. After foundation courses, if necessary, student is removed from BFA track. Students can petition for reconsideration for BFA,  a BA., or choose to have a minor – BA is not the default.  
f. What are criteria of evaluation: there is a large rubric which is made available to students and are encouraged to attend portfolio clinics.  Suggestion to make this information available in proposal

g. Suggestion (Lando) for (in the future) an on line survey course for potential transfer students (other 4 ASC colleges have such courses) 

h. What is relationship between Art BA/BFA and Art Education BA?  In Art Ed, you do not declare AE major until senior year.  It is only a senior year department (and graduate degree department).  Currently the BFA to BAE structure disadvantages students who wish to transfer into BAE.  These two new proposals would align requirements and make the switch from BFA to BAE coherent and easily achievable for students.

i. Proposal results in a net drop of 10 credit hours (5 from GEC and 5 from major) bringing it down to 181 credits total.  

j. Recommendation to remove “draft” watermark from the checksheets

k. Include withdraw form for 631 (outdated course based on assessment)
l. Course change request for 601 reflects new terminology in the field and as such did not require a syllabus submission

m. 640 white out “Teaching” in title of revised syllabus

4. Econ 500

a. Requesting 4 GEC categories – who is audience, watch for overlap
b. Needs course assessment (not student assessment)
c. Recommendation to focus on one GEC category, such as 3rd level writing course (suggestion to work with Beverly Moss and CSTW in development of 3rd level writing course)
d. Kate to meet with Bruce to help counsel through process 

5. IS 210 Unanimously Approved with Contingencies
a. Add revised syllabus and HoA statement to CRMT site
b. Committee favors proposal as well as revisions based on discussions with History

c. Typo on revised syllabus, first page, second paragraph “be primarily be”

d. Needs academic misconduct statement

6. Ling 367.02 Unanimously Approved
a. Final paper lacking focus present in short writing assignments, suggestion to please expand on focus and general goals of final paper, or is the goal to have the student provide the focus?
b. Committee favors multiple draft structure on p 2-3 of syllabus

c. P. 1 syllabus typo “Instructor’’s”

7.  Ed T&L 101 & 102 – Approve for GEC status as FL courses Unanimously Approved
a. SHS needs a course change form for SHS 103 stipulating pre-req “Eng 102 or Ed T&L 102”

b. English needs course change forms excluding “Ed T&L 101 & 102”
