College of the Arts Curriculum Committee

Friday, November 7. 2008 11:00a.m.-1:00p.m., 4187 Smith Lab

Draft Minutes

Present: Fox, Wyzomirski, Hill, Bruce, Giffin, Haase, Harvey, Breitigam, Crane, Palazzi, Hallihan, Williams, Simcox, Thompson, Treboni, Guest: Janet Parrott 
1. Approval of Minutes from 5-29-08 and 10-10-08 Unanimously Approved with change of ACCAD typo.

2. PSPs in Film/Video Production (Guest: Janet Parrott) 
a. Explanation of handout for PSP- Film/Video Production

b. Approximately 8-10 PSPs currently involved in this focus

c. Many students wait too long to declare PSP and this could cause approval issues for students later on. Last year, guidelines were developed to require students to apply for COTA PSP status by 6th quarter of enrollment. Those already in system were granted more flexibility. Suggestion to post this information on the Arts PSP page and consider normalizing requirement across ASC. 

i. The earlier deadline promotes thoughtful planning while deterring those proposals which are put together at a late date or by default. This would prevent committees time vetting such PSPs and would limit rejections thereof. Amy Treboni to bring suggestion to ASC Advising.

d. Video Arts Minor does not address production interests of students.

e. Students do take Media Production and Analysis and Film Studies minors to supplement interests.

f. Concern that a minor in Video/Film Production also include theory, history, and criticism to accompany production focus.

g. There have been preliminary conversations in the development of a major. 

h. Such a guide sheet would be advantageous for advisors to give to students early for planning purposes.
i. PSP template for integrate social studies for those interested in teaching with a check sheet. Does not have variety but there are licensure concerns.
i. Janet Parrott not supportive of a BFA PSP in Film Production because that department has a tagged degree. If they could do a BFA they would be a tagged degree already.

j. Suggestion to create a consistency within PSP suggestions to informally set expectations for students and reviewers.  But is that truly in the spirit of a PSP?  In terms of fitting a desired PSP within the major for Video/Film, yes. 

3. General Discussion of PSP processes and requirements

a. Most successful PSPs are double-majors. 

b. Concern: when a PSP comes to the committee information on the student’s particular context missing. 
i. Recommendation to request a short paragraph of advice for college committee from advisor concerning students’ particular contexts? It is difficult to discern the level of interaction with an advisor.

c. Suggestion: PSP advisors could come to the COTA CC for advice regarding a PSP in development. 
d. ASC advising should continue reminding Arts PSP students whenever possible that there are requirements and students need to take responsibility for knowing about the requirements. 

i. Recommendation to clarify to ASC advisors to route Arts-heavy PSPs or students interested in potential Arts PSPs to Arts advising (Dennis Thompson). 
ii. Such a reminder was made to ASC advisors this quarter and will continue to be emphasized.

iii. Where does one draw the line to decide which college a PSP belongs to? i.e. How much Art need to be on a PSP in order for it to come to COTA CC?  50%? 

e. Suggestion to clarify of nature of independent studies course content on PSPs where applicable

f. Suggestion to refine PSP form and requirements
i. COTA form revision suggestions: projected graduation date, bulleted notification referring students to COTA guidelines for PSP, identification of double-major if applicable

g. Suggestion to improve communication among appropriate web pages and make process of approval more transparent for students, also to improve integration and reduce inconsistencies 
i. Suggestion for Theatre to put on web page suggestions for Film/Video production route.
h. Suggestion for ASC Advising to keep track in secure location of PSP decisions for students and committees.

4. Discussion of individual PSPs – Amy Treboni to follow up with appropriate parties.

5. Dance 367.01 (new course request)

a. non-honors version of Dance H367.01 approved by ASC in Spring 2008
b. Differences: less reading, less writing, more modest expectations from students. Despite these the course is one of appropriate substance.
c. Disability statement needs to be in 16 pt. font
d. Increased demand has driven development of non-honors version

e. Committee approves of assessment plan

f. Insert boiler-plate GEC Expected Learning Outcomes from p. 26 of Curriculum and Assessment Ops Manual

g. Will this be required for Dance majors in future?  No, in fact Dance encourages students to take 367s elsewhere.

Motion to approve with contingencies in bold (Hill) 2nd Haase

Unanimously approved with contingencies 5.c. and f.

Michael Kelly Bruce to submit revised syllabus to curriculum office.

Distribution of CCI Models for future discussion. Brief update on ongoing CCI discussion from COTA CCI representatives. 
