CCI Interdisciplinary Subcommittee
Approved Minutes

February 5, 2009 






11:30-1:30
4187 Smith Lab

Present: Krissek, Mercerhill, Huffman, Harvey, Watson, Haddad (Guest: Herb Weisberg, Wayne DeYoung)

1. Approve the minutes from 1/8/09 meeting Motion to approve: Huffman, 2nd Mercerhill

Unanimously Approved
2. Discussion with Guests: Herb Weisberg and Wayne DeYoung, Political Science 

A. Collection of several courses from John Glenn School (JGS) came to Interdisciplinary subcommittee with no general statement regarding background, rationale, or longer term plans of JGS for grouping. Group was curious as to whether and how these course requests might be related. Trevor Brown from JGS invited to provide explanation and attended December 08 meeting to discuss rationales for proposals with committee.

B. Since concurrence was sought from Political Science (PS) for all of the courses and there seemed the potential for disciplinary overlap, the subcommittee also wished to invite representatives from PS to discuss and better understand any potential issues.

C. When they first saw the proposed courses (listed below) PS was curious about the future intent of courses and their projected student audiences (such as PPM 100, 189 for high school students) and whether such courses should include exclusion clauses or were part of Academy courses and in which case high school students might eventually get OSU credit for them. 

D. As did the committee, PS wondered if any of the courses might become broader than their current specialized audiences at some point (for example, within the context of a new undergraduate major) and if so what impact that could have on the PS program.

E. PS created these courses originally and staffed them (PS 110 still exists but has not been offered in several years through Academy program and counts for enrollment credit but not as GEC credit or toward major)

F. Washington D.C. Internship courses: Herb Asher original director of JGS and set up this program in D.C. as a series of courses in which OSU students go to D.C. for a quarter and meet each week in addition to internship (PS 589, PS 678, and PS 679 taught by Dean Ripley) PS allowed JGS program to teach these courses. In AU 07 these courses moved mid-quarter from PS designation to PPM designation which caused confusion for PS students regarding major requirements. Advisors were able to adequately accommodate these students.

G. In WI08 these courses were not offered. In SP08 a PS Ph.D. instructor was hired to run the internship program and now there is a full-time person in JGS to do so. Now enrollment funding goes to PPM, but expenses associated with program are also picked up by PPM as well, the costs of which far outweigh any income from student enrollments. There was initially a memorandum to share enrollments, but once they became PPM courses that ended. 

H. The courses are still on the PS books, are not yet in limbo, but are not offered currently. Some junior faculty may have interest in teaching them again at some point in the future, perhaps on a local level (currently teaching 305 in SBS Public Policy minor).

I. PPM 594 was offered in SP08 and is continuing as a 594 in PPM for SP09. When this course was originally taught by JGS, they maintained that course content would be identical. The course is not currently cross-listed. Concern for accepting credit for courses into PS major from another department, regardless of identical content. 

J. Some significant overlap between PS and JGS courses appears to exist. There is, however, duplication among disciplines at the university (as in the example of Sociology and Rural Sociology). Is that going to be established moving forward? 

K. Course groupings proposed do not seem to be connected other than the 589, 678, 679 which could begin to constitute a minor

L. Concern that there is not a proposal for an undergraduate major program rather than putting courses forward piecemeal. PS suggestion to propose major program to accompany these courses. 

M. Is there demand for a JGS/PPM major? Demand could be determined from Living Learning student feedback, internship student feedback, advisor feedback, Benchmarking for prototypes (Indiana U). Personalized Study Program demand?

N. Are there sufficient tenure-track faculty for offering a program? 

O. Would the structure of a JGS major be interdisciplinary and follow approach of International Studies program? If a major were proposed, overlap within ASC could be likely. Current drafts of proposed JGS major indicate an interdisciplinary major due to course content, but it was noted that the draft document seen by the subcommittee was an early draft.

3. JGS proposals: 

High School Internship Program

100 

A. Duplication would be a concern if this was not restricted to High School students; concern for transparency of advertising for course; suggestion to change name to include, “for pre-college students” and/or add an exclusion clause such as “open to students in the Academy only.” If a major is proposed later, and these courses were to be included, a course change might be in order (level and audience) but that argument could be made if/when necessary.

B. Please insert boiler plate ASC disability and academic misconduct statements (see ASC Syllabus Template)

C. Comments: rigor; seems adequate for high school academy students; textbook readings seem appropriate for 100-level

189

A. Same suggestion as in point A. directly above.

B. Add clarification for what the expectations for varying levels of credit (1-5) See university norm for expectations on hours on job for internship courses (John Wanzer, OAA may know)

C. Clarification on how long one needs to be at job site and other specifications of internship expectations should be stated on syllabus

D. Workload and assignments seem to be the same for 189 and 589. Please clarify

E. Is there adequate preparation (theory, structure, practice) for 189? Is 100 preparatory pre-requisite or are 100 and 189 run concurrently? If so please clarify how students receive adequate preparation and support in theory and practical matters in concurrent offering pattern.

F. Are instructors the same?

G. Please provide clarification as to whether this is a field experience. Describing it as such in course description would avoid flexibly scheduled course requests in future.

H. How often does class meet, what are expectations for work environment outside of class, as well as in-class attendance and participation

I. Is this repeatable? If so in what way?

Living/Learning courses

Nothing in bundle that states it is part of the LL program. Please describe the student audience. Suggestion to provide exclusion clauses. 

200 

A. Significant resemblance to PS 101 – first half of this course content, as described in current proposed syllabus, seems to be that covered in PS101. If this were offered just for students within the learning program (a specialized audience), this could warrant the duplication; syllabus does not provide enough information to allow committee to accurately determine whether there is indeed duplication. Please provide more information about weekly topics/content.

B. 6 weeks of actual course content for a 5 credit class; Textbook Politics and Public Policy deals with legislative branch applied to public policy, similar to Poli Sci 101 & 305.  

240

A. Syllabus and course title have little overlap (where’s public service in syllabus?)

B. Questions on civic engagement vs. public service interchanged.  Syllabus- “political participation” and “citizen participation”- public participation is in Poli Sci 201 (voting, other participation) with significant overlap perhaps with 574 as well. Concern over having this open to a larger population of students.  

C. Pulse project assignment- students are asking about engagement but discussing behaviors.  Have they checked with University on surveying practices?  IRB, OSU ownership of surveys with their students (Julie Carpenter-Hubin determines the survey permissions).  Misleading regarding convenience sampling as a pure sample (no theory behind it) with implications. Please clarify. 

Washington D.C. Internship Program

540

A. Political leadership (overlap with Poli Sci 612 but hard to ascertain in current syllabus. Is the content- applied or theoretical?  This course appears more like applied styles of leadership vs. training one to be effective leader). 

B. Are there other course readings like political journals or scholarly publications 

C. Is there Educ P&L 271.04 overlap class on leadership (difference here might be public service or applied to politics vs. society)?   Readings seem task-oriented and 1 collection text.  Seems like a Don Stenta (EHE) course, joint in Educ & JGS. How does this differ? Please clarify.  

D. Concern on rigor of course at 500-level.  Assignments personally based not analytical.  

589

A. concern of overlap if offered locally and of application of internship credit toward other degree programs. A title such as “Washington Internship” would avoid issues of duplication/overlap

B. Workload and assignments are same for 189 and 589. Please clarify.

C. Question as to rigor for advanced undergraduate level class.  What work is done in Washington and what is done in a classroom?  Can there be an explicit description of this division? How will student assessment take place with regards to the phone call from the supervisor?  

D. No prereq listed in ECA but in syllabus they define some experiences students should have. Make consistent with pre-req recommendations or requirements in ECA forms.

678 

A. Concern for overlap because this course does not necessarily need to be taught in D.C. A title such as “Washington Internship” would avoid issues of duplication/overlap.  

B. Looks similar to Poli Sci 305 (Intro to Public Policy) but the rigor of Poli Sci 305 (50-75 pages of reading per week) and detail of 305 seem more robust. Please expand on these areas of syllabus and clarify any overlap issues. In sessions 4-7 overlap with Poli Sci evident.  

C. What other courses are in this sequence?  Or are other classes taken concurrently?

679 

A. See point A directly above

B. These are concurrent courses, not sequences.  Confusion of 40 student expected section size over 3 sections per year. Please clarify expected section size of cohort by quarter.  

C. If this is a study “abroad” (in Washington), the syllabus and course description should state this explicitly.  The course description reads like a seminar course with a paper at the end. 

D. 3 books, 1 per week early, but not involved in what they’re graded on which is entirely the paper. Please reconsider weighting of grading and assignments. 

