CCI Interdisciplinary Initiatives Subcommittee

Approved Minutes

Tuesday, October 06, 2009

9:00-10:30 AM





     4187 Smith Laboratory

ATTENDEES: Brown, Davidson, Krissek, Mercerhill, Huffman, van der Heijden, Severtis, Vankeerbergen (Guest: Gustafson)
AGENDA:
1. Approve minutes from 8/17/09
· Mercerhill, Krissek, APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY
2. Sample Freshman Seminar Syllabi 

· Included to set uniformity/calibration of the Subcommittee. Look at sample syllabi (Krissek’s and Davidson’s syllabi): successful format. 
· We should not be too specific in micromanaging proposals. Guidelines were approved in 2004-05, are on the Freshmen Seminar site (http://freshmanseminars.osu.edu). GOALS:
· Provide first-year students opportunities for contact with faculty in small group-discussion settings.

· Offer an introduction to frontier areas of scholarly pursuit, allowing freshmen a glimpse of current topics of research and study.

· Introduce students to unfamiliar academic areas. 

· Provide insight into how faculty pursue scholarship in their disciplines. 

· Other elements of freshman seminar:

· Bringing in a different guest speaker each week does not work.
· Team teaching is fine, as long as at least one instructor is a regular faculty member.

· Often, topic is rather specific.

· Hope is faculty member may become mentor overtime.
3. New Freshman Seminar Proposal:
Rotter - SP10 

· This is Professor Rotter’s 3rd proposal. Proposal is outside realm of his academic research. (He is in pharmacology.) Topic is personal. Problem: Given the sensitivity of the topic, the course deserves to be treated very carefully, i.e. with a scholarly approach (necessary to be objective about the facts). Long-term goal of the Freshman Seminars is to connect students to faculty to establish mentorship relationship: here that would not be possible, since the topic area is outside his academic area. Topic is interesting but it should be taught through the right lens (at least add scholarship lens to it).

· Is one text enough? Once or twice there should be another reading of sorts (beside main text). 

· Two options: 

· Is there a way to teach this with greater scholarship? I.e. collaborate with somebody else in other unit. TEAM TEACH

· Perhaps go more to health sciences mode: turn this into history of eugenics? [Last year, proposer taught Great Healers (history of developments in medicine).] CHANGE TOPIC SOMEWHAT

SENT BACK
4. Subcommittee calibration: Terry Gustafson:  
· Thank new members. 

· Looking forward, much work this year: e.g., JGS, semester conversion, freshman seminars, junior seminars.
· There will be an A&S senate representative on this committee.

· Tension between academic freedom and micromanaging. This committee needs to look at bigger picture. Proposals that get to us are already in reasonably good shape. Let’s not focus overly much on small things.
5. Returning Freshman Seminar Proposals:
Jeffries - Au, Wi, SP 
Have not changed much from last year. All these proposals use one text; topics within realm of his research; proposer has previously taught 2 courses with same format; proposals were approved by this committee; students reacted favorably to these courses.

Nuclear Weapons: 
· Q: course seems to have a slanted view (one unique viewpoint—pro-nuclear weapons)

A: faculty wants to be devil’s advocate and make students think.
· Problem: 50% for paper; maybe we should break this down 

· Suggest to proposer: turn in paper prospectus early in quarter and this counts for a part (e.g., 20%?) of grade; i.e., not put so many points based on one paper, without some prior feedback to students.
BROWN, DAVIDSON, APPROVED WITH CONTINGENCY
Colin Powell: 
· It’s Powell’s autobiography so it gives one point of view. There ought to be someone else’s evaluation of Powell (at least a couple of times in the term; could be posted on Carmen, for example). Biographies by definition present one viewpoint. Or, ask proposer to make clear how “Media Icon” will be addressed in the course.

· Q: Questions on p. 1. Are these questions actually going to be inserted in class discussions? 
A: Instructor responded that all these questions get addressed every week. Committee: it might be better to focus on one or two questions every week (since they are freshmen). 
· Much emphasis on participation & that’s good.
· Suggest to proposer: 

· Insert another person’s viewpoint/another source (at least several times during the quarter) or make clear how “Media Icon” part of title will be addressed in the course. 

· Focus on a few questions per week

SENT BACK
Just War: 
· Point assignment for papers is better here. 
· Good book (Walzer is recognized scholar so this book likely provides critical perspectives, certainly more so than an autobiography).
· Suggest to proposer: In syllabus, under “Course requirements,” 2nd paragraph—repetition of 25% is confusing

BROWN, DAVIDSON, APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY 
General comment: Freshman seminars approved in the first 2 years tended to only use one book. Lately the committee is more concerned about the presence of only one book in a freshman seminar. Again, one should strive to offer alternate readings several times during course. Alternate viewpoint could come from a columnist, for example.
6. ASC 338.11 - returning proposal 
· Background for Professional Pathways: 

· Provide information on how to enter certain professions when there is no specific discipline or undergraduate major or perspective
· Graded S/U
· Many have guest speakers

· Concern last year: the feeling that proposer was trying to teach counseling in the counseling week. The letter he provided makes clear that is not the case: he’s simply presenting that counseling is part of religious vocation and that students should take counseling as part of their curriculum.
· Problem: One of the journaling items: talk about a counseling situation that you found yourself in. What if student never had counseling?

· Q: What if you do not come from a religious tradition? 
A: That’s the point of the course actually. Students who are taking this course are very involved in their own religious faith. Large part of assignment: shadow people in your own religion. Designed for late sophomores, juniors, and seniors interested in religion. 
· Suggest to proposer: Grading is somewhat confusing.   The statement that “A minimum of 75% of the total points (105) is required for an ‘S.’” is somewhat confusing because the total number of points possible is not stated explicitly (i.e., it’s unclear if 105 points is the “total points”, or 105 points is the number of points needed for an “S”),.  Clarification is recommended; e.g., replace “(105)” with “(i.e., 105 points earned out of the 140 points possible for the course)”
DAVIDSON, VAN DER HEIJDEN, APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY
