CCI Interdisciplinary Initiatives Subcommittee

Appproved Minutes

Tuesday, October 27, 2009

9:00-10:30 AM





     4187 Smith Laboratory

ATTENDEES: Brown, Davidson, Krissek, Mercerhill, Huffman, Shabad, Soundarajan, van der Heijden, Vankeerbergen, guest: D. Haddad
AGENDA:
1. Approve minutes from 10/6/09 

Brown, 2nd van der Heijden, unanimously approved
2. Film Studies 783H - new proposal 

· Proposal to run Honors theses for Film Studies students. In the past, Film Studies has needed to offer course through other department. 
· 783 is standard number: prerequisite for completing thesis.
· No problem being understood as an undergraduate course.

· No need to indicate as required in major (only required if students want distinction).
· Brown, 2nd Huffman, unanimously approved
3. International Studies 367.01 - new proposal 

· Concern: proposal seems very major directed. This contradicts the principle that 367 be a university-wide writing course. IS 367 seems less in line with principles of GEC. Third writing course is within the major. 
· Comment: not enough academic content. There is only one required book. Q: Who is the instructor? What is the instructor’s degree of expertise? A: Anita Buckman (instructor) has spent some time in intelligence community.

· Comment: 367 seems to vary widely in different departments.

· Problem: credit for 2nd writing course is not allowed to count on major. Maybe this should become a 3rd writing course. Is the goal to offer it to IS majors? Probably, because of the way the course is described. Course as such is too major specific. Might be better as 3rd writing course. 

· Summary of feedback: EITHER broaden course (less major specific) and add more academic content OR make it 3rd writing course.
· Sent back 

4. ASC 265 - new proposal 

· This will be core course for South Asia Studies minor.
· Course has been taught as IS 501. With creation of minor, faculty have decided that it would be good to rotate who is going to teach the course. Three or four regular faculty would be willing to teach the course.

· Intent was to propose it as GEC course, hence the language pertaining to goals/rationale and the learning objectives: these need to come off the syllabus because at this point, the course is not applying for GEC status.

· Presentation (30%): Q: How many presentations are there for each student over course of term? A: This probably depends on the number of students in the class. This is something that we could ask the initiator to specify/explain.

· Comment: It is not clear what the motivation is for other students to do the reading when it is not their turn to present in front of the class. It seems that books will be divided on first day of classes—not everyone will read all the books. Do students have to know all the material for the mid-term? (based on their readings? or based on their note taking during presentations by other students?) Perhaps.
· Maybe there are 2 different sets of readings: small readings and large book (for those who present). 
· Is this syllabus going to change depending on who teaches the course? The syllabus the committee is looking at serves as template syllabus.
· Content: There is not much emphasis on domestic politics (regime type, political stability and instability are interesting topics to discuss for this part of the world). Are such topics covered?
· Are films actually going to be shown in their totality in the classroom? If not, are students going to be expected to watch those films outside of class. This goes back to question of workload.
· Summary of feedback: 
1) Clarify student workload (show much would be student presentation vs. lecture)

Specifically: 

· How many presentations are there for each student over course of term?
· Will all students be asked to do all the reading?
· What is motivation for students to do the reading when it is not their turn to make a presentation?

· Do students have to know all the material for the mid-term? (based on their readings? or based on their note taking during presentations by other students?)
· Are films actually going to be shown in their totality in the classroom?

2) There is not much emphasis on domestic politics. Are such topics covered?
3) Remove GEC-type Goals/Rationale and Learning Objectives on pp. 1-2.
· Sent back 
5. Proposal for an Interdisciplinary minor in South Asia Studies 

· Proposal could be more fleshed out.

· p. 10 of concurrence form: “What about economics, health, environmental issues?”; A: The committee would be happy to include those terms if a unit can offer courses that cover them. 
· Q: Does Geography not have courses for this minor? A: We asked them and they did not respond. 

· Comment: “Geo 513: South Asia: Ecology, Economy, and Politics” exists. This course has no prerequisites. 

· Proposal seems weak on physical world. The focus is more on the humanities.

· Requirement: students have to take courses from at least two academic units. A student could actually put a minor together that has nothing to do with contemporary world. Perhaps we should suggest that students take courses within different historical periods. On the other hand, some students might like to concentrate on one historical period.
· Minor needs to be declared before graduation. So we can’t sequence the courses. This makes the core ASC 265 course another problem (that is, this overview course could be taken at the end of the minor). Reaction to that comment: given the reality of minors at Ohio State, it is the one chance that we have to guarantee that students are exposed to a certain content.

· The only way to impose sequencing is by imposing prerequisites.

· Comment: Should we ask for higher level courses in broader range rather than ask for core ASC 265?
· Feedback: Is the intent to have a broad distribution requirement concerning ancient vs. modern topics?

· Sent back.
6. Proposal for an Interdisciplinary Minor in Andean & Amazonian Studies 

· Terry Gustafson, Rebecca Harvey, and Kate Hallihan had concern about the number of prerequisites.
· Required, core, elective courses are separated but proposal does not say how many core courses and elective courses students need to take. 

· Core courses: if the class a student takes is less than 75% focused on the Andean & Amazonian region, does student not have this course counted? No: those courses have already been pre-selected.

· Odd: you must complete minor in Spanish or Portuguese as one of the prerequisites. Other members think it is OK because it’s just one possibility among several ways to fulfill the prerequisite.
· Big emphasis on languages in this proposal. Are we shutting students out?
· Other comment: language courses could actually be a channel into this minor.
· Problem: there are 100-level courses in list of electives. ASC minors would have to take additional courses since 100-level courses usually do not count toward the minor.

· This discussion will be continued next meeting (11-03-09)

