CCI Interdisciplinary Initiatives Subcommittee

Approved Minutes

Tuesday, December 1, 2009

9:00-10:30 AM





     4187 Smith Laboratory

ATTENDEES: Brown, Davidson, Krissek, Mercerhill, Huffman, Shabad, Soundarajan, van der Heijden, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA: 

1. Approve minutes from 11/17/09 

One member asks for clarifications re: point whether a course can overlap in 2 majors after a student takes 30 independent hours. A: Yes..
Huffman, 2nd Davidson, unanimously approved

2. Returning: Andean and Amazonian Studies Minor Proposal

A. Background: 
· 2 items have been added to the proposal: 
· Answers to 5 questions (re: enforcing prereqs, History 368.02, Geography 693, study abroad language, hidden prereqs)  
· List of courses with Spanish 450 as prereq and list of courses that do not have that course as prereq. List shows that student can complete minor without Spanish background. 

B. Discussion: 

· Question 1 of the 5 questions. If there is no way to enforce the prereq, it is not really a rereq. Suggestion: Change language to “suggested preparation for minor.”
· Q: Was FCOB approached? A: They were sent a concurrence request & did not respond.

· If other units hear of this minor and want to add their courses, that’s OK.

Soundarajan, 2nd Huffman, unanimously approved
3. Junior Seminar Proposals:

A. Background: 

· Goals of junior seminars. Modeled on freshman seminars. 
· Provide opportunities for students in their junior year to explore current issues affecting our world with faculty in small group-discussion settings.

· Offer an introduction to areas of scholarly pursuit, allowing juniors to become familiar with the knowledge production in current topics of research and study.

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

· Keep those in mind when going over the proposals.
· “Current issues” in first bullet point could cut out a lot of scholarship. “Current research issues” is really what was meant. Perhaps we could clarify the language of the goals: “issues of ongoing scholarly debate.”
· It is important that faculty teaching the courses have genuine research interest in the field. 

· Q: How does junior seminar fit with majors? A: Seminar is not meant to be part of a major. Still, this might be a way for juniors to decide whether they want to consider a particular subject as a major–or a sub-specialty within the major--or even for graduate school. Seminars will be open to rank 3 students--so many sophomores will be able to register. Majors and non-majors will be able to take a junior seminar. If majors take such a seminar, it does not count toward major hours.

· Enrollment in freshman seminars: about 700 students a year.

· Perhaps in the future a major will incorporate one or the other seminar, but that was not the intent on our part.

· None of these seminars will have their permanent number.

· Staffing: tenure-track faculty (many librarians have submitted proposals)
B. Proposals:
Dixson: Researching Urban Education
· Instructor has taught freshman seminar and professional pathway on urban education.

· Concerns: 

1. Good proposal because it explores current issues, how research is done, gives opportunity to students to apply what they are learning. Challenge is: make observations in classroom—this includes IRB. Wouldn’t it be a problem to get IRB in time? (proposal decided during 3rd week) Ask proposer how quickly IRB could be obtained.
2. What would be a research project? Could instructor provide 1 or 2 statements?

· Comment: This could potentially be a very time-intensive course. Some weeks, students are asked to read over 100 pages. Ask instructor to think about workload. Does this proposal amount to 4 hours of work every week?
· Perhaps suggest that observation be made based using videos (to save time).
· Clarify the purpose of the response journal: syllabus mentions that it pertains to both the weekly readings and the field experience but then proceeds to only talk about the readings only. Is the “field experience” part different from the “field notes and research journals” mentioned under “Research project”?
· Question about research project: When do students choose the book? Clarify when that happens. 
· Course policy: Carmen is 10%; participation is 20%. Clarify

· Q: How does this seminar compare to Prof. Dixson’s freshman seminar? A: In the freshman seminar there are no field observations.
Sent back (main feedback in bold above)
Hendricks: The Naked Truth: Introduction to the Historic Costume & Textiles Collection
· As such the course is more of a freshman seminar.
· Suggestion: introduce substantial discussion of how somebody working with this data would analyze it and come to conclusions. 

· Course description is very broad and rather vague.
· List of readings is confusing. How do the readings apply to the collection that is here at Ohio State?

· Concern: there is no reading assignment for week 8.

· Taking one of the sub-topics in the course (e.g., fashion and music) and focusing on this would be a good idea for the whole course.

· Instructor’s research area is “research.” Fashion seems to be an addendum. How does the topic of fashion relate to the instructor’s scholarship? Clarify whether L. Hendricks actually manages the HCTC. 
· Idea of introducing a collection that is available on the campus of Ohio State is great.

Sent back (main feedback in bold above)
Riedinger: A Path for Discovery: Exploring Another Country
· Course does not explore current issues. It does not examine how scholars generate knowledge and pursue scholarship. 
· There is still a lack of content. The broadness of the proposal does not work. Course is descriptive, not analytical. Mostly, this course is students making presentations for other students.

· A freshman seminar on Brazil as an emerging country might be more useful.

Suggestion to instructor: look at objectives of junior seminars. 
Sent back (main feedback in bold above)

Patil: History of Drugs
· Interesting idea; proposal is not developed enough. If instructor were to emphasize the discovery of receptors and related events, drug control and quantitation, modern drug discoveries, and growth of drug industry, research institutions and pharmacology curriculum at universities (i.e., last 4 points on the list) that would be great.

· Lacks “how do you do research” aspect (cf. goals of program).
· Student presentation cannot be only content of the class.

· Q: Is the fact that the instructor is an emeritus faculty OK? A: Yes. In the context of a freshman seminar, that would be a problem since the point of freshman seminars is to connect with faculty and be able to stay in touch with that person afterwards.

Suggestion: It is important that we already disseminate the new language of goal number 1: “to explore current scholarship.” Leave out: “affecting our world.” 
At the end of the year for the CCI report, we can suggest a change of language; also perhaps put 2nd goal first.
Meeting adjourned.
