CCI Interdisciplinary Initiatives Subcommittee

Approved Minutes

Thursday, March 18, 2010

9:00-10:30 AM





     4187 Smith Laboratory

ATTENDEES: Davidson, Gustafson, Krissek, Shabad, Soundarajan, van der Heijden, Vankeerbergen. Guests: C. Okpalaoka, C. Meyers
AGENDA: 
1. Approve minutes of 2/25/10  
· Neelam Soundarajan sent a correction regarding the statement about Communications 321, page 2, second bullet point. The current statement reads “Currently Comm 321 is required in Engineering . . .” This is incorrect. Comm 321 is required only in the CSE program in Engineering; other engineering programs do not require it. The minutes of 2/25/10 will be modified to reflect this correction.

Soundarajan, Davidson, unanimously approved
2. ASC 337 (Introduction to Nonprofit Organizations)--Return   
· L. Krissek summarizes background information: Subcommittee had asked for clarification about the relationship between 337 and 338.05 (professional pathways). Mindy Wright has suggested we set an exclusion: i.e., that students who register for 337 cannot take 338.05 and vice versa.

· Question about what to do with people who have already taken 338.05, like it, and now want to register for 337. If you have taken the professional pathway, under the exclusion suggested above (cf. M. Wright’s blanket statement), you could not take the minor.  

· J. Mercerhill’s suggestion reported by L. Krissek: Add (1) an exclusion that prohibits concurrent enrollment and (2) an exclusion that says if you have had 337 you cannot take 338.05.  This situation would allow students to first take 338.05 and then move in 337 in separate terms. This way, a student who becomes interested in non-profits while taking 338.05 could still take the minor afterwards (and, as part of it, ASC 337). 

· Follow-up comment: However, there is still potential overlap between the two classes should same speakers be involved. 

· Member suggestion: Maybe we should just make note of what kind of overlap has been observed once the courses have been offered once or twice. Also we should pay attention to how minor is built—if and how the professional pathways course is involved in the minor. This will be a recommendation.

· Professional pathways are graded S/U and are not in a minor or major. 

· 3rd suggestion: Ask students to just attend the class once a week (if they have already heard the speakers) and get credit for this experience under another number.

Davidson, Shabad, approved with contingencies (see bolded item above)
3. Freshman Seminar: Riedinger (A Path for Discovery: Exploring Another Country)   
· E. Riedinger would like to offer this freshman seminar this upcoming Autumn.

· E. Riedinger has three approved freshman seminars: Afro-Brazilian spiritism (was approved but never offered), Brazil course (offered some quarters in 07 and 08), Amazonian river and rainforest (offered some quarters in 07 and 08).

· This proposal first came to this subcommittee as a Junior Seminar. 

· Proposal does not seem to contain much intellectual rigor because it moves well away from the research interests of the proposer. Purpose of freshman seminars is to acquaint students with faculty and how they do research. Discussion might not stimulate intellectual inquiry, because the students will not be sharing research on a limited number of countries. 

· Brazil course was accepted because E. Riedinger has extensive experience in that particular area.

· Q: What is the benefit of freshman seminars? A: With a few exceptions, freshman seminars are valued by students and faculty alike.

· Syllabi are posted for the students to look at on the freshman website. 

· Successful seminars fill up very fast by word of mouth

Recommendation that E. Riedinger offer courses that have already been approved.

4. Freshman Seminar: Herman (Why Do Fools Fall in Love?)
· Assignments list is not complete. 

· M. Herman would like subcommittee to know that she has no time until summer to work on finalized assignment list. She has won several teaching awards and believes this is indicative of the type of high quality course she expects this class will be. She sees much value in freshman seminars. 

· One member expresses hesitancy about setting a precedent when it comes to incomplete assignment lists. 

· The workload in this faculty member’s classes is usually not too heavy. M. Herman is an engaging teacher. She’ll do well.

· One member thinks that you can get an idea of the workload by looking at her “incomplete” proposal: Romeo and Juliet, West Side Story, DC romance comics from the 1960s, and fairy tales.

· We would be micromanaging with this particular proposal.

· Q: When do syllabi get posted? A: C. Okpalaoka: Early April. 

· Suggestion: Can we approve and ask her to flesh out syllabus over Spring break?

· Another solution: Approve course and ask to see the syllabus in the fall.

· Post this syllabus with a draft watermark.

van der Heijden, Shabad, unanimously approved (stipulations to instructor in bold)
· One member explains how, in Engineering, x94 courses are quite commonly used to pilot courses. After that, there is a formal review process.

· Follow-up comment: Group studies courses are difficult to fill, except if you have a specific audience.

· ASC uses group studies all the time. However, freshman seminars have very specific guidelines. 

· First offering of FS is often an unofficial pilot offering.

· Conclusion: Piloting a freshman seminar is a good idea. Also, reviewing freshman seminars is a good idea every now and then.

5. Proposal for Sexuality Studies Major (includes course: Sexuality Studies 6xx: Special Topics in Sexuality and Violence)

A. Proposal for Sexuality Studies 6xx: Special Topics in Sexuality and Violence. Repeatable up to 15 hours.

· One member wonders about 600-level of this course. This number allows one to appeal to both U and G students. That’s going away though. It makes sense to think of switch to semester in vetting courses now.

· T. Gustafson: Actually, under the semester system, all 5000 courses will probably be U/G.

· 600-level courses can be difficult to teach (students of different strengths; difficult mix). 

· Pre-requisite list for major courses does not contain many pre-requisites. 

· We could recommend certain pre-reqs for this 6xx course. The first sample syllabus has no pre-reqs. There is no ECA form because there is no Book 3 listing for this course yet.

· Issue of first sample syllabus being 5-cr course. For the workload given here, it probably should carry less credit.

B. Major proposal

· T. Gustafson: Expected learning outcomes need to be written in student-centered language. Kate Hallihan will be working on this with Debra Moddelmog.

· Has assessment plan been discussed with assessment people?

T. Gustafson asks about members’ availabilities over the summer (2 meetings or so). He asks subcommittee members to stay through December. It would be ideal to be able to keep all the experienced faculty through December.

Meeting adjourned 10:35.
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