CCI Interdisciplinary Initiatives Subcommittee

Approved Minutes

Friday, April 2, 2010

1:30-3:00 PM





     University Hall Museum
ATTENDEES: Brown, Davidson, Huffman, Krissek, Shabad, Vankeerbergen

Guest: C. Meyers
AGENDA: 

1. Approve minutes of 3/18/10  
Davidson, Shabad, unanimously approved
2. Proposal for Sexuality Studies Major (Including 6xx: Special Topics in Sexuality and Violence)  
A. 6xx: Special Topics in Sexuality and Violence
· D. Moddelmog’s response to subcommittee’s question re: prereqs for SS 6xx: “sophomore standing, declared Sexuality Studies Minor or Major, or permission of instructor.” This language would enable somebody who is not part of minor/major to take the course with permission.
If target audience is sophomores, this subcommittee recommends lowering the number; 600-level seems too high. (Since this major has Sociology courses, L. Krissek checked Sociology website and noticed that 600-level Sociology courses have either specific course requirements or junior level or above.) Suggest 200 or 300 level for sophomore level students. On the other hand, if they want GIS students to be able to take this course, then the number should be high enough. 500 could work for GIS. Ask D. Moddelmog, if there will be GIS students. The course would be listed at two levels.

B. Sexuality Studies Major
· Concurrence from Women’s Studies reflects the complicated relationship between the proposed major and Women’s Studies. The discussion is also tied to the issue of where the major is going to be housed. The proposed major is probably going to be housed in the Humanities, perhaps English. Or, as D. Moddelmog and M. Blackburn’s cover letter indicates, a separate administrative unit composed of American Indian Studies, Asian American Studies, Disability Studies, and Sexuality Studies could be created. CCI Arts & Humanities Subcommittee discussed the issue of home department too. They noticed that most students who take the minor are SBS students and commented that perhaps the best place to host the major would be in SBS.

· Assessment plan (pp. 7-8) is weak: Assessing primarily on number of majors. Issue is that one could have high number of majors but students do not progress; retention rate, time to degree, number of internships etc. might be more useful. K. Hallihan to talk to D. Moddelmog.
· Requirements (pp. 10-11): Comp Studies/PAES 214: should be core course, not pre-req; otherwise, hours do not add up to 50 cr. for completion of major. Reqs: first category should be CORE; 10 hours: the 214 class and one GLBT class. If this course needs to be a pre-req, the major should be listed as 45 hrs. (Making a course a GEC is one way that some units use to guarantee that a course is not within a major--since GEC cannot be in major.)
· Focus area is subject to the Director’s approval. This can be labor-intensive for Director. J. Davidson in Film Studies requires his students to write an articulation (requires 2 or 3 iterations per student). It’s not an insignificant amount of work. Since Sexuality Studies already has over 200 students for minor, they will be flooded. (Enrollment previsions are modest here. They are likely to get much more than the numbers on p. 9.) Subcommittee will raise the point that the way this is set up may become time-intensive for director. Codifying areas with all classes listed & possibility to create one’s own areas should be suggested. L. Krissek will mention the point in his cover letter once the proposed major goes to full CCI.
· There is not much science in the major. This is also a point that the CCI Arts and Humanities Subcommittee has noticed. The developing committee goes by the 50% rule: at least 50% of the course content, discussions, and assignments need to address sexuality.
· Follow-up comment: If the major gets up and running, it’s motivation to develop new courses (in sciences).
· Back to list of requirements on pp. 10-11: The courses in GLBT category are also in the list of electives. Those courses can probably not double-count. Proposal needs to specify that.

· The rationale for SS6xx says that the course is repeatable up to 15 hours. Would all 15 hours count for the major? That would be almost like a second focus area. This sounds a bit much: that is, 15 hours out of the required 25 electives hours seems high. Perhaps this should be limited to 10 hours that could count within the major. (There is usually not a lot of strict monitoring as to what happens from one offering to another--much overlap could occur.) Perhaps the maximum number of hours is only 5 (as p. 10 seems to indicate). Clarify this: there is a possible discrepancy between p. 10 and course rationale.
· Is there any concern about when students would take Comp Studies/PAES 214 in their program of study? (Cf. students getting a minor can take a course at any time.) A: There is a commitment to a major that does not exist with a minor. Through advising process, students will be directed to that course. This could be a feeder course for the major.
3. Freshman Seminar: Webb (Eureka! Accidentally Found on Purpose) 
· Instructor would like to offer seminar this Fall.
· This seminar will be worth 2-cr but only meets 1 hr a week. Ask clarification. Does K. Webb want to justify 2nd credit by amount of work outside the classroom? Purpose of Freshman Seminars is to provide contact with faculty and introduction to research in a particular field.
· 2nd point (about research) is also a concern: what is the field of scholarship? There is a seed of scholarly topic: first two weeks of schedule seem to address this and the remaining 8 weeks is techniques. E.g., explore eureka moment in social sciences and natural sciences vs. the humanities.

· The assignments are not described on the syllabus. No details for final project, research journal, oral presentation (e.g., what is final research project about?). Fleshing these out might give subcommittee a better idea of what will be expected of students. (This might ease concerns re: scholarship). Attendance and participation is usually 50%; here it is only 30%. This is low especially since this part also includes reading responses. (Grading for participation is often subjective. Perhaps here it is mostly reading responses.)
· The research could be substantial and yet it only carries 20%.
· Freshman Seminars are limited to about 18 students.

· Member comment: Seminar is a good way to introduce students to creativity, how scholarship and creative work occurs. It is not clear how this will be conveyed, but the readings seem pretty serious. It’s vague but good idea. 

· Topics of schedule are vague: e.g. “Telling the story” etc.
· Wrap-up: ask K. Webb for:

· clarification of 2 credits

· description of research journal, oral presentation, final project, and give few suggestions of research topics. (What does K. Webb have in mind? A few examples would further help the subcommittee.)

· list of topics that will run as a common thread through the class (e.g., provide in schedule some indication of where the topic on differing heuristics in sciences v. humanities is broached—if that is indeed a common thread through the class; or rewrite headers in schedule; or explain enterprise in a paragraph)
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