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1:30-3:00 PM





    


 Smith Lab 4187
ATTENDEES: Brown, Davidson, Krissek, Soundarajan, van der Heijden, Vankeerbergen

Guest: C. Meyers, C. Okpalaoka
AGENDA: 

1. Approve minutes of 4/2/10    
Brown, Davidson, unanimously approved
2. Discussion on GEC Expected Learning Outcomes    
· At last CCI, Rebecca Harvey (chair of CCI) asked that every CCI Subcommittee take a preliminary look at the existing expected learning outcomes (ELOs) of the current GEC and provide feedback on 4/30.
· Member comment: Some of those ELOS state that the students will be able to understand xyz. ELOs should be written saying that students can do xyz. Indeed, something that is done can be assessed/measured. Several members agree with that. In its training sessions, UCAT (University Center for the Advancement of Teaching) explains how “understand” should not be used in language of ELOs.
· One member comments on how ELOs need to be written on individual syllabi and yet sometimes there a bit of tension with actual class. 
· Yes, but boilerplate language needs to be followed by explanation of how course fulfills ELOs of the particular GEC category. Instructors are asked to put GEC language in syllabi because McHale report showed that instructors and students did not know why GEC courses were taught.
3. Proposal for Sexuality Studies Major (Including 6xx: Special Topics in Sexuality and Violence)      
· Assessment: D. Moddelmog has met with K. Hallihan and C. Meyers. D. Moddelmog is open to improving the assessment plan. Plan of action to improve assessment: use (1) papers out of Sexuality Studies 6xx class, (2) exit survey, and (3) alumni tracking. One member explains that it is not recommended that they use Sexuality Studies 6xx for assessment because it is not a mandatory class.

· Sexuality Studies 6xx: Special Topics in Sexuality and Violence: In her e-mail response, D. Moddelmog has indicated that she is amenable to changing the prerequisite to “Junior standing or above (including graduate standing), declared Sexuality Studies Minor or Major, or permission of instructor.” By offering the course at the 600-level, they are hoping to avoid total overlap with Women’s Studies 350 (Women and Violence) and Women’s Studies 750 (Violence Against Women: Theory and Responses). 
Brown, van der Heijden, unanimously approved

· Revisions to the major: 
· D. Moddelmog has taken subcommittee’s recommendation for the core classes. The core category will be worth 10 hours: (1) Comp Studies/PAES 214 (5 hrs) as part of major & (2) one GLBT course (5 hrs) from list of 5 courses.

· The Sexuality Studies Oversight Committee would like Sexuality Studies 6xx to be repeatable up to 15 hrs. However, if that is the case, that becomes a student’s focus area. Subcommittee members agree with that. 
· Proposal has been modified to indicate that GLBT courses in core category cannot double-count with electives.

· Women’s Studies 750 (Violence Against Women: Theory and Responses) is for graduate students only; therefore, it’s not included on the list of courses available to Sexuality Studies majors.
· One member explains that as far as SS 6xx is concerned, it would make more sense to offer a Special Topics course in Sexuality Studies at the 600 level and then a Sexuality and Violence course at the 400 or 500 level.
· From advising perspective, Special Topics are difficult to place. It is hard to know what goes on in each course. 
· In cover letter, L. Krissek will recommend that the Sexuality Studies Oversight Committee (1) pay attention to overlap of U and G for the SS 6xx course (it may be a problem to offer a U/G course); (2) keep an eye on whether they might just need one course on sexuality and violence and then have another special topics (generic) course.

· Members of the Sexuality Studies Oversight Committee on pp. 13-14 (with *). They will meet once per quarter (stated on p. 8)
Davidson, Brown, unanimously approved (with modified assessment plan that will be coming)
4. Freshman Seminar: Soland (Once Upon a Time: The History of Children in the Western World)  
· B. Soland wants to offer 2 Freshman Seminars (FS) in the Fall.
· She is a member of the Dept of History.
· The workload is difficult to assess because the number of pages for reading assignment is not given. Add these.
· Take-home assignment and final: no specifics are provided. Add these.
· Fairly small percentage of FS have final exams. Some concern that students will need to turn in final exam (35%) when there has only been one take-home assignment before. Encourage instructor to remove some of the emphasis on final grade; maybe submit drafts earlier. This way instructor will reward effort.
· Syllabus contains wonderful readings.

· Scholarship component is clearly visible.

· Syllabus indicates that more than 2 unexcused absences leads to 0 on class participation. Since class participation accounts for 50% of the grade, students can fail class for missing 2 classes. Class only meets once a week. Two unexcused absences is 20% of the class time. Suggestion that the importance of this clause be emphasized and specify what an unexcused absence is.
· Other FS that Soland has taught: “The Second Sex in the Third Reich: Women in Nazi Germany,”“Men, Women and World War I,” and “Red-Stockings, Blue-Stockings and Other Rebellious Women: The History of Feminism in the Western World.”
Brown, Davidson, unanimously approved (with recommendations in bold above)
5. Freshman Seminar: Taleghani-Nikazm (The New Berlin)    
· C. Okpalaoka received an e-mail from instructor after she submitted proposal: short-term study abroad program will need to be dropped because OIA told her it is too late.
· The weekly schedule seems ambitious: much going on. This instructor has a reputation for being excellent teacher. She would take in consideration recommendation to perhaps reduce workload.
· Primary suggestion: pay attention to students & keep in mind that focus of seminar is discussion

· Two members agree that freshmen would be attracted to topic of FS.
· The focus is very contemporary.

· This seminar might benefit from a couple of offerings. That is, after a couple of offerings, it might be clear as to how to modify the seminar.
Brown, van der Heijden, unanimously approved (with recommendations in bold above)
  

6. Freshman Seminar: Jourdan (Seeds for a Sustainable Future)    
· 1 credit, S/U—course number needs to be changed to ASC 138 since it is an S/U class.
· Course goals start with “understand” & “reflect.” It would be better to use verbs that refer to actions that can be measured.
· Percentage for attendance and participation is very low: 10%. Much work for a 1-cr S/U class.

· Concern about the range of topics covered in a single meeting. E.g., week 2. Suggestion: pick one or two examples of crop (e.g., rice or potatoes or a flower) and follow a thread through. That would make the work manageable. The course is a good idea, but as such it covers too much. Reduce/narrow the scope. Course should be doable in 1cr. Even for 2 cr this needs to be cut at least in half.
· No real information about workload: number of pages to be read for each class meeting is not given.

· What is a “thought essay”? 
· If done well, this course could be an incentive to take further classes in field. 

Sent back (see comments in bold above)
  

7. Freshman Seminar: McMaster (Learning about the Architecture of Columbus and OSU)  
· The course topic has a lot of potential. Nice way to introduce students to campus and the city.
· There does not seem to be a continuous thread. Suggestion: maybe connect the architecture with OSU/Columbus history. Link the different points by some scholarship.

· Improve connection between assignments.
Sent back (see comments in bold above)
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