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 Smith Lab 4187
ATTENDEES: Brown, Davidson, Gustafson, Huffman, Krissek, Shabad, van der Heijden, Vankeerbergen

AGENDA: 
1. Informational item from the chair: This subcommittee will be charged with writing the Service Learning expected learning outcomes.

2. Approve minutes of 4/16/10   

Davidson, Brown, unanimously approved
1. Freshman Seminar: Kathy Webb (revision)   
· The subcommittee asked K. Webb to correct 3 points. The feedback that was given her is the following:
a. A clarification of the 2 credits for the course. The syllabus states that the seminar will be worth 2 credits but will only meet 1 hr a week. Do you want to justify the second credit by the amount of work outside the classroom? The purpose of Freshman Seminars is to provide (1) contact with faculty and (2) introduction to research in a particular field.  

b. In the syllabus, the committee would like a detailed description of the research journal, the oral presentation, and the final project. Also, the subcommittee would like a few suggestions of research topics.
c. A list of topics that will run as a common thread through the class. Though the subcommittee understands that the field of scholarship (of the seminar) is heuristics, it is not clear how the topic will be conveyed (i.e., what the topics of discussion will be). You could explain the enterprise in a paragraph. Alternatively, you could rewrite/clarify the headers in the schedule (in the syllabus). (Some members of the subcommittee believed that the common thread throughout the seminar will be the differing heuristics in the sciences v. the humanities (see course description paragraph). If that is indeed the core topic of the course, where is this topic broached in the schedule?) 
· Point a: There is more emphasis on discussion in the revised syllabus.
· There are still no examples of final projects.
· K. Webb revised the course description

· One member finds that the revised syllabus is vague. 

· Regarding point c, K. Webb left out the passage in the course description that opposes heuristics in sciences v. humanities.
· Member comment: In the syllabus, heuristics seems used as synonym for intuition. The term is usually understood differently.
· The reading list seems interesting. 
· Suggestion: would the class benefit from looking at a variety of case studies?
· The last sentence of the course description indicates that they are going to study heuristic concepts and then have a eureka moment themselves.
· Member comment: The class is really about doing library research. 
· Ask K. Webb to give concrete examples of research projects.
· How much of the class is case study approach v. self-reflection (i.e., focus on the students’ own Eureka moment)? If it’s the latter, the subcommittee is concerned.
· Detail questions:
· Page 3: what is “think piece”? 
· Schedule of classes: 

· Starting week 2, what does instructor mean by “practice, library work”?

· Week 8:  Clarify what is meant by “2-page draft.”

Sent back (see feedback in bold)
   

2. Nonprofit Studies Minor Proposal 

· Background: Jessica Mercerhill, Stephanie Moulton (JGS), Art Education faculty, and FCOB faculty put proposal together. There is great interest in the non-profit community. Intro to Non-Profit (ASC 337) is the foundational course.

· There is a non-profit track in the new Public Affairs major. It is not the same as the minor.

· Member comment: There does not seem to be much public health. A: They approached Public Health. PH has a lot of graduate course work but not much undergraduate course work. 
· Q: p. 8: concurrences: HSPMG 460 (Personnel and Organization in Hospitality Management): Did they want to put that course in the minor? A: Jessica Mercerhill e-mailed that all “concurrence requests were addressed by either adding the courses or examining them for fit and letting the department know they were not selected” (4-6-10). This course must not have fit.

· Page 3: Bus MHR XXX: take out if it has not been created yet (CAO will check with Jessica Mercerhill)

· Page 3: * Students may petition to substitute other courses as appropriate: This could be deleted because advisors substitute courses all the time.

· Q: What is the rationale for WS 510: American Women’s Movements? 
· Page 4: “Special topics courses”: Paragraph states: “Students may petition to use courses such as but not limited to the following when the content is relevant.” However, there is no list provided.  Maybe adjust the language: “Students may petition to use courses that are relevant. They should check with advising as to the appropriateness of the courses.”
· Page 5: Comment: Cleveland State University is about to fold its Nonprofit Administration minor.
· What is the regularity of the courses? A: Offered on regular basis.
· Pages 6-7: List of prereqs for various courses is provided. There does not seem to be major hurtles.
· Page 4: Replace “Arts and Sciences Academic Advising Center” with “Arts and Sciences Academic Advising Services” in third paragraph. In the next sentence, replace “re” with a correct word.

Davidson, Brown, approved with contingencies[image: image1][image: image2]
