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1. 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)
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     University Hall Museum
1. 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.
*******************
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1. 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?

*******************
CCI Arts and Humanities Subcommittee

3/15/10, 8:00-9:30 a.m., 4187 Smith Laboratory

Unapproved Minutes

Sexuality Studies New Major   
· Home department concern (where the major is going to be housed): likely in the English Department because of Debra Moddelmog being the driving force. There are 141 SBS students currently taking the Sexuality Studies Minor; fewer students are in the Humanities (46). So why house the major in Humanities? 

· The proposed major includes few biology courses. This is surprising because it is an interdisciplinary program. There is only one course in that field: Molecular Virology, Immunology, and Medical Genetics 694 (prereq: permission of instruction—probably just need basic science). For example, Biology 597 “Biology of Human Diversity: Race, Gender, and Ethnicity” is a gender-related course and is not included in the proposal (prereq: 10 cr hrs of biological sciences course work and sr standing). We should recommend they add that course.

More generally, there are few non-humanities courses (there are some courses in Anthropology, Education, HDFS, Molecular Virology, Psychology, Social Work, Sociology). This is a concern. 
Action: Ask proposers if they looked into including more social science and science courses in their list of electives. If they already did, ask them if they will include such courses if they become available in the future.
· Cover letter specifies that electives will only be considered if 50% of course content, discussions, and assignments address sexuality.  If proposers would consider changing the 50% rule, the following courses warrant inclusion in the list:

· Sociology 635 “Men in Society.”

· History 528 “History of love”: Though argument presented in History concurrence is rather weak, the course should probably be included in the program. The Subcommittee is aware that the cover letter explains that this course is not included in the major because sexuality is not a prominent element of the course. Still, this course seems to fit in the context of the major. Some information that is not about sexuality may still be excellent preparation for a sexuality studies major.

· Sociology 430 “Sociology of the Family”
· Women’s Studies concurrence is a bit defensive (overreaction). It sounds like they are worried about losing majors. However, not many Women’s Studies majors have taken Sexuality minor. This proposed major offers more than just a Women’s Studies view on things.

· Program assessment: page 7: In years three and four, the program “will add data, collected via a senior exit interview, regarding what students do after they graduate from the program.  More specifically, [they] will determine how many graduates of the program have been hired in positions related to sexuality studies and how many have been admitted to pertinent graduate programs.  A successful program will place 50% of students in field-related jobs or quality graduate or professional schools.” Subcommittee wonders how they define a job related to sexuality studies. It’s difficult to track a job related to a field. We do not require this for any of our other programs. Where does the 50% come from? Now that Alumni Association is being folded in the University, it may be possible that OSU will be able to track its graduates better. The proposal only expects 5-10 students in the first two years; that’s a small program. It may be that they’ll follow up with each student individually.
· Proposal well put together.

Hubin, Miller, subcommittee unanimously approves the major as it now stands to move
forward to CCI (Subcommittee will share with proposers items in bold above.)
