Response to Engineering’s College Curriculum Committee on Academic Affairs Comments on “A Proposal for an Interdisciplinary Minor in Science and Technology in Society”
Dear Committee Members,

Thank you for your second review of our proposed minor “Science and Technology in Society” and comments which I received on May 30, 2006.  We have revised the minor in light of the expressed concerns and hope that these revisions will resolve your concerns.  The revised proposal addresses the concerns noted below.
1. The title of the minor has been renamed to “Societal Perspectives in Science and Technology” to more effectively convey that it is the interaction between society and science/technology that is the prime focus of study.  An additional statement has been added to the proposal (revisions are in red) to inform students that “Completion of the minor does not imply competency in science or technological disciplines.”  This statement will appear on the Arts and Sciences minor sheet as well.

2. The minor has been developed with more breadth than some disciplinary minors in order to provide a structure that allows for multiple outcomes dependent on students’ academic backgrounds and interests.  Sample goals and curricula have been included in the proposal to clarify possible learning goals and curricula dependent on student interest.  Interdisciplinarity allows for students to be exposed to multiple methods and measures for scholarly examination of a topic.
3. The information about the minor from the University of Minnesota that was included in the proposal can be found at: http://groups.physics.umn.edu/hsci/academics/undergrad.html and http://onestop2.umn.edu/programCatalog/viewCatalogProgram.do?programID=603&strm=1059.  Their undergraduate minor complements a graduate program in History of Science and Technology, which will merge with the History of Medicine graduate program in Autumn 2007 to form a new graduate program in History of Science, Technology, and Medicine.
4. In your comments there was a statement that no one was invited from the College of Engineering to participate subsequent to the first review.  I have attached email correspondence to indicate that I contacted all faculty who were identified as having possible interest in this endeavor.  Within a several month time period, only responses were received from the School of Architecture.  We would be happy to receive further submissions of coursework in the future.  Also, we would be happy to remove the names of any faculty from the listing in Appendix B:  Faculty which indicates research and/or teaching interests in this area if so desired.
5. There were concerns expressed about the waiving of prerequisites for courses and also the number of prerequisites for some courses.  The possible waiving of prerequisites is left up to each instructor.  There may be occasions where a student’s academic background in a related field may be adequate preparation for a course.  We did review the course prerequisites.  Courses with significant prerequisites were not automatically excluded from the minor.  Although fewer students may be able to utilize these courses for the minor, we wanted to allow for such a possibility given the appropriateness of the coursework to the minor.  The wide range of elective coursework should allow students to choose courses such that the completion of prerequisites is not burdensome.
Please review the revised proposal for an interdisciplinary undergraduate minor in Societal Perspectives in Science and Technology.  We look forward to your comments and hope for your concurrence with this endeavor.

Linda G. Schoen

Assistant Executive Dean

Office of Interdisciplinary Programs

November 7, 2006

