Courses and Curricula Committee Meeting

November 30, 2004
122 TEB

1:00-2:00


Meeting called to order at 1:00 p.m. in 122 TEB.  Members present were Tricia Ferrigno (EDA), Kim Miller (KHP), Doug Smith (EDC), Lise DeShea (EDP), Lee Ann Jung (EDSRC), Virginia Nordin (EPE) and Associate Deans Rosetta Sandidge and Eric Anderman (ex-officio).  Administrative Associate Jason Horger took notes.

New Business:

· Application for New Course – EPE 619:  Survey Research Methods
Motion to discuss.  Lise asked whether there was concern from Skip Kifer (EPE) as to whether the course title were too similar to offerings in Sociology; Virginia answered that the title had been cleared with SOC.

Eric mentioned that the EPE faculty years ago had talked about this sort of course as a joint effort with EDP, and that EDP would still be interested.  If so, the course would need to be cross-listed with EDP before going on to the College.

Doug then pointed out a couple of concerns about the proposal passing the University level.  He suggested firstly that the Graduate Council might be more receptive to the proposal if the course were given a 500-level designation.  He pointed to the lack of reading list (stressing that a bibliography is not the same thing) and to (in his view) the course assignments not allowing for the students’ implementation of practice.  Eric countered one of these claims by asserting that the Grad Council doesn’t examine content as closely as that.  Lise mentioned that Jeff Bieber, who is on the Council, might be able to defend the choices made in preparing the proposal (in light of Doug’s comments).

Tricia then summarized the main concerns expressed re the proposal:  1) the possibility of cross-listing the course with EDP, 2) a change to a 500-level course, 3) the addition of a reading list, and 4) a more rigorous curriculum.
Kim answered another of these concerns:  she pointed out that since this is a process course (i.e., telling students how to do something specific), it’s difficult to find germane articles covering exactly what’s necessary.  Eric also maintained that, given the purview of the course, the bibliography sources are highly appropriate, and that the course is written as a 600-level course.

Rosetta had a question about the E-listen software referenced on page 2, feeling that some clarification was needed in the tentative course schedule.  She also wondered whether the additional lab time would need to be listed up front in the syllabus.

Lisa moved to send the proposal back to EPE program faculty for retooling.  The committee voted 5-1 to return the proposal.
· Interdisciplinary Early Childhood proposals:  Request for Change in Undergraduate Program and Request for Change in Masters Program
Motion to accept the changes in both the UG and Grad IECE certification programs.
Lee Ann explained the background behind the changes in the two programs.  First, two faculty members from Family Studies (Katherine McCormick and Jennifer Grisham-Brown) have come to EDSRC as the IECE program has now officially become part of the College of Education.  Therefore, a new prefix (IEC) has been proposed both for current FAM and EDS courses used primarily in the IECE program.  To the proposal:  the first page provided an overview of the changes (including the addition of a field-experience course and the blocking of certain courses by semester).  Thus the courses IEC 507/508/509 would inform the student teaching semester (IEC 411).  Tricia pointed out that the goal would be to align the course content with the teaching experience.  Rosetta reinforced that EDC successfully does this through the blocking of courses in Elementary and Middle School education.

As an example of the rationale behind the changes, Lee Ann pointed out that the program dropped LIS 510 for IEC 512 (because IECE students weren’t getting literacy and language issues for young children in LIS 510).
Lise suggested that the summary ought to put into context the rationale behind the proposed changes.

Tricia suggested that, in the sections dealing with the curriculum, that the second “current” listing of course be relabeled “proposed”, and to be reconstituted into a matrix.

Looking at the graduate proposal, Lee Ann explained that part of the impetus for the changes stemmed from wanting to consolidate the two current graduate IECE programs.

Lise reminded us that a change in course number level should include a syllabus to demonstrate a change in scope and content.  (This references the proposed changes in IEC 507—which is currently a 400-level course—and IEC 522—which is currently a 600-level course.)  Tricia reiterated that a matrix would be useful to illustrate these changes.
Doug questioned the lack of a reading list for IEC 510.  Lee Ann answered that the proposal included only a bare-bones syllabus to get the course passed, as it is a crucial part of the blocked courses (and that the same reading are integrated throughout the block).

Rosetta suggested that the prerequisite of “permission of instructor” listed for IEC 507/508/509/510/512 is problematical, in that it could disrupt the continuity of the block and availability of classes for IECE students, and should be omitted.  Lise floated a friendly amendment to change the prerequisite.

In summary, four friendly amendments were forwarded for the two proposals:  1)  add a context for the changes in the proposals’ introductory letter, 2) formulate a matrix showing the differences between the current and the proposed curriculum, 3) change the prerequisite for the blocked courses to omit “permission of instructor”, and 4) clarify the reading list for IEC 510.
The committee voted unanimously to accept the proposals with the four friendly amendments.

Meeting adjourned at 1:50 pm.  

NEXT MEETING:  Tuesday, January 25th, 1:00 PM, in 151F TEB (ITC Conference Room).

