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September 11, 2007
Attendees: Mary Bents, Peggy DeLapp, Brandi Hoffman, Jean Quam, Cheryl Morgan, Diane Tedick, Jan
Reifsteck, Bob Poch, Carol Ely, Kate McCleary, Jim Brown, Pat James, Mike Wade, Linda Jones, Dave Hollister,
William Goodman, Jennifer Engler, Steve Yussen, Judy Lambrecht, Sue Rose, Jen York-Barr, Jean Bauer

Guests: Muriel Thompson, Sunny Hansen, Cynthia Lewis, Betty Cooke

Opening
Diane Tedick, Chair of the Curriculum Council (CC), opened the first meeting with introductions. The CC then
moved into review and approval of course and program proposals.

Program Proposals

EdPA 3701 History of U.S. Higher Education

New course proposed by Bob Poch of Educational Policy and Administration. This course includes pre-American
history and emphasizes multiculturalism. It’s being proposed to CLE for historical perspectives. Most histories of
U.S. education begin with Harvard which grew from the traditions of Oxford and Cambridge. This course goes
far beyond Europe to look at early Islamic higher education. It also deals with access and equity in
postsecondary experience. The hope is that this course will lead students to take more courses in this area.
Poch met with faculty in the Department of History for a collaborative conversation. They viewed this course as
exciting and noncompetitive. EdPA will offer the course even if it is not approved by CLE. Expectations about
technology were not evident on the syllabus, so they will be added. Because our campus does not have an
undergraduate program in higher education, we lose the interest of undergraduates and have trouble recruiting
our own students. This course should help connect with students and lead them to consider our graduate
program. The course was approved.

CI 5463 Minnesota Writing Project Annual Invitational Summer Institute

New course proposed by Muriel Thompson for Curriculum and Instruction. Thompson is the director of the
Minnesota Writing Project and has been affiliated with the National Writing Project since 1991. This course was
offered as a topic course for the past 2 summers. It offers an opportunity to currently practicing teachers
(including literacy, elementary education, math, ELL and others) for professional development. They must be
nominated to participate. This course is funded by a grant. Last summer 16 students participated. There was a
retreat in June from Wednesday evening through Friday afternoon. The retreat included writing groups,
demonstrations, reading groups. After the retreat, the course met on campus for 3 weeks in July. Technology is
playing a greater part now – students created wikis. There were visits to the Weisman Art Museum and the
Kerlan Collection in Andersen Library. There will be follow-up opportunities later in the academic year. A
Certificate for Teaching Writing and Critical Literacy was created for these teachers. Instructor permission is
required to take the course. Workshops are offered throughout the year. EdPA faculty offer a Certificate in
Professional Development. They might recommend this course to their students. The syllabus does not reflect
the depth, the work, or the structure of the course as she’s described it. Other materials, such as letters and
recruitment info, give a better idea of how the course works. In the student performance area of the syllabus,
more details are needed. This course is not appropriate for PhD students and cannot count toward their
programs. Materials should make that clear. Some felt that the course was not robust enough for a 5000-level
course. The course was approved pending changes submitted to Chair Tedick for final approval. Chair Tedick
will contact Cynthia Lewis, C&I faculty sponsor for the course to explain the issues and seek her assistance in
revising the course proposal so that it meets 5000-level expectations.

EPsy 4300 Integrative Career/Life Planning 

Topic course needing approval for offering beyond 6 years proposed by Sunny Hansen. This topic course has
been taught for two three-year periods and requires approval from the council to continue as a topic. It is
offered through CCE as an Independent and Distance Learning course. It is not part of any program, but could
be used as an elective in an undergraduate program. The bibliography/reference list is missing. The course was
approved for another three-year period pending submission of the reference list.

CI 8461 Sociocultural Perspectives on Literacy Research

New course proposed by Cynthia Lewis of Curriculum and Instruction. There will be three strands (not formal
tracks) in the graduate track in Literacy Education within C&I. This doctoral seminar is part of a new critical
literacy strand. Enrollment is expected to be at least 10 students and no more than 18. It will appeal to
students outside the program and might become popular. If so, they will be able to offer the course more often.
The short title which shows on transcripts should be revised to include the word Literacy. The objectives and
outcomes need elaboration. The prereq of PhD only is not restricted to CI students. The bibliography is available
on WebCT, but Professor Lewis will provide a copy with the revised syllabus. The course was approved pending
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requested revisions.

Parent Education Certificate Program

New certificate proposed by Betty Cooke on behalf of the faculty in Family, Youth and Community in Curriculum
and Instruction. This is a 16 credit (8 courses) certificate program. The first seven courses (p. 2 of proposal)
are online. The last course will be online next year. Admission requires 6 credits of child development or child
psychology courses, which is also a Minnesota requirement for parent education licensure. There was a request
to add a list of U of MN courses that are examples of acceptable child development courses. The certificate does
not offer licensure in parent education; however, if students complete additional requirements, they can
become licensed parent educators. The certificate is intended for health or social services people and people
from other states who would benefit from the knowledge, but do not need licensure. The proposed length of
time to complete the certificate was 7 years, but committee members felt that was too long and recommended
a shorter time period of 4 years. Cooke will confer with her faculty colleagues about the 4 year limit and will
provide a list of courses that would meet the admission requirement. The proposal was approved.

How will the CC work?
Discussion moved to how this large group would do its work.

Mary Bents, Associate Dean of Undergraduate and Professional Programs, presented a list of undergraduate
issues and discussed possible ways to address those issues. One would be an undergraduate subcommittee.
Another way would be to have a smaller work team with a few DUSs and some other interested parties who are
not part of the CC. They could report to the CC about issues involving curriculum. Diane Tedick brought a list of
graduate issues. 

Tedick proposed having subcommittees, one comprised of the Directors of Undergraduate Studies (DUS) and
other department representatives for undergraduate programs and the other comprised of the Directors of
Graduate Studies (DGS), to deal with these separate issues. She also described a process of reviewing
curriculum proposals similar to that used by the Graduate School. It involved review by the subcommittees first
without requiring the proposing faculty member to be present. Questions and requests for clarification would be
sent to the faculty. Then the CC as a whole would review the proposals with the faculty present. Approval would
happen at the CC meeting. 

There were a variety of subsequent suggestions, including having a small rotating group (sub-sub-committee)
do the in-depth review of course and program proposals. Because of lack of time, there was no resolution. The
chair will email the group before the next meeting.

Members were asked to bring their spring schedules to the next meeting, so dates, times and locations could be
arranged. Jim Brown will chair that meeting for Diane Tedick who has a previous commitment.
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October 9, 2007
Attendees: Cheryl Morgan, Peggy DeLapp, Brandi Hoffman, Mike Wade, Jennifer York-Barr, Pat James, Arien
Telles, Linda Jones, David Arendale (replaces Karen Miksch), William Goodman, Dave Hollister, Jim Brown, Judy
Lambrecht, Steve Yussen, Mary Bents, Jean Quam

Topics: New course Kin 4741, undergraduate and graduate subcommittee reports including syllabus standards
and course level expectations. Appendices: Undergraduate Subcommittee notes, Graduate Subcommittee
notes.

Jim Brown chaired the meeting at Dee Tedick’s request. After introductions, CC members split into graduate
and undergraduate subcommittees to focus on standards for courses.

After the subcommittee meetings, the CC reconvened. 

New course Kin 4741 Strength & Power Development & Program Design
Joe Warpeha from Kinesiology was present to answer questions. 

Peggy DeLapp presented the recommendation of the undergraduate subcommittee: approval with stipulations
that a specific course (Kin 4641) is required as a prerequisite and a bibliography is added. Joe said the
bibliography is in development and will have 20+ articles. He doesn’t think the prereq is needed; in-depth
knowledge is not necessary for this course. Kin 4641 is a theory-based course – training and conditioning for
sport. It deals very little with strength training. The new course is not a 3xxx-level course, because some M.Ed.
students who need a 4xxx-level course may take it. Students from an unrelated field could take this course with
no prereqs. That would be cause for concern. Students in certain fields would have enough background, so the
prereq will include a list of majors that would have the right background. Any student not in one of those
majors would need instructor permission.

The course was approved by the CC pending receipt of a bibliography and a list of majors for the prereq to be
sent to Peggy DeLapp for final approval.

Structure change:
Faculty should be available for questions at the appropriate subcommittee instead of the full Council meeting.
Then the subcommittee can bring a better informed recommendation forward. The CC would have to trust the
subcommittee’s review and recommendation. The CC agreed to this change.

Minutes for the 9-11-2007 meeting were approved.
In the future minutes will be circulated for approval via email.

Subcommittee chairs reported on their meetings. Jan Reifsteck took notes for the Graduate Subcommittee;
Arian Telles took notes for the Undergraduate Subcommittee. This task will rotate through members of the
subcommittees. The notes are appended to these minutes.

Undergraduate Subcommittee Report
Peggy DeLapp (substituting for Bob Poch)

Syllabus details need to be more explicit. This became apparent when reviewing syllabi for last month’s course
proposals and the course reviewed this month.

We will work on descriptions for undergraduate course levels via email this next month.

Graduate Subcommittee Report led by Dave Hollister
The syllabus checklist is not adequate. They will work on guidelines for graduate level proposals, possibly
creating an evaluation sheet with criteria for a syllabus. Syllabi must be fairly complete before being presented.
Who should do the proposing, who should guide them? There was discussion about having a permanent or
tenured faculty listed on the course. If a department chair signs off on a course proposal, that means the
faculty (all of them) have voted on the course and are responsible for it. On the other hand, sometimes when
everyone is responsible, no one is responsible.

The Graduate Subcommittee will do syllabus guidelines and bring them back to the CC.

CC Subcommittee Minutes | October 9, 2007
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Undergraduate Subcommittee (led by Peggy DeLapp)
Present: Peggy DeLapp, Brandi Hoffman, Arian Telles, Linda Jones, Pat James, William Goodman, Judy
Lambrecht, Cheryl Morgan

A note-taker (rotating) will be needed at each meeting. Arien agreed to take notes.

Kin 4741 Strength & Power Development & Program Design.
The new course proposal for Kin 4741 was reviewed. It’s an elective course for Kin undergraduate and M.Ed.
programs and complements Kin 4641 (theory-based course). Questions included concern about Kin 4641 not
being an enforced prerequisite, concern about WebCT info included in syllabus checklist, needs a bibliography,
syllabus does not meet all requirements on “CEHD Syllabus Information” list, why are we mixing grads and
undergrads, incomplete syllabus. We need to think about 4xxx level courses being used for master’s degree
credit. What do we mean by diversity – a statement, diversity of education/perspective?

Recommend approval with stipulations: 

needs a bibliography, 1.
needs to have prereq of Kin 4641.2.

Syllabus.

Our syllabus list needs more detail. The requirements for 8000-level courses (from the Graduate School) are
clear and better.

Course level expectation.

William and Peggy will write up their expectations and standards for 1, 2, 3, 4xxx level courses and email to
Cheryl. She will forward them to the subcommittee members. The subcommittee will review them. After
agreement on the expectations and standards, they will be presented to the CC.

Graduate Subcommittee (led by Dave Hollister)
Present: Michael Wade (KIN), David Arendale (PSTL), Jennifer York-Barr (EdPA), C. D. Hollister (SSW), James
Brown (WHRE), Jan Reifsteck (SPS)

Graduate Course Proposal

Discussion:

Course proposal template was revised and approved spring 2007. In its current form the template seems to be
working as is.

Action:

No revisions planned at this time.

Graduate Course Syllabi

Discussion:

The expectations for graduate course syllabi are that it: 1) Must be submitted concurrently with the CEHD New
Course Approval document, 2) provides greater detail than that of the approval document, 3) provides a robust
bibliography (I.e. text- and related book(s), refereed journal articles), 4) requires the student to integrate
topical course content in the form of an integrated paper, presentation or other instructor-approved format.

Syllabi should reflect sufficient detail to enable faculty advisers to assess: A) course rigor, 2) merit of its usage
in CEHD degree programs for MED, MA, MSW or PhD and 3) transfer course equivalency.

Issues around instructor quality and preparedness to teach the course were raised. If courses are taught by
graduate assistants or adjunct faculty then the department assumes oversight of course quality relative to
course level (5xxx, 8xxx) expectations.

Departments are responsible for ensuring that multiple sections of a course which are taught by different
individuals deliver equivalent content, albeit acknowledging the differences in instructor style. The same
attention to content must be made when different courses, while topically the same, are delivered in such a
manner that they are not different philosophically, they are different in practice.

Brief discussion of challenges presented in internet-based course delivery.
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Action:

The graduate sub-committee will work on language to be added to the website checklist for course syllabi that
reflects the expectation of inclusion of a 1) robust bibliography and 2) assignment(s) requiring integration of
subject matter.

Course Numbering System

Discussion:

Mike Wade (KIN) reported that the University Senate approved the Senate Committee on Educational Policy
(SCEP) recommendation on course numbering.

Questions posed: 

Are CEHD departments in compliance?
Should we look at this more closely? 

Action:

Jan (SPS) will see if we can get more detail than articulated on the SCEP committee handout. [Later clarified at
all-counsel meeting.]

CC Committee Minutes | November 13, 2007
Present: Diane Tedick, Roger Johnson (for Peggy DeLapp), Bob Poch, Jennifer York-Barr, Sue Rose, Jean
Bauer, William Goodman, Michael Maratsos, Steve Yussen, Mike Wade, Pat James, Dave Arendale, Dave
Hollister, Linda Jones, Jim Brown, Arien Telles, Jan Reifsteck, Kate McCleary, Jean Quam, Mary Bents, Cheryl
Morgan

Guests: Walt Jacobs, member of PsTL faculty and CLE

Topics: Liberal Education, CC process and subcommittees and small working groups, Spring 2008 schedule.

Appendices: Undergraduate Subcommittee notes, Graduate Subcommittee notes.

Council on Liberal Education: 
Walt Jacobs reported on the work of the Council on Liberal Education (CLE) as they have reviewed and
considered changing the University’s liberal education requirements. The preliminary draft of their
recommendations was made public in October. Jacobs said that in the end the CLE decided to tweak the
existing system. In summary,

the old requirement was 8 classes, the new requirement is 7 classes;
there were 4 themes under the old system, 5 themes in the new system (added technology);
old system required 30% of course to address theme, new system requires that theme be thoroughly infused
in course; 
double-dipping is still allowed, but only 1 theme and 1 core per course. The earliest these proposed changes
would take effect is Fall 2010.

One important result of interviews and focus groups with students was discovering that they don’t understand
why they are taking liberal education courses. They view them as a requirement to get through as soon as
possible and don’t see their purpose or value.

Jacobs talked about developing liberal education minors, a cluster of courses centered around a topic that would
meet most or all of the liberal education requirements, while helping students integrate knowledge across
disciplines. 

During the CLE’s deliberations there has been a “soft” moratorium on review and approval of new LE courses. In
Spring 2008, they will return to their regular business processes. The ensuing CC discussion covered a broad
range of topics including student evaluation forms, LE committee make-up, what wasn’t working well, writing
requirements, understanding student culture, challenges of teaching millennial students, Bok’s Our
Underachieving Colleges, LE fit with professional majors, lack of attention to assessment. It would help if our
CC signed a letter as a group making recommendations. A small working group on liberal education was
discussed and later formed. That group was given permission to write a letter to the CLE on behalf of the CC.

Proposal for Small Working Groups: 
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Chair Tedick talked about her small working groups proposal. CC members thought the suggestions were good
and agreed to form small working groups in their subcommittees. The CLE small working group is one that
would include people from both the undergraduate and graduate subcommittees, but the other working groups
would be specific to either the undergraduate or graduate subcommittee. They would include 1) course proposal
review (course proposal standards, syllabus requirements, review of course proposals), 2) program proposal
review (criteria, review of proposals), and 3) other working groups specific to their needs (e.g., research
methods small working group in the graduate subcommittee). Review of 8000-level courses and graduate
programs was discussed. Why do we do it, when the Graduate School also does it? Why should the College be
involved? Reasons the College should be involved include resources, overlap, quality, and College priorities. In
the former CHE their curriculum committee received a report so they knew what was going on, but did not
review or approve anything going to the Graduate School. Another view was that overlap is significant and
important, especially given competition for money, and we need to talk about all proposals. Resources and
economic viability of programs is very important to evaluate at the College level. It was decided that the
graduate small working group assigned to course proposal review would be asked to make a recommendation
to the CC regarding review of 8000-level courses.

Small working groups and how the subcommittees and the council would coordinate their work was discussed.
Everyone would serve on a small working group (SWG, pronounced swig), with 3 to 4 people in each group.
Subcommittees will meet during the first hour of our two-hour meetings, with the full Curriculum Council
meeting the second hour.

There was a need expressed to have thoughtful discussions and dialogue about our decisions, and how best to
have those discussions given our time restraints. Two different kinds of conversations were noted. In small
groups, there is more time to talk per person, a greater ability to delve into details. The bigger group would
have broader dialogue. The general consensus was that the small group dialogues would be useful.

Spring 2008 meetings: 
Spring 2008 meetings were set up and will be posted on the web.

Members then proceeded to their subcommittee meetings. Notes from those meetings are appended.

CEHD Curriculum Council minutes December 11, 2007
Present: Patsy Mogush (for Peggy DeLapp), Sue Rose, Mary Farquhar, Dave Arendale, Brandi Hoffman, Arien
Telles, Jim Brown, Jennifer Engler, Bob Poch, Dave Hollister, Jean Bauer, Kate McCleary, Steve Yussen, Mike
Wade, Pat James, Linda Jones, Judy Lambrecht, Mary Bents, Diane Tedick, Cheryl Morgan, Jennifer York-Barr,
Michael Maratsos

Guests: Rashne Jehangir, Karen Miksch

Topics: course & program proposals, subcommittee reports, First Year Experience

Appendices: Undergraduate Subcommittee notes, Graduate Subcommittee notes.

Dee Tedick called the meeting to order.  There is a new Curriculum Council member, Mary Farquhar
representing CS/BU staff, so she was welcomed and everyone introduced themselves.

Minutes for November meeting: The minutes were approved with one correction to the Graduate
Subcommittee minutes.

Subcommittee Reports:
Undergraduate course recommendations: Bob Poch said their Course Proposal SWG met and recommended
approval of EPsy 3301, 3302, and 3303. The subcommittee asked for a syllabus revision for EPsy 3301, and the
faculty member agreed to make that revision. Consequently, the Undergraduate Subcommittee recommends
approval of all three courses.

The CC voted to approve these courses.

Graduate course recommendations: Dave Hollister said their Course Proposal SWG met and recommended
approval of CI 5475/5347, EdPA 5393, EdPA 5394, and EdPA 8022. The subcommittee asked for a title change
for EdPA 8022 to Education and Globalization: Anthropological Perspectives. They also recommended removing
the prerequisite. The faculty member agreed to these changes. The subcommittee recommends approval of all
these courses.

The CC voted to approve these courses.

Undergraduate program recommendations: Bob Poch said their Program Proposal SWG met and
recommended approval of name changes for 2 undergraduate programs: 1) from Foundations of Education:
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Elementary Education to Elementary Education: Foundations; and 2) from Foundations of Education: Early
Childhood Education to Early Childhood Education: Foundations. They also recommended approving the
undergraduate minor in Applied Psychology for Educational and Community Settings (APECS) submitted by
Educational Psychology. There was a question about consultation with the Psychology Department in CLA about
the title. They did consult and there were no objections. Consequently the Undergraduate Subcommittee
recommends approval all these program proposals.

The CC voted to approve these program proposals.

CLE SWG report: Steve Yussen convened the Liberal Education SWG. They met and reviewed a draft
document addressing the CLE task force recommendations. Suggesting changes seemed like a more productive
action, rather than just pointing out flaws. Their impression is that CLE does not want much to change in their
recommendations. The Undergrad Subcommittee reviewed it today. Steve will change the preamble and remove
administrators, so it comes from the Curriculum Council. A separate response from administrators would bolster
our efforts. People should sent comments and suggestions to Steve by the end of this week. Dee Tedick will
send the final document to CLE on behalf of the CC. It would probably be good to have more College
representation on the CLE.

Graduate Subcommittee: The Research Methods SWG met. They have collected a list of research courses and
categorized them. Several changes were recommended by CC members and will be made on the document.
Information on requirements for doctoral programs is also being gathered.

Jean Bauer will chair the Graduate Subcommittee in Spring 2008. Dave Hollister will be on leave for part of
spring semester.

CC business process: Our current process seems to be working well. People like not repeating the review of
proposals in the CC meeting and like emailing questions to proposers. There was agreement to leave courses
and programs for review in the subcommittees. This gives additional opportunities for faculty to give and
receive input on their proposals through the SWG, subcommittee, and if necessary the CC. One difficulty is
having only one CS/BU representative who obviously cannot attend both subcommittees.

First Year Experience: Rashne Jehangir, Karen Miksch, and Jennifer Engler reported on the work PsTL and the
undergraduate advising staff have been doing to create a good experience for entering freshmen.  The Dean
asked PsTL to take the lead in developing the first year program.

Welcome Week is now required by the University, so all incoming students will attend. Day 2 of that week is
College Day. Our students will attend College activities. A draft schedule was shared. Beginning with Welcome
Week, all students will begin the First Year Experience course (PsTL 1525W First Year Inquiry: Multidisciplinary
Ways of Knowing). It’s a four-credit course developed by PsTL and currently being reviewed by CLE for writing
intensive designation. In the spring semester, students will take thematic learning community courses.
Students will be encouraged to look at majors in the College and to develop relationships across students,
faculty and staff.

How do we get the word out that we admit freshmen now? There are many new marketing materials. We now
have a freshman recruiter in student services.

Chair Tedick thanked our guests for their report.

The meeting adjourned.

CEHD Curriculum Council Graduate Sub-Committee Report
December 11, 2007

Present: Dave Hollister, Jean Bauer, Jean Quam, Jan Reifsteck, Mike Wade, Dave Arendale, Jim Brown, Dee
Tedick, Kate McCleary, Sue Rose

Guests: Rick Beach, Ann Zweber Werner, Peter Demerath

David Hollister called the meeting to order at 1:00 in 398, McNeal Hall.

Jean Bauer volunteered to be note taker for the meeting. 

The minutes from the November 13, 2007 subcommittee meeting were amended to state that Jean Bauer will
be chair of the subcommittee for spring semester.

Course Subcommittee Work Group (SWG) report and recommendations.  David Arendale and Jennifer York-Barr
reported for the group.  They recommended that all 4 courses be supported.  The Graduate Subcommittee
concurred.

CI 5474/5347 Teaching Digital Writing:  Blogs, Wikis, On-line Talk, Podcasting and e-portfolios to Teach
Writing was explained by Rick Beach.  It was a special topics course in fall 2007.  The two numbers are for
different tracks for 2 of the 10 major programs within C & I.  The course is a writing course that will use
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technology as the methodology.
EDPA 5393 School Finance Elections in the 21st Century:  Investing in the Public Good was presented by Ann
Werner.  This is a course for teaching skills to Superintendents for the state competencies required for the
School Administrators License.
EDPA5394 Leadership in Community Education Finance and Law was presented by Ann Werner.  It supports
the licensure program and is a policy course for Community Education Directors.
EDPA89022 Education and Globalization:  Anthropological Perspectives was presented by Peter Demerath. 
This course was taught twice by him at Ohio State.  It was developed with consultation across units in the
University.  It will have no prerequisites.  He revised the syllabus as suggested by the review committee and
also the consultation.

Program SWG report.  There was no report and the function of each review will be on a future agenda.

Research Methods SWG report

A listing of CEHD Research Methods was distributed by Dee Tedick.  This was developed by the committee
consisting of Jim Brown, Kate McCleary, Jean Quam and Dee.  The group looked at the table and made some
clarifying suggestions for the courses listed by methodology.  It was determined that definitions were needed
for mixed methods, statistics, seminar, evaluation, quantitative/positivistic, and qualitative/interpretive.  The
revised table will be sent to all DGSs so that it can be shared in their programs.
There needs to be some future work in looking for duplication in the foundations courses.  New curriculum
may need to be developed at advanced levels.
Enrollment for each of the courses will be obtained to have some basis for future discussions.  The subgroup
had discussed that the budget model does not support collaboration, and every program needs to have the
revenue from the tuition.  So, this needs to be addressed along with any recommendations for reducing or
expanding courses.

Council on Liberal Education (CLE) SWG report.  

Michael Wade reported on the document that Steve Yussen and others developed as a response to the
University report.  The main concepts and questions center around:  Who owns liberal education?  How
transparent is the process for getting the courses approved?  How can CEHD contribute and have the courses as
part of the CLE?   It was agreed that we need to continue to be involved and work on the responses to the
report.

Jan Reifsteck distributed the listing of the graduate programs in CEHD and graduate programs in the Graduate
School.  There were several corrections made to the list.  The revised list is attached to the minutes.

The Subcommittee adjourned to meet with the CEHD Curriculum Council at 2 PM in 278 McNeal Hall.

CEHD Undergraduate subcommittee December 11, 2007 
Members present:  Robert Poch (chair), Mary Bents, Jennifer Engler, Brandi Hoffman, Pat James, Linda Jones,
Judith Lambrecht, Steve Yussen

Course SWG report and recommendations
Course SWG convener Pat James reported on the following course proposals which were followed by
Subcommittee discussion and action:

EPSY 3301, Introduction to Educational Psychology:   Course proposer William Bart was present to respond to
questions regarding the design and content of this course.     Steve Yussen asked about the required student
research inquiry experience in educational psychology (item 6 under course requirements) and whether
informed student consent was part of the experience and, further, if a student would be able to withdraw from
the experience if not comfortable in providing such consent.    Yussen recommended that a second option be
provided to meet this course requirement so as to not require students to participate in a study if they do not
provide consent.    Bart concurred and responded that the syllabus would be revised accordingly to provide a
second option in meeting the requirement.    The Subcommittee voted to recommend the course for Curriculum
Council approval with the understanding that the syllabus would be revised as noted above.

EPSY 3302, Introduction to Communication Skills for Educational and Community Settings:    Upon
recommendation of the course SWG, the Subcommittee voted to recommend this course for approval.

EPSY 3303, Educational Psychology Undergraduate Research Practicum:  Upon recommendation of the course
SWG, the Subcommittee voted to recommend this course for approval.

Program SWG report and recommendations
Program SWG convener Linda Jones reported on the following program-related proposals:
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Foundations of Education: Elementary name change.   Subcommittee members voted to recommend the
change in the name of this program to B.S. in Elementary Education Foundations.

Foundations of Education: Early Childhood name change.   Members of the Undergraduate Subcommittee
agreed to review this program name change proposal although the Program SWG had not had opportunity to
review or discuss it in advance.   Copies of the proposal were distributed to Subcommittee members and time
was provided to review the document.   Given that the rationale for the change was consistent with that of the
Elementary Education Foundations program above and was a change in title only, the Subcommittee voted to
recommend the change in name.

EPSY undergraduate minor proposal. It was noted that this proposal for a new undergraduate minor was
inclusive of the three course proposals in Educational Psychology that the Subcommittee voted to recommend
above.   Following a review of the undergraduate minor proposal, the Subcommittee voted to recommend it to
the Curriculum Council for approval.

CLE SWG Report
CLE SWG convener Steve Yussen commented briefly on the development of a draft response to the Council on
Liberal Education’s (CLE) October 2007 report on the revision of the University’s Liberal Education
requirements.    The draft response is intended to reflect the Curriculum Council’s thoughts – and possibly that
of the CEHD – about the report and provide timely, productive feedback to the CLE.    The Curriculum Council
will review and discuss the document as part of its agenda later today.

Robert Poch, Recorder
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CEHD Curriculum Council minutes January 31, 2008
Present: Dee Tedick, Peggy DeLapp, Bob Poch, Terri Fautsch-Patridge, Jennifer York-Barr, Jennifer McComas,
Jean Bauer, William Goodman, Michael Maratsos, Brandi Hoffman, Mike Wade, Dan Detzner, David Arendale,
Linda Jones, Jim Brown, Kate McCleary, Mary Farquhar, Mary Bents, Cheryl Morgan

Topics: course & program proposals, subcommittee reports 

Appendices: Undergraduate Subcommittee notes, Graduate Subcommittee notes.

Dee Tedick called the meeting to order.  There were several new Curriculum Council members (Dan Detzner for
PsTL and Terri Fautsch-Patridge for EPsy), so everyone introduced themselves.

Minutes for December meeting: The minutes were approved.

Subcommittee Reports:

Undergraduate subcommittee recommendations

Bob Poch reported that the subcommittee recommends approval of the following:

New Courses

Kin 3184 Lacrosse Coaching Theory & Skill Development

PsTL 1006 Mathematical Modeling and Prediction (this is the correct title)

Program Revisions

Elementary Education Foundations B.S. – Replace the current list of courses in the Literature of American
Minorities requirement with the course CI 3401 Children’s Literature: Pre-K through Grade 5.

Sport Management B.S. – major changes to meet national standards and certification in sport management:
added admission requirements, coursework requirements, deleted sub-plans, and added focused electives to
complement students’ career choice.

Youth Studies undergraduate minor – Deleted YOST 2002W and added YOST 1001 as required course, added
3-4 credits in YOST electives.

The CC voted to approve these new courses and program revisions. Poch noted that the SWGs are working on
written criteria for programs and courses.

Graduate subcommittee recommendations
Jean Bauer reported that the subcommittee recommends approval of the following:

New Course

EdPA 5392 Special Education Finance: Program Models, Policy and Law

Program Revision

Elementary Education Initial Licensure M.Ed. – Remove requirement of kindergarten methods course CI 5644.
Course will be offered, but no longer required.

The CC voted to approve these proposals.

Bauer reported on the subcommittee discussion about written criteria for graduate programs, particularly those
given and managed by CEHD. The College offers the M.Ed. degree, but the criteria have not been updated since
1991. The guidelines for establishing an M.Ed. need to be re-worked. Data is needed about certificate and M.Ed.
completions, etc. Licensure is embedded in M.Ed. degrees, but some students only want licensure, some
students already have a master’s degree. These students are not completing the M.Ed. Regents have already
set retention and graduation rates for undergraduate programs. They may soon do the same for graduate
programs.  There are issues for management and for students in programs. The subcommittee has agreed to
set aside time solely for this discussion.

The CC meeting ended at 10:20 and some of the SWGs met during the remaining time.

CEHD Curriculum Council minutes February 28, 2008
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Present: Dee Tedick, Peggy DeLapp, Bob Poch, Jennifer York-Barr, Jean Bauer, William Goodman, Brandi
Hoffman, Mike Wade, Dan Detzner, Linda Jones, Kate McCleary, Mary Farquhar, Mary Bents, Cheryl Morgan,
Jim Reinardy, Judy Lambrecht, Steve Yussen, Arien Telles

Topics: course proposal, subcommittee reports

Appendices:Graduate Subcommittee notes, Undergraduate Subcommittee notes.

Dee Tedick called the meeting to order. 

Minutes for January meeting: The minutes were approved with a minor correction to the Graduate
Subcommittee notes.

Subcommittee Reports:

Undergraduate Subcommittee Report: 

Bob Poch shared a document created to offer guidance with undergraduate program approval processes. The
document references web sites, notes changes that do not require CC approval, addresses PCAS entry, and
provides a grid offering detailed information about document requirements and approval levels for
undergraduate program approvals. The subcommittee requests approval of the document.

There was discussion about changes required for licensure programs, which are driven by outsiders and over
which we have no control. Most of those changes would fall under the “change in required electives”. The new
process would actually speed up approval of these changes. Because of PCAS, the information would be
immediately available to everyone on the web.

The flow of information on the chart is helpful and should go up on the web. The Graduate Subcommittee will
consider creating something similar.

The CC voted to approve the document.

Graduate Subcommittee Report:

Jean Bauer reported that the subcommittee tabled the proposed course revision for WHRE 8912 because the
representative was not present for questions. Jean will contact Jim Brown with questions that were raised about
the course. 

Regarding the standards for review of courses and programs at the graduate level, a document will be created
with links to relevant places on the web. At the 8000-level there are no standards that would apply to all CEHD
courses. They will come in on a case-by-case basis. They suggest adding a section to the syllabus template and
program proposal documents related to M3 (multidisciplinary, multicultural, model for engagement) , but M3
will not be required for all courses or programs. 

There was discussion of the few 6xxx-level courses in the College. The question was raised about whether this
is the right number for these courses.

The Research Methods SWG reported their work. There are 6 categories for the research courses: mixed
methods, stats, seminars, evaluation, quantitative/positivistic, and qualitative/interpretive. They will conduct a
survey with the DGSs and units asking for more information about qualitative/inpretive courses in particular:
What’s in this course? What are the outcomes for students? The definition of seminar is all over the board. They
need to find out more information about the qualitative methodology courses that already exist in the College.
We don’t have a lot of advanced courses; we have a lot of introductory or survey courses. It’s easier to teach a
lot of students in a survey or intro course than it is an advanced course involving data analysis and writing.
Consequently, faculty end up teaching their students on an individual basis often during the dissertation phase.
To teach the advanced courses, the numbers of students cannot be large. We cannot eliminate the small
8xxx-level courses. The EdPA faculty have very high numbers of doctoral advisees, but this does not count
toward their tuition generation. We need to change the way we’re rewarded. In the old CEHD departments
made the decisions about course enrollments. There is a sea change and the College may become more
involved in such decision-making.

Students really want smaller 8xxx-level classes. The CC graduate student representative loves her five-student
course. She took an ethnography course with and enrollment of ~28 students and it was not as productive an
experience as the smaller class is. She urged us to consider the graduate student experience when considering
course enrollments.

CC Discussion of Larger Questions and Issues: 
How might we consider M3 and existing CEHD and University criteria/requirements to inform our criteria for
course and program approval? What new questions should be asked regarding M3 and becoming top in research
in our fields? What relationships are important in proposing new courses/programs?
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The Undergraduate Subcommittee members are thinking first about the University’s requirements, then about
how M3 relates. They are still grappling with this. They need to think through process first, in addition to
content.

The Graduate Subcommittee members also discussed this. Not all courses fit the M3, so there should be an
opportunity to identify how M3 relates to a particular course or program with the understanding that it will not
be relevant to all. The subcommittee is not in favor of requiring M3 connections for all courses or all programs.
One council member argued that you can’t be multidisciplinary until you’re disciplinary and cautioned that wee
need to be careful here about getting beyond jargon and making meaningful changes. Superficial knowledge is
dangerous.

There was further discussion about the University’s use of the word “interdisciplinary” and the College’s use of
the word “multidisciplinary”. Faculty feel a need to finesse when talking to the College or the University when
using these words. If we market M3 and students arrive and don’t experience it, they will be disappointed. Our
reputation will suffer.

The associate deans are working on the M3 with SWGs. Could they talk to the CC about their work?

The CC could develop a series of questions around 10-S M-3. The “Living into Our Mission” document will be
distributed to CC members. It is the 10-S M-3 document developed in the previous year by the interim College
Consultative Committee. The SWGs around course and program criteria might develop questions. How to
capture the College flavor, uniqueness in courses and programs? It was suggested that we should take this on
next year (developing questions around 10-S M-3). How do we want our graduates walking into the world? Let
the Deans’ SWGs do their work and we will think about it in relation to our students.

Graduate Subcommittee Meeting
CEHD Curriculum Council, February 28, 2008

MEMBERS PRESENT: J. Reifsteck, D. Tedick, M. Farquhar, M. Maratsos, K McCleary, J. Bauer, M. Wade, Jim
Reinardy (recorder of minutes)

The minutes of the January meeting were approved after the words “approve” in the minutes were changed to
recommend, and the words “committee” changed to subcommittee.

Regarding item ii, Review and discussion of standards for graduate courses/syllabi, the course proposal SWG
has concluded that most of the criteria for review of course proposals is already available and that the College
needs only to put together information on the links to the various criteria. It was also decided that there should
not be special criteria for 8000 level course proposals but that each should be reviewed on its own, on a
case-by-case basis. The subcommittee did conclude, however, that more information is needed to make a
determination on 6000 level courses, which appear to be very specific, clinically-related courses, often tied to
licensure. Discussion ensued regarding M3 as a criterion on the course proposal form. Although M3 should be
addressed in the proposal the general consensus appeared to be that the M3 criteria were not appropriate for all
8000 level courses, nor were all three necessarily appropriate for all programs. It was decided to raise the
question further at the Curriculum Council meeting. Finally, there was some discussion on the meaning and
appropriateness of “diversity” as a criterion on the course proposal form. This is to be discussed at the next
meeting, when we will have a copy of the form to review.

Significant issues were raised about the proposed course revisions for WHRE 8192, including redundancy with
other courses in the college, the appropriateness of the course content for an 8000 level course, and questions
about whether course assignments clearly link to course objectives, for example. Since Jim Brown was not
present to answer questions the subcommittee decided to table the matter until the next meeting. Jean Bauer
will inform J Brown of the questions that were raised, and Dee Tedick will email Jean a number of questions she
raised.

D. Tedick presented information on the Research Methodology SWG, including a matrix of six categories into
which the courses were classified (mixed methods, stats, seminar, evaluation, quantitative, qualitative).
Questions were raised, including the need to understand what the different courses meant by “seminar;” and it
was decided to ask each DGS to review research courses regarding their viability, planned future changes, and
an overview of the nature of the course, objectives, and the notion of seminar. The subcommittee then
discussed issues driving the courses such as resources and departmental revenues/enrollment. Also, Dee
requested that DGSs notify her of any faculty members with specialization in qualitative methodologies, since
there appear to be gaps in the college re qualitative methodology courses and there will be a need to draw on
college expertise if the recommendation is made to propose new courses. She will send information regarding
what is needed to be collected to the DGSs electronically.

At the next meeting the committee will discuss standards for program proposals (item iv).

Undergraduate Subcommittee of the Curriculum Council Minutes
February 28, 2008 9-10 am 128 Burton
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Present: Bob Poch, William Goodman, Brandi Hoffman, Arien Telles, Peggy DeLapp, Linda Jones, Judy
Lambrecht, Steve Yussen, Cheryl Morgan, Dan Detzner

The Committee discussed the draft of the working group recommendations for New Programs and Revisions to
Existing Undergraduate Programs.

There was extended discussion about the recommended policy/procedure governing revision to required
electives. Contrary to the draft proposal recommendation, the group reached consensus that a department
chairperson should inform the Dean’s Office representative (e.g., Cheryl Morgan) of intended changes to
assure the absence of unintended problems with the changes.
There was discussion about the academic program approval process. The subcommittee supported the
processes and steps as described.
There was discussion about the criteria by which we evaluate individual course proposals, particularly the
documentation process required. It was agreed that a small working group would continue to meet to
produce a draft for the subcommittee’s future consideration.
Related to program and course approval, there was discussion about how proposals should and can document
their relation to the College mission and priorities.

CEHD Curriculum Council minutes March 27, 2008
Present: Brandi Hoffman, Peggy DeLapp, Terri Fautsch-Patridge, Mary Farquhar, Jim Brown, Mike Wade, Diane
Tedick, Jan Reifsteck, David Arendale, Bob Poch, Linda Jones, Dave Hollister, Dan Detzner, William Goodman,
Jennifer Engler, Michael Maratsos, Cheryl Morgan

Topics: course proposals, subcommittee reports, University educational policy revisions

Appendices: Graduate Subcommittee notes, Undergraduate Subcommittee notes

Chair Dee Tedick called the meeting to order at 10:05. 

Minutes for February meeting: The minutes were approved.

Undergraduate Subcommittee Report 
Bob Poch reported on the subcommittee business. The groups reviewed and recommended approval of new
course Kin 4214 Health Promotion (3 cr), new course PE 1137 Intermediate Squash (1 cr), and revised course
PsTL 1042 Reading & Writing in the Content Areas (credits increased to 3). The CC voted to approve each
course.

University educational policy revisions: Next Poch reported the discussion about revisions to the University’s
educational policies. An ad hoc subcommittee of SCEP/FCC has been working on reorganizing the University
Senate’s educational policies to make them “more sensible”. They have asked for comments and suggestions on
drafts they’ve provided. This morning’s discussion focused on the syllabus section.  There were some elements
that were “recommended” and “should” be included in a syllabus, but our opinion was that they should be
“required” and “must” be included. There was a suggestion that the attendance policy be very specific – that
students know they must attend class and that they must attend the first class. The language in the policies
about grades and course assignments should also require that percentages be included with a grading scheme,
so students have adequate information to gauge their progress in the course. There was a wish for more
detailed information in syllabi about the course workload. The addition of the mental health statement from the
Provost’s Committee on Student Mental Health should be added to the list of statements. Having the correct
and most direct URLs for policies and statements is also very important. The Undergraduate Subcommittee will
convene a SWG to review these draft documents in great detail and bring a report and list of recommendations
to the next CC meeting.

In the CC discussion, questions regarding religious holidays – Who gets to decide whether something is really a
religious holiday? Is there an objective list? Should it be a department decision? – were raised as another issue
that may need to be addressed in syllabi.

The College’s syllabus site needs to be reviewed and updated, especially since all 3 of the former colleges
required different things. If there are links to information that will need to be repeated on all syllabi (e.g., the
College’s mission statement), it should be on the site, so people don’t have to look it up.

Mike Wade will be on SCEP next year. Cathy Wambach is currently the chair of SCEP. We may want to talk to
her about the policy revisions. The initial email requested that we send our comments to Gary Engstrand. Once
the CC agrees on recommendations, they will be forwarded to the appropriate party.

Graduate Subcommittee Report
Dave Hollister reported that they created and reviewed procedural documents for the review and approval of
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graduate programs and courses. Changes suggested were adding the word “Graduate” to each document and
including Specialist Certificates to the list of Graduate School programs. With those changes, the CC approved
the documents and requested that they be added to the CC web site.

The Research Methodology SWG is still collecting information on research courses and hopes to have
information for a report for the next meeting.

The Course Proposal SWG is revising descriptions of 4, 5, 6 and 8 level courses and will share them with CC
members when ready.

The meeting was adjourned at ~ 10:30 a.m.

Notes Undergraduate Committee March 27, 2008
Present:  Dan Detzner, Bob Poch, Linda Jones, Cheryl Morgan, Peggy DeLapp, Brandi Hoffman, Jennifer Engler,
Terri Fautsch-Patridge, William Goodman

Report from course SWG (Brandi):

All course proposals were recommended for approval by the SWG.
Questions were referred to the appropriate parties and were answered to the satisfaction of the SWG.
Stacy Ingraham briefly described KIN 4214.  There were no questions.
Brandi was available for questions on PE 1137 but there were none.
Robin Murie described PsTL 1042 in some detail, including the need for the course for development of
academic literacy and the way content is incorporated in the course.
The committee had the opportunity to ask questions.
The subcommittee recommended for approval:
New course KIN 4214 New course PE 1137 Revised course PsTL 1042

Review of Proposed Educational Policy Revisions from Council of Undergraduate
Deans

Syllabus content

Cheryl suggested that these should be required rather than recommended. Dan said that it might not fit some
courses which made it hard to require for all.  Peggy said she thought it could work and it was important to
have a clear contract between the student and the instructor. Dan agreed. Jennifer suggested adding the official
statement and URL on mental health on line 1999 (this has been adopted by the Provost and is official). This
should be available on the Center for Teaching and Learning website. Bob noted that we need to be able to
determine which URL is most recent and accurate. Cheryl commented that SCEP policies are sometimes
approved but never posted to the web; their process should be more efficient. It was suggested that this should
be required for 5000 level classes and below. Linda suggested that 4000 level would be more appropriate.
William asked for an example of an 8000 level class for which this would not be appropriate; Dan responded
that 8000 level individual studies would be one.  William disagreed. Dan noted that Family Social Science has a
contract for this purpose. 

Line 322 (Attendance)

William asked if students are actually expected to attend all meetings of their classes. Should we all be abiding
by this policy?  Do faculty agree?

Student workload policy

William suggested that this be included in the syllabus. Cheryl said that on line 164 it states that this policy is
supposed to be included in the syllabus; William suggested that the specific language needs to be included. We
need to be consistent and enforce policy. Cheryl noted that when the Curriculum Council reviews courses they
are supposed to consider whether the workload is appropriate. Jennifer noted that the syllabus just reviewed for
KIN 4214 breaks out the time estimated for all course requirements. Do we need a model?  William noted that
we are moving toward a more corporate model and that having this level of detail would be workable. This is
also helpful when reviewing petitions and transfer courses. Jennifer noted that it’s helpful when counseling
students to have this specific information.

Consensus discussion

Syllabus requirements

Page 15 Line 168 Recommended to required
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Page 15 Line 170 From should to must
Require/must for 5000 level courses and below.  If 5000 courses do not have any undergraduates, it would
be considered a graduate course. For graduate level courses, the terms “recommended” and “should” can
remain.

Student workload (164)

Include policy in syllabus Include number of weeks
Including mental health link

Attendance (322) 

University policy should appear on undergraduate syllabi. Specific enforcement policies of the instructor should
also be included. Requirement to attend the first class should also be included on the syllabus.

Cheryl noted that we can make our own college policies. There was agreement that this could be helpful.

Jennifer noted that there is wide variation in the interpretation of the line 35 (D grades) not permitted and this
needs to be addressed.

Notes Graduate Committee March 27, 2008
Item #1. (New Course Approval and Course Changes Procedures) was recommended for approval as presented
by Jan Reifsteck.  –There was no significant discussion.

Item #2. (New Graduate Program Proposal Review Procedures) Jan Reifsteck indicated she would clarify the
issue of Specialist certificate programs for graduate program approval procedures. Based on that modification
the procedures as amended were recommended for approval.

Item #3. (Revised or Discontinued Graduate Program Proposal Review Procedures).  Procedures were
recommended for approval as presented by Jan Reifsteck.

Item # 4. Dee Tedick reported that she still had not heard from all departments regarding the request to send
in information about research methodology courses and faculty expertise. . She will send out a reminder email
and hopes to have information to report at the next meeting.

Item #5. Review of proposed descriptions to distinguish between courses at various levels
(4xxx--5xxx--6xxx--8xxx).

Modest changes were suggested as follows.  For 6xxx add "primarily for” on line 1 and remove "to”. This
sentence now reads ”are offered primarily for post-bac”. Also remove the word "degree" on line 1.  

On line 2, sentence beginning “Course...” should now read as follows. "Course objectives pertain to professional
training and typically.... "

For the 8xxx remove the second sentence completely!!

I hope this helps. Thanks 

Mike w
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CEHD Curriculum Council minutes April 17, 2008
Present: Diane Tedick, Peggy DeLapp, Bob Poch, Terri Fautsch-Patridge, Jennifer York-Barr, Jennifer McComas,
Jean Bauer, Steve Yussen, Brandi Hoffman, Dan Detzner, Dave Arendale, Megan Morrissey (for Dave Hollister),
Linda Jones, Judy Lambrecht, Jennifer Engler, Jan Reifsteck, Kate McCleary, Mary Farquhar, Jean Quam, Mary
Bents, Cheryl Morgan

Topics: course proposals, subcommittee reports,

Appendices:Graduate Subcommittee notes, Undergraduate Subcommittee notes

Chair Dee Tedick called the meeting to order at 10:15.

Minutes for March meeting: The minutes were approved with no corrections.

Undergraduate Subcommittee Report 
Bob Poch reported for the Undergraduate Subcommittee. There was a recommendation to approve course
proposals for the following: Credit increase for EdHD 3001, new course Kin 4841, new course Kin 4941, and
new course PE 1262. The CC voted to approve these proposals.

Poch then reported on the work of the SWGs. The UG Course SWG is working on syllabus criteria. They would
like to meet with the Grad SWG about syllabi. The SWG to work on the CUD educational policy revisions will be
activated and will bring recommendations to the May CC meeting. The UG Program SWG has been reviewing
what we currently have for program proposals. The UG Subcommittee thinks that the program process is good,
but the course process needs more work. The hope is that we can finalize recommendations at the next
meeting.

Chair Tedick asked that we send information to her at least two weeks before the next meeting. That meeting is
May 15th, so SWGs should send their information to her no later than May 5th. The UG and Grad SWGs should
have joint meetings to come up with proposals that will work for all courses and programs. The program SWG
leaders are Jan Reifsteck and Jean Bauer at the Grad level and Linda Jones at the UG level. The course SWG
leaders are Jen York-Barr at the Grad level and Brandi Hoffman at the UG level.

Graduate Subcommittee Report
Jean Bauer chaired the Grad Subcommittee for Dave Hollister who had to teach. She reported that the Graduate
Subcommittee recommended approval of new course CI 5404. Conditional approval was recommended for new
course CI 8146 pending receipt of a change in the description to indicate that this is an advanced course.
Jennifer York-Barr, Jennifer McComas, and Dave Arendale will review the new version. The CC approved these
recommendations.

There were proposals for major revisions of IREL 8001 and 8021. These proposals were tabled and will most
likely be reviewed again in the fall.

A proposal for a major revision of SW 8803, reducing the credits from 3 to 2, was also reviewed. This course
was taught as a topic course at 2 credits and worked well; consequently the department requests a reduction in
credits for 8803.

General discussion
Review of the Social Work course led to a discussion about new courses in methodology, the need to show that
there is a grouping of methodology courses, and help for students when choosing which courses to take. It
would be helpful to students and faculty to have this listing. It would also help advertise the courses. There are
several courses with the same core, but specialization is necessary for each discipline. We can collaborate, but
need disciplines uniquely, too. Some things that appear to duplicate may not in fact do so. If there’s low
enrollment, we may need to think about more collaboration.

Chair Tedick reported that the Research Methodology SWG is still trying to get information on faculty expertise
and syllabi. They hope to have a report at the May meeting.

Programs that are built around one faculty member were discussed and generally discouraged. Programs should
serve the larger audience and not exist because of one faculty’s specialization.

The need for a longer meeting in May was acknowledged and it was agreed that the May 15th meeting would be
extended to noon. After reminders of the upcoming SWG deadline of May 5th, the meeting was adjourned at
11:00 a.m.

Notes Undergraduate Committee April 17, 2008
Present:Bob Poch (Chair), Brandi Hoffman, Jennifer Engler, Peggy DeLapp, Linda Jones (Recorder of Minutes),
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Judy Lambrecht, Steve Yussen, Cheryl Morgan, Dan Detzner; Mary Bents, Terri Fautsch-Patridge

The following courses were reviewed and discussed with representatives from the academic units proposing
these new or revised courses. All questions and concerns were satisfactorily addressed, and each course was
unanimously recommended for approval:

EdHD 3001 – Exploring the Teaching Profession (Mary Bents; Jane Gilles)
KIN 4841 – Athletic Performance and Environmental Considerations (Stacy Ingraham)
KIN 4941 Applied Sport Science (Stacy Ingraham)
PE 1262 – Marathon Training (Stacy Ingraham)

The program SWG reported that it is attempting to coordinate with the graduate subcommittee SWG to offer
user-friendly directions for proposing or revising programs, as well as evaluative criteria to be used when
reviewing new or revised programs.

A small working group will carefully review the Proposed Educational Policy Revisions and offer
recommendations to the undergraduate subcommittee at the May 15, 200 meeting.  Group members include
Peggy DeLapp; Steve Yussen; Mary Ellen Shaw (suggested member); Bob Poch; and Cheryl Morgan

Mary Bents reported that a new Council on Liberal Education will be appointed, and she is forwarding suggested
names of potential members from CEHD.  Every course currently meeting liberal education requirements will be
reviewed now that the new liberal education requirements have been approved.  The goal is to reduce the
current 700 + approved courses to approximately 400.

Notes Graduate Committee April 17, 2008
Present: Mary Farquhar, Civil Service/Bargaining Unit; Jennifer McComas, Educational Psychology; Jeff
Simpson, Psychology; David Arendale, Post Secondary Teaching and Learning; Dee Tedick, Curriculum and
Instruction; Jan Reifsteck, Student Services; Kate McCleary, Graduate Students of CEHD; Jean Bauer, Family
Social Science; Jennifer York-Barr, Educational Psychology; Jean Quam, CEHD Dean’s Office; Megan Morrissey,
School of Social Work; Bic Ngo, Curriculum and Instruction – for course presentation only; Lee Galda – for
course presentation only

Minutes from the previous meeting were approved.

Report from the course proposal subcommittee

David Arendale reported that there was nothing coming forward from this subcommittee.

Course proposal presentations:

CI 5404 – Culturally Diverse Books for Children and Adolescents

Lee Galda

Galda provided a brief overview of the course, and answered questions from committee members.

DECISION: The course was recommended for approval.

CI 8146 - Critical Ethnography in Education

Bic Ngo - CI

Ngo provided an overview of the course, and answered questions from committee members. The class is
intended to take critical ethnography to a much greater depth than is available through some of the
pre-requisite classes. The major point of distinction for this class is the exploration of critical ethnography, and
the greater depth offered in this course. Members of the committee raised questions about overlap in
methodology classes, in particular to be able to provide clear advising to students on how to proceed through
research methodology classes. There were some suggestions for the presenter on pre-requisites and for
changes in the objectives and course description. There were additional suggestions recommending that the
syllabus reflect that this is an advanced methodology course. There were particular questions raised about
whether or not we should be thinking about having some CEHD course designators, rather than research
methodology courses that are housed in individual departments.

DECISION: The course was recommended for approval, with recommendations for changes to the language in
the description. The course proposal subcommittee would like to see the revised course proposal again.

IREL – Proseminar in Interpersonal Relationship Research

Jeff Simpson – PSTL
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This is a proposed major revision to a class that is required as part of a 14-credit Graduate School minor. This
minor was started about 15 years ago, and has grown since that time. There is now a wide body of literature on
the subject, and there is a speaker’s series that goes along with the class. The class changes each time it is
offered, because the speakers and readings change. There was some confusion about the technical language
about the structure of the class, specifically related to how often the class could be repeated. The presenter was
directed to speak with Cheryl Morgan to be sure that the proposal has the precise language needed for the
ECAS system. There was concern expressed over not seeing the new syllabus. The increase in credits does not
change the overall number credits for the minor.

DECISION: This course will not be offered until the 2009-2010 academic year, so the decision on course
revisions were tabled until the committee sees a new syllabus. This is the same information that the Graduate
School will require for its review.

IREL 8021 - Seminar: Statistical and Methodological Issues in Research on
Dyadic Relationships

Jeff Simpson – Psychology

When this course was first brought to this committee it should have been brought as a 3-credit course, but it
was mistakenly presented as a 2-credit course. There is far too much material in the course to present in a
2-credit course. This also makes this course more uniform with other courses in the department. The request
for this course is to add credits and to add a pre-requisite that students have a statistics course that includes
multiple regression.

DECISION: This course will not be offered until the 2009-2010 academic year, so the decision on the course
revision was tabled until the committee sees a new syllabus. This is the same information that the Graduate
School will require for its review.

SW 8803 – Supervision, Consultation and Leadership
Megan Morrissey – Social Work

DECISION: The change was recommended for approval.

Other business

Members of the course proposal subcommittee thought it would be a good idea to hear from the undergraduate
course proposal subcommittee about what kinds of requirements they are seeking when new courses are
approved, striving for uniformity with graduate and undergraduate processes.

The graduate subcommittee adjourned to meet with the whole Curriculum Council at 10:15.


