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Minutes of the Common AcademicProgram Committee (CAPC)

Date: November 3, 2014
Location: KU 310
Present:
Juan Santamarina (Chair) Joan Plungis
Sawyer Hunley Elias Toubia
Lee Dixon JenniferCreech
John White Don Pair
JimDunne Kathryn Kinnucan-Welsch (ex-officio)
FredJenkins (ex-officio) Terence Lau (ex-officio)
Absent:
Riad Alakkad (ex-officio), Joe Mashburn
Guests:

Leslie Picca, ANT; Grant Neeley, POL; Joel Whitaker, VAP; Judith Huacuja, VAH

A. Review of ANT 306: Culture and Power

1. Proposal details:

a.

C.

Dr. Leslie Piccarepresented the proposal author, Simanti Dasgupta, who was unable
to attend.

Thisis a revised course proposed for Diversity and Social Justice, and for Crossing
Boundaries Inquiry.

The course is designed to achieve the following UDSLO: Diversity

2. Discussion/comments:

a. Q: Was Scholarshipintended as one of the SLOs? The question arose due to the
reference to scholarship inthe section “Describe how this course will satisfy each of
the selected UD SLOs identified above.”

A: Dr. Picca was not sure of the intention, but agreesthatif Scholarshipis notan
identified SLO, then referencingitin this proposal mightlead to confusion.
Action: Scholarship willbe added to the list of identified SLOs.

b. Concernwasexpressedabout how this course will encourage students to “think
across disciplinestoexamine anissue indepth”? The proposal should include
demonstrative evidencethat goes beyond this statement.

c. Concernexpressedover ANT150 as a prereq.

d. Concernexpressed over ANT306 beingintendedto provide foundation forthe SCC
200 courses, whenthe reverse might actually be the case.

e. The Committee suggested that the proposal be withdrawn and revised as follows:
1. Evaluate ANT 150 as a prereq.

2. Insert more explicittext referencing how the course content will satisfy the Inquiry
requirements.
3. Include Scholarship as anidentified SLO.
4. Evaluate SSC200 as a possible prereq, orchange proposal texttoindicate that ANT
306 will build upon the foundation of SCC 200.
3. Vote:
a. Votedelayeduntilthe proposalis resubmitted after majorrevisions.



B. Review of POL 371: Environmental Policy

1. Dr. Grant Neeleyrepresentedthe proposalauthor, Michelle Pautz, who was unable to attend.

a. Thisis anew course for Crossing Boundaries Practical Ethical Action.

b. Thecourse isdesignedto achieve the following UD SLOs: Scholarship and Critical
Evaluation of OurTimes.

c. Dr. Neeleystatedthatthe syllabus may more deeply reflect the integrated study
aboutethical problemsvia case studies. Dr. Pautz brings to the class an
understanding of different stakeholders’ perceptions, which fits well with the large
group projectin which students are assigned roles as some of these stakeholders.

d. Michelle Pautz hasteam-taught (course numberand name?) with Danielle Poe.

2. Discussion/comments:

a. Q: Preciselyhowisethical actionintegratedinthe course content? This question
referenced the Review Guidelines that specify any department can teach a Practical Ethical
Action course so longas the course delves deeply into description and analysis of ethical
issues.

A: The syllabus was again mentioned as evidence for this course content. Engagement

with ethical issuesis present throughout the course, not confined to a particular module.

= The Committee has a precedentforallowing such explicit text continuedin asyllabus
to be sufficient evidence forapproval. Butthe concernis whetheranew instructor,
usingthe course catalog description to develop course content, would have adequate
guidance regarding this requirement.

= SBA students, forexample, typically take an ethics class in REL or PHL; if ethicsis
expandedinto POL, the application of ethics should be explicitin the course objectives
and goals.

= Consensusisthat course description needs to be revised to betteraccount forapplied
ethics beinganintegral part of the course.

b. Q: How will the ethical framework presented in this class transferto students’ future
professional experiences?

A: The case study method has provento be an effective way to encourage students to
think through vocational issues within the concepts of ethical action.

Q: Wouldit be advisable toadd PHL 103 as a prereq?

A: This Committee has no precedentforsuggestingaprereq, butit may be advisable to
include inthe proposal an assumption that all students taking this class will have already
taken PHL 103.

c. TheSLO Practical Wisdomisrequiredinaproposal fora Crossing Boundaries Practical
Ethical Action course.

d. The Committee suggested thatthe proposal be withdrawn and revised as follows:

1. Include Practical Wisdom SLO and relative text.
2. Evaluate sufficiency of explicit text describing how the course will satisfy the CAP
components as well as the two already identified SLOs (Scholarship and Critical Evaluation
of OurTimes), and expand descriptions where appropriate.
3. Considerinsertingtextrelativeto PHL103.
3. Vote:
a. Votedelayeduntilthe proposalis resubmitted after majorrevisions.




C. Reviewof VAP 101: Foundation Photography

1. Proposal details:

a. ProfessorlJoel Whitaker presented this proposalforrevisionsto an existing course for
Arts, and for Crossing Boundaries Inquiry.
= VAP 101 would satisfy CAP Arts forall students and Crossing Boundaries Inquiry only

for non-arts majors.

b. The course isdesignedtoachieve the following UD SLOs: Scholarship, Community,

and Critical Evaluation of Our Times.
2. Discussion/comments:

a. Aconcernwas raised the course goal of “reflective and comparative componentinwhicha
studentexamines methodsin hisorhermajor field...” when astudent may have taken few
or no coursesintheirmajor. What if students haven’tdeclared a majoryet?
= In Prof. Whitaker’s experience, all students taking a studio course have already

declared amajor.
= A majority of studentsin VAP 101 will be in their2™ or 3" year of study.

b. Q: How will students outside of the arts relate the course content to theirown major?

A: Studentsare expectedto gaina different perspective by learningand understanding
how to assess the world visually as opposed to textually.

c. Prof. Whitakershared concern about the course contentin relation to the requirements for
Crossing Boundaries courses: “Emphasizes centrality of theology and philosophy....”
= The Crossing Boundaries courses as a whole must satisfy this requirement; noone

course in and of itself needs to satisfy this particular requirement.
3. Vote:
a. Motionand second motion made toapprove VAP 101 as proposed.
b. 8-0-0 (for, against, abstained)—course approved as proposed.

D. Review of VA310: History of Art and Activism

1. Proposal details:
a. Dr.Judith Huacuja presented this new course proposal for Diversity and Social Justice,
and for Crossing Boundaries Integrative.
b. Thecourse isdesignedtoachieve the following UD SLOs: Scholarship, Diversity, and
Critical Evaluation of Our Times.
2. Discussion/comments:
a. Oneof the bestproposalstoeverbe submittedinterms of contentand connection to
CAP components andidentified SLOs.
3. Vote:
a. Motionand second motion made toapprove VAH 310 as proposed.
b. 7-0-0 (for, against, abstained)—course approved as proposed.
= Onevotingmemberhadto leave the meeting priorto this vote.

The meetingadjourned at 3:105pm.

Respectfully submitted by Jeanne Zeek
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