ACADEMIC AFFAIRS AND CURRICULUM COMMITTEE
A2C2 Agenda for February 28, 2007
Kryzsko Commons Dining Rooms C & D

3:30 p.m.

Attendees:  Ann Rethlefsen, Larry Bergin, Ed Thompson, Sara Hein, Paul Schumacher, Dan Kauffman, Melanie Reap, Beckry Abdel-Magid, Paul Johnson, Steve Allard, Shellie Nelson, Greg Schmidt, Allison Quam, Robin O'Callaghan, Pat Paulson, Catherine Nosek, Don Scheid, Matt Bosworth, Susan Sefkow, Ron Elcombe, Brian Aldrich, Barb Boseker, Sharon Mansur, Don Wistrcill, Vanessa Greene

Guests:  Cathy Summa, Celeste Miller
I. Call to Order by chair Ann Rethlefsen at 3:35pm
II. Adoption of Agenda, m/s Thompson/    adopted unanimously by consensus
III. Approval of Minutes: February 14, 2007, m/s Schumacher/Nosek, adopted by unanimous consensus
IV. Chair’s Report: Faculty Senate Request: “Address student grading relative to WSU Regulation 3-9 and Student Data Privacy Law” (Faculty Senate Motion: 

2-20-07)
Richard Shields handed out a few items.  Student Data Privacy from:  
http://www.winona.edu/registrar/1482.htm
Professor Shields discussed FERPA.   Mentioned that it is a FERPA violation to have students view or return a student’s graded work.  There are exceptions.  Main issue:  does A2C2 want to allow students to grade other students’ work?  
Discussion:  ‘grading’ versus ‘clerical processing of grades’.  Students can give explicit written consent to allow other students to see their grades.  
Security on the test-student being ‘out of direct sight’ when they are handling a Scantron or other such test or exam materials.  There are guidelines for hiring and making sure students doing this type of work are trustworthy.  
‘Grading’ is being defined as any score or letter grade on any assignment related to a course.  
Objective vs subjective grading-  objective grading (clerical processing) appears to be acceptable.  Subjective grading (papers) appears not to be acceptable-in the English department..  But some areas do allow students to grade other students subjective assignments-such things as projects and research in engineering.  Exams and quizzes are not allowed to be graded by engineering students.  Some classes have 400 students, and faculty need assistance for someone to be assisting the faculty.  Nursing has large classes also, and agree that faculty need assistance.  
Noted that Scantron key interpretations should not be under the control of the student.  
Where is the line to be drawn-Objective/Scantron/t/f/short answer/lab reports/projects/essays?
Computer science follows a nationally recognized policy of using students to grade assignments.
m/s Shields/Kauffman-form a subcommittee to draft a policy for what constitutes an acceptable use of students to grade other student’s work.
Discussion:  English department has strict guidelines on the requirements for anyone who will be grading students’ work.
Tess Kruger needs to be included in future discussions, may be present at next A2C2 meeting, if desired.
May need to create a new specific position at the University, ‘undergraduate teaching assistant’ 
IFO contract, Criterion 4, mentions contributions to student professional growth and development.  Some departments use student grading as a way to give experience to other students.  
Students need to know that if they have question on grading, that the faculty has final say and can over ride the TA’s judgment.  The TA experience is very valuable for these students-it is a form of professional development.
Some people worry that any student grading policy can be abused.  
Suggestion that a possible policy is to have no policy, as long as there is no violation of FERPA.  
Issues: professional development, academic freedom, departmental policy
Motion carries, 12 to 9.
Subcommittee volunteers:  Robin O’Callaghan, Sara Hein, Richard Shields, Greg Schmidt

V. General Education Course Substitution Requests: None
VI. Course & Program Proposal Subcommittee Report: Ed Thompson—from February 21, 2007. The CPPS recommends approval/disapproval of the following courses and programs.
Ed Thompson delivered a short report on the following courses, recommendation approved unanimously by full A2C2 committee.

A. New Course: RESC 140: Approved 

B. New Course: RESC 143: Approved 
C. CHEM 410/510 was not considered since there was no representative present from that department.
 
We also approved the follow Charge Statement for CPPS:

Ed Thompson provided the following charge statement, no discussion, recommendation adopted unanimously.
The Course and Program Proposal Subcommittee (CPPS) of the Academic Affairs and Curriculum Committee (A2C2):

1)  Receives from A2C2 written proposals for new courses, revised courses, new programs, or revised programs; and

2)  Evaluates each proposal according to the criteria established in WSU Regulation 3-4 and described on the proposal forms; and

3) Recommends to A2C2 either approval or disapproval of the proposed course or program. 

VII. University Studies Subcommittee Report, J. Paul Johnson – from February 21, 2007. The USS recommends approval/disapproval of the following courses.

1. RENEWAL REQUESTS.  USS recommends approval:
Basic Skills: Mathematics: STAT 210 Statistics (3).  (Other courses in the category to be reconsidered March 21.)

Renewal requests in the Basic Skills area Physical Development and Wellness have been scheduled for review March 21.
Recommendation unanimously approved by A2C2 committee.
2. COURSE PROPOSALS.  USS recommends approval:
Writing Flag: English 480, Theories of Second Language Acquisition (3), Ethan Krase

Oral Communications Flag: English 481, TESOL: Theory & Methods (3), Ditlev Larsen

Critical Analysis Flag (3): English 483, Pedagogical Grammar (3), Holly Shi
Recommendation unanimously approved by A2C2 committee.
3. COURSE SUBSTITUTION REQUESTS.

GERM 311, 312, 410, and/or 411, Bemidji State Univ., for Unity & Diversity: Multicultural Perspectives, Sandra Agrimson.  USS recommends APPROVAL for 3 s.h. total.

PHIL 180, Ethics of Medical Health Care (2) and REL 225, Churches and Sects in America (2), Augsburg College, for Unity & Diversity: Contemporary Citizenship, Sandra Agrimson.  USS recommends APPROVAL for 3 s.h. total.

Recommendation unanimously approved by A2C2 committee.

4. USP PROGRESS REPORT.  WSU received a highly complimentary letter of acceptance from the Higher Learning Commission regarding the 2006 Progress Report on the Completion, Implementation, and Development of University Studies.
 
VIII. Notifications

A. Sociology: Change from “Courses selected within the student’s chosen area must come from 300-level and above, be selected in consultation with the advisor, and contribute to meeting the goals of the sociology program” to “must be selected from 300-level and above in sociology”.
Notification read by chair.
B. HERS 361: Change in course description

IX. Old Business:

A. Calendar Committee Update- report by Sara Hein.  Discussed issues such as how long before calendar was to be uniform MnSCU wide.  Also discussed calendar imbalance in T/H and M/W/F classes between fall and spring semester.  By changing when class starts after Labor Day and also canceling Tuesday’s class, this would help with the imbalance.  Also there is an issue of how long half semester courses meet, and when spring break occurs.  Spring break is a nice half way point to split the semester, but may no longer occur midway through the spring semester.  The committee recommends that spring break occur one week later into the month of March. By having break so early, many classes have to return for one more week after spring break.
T/H classes have a big difference in the number of class minutes between the spring and fall semesters.

B.   PROPOSALS FOR 2005 - 2006. All proposals for curriculum change must follow WSU Regulation 3-4. This is available online, along with the necessary forms at http://www.winona.edu/ifo/a2c2minutes . Proposals for new or revised courses and programs should be submitted to the A2C2 Chair, at least one week in advance of the scheduled meeting date of the Course and Program Proposal Subcommittee. The last date on which this subcommittee will meet to consider proposals for this academic year is April 5, 2007, so proposals must be given to the A2C2 chair by March 28, 2007. The same dates apply to submitting courses for USS approval.
X. New Business: None
XI. Adjournment- the meeting was adjourned at 4:39 pm by chair Ann Rethlefsen.
