ASCRC Minutes 9/29/09
Members Present: M. Beebe-Frankenberger, D. Dalenberg, C. Knight, E. May P. Muench, M. Nielsen, J. Staub, A. Stovall, L. Tangedahl, E. Uchimoto, R. Vanita, G. Weix, A. Williams, K. Zoellner


Members Absent/Excused: S. Lodmell, A. Walker-Andrews

Ex-Officio Present: E. Johnson, S. O’Hare


Chair Elect Knight called the meeting to order at 2:15 p.m.

The minutes from 9/22/09 were amended and approved.     

Communication

· The October 13th meeting will be in GBB 123.  
Business Items:     

· The following schedule was approved for subcommittee presentations.


	10/13/09
	Science & Math
Social Science

	10/20/09
	Forestry & Biomedical Sciences

Writing

	10/27/09
	Science & Math
Humanities & Cultural Studies

	11/3/09
	Education & Fine Arts

	11/10/09
	Business & Journalism


· Interim Registrar Johnson is still in the process of analyzing the data regarding students enrolled in Omnibus courses so the issue was postponed. 


· The Registrar’s Office is testing Banner to see whether it is possible to add an unacceptable attendance category to the grading option for audit. This issue likely does not affect many students so the committee should consider how much time and effort should be devoted to it.  Common course numbering is a more pressing demand on resources at this point in time. A comment can be put on a students’ transcript.  Faculty members just need to contact the Registrar’s Office.  Instructions will be included in the end of semester faculty information.  The Registrar’s Office is also working on website redesign which will include a link to faculty resources conveniently assessable to faculty while entering grades.   

The committee unanimously approved utilizing the current mechanism until resources were available to focus on a Banner solution. 

· Professor Eglin, Chair of the General Education Committee presented proposed changes to catalog language describing symbolic systems exceptions (below).  The intent was that the exception would apply to programs that are credit limited in some way.  A mechanism is needed to determine eligibility and this language will provide a tool to address the issue.  

After discussion it was determined that the revised language should not be changed until current programs with exceptions are reviewed.  Otherwise it would appear that the exceptions are endorsed.  The language was sent back to the committee with instructions to define “constraints” and outline a plan for the review. 

There was concern regarding pre-majors and general studies students.  Advisors should be clear about exception qualifications. Clarification is needed with regard to whether the Department of Modern and Classical Languages and Literatures has the resources to service more students.  The department may need to evaluate its use of resources.  There are current language courses with low enrollment.  

Group III: Exceptions to the Modern and Classical Language requirement - Symbolic Systems  


Certain majors are granted exceptions to the Modern and Classical Language requirement based on various constraints and programmatic needs. 
The majors listed below have been granted exceptions to the Modern and Classical Language requirement. Students in the majors listed below graduating in any one of these majors may substitute the symbolic system course or courses designated by the major.

Good and Welfare
· Subcommittee chairs shared their philosophy on how to conduct the curriculum proposal review. Some subcommittees have all the members review all the proposals, while others divide the workload so that each proposal is reviewed by at least three members and the subcommittee chair.  Some subcommittees meet face-to-face while others conduct the review via email communication. It is helpful to use the summary to document members’ comments and votes.  Many of the proposals will be easily approved, while others require deliberation and follow-up.  Issues that are not clear can be brought to ASCRC for guidance. When there are numerous questions regarding a proposal requestors are invited to ASCRC for discussion and are provided the questions in advance.

· Discussions last year regarding adjunct instructors proposing new courses resulted in adding the following statement to the new course policy- Is the course proposed by a tenured or tenure-track faculty member?  If not, does the department chair or director make the proposal and stipulate that the course will be taught with existing resources at least once every three years? 

Efforts by the Senate several years ago resulted in the creation of the non-tenurable academic appointment policy.  It requires the Provost to present a report to the senate in the fall.  The policy stipulates that non-tenurable faculty appointees shall not exceed 25 percent of total faculty FTE within a Department, School, or College.
http://www.umt.edu/Policies/100-AcademicAffairs/Non-TenurableAcadAppts.aspx
· It was suggested that ASCRC take an active role with regard to the Academic Strategic Plan.  Many of the initiatives would fall under the functions of ASCRC. Professor Weix and Uchimoto will attend the Town Hall Meeting on Thursday and report back to the committee.   Individuals on the committee expressed  concern regarding the draft:  lack of input from Humanities and Social Science Faculty in the College of Arts and Science, proposing to duplicate the work of ASCRC in reducing redundancy in curriculum, implications of setting big questions curriculum, and implications of the College of Discovery. Would the big question curriculum be parallel to the current general education program? 

· Banner has a function that should be able to check pre-requisites.  However, the pilot articulation system failed when evaluating transfer students.    There are related timing issues and physical constraints.  When the issue becomes a priority, resources will be devoted to fixing the functionality.  The system will need to include an option for faculty to override. 

· The Graduation Appeals Committee is meeting tomorrow.  It will need to come up with a global solution to some of the general education transitional issues. Students are taking courses that did not apply to retain designations and appealing. CSD course level changes affected several students’ plans to meet their 39 upper-division credit requirement.
The meeting was adjourned at 3:50.
