CAP Minutes

February 22, 2006

Present: C. Alves, R. Anderson, J. Boatwright, S. Carroll, D. Compte, R. Jones, D. Knox, J. McCarty, A. Norvell, N. Ogletree, M. Roberts, V. Trollinger, L. Whitesell

I. Feb. 8, 2006 minutes approved with correction of two errors: Jason Schweitzer from IR in III. B

II. Final consideration of Student Evaluation of Teaching Form. We agreed to a slight change of wording on the instructions to read as follows: 

On a scale of 5 to 1, where 5 is strongly agree and 1 is strongly disagree, indicate your level of agreement with each of the following statements by filling in the corresponding circle.

Strongly




Strongly

Agree   5
4
3
2
1
Disagree
NA=Not applicable

III. Consideration of Self-Designed Major

A. In its preliminary discussion CAP considered the questions posed from Steering:

1. Is the proposal appropriate academically, i.e., should students be allowed to design their own major? There was consensus that students should be allowed to design their own major. 

2. Have the procedures for the individual student’s proposal to be developed and approved been devised properly? There was consensus that the procedures have been devised properly, but there was a recommendation that the Self-Designed Programs Committee interview each candidate. The proposal currently states that the Self-Designed Programs Committee may choose to interview each candidate. 
3. Will the courses of study created using this process demonstrate sufficient depth and rigor? There was consensus that the various procedures would ensure sufficient depth and rigor. 

4. Are sufficient safeguards included to ensure that a self-designed major will be pursued only because of genuine academic interest? There was consensus that there was sufficient rigor built into the proposal that the self-designed major would be pursued only because of genuine academic interest.  
B. Questions and issues for further discussion:
1. If particular courses needed for a self-designed major are not offered at TCNJ, are there articulation agreements with other institutions? Will they need to be created? Might students be required to take a course/s at another institution? Some voiced the opinion that a self-designed major should not require that students take courses at another institution. 

2. If courses must be taken at another institution, what is the financial impact on the student? Would this be limiting for some students?

3. What protections do students have if the adviser/s leave/s the institution?

4. Should there be an Honors self-designed major with 12 courses and a standard self-designed major of 10 courses?

5. CAP requests further clarification of “the senior capstone experience that serves as a means of unifying the major.” Will the capstone be an individual experience, or might it utilize another existing capstone experience?

C. Follow-up for testimony: CAP will solicit testimony from the Faculty Senate, SGA and Staff Senate. 

IV.  
IEPC report. Discussion of how to respond to the report. The committee will consider this issue at its next meeting. We will request the Powerpoint presentation from Simona Wright. 
V. Preliminary consideration of the Japanese minor. Discussion will continue at our next meeting. 

