SLASH COURSE SYLLABI REPORT FOR SPRING 2005 (2051)

In fall 2004, a report was given to this committee regarding differentiation between graduate and undergraduate components in “slash course” syllabi.  That report, included here as Appendix E, examined the syllabi in a purely superficial manner.  Quality of differentiation was not taken into account, only the fact that the syllabi made some distinction between the coursework required by grad students in comparison to undergrad students.  For this semester, each slash course syllabus was examined for that same differentiation, but specifically for an emphasis on content, intensity and self-direction.  That language is pulled from a memo from the School of Graduate Studies and Continuing Education, which is located in Appendix F.

It is hard to compare last semester’s numbers to the numbers in this report.  As mentioned, for last semester, “content, intensity and self-direction” was not specifically being sought out.  Although, the previous report did note that out of the 123 submitted last semester, only one syllabus addressed those three areas.  Another major difference for this semester’s report is that very few syllabi did not acknowledge being a slash course.  In fall 2004, forty-two syllabi lacked any reference to being both an undergrad and graduate course.  This semester, there were only a few that did not make that distinction; not enough to skew the other numbers.

According to the list of courses available, as well as syllabi submitted via e-mail this semester, there were 127 combined courses offered in spring 2005 (see Appendix A)—last semester there were 143 offered.  This semester, 89 courses could be examined to determine compliance.  For 38 of the offered courses, syllabi were not available to be evaluated.  The list of those courses can be found in Appendix B.  The spread sheet addresses each slash course in terms of college, department, course number, course name and professor.  For Appendix B, no professors are noted because without the syllabi, it would be inappropriate to indicate a professor who may not be teaching the course for lack of enrollment, leave, etc.

Appendix C contains the full list of slash courses that were non-compliant with the content, intensity and self-direction guidelines set forth by the School of Grad Studies & Cont. Ed.  There may have been a differentiation in requirements, but not great enough where a student would have a proper understanding of said requirements by reading the syllabus.  These syllabi usually only contained a few words informing grad students about expectations, a different grading scale, or simply, no indication of extra requirements.

Appendix D is where an improvement is very noticeable.  Last semester, one course followed the content, intensity and self-direction guidelines.  This semester, 46 courses were compliant with the measure set into place by the Graduate Council.  For a syllabus to be placed on this list it had to address one of two things.  If the syllabus explicitly used the language provided by the Graduate Council, it was considered to be compliant.  In addition, if a syllabus did not explicitly use the language set forth by the Graduate Council but it inferred the language and expectations, it was also placed on this list.  There were around six or seven syllabi that fell into the “inferred content, intensity and self-direction” category.  It should be noted that a few of the syllabi, about four or five, simply regurgitated the language provided in the memo (Appendix F), and did not specifically apply it to the course.

Of the 46 syllabi that were compliant this semester, four exceptional, stand-out examples were copied and placed inside this report (Appendices G-J).  While many of the compliant syllabi were well-done, these four seem to raise the bar in the effort to provide quality graduate-level experience in all disciplines.

