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PURDUE UNIVERSITY

College of Engineering

Engineering Curriculum Committee

Minutes of Meeting #7
November 5, 2007
Present: Professors Andrisani, Blendell, Caldwell, Cipra, Fricker, Harbin, Imbrie, Zoltowski, 

Recorder:  Roxanne Martin

1. The meeting was called to order by Mike Zoltowski at 1:35 P.M. in ARMS 2005. Motion was made by John Blendell, seconded by Jon Fricker to approve the agenda.  Motion was passed with no dissenting votes. 

2. Motion was made by Barrett Caldwell and seconded by John Blendell to approve minutes #5 of 10/22/07 as editorially amended.  Motion was passed with no dissenting votes.
3. Motion was made by John Blendell and seconded by Jon Fricker to approve minutes #6 of 10/29/07 as editorially amended.  Motion was passed with no dissenting votes.

4. Discussions on EFD 7-06 continued.  Mike Zoltowski reminded the committee of prior discussion and options that were suggested if an ECC member moved for an EFD to be submitted for a full faculty vote, the EFD would be sent to the faculty for a vote.  Discussions continued on whether or not there should be a two-thirds majority of the ECC committee before a document goes to faculty for a vote.  

Barrett Caldwell posed the question is the committee trying to write a new policy or trying to be efficient or is something else going on?  Either way EFD 22-69 is not being executed as it is written.
Comment was shared that the ECC should try to come up with a combination to retain what worked before while at the same time streamlining the process. 

John Blendell noted there needs to be an alternative if the committee is not unified in its decision and cannot come to an agreement or consensus to the point that the issue becomes contentious, then the EFD needs to be submitted to the larger group of faculty for discussion and input.  

Barrett Caldwell noted that the committee should attempt to maintain the original 22-69 document’s intentions for issues to go to the faculty for input and a vote as some issues have such an overarching impact.  It was noted that the operational context of 22-69 is no longer the same.  In previous environments, faculty meetings were held and well attending.  In today’s environment this is no longer the situation.  

Dominic Andrisani suggested that the committee take a look at previous data regarding faculty votes of flagged EFDs to assist in discussions.  

Barrett Caldwell suggested that if the committee could not achieve a two-thirds majority vote among the ECC members then the EFD could go to a faculty vote.  If any one person calls for a faculty vote, the document could go to the faculty for a vote

P. K. Imbrie noted that there is an inherent problem with flagging system in that the committee is unaware of the magnitude of any issue that is raised with an EFD.  The suggestion was made to ask the individual who is flagging the document to attend an ECC meeting to discuss with the committee.  If the issue can be resolved at this meeting the document would move forward.  If the issue could not be resolved then an open forum could be held for all faculty members to attend for discussion.  It was also felt that the flagging system needs to be changed to move it to a committee member rather than the Dean’s office.  

Discussion was also held concerning addressing and resolving issues in an open forum with faculty and how might the ECC handle voting.
P. K. Imbrie shared a suggested process flow chart for EFDs.  Barrett Caldwell noted that there should be one more decision arrow added to the overall process and that option would be for a document to be voted down.  

5. Meeting was adjourned at 2:40 P.M.
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