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     GRADUATE COUNCIL 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Minutes of Meeting Held September 12, 2017 

 

Present: Dean Sridhar, Associate Dean Schultheiss, Professors Deng, Arndt, Sparks, 

Hansman, Kothapalli, Richter, Adluri, McLennan, Shukla, Ekelman, Hatch, 

Kaufman, Thornton 

Absent/Excused: Professors Falk, Kosteas, Francis, Kostandy, Krebs, Registrar Neal 

 

Guests: Professor Brian Ray, Yongjian Fu, Rosie Tighe, Nicholas Zingale 

 

Dean Sridhar called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m.  He mentioned that the Urban representatives 

requested to be first on the Agenda because of a later commitment.  As such he then asked for Agenda 

approval with this change. 

 

1. Approve Agenda – The meeting Agenda was approved with the change. 

 

2. New Business  

 Curriculog proposal – Master in Urban Planning & Development (MUPD) revisions 

i. Professor Tighe explained that these revisions to the core curriculum are in 

response to the accrediting body’s requirements to more accurately reflect what 

is being taught and to add more hard skills.  Revisions include: 

 Changing UST 610 (Development Process/Market Analysis) from a core 

course to an elective; this course will be replaced in the core with new 

course UST 613 (Land Use Planning & Sustainable Development) 

 UST 601 (Quantitative Reasoning) will be removed and replaced with 

UST 585 (GIS Principles) 

 Changes have been consciously revised to consider effects and to 

minimize impact on other Urban programs (MPA, etc.) 

 MPA revisions are coming through in separate parts.  Professor Zingale 

clarified the course changes.  This program is a total of 42 credits. 

 Questions included:  clarifying that UST 610 will still be offered, just not 

part of the core; will a list of electives be available for students (yes, in 

the catalog, divided per specializations); how often core courses are 

offered; and  mentioning that total core course credits are increased due 

to the changes in the field   

 A motion was made to approve the MUPD revisions, which passed unanimously. 

 

3. Approve minutes – May 3, 2017 

 A motion was made to approve the minutes as written, which passed unanimously. 

 

4. (returned to) New Business 

 Graduate Council Membership – finalized elections 

i. Dean Sridhar explained that there were a few hold-overs from the Graduate 

Council election process last spring that needed to be completed.  Through the 

electronic voting process the additional Faculty Senate representative (Robert 
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Krebs), the Urban representative (Megan Hatch), and the Engineering 

representative (Chanda Kothapalli) to replace the last year of Rolf Lustig’s term 

(on sabbatical) were completed.   

ii. A Graduate Council representative to UCC is needed.  Dr. Sridhar asked for a 

volunteer  for the two-year term.  Dr. Conor McLennan offered to serve in the 

Fall semester only because he will be on sabbatical during the Spring.  His offer 

was accepted and Council will need to come back to it for spring. 

iii. The Grade Dispute Committee and the Graduate Faculty Review Committee  

each need one additional member to be elected.  Tatyana Guzman (Urban) was 

chosen for the Grade Dispute Committee.  Dr. Hatch will go back to Urban for a 

volunteer for the Graduate Faculty Review Committee to replace Stephanie 

Ryberg-Webster, who is on sabbatical. 

iv. A Research Council representative is also needed. Dr. Ping Deng volunteered 

and was accepted. 

 

 Curriculog proposals 

i. M.S. in Cybersecurity proposal - PDP  

 The proposal is multi-disciplinary involving the Colleges of Law, 

Engineering and Business.  Professor Brian Ray gave an overview of the 

proposal.  There are several existing courses across the colleges plus 

adding online courses that would provide for a Master’s degree in 

cybersecurity. 

 Dr. Sridhar mentioned the difference between a PDP and a Full Proposal 

being prepared and sent to the Chancellor’s Council in Columbus for 

review.  Most details are included in the Full Proposals.  The Full 

Proposal includes more data and information. 

 Discussion and questions included:  which college will host the degree, 

which will provide information/answers to students, who will handle the 

program director role, the selection of elective courses and what data is 

there for need/possible numbers.  Many of these are items to be included 

in a Full Proposal. 

 Following additional discussion, a motion to approve the 

Cybersecurity proposal was made and approved unanimously. 

ii. Computer & Information Sciences (MCIS) – Computer Science track 

iii. D.Eng., Electrical Engineering & Computer Science – add Computer Science 

track 

 Dr. Fu gave an overview of the proposed revisions for the two programs.  

These include: 

a. (MCIS)-Two courses (CIS 335, CIS 390) will be removed from 

the preparatory sequence.  They will be re-numbered to a higher 

level (CIS 445, CIS 450), will be cross-listed with CIS 545 and 

CIS 550 and will become electives.  This will help students 

finish the prep sequence sooner. 

b. (MCIS)-A requirement is being added that students take two 

600-level elective courses; not all electives should be at the 500-

level. 

c. (MCIS)-Changing the catalog wording from “option” to “sub-

track” 

d. (D.Eng.)-Creating a new Computer Science track within the 

DRE, Electrical Engineering & Computer Science area 
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 Questions/comments included:  clarifying the cross-listings and course 

numbering. 

 A vote was called for the MCIS program proposal which passed 

unanimously.  A vote was called for the D.Eng. proposal which also 

passed unanimously. 
iv. Courses in Curriculog for review 

 As this is the first time this year for Council members to review the 

course listings, Dr. Sridhar suggested Council let Maribeth know by 

Friday if they have any concerns before the courses are moved on in 

Curriculog.  If we don’t hear anything, the courses will be approved. 

v. Graduate Faculty Status 

 Dr. Sridhar spoke of the Level 3 graduate faculty status not being in 

compliance with the Higher Learning Commission’s (HLC) 

requirements.  Therefore, this level will need to be revised.  He is 

therefore asking the Graduate Faculty Review Committee to work on 

revising this level’s language and bringing to Graduate Council for 

review.  A Council member said that it was important to have a faculty 

member from the professional programs on this committee (there is). 

 There are new online procedures for applying for graduate faculty status .  

Maribeth gave a short demonstration.  It should be easier and faster. 

 Dr. Sridhar spoke about the increasing number of requests for the 

granting of status in between deadlines and on an “emergency” basis.  He 

reiterated that this is a faculty process and approvals should be by the 

faculty committee, not only in the Graduate Studies Dean’s office.  He 

has prepared an email to be sent to all college deans with a list of their 

college’s faculty with expiring terms and reminding them to renew.  We 

wish to decrease the number of requests for ‘emergency’ approvals to 

true emergency situations. 

 

5. Informational 

 Guidelines for selection of GA’s 

i. Dr. Schultheiss explained that this came from an issue brought to our attention 

from the Ombudsperson.  It was said that there should be written policy 

instructions for choosing your GA’s.  A document was written by the previous 

Associate Dean with two faculty volunteers.  This was shared with Council 

members and feedback is being requested. 

 A Council member has a concern that a particular student couldn’t be 

actively recruited even if their interest area coincided with a faculty 

member’s research. 

 Dr. Sridhar has asked for volunteers to discuss and work on this 

document to bring back to Council.  Drs. Ekelman, Shukla, and Richter 

volunteered. 

 Dr. Sridhar reiterated that the University is making the monetary 

investment for graduate assistantships and it’s important to justify what 

the gains are from this.  This will also contribute information to making 

the college allocations later in the year. 
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6. Graduate Council Representation & Standing Committees – Available reports  

a. Faculty Senate – no report 

b. University Admissions & Standards – no report 

c. University Curriculum Committee – no report 

d. Graduate Faculty Review Committee  

 The Committee submitted recommendations for the Summer 2017 applicants. 

 A vote was called to accept the Committee’s recommendations, which passed 

unanimously. 
e. Petitions Committee 

 The Committee met over the summer and had 20 petitions for May, 33 for June, 

6 for July, 10 for August and 10 in September 

f. Grade Dispute Committee – There are two pending 

g. Program Review Committee – no report  

h. University Research Council – no report 

i. Graduate Student Awards Committee – no report 

 

7. Items for Future Discussion 

 In the Dean’s discussions with graduate students, they have asked to have a 

representative on Graduate Council.  This would involve a By-Laws change and more 

discussion. 

 The Dean is considering putting together a small “think tank” of alumni that would be 

available to talk with the Dean’s office and Graduate Council occasionally and give 

advice on graduate programs.  This could be a step towards possible donations and 

feedback from their experiences. 

 Dr. Sridhar would like future meetings to allow time at the end for discussions other than 

curricular issues. 

 

8. Next Meeting:  The next meeting will be Wednesday, October 18 @ 2:00 p.m in PH 104. 

 

9. Adjournment:  The meeting adjourned at 3:50 p.m. 

 

 


