Faculty Senate Information Technology Committee

May 13, 2008

Attendance:

Virgilio Gonzalez, Chair, Susan Leech, Karl Putman, Mary Duffy, Brian Giza, Jose Hernandez, Holly Denney, Paulo Anheino Da Silva.
1.  Updates.

a. Teaching Effectiveness Committee proceeding with online faculty evaluations for the summer. Instructions will be given to both faculty and students according to each calendar semester. This is an experiment and feedback is crucial. Reporting is the same as for paper evaluations.


b. Future evolution of WebCT includes the acquisition of citation and anti- plagiarism modules. Students will submit papers through the plagiarism module and it will check for improper citations. System will return it to the student for corrections if errors are detected. The citation module will help students format reference lists/bibliographies properly (i.e. in MLA, APA, etc, formats) These modules are part of WebCT 6. UTEP is running WebCT 4. These modules will become available once we migrate to version 6. It was suggested that it would make sense to ask for faculty input before proceeding. The library has a product called RefWorks that helps format citations. Sunay Pasole is testing the new version of WebCT. Concerns about these modules are: 

Is it useable without extra cost?

Is it useable without WebCT shell/

What features are available in the modules?
It was pointed out that WebCT has the capacity to handle additional modules. Blackboard is an enterprise system and is expensive and less compatible with other systems. 
2. Committee Relationship to IT.  The committee’s relationship doesn’t reflect what the faculty thinks they need. Although IT should manage systems like WebCT, the FSIT committee should address Faculty needs to IT. Options should be vetted to avoid duplication.  Faculty should have input into what technology the University purchases. For example, it might be more effective to purchase modules that will run through CourseMine, which has already been evaluated for team/collaborative work. It would be useful if we knew how many were using CourseMine and how many were using WebCT. It was suggested that the committee conduct a second faculty survey.

Strategically we need to evaluate for functionality and applicability, software that is purchased for the University. FSIT committee should be consulted regardless. Could IT present their plans to the committee and if it is important the rest of the faculty should be involved.  The faculty senate could create a lobby to solve the top 10 concerns of the faculty. We need to have a voice. The committee needs to be more effective. The chair will present our concerns and suggestions at the next Faculty Senate meeting. We will also conduct another survey to find out what software and hardware we need and what we want it to do. The committee should focus on those concerns that the faculty are in agreement on regarding importance. Do a survey in the fall to find out what are top 2-3 major concerns. If IT can’t do something the faculty /faculty senate wants, there should be a place to address it, even if nothing changes. The survey is a tool to bring visibility to faculty concerns.  How about a report from the IT Helpdesk? What are the major problems reported and how were they addressed? Where problem reported that couldn’t be addressed and why. Technology issues should be brought up during faculty retreats.

3. Next Meeting.  
This was the last meeting for the semester/year.
4.  Adjourned: The meeting was adjourned.

