
ITCO Meeting Notes 
9:00 am, 9/14/10 

SB 176 
 
Present: Betsy Berry, Barry Dupen, Steve Carr, Joseph McCormick, Samantha Birk, Gail Rathbun, 
Karen Van Gorder, Tiff Adkins, Jens Clegg (ACITAS Chair and representative to ITCO) 
Others attending: Bob Kostrubanic 
 
1. Information swap 
Sam (Barry and Gail gave her their minutes) 

• John Nicklin is the new Studio M coordinator. He has a BA in VCD from IPFW, and has his own 
graphic design company. CELT has been working with ITS to help him get started. 

• Mobile technologies and eBooks are two areas that CELT is watching closely. There is a plethora 
of different products out there. CELT will host a panet of experts from Cengage, Folletts, and 
Apple on Sept. 29 from noon-1”30 in Neff 101. 

• Sam has prepared a proposal for faculty to discover the uses of mobile devices by giving them 
hands-on experience. CELT is working with ITS on this. There are thousands of apps out there 
that are potentially useful for teaching. Ray Gildner, GEOS, and Tammy Toscos, NUR are writing 
apps for the mobile device platform. 

Steve 
• Ann Livschiz, HIS, is the new chair of the Senate Committee named University Resource 

Policy Committee (URPC). There is interest in the Senate in a coherent plan for the various 
technology committees to work together.  

o The URPC Committee shall be concerned with, but not limited to, consideration of 
such matters as planning and optimal utilization of the physical facilities of the 
University, including buildings, the library, scientific and other equipment, and 
educational aids; staff needs, utilization and planning; interdepartmental and 
interinstitutional cooperation for improved facilities and staff utilization; and 
nonacademic planning, including architecture, landscaping, parking, and traffic. The 
Committee shall establish a Budgetary Affairs Subcommittee, an Academic 
Computing and Information Technology Advisory Subcommittee, and a Library 
Subcommittee... 

Tiff 
• Tiff informed us of new video materials available online from the Helmke Library: 

Ethnography Videos, and streamable American History videos from PBS. These video 
collections enable people to use short clips, and instructors can do the clipping themselves. 

• The Library is offering a course to students about Library materials. These are “Library 
Guides” course guides. (Tiff please correct, if necessary.) 

• Contact the Library reference librarians for purchase of DVDs or if you need access to a 
Database that Helmke does not have. Be ready to explain how it will benefit different 
populations within IPFW. A Special Needs grant may not be used for these purposes. For 
newspapers and film, contact Denise Buhr. 

 
Bob (Jens gave his time to Bob) 

• Liberal arts has been wired but not hooked up. The new network wiring will be finished over Fall 
break. 

• The new Nursing department offices and simulation labs involved a lot of technology, video, and 
data capture in video, but is finished in time for the semester. 



• Windows 7 is now in the teaching labs. Complaints about automatic timeouts, slowness of the 
teaching workstations, resolution problems. There is a fix for the timeout problem that will be 
made available. 

• Video Support Task Force is seeking to improve vidoe capailities across the institution and to 
reduce the number of vendors involved. Looking at Tegrity for enterprise-wide video. 

• LIB 35 (Instructional TV studio), KT G20 and KT G22 can now be managed from 1 location. Now 
working on making them broadcast quality. 

• LIB 50 (Elmer’s old darkroom) will have Cisco telepresence in it. (That’s the plan, anyway.) The 
unit can be purchased through IU for $35,000. Nursing is interested in using this, by the way. 
Half of the space will be a meeting room and half will be a studio for creating video for 
instruction. 

• ITS is looking at video capture in the classroom. Echo 360 would be the means. However, ITS 
wants to hire a Video Analyst before moving forward. John Nicklin also figures in the plan to 
raise the level of support for students, more and more of whom need this type of help, if only 
for viewing. The objective is to have a video support unit in ITS. 

• New wireless 802.11n is now in Student housing, providing 5 times the current campus 
bandwidth and a greater range. 

• Bob wants to know what the need is for Elmos (document cameras). Betsy and Clegg both said 
they were useful, a “must-have” for Betsy. Gail suggested that ITS contact departments directly. 
There are particular teachers and disciplines for which they are extremely useful and others not 
at all. Karen said she knew of a $500 document camera. 

2. Barry and Joseph have yet to get together on the re-design of the online service request form. 
3. Gail offered suggestions for fulfilling the chancellor’s request that the impact of using instructional 

technology on teaching and learning be evaluated. She gave the committee copies of a draft of a 
plan to evaluate information technology initiatives, begun in 2007, as an example of what could be 
done. She also gave the committee copies of course level surveys that had been used in several 
courses where innovative uses of technology had been tried. Committee members questioned the 
value of surveys. Steve proposed that faculty satisfaction with classroom/instructional technology 
functioning be gauged. Karen mentioned Eduventures, a marketing research firm, as a source for a 
research design. Gail stated that she had sought clarification from the vice-chancellor but had not 
yet received it. 

4. Technology Showcase scheduled for April 8 – discussion tabled until next meeting 
5. How to deal with updating ITCO web site 
6. Gail distributed the CELT September workshop schedules. 
 



ITCO Meeting Notes 
9:00 am, 10/19/10 

SB 176 
 
Present: Betsy Berry, Steve Carr, Joseph McCormick, Samantha Birk, Gail Rathbun, Karen Van 
Gorder, Tiff Adkins, Jens Clegg, Summer Durant 
Not attending: Barry Dupen 
 

1. Next Generation Learning Challenges RFP 
Gail asked for ideas in response to the NGLC call for proposals. Gail explained that the project was 
aimed at helping low income, traditional age students make the transition to college and degree 
completion. The other aim is scaling up innovative uses of information technology to achieve these 
goals, and the diffusion of the innovations across institutions. 

 
 Gail summarized input in an email to VCAA McKinney, below: 
There was consensus…around the notion of using existing programs (e.g. Upward Bound, Collegiate 
Connection, FYE, SOAR), enhanced through the use of mobile technologies, to bring low-income 
young adults into the world of college, create multiple active connections to the university, and 
build community among students to nurture and sustain academic progress toward a degree. A sub-
goal was to address the "digital divide" through the use of emerging technologies, tools that would 
not generally be available to the target student population. 
  
… faculty dissatisfaction with teaching in the FYE program was mentioned: 1) students do not take 
responsibilities  seriously and do not put effort into these courses 2) teaching in FYE takes too much 
time both in preparing and in implementation. 
  
…challenges in the proposal process. 
1. The RFP emphasizes taking an existing technological innovation, scaling it up and moving it out to 
other post-secondary institutions. Karen Van Gorder, who attended an Educause briefing about 
NGLC at the national conference last week, confirmed this emphasis. The ideas put forward so far 
involve just IPFW and the community. Before starting work, we must have a sense of who our 
partners will be and what technological innovation will be scaled and diffused. 
  
2. Any proposal should strive to be unique and different from the other proposals. Our ideas so far 
are not that unique. 
  
3. Faculty buy-in. The sense that this is one more thing piled on without removing something else. 
"We can't fix the plane if we are flying it." And the corollary, "The plane is still flying, so what's the 
problem?" 
  
4. If a proposal is to be written, then a small group of people must be immediately appointed to do 
this and relieved of other duties. 

 
Other details from the discussion appear below. 
• Steve introduced Carl Drummond’s course transformation proposal aimed at reinventing A & S 

courses for consideration as a possible NGLC idea. Although the proposal does address the 
gateway course issues it does not build on an existing innovation and technology is not in the 
foreground. 



• The learning community idea should be scaled into the years before and beyond the first year. 
Cohorts could live on from year to year, instead of students and faculty both having to form 
communication links every semester. Lots of logistics and re-engineering of class scheduling 
would have to happen to make this possible. Students in older cohorts would also be available 
to those in the younger cohorts and could act as tutors. 

• The dekstop PC is dead. Long live mobile computing. Sam said that Verizon will soon be offering 
services for iPad and iPhone. 

• Things about IPFW that are unique: The high school language institute; the Burmese population 
of FW 

2. Technology Showcase Ideas (Friday, April 8, WU Ballroom and 4 rooms, 8:30-2) 
• Do something like the CELT-ITS Technology Field Days but on a larger scale. 
• Give faculty the opportunity to get hands on some technology and tell us what they could 

do with it. 
• Apple would probably be willing to loan some equipment. Could we get one or two other 

vendors to do the same? Line the vendors up now. 
• By the end of the year there will be ways to plug mobile apps into Blackboard Vista so we 

would be able to have faculty play with that. 
• We are looking at Tegrity for lecture capture and collaboration tools, again with 

compatibility with BV. 
• Need to balance the cutting edge with things that can be done right now with the tools we 

have. 
• Provide participants with “take aways” that can be used immediately; help faculty work on 

new ideas over the summer. 
• Demonstrations of eBooks; use of Café Scribe, again to support student-student 

collaboration. 
• Demo of how to use a Crestron? How do I recover from failure of technology in the 

classroom? 
• “Deep Learning”: Yeah, there’s an app for that! 

3. News from ITS 
Soon (this semester?) there will be a single sign on procedure for Lynda.com. Working on Login 
access for all things IU, including IUWare. 
Office 2010 is now available to faculty under IPFW icons. Office 2007 will remain available but 2003 
will be phased out this semester. 
Infoshare will be going digital. Paper is too costly. People will be given opportunity to subscribe to 
the digital version. 
An iPad pilot is coming and should be well-established before April 8.Faculty will have the 
opportunity to apply and will receive an iPad to test. Participants will be required to meet regularly 
with others in the cohort. 
 

4. Next meeting will be November 9, at 9 am in SB 176. Bill McKinney will speak to us during the first 
half hour with regard to the evaluation of the impact of instructional technology. We will also 
discuss the relationship of the ACITAS and the ITCO committees. (ACITAS is a Faculty Senate 
Committee and resides on the Academic side of the house. See Senate documents for its charge. 
ITCO is a sub-committee of ITPC which is a committee authorized by the chancellor and resides on 
the “other” side of the house.)  



ITCO Meeting Notes 
9:00 am, 11/09/10 

SB 176 
 
Present: Betsy Berry, Steve Carr, Joseph McCormick, Samantha Birk, Gail Rathbun, Karen Van 
Gorder, Tiff Adkins, Jens Clegg, Summer Durant , Barry Dupen 
Guests: William McKinney, Robert Kostrubanic  
 
1. Vice-Chancellor for Academic Affairs asked for ITCO’s help in stimulating conversation about 

inventive uses of information technology, in connection with the Red Balloon initative. Gail 
volunteered that a campus-wide instructional technology event has been scheduled for 
April 8. She also suggested that ITCO lead a Red Ballon forum in March. Later she suggested 
that ACITAS, which is a Faculty Senate committee, might lead the forum, since the charge of 
that committee is to provide both leadership and feedback about the use of technology to 
accomplish the many facets of IPFW’s mission. 

 
Bill added that the next Red Balloon Forum on Nov. 22 will be led by FACET on the topic of 
course evaluations. 
 
Bill said that IPFW’s participation in the AASC & U Red Balloon project had already gained us 
national visibility. We will be leading a national conversation on the future role of academic 
libraries in re-imagining undergraduate education. He also stated that there were numerous 
grant opportunities for us, and although we might not be quite ready to obtain these grants, 
the thinking that we do in the application process stimulates examination of the way we are 
doing things, and prompts us to be ready to take advantage of these opportunities in the 
future. 
 
Karen pointed out that in order to qualify to receive NGLC  funds a campus must be 
prepared to “share content with the world”. This could be a significant obstacle when many 
faculty are unwilling to make public their syllabi, for example. It was observed that this 
unwillingness is tied to the faculty reward system, ie, the requirements for promotion and 
tenure. Karen said that IPFW would be well-positioned to pursue the K-12 wave of NGLC 
money if we are ready to share content. 
 

2. Bob announced that ITS will be implementing, at Dean Drummond’s request, “Teaming” 
(Novell?) software in the Liberal Arts building. This software allows setting up blogs and 
setting the parameters so that only those designated can see it. He also announced that ITS 
has collaborated with the IU Center for Social Research to prepare a satisfaction survey 
about ITS. The results of the data will be compared with the results of a similar survey that 
UITS (IU’s ITS) conducted about its services. 

 
3. We discussed enhancing cooperation between ACITAS and ITCO. Jens said that he had 

learned more about the charge of ACITAS and its communication with the Senate and ITPC. 
He is leading that committee in an examination of its purpose. Tiff reviewed the history of 
ACITAS, which begain about 12 years ago as an effort to disseminate information to faculty 
about the fast-moving world of information technology. We now live in much more of a do-
it-yourself technology environment. 



 

Joseph pointed out that information about technology does not seem to get diffused 
beyond the committee level, nor is actual use of technology in teaching diffused much 
beyond those who have an affinity for it. Again, the faculty reward structure was cited as an 
obstacle to faculty adoption of teachnologies for teaching. The committee members agreed 
that the time needed to learn and adapt new technologies needed to be carved out, 
preferably by allowing faculty to “go off the grid” for a while. Making this happen will 
require financial support, either from OAA, from ITS, or both.  
 
Karen suggested that ACITAS and ITCO plan to meet jointly, perhaps twice in an academic 
year. 
 

4. Discussion of the Friday, April 8, 2011 technology event 
 

a. Budget for this event is approximately $4000 
$1500-2000 for speaker honorarium 
$750 speaker travel and per diem 
$750 food for 60-80 people (1 meal) 
$300 in house printing (flyers, handouts, other printing such as posters) 
$200 misc supplies 
 

b. The event theme and sessions should be tied to issues/trends in teaching and learning. 
Steve pointed out that the Educause “Horizon” report “identifies and describes six areas 
of emerging technology likely to have a significant impact on teaching, learning, or 
creative expression in higher education within three adoption horizons: a year or less, 
two to three years, and four to five years.” The areas of emerging technology cited for 
2010 are: 

 
Time to adoption: One Year or Less 
• Mobile Computing 
• Open Content 
Time to adoption: Two to Three Years 
• Electronic Books 
• Simple Augmented Reality 
Time to adoption: Four to Five Years 
• Gesture-based Computing 
• Visual Data Analysis 
You can find the report at: 
http://www.educause.edu/ELI/2010HorizonReport/195400  

c. Conference presenters would ideally be faculty members who are using in their teaching 
the technologies brought by the vendors (Ray Gildner, Jens Clegg, David Redett, Betsy 
Berry, Nancy Virtue) 

d. For the technologies that would be showcased, see below. Tiff suggested that we 
demonstrate “low threshold” apps to attract the more hesitant adopters in the crowd. 

e. Joseph and Sam volunteered to get the vendors together, once we decide on which 
technologies we are going to feature. 



f. Speakers suggested were: 
Richard Light  
http://www.gse.harvard.edu/faculty_research/profiles/profile.shtml?vperson_id=15
8 
Chris Dede  
http://www.gse.harvard.edu/faculty_research/profiles/profile.shtml?vperson_id=31
1 
Thomas Brush    http://dp.crlt.indiana.edu/about_us_brush.html 
John Campbell (Purdue) 
http://www.educause.edu/Community/MemDir/Profiles/JohnPCampbell/43157 
 

g. We discussed incentives. 
 

Steve asked us to consider what our desired outcomes would be for the conference… 
 
Summer pointed out a big pitfall in getting people excited about technology, and that is 
being face with having to spend quite a bit of your own money, or never getting 
institutional money to put your exciting ideas into effect. It was suggested that perhaps 
a vendor could offer a special deal on equipment of software for 30 days to people 
attending the conference. 
 
Gail suggested that people receiving an incentive of software or hardware agree to 
evaluate the impact of their innovation. CELT could provide survey questions or other 
methods that would yield useful evaluation data. 
 
Betsy suggested that incentives be offered for doing a blog post after the conference. 
Instructions would be given for the post. 
 
Betsy suggested rewards for bringing a colleague from the same department. 
 
 

h. Gail said that CELT could handle registration and would probably ask people to 
designate their program choices so that there would be enough equipment to 
accommodate hands on work. 

 
 
 
 

(Here are the Technology Showcase Ideas again, from the 10/19/10 meeting) 
• Do something like the CELT-ITS Technology Field Days but on a larger scale. 
• Give faculty the opportunity to get hands on some technology and tell us what they could 

do with it. 
• Apple would probably be willing to loan some equipment. Could we get one or two other 

vendors to do the same? Line the vendors up now. 
• By the end of the year there will be ways to plug mobile apps into Blackboard Vista so we 

would be able to have faculty play with that. 



• We are looking at Tegrity for lecture capture and collaboration tools, again with 
compatibility with BV. 

• Need to balance the cutting edge with things that can be done right now with the tools we 
have. 

• Provide participants with “take aways” that can be used immediately; help faculty work on 
new ideas over the summer. 

• Demonstrations of eBooks; use of Café Scribe, again to support student-student 
collaboration. 

• Demo of how to use a Crestron? How do I recover from failure of technology in the 
classroom? 

• “Deep Learning”: Yeah, there’s an app for that! 
 
5.   



ITCOand ACITAS Joint Meeting Notes 
9:00 am, 12/6/10 

SB 176 
 
Present from  ITCO: Betsy Berry, Steve Carr, Joseph McCormick, Samantha Birk, Gail Rathbun, 
Karen Van Gorder, Tiff Adkins, Jens Clegg, Barry Dupen 
Present from ACITAS (not on ITCO): Becky Jensen, Alice Merz, Cheryl Truesdell 
Guests: Beth Iserman 

 
 
1. It was noted that Becky Jensen is the ACITAS representative to ITPC. 

 
2. Jens reviewed the purpose of the meeting, to seek more efficient use of everyone’s time 

and to exert more influence in decision-making about the use of resources in support of 
technology on the campus. 

3. Gail reviewed the charges and membership of each  committee. ITCO has a more limited 
scope, confined to instructional technology. It is also a standing committee. Most members 
of ACITAS  are elected by the Faculty Senate. 

 
4. The group identified problems: 

a. Some people attend two meetings in which they must repeat the same information. 
A particular problem for ex-officio members who are mandated to be at both 
meeting by virtue of the by-laws governing them. 

b. Instructional technology should be a core concern of ACITAS, but has not been 
(hence, the formation of ITCO in 2006) 

c. Neither committee seems to be able to generate the advice ITS seeks timed in a way 
that will have an impact on decisions; for example, classroom design often does not 
support instruction. How do we get faculty input to physical plant and ITS so that we 
can get better classroom design? 

d. The fact that the ACITAS membership changes every two years does not make for 
cohesion or accomplishment; Technology projects are often multi-year. 

e. ACITAS operates based on the academic year, which is short, but both committees 
include members who work year round. 

f. ACITAS was created 12 years ago, “in the time of VAX”, staff positions have been 
added to address information and instructional technology needs, the technology 
landscape has changed drastically 

5. Ideas for moving forward in order to address problems: 
• Keep the two committees and meet jointly, splitting the meeting period into a joint 

session and separate meetings. 
• Meet together once a semester. 
• Merge the two committees, with ITCO being a sub-committee 
• Break up the two committees into sub-committees with specific concerns like 

Classroom technologies, LMS, mobile devices, off-campus access to technology 
• Have just email updates of technology news from ITS, CELT, Distance Learning, AVTS 

6. Solutions adopted were to meet jointly next semester to allow time for us to determine 
which of the courses of action proposed might be best. We felt that this plan would also 



help us speak with one voice when attending ITPC meetings or talking in other venues 
about information technology. Jens said that ACITAS could certainly take more of an 
initiative in presenting to the Senate twice a year. 

 
Gail will ask the CELT Secretary to set up times and places for joint meetings in the Spring 
semester 

 
7. Gail reported that Dr. Malcolm Brown, Director of the Educause Learning Initiative (ELI), has 

accepted our invitation to be the keynote speaker at the April 8 event. He will speak about 
“Seeking Evidence of Impact”, which is the Educause Initiative dedicated to evaluating the 
impact of instructional technology. Jens Clegg, Nancy Virtue, and Iskandar Hack have all 
accepted invitations to present. 



Notes from joint meeting of ACITAS and ITCO on January 25, 2011 
 
ITCO: Summer Durrant, Barry Dupen Karen Van Gorder, Sam Birk, Gail Rathbun 
ACITAS: Jens Clegg, Cheryl Truesdell, Carlos Pomolaza-Raez, 
Visitors: Terry Coonan, Glenn Morgan 
 
The next meeting is March 1, from 3-4 pm in LA 160. 
  
Red Balloon Forum on Technology  
Sam will propose March 28 at noon to VCAA Bill McKinney when she sees him at the Apple Executive 
Briefing in Chicago this week. ACITAS will organize and conduct this forum, which will give ACITAS 
visibility and will also help promote the April 8 technology showcase. 
  
Technology Showcase planning 
As stated in previous notes, the conference speaker is Dr. Malcolm Brown, Director of the Educause 
Learning Initiative. He will speak about evaluating the impact of instructional 
technology. http://www.educause.edu/eli 
  
We discussed the program schedule and the types of events to put in it. We decided on 2 hour hands-on 
workshops which would be introduced by a faculty member who is using the technology featured in the 
session. Vendors would bring technology (or we would need to provide technology of some sort, like 
laptops) for participants to use. (Note: these sessions would have to be limited to 20 participants or less. 
CELT could take 1st, 2nd, 3rd choice pre-registrations). 
  
In addition, there will be 50 minute presentations/work sessions given by faculty and the keynote speaker. 
We will run three concurrent sessions. Please see the attached schedule options. 
  
We discussed the need for reliable wireless in the Walb meeting rooms, in which the hands on sessions 
will be held. Glenn Morgan said that ITS is committed to providing whatever we need. Sam volunteered to 
work with ITS on this. 
  
Sam will also go ahead and invite Apple and Cafe Scribe as vendors. Other products and vendors 
mentioned were: Android OS smart phones such as Samsung, Kaltura (a richly-featured web-based video 
distribution system), lecture capture (Tegrity), Adobe Presenter. 
  
Jens Clegg and Ray Gildner were suggested as presenters at the hands-on sessions. Other faculty 
included Tammy Toscos (mentioned in connection with Adobe Presenter), Nancy Virtue in connection 
with using video in class, Iskandar Hack, who uses a tablet during lecture to capture his freehand 
diagramming for posting later online, and Mike Wolfe for lecture capture. It was suggested that the 
keynote speaker do a work session around evaluation. Another session about FERPA and use of social 
networking (and other third party, web-based applications) was suggested. 
  
Mike Wolfe suggested Blackboard as a topic, though he conceded that this event might not be the time or 
place. He said that A & S faculty have had problems with using BV, resulting in many faculty abandoning 
it altogether. He and Cheryl expressed concern that this dissatisfaction with the system had not been fully 
communicated to ITS. Glenn responded that the results of IU's system-wide survey of satisfaction with 
information technology were just about ready to disseminate. He has also undertaken to study the 
correlation of the results of the IU Survey with responses to relevant questions on the Noel-Levitz survey. 
Sam said that IPFW has for some time been advocating a preview of Blackboard Vista 9.1, which will be 
the next version of BV that this campus will use. It was suggested that our committees could plan a series 
of introductory events leading into a pilot and then full implementation of the new version of Blackboard. 
Concerns could be addressed in this context. 
  
Future collaborative efforts Sub-committee 
Gail and Jens asked for 4 or 5 volunteers representing both committees to work on developing options for 
the future operation of ITCO and ACITAS. Those willing to work on this sub-committee will hopefully come 
forward before the next joint meeting. 

http://www.educause.edu/eli


Notes from joint meeting of ACITAS and ITCO on March 23, 2011 
 
ITCO: Joseph McCormick, Karen Van Gorder, Samantha Birk, Gail Rathbun, Betsy Berry, Tiff Adkins 
ACITAS: Jens Clegg, Cheryl Truesdell, Carlos Pomolaza-Raez, Becky Jensen, Prasad Bingi, Alice Merz, 
Michael Wolf, David Liu, Matthew Walsh 
 
The next meeting is April 29, from 11 am – 12 noon pm in KT 178. 
  
Red Balloon Forum on Re-imagining Instructional Technology at IPFW 
Forum will take place on March 28 at noon in KT G46. Jens will facilitate this “brainstorming” session, 
departing from the panel format used in previous fora. Jens will keep the discussion focused on looking 
forward rather than on complaining about technology. Joseph McCormick, Terry Coonan, Glenn Morgan 
from ITS, and Sam Birk, CELT, will be there as information resources/answer getters. ACITAS and ITCO 
members should plan to attend, be prepared to be recognized, and have some good questions to ask, just 
to keep the ball rolling. Gail will bring flyers about the April 8 Technology Showcase. Jens will mention the 
event and ask people to complete the online survey about mobile technologies.The link can be found on 
the CELT web site, as can the link to registration for the 4/8 event. 
  
Technology Showcase planning 
Gail reported on the planning of the 4/8 event.  
 
Publicity - A second paper flyer will go out on Monday 3/28. The event will be mentioned at the Red 
Balloon forum. Other announcments will be made in the CELT News and the CELT Clipboard. Prasad 
suggested that flyers be placed in the Teaching Labs in Neff. Karen volunteered to announce the event in 
her Constant Contact newsletter to faculty and staff. 
 
Refreshments - Karen Van Gorder offered to provide fruit and water for the registration period starting at 
8:30 am. Deb Hein in DCS is coordinating the food with Stephanie Stephenson of CELT. 
 
Survey results – Gail summarized the survey results from 21 respondents, which are available at 
https://purdue.qualtrics.com/CP/Report.php?RP=RP_3CyZ3HCYxJEdCmM 
Karen volunteered to send out the survey link to the Distance Learning instructor list. 
 
Promotional items – Gail explained that CELT had ordered 3 iPad2s as soon as the Apple pre-release sale 
was announced. These 3 items will be provided to the people who write the mini-proposals selected in a 
drawing at lunch on 4/8. These items will remain the property of IPFW and will be used for academic 
purposes, per guidelines from the comptroller’s office. 
 
Folders - The committee members suggested putting a copy of the program, a bio of the keynote speaker, 
information about Educause, selected pages from the 2011 Horizon Report, a notepad, and pen in the 
conference folder. Karen offered to provide pens and to open her promotional items cabinet for “shopping” 
for other items. The Human Resources notepad was also suggested, since people seem to like its size 
and the calendar. 
 
Volunteers – Gail asked for volunteers to help Stephanie with the registration desk and other tasks such as 
placing signs by the meeting rooms. Becky Jensen volunteered. Thanks, Becky. It would be good to have 
an additional volunteer. 
 
Future collaborative efforts Sub-committee 
Joseph McCormick, Betsy Berry, Michael Wolf, and Becky Jensen have volunteered to work on 
recommendations for future collaboration between the committees. Joseph will organize a meeting and 
the sub-committee will report back at the 4/29 meeting, 
 
Report from ITPC 
Becky reported that the last meeting of ITPC had been devoted to reviewing a draft of a Social Networking 
policy. The policy pertains to responding appropriately to comments and other postings on the IPFW 

https://purdue.qualtrics.com/CP/Report.php?RP=RP_3CyZ3HCYxJEdCmM


Facebook site, and to the authorized use of IPFW’s visual identity on social networking pages set up by 
individuals and units. The committees asked Becky to make ITPC aware of the other “pieces” to be 
included in a comprehenive university policy toward the use of social networking, for example, the 
educational use of social networking. ITS has people designated to carry out policies relevant to social 
networking who should be involved. Faculty should also be involved in policy setting on this topic, among 
other constituencies. 
 
ACITAS position on social networking and other technologies/uses of technology 
Jens suggested that ACITAS ought to have a position/view of social networking, and that this position 
should be reported to the Senate. Committee members expanded on this idea to include 
positions/statements on a larger number of technologies that could be shared with the Senate. In this way, 
ACITAS would become visibly proactive about informing/educating/activating faculty colleagues. 
 
For the next meeting on 4/29, committee members will come ready to list and prioritize topics on which 
they think ACITAS should make a statement. The output of the next meeting will form the basis of a 
project for the next ACITAS committee (Jens will not be on ACITAS next year. Alice and Koichiro are also 
leaving.) 
 
Media Site Live announcement 
Karen announced that on April 1 a new upgraded server would be put in place for Media Site Live video 
recording. This affects classes held in KT 227.  
 
AGENDA for 4/29/11 at 11 am in KT 178 

• Re-cap Technology Showcase, Red Balloon Forum 
• Sub-committee on collaboration report 
• Blackboard Vista update 
• Brainstorm topics for ACITAS statements on technology 
• AOB 
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