Humanities College Curriculum Committee
03/14/2008
1:00-3:00p.m.
226 University Hall

 Approved Minutes

ATTENDANCE: Hallihan, Proano, Bennett, Lowry, Brewer, Grotans, Langendorfer, Severtis
Announcements: 

· Deb Lowry will be entering a new position in the Department of English effective 3-17-08.  A new curricular Associate Dean will begin serving on the HUM CCC in Spring 2008.  Committee members all thanked Deb for her service and wished her well in her new role.
· The next Sub-E GEC categorical review will be of the Second Writing Course (367s).  This choice of category has the support of multiple curricular committees.
· Spanish 367 “S” approved by SLSR 3-13-08

· Eng 110.01 (Lima HE course, requesting service learning designation)

· Eng 467 (Lima HE course, requesting service learning designation)


1. Approval of Minutes – Unanimously Approved pending changes below
7. Spanish 367

i. The committee would like to forward the concern to Ed Adelson that this particular 367, a Second Writing Course, was taught in Spanish and, as such, might be limiting as a GEC.  There was also concern of how one would know that what constitutes assessment for other 367s is equal to the assessment practices for this course.

ii. Some members felt this course seemed to lack a certain degree of coherence and clarity.

8. HUM courses seeking “S” (“Service Learning”) designation will henceforth be informational items communicated to the HUM CCC. No formal review of the syllabi and documentation will take place.

Changes made 3-14-08 kmh

2. Discussion of revisions to the GEC Submission Guidelines (see 3 attachments)
a. Context and Expectations (Hallihan) 

i. Explanation of impetus for revision of these guidelines:  clarity, consistency, incorporation of complementary “GEC Goals and Learning Objectives,” increase ease with which faculty can propose GEC courses.  

ii. Clarification that these guidelines appear only in ASC Curriculum and Assessment Office Curricular Operations Manual (and on web version).  

iii. Description of revision and vetting process: CCI ad-hoc committee, to be shared for feedback with appropriate curricular contacts and vetted by full CCI.  

iv. Explanation of expectations for HUM CCC discussion to solicit feedback and suggestions to be brought to as-hoc committee and to dialogue with other curricular bodies involved in the feedback process in spirit of collegiality and full disclosure.

b. Committee discussed some points of the documents provided and decided that in order to fully review the proposed guidelines they would want the new Associate Curricular Dean and the CCC Chair present, and would need to see:
i. The Model Curriculum document

ii. The current guidelines from the Curriculum & Assessment Office Operations Manual

iii. The proposed draft without COTA CC comments

iv. The proposed draft with COTA CC comments (need clarification of differentiation between bolded versus italicized changes)

(Kate to send these documents out to full HUM CCC in a separate e-mail for discussion at next HUM CCC meeting)

c. Recommendation: Guidelines need to facilitate (via hyperlinks) and encourage faculty to view the Model Curriculum documentation and subsequent official Guidelines when developing courses, as that document provides the foundational principles & objectives for GEC courses
d. Foreign Language Guidelines discussion: 

i. Anna Grotans would like to solicit feedback from the Foreign Language curricular body before next HUM CCC meeting.

ii. Expected outcome #2- Q: Do GEC language courses use a cultural context?- In most cases, yes.  Based on current pedagogical methods for teaching foreign language, cultural context is a substantive portion of the curriculum.  The amount of cultural context provided may vary depending on the language being taught, the level, and the instructor, but as a general practice this expected outcome is reasonable and widely practiced.

iii. Remove “0” typo from submission statement
e. Arts and Humanities: Analysis of Texts and Works of Art
i. Literature sub-category Guidelines discussion:

1. Based on what seemed like substantial revision and possible departure from texts mentioned in item 2.a. (above), committee postponed further discussion until more information is received.
2. Concern was expressed for the lack of “historical” aspects of the contextualization and interpretation of literature. Similar concern was expressed for this statement in the VPA sub-category guidelines under General Learning Objectives #3.
3. Goals/rationales- “significant” works of art- what is significant?

4. Gen learning #2- “describe & interpret”—While this language may be designed with outcomes assessment in mind the guideline language should not be an over-simplification of goals 
ii. Cultures and Ideas sub-category Guidelines discussion:
1. Concern was expressed that the separation of the guidelines into three subcategories might serve to further entrench the marginalization (real or perceived) of the Cultures and Ideas category in light of the GEC restructuring.

f. Writing Guidelines discussion:

i. Committee would like to ensure that appropriate representative(s) from the English department are able to review these guidelines.  Kate to follow up on this request with CCI Ad-Hoc committee.
3. Medieval and Renaissance Studies 692 Unanimously Approved 

4. Hist 598.01/.02 (requesting to remove decimalization and conflate into one Hist 598)
Committee would like more information and possible reorganization of request
a. Committee was satisfied with rationale for this change

b. Some members wanted to see a syllabus for the course

c. Question about Honors version: if H598 is still decimalized, there may be need to align these course offerings so that H598 is no longer a decimalized course offering

d. Committee recommends a withdraw of the decimalized versions and a course change request to change HIS 598 from current “shell course” status to a full course, which would entail a description and syllabus.


No vote taken, course will remain “pending” and Curriculum office will follow up on committee feedback.
5.  Hist 519.01
a. Concern expressed for possible gap in time period and context under new course description: 

i. If there is no longer any 18th century portion to this course, is this material covered elsewhere?  Committee saw this background as crucial prelude to later information (i.e. the impact of Napoleonic era, enlightened despotism, and other historical and cultural catalysts to the rise of Nationalism in the 19th century.
ii. Also, focus seems to have drifted away from Polish toward Balkan history.

b. European Hist 512 series (covering early modern Europe, French revolution, Europe 1815-1900) might address this gap but is not reflected in the proposal
c. Is the 519.03 a typo under rationale? Change to 519.02.
d. Suggestion to include “recommended pre-req(s)” that could fill this gap if applicable

i. Committee requests rationale for removing earlier time period and or further explanation of how this material will be covered in the new iteration of this course.  

No vote taken, course will remain “pending” and Curriculum office will follow up on committee feedback.

6.  Philosophy 620 
a. Please provide estimated due dates for papers, and final as scheduled or to provide an estimate of when information on topics for papers will be given (i.e.  week #__ ), which will give students better idea of how readings and paper topics relate.
b. Since class participation can carry up to an half grade adjustment, committee requests more description of what participation entails (i.e. Does it include attendance? Contributions? Homework?)
c. There was a suggestion to include learning objectives; committee agreed this could remain optional.
d. Committee recommended more uniformity/consistency within bibliographic entries contained in weekly plan.
No vote taken, course will remain “pending” and Curriculum office will follow up on committee feedback.

7. Philosophy 458 (same feedback as for Philo 620)
a. Please provide estimated due dates for papers, and final as scheduled or to provide an estimate of when information on topics for papers will be given (i.e.  week #__ ), which will give students better idea of how readings and paper topics relate.

b. Since class participation can carry up to an half grade adjustment, committee requests more description of what participation entails (i.e. Does it include attendance? Contributions? Homework?)

c. Committee recommended more uniformity/consistency within bibliographic entries contained in weekly plan.

No vote taken, course will remain “pending” and Curriculum office will follow up on committee feedback.

8. Wom Stds 560 Unanimously Approved with Contingencies 
a. Please adjust grading scale revisions. At Ohio State, there are no A+, D-, or F grades.  The upper range can be adjusted to “93-100 = A,” and the lower range can read, “63 and below = E”
b. Please specify length of final paper
