Humanities CC Meeting

5-9-08
1:30-3:30 PM, 226 UH

Approved Minutes
Present: Highley, Brewer, Bennet, Proano, Roth, Lee, Hallihan, Watson
1. Approval of 4-18-08 minutes Unanimously Approved
2. Russian Major Revision – Sent back
a. Please place summary point G. in a more prominent place and please further clarify the summary of the changes in the form of an executive summary/overview of proposed changes (i.e. add hours, two tracks, etc.)
b. In this summary, please provide rationale of need for increase in hours.

c. Requesting increase of 45-50 hours, which is in line with other majors. One justification for the increase is that currently students were only graduating with language and one capstone, so this addition to the language track would add breadth to this track. 
d. Expound on comparison with other language departments, perhaps adding comparably difficult languages such as Arabic and Chinese, as well as benchmark Russian programs. i.e. How many credits are required generally for a major in the languages? Is 70-75 too many?  Does this work against enrollments?  Is that what Ohio State generally does? A statement that this is congruent with other majors would be helpful.

e. Proposing to divide old major into 2 tracks (language; lit, culture, and film)

f. Requesting numerous course changes in courses and 5 new course requests.  Please create a tabular representation / listing of the requested curricular changes and put toward front of proposal. Suggestion: A listing  of old/new course numbers, nature of changes, and which courses are /not in Russian
g. Further clarification: Will all readings be in Russian? The language courses will be in Russian, but several of the lit courses are in English. Non-language track: seems to aim for maximum flexibility.  Is there attention to historical distribution?  Does this distribution suffer at the expense of flexibility? Do other lit majors have a historical distribution?  The 520s and 600-level courses seem to focus on 19th century.  Suggestion to consider the possibility of structured distribution and/or provide rationale for why this is so.
h. Honors thesis is 5 credits.  Is this per quarter?  Is this repeatable?  Is this a continuous project or could it bridge several areas of concentration?  Please clarify the nature of the Honors Thesis.

i. Is Russian 657 cross-listed with the recently approved WS 657?  Please note in proposal.
j. Section II.A.3 does not seem logical:  How can the act of adding new objectives to an assessment plan be an objective in the rationale to change a major? This is a result, not a rationale or impetus for change. Suggestion to remove from this section and place in an assessment plan section.
k. Pre-req for either track is Medieval Moscow (CMRS) If they are bringing in classes outside the department why only this one?  Do they lack a medievalist? Would other Russian history courses be applicable?
l. Slavic 360 – request concurrence from Film Studies
m. Slavic H584 – Should this be a comp. Studies course? Contact Merijn in Honors. Course sent to Honors 5/15/08.
n. II. G. 4. delete “etc.” and put into table mentioned above.
3. Spanish 837

a. Is any other faculty member capable of teaching this?  Would this affect repeatability?  Faculty responded with a reasonable response and the individual research project focus could lend itself to repeatability.  But is this too much depth in one research area?  Should it be repeatable to this extent?

b. Is knowledge of Spanish necessary to enroll in the course?  Research is Spanish-specific but readings are not. Might this course be valid in other language departments given the?
c. Please clarify what is uniquely “Spanish” about this course given the readings expounding on how language acquisition might work differently / psycholinguistics as applied to Spanish-speaking groups?

d. Why a student might want to repeat this course – do students work on different projects?

e. Please remove student names from schedule

f. Typo in plagiarism statement, remove second “s” from “ass”

g. P 1 syllabus, please remove dash between T and R for meeting times (could imply “through” to students)

Approved with Contingencies in bold

4. AAAS 571 (revision)  (Kate- send with a transmittal history to Sub B)
a. Changed name to eliminate “Mass” but added “Film”

b. Request concurrence from Film

c. Change title to match new title throughout proposal and syllabus

d. Added details about research paper on p. 3 of syllabus as requested

e. In-class presentation was clarified as requested on p. 4 of syllabus

f. Please insert grading scale (A = 100-93, etc.) as you determine those values

g. Attendance policy still confusing: is student allowed 3 unexcused absences or is attendance mandatory as stated in point 1. Course Requirements directly below, item 4.  Please make consistent.
h. Committee queried the wisdom of assigning 20% of the grade in the Annotated Bibliography assignment.
i. Topical outline was added, clarifications on time allotted to film showing was clarified

j. GEC: Diversity in U.S. course must address all 3 topics: race/ethnicity, class, and gender, although not necessarily equally.  This likely won’t be an issue in Sub-C.
Unanimously Approved with contingencies in bold
5. History 519.01

a. Response submitted, committee satisfied

Unanimously Approved 
6. History 757.01 ; .02 (AAAS & PS rec. reminders sent to Soc & Econ today, .03 (AAAS rec. reminder sent to Soc today), .04 (AAAS rec)

a. Distribution times vary between .01 and .03 versus .02 and .04. This is not unusual in History and the department usually leaves it up to faculty discretion.  Should this be a consistent pattern? As long as contact hours/week are consistent, frequency is less of an issue. Make sure they want this listed in Book 3 as such.

b. 700-level courses are reading / historiography courses and these courses are consistent with this format

c. Reading intensive, but this is typical of this field and level

d. 757.01  

i. Needs grading scale

ii. While potentially confusing, it is standard for students to decide on due dates that are embedded in course requirements and presentation schedules.

e. 757.02

i. Needs grading scale

f. 757.03

Do readings extend into 21st century? If so should title reflect this? 

i. Suggestion to make due dates and assignments more prominently 

g. 757.04

i. Final essay or final exam?  There seem to be words missing. Please clarify under course requirements section.  

ii. Please elaborate on format and requirements of final paper as was done on other assignments

iii. Under “Method of Grade Determination” are these total points?  Should the second “0” be a “%”

iv. Please fix typos

v. Please add grading scale

Unanimously Approved with Contingencies
7. NELC 678

a. Concurrence from Law is assumed
b. Please elaborate on format and requirements for quizzes and presentation and due dates

c. Is this an appropriately rigorous amount of reading for a 600-level class, please clarify how this is determined.

d. Suggestion to send syllabus template

e. To have “permission of instructor” as the only prerequisite does not seem to me to be a good idea. Will every interested student have to speak with the instructor beforehand?

Unanimously Approved with Contingencies in bold
