Humanities CC Meeting

5-30-08

1:30-3:30 PM, 226 UH

Draft Minutes

Present: Highley, Brewer, Langendorfer, Shabel, Proano, Watson, Grotans, Roth, Bitters, Hallihan, Severtis
1. Discussion of committee structure for next year: need replacement for Anna, Laura Bennett

2. Approval of 5-9-08 minutes  Unanimously Approved
3. Ling 684.03 (returning) Unanimously Approved
a. Changes made, justification included

b. Recommendation to adjust electronics statement to “misuse” or something similar that would not be potentially in conflict with reasonable accommodations for students who need to use technology

4. Philosophy 458 (returning) Unanimously Approved
a. Revised syllabus according to committee recommendations

b. Recommendation to add more detailed statement on course description and/or learning objectives

5. Philosophy 620 (returning) Unanimously Approved
a. Revised syllabus according to committee recommendations

6. Revisions to Spanish Major – send back – if received quickly, HUM CCC would like to electronically consider for approval before summer break
a. Are there provisions in place if students wish to switch tracks?  How would this be facilitated? Please clarify.
b. Immersion requirement includes 689 “Spanish in Ohio” : Committee wondered if the rigor or 698 was comparable to other immersion courses –is 100 field contact hours enough?  Committee recognized that it does provide an important opportunity for students who choose not to leave the state for whatever reason. Please expand on rigor/content of 689 vis a vis other immersion options.  

c. All were impressed with 80% study abroad statistic (15-25 credit hours)

d. Committee discussed at length whether the proposed addition of 5 credit hours had a strong enough justification. They provided several questions and suggestions that may help strengthen justification:

i. In comparison to semester-based university requirements as listed in proposal addendum, most do not reach 50. (Response Document, section A.e.)  Do the benchmark programs include intro language course credits? This might put OSU program more in line with upper credit limit of benchmarks since OSU Spanish major does not include 20 hours of intro language and could make being on the high end of benchmark credit hour requirements more justifiable. 
ii. Does a higher number of credit hours necessarily mean a better quality program?  Are other language programs at OSU at 50?  Is this an upward trend among OSU language major requirements?  
iii. Does addition of 5 credit hours have to do with an increase in incoming student AP credit beyond the 100-level? 
iv. Does department see the need to further increase level of student language proficiency and if so, why? 
v. Due to AP and study abroad credit totals, is department trying to ensure a certain base-line amount of time in OSU for purposes of quality? 
vi. Are there additional reasons in recent self study that could be used toward the rationale? 
vii. Can GEC and major credits overlap? Proposal wishes for SP603 (third writing course) to count toward major. Third writing course overlap is allowed. [FYI: There cannot be overlap between the major and the GEC, except for Data Analysis at the 200-level or above.  The major and the GEC must otherwise be unique. (There are a few exceptions: If a student is a double (or triple) major, ASC advising typically allows her/him to count an Issues of the Contemporary World course on the major and the GEC.  There is an issue of overlap with dual degrees, e.g. BA/BS. Both majors on the two degrees need to have completely unique hours.]
e. Clarification on sample student 4-year plan: 103.66 is listed– can students still enter with 103? Was this just one example? (see Response Document A.d.)   If this is just an example, please make sure this is not compulsory or ambiguous on advising sheets. Consider stating something like, “103.66 (or equivalent)”
f. Course Change Spanish 650 – looked good
g. Course Change Spanish 660

i. Syllabus: please fix typos; it looks like a formatting error may have occurred.
ii. Weekly outline – Please elaborate on assignment length and when student presentations will take place.
7. Revision to Portuguese Major 

a. P.5 in proposed major program includes sample proposal includes Portuguese 101 and 102.  This is not in Spanish proposal.  Assumption that Portuguese is not taught in high school.  Can the sample student study plans be made consistent between the two proposals as they will likely be considered at the same time?

b. No immersion requirement, but that makes sense based on availability.

c. No introductory course for reading strategies as in Spanish – suggestion to consider possible similar expansion if faculty expansion allows

d. Are there many double majors in Spanish and Portuguese? Please mention in proposal

e. Major seems very different from structure of Spanish major.  Is there a reason for this? If the point is that Portuguese is as meaningful as Spanish and are housed in same unit, to have different and lighter requirements seems puzzling, especially since part of rationale for increasing Spanish major is increased rigor. Is the situation similar between French and Italian?  Suggestion to add further clarification in final proposal.

Unanimously Approved

8. Classics 323 Change request – Sent Back
a. Requesting GEC Historical Study status for AU 09

i. History waiting on concurrence

ii. GEC Rationale based on old language, but looks good – Curriculum Office to send revised GEC submission guidelines
iii. GEC Course Assessment plan looks good

b. Syllabus 
i. 60% multiple choice? This seems like a lot – please provide further explanation of how this fits in with course structure.
ii. Change form indicates “early Christianity” component in description but syllabus and rationale drop this aspect. Please align form and syllabus as appropriate.
iii. Syllabus needs more elaboration on additional texts – suggestion to submit an old operational syllabus for clarification
iv. Under the statement of the GEC Historical Study student learning goals and objectives, there needs to be an explanation of how course will fulfill GEC learning goals and objectives (can likely cut and paste from rationale)

9. Classics 327 – New Course Request Approved with Contingencies in bold
a. Requesting GEC 2.C. Arts & Humanities (1) Literature status

i. GEC Rationale based on old language, but looks good – send revised GEC Submission Guidelines
ii. GEC Course Assessment plan looks good

b. Syllabus

i. P. 2 please add sub-headings, overview of grading summarizing percentages before discursive explanations to make it easier for students to understand although committee found level of detail both helpful and interesting.
ii. Idea behind content is great but seems to be a disconnect between description/title and syllabus – chronologically organized but with a 2 millennia gap, how do texts work enforce content? Recommendation to modify goals of course to reflect the syllabus, clarifying the nature of the coverage.
iii. Please list Iliad and Odyssey in main texts list.
iv. Syllabus needs explanation of how course will fulfill GEC learning goals and objectives

10.  History 520.01 – sent back
a. Waiting on concurrences from Chemistry, Earth Sci, CS, and Math

b. Needs further explanation of how assignments will be graded

c. “Part I/Part II” vs. Weekly Topical outline seems confusing, please make more robust, when are readings due?  Please incorporate assignment due dates and reading load.
d. List GEC status and student LGOs on syllabus.

e. Send 520.02 syllabus as possible example
11. History 520.02 Unanimously Approved with contingencies in bold
a. Please delete “Early” on New Course Request form title

b. Please list GEC category and student GEC Learning Goals and objectives for category on syllabus 
c. Students do not have to take both courses in the sequence

d. Waiting on concurrences from Chemistry, Earth Sci, CS, and Math

12. History 764 – Sent Back
a. Please provide description of final project and align language with final paper language
b. Please connect work with high school teachers in week 5 and tie this into weekly topical outline

c. Include boiler plate Disability Statement (send our resources web site for c. and d. below)
d. Please update link to Academic Misconduct website – url has changed

e. Please complete weekly topical outline
13. HUM COLL 550 – Seminar in Writing Center Theory and Practice – Sent Back
a. This seems like a practicum course or a number for such courses Kate to check OAA manual for different number, possibly lower
b. Given title, it seems thin on theory, although this is a 3-credit undergraduate course

c. Recommendation to remove Performance/hiring sentence as it is not relevant to course performance. (P. 1 bottom)

d. Committee formally requests feedback and comments from Rhetoric and Composition Program within English department.
e. Are there comparable courses in other HUM, or ASC colleges? How should this course best be positioned within curriculum.
14. Persian 374- Sent Back
a. Please provide further clarification of relationship between broad course title one text content of course: Course is titled “Introduction to Persian Epic,” but content is only one text.  Should title reflect the text title?  Otherwise, please broaden rationale: expand on how course will introduce students to the genre of epic in syllabus course description.  How does this text fit into idea of epic genre – tighten or clarify relationship between broad title and one specific text.
b. In Syllabus under “Student evaluation” section: please strike “four” before quizzes – can be misinterpreted as having four quizzes every other week
c. Please provide detail on format and length of papers
15. NELC 380 Unanimously Approved with contingencies – wait on concurrence before notifying of contingencies
a. Please clarify form of examinations

b. Needs new Academic Misconduct link url is incorrect
c. Request concurrence from Film Studies

