Humanities College Curriculum Committee

Friday, October 31, 2008

1- 3 p.m.
226 University Hall

DRAFT AGENDA 

Present: Proano, Highley, Schwenter, Shabel, Johnson, Treboni, Adeeko, Hallihan, Roth, Severtis, Watson. Guests: R. Smith, Cormier
Send CS 270 feedback to HUM CCC as FYI and move CS270 to subcommittee
1. Discussion with Randy Smith (ECA/ concurrences)

a. OAA processes ~1500 course forms per year, most of which come from professional colleges

b. OAA has made efforts to streamline course approvals, most of which pass through OAA in 2-3 days

c. Discussion of electronic approval have been going on for years and now whole university is moving, initiated and sponsored by OAA, which who has been working intensely with the Registrar’s office to implement this system

d. Issues of concern for ECA (Randy to bring back to Registrar/ECA people):

i. System is Mac-unfriendly. What will the many Mac users do? Using “Parallels” is one option but takes up much space on hard drives and runs slowly. 
ii. How are people with multiple appointments and approval levels across units (and colleges) accommodated in system?

iii. How will permission levels accommodate the frequent turnover of committee chairs?
iv. Course Change Forms: Layout, print outs show only new side and it is difficult to discern what the new information is on the right side of the form.  
v. Layout: readability – printouts are long, have much white space, and small type.

vi. It could be helpful to determine key elements important to reviewers and try to design screens with those audiences in mind. Would different views for different committees (to be designed by each committee) be possible? Example: Move PURPOSE/RATIONALE expandable box towards top
vii. To what extent is a proposal linked to other proposals (i.e. to track linkages between x94 courses and future offerings)

e. Concurrence: letting others know what is coming forward in the curriculum is a key part of the curricular process. If it is not taken care of early in the process, the objection process becomes more problematic.
i. Out of 1500 courses, 5-10 reach Circulating Form before objections are heard, and only one course has come to CAA for adjudication. The earlier such issues can be sorted out, the better.

ii. Individual units need to approach appropriate units to solicit concurrence

iii. The College Curriculum Committee and curricular deans also need to identify possible further units for consultation 
iv. During budget model restructuring in 2003, the senate asked CAA to monitor course development “poaching” and credit hour increase

f. Comment Period in ECA
i. Contacts are notified via weekly digest form (email) of all courses that have been sent to OAA. (concern with college-specific grouping if large number of courses)
ii. If a unit has an issue with something in the digest, notification to OAA (Briggs Cormier - cormier.5@osu.edu) can stop a course from being approved pending a response/discussion within a reasonable timeframe. That timeframe is TBA. 
g. Request from Randy for CCCs to give feedback on ideas for bulk processing of curricular changes (e.g. graduate course level reductions)
2. Approval of 10-3-08 minutes (draft minutes attached at bottom of screen) Unanimously Approved
3. Items for Discussion 
a. Honors Embedded Related Issues (see most recent HE approval document in agenda site dated 10-22-08) Would like general discussion regarding Hum CCC consultation on approval and position of departments of HE courses at Columbus and regional campuses. Discussion postponed until next meeting.
i. Comment: is a positive development, endorses HE courses
b. Historical Study Discussion (embedded in Classics 323 discussion below) Handout of History Dept. position paper distributed for consideration by HUM CCC. Suggestion to consider what Humanities defines as history and those qualified to teach it. 

c. A substantive discussion is needed on the impact of the changes in the GEC on enrollments within Humanities and HS categories such as Cultures and Ideas 
d. Is there interest in developing a position statement from the HUM CCC on their decision to weigh (or not weigh) in on all GEC-related requests? 

e. Is it an option to say that the committee selectively attaches our support of this course for GEC course (or not)?

f. If we identify 2-3 criteria important to Humanities to weigh in on re: GEC requests and committee can respond to courses as needed? Should those go up to next level or back to proposer

g. Proposal to discuss the HUM CCC in relation to the GEC – what do we want our role to be and practical ways to carve out time for that role (i.e. Does it have impact further along? What can we do to make it worth our time?)
4. French 402 (returning) Unanimously Approved
a. Committee in favor of approval including name change
b. Send reminder to French for course change form for name change of French 403

5. Classics 323 (returning)
a. Course change sent back last spring, applying for Historical Study GEC status
b. Approving GEC status is not role of College Curriculum Committee, although the CCC may consider GEC aspects and provide feedback
c. Overview of discussion in Arts and Humanities CCI Subcommittee re: Historical Study position paper with Joe Lynch and Peter Hahn as it relates to CL 324 (currently in A&H subcommittee). Subcommittee rejected CL 324 Historical Study status
d. History has reservations concerning CL 323 (awaiting formal response)
e. Suggestion to discuss further the HUM CCC’s role in the vetting of HS courses (reference to Ops Manual section for GEC category submission)

f. Committee approves of non-GEC related changes, which does not imply a position for/against the GEC submission
6. Chinese 600s (creating .51 individualized instruction tracks -   610.01, 610.51, 611.01, 611.51, 612.01, 612.51)
a. Proposal to change 18-char title
b. Was there also a need to state rationale beyond what was in “Purpose” box, or was the rationale understood and accepted by committee?
Motion to approve as a group: Highley, 2nd Roth

Unanimously Approved
7. Eng 398 (title change) Sent Back
a. Make transcript title and title in syllabus consistent with name change
b. Update academic misconduct and disability statements
c. Change effective quarter
d. Course restricted to Eng. Majors because of high demand
e. Please provide expanded rationale for request
8. Slavic H584 Unanimously Approved Contingent upon concurrence from Comp Studies
a. Suggestion to expand description of writing assignments in syllabus
b. Committee thought content was interesting, noted that a significant amount ranged beyond Slavic lits.
c. Send concurrence to Comp. Studies
9. English 689 Unanimously Approved
a. Is there a clear statement of course objectives? If internships are unpaid students may need course credit for other reasons.
b. Are evaluation criteria appropriate? Mix of both workplace and writing experiences.
10. History 514.02 Unanimously Approved
a. Change in title is appropriate
11. AAAS 515 (cross-listed with IS 515 (approved)  Sent Back
a. List both departments on syllabus

b. Please provide course attendance policy

c. Please provide updated disability statement

d. Look for updated syllabus with above revisions (has cleared Interdisc. Subcomm. of CCI)
e. Topic listings for late October and early November dates: are there readings? Please specify if readings are distributed over multiple class periods within modules. If there are no readings for that day, please specify what will occur in courses that day (i.e. lecture)

f. Uniformity in breakdown (Week 1, class 1) of topics and due dates for readings.
g. Consider expanding learning objectives for course

h. Recommend use of syllabus Template
12. Ling 800 Unanimously Approved
13. Ling 685 Unanimously Approved
