Humanities College CC
11/14/08

APPROVED Minutes
Present: Siegel, Watson, Schwenter, Roth, Proano, Shabel, Treboni, Johnson, Highley, Lee, Severtis
1. Approved the last minutes with edit:

(1) Chinese courses: Accept the current version.

(2) Proano and Johnson were not present.

2. Scheduling meetings for next quarter: Tentative meeting dates: 1/9, 1/30, 2/20.

The committee will e-mail Erin Selby if there is any conflict. Try to reserve the same meeting room.

3. GEC courses: Should Hums CC review GEC proposals?
A. Chair’s statement: The committee does not have the final decision on GEC proposals. Yet we spent time on reviewing these proposals and debating whether to review them or not every time. We should have a decision on whether we should do it or not.
B. Discussion:

a. College committee does not make the final decisions about GEC, but can weigh in before sending them to the subcommittees.

b. The decisions resides with the CCI subcommittees.

c. Currently there is no mandate on this. The Arts reviews them carefully but they are much smaller.

d. Hums CC used to review all requests. It was useful for this committee to engage in larger GEC change discussions, such as the revised GEC last year. We have also given recommendations for courses like Hebrew 345 to change from Literature to VPA and it seems helpful to the depts.

e. It is good for the committee to play an advisory role.
f. This does not seem to be the best use of our time, if the CCI does not have to listen to us. Maybe a better way to be heard is to have more representation in the CCI. 
g. Since we do not have the final say, we should leave it to subcommittees. Having them coming to the college committee before sending them to the subcommittees is just adding more red tapes in the process.

h. Could list them as informal items that will only be discussed if someone notices any problem. We can also be informed of the GEC courses and issues in the college.

i. For issues like Historical Study, it is a conversation should happen within the college.

j. If we do not think this system works, we should think about how to change the policy. 

k. Proposed: List the GEC courses on agenda but not for discussion, unless any member feels it’s necessary to discuss. The flagging should happen at least 24 hours before the meeting. It should not hold things up to move on to the next level.
Motion to approve the following decision: Highley, Roth
1. All requests involving GEC alone will still be listed on Humanities CC meeting agenda.
2. These requests will not be discussed unless someone flags 24 hours before the meeting.

Approved.

4. Ling. 800—changing the repeatable hours to 18 hours.


a. From the course content, it makes sense to be repeatable.

Approved.

5. Ling. 307


a. Discussion of the title: “Introduction of American Indigenous” seems inaccurate. It is commonly used that way by linguists. Voted to keep the current title.


b. Disability statement should change to use the standard version.
Approved.

6. Ling 595
A. Program change:


a. Modest change. Removed from the requirement of the major and made optional for non-honors students, required only for honors students.

b. Rationale: non-honors students prefer to take less research-intensive courses. Will have one more elective course in place of previously required 595. There are more required courses than some other programs. The program is well-structured. The change does not seem to affect the program.

d. This course (research course) is different from the Honors thesis. 

Approved.

B. Change the course 595 to 699—Approved.

7. Chinese major & minor

a. intro of the change: adding the reviving courses to add a less intensive option for students.
Both approved.
8. Philo 800 level courses

a. change of credit hours from 5 to 1-5 in response to Grad School policy change. Will be seen more in the future

Approved.

9. WS 385


a. Internship course provided for a cohort to work with women leaders

Approved.

10. History 343


a. Waiting for NELC concurrence. NELC has a strong interest in this course.

b. Needs a clear statement of the learning objectives and the standard GEC statements there. (All History courses are GEC except X98.)

c. Form: GEC status should be checked.

d. Syllabus: not Semester, through out the syllabus. The size of the disability statement should be 16 point.

e. Attendance policy: It’s possible to miss the first two week (syllabus p.2) without any punishment. If they add a course after the 1st Friday, they will need the instructor’s permission. Missing two weeks of class are extreme cases. It’s a standard policy in History— the department will not give permission after the 2nd Friday.

f. generally History courses do not have assessment plan.
Approved with contingency of a, b, c, d.
11. Historical Study update from CCI

a. The statement from History (Peter Hahn and Joe Lynch)


b. CCI discussion—how should CCI respond to any department’s claim over any GEC category. Two major concerns: instructors’ qualifications and whether the criteria of the GEC are sufficient to meet the department’s concern. It’s now gone back to History to consider whether the 3 criteria are sufficient. There is frustration from both other departments and History. 

c. History: Instructor’s qualifications are not the principal objection. (But it was stated in the position paper.) The change is driven by administration beyond the college. History discussed this with the CCI and with Ed Adelson, but History’s concerns were not included in the revision. It was brought up to Ed in the Senate.

d. It’s difficult to get further acknowledgement from the CCI before the calendar conversion. In the short run, not much can be done.

12. Calendar conversion update


a. The ad hoc committee just met yesterday

b. Would like to get feedback from you


c. Feedback should be heard widely from faculty before decision is made. Wider consultation is always good.

13. Honors embedded courses—Julia

a. Guidelines have been changed. Julia reviews these proposals and would like to know if the committee wants to review them as well and with what frequency.

b. The committee trusts Julia on approving these courses.

14. The Chair encouraged members to bring issues to the committee for discussion.
15. Concerns for the GEC Culture and Ideas courses, as many Hums courses are Culture and Ideas courses. Seems appropriate for the Dean to advise departments to move away from this GEC category.
