CCI Arts and Humanities Subcommittee

12/9/08

Approved Minutes

Present: Liddle, V. Williams, Hubin, Rudd, Bartman, Hallihan, Eyerly, Kay Stafford (subbing for Nancy Rudd in WI09), Anne Carey, 

Calendar set for Mondays 9-11, dates to be sent out and confirmed.

1. Valarie Williams elected to be chair for this meeting

2. Approval of 11/18 minutes, spell out SRT. Motion to approve Rudd, 2nd Hubin

Unanimously approved 

3. Discussion of GEC limiting clause (see Gloria Eyerly’s handout)

a. Background: As categories become broader to include courses from other departments within traditionally disciplinary categories, there is more ability for students to overlap courses within their own disciplines. 
b. Limiting clauses in certain areas would be problematic for various majors (English with writing, Hist study exclusion would be problematic for history majors, etc.)

c. Sociology and Poli Sci have 597 overlap in particular, although these courses are supposed to be open for students outside of discipline

d. Used to be restriction on number of hours a student can take from any one department, which has been removed. In light of this, is subcommittee satisfied with current restrictions?

e. Neither of the additional breadth courses can come from major (10 hours) which helps to work against overlap.

f. Why is there not a parallel restriction in the Nat Sci Breadth category? In the Natural Sciences many majors must take many courses as pre-requisites and if students were not allowed to count this coursework (20 + hours) it would add 7-8 courses to a students requirements. This is different from the other breadth areas, in which there are fewer or no pre-reqs.

g. In Historical Study overlap can be in the area of the major. This ability to overlap without hidden pre-reqs (such as the sciences) is not available for other students. Would the committee like to suggest a restriction for History majors? Is this fair to other students? Could the clause from A&H be applied to Historical Study? While restriction clause applied to old Breadth category it did not apply to History category because of the old sequence requirement, which was dropped in the GEC-R.
h. Do we want to make History students take additional history courses? Is there a benefit to this? 
i. Would a better way be to become less restrictive and less specific so that units are less prone to try to fit into a category where it may not be best suited?

j. Suggestion to flag this issue for future CCI semester discussions.

4. Econ 500

a. Applying for Cultures and Ideas and Historical Study (withdrew application for 3rd writing and Literature)

b. An Economic history class can be very historical in nature

c. Syllabus objectives: “Expose students to …” Not specifically the GEC objectives for the students but further down it mentions the role, function and performance of Economic system and how that informs the present.
d. Suggestion to pull out specific objectives from descriptive text and the rationale as bullets so students can see objectives more transparently.
e. Students must submit argumentative writing papers

f. Are “thinkers” primary sources? Yes.

g. Concurrence from history? 

h. For papers, much discussion of layout, include more criteria and focal areas to better see how course could fit into Historical Study.

i. Approving this course as proposed would constitute a precedent for allowing a course in HS and Cultures and Ideas. A similar situation exists in HoA 201-202. It is in VPA and HS, but these have been finely honed over years.

j. Is rationale stronger for one category or another? Some feel it can fit squarely and in both. Others feel the opposite.

i. There is a very strong historical element to course, whereas linkages to culture aspect of cultures and ideas is less apparent

ii. History of economic thought seems a course ripe for inclusion in both due to its centrality to political dealings. 

iii. History justification looks strong with reference to submission guidelines.

k. Syllabus p.2 – does making an “effort to provide the appropriate background” qualify for HS? “Students will be able to…”
l. Suggestion to focus on one category. Seems too diffuse for any particular category in order to create a formation of thought to drill down into ways of knowing world? 
m. Include boiler plate statements for GEC Expected Learning Outcomes and a statement to explain how they will be satisfied, then send to History for concurrence.
n. Suggestion to expand assessment in student survey beyond y/n (perhaps a 3 to 5 point scale for richer feedback)

o. Include due dates for papers on syllabus

p. Philosophy concurs with this course as Cultures and Ideas
Motion to send to History for concurrence after changes in bold are made, then committee will consider in light of their response.
Motion to approve as Cultures and Ideas Hubin, 2nd Liddle

Unanimously approved for Cultures and Ideas status
5. Classics 323

a. Newly received response from History department

b. Please insert boiler plate GEC ELOs and response in syllabus

c. Not Arts and Humanities Historical Studies Category

d. HS must have substantial reading and writing component
i. this is not evident in syllabus, please elaborate on specific reading assignments and length, perhaps developing additional readings after a stated core is established.

ii. Multiple choice seems to outbalance writing component

iii. No final paper – 40 quiz-type questions, not essays and is only 10% of grade; department cannot grant a TA to help with grading. Options include teach class as is without GEC or reduce size of class, petition department for extra help if the course is approved for GEC status.
iv. Other essay exams comprise some writing

v. Does course need to have revisions built in? No, but that would be fine if it did.
vi. Does Powerpoint constitute a visual component? Suggestions for other methods for visual component?
e. Criteria for grades are incorporated in quiz descriptions but not essays.  Could a grading rubric or descriptions of what constitutes an A,B,C,D,E?

f. Incorporate comments from History 

Motion to send back: Williams, 2nd Hubin

Unanimously Voted to send back

6. AAAS 571
a. Send to concurrence to Theatre, copy Anthony Hill and Alan Woods

b. Grading rubric needed? Assignment descriptions do lay out what is required in individual assignments and thus tells students how to succeed. No extra rubric needed.

c. Please insert boiler-plate for both categories on syllabus, how it fulfills each, then individual course objectives.
Motion to approve with contingencies bolded above Hubin, 2nd Eyerly
Unanimously Approved

Send e-mail for e-vote on Chinese proposals due on the 15th.

Adjourned 5:08
