HUM College Committee 

Approved Minutes

Meeting Date: 01/23/2009, 1-3 pm




226 University Hall

ATTENDEES: Siegel, Watson, Highley, Adeeko, Schwenter, Proano, Roth, Shabel, Treboni, Severtis

AGENDA

1. Approval of 11-14-08 minutes (attached below) 

· Some typos corrected
Motion to approve upon changes made above: unanimously approved
2. Russian major revision (proposal only - attached below with explanation) (returning) 
· Expecting 2 new courses for the review at the next meeting—will see if they fit into the major
· Our focus for this revision: did the department meet the requirements of last quarter’s committee
· Committee agrees the revision makes sense and looks good

i. The department should be commended for including footnotes and addressed each point explicitly

· The major is 75 hours total because 101-104 plus 1 more prerequisite; 50 hrs plus an extra 25 which appears standard across language departments (as 101-104 do not count towards major); some students could come in with credit already to shorten time to matriculation

· 1 typo: Appendix 1- rt column; Slavic 583 should be Slavic 584

· P.11 & 13- “Russian Russian” typos
MOTION to approve major revision CONTINGENT upon approving the 2 additional classes- cannot go onto next committee until this is done- unanimous
3. Persian 374 (returning) 
· satisfied contingencies

· will be helpful to students to see why the main book is required
· as a GEC course, some things are required on syllabi- a grading scale, attendance policy, exam dates listed in course weeks

MOTION TO approve with RECOMMENDATIONS: unanimous

4. Hebrew 345 (returning) 

· Advised to change GEC from Lit to VPA which they did; Now the course fits with VPA

· Interesting point: class participation and willingness to learn (seems less objective than just class participation); 25% much for participation

· 5 pg essay given as much weight as final paper  presentation (5 pg vs 10 pg)

MOTION to approve with ADVICE and SUGGESTION: unanimous
5. Eng 398 (returning) 
· Change of title 
· Alwes Syllabus- no websites for policies, wording for policies near end of syllabus are not accepted wordings, no acad misconduct statement; List options for book; Attendance policy fuzzy

· Kay Halasek’s syllabus is valid with a course title change- this can be examined and recommend they attach this syllabus with course change form

· disability statement is not right

· In rationale for title change, the title is spelled wrong

· With Halasek syllabus attaches to latest name change rationale, it can be sent forward
MOTION to approve with Kay Halasek syllabus as attached to course change with changes above- unanimous (Chris Highley will remind branch campuses of syllabus requirements)
6. Italian 110 – New course request, GEC status, intensive course (rec’d 12/2) 

7. Italian 111 – same as above 

· Wonderful detailed syllabus and picture

· GEC goals and objectives well-stated

· Grad students could not take this-- Portuguese has 501 & 502; Spanish has no similar course; for grad students in Sp or Port this course would be perfect and could fulfill their language requirement if they took this; are there funding issues with Italian?
· J Watson to submit inquiry to Janice and Diane—have they thought about this option as to what is most advantageous to their program?
MOTION TO APPROVE- recommendation to renumber: will this harm Fr & It? Will it be available to graduate students in other depts.? - unanimous
8. English 597 --> 597.01 change request and 597.02 New course request (rec’d 12/2)
· Number changes for 597(597.01
· Syllabus will have to be reviewed by A&H subcommittee since it is a GEC; but it could be triaged

MOTION TO APPROVE- unanimous; ADVISE that .01 will have to be updated with current GEC language; no course description, grading scale, etc.
· English 597.02

· Syllabus- 
· Grading scale

· Explanation of papers

· What will the take-home exam questions be addressing (in general)
· Project idea & take home exams: no mention of when they are assigned

· Will this attendance policy be OK for GEC courses? (J Watson to have conversation with this proposer)

· Group oral presentations- explicate that earlier- is that the group presentation mentioned in requirements?
· Assessment plan – must be explained further, a bit vague- will send them model assessment plan

SENT BACK
9. Grad Course Package (Includes Eng 904, 980, 982, 997; CL 800;  HIS 850; Chinese 879, 889; Japanese 877, 879, 887; French 903, 990) 

· Lowering of credit hrs for graduate students across the Humanities
· Classics 800- adapting to teaching realities; and changing to S/U from a letter grade- does not have regular tests- no syllabus attached
· Giving credit for research, which does not produce a paper that can be evaluated but what must be done to get an S versus a U
· Rationale- can address why there is no syllabus; if they are intending to change the credit hr change?
CLASSICS 800- SENT BACK

MOTION TO APPROVE all but Classics 800- unanimous
10. Discussion of revision to GEC requirements in Arts and Hums category (see recommendation attached below)

· Background: discussed in A&H subcom in Fall 2008; recommendation at CCI last Friday; since GEC revisions from 15 to 10 credits, Cultures & Ideas enrollment has decreased; tables produced by Coll of Humanities show enrollment for 2 categories by department (not VPA)
· Principal concern: shift to C&I will reduce Lit enrollment, and what are the effects on Lit-heavy Departments (more enrollment in Lit courses over 2 yrs than C&I- AAAS, Classics, English, German, Slavic) C&I- Arabic, Linguistics, Philosophy (twice as much than in Lit)
· Why the flood to 1 category? General Educ in ASC and notion should 1 literature course in an entire curriculum be a foundational requirement? A student could go through an entire college career without a Literature course (Wisc requires 2 lit courses, Minn 1 lit course).  Require 2 History courses (as a fundamental requirement in GEC).
· For 2008, there were 12,620 enrolled in Lit courses (5, 276 more than C&I courses); 2008-09 (Su & Aut) 2, 408 more in Lit than in C&I
· Impacts on departments: Linguistics- rationale from C&I courses to Lit; Med & Rens Stds, Philoso & Japanese could rethink
· Seeking advice from committee not necessarily a binding vote for CCI- pros and cons for this College

· C&I side- several departments show a decline in this category since revision; with semester conversion there will be a retranslation in the GEC

· History- planning on redesigning courses with conversion on the horizon

· Centrality of lit vs VPA is college or dept based; C&I is enrollment question; what makes for the best GEC and how do we help the depts hit enrollment wise?

· Literature- model curriculum- from 1988, p.57 of Ops Manual- maybe a new idea is 1 from each category and 5 extra, which was once rejected. 
· Current motion is least likely to devastate any area versus the current policy; if so we should support the motion; if the motion doesn’t pass then the current requirements will force re- review of courses in these categories now

· Spanish has a good balance across the categories; don’t see any problems with this change
· English- sees their courses as predominantly Lit courses versus other depts.

· Philosophy- C&I enrollment has gone down but there were fewer courses offered Autumn to Autumn; is that attributable to the GEC issues?
· These numbers don’t reflect number of courses offered

· C&I to Lit course change proposers must have some perception that this will help them via data

· Originated in A&H Subcommittee- Valarie Williams & Don Hubin
· We should hear from the depts lit-heavy (English)

· Articulating a set of principles involved in conversion; GEC overall structure would not change; but it seems inevitable that the GEC will change at some point

· C&I is a catch-all category, and literature is so much about cultures and ideas; Philosophy teaches critical thinking, and that is an important component of college that should be in the GEC

· Combine Lit & C&I categories into 1; model curriculum does not see them that way
· Spanish and Port major revisions, the distinction between Lit & C&I is irrelevant

· If a course meets the requirements of the GEC, a course should be able to count as either C&I or Lit; current arrangement requires 1 VPA and 1 Lit

· Literature courses are central to the idea of General Education Curriculum for reading, writing and critical thinking skills

· ASC restructuring might affect the debate long-term; budgeting is enrollment-based so if enrollment decreases in C&I then dept funding will decrease

· Are there ways to be proactive to reduce any sort of flood away from the College of Humanities?
· CCI discussed Insight Areas but has been tabled until semester conversion

