CCI Arts and Humanities Subcommittee

1/5/09
Approved Minutes

Present: B. Miller, V. Williams, Bartman, Hallihan, Stafford (alternate for Nancy Rudd in WI09), Carey

1. Approval of Minutes Move to approve Williams, 2nd Carey   Unanimously Approved (one typo corrected)
2. CS 270 - Moving from GEC Cultures and Ideas to Literature subcategory
a. Committee feels that course seems better suited to a Cultures and Ideas GEC course rather than GEC Literature. One reason for course shifts could be enrollment-based.

b. How much does subcommittee leave up to the discretion of department to decide which category a course fulfills?  The subcommittee has the authority to decide but such a decision may be brought to full CCI for a broader perspective and collective decision.

c. Subcommittee has observed many units are trying to shift and/or retro-fit courses into other GEC categories. Some examples (may be pending approval) include but are not limited to:

i. C&I into VPA or Lit – CS, AAAS 
ii. Social Sci into Historical Study, C&I – Econ

iii. C&I into Historical Study – Classics, HoA 
iv. Should CCI consider an opening up of certain groupings as categories become more diffuse/inclusive?  Would the A&H subcommittee like to ask CCI if A&H category choice of 10 credit hours can be broadened to include not only VPA and Lit but also C&I?  How would this affect “Additional Breadth”? Subcommittee would like to postpone the creation of a motion in order to discuss this issue further with absent committee members and Curricular Deans next week before making a further motion. [see supplement to minutes below]
d. Why isn’t it Literature? The course would be better suited to GEC Literature category if it were to shift the focus to using religious texts as a lens through which to study literature. Syllabus, for example, could have focus question such as:  What does it mean to study Literature through the lens of religion/religious texts versus what does it mean to study religion academically?
e. GEC expected learning outcomes and how those will be addressed in course are not in proposed syllabus

f. Assessment plan seemed under-specified (see CS 336 revised assessment plan for a model and specific suggestions from VW’s letter to CS 336 follow-up as a starting point for tailoring an assessment plan to this particular course)

Motion to send back and request 3 proposed changes (d.-f.)and 1 suggestion that proposers wait for broader guidance from CCI on the categorical issue.  Carey, 2nd Williams
Unanimously voted to send back with provisions stated above.

3. Linguistics 307 – GEC western, non-u.s.

a. Suggestion to incorporate any relevant aspects based on newly accepted guidelines for Diversity categories from 12/5/08 CCI meeting.

b. Include GEC student learning outcomes boiler-plate language for both categories (see Curricular and Assessment Ops Manual p 34, 39) and state how course will address these goals (suggestion to place underneath listing of GEC categories)

c. Include credit hours on syllabus

d. Assessment Plan: tie course outcomes to GEC learning outcomes either through listing these specifically or tying them to specific goals of the GEC through reference (i.e. see GEC ELO 2.b.)
i. How will you use data to improve course? 2 sentence answer under #2 of Assessment plan
e. Committee feels that course meets western, non-u.s. issues

f. Send proposers new guidelines for Diversity 
Motion to Approve with Contingencies bolded above. Motion Williams, 2nd Carey

Unanimously Approved with Contingencies
4. FS 367s – Second Writing Course 

a. Several drafts and feedback on drafts are incorporated into course

b. For both sections: B.1. on course form – where does this fit into stated curricular plan, before or after FS 680? Where does it fit with Theatre 636 being pre-req for FS 680
c. Looks like a good Second Writing Course

d. For both sections: Asmt plan needs expansion – 

i. address how course will be assessed over time and 

ii. what will be done with assessment data to improve the course (i.e. how will data be fed back into course improvement)

iii. Give assessment examples HoA, CS 336, plus any other relevant plans

Motion to Approve both courses with contingencies 367.01: Williams, 2nd Stafford; 367.02: Carey, 2nd Bartman

Both courses unanimously approved with contingencies bolded above
5. CS 336 – returning
a. Requested survey submitted

b. Specified in bold on Rationale that dept will maintain instructor assessment and other comments on file (p.2)

c. Requested changes in items D-G of Valarie Williams’ follow up letter not addressed; please submit revised syllabus with these points

d. Thanks to proposers for revised asmt plan, which will be used as model reference for other proposers

e. Wait for further CCI discussion of GEC category shifting as explained in item 2 above.

Vote suspended pending further information. Comments to be forwarded to curricular contact.
6. CS 275 – requesting to change GEC status from C&I to VPA

a. Please submit a new proposed syllabus that focuses on VPA (see syllabus Template) – current proposal only has syllabi from 2005 and 2006 which are both from C&I context. Some confusion as to whether syllabi submitted were already written within VPA context, or is there a wish to focus on one of the submitted syllabi? 
i. The Armstrong syllabus is focused on visual culture (as stated in title) 
ii. The Tapia syllabus does not mention the art to which students are responding. 
iii. If course has been significantly revised conceptually, is there a new proposed syllabus?

b. VPA status questions: What are students “looking” at? There are readings that seemed to be focused on visual culture rather than the viewing of actual works of art. Where is the practice of viewing and responding to works of art rather than cultural responses to works of art?
c. Subcommittee requests another reminder to HoA for concurrence (originally notified on 10/3 and 11/5)(Williams to follow up)

d. Add GEC Expected Learning outcome boilerplate language – See Ops Manual  (Syllabus seems to relate coursework to GEC expected learning outcomes, but actual GEC expected learning outcomes are missing.)

e. Add credit hours to syllabus

f. Where is aesthetic response and judgment with reference to final paper assignment?

i. How do students learn to know what they are looking at via the in-class written assignments? Please expand on written assignment descriptions, possibly using language from rationale so students can get an accurate understanding of what they are doing and why. What are methods? How do students, for example, learn to become active viewers who can judge and respond aesthetically to works of art in terms of GEC expected learning outcomes?
g. Please use CS 336 as a model for your consideration from which to tailor an assessment plan relevant to your course (provide this document to contact in follow up email)
h. Suggest that department may wish to wait until discussion point 2 above is resolved before resubmitting.
Consideration of CS 275 postponed. Chair to provide curricular contact with above comments.
Is there data that documents enrollments affecting the GEC (Andrew Kalamas.3, Arts enrollment/revenue tech person; copy Val ask about Erica) Could be timing or perception issue, budget may not matter. Kate check ULAC-GEC enrollment data (data distributed below).
Adjourn 11:00

Supplement to 1/5/09 minutes 

On 1/12/09 the subcommittee convened a special meeting to discuss the prospect of the impact of the revised GEC requirements on curricular matters and enrollments within the 2.Breadth category, specifically the B. Arts and Humanities subcategory and the (3)Cultures and Ideas section therein.

In attendance were: Liddle, Williams, Carey, Bartman, Eyerly, Stafford, Hubin, Hallihan

Various data were discussed as well as the subcommittees experiences in vetting courses for GEC status.

Based on the minutes from 1/5 and notes from Monday, 1/12, the CCI Subcommittee on Arts and Humanities unanimously voted on 1/12/09 make the following recommendation to be considered by the full CCI: 
Within the GEC-R category of  2.Breadth; C. Arts and Humanities, that the current requirement, 
“Select 10 credit hours from the following lists, with at least five credit hours from the literature section and five credit hours from the visual/performing arts section. A maximum of five hours is permitted from the area of the major, but these hours may not be counted on the major.”
Be changed to 
“Select 10 credit hours from any two of the three sections: (1) literature; (2) visual/performing arts; (3) Cultures and Ideas. A maximum of five hours is permitted from the area of the major, but these hours may not be counted on the major.”
Let the minutes reflect that this motion was brought forth by Valarie Williams and seconded by Don Hubin.
