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April 6, 2009
Chris Highley, Chair
Committee on Curriculum and Instruction
Arts and Sciences
Ohio State University

Dear Chris,
I’m writing to raise a concern about the statement of the GEC Expected Learning Outcomes in the general category of Arts and Humanities (hereafter, ‘the abbreviated statement’).  As you know, these are identified as:

Students evaluate significant writing and works of art.  Such studies develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; interpretation and evaluation; critical listening, reading, seeing, thinking, and writing; and experiencing the arts and reflecting on that experience. 

1.
Students develop abilities to be informed observers or active participants in the visual, spatial, performing, spoken, or literary arts. 

2.
Students describe and interpret creative work, and/or movements in the arts and literature.
3.
Students explain how works of art and writings explore the human condition. 

(Arts and Sciences Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual, 2008-09, p. 25.)
This statement of the expected learning objectives does not accurately reflect the goals and objectives of the Arts and Sciences component of the GEC as delineated in the 1988 ASC Model Curriculum.  The above statement of the expected learning outcomes is very highly focused on literary and artistic education to the (almost complete) exclusion of other aspects of the arts and humanities—aspects that are clearly and centrally noted in the ASC Model Curriculum.
The first learning objective identified in the Model Curriculum for the Arts and Humanities area is:
1. To have direct contact with major forms of human thought and expression as distinctive and as interrelated cultural phenomena, and to nurture informed responsiveness to them and heightened participation in them.

Of course, the major forms of human thought and expression include artistic and literary works and, furthermore, major forms of human thought and expression are explored by literary and artistic works.  But major forms of human thought are also developed, explored, analyzed, evaluated, and criticized directly through philosophical reflection and analysis.  The place of humans in the natural world is one of the most basic issues of humanistic inquiry.  There is no doubt that this question is a major topic of artistic and literary works.  But humanistic study of this question is not limited to explorations through literary and artistic works.  Similarly, the capacity of humans to know about the world is a central humanistic question.  And this, too, is explored in artistic and literary works.  But, again, humanistic explorations of this question are not limited to such domains.  These issues are also explored philosophically through the process of reflection and analytical reasoning.
The Model Curriculum also includes as a learning objective the following:

3. To develop a capacity to comprehend and evaluate critically the personal and social values of one’s own world as compared with those of other communities in time and space.

There is no mention of the exploration of personal and social values in the abbreviated statement of the GEC Expected Learning Outcomes.  But, again, it must be pointed out that, while personal and social values are certainly explored in literary and artistic works, they are also explored explicitly and directly through philosophical analysis, criticism, and evaluation.
Finally, the Model Curriculum lists as an learning objective:
6. To contribute to a student’s understanding of the foundations of human beliefs, the nature of reality, and the norms which guide human behavior.

This objective, which seems absolutely central to humanistic endeavors, is completely absent from the abbreviated statement.

The leading paragraph of the abbreviated statement follows quite closely the Model Curriculum’s statement of the “overall goal” of the Arts and Humanities component of the GEC.  However, the abbreviated statement goes on to enumerate three more specific learning objectives.  (It is unclear whether these are to be understood as expanding beyond the areas demarcated in the leading paragraph, as exhausting them with more specificity, or as highlighting a sample from the more general area.  And, if the last, there is no indication of the basis upon which this sample was selected.)
I understand that in formulating the abbreviated statement, the CCI was trying to avoid listing all of the learning objectives in the Model Curriculum.  However, in the process of constructing the statement of learning objectives in the abbreviated statement, it distorted the emphasis of the Model Curriculum.  It did this by selecting just one of the “General Learning Objectives” listed in the Model Curriculum (#8) and presenting it, in a slightly modified format, as the first enumerated learning objective in the abbreviated statement.  The other two enumerated expected learning objectives of the abbreviated statement are less closely tied to any specific language in the Model Curriculum.
The inclusion of the three enumerated learning objectives, and the exclusion of the other seven “General Learning Objectives” in the Model Curriculum, has a distorting effect on the goals and objectives of the GEC.

I’m writing to request that the CCI revisit the issue of the statement of learning objectives for the Arts and Humanities category of the GEC to better reflect the goals and objectives of that category as articulated in the Model Curriculum.  One approach that is worth considering is to simply remove the enumerated learning objectives from the general category of Arts and Humanities, relying only on the leading paragraph, which follows the Model Curriculum closely, and have the specific learning objectives of the three subcategories (Literature, Visual and Performing Arts, and Cultures and Ideas) provide the desired specificity for each of these subcategories.

Let me close with two points.  First, as a current member of CCI who does not feel particularly underworked, I do not make this request lightly.  In a very literal sense, “I (will) feel your pain.”  Second, there is, so far as I can see, absolutely no reason to “kick the can down the road” on this one—postponing addressing it until we undertake semester conversion.  Unless we understand that such conversion will amount to scrapping our GEC Model completely, and so long as we are committed to a “learning by objectives” model, there will be the same need to properly identify the learning objectives for the Arts and Humanities category of the GEC.
Sincerely, 

Donald C. Hubin, Professor & Chair
Department of Philosophy

email:  hubin.1@osu.edu
cc:
John Roberts, Interim Dean, Arts & Humanities


Joan Leitzel, Interim Executive Dean, Arts & Sciences


Kathleen Hallihan, Director, ASC Curriculum and Assessment Office

Valerie Williams, Associate Dean and Honors Director, College of the Arts


Julia Watson, Associate Dean for Curriculum and Administration, College of Humanities
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