CCI Arts and Humanities Subcommittee
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, June 2, 2009






  3:30 PM- 5:00 PM

University Hall Museum

ATTENDEES: Miller, Williams, Hubin, Carey, Rudd, Eyerly, Bartman, Severtis

AGENDA:

1. Approve minutes from 5/12/09

· Williams, Hubin- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
2. Portuguese 331 (seeking A/H: Cultures/Ideas & Diversity: Intl Non-Western/Global GEC statuses)

· This is a well- put together, thorough, & model syllabus with a very interesting topic.
· Suggestion- please place “Taught in English” in course bulletin description, for the benefit of students
· Reading assignments vary from 40-600 pgs each week.  5th week- reading assignment seems lengthy, but perhaps they are easier reads.
· Grammar- GEC Assessment plan- p.2, 2nd bullet point– “aimed at” initiating
· Hubin, Williams- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
3. Portuguese 597.01 (seeking Diversity: Intl Non-Western/Global GEC status)

· 10% grade for group project- how long is the presentation? 
a. Flesh out what some potential topics could be: choose one topic such as X, Y or Z

· Are they addressing international issues for their group project?  Based on the readings it appears so.  Be specific, so that students can understand what is expected of them.  Do any assignments address the International Issues?  Or is it just on a contemporary issue and not of a global concern?  Please provide examples
· Assessment plan focuses on Capstone learning outcomes, none on Diversity.  Please include an assessment plan for this category, and include the learning outcomes on the syllabus.  
· Weekly topics include only readings; please include a topical outline
a. It has a nice range of readings.  
· Copy and paste new learning outcome(s) for Intl Diversity

· Midterm essays are due at the end of class periods via email—could cause absences for students who stay home during the beginning of class
· Participation is 20% of grade- the only criteria is based on “appropriate and proactive contributions”.  Concern that this is vague, and grade disputes with students could be in question, with little faculty recourse (i.e., defining appropriate and proactive, defending the grade given).  

· Please use the 597.02 syllabus as a guide for some of the above issues, which the Subcommittee thought was done quite well.

· Hubin, Williams- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED WITH CONTINGENCIES in bold above
4. Portuguese 597.02 (seeking Diversity: Intl Non-Western/Global GEC status)

· Much more extensive group project work, GEC goals and objectives, more specific participation statement
· Much like a model syllabus- please use this as a template to improve 597.01
· Hubin, Williams- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED 

5. Philosophy 280 (seeking Historical Study GEC status)

· The History concurrence is based on the latest Philo 280 syllabus.  Suggestion: please take a look at the History concurrence as friendly suggestions on how to improve the course
· Rationale is solid; topic seems like it will attract a strong student base.  
· Classics need not be notified via concurrence because of the time frame this course covers (this course is much more modern than what Classics is concerned about)
· Eyerly, Rudd- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
6. Portuguese Minor Revision

· They are keeping this Minor aligned with the Major, and with the Spanish minor that was previously approved.  The change is small, no change to credit hours.  
· They count this as 20 hours, but with prereqs and placing out of 101-104 the minor could be as high as 40-50 credits.  
a. Coursework in minors in Foreign Languages in general do not “count” until you start 104.  This demonstrates proficiency as indicated on their Advising Sheet

· 100-levels cannot count on Majors as well

· Portuguese 501-502 are for Spanish-speakers, a compressed version of 101-104
· This minor creates more flexibility for students to obtain the minor, and with these not being large enrollment classes students can get into these courses regularly; makes for a more diverse student body as well.
· Another fine presentation for the Spanish/Portuguese Dept
· Hubin, Eyerly- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
7. Women's Studies/History H322 (seeking Historical Study GEC status)

· Already approved by Honors 
· Well-written rationale and goal structure. Clever assignments.
· Students will understand the im/migration wording once they are immersed in the context of the class

· Did they separate the GEC and major requirements?  Yes, p.3- 1 sentence for each.  
· Students using this as a major requirement cannot use this as a Historical Study requirement.  Please be more explicit.  Suggest using the GEC sheet language. C&AO will send example wording to B Miller for follow-up.
· Honors embedded course; 3 faculty members are teaching this (p.13).  However this committee is just approving the Honors version, not the embedded portion.  
a. There is a difference in level of reading, but not extra time with faculty

b. Must construct a historical narrative from the perspective of an indigenous person
· Field trip to the Earth Works

· Must submit a non-Honors version of the course, and then create an honors embedded course syllabus (could be the current honors syllabus) to teach an honors embedded course.  Please remove language regarding Honors embedded (pp. 13-14 primarily)
a. Are there many Newark honors students?  If not, the Honors course alone will not have much enrollment.  That is why the honors embedded section is important
· Surprised that History approves this as a Historical Study course based on their own criticisms regarding Historical context.  How does this satisfy criteria previously sought in Historical Study: strong on historical context & moving linearly through History?  Most important is the inconsistent application of the standard.  However this does meet the Subcommittee’s definition of a Historical Study course.  Future non-concurrences from History might be met with more stringent appraisal of their own standards for this category.
· Hubin, Eyerly- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED WITH CONTINGENCIES in bold above
8. Political Science 532 (seeking Diversity: Intl Western non-US GEC status)

· Syllabus readings- under Topic 2 (p.3)- Article 1 and 2 or 3 or 4 etc…. With no parentheses to associate these, which ones need to be read?  Please be more clear and explicit with regards to all of the readings, as students will be confused as to their assignments.  Suggestion: state the required readings and then “choose from among the following…”  Topic 7- are all readings required?  Are they all “ands” or “ors”?  
· No weekly schedule.  This is a topical outline and that is fine; but roughly where is the mid-term?  Ambiguous for students seeking workload
· When are assignments due?  Midterm after 5th week. 
· When are the “other readings” due?
· Paper assignment (40% of grade)- what analytical theme is the focus?  Provide some possible ideas or topics so students have some understanding 
· Learning outcomes are simply stated at the end of the syllabus.  Should be more upfront to alert students as to what they should glean from the course
· GEC rationale- how do students become educated & productive citizens?  In other words, is the rationale clear for International Issues?  Please include the most recent learning outcomes for this category in the syllabus.  C&AO to send most recent version to the Dept and A&H CCI Subcommittee.  Suggestion: bullet point these so they do not get confused by students
· Williams, Hubin- UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED WITH CONTINGENCIES in bold above

9. Political Science 541 (seeking Diversity: Intl Non-Western/Global GEC status)

· Much more thorough than 532.  Weekly readings are well-defined.
· GEC rationale- how do students become educated & productive citizens?  In other words, is the rationale clear for International Issues?  Please include the most recent learning outcomes for this category in the syllabus.  C&AO to send most recent version to the Dept and A&H CCI Subcommittee.  Suggestion: bullet point these so they do not get confused by students

· Autumn 2006 syllabus sent in 2008.  Has the course not changed in that span?  Politics of developing world.  It is assumed things have changed in the past 4 years.
· Assessment plan- student performance evaluated on combination of classroom discussion… but participation is not part of their grade, so how will this be assessed?

· What is the grading?  Please include a grading scale or explicate that letter grades are given on assignments.  What constitutes an A in this course?  Perhaps include from A&S syllabus template.  Is only 1 A given in the course?  Or is there a curve?
· Course requirements- all exams are cumulative but weighted towards material not covered (by previous exam?)

· UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED with contingencies in bold above
C&AO Office- Send Subcommittee Port 150 for approval via email

C&AO Office- Send Subcommittee Port 159 for contingency approval

C&AO Office- Send Subcommittee OAA grading requirements
