CCI Arts and Humanities Subcommittee

12/9/09, 3-5 p.m., 4187 Smith Laboratory

Approved Minutes

Present: Bruce, Eyerly, Hubin, Masters, Stafford, Williams, Hallihan (Guests: Jeanne Osborne, Henry Zerby, Steve Moeller, Jill Pfister)

*Wherever possible, comments from guests are in italics
Chair: Don Hubin

AGENDA:

1. Approve minutes from 11-10-09 

· Insert correction of 597 not counting on major to may count on major but not both on major and GEC

Motion to approve with above change: Bruce, 2nd Masters

UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
248/697.xx/494 discussion 

General information: 

· 248 accompanies 697.05 and .06

· 494 accompanies 697.04

2. Animal Science 248 (Seeking Diversity: Intl Western non-US GEC status)

· Emphasize animals and society
· 248 serves as 2 credit domestic course, involves weekend travel, not designed solely to look at food-producing animals, but rather animals in society more generally
· Not aimed exclusively animal science students, but has broader focus such as pre-vet and other students in order to get students to think about other roles of animals, politics, demographic involvement

· 697.05 Ireland – students compare similar locations and institutions in another country

· 697.06 New Zealand

· 248 will be taught each year and tailored to that year’s destination

· 248 must be taken in conjunction with 697 in order to get GEC (proposed)

· Feedback from committee constructive, syllabi have been modified to incorporate feedback
· Non-animal science students last year numbered close to 25 or 20% (part of freshman cluster proposal which is now defunct)

· Originally expected non-animal-science numbers to grow and hope that this trend will continue

· Idea of cluster was to give students a track (cohort) through their educational career and students with this interest can take additional 697 study abroads to compare 4 entirely different cultures
· Animals draw students in and get students engaged to think about global issues and make informed decisions regarding the environment, economics, politics, and similar topics

· There are 2 syllabi (248 and 697.xx) due to cluster development, but the two docs are designed to be one continuous document

· Committee’s only concern is the GEC status and, so, its concern is solely with those students who take both courses 
· Same concerns as previously voiced: course objectives seem desirable but not clear how work in course meets objectives; see reading for 248. There are many texts—sociological texts and others—about cultural differences in attitudes toward animals. How do readings ensure this development on part of student? Would be interesting to have discussions or debates of opposing points.

· Readings don’t interface with each other or indicate how texts address global, political, environmental issues

· It is not clear how the site visits contribute to the learning objectives
· Readings not designed to address learning outcomes. Visits and hosts interact heavily with students, designed to give background so they can ask discussion questions which are supposed to be tied to learning objectives.

· Zoo discussion for example is where debates take place. Readings are for background.

· Spend much time in class debating various sides of arguments. Student papers address multiple sides of issues and then are discussed in class. Value from educational standpoint is that students discuss these differences and also bring in media items that bring to foreground current debates, which are paramount to an understanding of how people react, act, and proact to issues.

· Committee’s concerns center around syllabus construction because we require syllabi for all GEC courses to show a direct connection between learning objectives and assignments/readings. Not something committee can see on paper as of yet. Must be on paper for all courses, not just these. Make transparent.
· Assignments as stated on syllabi do not seem to connect back to Expected Learning Outcomes (i.e. objectives). Challenge is to tie assignments directly back to objectives

· Assuring committee and giving students the topics of the papers: be sure to address x number of the following learning objectives. Flexibility is also optional; not every assignment/reading must address all objectives.
· What about reading assignments would address level of cognitive thinking in objectives. It is a matter of documenting these connections on paper and relating it back to objectives. 

· Will also help with syllabi in semester conversion in relating similar items back to learning objectives.

· Diversity comes in 248 and in Study Abroad, but category is Western non-U.S. 248 is not international, but domestic so students have comparative background.

· Suggestion to change title to Domestic, not “International” perspectives

· Students read international topics during domestic portion of 248.
· What makes international course international? What we see and how we interact with animals, which have completely different views.

· List 248 as pre-req for 697.xx
· Some sections on Wednesdays are tailored to destinations and students who take an additional 697s would attend these sessions only, not re-take 248.
· International aspects of 248? Where is international perspective in syllabus for 248? This does not come until they complete 697. Discussions address international value of zoos, for example. Conservation efforts across the world are addressed in 248 discussions.

·  That is what is missing in 248 syllabus. Instructors do not wish to reveal too much comparison up front because students are supposed to experience differences and connections themselves once they get there. But if students have no foundation on international perspective, that may be difficult.
· What is topic? Conservation in Ireland versus the U.S.?

· Student feedback revolved around what students wanted to hear more about in class; this feedback coincided somewhat with committee feedback and proposers used this as impetus to incorporate student feedback into revised syllabus.
· Putting all of this in syllabus is undesirable to some. Concern for imposing own biases on students and length of syllabus.

· Many GEC syllabi are 10-15 pages in length. 

· Having questions or topics for each class would be acceptable and would not reveal too much.
· Consulted world expert on human and animal interactions and there are not many readings currently, but an international conference is planned and academic readings may come out of this symposium that would provide a group of papers that would be accessible to students.
· Concern that visits might be idiosyncratic in nature therefore there is a benefit to background readings to contextualize sociological and historical pieces for discussions.
· Discussion must be enriched beyond student perspectives, but to get them to critically evaluate arguments, conceptualize arguments, and discern evidence

· Suggestion: objectives should be reframed to make more active for students: “To broaden students’ knowledge…”

· Suggestion re: 697.05 reflection paper: Sounds like a journal entry that may not address learning objectives in order to show that they have broadened their knowledge in these areas “How does the attitude toward zoos in U.S. compare to that of country X and what is the reason?” Such leading questions tied to learning objectives may help tie assignments (and student learning) to objectives.
· Participation grade for 248: What is “Active” participation? Is 30% of grade. Please define more fully. Raise questions? Challenge things?
· Having these connections between readings and assignments in place will help when course comes up for assessment report in five years.
· Title of 248 : if a revised syllabus that reflects discussion above, would “International” in title be appropriate? Yes

· If most reading assignments are in 248, they should have international perspectives OR have content (discussions, lectures, assignments) that are international in nature.

· Helpful to have a paragraph in front of syllabus to reflect discussion above and intent of courses.
· Suggestion to present a sample syllabus (Ireland) as a representative operational syllabus to committee with a statement that the readings and visitations change with the country rather than to submit all syllabi involved.

· Is there an examination of animal welfare laws of countries in content of course? This is discussed in course. 
· Committee feels that these look like a very interesting and valuable courses and as such are worth pursuing the GEC status and encourages proposers to do so


3. Animal Science 494 / 697.06 (Seeking Diversity: Intl Western non-US GEC status)

Same issues apply to 494 and 697.06.

Send recently approved Linguistics course H367.01 and other applicable recently approved Int’l Western non-U.S. GEC course sites to Jill Pfister
4. Calendar scheduling: Mondays at 8-9:30
· Preferred dates: Jan 11th , Jan 25th Feb 1, 15th, March 1, 15th 
Adjourn 4:19

