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The purpose of this form is to provide a simple system of obtaining departmental reactions to course requests.  An e-mail may be substituted for this form.
An academic unit initiating a request should complete Section A of this form and send a copy of the form, course request, and syllabus to each of the academic units that might have related interests in the course.  Initiating units should be allowed two weeks to respond.
Academic units receiving this form should respond to Section B and return the form to the initiating unit.  Overlap of course content and other problems should be resolved by the academic units before this form and all other accompanying documentation may be forwarded to the Office of Academic Affairs.
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B.  Response from the Academic Unit reviewing

Response: include a reaction to the proposal, including a statement of support or non-support (continued on the back of this form or a separate sheet, if necessary).
The History Department’s Undergraduate Teaching Committee has agreed to approve concurrence for Economics 500.  Committee members did have several concerns, however, viz.: 
-Economics 500 has two other economics courses, Economics 200 and 201, as prerequisites.  This seems odd and limiting.  Will anyone other than economics majors take this proposed course?

-Karl Marx seems not to be not singled out for any specialized reading even though two class sessions will be devoted to his thought and a final paper can be written on him.  What will the students use for primary sources?  

-The course is very "presentist," i.e., students seem to be learning about the past to illuminate the present, which never struck me as a terribly historicist way of doing things. "Evolution" is not a good word in the title, since it tends to imply progression, when the history of economic thought is often more cyclical than linear. I was also surprised to see Hayek, et al., left out as this seems to be a very important part of the story.   The course is very Anglocentric; there are other important strains of European economic thought left out, let alone the rest of the world. Heilbroner is ancient although quite readable, but there are better texts summarizing the history of economic thought. I'm not familiar with Hunt, however.

-There are also usage problems in the syllabus, as noted in red on the attachment.
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