Cultural and Critical Theory Minor Transmittal History (Chronological Order)

CCI Subcommittee A Minutes excerpts
6/1/07

2. Cultural and Critical Theory Minor-  approved with changes

a. Targeted to Honors students

b. Purpose is to train students in theory

c. Minor statement needs to explain theory in the humanities

                                                               i.      i.e. rooted in texts such as Freud, etc-  these courses draw on this

                                                             ii.      explain more clearly what cultural and critical theory is

d. Would 531 be better as a 600 level?

e. 331 and 531 approved

Sub-A Transmission Letter and  response from Linda Schoen and Jim Phelan
Date: January 2, 2008

To: Kate Hallihan, Director ASC Curriculum and Assessment Office

From: Jim Phelan, Humanities Distinguished Professor in English 

RE: Response to Questions about Critical Theory Minor

Now that I’m back from my FPL, I am responding to the questions that Linda Schoen and you have passed on to me about the proposed interdisciplinary minor in Critical Theory.  Here’s Linda’s summary of the questions from subcommittee A:

“Subcommittee A reviewed the proposal for the minor in Cultural and Critical Theory.  They would like to see some additional clarifications.  I think it is fairly clearly understood from an arts or humanities perspective what the terms “cultural theory” and “critical theory” imply, but this is not universal.  We were asked to more fully define these terms and perhaps include that it references a body of canonical texts. Also, we were asked to explain why this needs to be addressed in a separate curricular structure.  Why students don’t have the type of exposure and analysis you are seeking within their present majors.  It also was suggested to include how this minor will really support undergraduate research in the humanities (and arts?).  Lastly, it was suggested (but not required) that the capstone be offered at the 600-level so that graduate students could also benefit from the course.”

1. “Critical theory” is the term used in the arts and the humanities to refer to a body of work concerned with the principles, assumptions, questions, and methods of artistic and humanistic inquiry.  In other words, it is the term used to refer to the work that reflects on and informs the fundamental practices (e.g., the interpretation of art objects) of that inquiry. “Cultural theory” is a close cousin to “critical theory,” used to refer to a similar body of work that takes as its focus the effects of the systems and practices of culture on art and other humanistic production, on society, and on the interrelations between them.  In current usage, “critical theory” sometimes includes “cultural theory,” and sometimes does not. Over the last thirty years or so, scholars in the arts, the humanities, and the social sciences have identified a general and extensive canon of critical and cultural theory that ranges from Aristotle’s Poetics to Jacques Derrida’s Of Grammatology, from Kant’s Critique of Judgment to Theodor Adorno and Max Herkheimer’s The Dialectic of Enlightenment, from Longinus’s “On the Sublime” to Thomas Kuhn’s The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, from Simone de Beauvoir’s The Second Sex to Judith Butler’s Gender Trouble.   We regard the minor as complementary to rather than competitive with some other cultural studies minors recently approved such as those in disability studies and sexuality studies.  

2. Critical theory deserves to be addressed in its own curricular structure because it is an interdisciplinary endeavor that both draws on work in multiple disciplines of the humanities and social sciences (philosophy, literary criticism, history of art, linguistics, sociology, political science, psychology, and more) and has implications for work in individual disciplines. Studying critical theory only within a single discipline necessarily limits the scope of inquiry to the concerns of that discipline and runs the risk of conveying the message to students that one discipline is the primary owner of critical .  Furthermore, because critical theory has now developed such an extensive canon of work, it is not possible for students interested in it to do justice to that canon with only one or even two courses within a major. 

3. This minor will support undergraduate research in the humanities and the arts precisely because it is concerned with the fundamental principles, assumptions and practices of such research.  Whether those in the minor do research projects that seek to contribute to critical theory itself or to other artistic and humanistic inquiry, their knowledge of critical theory will enable them to be better informed about the rationales and the methods underlying their work—as well as about some of the challenges to it. 

4. The reason for not proposing the capstone course at the 600-level is that we envisioned the course as one in which students who had some common and some different experiences as OSU undergraduates would be able to take what they’d learned in their other courses in the minor and reflect on those experiences.  If the subcommittee thinks that adding graduate students would add to rather than take away from the experience of the OSU undergraduates, we would be happy to accept listing the course at the 600-level as a friendly amendment to the proposal. 

The other issue you asked me to address was the response to the proposal from Women’s Studies about moving WS 550 History of Feminist Thought from Category A to Category C and adding WS 300 Introduction to Feminist Analysis to Category A as well as adding some other courses to Category B, namely WS 520 Women of Color and Social Activism, WS 527 Studies in Gender and Cinema, and WS 620 Topics in Feminist Studies. We are happy to accept the advice about WS 550 to Category C and adding WS 300 to Category A.  We are open to considering the addition of the other courses to Category B, but right now we are concerned that at least some versions of these courses will be primarily concerned with doing work of interpretation and analysis rather than with the work of inquiring into the theoretical underpinnings of interpretation and analysis. 

More generally, the Advisory Committee is open to discussing adding courses to the minor with any interested parties. We are not trying to carve out turf and protect it against others but rather to identify a set of courses that put theoretical work at the center and provide a mechanism for students to find those courses and the productive synergies among them.  
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3. Interdisciplinary Minor in Cultural and Critical Theory  (Guest: Jim Phelan) 
Unanimously Approved
A) History and Context (Jim Phelan): In 1980s English dept proposed courses in Critical Theory and at that time HUM CCC was concerned about “ownership” of critical theory so they developed cross-listed courses based on a committee developed by the college dean at that time and to which Jim Phelan was appointed.  This proposal recognizes formally that “critical theory” is not the province of any one discipline and tries to make this path more readily open to students as well as departments with curricular interest in this topic.

B) Q: What is “Critical Theory?” A: Sustained attention to principle questions, assumptions, methodologies within Hums and Soc Sci from Greek classical tradition up through the Frankfurt School and beyond, which examines the foundations of the practice of a particular mode of inquiry or discipline.  

C) Q: What is distinction between “Cultural Theory” and “Critical Theory”: A: No hard and fast distinction from cultural theory: interplay between foundation and object of study, but because the development and usage of “theory” itself is ideological and historical in nature, the cultural theory aspect to the concentration is a crucial part of the study of critical theory.

D) Q: How were courses (not) chosen (ex. Psychology)?  A: Letters were circulated to Dept Chairs in WI/SP 07, inviting departments to participate and submit syllabi. Psychology was contacted. List is not fixed or rigid and would be open to new additions.  

i. Heavy concentration in Poli Sci implies many course submissions. Q: How were courses chosen?  A: The minor’s development committee read each syllabus submission and considered carefully, “To what extent is reflection a part of this course?”  If it was a significant component, the committee then decided which category the course would best fit into.

ii. It was noted that significant pockets from the Social Sciences were missing, namely Geography.  Jim Phelan indicated that there was much discussion with Geography at the time of the development of the proposal, but that neither party could come to an accord so Geography chose to opt out of being included in the minor, although they did endorse its development.  Associate Dean, Gene Mumy offered to follow up and collect information/syllabi for possible inclusion from this and other departments and pass it on to Jim Phelan.  In particular, courses in Geography about Marxism may be available for inclusion.

E) Q: Use of “Transdisciplinary” in category C.  What is distinction from B?  A; Categorization was influenced by syllabi.  A practical distinction could be made between courses within (and focused on) a particular discipline and those that were less so.  In B, there is a particular issue to which the theory is being read, more application related.  In C, there are broader approaches, such as survey courses. 

F) In Category B, p.5 there is a lack of reference of Music, Dance, Theatre courses. Sample in Appendix C from FSU there are several arts and music courses – How can we include such offerings in our minor?  A: Please send syllabi for inclusion to ASC Curriculum & Assessment Office.

H) Despite the fact that the estimate enrollment numbers are low (45), the proposers hope that the presence of a formalized minor increasing student/faculty awareness and interest in this area.  

I) Q:  Pre-requisite courses: Are any of the courses listed requirements elsewhere?  A; No  This would therefore enable a student to set up this minor and a major program without conflicts/overlap. 

J) Q: Why is the capstone course optional?  A: Availability of offering (once per year) could be restrictive to student schedules and the capstone course is not as desirable for students to take as 331 (which is a requirement).  

i. It was noted that the capstone course, however, seems to be the one that offers application under any circumstance, providing closure to experience.  

ii. Proposers were concerned, however, that with a 25-hour minor, requiring 10 seemed restrictive already, although they certainly hope that students would elect to enroll in the capstone course.

iii. Several CCI committee members felt that requiring 10 hours to include the capstone was not restrictive and suggested reconsidering this.

iv. Suggestion: Include in the minor’s assessment plan a mechanism by which student survey/comments could be used to monitor how many students are taking the capstone and their feelings about how it affected their experience.  A decision could be made at a later date to revise the requirement based on that and other data (i.e. capstone project analysis as aligned with minor’s learning objectives)

K) Students “should” declare on p.9, and please reflect retroactive nature of declaring a minor.

L) Committee and Jim will provide feedback on Minor Sheet to ASC Curriculum and Assessment Office

Move to approve: Berman (2nd – subcommittee approval)

No further comments or questions

Unanimously Approved

