DEPARTMENT MEETING MINUTES

April 4, 2005, 3:15 p. m.
Humanities and Social Sciences 2212

PRESENT:  Professors Kinney (Interim Chair),  S. Axelrod, Briggs, Childers, Denny-Brown, Devlin, Doyle, Elliott, Fabricant, Ganim, Haggerty, Nunley, Tobias, Tyler, Willis, Yamamoto, Zieger; Mr. Beehler and Mr. Harder, Lecturer Representatives;  Ms. Scott and Mr. Randall, Graduate Student Representatives 
ABSENT:  Professors R. Axelrod, Bredbeck, Kun, Miller, Stewart
ON LEAVE: Professors Lopez, Raheja, Roy  
I.
Reports and Announcements
Professor Kinney reminded the department about the Graduate Student Recruitment Open House that starts at 9:30 a.m., Wednesday, April 6, 2005 and the Graduate Student Annual disJunctions Conference taking place Friday and Saturday, April 8 and 9, 2005.
Professor Elliott announced that a Film and Visual Culture graduate student, Beatriz Calderon is visiting from Leon, Spain.  Film and Visual Culture resources are very limited on her home campus.  Professor Elliott encouraged faculty interested in this same area of study to speak with Ms. Calderon.  She can be contacted through the English Department graduate student, Julian Felix.
Professor Kinney reported that Film and Visual Culture staff person, Sandy Schauer, had surgery this morning and we are waiting to hear the outcome.
II.
 Approval of Minutes 
Professor Haggerty moved, seconded by Professor Childers

THAT the minutes of March 7, 2005 be approved.

VOTE:
  11 in Favor
        0 Opposed

0  Abstaining
MOTION APPROVED
III. 
Reports of Committees

A.
Graduate Committee


MOTION 

THAT the catalog copy for English 290 be updated:




Previous wording—‘…Prerequisites(s): 4 units of proseminar 



courses (or equivalent graduate-level courses) and 4 units of 



seminar or topics courses in the area of proposed study.’




New wording—‘Prerequisite: consent of graduate advisor.

VOTE:
     11 in Favor         0 0pposed         0 Abstaining

MOTION APPROVED
B. Undergraduate Committee

Professor Childers explained the reason for the following motions made by the Committee.
1. Students come into upper division courses unprepared in period studies. This change will provide an historical perspective grounding to give them that basis.
2. Students are not following the recommendation of completing a series of courses in sequence and sometimes will take upper division courses followed then by lower division courses.

3. With Teaching Assistant discussion groups an increased amount of intensive writing will occur.  Students will be better prepared when they take upper division courses.

4. Because these classes have discussions associated with them they will change from 4 units to 5 units.  This change makes it necessary to increase the mandatory unit requirement for the major.



MOTION to:




Adopt three new courses:  English 20A (Introduction to British 



Literary Tradition), English 20B (Introduction to American 




Literary Tradition), English 20C (Introduction to Critical 




Perspectives in English Studies).

Three faculty members arrived.
VOTE:                 12 in Favor           0 Opposed        2 Abstaining
MOTION APPROVED




MOTION to:




Change the major to require English 20A, 20B, and 20C of all 



English majors.

One faculty member left.

One faculty member arrived.

VOTE:        11 in Favor           0 Opposed               3  Abstaining
MOTION APPROVED



MOTION to:




Drop English 23A-B-C, English 31, English 32 from the Catalog 



and the major requirements.

VOTE:         12 in Favor  
1 Opposed                 1   Abstaining

MOTION APPROVED



MOTION to:

Change the areas in the English major from English Literature to 1620, English Literature from 1620-1800, English Literature 1800-1900, American Literature to 1900, Literature after 1900 to new area groupings, English Literature to 1660, English Literature from 1660-1900, American Literature to 1900, Literature after 1900.

VOTE:

11 in Favor
   0 Opposed
           3 Abstaining

MOTION APPROVED




MOTION to:




Change the English major requirement from six additional upper 



division courses to five additional upper division courses.
VOTE:  
12 in Favor         0 Opposed

2 Abstaining
MOTION APPROVED



MOTION to:




Change the total units in the major to 63 units from the current 56 


units, of which at least 15 and no more than 20 units be at the lower division level.

VOTE:

13 in Favor 
     0 Opposed              1 Abstaining
MOTION APPROVED



MOTION to:




Adopt new catalog copy.

VOTE:

12 in Favor
      0 Opposed
               2 Abstaining

C. Writing Courses Committee

Two faculty members left.

MOTION: Approval of new course.

Number: English 2  (Undergraduate course)

Title:
English Study Group
Effective:  Summer, 2005

Offered:  Summer only

Units: 1 work unit

Activities and hours per week: 4 hours/week

Prerequisite(s):   Enrollment in Summer Bridge Program

Catalog Description:

Intensive review of grammar.  Training in critical reading of college-level texts.  Practice in speed reading.

Grading:  S/NC

Repeatability:  None

Cross-listing:
None 

Breadth Statement:  Does not fulfill the Humanities or Social Sciences requirement for CHASS

Justification:

 During the summer bridge program for entering students, the English Study Group would supplement the lecture in English Writing 4 and the discussion course.  Whereas the lecture and discussion courses (both earning graduation credit)  focus on the reading of a large body of material and the writing of lengthy essays, the English Study Group (granting one work-unit) would be devoted to strengthening basic skills.   Students would learn how to become more precise, efficient, and accurate as readers and writers.  They would be engaged in extensive review and practice of appropriate grammar and effective reading strategies.  The class would consist of lecture, exercises, quizzes, timed readings, and other activities.  

The course title, staffing, and credit arrangement for this course would resemble those of Math 3 and the new math enrichment course being devised for the summer bridge program. (For years, Learning Center instructors have taught most of the sections for Math 3.) All are work-unit classes.  All depend primarily on Learning Center instructors.  All would be taught in close cooperation with the disciplinary unit.  (As with Math 3, there would be at least semi-annual meetings between departmental and Learning Center instructors to set and maintain goals, policies, and so on.)  Following the Math 3 model, instructors teaching these work-unit classes would not have appointments in the disciplinary departments. They would have advanced degrees in their subjects and ties to faculty leaders (the chair and/or program head) in those departments.

The creation of this course would enable students in the summer bridge program to earn a total of six units (five academic units in English Writing 4 and 4D and one unit for work credit in English Study Group) and therefore qualify for financial aid. 

Syllabus:  Summer Bridge Program English Enrichment Class

COURSE DESCRIPTION:

English Enrichment is designed to assist students in improving their reading and writing skills so that they can achieve a satisfactory grade in their English 4 class and advance to English 1A in the Fall Quarter. Each section meets for two hours, twice a week, for 5 weeks, a total of twenty hours of instruction.

To avoid duplication of the instruction in the English 4 lecture and discussion classes, the English Enrichment class will focus on two skills: improved reading skills, including attention to better reading speed and comprehension and critical reading techniques; and an overview of English grammar, highlighting common errors and strategies for avoiding and correcting such errors. These goals will be achieved by means of classroom lecture and discussion and in-class activities, including timed readings, grammar exercises, and critical reading exercises.  Some exercises and readings may also be assigned as homework.

Required Text: 
Grammar for Basic Writing Students




(booklet available at the bookstore)

Grades for the English Enrichment class will be determined as follows:

Attendance





 20%

Class Participation




 20%

Scores on exercises and assignments


 60%
Total






100%

Instructors will be available for individual appointments during their announced office hours and can also be contacted by phone or by e-mail.

VOTE:

11 in Favor               0 Opposed
1 Abstaining

MOTION APPROVED
D.
Library, Media & Computer Committee
Professor Tobias announced that as previously mentioned by Professor Ganim, the department web site is up.  The Committee is soliciting suggestions and will be sending out an email concerning preferences, corrections, and a process to edit the web site.  At this time any changes should be sent to the committee.  They will then be forwarded to James Lin.  The committee elected to handle change requests in this manner until they get an idea of the number of changes requested.  Professor Tobias thanked Professor Ganim for serving as Acting Chair of the committee while he was on leave.
One faculty member left.


E.
Other Committees
Ad-Hoc committee on Selection of Department Chair
Report of Ad-Hoc Committee on Selection of Department Chair:
The Committee urges passage of some form of selection process within the department that will prevent the Dean from ignoring the department’s wishes in this matter and that will ensure all members of the department can have their voices heard.
The Committee is not supporting one specific selection method over others but recommends considering one of the following:

A selected member from each of the ladder ranks will consult with others in that rank and come up with a list of two or three people whom they would like to see as chair.  The results of all ranks will then be compared and discussed at a special department meeting.  The aim is either to come up with a single name (if there is a clear consensus on the part of all ranks) or else a slate of candidates who are acceptable to all.  There will be a need to use “NEMO” in the selection process to exclude anyone who is deemed for whatever reason an unacceptable choice as Chair.
Alternatively, all ladder faculty would hand in an anonymous ballot with 2-4 names (rank-ordered or not) for their choice of Chair.  The names of those deemed unacceptable (or the word “NEMO”) should also be included.  The previous Chair (in this case, George), who presumably has no interest in being a current candidate for the position and no personal stake in its outcome, would then collate the results and come up with a slate of candidates whom the ballots have shown to be most highly favored by all department members.  
This slate (whether determined by method number one or method number 2) would then be presented to the dean by the current (or interim) chair as an indication of the department’s wishes regarding the selection of the next department chair.
Professor Haggerty asked that his name be removed.  Professor Fabricant agreed to do so.
Professor Haggerty moved, seconded by Professor Fabricant

THAT the department adopts method two for the selection of the next Chair.

VOTE:
         11 in Favor           0 Opposed            0 Abstaining

II. Previous Business

None

V. New Business 
None

VI. Questions for the Chair

None
VII. Adjournment

Professor Elliot moved, seconded by Professor Devlin
THAT the meeting be adjourned.  The meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m.
