
English Unit Meeting
Dept. of Languages and Communication

Minutes of Meetine on 09-26-07

Time and Location: 12-l:05 p.m., Conference Room

Faculty Present:
James Palmer, Antonio Jocson, Stella Thompson, Ymitri Mathison, Sarah Wakefield,
Dejun Liu, Robert Kirschten, Tonya Scott

Faculty Absent:
John Harty, Delinda Marzettg Diljit Chatha (these three sent prior notice), Addie Tsai,
Bettie Varner, Kevin Da:riels

Agenda:
The meeting was called to order. Drs. Palmer and Scott passed out agenda items for the
meeting-

1. Dr. Palmer began the meeting by thanking faculty for their suggestions and comments
regarding tlte FY08 Performance Measures. These were considered and incorporated in
the Measures sent to President Wright by the deadline. The new initiatives to accomplish
these measures were discussed.

2. Dr. Iocson expressed concern that the two-source requirement for at least one essay in
every ENGL course was not the norm for creative writing courses elsewhere. Drs.
Palmer and Wakefield noted that since creative writing courses firlfill the "Writing
Component' on the major degree pla4 these courses shouldn't be exempt from the
requirement. Dr- Kirschten expressed that he could find ways of incorporating this
requirement in the creative writing sequence.

3. A discussion ofthe assessment device for ENGL 2153, 2263, and 2273 began. Dr.
Palmer discussed what he leamed from the SACS Small College Initiative in Atlanta and
that Dr. Rudy Jackson from SACS suggested that a portfolio would work better than
assessing one item given the rubric faculty devised last year. Dr. Mathison noted that a
final exam would assess comprehensive knowledge. Dr. Thompson zuggested collecting
materials through WebCT for assessment. Dr. Liu suggested making backups of e-copies
and noted the computer problems Dr. Herniquez is currently having. Drs. Iocson,
Palmer, and Mathison suggested that more than one item collected for assessment would
work well to me et Q#2 and #3 on the Assessment Rubric. Faculty will meet this
semester to continue to define what constitutes a 4, 3,2, and I, for each ofthe l0
standards on the assessment rubric. Several Facuity members noted that having students
write a reflective introduction to something like a portfolio is important. More discussion
on these items to come tlis month.

4. The issue of standardizing the goals/objectives for ENGL 1123, 1133, and 1143 was
discussed. Dr. Mathison said that this is something that is greatly n€eded not only for



SACS accreditation purposes but also for the success of our soon-to-be revised and edited
composition texts. Dr. Palmer expressed that all faculty should have the same goals
listed but that each faculty member could add individual goals and objectives to the
syllabus as wel1. Faculty discussed the need for assessment/grading norming sessions
like those that some faculty have seen at AP and TI{EA scoring sessions. Dr. Wakefield
suggested that one way to increase the credibility ofour data is to exchange essays for
assessment purposes. Dr. Palmer agreed and recalled that Dr. Chatha mentioned
something similar last year as well. We will return to this issue next week at the
Composition Committee meeting.

5. Dr. Scott discussed handouts regarding the Core Curriculum in Texas. The core has
become more efficient, cut back from 60 SCH to 42 SCH. AII faculty must improve our
response to questions regarding the corq such as "Why do I have to take this class?" Dr.
Scott reviewed the definition ofthe "core curriculum."

6. A discussion ofthe MA graduate program began. Dr. Palmer examined the degree
plan given to students and noted the need for 6 SCH. Dr. Wakefield noted that pedagogy
should be a focus in each graduate course since many ofour students are pwsing the MA
as a terminal degree to teach at the post-secondary level. Dr. Jocson asked what our
students need from our program and asked about what the market is for our graduates.
Faoulty agreed that if students are going on to pursue a PhD, that orn program does
address many oftheir needs, but if students are coming to us only for an Md then we are
not serving their needs, given the current curriculum. Several faculty suggested revising
the entire curriculum. Dr. Palmer said that this would take a geat deal of work and time.
Dr. Mathison suggested that the core be revised, too, and the ENGL 5313 and 5053
certainly be included. Dr. Scott agreed that the 5053 course was important. Dr.
Wakefield noted that rhetoric and composition instruction was needed for our students to
teach at the community college level. All faculty agreed that more emphasis on Rhetoric
and Composition was needed in the curriculum. Dr. Chatha's proposal on Women in
Literature was discussed. Faculty agreed that two courses that would allow more ability
to respond to the current trends in English were needed. The course on women could be
offered under a special topics title. Faculty encouraged Dr. Scott to develop a cowse in
rhetoric and composition. Dr. Scott also expressed that students at the MA level should
be writing a thesis. Currently students have a ohoice according to the catalog. The need
for an MA exam was mentioned as was the need for an MA reading list, but this
discussion was tabled for next time. Drs. Kirschten and Liu suggested that implementing
two new courses was the way to solve the problem of the missing 6 SCH for now. Dr.
Scott will develop a proposal.

7. Because the hour was al a close and some faculty had to teach at 1 p.m., discussion
about the Spring courses was left for the next meeting.

Minutes zubmitted by Dr. James Palmer

























adding that we need to make 2153 sound atlractive tkoug! course subtilles'

6. Alumni SurveY
Palmer noted tle foltowing changes in scores:
I. Decrease in score for Research (#lO) - 4 625 in 2007; 4'0 in 2008'

2. Involvement in professional organization (#13) - 3.75 n 20O7;225 m 20OE'

3. Presentation ofstudent wort (#14) - 3-5 in 2007; 1.75 in 2008.
palmer referred ba{k ro Hooper's suggestion ofthe works in Progress syrnposium to

ad&ess #14'
4. Tecbnology in course environment (#24) - 4 62 in 2007; 4'0 in 2@8'

Wakefield suggested a change in wording to incorporafe technologr in and out ofcourses

to help solve this downtrm.
5. Interclisciplinary connections (#29) - 5-0 in 2007;4.25 n 2OO8'

Walefield s.geested a possibte pmblem in tle wording of the category. Perhaps remove
"developments in leaming" so that the phrase will read "draw connections between

literaturc ad clforle." Committee voted on this ch'rge. All presed vded for the charge.

No lays. One Person absed.

Break for Lunch

7. Masiers Progiam Anafu'sis
Jocson injtialid discussion on ttris subject based on his analysis. Wakefield took minwes with

additions bY Palmer.

Overview:
Based on Dr. Jocson's analysis and comparison' mission statemenl needs to be clarified'

rationales for some courses need to be more opaque' the lack offtetoric and composition courses

should be addressd and some course proposals are needed. After Dr' Jocson's

frcuhy disorssion began'

Dr. Cassimir asked that we ofer dual credit courses 1o help witl course enrollnent-

Dr. Mathison mentioned the need for a gl.eater distinction between undergraduate and graduat€

level suwey coursos,

Dr. Jocson noted the need to distinguish ourselves from other regional univenities and tlat good

model for this would be tbe U of Mass-Boston. Ftre asked rhat we think about why we bave an

MA progran and thal we may move away fiom discussion and_ missions based on utility. Many

students-want to take graduate level courses for enrichment ralher thal for professional purposes.

Dr. Kincht€r! asked whether the mission stal€med its€lf atrracted surdents to the pmgram.

Ilr. lvtathison suggested a focts m literaure and composition was good'

Discussion began with the mission statement to give difection for any firrtlrer clrange- Facuhy

nded Sat the Lmparison lacked TSUS mastel prognm, but fi4tty fimiliar witl the program

notrd thaf it is largely non-existent and that there are no course descriptions easily fould on-line

to include the uaiversity on the self-shrdy comparison.





















ENGL sss:. Studies in Narrative

ENGL 5613. Special ToPics

Course ddition enhances atnictlum and helps

luQ the IA progran's Eoals and oulcomes.
Course allows for broader exposare lo and greater
depth in the sludy oJnarrative-

Course addition enhances ctnictlun by allowing
crifical exaninolion of a topic in English sfi/dies.
Course enables the program to respnd lo future
trends in English attd allows lor intensivc exposTtne
lo ud grealer depth in a general area oJ study lhal
may not be fully represznled in lhe alnent
ctrriculm.

Il Ddetions

ENGL 5213. A Shdy ofthe Shon Story

ENGL 5263. Serninar h Maserpieces ofliterature

ENGL 5333. Filn/Scri$&riting

ENGL 5433. Twentietb C-entury American
Litentur€

Ralionale

Readings and study replicded with more coherence
and eficiengt in orother exjsling or propoxd
course. For example: ENGL 5333
Filn/Scnfiwriting, may olso be ofered tnder
enning ENGL 5313: Cenres in Crcative Witing.

IIL Other Changes: Tide ltrdyor Conleni

ENGL 5053. Studies in Teacling English

ENGL 5313. Litemry Theory & Criticism

ENGL 5123. Rese:rch Methods

Revised &scriptions cla f! carrenl instruction
contenl and helpfulfll the W program's goals and
outcones. Removal of prereguisites ensures that
studenls are expopd to literary theory, rcxarch
merhoda od pedagogt ea ier in lheir graduaE
career, ensuing more successful study in
mbsequenl courses These courses are also core
requirenents and are besl takzn early if pssible.

SunmerY

Total Deletions: 4
Tolal AdditioN: l0
Total Title & Descriptiol Cbanges: 3
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