IMPAC South/Metropolitan Regions

English

November 13, 2004

Notes

Location: Sheraton Gateway Hotel, Los Angeles, CA 90045


Attendees: Alida Allison, CSU San Diego; Eric Boys, Oxnard College; Roberta Eisel, Citrus College; Rosemary Kwa, Glendale College; Susan Lowry, Antelope Valley College; Robert Lundergan, Fullerton College; Mary Margaret McGuire, Antelope Valley College; Kate Pluta, Bakersfield College; David Samuelson, CSU Long Beach; Mark Snowhite, Crafton Hills College; Michael Stephans, Pasadena City College; Jose Bernardo, Compton College; Sean Stratton, Chaffey College; Sterling Warner, Evergreen Valley College; Michael Wheeler, Glendale College; Neil Watkins, Chaffey College; Lynn Fauth, Oxnard College
The meeting began at 10:15 am.

Welcome & Introductions

Mark Snowhite, English Lead, welcomed attendees and asked those present to introduce themselves. He asked whether anyone wanted to add any item to the agenda. The CSU faculty opposition to the use of outcomes was noted as a subject for discussion.

I. Up-Date

Snowhite reviewed SB 1785, which requires the CSU to develop a package of approximately 45 system-wide units that community college students may complete for transfer to any campus of the university. An additional 15 units will be determined by each campus. The legislation guarantees any community college student who completes these units admission to CSU. English faculty communicating on the CSU English listserv have expressed opposition to establishing the same English courses that may be accepted at all CSU campuses because their programs vary.

CSU’s Lower Division Transfer Pattern (LDTP) project is designed to implement this legislative mandate (Most of the mandated requirements have already been established in Title 5 regulations).  Snowhite explained that the rationale for this legislation and its implementation (LDTP) is to get students “through the pipeline” to their degrees more efficiently by eliminating the “excess units” they bring when transferring. CSU will accept a maximum of 70 units. He indicated that many people at the community colleges do not believe CSU’s LDTP project will appreciable change their students’ course-selection behavior and that relatively few will take advantage of the guaranteed admission to CSU under the newly developed guidelines. 

English faculty do not agree that students can be required to complete an English major in four years. According to an informal pole of those present, we concluded that those who earn an English degree have changed majors at least once and therefore have “excess units.”   

II. CAN descriptors
A. Defining CAN Descriptors: Michael Steffans, our articulation officer, explained the role of CAN and how descriptors are developed and used for articulation between the community colleges and CSU campuses. He distinguished between subject credit and unit credit. Subject credit allows a student to get credit for mastery of subject matter and as a result not be required to take a course in a major that is expected to teach that subject and is ordinarily required. While a student may receive subject credit, she/he would get no unit credit for that subject matter. Steffans also explained the importance of ASSIST, the statewide repository of articulation agreements among the state’s public post-secondary institutions. He explained how we can use the ASSIST site to determine which courses at which colleges articulate and also find requirements for majors at all public four-year institutions. The website for this project is www.assist.org. Snowhite urged attendees to use this site and also familiarize their students with it.

B. ENGL 1A Objectives: Snowhite explained that the ENGL 1A (CAN 2) objectives were developed last year and agreed to at the statewide meeting. Objectives are now required for most courses by the CAN Board for new CAN descriptors. The CAN Board has eliminated the term “student learning outcomes” (SLOs). The community colleges state Academic Senate has opposed using SLOs at the course level, especially those that include specific measures and thus encroach upon academic freedom. However, objectives stated in behavior terms are consistent with the course outlines of record recommended by the Academic Senate. 

Snowhite also explained that some faculty who had reviewed the ENGL 1A (CAN 2) course objectives recommended at last year’s statewide IMPAC meeting felt that they did not include a sufficiently high degree of rigor. Others favored including more reading skills. After some discussion, the group agreed that we should increase the number of words required for essays that students successfully completing this course should be able to write. There was general agreement that we should also include more objectives that pertain to reading skills. Snowhite asked that everyone take the original objectives and these suggestions back to their campuses, discuss changes, and then e-mail him subsequent suggestions that we can discuss at the statewide meeting and reach a conclusion.  He cautioned that these objectives as well as the course description should reflect what the vast majority of community college ENGL 1A courses include as opposed to a more idealistic higher standard.

C. Recommendation for World Literature: The group discussed the course outlines from Pasadena City College for their World Literature sequence as a possible model for a new CAN course. These course outlines came in response to last year’s IMPAC statewide meeting recommendation that World Literature be added as a CAN approved course. The group discussed a variety of ideas for this course and finally agreed upon the following description:

World Literature: Reading and analysis of primarily non-British, non- United States literature of enduring social, cultural and/or literary influence. Such literature will be examined within its own cultural and historical context.  

Attendees agreed that the thrust of the course must be non-British and non-U.S. but works by British and U.S. authors would not be excluded. The reasoning for this decision was that many non-English majors, who may not have had an American or British literature course, might take World Literature as a humanities elective. For these students including selections from great U.S. and/or British authors would enrich the course by broadening its scope.  

Next the group turned to whether we should recommend a World Literature as a single course, a sequence of two survey courses or a sequence of three survey courses, as Pasadena City College offers. 

Steffans suggested that we do not necessarily need to make a choice. CAN offerings presently include course sequences, so CAN may include a subject as a single course and as a sequence of either two or three courses. 

III. Topics for further discussion from last year’s statewide meeting

A. Advisory letter: Snowhite reviewed some of the topics discussed at last year’s IMPAC meetings. The group thought that the idea to Develop a letter that counselors may give to students considering an English major was worth further discussion. Snowhite will send letters used by mathematics and nutrition for this purpose to give everyone an idea of what these letters look like. Steffans suggested that we look at the ‘major preparation transfer sheet’ that his college provides (www.pasadena.edu/studentservices/transfercenter). We will need to decide whether we have progressed sufficiently in identifying what English majors throughout the state need to be able to develop a letter for all campuses. 

B. IMPAC Goals: There was a discussion about the objectives of IMPAC in general and our English group in particular. The development of CAN descriptors is the most tangible outcome of meetings. Other than that, our goals are to further communication among the faculty of the three segments and use moral suasion in the area of articulation. 

C.  Writing Across the Curriculum: The group briefly discussed last year’s IMPAC recommendation to further writing across the curriculum programs, perhaps with the help of English Council for California Two-Year Colleges (ECCTYC).

D. 4C’s: The group was reminded that the 4C’s will be meeting this March in San Francisco. It was suggested that IMPAC send faculty members to this conference to get ideas about curriculum trends. For more information, get in touch with Sally Ann Fitzgerald, who is a local 4C’s chair and member of the ECCTYC Board.

The meeting ended at 3:00 pm.

