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Background Reading:

1. Proposed new GE structure:  “GE template as of April 19 2010.xls”

2. Proposed Course Numbering System Document”  “coursenumber DRAFT 3-1”

Proposal:
According to the new GE structure, students must take one course in historical study, but also have the opportunity to take up to three other courses in history [one course from a choice of either “Culture and Ideas or Historical Study”, and two courses from the “Open Option”]
1) All non-honors students should take their first GE course at the 2000 level (honors students may choose to do so but can take their GE historical study course at the 3000 level).
a.  Students who wish to take more courses for GE in the history department can choose to take those courses at either the 2000 or 3000 level.  
b. After the first 2000 level course, students can take courses at the 2000 or 3000 level.

c. With the instructor’s permission, a student can enroll in a 3000-level course without having taken a 2000-level course.  
d. With the instructor’s permission, a student can enroll in a 4000-level course for GE credit. 
e. The introductory history seminar (398 equivalent) will likely be numbered in the 2000 level, however it will not count towards GE credit.

2) Since students are no longer required to take a history sequence, and since many students will likely take only one history course, the history department will no longer offer the equivalent of our 100-level sequence courses for GE credit, although we will continue to offer these courses to satisfy the needs of other constituencies (especially those preparing to become teachers, see more below)
3) Courses for the 2000 GE course will likely fall into the following two broad types

a.  more focused thematically (say Holocaust, or WWII, or WWI, or the ‘60s, or World Environmental history, to take a few possible examples—these are of course only examples and we aren’t indicating that these courses would have to be taught at this level).  These courses would allow students to take a more focused look at a particular topic and to do so from a variety of methodological and historiographical perspectives.  In this way, students would be better introduced to the discipline of history, it methodologies, and its analytical categories and approaches.
b. courses that offer a broader chronology, but not as broad as our current 100-level courses (say Modern Europe 1789-present, or Colonial America, or US diplomacy since 1920, Comparative business history, or the equivalent of our 597 World history course).    These courses would be in some respects similar to the 300-level courses we teach now
4) The change to offering these types of courses for our first GE course will mean that faculty in the department will need to shift some of their currently 300- or 500-level courses to the 2000 level.
Summary of Task Force Discussion re GE courses/Thinking behind this proposal:

· In summary, there were 3 reasons behind this proposed change to how we offer our GE courses

1) Change to the GE system University-wide, which left only one required course in historical study.  This change made our current structure of two-quarter sequences in many ways redundant.
2) The sense among faculty members that the current 100-level survey courses were not fulfilling their mission to introduce students to the methodologies, analytical structures, critical thinking, and life skills (such as writing, analysis, etc.)  that make up “historical study,” and that there were better ways to introduce students to the study of history.  There was also a concern that these 100-level courses were failing to engage the interest of students (as the recent drop in enrollments in 152, 112, and 182 indicate), and failing to entice students to take other courses in history.

3) The impact of the AP3 rule

· During the online discussion and during meetings of the SCTF, faculty members voiced the belief that while a 3 on the AP history exam should certainly count as a credit towards graduation, it does not represent the equivalent of a university-level introduction to historical study.  
· Since the AP3 rule was instituted, the history department has lost about 1000 students per year in enrollment, obviously a significant loss to our enrollments and our opportunity to reach students.  Under the new GE structure—if we were not to adopt the proposed structure described above—these students would be permitted  to take no history GE course whatsoever at the university level.

· More fully, the SCTF agreed that courses for the history components of the GE should be at the 2000 level or above.  We believe that courses at the 1000 level (comparable to courses currently at the 100 level) might still be taught on a limited basis to serve the needs of constituencies such as students intending to be primary or secondary school teachers, who currently need to take HS 151-152 and 181-182 to fulfill state mandates to obtain their teaching credentials.  However we believe that for many OSU undergraduates, the course they take to fulfill their history GE requirement will be the only history course they take in their college career.  For that reason, we felt strongly that history GE courses should focus more on how historians study history rather than on breadth of chronological coverage in order to provide a more sophisticated and analytical basis for understanding the complexities of the past.  (at the same time, the GE shift to requiring only one history course makes fulfilling chronological breath impossible).

· A secondary consideration was that history GE courses will be a prime means for attracting students into the history major or minor.  Therefore we felt that these should be some of the department’s strongest offerings, and that for that reason courses at the 100 level, which are difficult for faculty to teach well because of the vast chronological, geographical, and topical range they entail often turn students off to history, tending as they do to present the subject as “one damn thing after another.”  The fact that enrollments for the second half of our current 100 level courses tend to be dramatically lower than the first indicates to us that students are “voting with their feet” against these sorts of courses.  
· A third consideration revolves around the recent AP ruling, which allows students to use scores of 3 on the AP for course credit.  This change in ruling currently costs the history department approximately 1,000 per year in enrollments for those students who now place out of our 100-level requirements.  By moving GE courses to the 2,000 level and above, we not only improve the quality of the education and hopefully attract more students to further courses, but we also will avoid losing many of the AP students from our classes.  (AP students will be able to count their AP courses towards the credit hours required for graduation but not to fulfill their historical study GE requirements.)
· We believe that the sorts of courses that we currently teach at the 300 level are more appropriate as introductions to the subject for students who will only take one history course, able to be more effectively taught by our faculty, and more likely to entice students to take additional courses in history and possibly major or minor in the subject.  
Important Questions to Discuss in 2010-11

1. Graduate Student Teaching.  The Department, GSC, and Graduate students will need to work at length to determine how to devise teaching opportunities for graduate students under semesters, and under this new proposed GE structure,  both to meet the teaching needs of the department and to ensure a fulfilling and not burdensome teaching schedule for graduate students.  
a. The SCTF discussed several variants of possible teaching arrangement, which it will pass onto the GSC as the GSC begins its deliberations next year.

2. Regional Campuses.  The Department will need to pay particular attention to the needs of Regional Campus Faculty as we make this transition to the proposed new GE structure.  Regional and Columbus Campus faculty will need to work together in field/constellation/interest group discussions over specific course offerings.  At the same time, the faculty of each regional department should be urged to meet to determine which 2000-level courses each regional department can offer consistently.
