
Workgroup Reponses to CAS Motion:  

Creative Arts & Cultures 

 I agree with the motion, due to the over-stressed nature of the faculty more than the reduced 

need for these workgroups. There are some advantages to the workgroups, such as knowing the 

criteria more specifically, but I am happy to reduce my own workload if the vote goes that way. 

– Dr. Doll  

 Not sure about this, but there seems to be little to do these days, so separate workgroups may 
no longer be necessary and may, in fact, slow down the process. I'll be interested to hear what 
others have to say. – Dr. Parr 

 

 

Natural Sciences 

 All the members from the Natural Science workgroup agree and support the proposal of the 

SCLC to dissolve the workgroups.  We would be happy to consult with SCLC members if there is 

ever a need. – Dr. Hauber  

 

Writing About Literature 

 The Writing About Literature committee met to discuss this issue, and we decided that it is still 

useful for inter-departmental courses like WAL to process syllabi through working groups before 

they proceed to the SCCC.  Because WAL is an interdisciplinary requirement (taught by faculty 

from English, Modern Languages, and Classics), there isn't one single chair or department who 

would vet each course proposal before it went on the SCCC. As a result, there would be not 

necessarily be anyone within our fields to review the courses.  We think that it would be fine to 

dismiss the Global History committee, for instance, but that we should keep the WAL 

committee, and along that line of thinking, also keep any other interdisciplinary committee to 

ensure that faculty from those departments have an opportunity to review those courses before 

being sent along to the SCCC for review. 

 

Thank you for including our thoughts in this decision-making process. 

 

best, 

Laura Murphy  

 


