Proposal Regarding J-Term

SUNY Fredonia University Senate

December 5th, 2005

Rationale

Many senators and faculty have serious concerns about the academic quality of J-Term courses, especially those courses that are also regularly taught during standard fall and spring semesters.  It is impossible to conduct a two-week course that is identical to a semester-long version of the same course with respect to reading assignments, writing assignments, exams, time for reflection, etc.

Regular courses must go through an approval process in order to become a part of the curriculum.  This indicates that there are interested parties besides the relevant instructors and departments, parties who are interested in upholding academic standards.  Since J-Term courses really are different from their semester-long counterparts, it makes sense that some approval process is needed for them as well.

There may be ways to modify the current incarnation of J-Term so that such an approval process would be unnecessary.  For example, if J-Term were lengthened by 50%, from two weeks to three weeks, that might suffice for a J-Term course to be close enough in quality to its semester-long counterpart (especially since J-Term students would be taking only one three-credit course at a time).  The following motion is intended to give the relevant administrators some flexibility in modifying J-Term in order to assuage the concerns about the academic quality of its course offerings.

The Motion

The University Senate recommends that after J-Term 2006, at least one of the following conditions be implemented, with the choice to be made by those responsible for the administration of J-Term:

a) that J-term courses be limited to courses of less than three credits, except for study abroad experiences or other field experiences, and graduate courses;

b) that J-Term be extended into a full three-week session, with classes required to meet during all three weeks; and

c) that a special approval process for J-Term courses be instituted, either in the form of a new faculty panel or committee, or in the form of the same approval process that applies to regular courses.  If at all possible, such a process would involve a comparison between a proposed J-Term syllabus for each course and an actual full-semester syllabus for a section of the same course.

