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Please check the box next to each item you believe reflects your experiences in the English program.
I.  Skills 

19
Ability to read texts closely and to articulate the value of close reading in the study of literature and rhetoric.

18
Ability to explicate texts written in a wide variety of forms, styles, structures, and modes.

15
Ability to recognize and appreciate the importance of major literary genres, subgenres, and periods.

17
Ability to respond imaginatively to the content and style of texts.

17
Ability to write clearly, effectively, and imaginatively, and to adjust writing style appropriately to audience, content and subject.

16
Ability to develop and carry out research projects and to articulate them within appropriate conceptual and methodological frameworks, including the ability to recognize when information is needed, and to locate, evaluate, organize, and incorporate information effectively.

14
Ability to analyze texts other than literary or rhetorical:  for example, political, journalistic, commercial, technical, etc.

9
Ability to read and speak a language other than English.  

II.   Knowledge

15
Understanding of the historical development of the English language and of literature written in English from Old English to the present.

18
Understanding of the relations between culture, history and texts, including ideological and political aspects of representation, economic processes of textual production, dissemination and reception, and cross-fertilization of textual representations by those of other arts:  architecture, sculpture, music, film, painting, dance, and theatre.

13
Understanding of the twofold nature of textual analysis:  1) objective study from varied analytical perspectives; 2) subjective experience of the aesthetic reality of the text. 

16
Familiarity with  a wide range of British and American literary works, as well as with selected authors and works of other literatures, including folk and popular forms.

15
Familiarity with  a wide range of literary terms and categories relating to literary history, theory, and criticism, including figurative language and prosody.

15
Familiarity with the nature of the canon and of canon-formation, including issues of culture, history, race, ethnicity, gender, and sexual orientation.

17
Familiarity with  basic practices of literary research and documentation, including using the library and electronic forms of information retrieval and communication.

III.   Experiences

17
Face-to-face exchange of ideas with faculty and fellow students in the classroom, in office visits, and in shared activities on and off campus.

18
Cooperative projects with other students in discussion groups, writing activities, and study sessions.

15
Cultural resources of the University: interest groups, public lectures, readings by creative writers, theatrical productions, music and dance performances. 

7
Involvement in the life of the University, connection with its physical environs, participation in a dynamic, rich, diverse intellectual community.

17
Achievement of independently-conceived research projects, including  the stating of a problem or issue and all steps involved in organizing, synthesizing, summarizing, and analyzing information in order to communicate conclusions.

IV.   Understandings, Interests, and Values

17
An enduring interest in language and literature.

18
A sense of the presence of the literary and rhetorical past.

17
Greater awareness of the depth and complexity of human existence, perceived across the boundaries of time, place, culture, race, ethnicity, gender, and sexual orientation.

15
Long-term interest and involvement in aesthetic, cultural, and intellectual matters as well as in social and political issues.

16
Understanding of the ability of great literature and of concentrated language study to awaken and challenge readers and auditors to struggle with profound questions of human identity and values.

19  A personal critical perspective, and a sense of intellectual independence and momentum.
Do these goals generally connect to your classroom experience, or are there areas of “disconnect”?

· Yes, these goals generally connect, however, I do not feel that my English Major made it easy for me to fluently understand another language.

· They tend to connect even if I do not like all of them.
· They connect.

· Vast majority connect.

· All classes embody a little of every goal.

· There wasn’t much emphasis on group assignments, and if there were such assignments, there was often at least one group member that did little to contribute.
· Most goals were achieved.  More emphasis on grammar and English terms would be good.

· The disconnect would be in not enough cutting-edge critical approaches presented by faculty—text choices and vision of literature seems stagnant—and need more readings, visiting authors, etc.

· A lot of these goals do but I do not see the purpose of the foreign lang. study—one cannot learn a language in a mere two semesters.

· Struggling with foreign language requirement.  The “disconnect” is lack of motivation.

· Yes, I am pleased to announce that these goals do connect to my classroom experience.  Each professor addressed these goals professionally and creatively through use of projects, essays, & in-class discussions.  I did not feel uninformed of on and off campus activities, either.  Thanks.
· These goals generally connect to my classroom experience.
· Yes.  They generally connect.

· I’m not sure how involvement in University life relates to the major, nor why it should matter.

· I actually feel that I learned each item, or “achieved” each goal, some more than others. (For example, I took Spanish in high school and college and am not fluent but can get by.)

· Generally yes.  Areas related to theory were not well-covered.  Also I would not say I feel to be a confident writer.
· Yes, with the collection of classes I’ve taken, most goals have been accomplished.

· Mostly. I feel my goals of improving my English both in writing and talking have been achieved.

· Looking at the list initially, I felt that there was no way I would match up my experience with this much stuff; I think that the vast majority of goals were met by the department.
Do you think the Department’s goals could be better framed or articulated for students?
· There are some area in which the four sections overlap, but overall, it is quite complete and thorough.

· Not really.

· Courses should be more geared to students’ interests.

· No, it is good the way it is.
· I think they are framed pretty well.

· Do you?  The “framers” and “articulators” are English Professors for Goddam Goddam.

· Yes (see below).

· Having a one size fits all set of goals is fine, but it’d be better if there were “sets” of goals for each individual concentration, such as teaching, tech. writing, and creative writing, which help students know what they ought to be striving to learn in their area of specialization.

· Breadth of the goals is articulated & framed well.

· No.
· Can’t think of anything.

· No.

· Yes.  We’re not told about the goals up front and in the beginning.

· No.  I like how they are framed.

· Yes, many goals seem repetitive and lack specificity.  The majority are so general they could apply to various majors.

· A lot of goals, which makes it difficult to recognize when they have been achieved.
· I think a lot of this is self-selecting for English majors; maybe by highlighting these goals in lower division classes those unclear on things like canon-formation could then pester their instructors on this.

· Yes.  I hope there is a class that will help you to be prepared for life beyond college.  I think the curriculum for undergraduate students is well designed, but it seems to little more than helping them for further education:  graduate school.  I hope the department could also focus on other goals as well as the kinds of professions available for English majors.

Do you think anything should be dropped from the Department’s goals? If so, which items? Why?

· None.

· Foreign lang. req.  Instead. do a course in Old English.

· Not really.  No.

· No.  Goals are a wide range suiting every student’s academic expectations.

· Literary criticism seemed unnecessary for undergraduates.

· No.  Keep everything on it.

· The foreign Language requirement—it is impractical, unnecessary, and time-consuming.

· Be more flexible with the “literature” requirements—instead of having to take three specific courses, have a big pool of all the lit. courses and let students choose.

· Everything is worth learning.  If anything, things should be added.
· No.

· Not really sure.
· No.

· Group projects should not be required.  Group discussions are fine, but group projects should not be allowed to affect your grade.

· Foreign Language—requiring it in grades 13-16 seems a bit tardy.

· Cooperative projects.  As soon as more than one person is involved in a project, problems multiply.

· No.

· No.

· Discussion of theor6y is very difficult for non-philosophical thinkers.  If it were an optional topic and not required that would be better.

· “The ability to learn a second language” is a real drag.  It will probably keep me from doing a master’s program. And I know I am dreaming that this requirement will be removed.

Is there something missing from the list of goals?  What would you suggest adding?

· The ability to create something wholly new.

· Add a goal for German literary work in addition to British and American, since the English language is Germanic in origin.

· I can’t think of anything—it’s pretty thorough!

· No.

· No.

· No.

· No.

· Nothing comes to mind.

· No.  Everything is fine.

· Add more basic grammar terms—the only place I studied them was in 103.  Many high schools fail to teach this nowadays.

· Since many jobs for English majors necessitate journalistic skills (familiarity with style guides) and some technical prowess (Quark, Xpress, Adobe Pagemaker), I feel a university at the heart of Silicon Valley ought to have a course focusing on arming English majors with the professional know-how to get a leg up on those journalism majors on the job market.
· N/A.
· Something about grammar.

· Nothing missing.

· More exposure to non-Western literature would be ideal.  Translated accounts work nearly as well as the real thing.

· Stronger focus on regional and American Literature in addition to Steinbeck offering.

· Classes on how English can be applied beyond college: what jobs are available and the necessary steps for preparation — resume writing and etc.
Is there something the Department does particularly well, in your view?

· It treats its students with greater respect and understanding.

· Skills and knowledge portion of the Department carried out very well.

· Familiarity with other cultures, genders, etc.

· I love the department.  The professors are well-rounded and the staff is helpful.  With a good staff, everything else falls into place.  Good professors well-educated in their fields.

· The department is full of knowledgeable, inspiring professors who effectively engage students in the coursework.

· Keep on keeping on heads the list.

· They do provide a lot of events for you to go to.

· Faculty approachable and open to different approaches to lit. (for the most part) but on the whole doesn’t seem cutting edge enough.

· Puts students in touch with professors.  At larger schools courses are taught by TAs.  SJSU allows students to meet directly with the truly learned minds.  A big plus.

· I am an Art (Spatial) major working towards certification in Technical writing.  I am very pleased with the skill level (and the variety too) of the English Dept.’s professors. Each has left an influence mark on my learning experience.  Craig Lore would applaud that I just scribbled out text instead of using standard editorial marks.
· Development of critical perspective and sense of intellectual independence and momentum.
· I like everything about the department.

· There is a wide variety of courses in the catalog.  The problem is they are not being offered regularly.

· Exposure to various kinds of Western thought and genre is wide enough to encourage multiple avenues of self-study.

· Make lots of hoops to jump through—especially redundancy between upper and lower-division requirements (I think I read Homer every semester).

· A developing progress in cultural awareness and diversity.

· Diversity in materials (books and other things).

· I’ve been very impressed with the Department’s instructors willingness to engage with students outside the classroom. This creates a great sense of community.

What do you think the Department should do to improve its program(s)?

· Divide major into teaching, creative writing, and literature/research.

· Focus more on getting students involved with faculty and University.  Lacking in the Experiences section.

· More emphasis on group work and making each group member participate.

· Maybe more class trips to the literary events and discuss and prepare career options more.
· Less “classics” and more radical approaches to newer texts, less “formalist” and “New Criticism” approaches by faculty.

· This is Silicon Valley.  The dept. could do more to attract people by improving the tech writing program. by incorporating hands-on training (including programs like Robohelp and Framemaker) as well as courses related to the work done in the field like white papers, procedures manuals, etc.  I had to seek out such knowledge.  SJSU coursework did not prepare me for a career in tech. writing.  Also, if a major pursues the concentration in career writing, he or she should get the tech. writing certificate.

· Offer more consistent group of classes, hire more professors that are passionate about teaching the courses they are chosen for, and allow professors to have greater flexibility with the curriculum so they can be more interested in the material.

· Tutoring program.  Actual application of knowledge in real life.

· The obvious thing is to offer a broader range of classes.  Many interesting classes listed in the catalog, but if you blink or you have a schedule conflict, you’ll never see them offered again.  I realize that the number of students impacts how often classes are offered, but maybe this is a check/egg dilemma: offer more and more will show up.

· Create emphasis tracks to allow students to focus in a certain genre, region, or era.

· Drop the requirement of two semesters of foreign language and lessen the load of English electives required.

· Students should be able to bend their studies toward their anticipated career.  For example, an editorial position would require classes on things like style guides and technological know-how. Once they choose a focus in the major, students need to have more control over their personal curriculum.

· Equal recognition of the professors, better pay for professors, less tension between the professors and the gen. English Administration Dept.
· N/A.

· More engaging lectures and energy.

· Maybe offer more summer courses.  Also maybe a very basic grammar class (simpler than 103) for students who have never had formal grammar training.

· Not sure if this is a department or university issue, but there need to be more classes offered to English majors at different times.

· I think they are hitting their stride at the moment.  I have noticed an increase in gossip and student favoritism.
· Strongly believe department should offer more courses.  Catalog lists an array, but I’m not seeing them offered.  For example, English 134.

· Keep English 101 and make sure it is required.  Many courses feel rushed. Add a week to the semester or enforce realistic classroom goals.

