ASCC GE A&H Panel

Approved Minutes

Wednesday, April 18, 2012





11:30-1:00 PM

110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Brintlinger, Fletcher, Hogle, Leasure, Stafford
AGENDA:

1. Approval of 4-4-12 minutes
Fletcher, Brintlinger, unanimously approved 
2. Classics 3408 (Culture & Ideas; Historical Study) 
· Assessment Plan

· Course will use a random sample, 10% of exams and papers, which will be provided to the Teaching, Technology, and Assessment Committee. 

· The same assessment plan is repeated three times throughout document. It is confusing but the information is present. 
· A sample GE Assessment Plan template is needed to assist units when submitting courses. 
· Brintlinger, Stafford, unanimously approved with contingencies 
· Discrepancies in assignments. There needs to be one set of assignments rather than two; two essays and three exams or one research paper and two exams. These assignments need to be aligned with the syllabus schedule.  

· GE Boilerplate language

· Remove reference to GEC language 

· Suggestions

· Streamline assessment plan 
· Adjust dates on syllabus schedule. The first day of the semester will begin prior to the first date of the course stated on the syllabus. 
· The first required textbook mentions “graduate students registered.” This is an undergraduate only course. This statement needs to be removed.  
3. Classics 2401 (Literature; return) 
· Numbering on the syllabus is confusing 

·  Class participation is not on the grading scale:
· One reason some instructors do not grade class participation but require it is because students are double penalized if you grade on attendance and also test them on information covered only during class lectures.  
· Stafford, Brintlinger, unanimously approved with contingencies 
· Need to include GE Literature Goals

·  Remove “improving final grade” in regard to Class Attendance. Suggestion: Attendance and participation are required and the use of office hours is encouraged. 
· Suggestions: fix numbering in syllabus as it is not consistent. 
4. Comparative Studies 5626 (concurrence; revised syllabus) 
· The syllabus has been improved significantly 
· Economics and AEDE have not had a chance to review the updated syllabus 
· The readings were not changed in the new syllabus to make it more consistent with the description. 

· Difficult to grasp if you have not had economics. However, it is difficult in Comparative Studies to require a prerequisite. 
· Comparative studies is to teach across departments
· They have addressed that the course is not about economic theory in the new syllabus and that is sufficient. 
· Can’t let other departments prohibit units like comparative studies from teaching courses that should be comparisons and approaches to all disciplines. Economics could offer the same exact course. 
· Comparative studies does not wish to have concurrence. It may be a policy that the unit not require concurrences because everything would have to have concurrences. 
· Concurrence has been resolved to the Panel’s satisfaction. Concurrences are not necessary. There is a two week comment period once the course goes to ASCC where colleagues can comment and express concerns.  
· Brintlinger, Fletcher, unanimously approved with contingency

· Syllabus needs to be a 14 week schedule or consistent with academic calendar 

