ASCC A&H Panel
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, October 1, 2013





11:00 AM -12:30 PM

110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Fletcher, Moulton, Sanders, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA: 
1. Approval of 9-10-13 minutes  
· Aski, Sanders, unanimously approved
2. English 2267 (new course)  
· Recommendations: 
· Use 16 pt for statement about disability services. The statement also appears as a point “1” whereas there is no list in this part of the document.

· Add grading scale.

· Academic misconduct statement: recommend using the one posted here: http://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/asc-syllabus-elements 
· Schedule: Request to include topics stating whether this is fiction, poetry, or creative nonfiction. Also include topics for workshops, if possible. Suggestion: Include length of the readings.
· Fletcher, Moulton, approved with contingency (in bold above) 
3. Revision to Creative Writing Minor  
· Discussion about whether each student needs to take 2267 or whether combination of 2 other introductory classes is permissible as well. Panel decides that the latter is the most likely. Recommendation: advising sheet: second column: replace “should” with “can.”
· Fletcher, Aski, unanimously approved 
4. Philosophy 3430 (new course)  
· Recommendations: 

· Make clear where readings will be (book or Carmen?).
· Clarify attendance policy. How many absences are acceptable before grade changes—not just state when student fails.
· Fletcher, Mouton, unanimously approved 
5. Philosophy 1337 (new course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas)  
· Clarify when readings are due. P. 2 of syllabus: “Students are expected to complete reading assignments on a topic before the class session covering that topic.” The passage “before the class session” should be replaced by “before the week” (since at this point the schedule ties readings to weeks, not class sessions). Alternatively, make schedule of readings more specific (tie readings with specific class sessions).
· GE assessment plan is not GE-specific. The explanations are more about the broad course goals than the GE. For example, “ethics” (mentioned several times in the plan) is not a concept that appears as such in the two expected learning outcomes of GE Cultures and Ideas. It does, however, appear in the course title (ethical theory is the topic of the course) and in the second stated course goal (bottom of syllabus p. 1). The GE assessment plan should specifically be about the GE aspect of the course--which is not the same as course assessment. Clearly link GE expected learning outcome # 1 to direct and/or indirect assessment methods. Then do the same for expected learning outcome #2. 
6. Theatre 5835 (new course)  
· More detailed descriptions of assignments (length and format) are needed.

· Attendance policy p. 2 “This class will adhere to the Department’s Absence Policy. You are allowed two (2) excused absences per semester. After those two (2) absences, each subsequent absence will drop your final grade by one point 
(A to A-).” Clarify: is it indeed “one point” or should this really say “1/3 of a letter grade”? This policy also seems incompatible with the 20% set aside in the grading breakdown. (Or is it part of the 20%?)
