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Thursday, October 17, 2013





10:00 -11:00 AM

143 University Hall
ATTENDEES: Angerman, Fink, Fletcher, Gottlieb, Johnson, Krissek, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA: 
1. ASC 2798.04 (new course; requesting GE Education Abroad)
· Define more clearly which region/culture is the focus of this course: is course about Canada, French Canada, or Montreal? The title and course description focus on Montreal, but many times in the syllabus the focus shifts to Canada as a whole: for example, pp. 1-2 first and fifth specific goals and learning outcomes refer to Canada; research topic on p. 3 about the modern educational system in Toronto; choice of James’ Canada and Conflict: A Hard-hitting look at Canadian security post-9/11, from the Afghanistan war to US relations and Arctic sovereignty. (Please look at whole proposal, including the GE assessment plan, for other instances where Canada becomes focus of course.) Related to that is the fact that 2 days (25% of the trip) are actually not spent in Montreal but in Quebec City. 
· Suggestions:
· On 2 days, students are on their own (May 19 and 21). It might be good to somehow point out to students (in syllabus?) that this time will help them with their reflection assignments. Make sure that students don’t use that time to write their research paper. Faculty member might specify suggested activities (that might be helpful for the students’ ultimate reflection papers or their diaries/blogs).
· Might be good idea to switch the due dates for the research paper and the reflection paper. The latter might be due first, upon return from Montreal (on May 30 instead of the research paper; or is it May 31 as indicated on p. 3 of the syllabus?). The research paper (which requires more finalizing) would then be due on June 9. 
· Would be good idea to distribute prompts to students for organized tours/visits. That way, students would know the rationale for selecting those particular tours/visits and would understand better what to focus their attention on during the tours/visits.
· Journal entries: might faculty consider asking for one entry per week when in Newark and one per day while abroad?
· Other points of discussion:

· Much writing will be accomplished in this course. One member wondered when this writing will take place (in Montreal or back on campus?).
· Some formal instruction seems to be devoted to “reflection” and “journaling.”
Krissek, Gottlieb, approved with one contingency (in bold above) (and 4 suggestions in italics)
2. AAAS 5798.03 (new course; GE Education Abroad) 
· Clarify assignments: 
· In the schedule, on May 21, what are the student presentations? Do these correspond to the 3 hours of research presentation mentioned in the credit hours rationale? None of this is mentioned in the description of assignments on p. 2—though there is a line about graduate students being responsible for facilitating two class discussions while abroad, but it is not clear that this is the same as “student presentations.” Are the “presentations” graded? If different from the “presentations,” are the class discussion facilitations by graduate students graded?
· Provide further clarification about diary requirement.

· Weight of the different assignments might need to be reconsidered. For instance, 30% for attendance and participation is a high percentage.
· Syllabus: See p. 15 of the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual for ASC syllabus template: http://asccas.osu.edu/sites/asccas.osu.edu/files/ASC_CurrAssess_Operations_Manual.pdf 

Point 5 specifies that under the GE expected learning outcomes on the syllabus, there should be a statement explaining how the course will satisfy those ELOs. Please add such a statement to your syllabus.
· Form in curriculum.osu.edu needs to specify that the prerequisite for this course is AAAS 5485.03. (In turn, there is a question about a possible prerequisite for AAAS 5485.03. The two other decimalized versions of the course, 5485.01 and 5485.02, have English 1110 as a prerequisite. Shouldn’t this be the same for 5485.03?) 
· Suggestions:

· There are potentially 3 types of student populations targeted by this course: graduate students, undergraduate majors, and GE students. Advisors should make sure to clarify to their students that undergraduate majors taking the course in their major cannot double-count it for GE.
· Concerning late assignments, the syllabus says, “Take note of the due dates on the syllabus and plan ahead.” There are no due dates on the syllabus. The diary entries are subject to being checked by the professors at any time and there is no due date for the experiential reflection paper.

Fletcher, Angerman, approved with three contingencies (in bold above) (and 2 suggestions in italics)

