ASCC A&H Panel
Approved Minutes

Friday, October 10, 2014





1:30 PM -3:00 PM

110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Cashin, Heysel, Parsons, Sanders, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA: 
· Approval of 9-26-14 minutes
· Sanders, Parsons, unanimously approved
· Biomedical Sciences Grad Prog 2000 (existing course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas)  
· GE Assessment plan: Assessment methods A and B are too broad. 

· For A: faculty member is advised to choose certain weeks where questions explicitly match the expected learning outcomes of the GE Cultures and Ideas category. Please provide specific examples. (Also, bear in mind that having a GE assessment plan that requires the faculty member to analyze the student responses of all students each and every week might be unwieldy if course enrolls many students.) 

· Likewise, for Assessment method B, please give specifics for student papers. Provide sample questions. 
· Sanders, Cashin, approved with 2 contingencies (in bold above)
· Biomedical Sciences Grad Prog 2010 (existing course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas) 
· Recommendation: Use complete statement on academic misconduct and disability services found in ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual (p. 15): http://asccas.osu.edu/sites/asccas.osu.edu/files/asc-curr-assess-operations-manual.pdf 
· GE Assessment plan: 
· SEIs cannot be used as an indirect measure since there is not a single question on SEIs that specifically addresses the Expected Learning Outcomes of the GE Cultures and Ideas category.
· Panel had a discussion about whether the direct measure that involves the pre-survey and exams is really linked to GE Cultures and Ideas Expected Learning Outcomes #1 (ELO 1) or whether it is more linked to ELO 2.  Please justify for Panel with more specifics how that paragraph measures ELO 1.
· Parsons, Cashin, approved with 2 contingencies (in bold above)
· History 3254 (existing course; requesting GE Diversity—Global Studies) 
· J. Aski will engage Dept. of History about its standard assessment plan for GE Historical Study and GE Diversity. 
· Aski,Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved
· History 2720 (new course; return; requesting GE Historical Study) 
· Expected Learning Outcome #3 of GE Historical Study indicates that “Students speak and write critically about primary and secondary historical sources …” Course needs primary sources to have Historical Study GE. Feedback to Department of History: Course is approved as course (without GE status). Dept can decide to advance course without GE status. Or Dept can decide to have course returned to adjust syllabus for GE Historical Study.

· Aski, Sanders, unanimously approved as course without GE status only; if Dept wishes to resubmit for GE status, then 2nd review and vote by Panel will be needed.
· NELC 5125 (new course) 
· For future submissions of new course requests: if an undergraduate course can count toward the major (whether as a required course or an elective), please include the curriculum map of that program to which you have added the newly proposed course, indicating the program goal(s) and levels it is designed to meet.

· Correct grading scale: A cannot go up to 107; D- is not a grade at OSU.
· Sanders, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved (with two recommendations above)
· NELC 5126 (new course)
· If 5126 can count toward the major (whether as a required course or an elective), please include the curriculum map of that program to which you have added the newly proposed course, indicating the program goal(s) and levels it is designed to meet. If 5125 can count in major too, please add this course in curriculum map as well.
· Correct grading scale: A cannot go up to 107; D- is not a grade at OSU.

· Expand weekly schedule including all readings and assignments.

· Sent back to Dept with feedback above.
· NELC 5121 (new course) 
· Form in curriculum.osu.edu: Prereq: “The class presupposes a good working knowledge of Hebrew or prior coursework in Aramaic (e.g. biblical Aramaic or Syriac)” This statement will not be enforceable electronically and may confuse advisors. Better to state a specific level. For example: “Prereq: Hebrew 1103, or permission of instructor” (if that should be the level that the Department has in mind as a prerequisite for this course).
· P. 2 of syllabus indicates that “Graduate students” will write a research paper. Undergraduates are not mentioned here. And yet, as a 5000-level course, this course will be open to undergraduates. If assignments for undergraduates and graduate students are different, what do undergraduates do instead of the 60% research paper?
· Section IV. Course Schedule: “It is subject to change (check your OSU email accounts).”  This sentence repeats information stated in the previous sentence. 
· Sent back to Dept with feedback above.
· One-time study abroad offering of English 4575 “Topics in Literary Forms and Themes.” (“Literature and Culture of London”--Faculty: C. Highley) 
· The Panel would have preferred to see a full syllabus and a fuller rationale for the credit hours. Indeed, without a more detailed explanation, one may very well think this is a 4 credit hours course. However, since the course will be submitted next year as a permanent course with its own number, the Panel approves this offering for now and will revisit the course when it is submitted for permanent inclusion in the course catalog.

· Sanders, Cashin, unanimously approved 
