ASCC A&H Panel
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, November 25, 2014





8:00 AM -9:30 AM

143 University Hall
ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Heysel, Sanders, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA: 
1) Approval of 11-7-14 minutes  
· Sanders, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved
2) History 2201 (course change; requesting 100% DL format; course already has GE Historical Study)  
· One of the ten courses that were approved for Distance Learning last year.
· Sanders, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved

3) Italian 1101.02 (new course; DL version of existing 1101.01 with GE Foreign Language) 
Italian 1102.02 (new course; DL version of existing 1102.01 with GE Foreign Language)  
Italian 1103.02 (new course; DL version of existing 1103.01 with GE Foreign Language) 
· Exemplar syllabi. 
· Talghani-Nikazm, Sanders, unanimously approved
4) Film Studies 2270.02 (new course; DL version of existing 2270.01 with GE Visual and Performing Arts)  
· 100% on-line. There will be group discussions on Carmen.
· Remove prereq information on syllabus, p. 1. This course does not have a prereq.

· Inconsistency in syllabus: Participation seems to add up to 30% (5% for course introductory assignments, 5% for style quiz, 20% for online discussion post)—i.e., neither the 35% or the 25% mentioned on p. 3. If indeed participation is 30%, then course grades add up to 95%. Please adjust.
· Syllabus uses old quarter-based GEC goals and expected learning outcomes (when Visual and Performing Arts was part of larger Arts and Humanities category). Tell unit to update that language on syllabus.

· Taleghani-Nikazm, Sanders, unanimously approved with three recommendations (in italics above)
5) Anthropology 3334 (course change; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas) 
· Assessment plan: How will data be archived and used to make course improvements? 
· In the current assessment plan, each GE expected learning outcome is assessed by several direct methods (types of questions). Can this plan realistically be implemented for every single student? When course is taught and GE data is gathered for the GE assessment report, this might be unwieldy. It is perfectly acceptable to assess the success of the course at fulfilling each ELO by linking each ELO to one (or more) direct assessment method (perhaps complemented with an indirect assessment method).  Also, metrics should be included indicating how faculty will define success in terms of student achievement of learning outcomes. ASCCAS to send example of good Cultures and Ideas assessment report.

· On syllabus, add GE goals, expected learning outcomes, and statement underneath explaining how the expected learning outcomes are fulfilled in the course.

· Aski, Sanders, unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above)
6) NELC 5126 (return; new course) 
· Sanders, Aski, unanimously approved
7) NELC 5121 (return; new course) 
· Prereq information has not been changed in curriculum.osu.edu (but it has been changed on syllabus). ASCCAS to change information on form.
· Sanders, Aski, unanimously approved
8) History 2797.02 (return; new course; requesting GE Historical Study) 
· Panel still not clear how American instructor will be able to insert questions to do GE assessment.
· There is still discrepancy between grades assigned in revised syllabus and grades in document labeled “Updated course credit rationale and assessment.” The many versions of the documents that are uploaded in curriculum.osu.edu make it difficult to follow the course proposal. For future submissions, please remove old documents once more recent versions have been uploaded and compare all documents that are the final versions so that all documents are in synch.
· Document labeled “Updated credit hour rationale”: FYI, testing outside of class is not a structured educational experience. Thus, the structured educational experiences should not add up to 16 credits. Also, the way credit hours are calculated in that document differs from the way they are calculated in the document labeled “Updated course credit rationale and assessment.”
· Aski, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved with 3 comments (in italics above) 
9) German 2250 (return; new course; requesting GE Literature and GE Diversity—Global Studies) 
· Great assessment plan. 
· Panel discusses whether the Dept has made a good case for GE Literature. The Panel unanimously agrees that there are various literary texts used in the course.
· Sanders, Aski, unanimously approved
10) History 2720 (return; requesting GE Historical Study) 
· Primary sources have been added as requested.
· Aski, Sanders, unanimously approved

11) Philosophy 2465 (new course; requesting GE Literature) 

· On syllabus, add GE goals, expected learning outcomes, and statement underneath explaining how the expected learning outcomes are fulfilled in the course.

· Panel wonders whether course might be a better fit for GE Cultures and Ideas. Course looks at texts as a source to understand a topic through philosophical methods. Discussion. Panel comes to conclusion that GE Literature is actually warranted.
· Submit full updated curriculum map.

· Assessment plan should be reworked. What has been submitted is foremost a (complex) course goals assessment plan. Make sure to assess both GE expected learning outcomes (in particular, not clear how ELO#2 will be assessed).  ASCCAS to provide sample GE Literature Assessment plan.

· Aski, Sanders, unanimously approved with three contingencies (in bold above)
