ASCC A&H Panel
Approved Minutes

Friday, March 6, 2015





1:00 PM -2:30 PM

110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Heysel, Parsons, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA: 
1. Approval of 2-20-15 minutes  
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Parsons, unanimously approved
2. NELC 5101 (new course) 
· Attendance policy: “More than two absences will result in a grade of ‘EN’ for the course.” This should very likely read “a grade of E.” Indeed, EN can only be given when a student stops attending the course. When assigning an EN grade, the instructor needs to provide an indication of when the student stopped attending the course. That does not seem to be what is meant here.
· Grading scale: There is no D- at OSU.
· The prerequisite information on the form (in curriculum.osu.edu) is the information that will be included in the course catalog. The end of the line reads “or graduate standing.” This should probably be replaced by “or graduate standing in NELC.” Indeed, the syllabus indicates that in terms of graduate population the course is limited to graduate students in the Department of NELC.
· Parsons, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved with 3 recommendations
3. Classics 2798.02 (new course) 
· Obtain concurrence from History.

· Obtain concurrence from Comparative Studies.
· Update curriculum map: i.e., include new course where it will fit (in which majors) and indicate at what level the new course will fulfill the goals of the particular major(s).
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Parsons, unanimously approved with 3 contingencies (in bold above).
4. Hebrew 2367.01 (new course; requesting GE Writing and Communication Level 2 & GE Visual and Performing Arts) 
· One of the expectations of Writing and Communication Level 2 courses is that they include content and writing pertaining to the United States. See p. 35 of ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual: https://asccas.osu.edu/files/ASC_CurrAssess_Operations_Manual.pdf Request to adjust course description so that it reflects that course pertains to American culture as well. 
· Obtain concurrence from Film Studies.

· GE assessment plan. 
· The direct assessment measures that are currently uploaded with the course proposal are either a narrative describing how the progress of students at acquiring better writing skills will be assessed (for GE Writing and Communication Level 2) or an explanation of which class assignments will touch on GE Visual and Performing Arts (for GE VPA).  As for the indirect measures that are provided, they are more about how students find the course as a course, not about whether they think the individual GE expected learning outcomes (ELOs) have been achieved. 

· GE assessment takes every GE ELO for each GE category individually and shows how the course fulfills each specific ELO. For each ELO, provide at least one direct measure of assessment and ideally provide an indirect measure as well. Also, ideally, course assignment grades should not be used as measures of direct assessment as most often those grades do not solely reflect attainment of the specific ELOs. It is preferable to use a rubric. 
· ASCCAS will provide a GE assessment plan (as well as an assessment report to show what is expected in terms of reporting once the course has been taught a couple of times).
· A few additional suggestions:

· For the direct measures of assessment, think about concrete measures, e.g., providing pre- and post-assessment (e.g., for GE Writing and Communication, compare the first short paper to last short paper—use a rubric to grade and look for improvement). 
· You cannot use extra credit assignments or assignments that are not obligatory for all students for GE assessment (mentioned in VPA). 

· Parsons, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved with 3 contingencies (in bold above).
5. History 3214 (new course; requesting GE Historical Study & GE Diversity--Global Studies)
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Parsons, unanimously approved
6. Discussion about syllabus template 
· Suggestion to replace “List of all assigned readings, viewings, out-of-classroom required activities. Include where the materials are accessed by students” with line number 8 of the syllabus template currently in the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual, namely “A list of required texts and other course materials, and information on where they are available.”

· Suggestion to replace “Description of each course assignment” with line number 9 of the syllabus template currently in the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual, namely “Information about the length and format of all papers, homework, laboratory assignments, and examinations.”
· Currently Honors and Honors Embedded courses have to submit a separate document answering specific questions. The box in the template “Please explain what makes this an Honors or Honors Embedded course (if applicable)” does not seem to fit in a course syllabus template (the current document is only supposed to replace the syllabus, not the other documents necessary for submission) and would require submitters to restate information that is already covered in the Honors/Honors Embedded document they need to submit. 
