ASCC A&H Panel
Approved Minutes

Friday, October 2, 2015






2:15 PM -3:45 PM

110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Derr, Heysel, Kaylor, Parsons, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen, Wilson
AGENDA: 
1) Approval of 9-18-15 minutes 
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Derr, unanimously approved
2) Dance 3401 (existing course with GE Cultures and Ideas & GE Diversity-Social Diversity in the US; request for Distance Learning offering) 
· Point 8.1 of technical review sheet: Recommend using Carmen Distance Learning Course Shell to provide a consistent student-user experience in terms of navigation and access to content. This is merely a recommendation that ASCTech had--does not necessarily have to happen. 
· P. 5 of DL syllabus: faculty member will respond to discussion board posts within 3-5 days and to visual media analyses within 10-12 days. Concern expressed by panel member. This is a lot of time. 

· Issue of enrollment. If this is a highly enrolled on-line course, the work load for the faculty member would be hard to manage.

· P. 6 of DL syllabus: Students are told to log in at least 2 times a week but participate at least 3 times per week in discussion forums. Please align these numbers. (How does one participate in discussion forums without logging in?)
· Discussion about how ASCTech only does last 3 sections of QM review. Should we do more? Should the ASC review sheet cover all of the QM?
· Provide better explanation of final project. The various steps of the final project are explained in the detailed Units (pp. 12, 13, 14, 15, 16), but the overall aim of the final project is never explained. Also, do the music playlist and clipboards need to be accompanied by a final paper (for example) or another assignment that wraps up the final project? The FP activities on pp. 15-16 are not defined at all though they are probably very important. Do note that the equivalent project is better explained in the classroom version of the syllabus (p. 4 “Event Planning Group Assignment and Presentation”).
· The Distance Learning syllabus mentions the GE goals separately from the expected learning outcomes (language should appear together). The classroom-based syllabus does not mention the GE goals at all.  Also, the expected learning outcomes for GE Cultures and Ideas are slightly adjusted on both syllabi (please use exact boilerplate). Finally, the classroom-based syllabus mentions expected learning outcomes for Arts and Humanities that have not been used since before 2012 (under the quarter-system). These 3 points should be deleted. (The Distance Learning syllabus does not list these but mentions “Arts and Humanities” at the bottom of page 1. This should be deleted.) In sum, each syllabus should have the following language verbatim:
Cultures and Ideas

Goals:
Students evaluate significant cultural phenomena and ideas in order to develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; and interpretation and evaluation.

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students analyze and interpret major forms of human thought, culture, and expression.

2. Students evaluate how ideas influence the character of human beliefs, the perception of reality, and the norms which guide human behavior.

Diversity

Goals:
Students understand the pluralistic nature of institutions, society, and culture in the United States and across the world in order to become educated, productive, and principled citizens.

Expected Learning Outcomes:
Social Diversity in the United States           
1. Students describe and evaluate the roles of such categories as race, gender and sexuality, disability, class, ethnicity, and religion in the pluralistic institutions and cultures of the United States.

2. Students recognize the role of social diversity in shaping their own attitudes and values regarding appreciation, tolerance, and equality of others.

· Wilson, Derr, unanimously approved with three recommendations (in italics above)
3) Art Education 7708 (new course and request 100% Distance Learning) 
· Old tech review rubric was uploaded in curriculum.osu.edu. Instructor updated the syllabus to reflect feedback in tech rubric. 
· Obtain concurrence from Disability Studies Program (Director: Amy Shuman).

· Course appears to be fairly lean for 7000-level:
· Graded assignments do not appear to be very challenging. 
· Reading assignments are lean. 
· Syllabus does not show any interaction with instructor (no feedback from professor, no contact hours). 
· No vote.
4) Education: Teaching & Learning 2368 (existing course with GE Literature; request to add 100% Distance Learning) 
· P. 1: There is no longer an “Arts and Humanities Literature requirement” in the GE. The overarching “Arts and Humanities” category has been removed. We now only speak of GE Literature category.

· Use GE boilerplate language on syllabus: that is, state GE goals (these are left out on the current syllabus) and use expected learning outcomes verbatim.
Literature

Goals:
Students evaluate significant texts in order to develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; interpretation and evaluation; and critical listening, reading, seeing, thinking, and writing.

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students analyze, interpret, and critique significant literary works.

2. Through reading, discussing, and writing about literature, students appraise and evaluate the personal and social values of their own and other cultures.
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Wilson, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above)
5) Education: Teaching & Learning 3356 (existing course with GE Literature; request to add 100% Distance Learning) 
· P. 1: There is no longer an “Arts and Humanities Literature requirement” in the GE. The overarching “Arts and Humanities” category has been removed. We now only speak of GE Literature category.
· Use GE boilerplate language on syllabus: that is, state GE goals (these are left out on the current syllabus) and use expected learning outcomes verbatim.

Literature

Goals:
Students evaluate significant texts in order to develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; interpretation and evaluation; and critical listening, reading, seeing, thinking, and writing.

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students analyze, interpret, and critique significant literary works.

2. Through reading, discussing, and writing about literature, students appraise and evaluate the personal and social values of their own and other cultures.
· Derr, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above)
6) HDFS 2367 (existing course with GE Writing and Communication-Level 2; request to add Distance Learning)  
· Distance learning course includes a lot of group work. Suggestion that syllabus recommend technologies to do group work: e.g., Carmen Wiki or other platform.
· There should be a system that enables instructor to verify that students have all contributed to the group project. Syllabus should include a statement on how students can work together online: i.e., further define what is acceptable as far as group work is concerned. Such information is particularly useful to prevent future COAM cases.
· Boilerplate GE goals and expected learning outcomes need to be included. (What is presented as GE goals and expected learning outcomes in the current syllabus is not the faculty-approved language.)
Writing and Communication

Goals:
Students are skilled in written communication and expression, reading, critical thinking, oral expression and visual expression.
Expected Learning Outcomes: 
Level Two 
1. Through critical analysis, discussion, and writing, students demonstrate the ability to read carefully and express ideas effectively.

2. Students apply written, oral, and visual communication skills and conventions of academic discourse to the challenges of a specific discipline.

3. Students access and use information critically and analytically.
· Parsons, Wilson, unanimously approved with three recommendations (in italics above)
7) One-time study abroad request for Dance 5798 (Brazil) 
· Document named “5798 Brazil Tour Proposal” mentions that the Spring portion of the Brazil experience will be worth 2 credits. However, the current one-time course request mentions 3 credits on the form and 3 credits on the actual syllabus. The Panel believes that the “5798 Brazil Tour Proposal” document predates the form in curriculum.osu.edu and the syllabus. It should have been updated to avoid discrepancy.
· The credit hour rationale is incorrect. The submitter calculated many of the activities as if these were hours of formalized instruction (12.5 contact hrs for 1 semester credit hr) or structured educational experiences (25 contact hrs for 1 semester credit hr). In actuality, most of the activities in Columbus and Brazil should be calculated at the studio rate of 37.5 contact hrs for 1 semester credit hr. However, Panel deems that when calculated at the proper rate, the whole course is indeed still close to 3 credit hours.
· All in all, the submission is confusing (because it contains several inaccuracies). The Panel is fine with this one-time offering (because it is indeed a one-time offering). However, for more permanent courses in the future, please make sure to pay more attention to the details of the submission.
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Derr, unanimously approved with three recommendations (in italics above)
8) Classics 2798.02 (course change; addition of GE Cultures and Ideas and GE Diversity-Global Studies) 
· Remove sentence on p. 1 of syllabus about this not being a GE course: “The May travel course is not now being proposed to fulfill a GE category, but may in the future be so enhanced to fulfill the category Cultures and Ideas and Diversity: Global Studies.”
· Derr, Wilson, unanimously approved with one recommendation (in italics above)
9) Religious Studies 3672 (existing course; request to add GE Cultures and Ideas and GE Social Diversity in the US) 
· The only campus checked off for this course is Columbus. However, the syllabus belongs to a faculty member on the Newark campus.

· This is no longer a Comparative Studies course yet both the syllabus and the GE rationale mention Comparative Studies 3672.
· For each assessment method used, provide specifics/ examples: i.e., examples of embedded questions, journal prompts, opinion survey questions.
· In the GE rationale document, the boilerplate for the GE Culture and Ideas includes outdated (i.e., pre-semester conversion) language pertaining to the defunct Arts and Humanities umbrella category. The GE rationale should only address the two expected learning outcomes for Cultures and Ideas.
· Derr, Wilson, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and three recommendations (in italics)
10) Russian 5250.01 (course change; credit hours change) & Russian 5250.02 (new course) 
· Issue with extra session not being scheduled as regular class time with the Registrar’s office before start of semester. Furthermore, in order to have a course count for 4 credits, this fourth hour would need to be scheduled every week (not every other week). 

· Define criteria for extra credit. How do students earn extra points? Syllabus mentions 1-3 points for attending two extra sessions but does not clarify how the decision will be made to attribute 1 point or 2 points or 3 points.
· Wilson, Derr, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics)
11) History 3219 (new course; requesting GE Historical Study) 
· Wilson, Derr, unanimously approved
