ASCC NMS Panel
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, April 19, 2016





12:15PM -1:45PM
110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Craigmile, Daly, Derdzinski, Dinan, Haddad, Matthews, Vankeerbergen.
AGENDA:
1. Approval of 3-22-16 minutes  
· Daly, Derdzinski, unanimously approved 
2. Entomology 2101 (existing course with GE Natural Science-Biological Science; request for Distance Learning format) 
· Not much information about technical support help for students is provided in syllabus. More information about technological resources would be helpful in the syllabus. Request to Dept of Entomology to work with ODEE.
· Daly, Matthews, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above)
3. EEOB 5480 (new course; study abroad) 
· The proposal contains contradictory information about the dual career aspect of this course. On the one hand, the syllabus mentions in the first paragraph that the course is open to both graduate students and undergraduate students. On the other hand, the “Academic Components” document mentions in more than one place that the primary audience for the course is graduate students. Finally, the document called “Logistical Components” refers to the course as being EEOB 6350 (i.e., a Graduate course). Request to reconcile the different aspects of the proposal.
· Note that the Office of Academic Affairs has set aside specific course numbers for education abroad courses: “x797” for Study at a Foreign Institution and “x798” for Study Tours. If those numbers fit into the numbering scheme used by the Department of EEOB, the Department is encouraged to use one such number.
· Prereqs to the course do not exist. Very likely, EEOB 4498 is supposed to be EEOB 4998. If that is the case, it is consistently misnumbered throughout the proposal (form and all documents). (Also note that the “Logistical Components” document mentions EEOB 3494 instead.) As for EEOB 6220, this course was never submitted by the Department (i.e., it does not exist in the course catalog).
· Provide a more detailed credit hour rationale.

· If the course remains at the 5000-level (is both an Undergraduate and a Graduate course), then an updated curriculum map for the EEOB undergraduate major needs to be uploaded. The map should include the new course (in addition to all the courses in the major) and indicate which one(s) of the major program goals the course is designed to meet and at what level.
· Form in curriculum.osu.edu: Remove “Independent Study” from course components.
· No vote. The Panel will reconsider the course once the changes are made.
4. Biology 2367 (return; new course requesting GE Natural Science-Biological Science) 

· The Panel is still very unsure about the GE Natural Science content of the course. The content of the GMO module is now outlined, but the Panel does not think that there is enough time to cover the necessary science in this module. 
· Panel deems that the natural science content of a course requesting GE Natural Science should be fixed/specified. The content should not be variable.
· This course would make a very fine writing course pertaining to biology but the course is not appropriate for GE Natural Science.
· Daly, Matthews, unanimously approved as a course with no GE Natural Science status
5. Freshman Seminar—Bryan Carstens 
· Add statement on academic misconduct to syllabus and use ASC-approved statement about disability services (see p. 14 of ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual http://asccas.osu.edu/files/ASC_CurrAssess_Operations_Manual.pdf )
· Daly, Derdzinski, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above)
6. Freshman Seminar—Paul Sutter 
· Not many details wrt assessment. However, the Panel members decide that this is sufficient for a freshman seminar.
· Matthews, Daly, unanimously approved
7. Astronomy 1101 (existing course with GE Natural Science-Physical Science; request for Distance Learning format)

· Discrepancy between e-mail sent by Paul Martini on April 8 and distance learning syllabus. In syllabus submitted, labs appear to take place on-line. However, e-mail says that all labs are in person in Columbus only. If lab is in person, then the syllabus needs to reflect that and the form in curriculum.osu.edu needs to indicate that this course is “greater or equal to 50% at a distance” (not “100%”).  
· How are exams proctored? How does one guarantee safety of exams? Syllabus does not give any such information. Is the testing center used for the exams?
· Daly, Derdzinski, unanimously approved with 2 contingencies (in bold above)[image: image1.png]



