ASCC A&H2 Panel
Approved Minutes

Friday, September 16, 2016






3:30 PM -5:00 PM

110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Bitters, Fletcher, Parsons, Savage, Vankeerbergen, Wilson

AGENDA: 

1. Welcome and intro (Panel Chair) 
· To alleviate the workload for the Arts and Humanities, there are now 2 Arts and Humanities Panels.

· Some of the most important tasks of the Panel are the review of GE requests & issues of concurrences. Requirements implemented in the last few years are: need to provide updated curriculum map when a new course can count toward the undergraduate major of the submitting unit (whether as a required course or as an elective) and review of distance learning courses. 

2. English 3150 (new course) 

· This course is for English majors and related majors. It is somewhat like a workshop course. The course helps English majors and students from other Humanities disciplines to explore and prepare for careers after graduation.

· The prereq of “humanities major” would not be electronically implementable. 
· Specify in course description on the form in curriculum.osu.edu that this is a general elective (as opposed to an elective in the major). The revised description would read, “This general elective course helps English majors . . .”
· Question for the Department: Why not ask GE Writing and Communication-Level 2 course AND sophomore standing as a co-req/pre-req?
· Wilson, Parson, approved with one contingency (in bold above) and two recommendations (in italics above)
3. Biology 2367 (new course; requesting GE Writing and Communication-Level 2) 

· The submission in curriculum.osu.edu is confusing to the reader because several of the documents appear more than once. There is a long pdf (the actual proposal) that contains many (though not all; Appendix G is not included) of the documents that are also uploaded separately as appendices (appendices A, B, C, F, and G—but not D an E—are also uploaded separately). Please make sure that the submission in curriculum.osu.edu only contains one set of documents for the Panel to look at. Also, please, make sure to correct the title of Appendix A, which incorrectly refers to the natural science learning outcomes. Finally, in Appendix C, please remove the GE assessment plan for the no longer requested GE Natural Science-Biological Science.
· Pieces of a rationale for the requested GE Writing and Communication-level 2 appear here and there in several of the documents, but the proposal does not address the requested points in a structured way. The ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual indicates that a GE rationale document for Writing and Communication-level 2 should be submitted that addresses the following:
[Ho]w each individual GE expected learning outcome will be met in most or all of the following: (a) the course objectives, (b) the readings, (c) the topics, (d) the written assignments, and (e) other course components. For (d) written assignments, specifically explain (1) how the students gain significant writing experiences and other related skills involving effective written and oral communication, (2) how the syllabus includes opportunities for feedback on writing and revision, and (3) how students are encouraged to develop information literacy.
The key is to discuss each GE expected learning outcome separately so that the reviewing faculty panel can clearly see that each ELO is sufficiently addressed in the course. 
Please provide such a structured document that takes each GE expected earning outcome separately and explains how a, b, c, d, and e fulfill those learning outcomes. (Point d is of particular importance here.)
· Please develop schedule further. Where are writing manuals/readings pertaining to 2nd writing used in schedule? Elaborate on scientific readings as well in the schedule.
· Since the teaching of writing will be the primary focus of the course, please make sure that it does not only happen in the recitation.
· Provide more detailed information on how GTAs teaching writing will be trained (by whom).
· As explained on p.37 of the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual, 2367s should include content and writing pertaining to the United States. Please explain what aspects of the course fulfills this (vs. a course that would look at issues from a more global perspective).
· No vote
4. Philosophy 5310 (new course) 

· Parson, Wilson, unanimously approved
5. Comparative Studies 2214 (course change; addition of GE Diversity-Social Diversity in the US & cross-listing with new Sexuality Studies 2214) / Sexuality Studies 2214 (new course with GE Diversity-Social Diversity in the US) 

· Syllabus p. 1 should also state the GE goals, not only the GE expected learning outcomes.
· Last page of assessment plan refers to Tracdat. Please know that Tracdat will not be used for GE assessment. GE reports are currently still being submitted via e-mail. Eventually, Qualtrics will likely be used for GE assessment reporting purposes.
· Savage, Wilson, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above)
