ASCC A&H2 Panel
Approved Minutes

Friday, February 3, 2017






12:30 PM - 2:00 PM

110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Bitters, Fletcher, Parsons, Savage, Vankeerbergen, Wilson
AGENDA: 
1. Approval of 1-20-17 minutes  
· Savage,  Parsons, approved with one abstention
2. History 5229 (return; new course)  
· Many points in the feedback that was sent about initial submission are addressed. However, last four points in the feedback of the Panel are not addressed. Ask Dept of History to address the following points:
· The syllabus on “Apocalypse, Catastrophe, and Community in Ancient Christianity” should contain grading information (the percentages assigned to various requirements).
· The other syllabus on “Literary Forgery in the Early Christian Tradition” indicates it is for SP17, but the schedule includes dates in Autumn semester.

· Update disability statement on both syllabi. The new statement reads, “Students with disabilities (including mental health, chronic or temporary medical conditions) that have been certified by the Office of Student Life Disability Services will be appropriately accommodated and should inform the instructor as soon as possible of their needs. The Office of Student Life Disability Services is located in 098 Baker Hall, 113 W. 12th Avenue; telephone 614-292-3307, slds@osu.edu; slds.osu.edu.”
· Recommend including an attendance policy in syllabi.
· Request to Dept of History to explain why the proposed course cannot be folded in History 5660 (“Special Topics in the History of Religion”). Compared to the other 5000-level offerings, this is the only course without word “History.” This seems to be both a course about a period and a topic. The other courses do not have a topic within a period. Are there special topics in medieval Jewish history, for example? 
· Savage, Parsons, unanimously approved with contingencies (in bold above)
3. Health and Rehabilitation Sciences 2530 (existing course with GE Cultures and Ideas; request for 100% online delivery)  
· The distance learning syllabus does not appear to have gone through any quality control/tech feasibility review. The Panel encourages the School of Health and Rehabilitation Sciences to do a full QM (Quality Matters) review through ODEE. (Alternatively, if the School has its own tech team that can help with quality control/tech review of distance courses, that might work as well. ODEE’s distance syllabus template will be provided as a place to start.)
· An updated GE assessment plan specific for the on-line environment needs to be provided for the GE Cultures and Ideas.
· Request to update GE language on both syllabi (on-line and in-class). The current syllabi still use quarter language. The GE category is now simply named “Cultures and Ideas.” There is no more an overarching “Arts and Humanities: Analysis of Texts and Works of Art” (p. 8 of on-line syllabus and p. 1 of in-class syllabus).  Furthermore, on both syllabi, the following text is no longer up-to-date: 
Specific General Education Course Goals:
Students will evaluate works and experiences of art as they reflect on medicine and the science of medicine today and historically. Such studies develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; interpretation and evaluation; critical listening, reading, seeing, thinking, and writing.
Course Objectives:
Expected General Education Learning Outcomes:
1. Students examine and interpret how the human condition and human values are explored through works of art and humanistic writings, pertaining to health and medicine.
2. Students develop abilities to be informed observers of, or active participants in art as it relates to medicine and science whether through the visual, performing, spoken, or literary arts.

3. Students develop an understanding of the foundations of human beliefs and the human condition, the nature of the reality of health and healing, and the norms that guide human behavior as it relates to health.

Cultures and Ideas Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students develop abilities to analyze, appreciate, and interpret major forms of human thought and expression.
2. Students develop abilities to understand how ideas influence the character of human beliefs, the perception of reality, and the norms which guide human behavior.

The semester GE goals and expected learning outcomes can be found here: https://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/ge-goals-and-learning-outcomes 
In other words, this is the boilerplate that should be pasted in the syllabi:

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.

4. Classics 2222 and Religious Studies 2222 (new courses; cross-listed; requesting GE Historical Study) 
· GE assessment plan assesses course rather than GE expected learning outcomes. Please use the chart included in the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual p. 52 followed by specific examples of each assessment method used https://asccas.osu.edu/sites/asccas.osu.edu/files/ASC_CurrAssess_Operations_Manual.pdf ASCCAS will also provide a sample GE assessment plan for another course (Is the pre-course questionnaire followed by a post-course questionnaire? The sample questions are not clearly linked to separate GE expected learning outcomes.)
· Religious Studies proposal needs updated curriculum map.
· Wilson, Savage, unanimously approved with contingencies (in bold above).
5. Revision Data Analytics BS (addition of Data Visualization Specialization)  
· Request concurrences from Dept of Art; Arts Administration, Education and Policy; and History of Art.
6. Philosophy 5610 & Linguistics 5410 (existing courses; make repeatable—thus, submission of second syllabus) 

· How does a student know ahead of time that the second iteration they want to take is different from the first iteration?
· Wilson, Parsons, unanimously approved with one question (in italics above)
