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1:00PM -2:30 PM
110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES:  Blevins, Haddad, Kaiser, Kaylor, Kline, Roup, Valle, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA:
1) Approval of 3-6-18 minutes
· Kline, Blevins, unanimously approved
2) Communication 2110 (course change; request to offer 100% distance learning)
· This is an online version of a public speaking course. Most institutions around the state and the country offer such an online course. OSU is late to the game. 
· Speeches need to be made in front of an audience of 5-10 people. One panel member comments that it might be good to have peer review of those video presentations.

· Logging in three times a week is necessary for financial aid.

· How do exams happen? Are they open book or not? Is there any proctoring? (M. Kaylor: There will be an online proctoring service through ODEE by Autumn 2018. Other options are: sending students to the testing center or using timed questions.)

· Discussions: Do these take place three times during the semester or do they happen weekly? See paragraph at the bottom of p. 4: “Three times during the semester, students will be asked to respond to a prompt relating to public speaking. The initial post will be due by 11:59pm on Wednesday of each week. A post responding to the initial post of another student will be due by Friday of each week.”
· Grades: For the Exercises, should 15 points (that equal 8.75%) actually be 35 points? (Discussion Participation is also 15 points, which equal 3.75%.) Currently, points add up to 380; if Exercises are actually worth 35 points, then total is 400 points.
· Blevins, Kaiser, unanimously approved with three contingencies (in bold above)
3) Psychology MA to MS proposal
· Psychology is considered a STEM discipline.

· Panel feels positive about the request but would like to obtain a couple of clarifications (see below).

· It would be useful for the panel members to see the curriculum so that they can judge the merit of the proposal better. The Panel would like to see the current graduate curriculum (with courses) included in the proposal. That will strengthen the Department of Psychology’s argument that this is a science-based program. 
· About how many students would this change affect? That is, approximately how many students end up graduating with a master’s?

· No vote
4) GE revision proposal

· Q: Is the model we currently have not working? A: That seems to be the feeling. There is a push to integrate the GE program with the rest of the curriculum. One other goal is to reduce the number of credit hours in the GE. Currently, the GE is about half of the credit hours in the degree. In the revised model, the hours would be closer to one third of the credit hours for the degree.

· This would be a model where each college can add requirements. (This is different from the current model where requirements are removed.)

· Citizenship for a diverse and just world: There is concern on how “just” world and other key words would be defined. More generally, there is a concern on how courses will all try to fit in as many categories as possible. All this ties to the issue of the expected learning outcomes not being well defined.
· There is also the issue of transferring students. The courses in the themes will likely not be transferable. 

· One panel member wonders whether different units could enforce their own themes.
· Issue of all the prereq courses in the sciences that suddenly will no longer be able to fit in the GE. Rather than view the GE as a repository for prereqs, we could look at it as introducing students to subjects and/or disciplines into which they might not otherwise venture.  Instead of having the GE determine one half of a student’s undergraduate program, then, disciplines could expand their major program requirements to include the prereqs. It might be better to have the disciplines, not the GE, decide the majority of a student’s undergraduate program.  Even more than currently, going forward not all major programs would be about the same size:  E.g., one program might require extra math, another more lab-work, another a minor program, etc., while other programs could cover material comfortably with fewer credit hours.
· There are constraints: when we reduce the GE, some students may not be as well prepared for certain disciplines in the foundations. 

· Issue of who will do the work of creating/recreating new courses. This is a lot of work, especially for small departments.

· Panel members will take the proposal back to their units. 
