ASCC A&H2 Panel
Approved Minutes

Wednesday, January 17, 2018




    10:00 AM - 11:30 AM
110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Bitters, Blount, Knapp, Savage, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA: 
1) Approval of 11-29-17 minutes
· Knapp, Blount, unanimously approved
2) Revision to Art MFA 

· Revision makes a lot of sense. Proposal well put together. There is baseline comparison with other institutions & reduction in credit hours is in line with other institutions.
· Knapp, Blount, unanimously approved
3) Linguistics 2801 (existing course with GE Quantitative Reasoning—Mathematical or Logical Analysis; change number from 3802; change title, description, and prereqs)

4) Linguistics 2801H (existing course with GE Quantitative Reasoning—Mathematical or Logical Analysis; change number from 3802H; change title, description, and prereqs)

· References to Siri and Google Translate in course description on form in curriculum.osu.edu. Panel wonders whether these terms will age rapidly (in 2 or 3 year) and quickly make course description feel dated?

· Syllabi:

· Title has not changed on the new syllabus.

· Both syllabi state that “[t]he textbook is also entitled (not coincidentally) Language and Computer . . .” Will this textbook still be used? If so, the allusion to the equivalence between textbook title and course title should be removed.
· Include weekly schedule of course meetings, including topics to be covered, readings, and other assignments. 
· Honors syllabus does not seem different from regular syllabus except for one assignment. This is surprising since Honors courses are usually substantially different.
· Please provide curriculum map for the Linguistics major. (Does curriculum map change?) 
· NMS Panel (which oversees the GE category) will need to see a current GE assessment plan for the course at the 2000 level.
5) WGSS and Hebrew 3405 (new courses; cross-listed; requesting GE Cultures and Idea and GE Diversity-Social Diversity in the US)

· Good course; syllabus is detailed; interesting readings; appropriate to the level.
· Requested sub-category of GE Diversity:

· Is this course more about Social Diversity in the US or about Global Diversity? The question arises because much of this course appears to deal with non-US topics. Request to compare GE expected learning outcomes with course content. 
· If proposer still believes that Social Diversity in the US is the best sub-category, then the rationale for this should be more strongly articulated in all the documents submitted (form in curriculum.osu.edu; syllabus; GE rationale for this sub-category). The title of the course, the course description, and the course details in curriculum.osu.edu & the information in the syllabus currently do not clearly/primarily apply to the US. If the US is the primary focus of the course, request to embed this information more fully throughout the syllabus and in the GE rationale.
· GE assessment:

· For each requested GE category, align sample embedded questions with a specific GE expected learning outcome (ELO). Furthermore, it is preferable to use a GE specific rubric with 4 different levels to assess GE ELOs. Self-assessment questions (used for indirect assessment) should clearly tie to specific GE ELOs as well.
· Knapp, Blount, unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above)
