ASCC A&H1 Panel
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, March 20, 2018







2:00 -3:30 PM

105 Bricker Hall

ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Dixon, Jones, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen, 
AGENDA: 
1. Approval of 2-20-18 minutes
· Jones, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved
2. Musical Theatre Minor (new)
· History appears to be quite important in the minor. For example,

· P. 1 of proposal states (bottom): “Moreover, with the presence of the Theatre Research Institute and its collections, OSU would be poised to offer a Musical Theatre minor that sustains a clear historical engagement, which would set it apart from most other programs in the region and state.”

· Advising sheet: “The Musical Theatre minor supports a student’s training and career aspirations in the performance and history of musical theatre.”

Therefore, it appears somewhat of a contradiction that Theatre 5771.05 “History of Musical Theatre” is not a required foundational course. Only performance courses are included in the foundations. 
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Jones, unanimously approved with one comment (in italics above)
3. First-year Seminar—Linda Mizejewski
· Clarify attendance policy: Current statement reads, “Attendance at every session; one excused absence with doctor’s excuse or other emergency documentation.” It would be inappropriate to penalize a student who needs to miss more than one session for a legitimate reason. Was this supposed to state that one unexcused absence is permitted?
· Specify what the criteria are for S vs. U.
· Jones, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above)
4. First-year Seminar—Lauren Squires
· Since this will be an S/U course, first page should refer to ArtsSci 1138.xx (not 1137.xx).
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Jones, unanimously approved with one recommendation (in italics above)
5. First-year Seminar—Cynthia Preston
· First-year seminars are designed to provide first-year students opportunities for contact with faculty in small group-discussion settings. Furthermore, the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual states that,  “Models for staffing the courses are flexible and might include a single faculty member or two faculty members, for instance team-teaching an interdisciplinary course. It is expected that there will typically be no more than two faculty teaching any individual seminar. With more instructors, students might not benefit from a sufficiently intense relationship with any individual faculty” (25). Though the proposed first-year seminar does not technically have more than one instructor, the Panel is concerned that the focus of the great majority of class meetings is on guest presenters. The instructor of record is only listed for 3 classes. (In addition, the final wrap-up session is likely led by the instructor of record, thus bringing the total to 4 classes.) This does not seem to meet the spirit of first-year seminars, which are meant to foster an intense relationship with an individual faculty member.
· Remove reference to College of Social Work in the statement of academic integrity and academic misconduct. 
· For the assignments, include criteria for success.
· Suggestion to elaborate/clarify course description: Explain what special collections are. Explain how course is run (e.g., students will visit various libraries/collections on campus). Link with WGSS needs to be clearer. 

· Renumber weeks in schedule. Week 16 is skipped.

· No vote
6. First-year Seminar—Andrea Sims
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Jones, unanimously approved
7. First-year Seminar—Hassan Jeffries
· Jones, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved
8. First-year Seminar—David Horn
· Add attendance policy/statement when course is first taught.
· P. 1: typo: “Grades will assigned as follows . . . “
· Jones, Taleghani-Nikazm, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above)
9. First-year Seminar—Magda El-Sherbini (return)
· Activities/Schedule:

· Panel is surprised at amount of videos watched in class. Could some of these be watched as homework? Class should be more devoted to discussion. 
· It might be very challenging for first-year students to come up with an essay topic in Week 1. 
· Why read an online page from CNN together in class in Week 3? Why not assign this as homework?
· Janice Aski volunteers to talk to instructor to make suggestions with regard to class activities.
· Class participation policy:

· One cannot penalize someone for an absence if they have a valid excuse. 
· Shouldn’t the sentence starting with “After the second absence, you will lose . . . ,” actually read “At the second absence, you will lose . . . ”?
· Assuming that the sentence in the above bullet point should indeed start with “At the second absence, . . . ,”  since there are only 7 classes during the semester does that mean that someone never attending class would still earn 14% for participation (because they would miss 6 classes and thus lose one point per missed class)? 
· Grading scale: C: should be from 73-75 (not 73-76).

· No vote.

10. Revision AAAS BA (return)
· For assessment: Suggest organizing exit survey focus group & individual meetings every year.
· Include transition plan for students who are already in the major. (Most often, programs simply state that students currently in the major will be allowed to continue in the plan that they started with or opt for the new program.)
· Sample 4-year plan. 
· Make sure that students do their GE Diversity (2 courses in Global Studies & 1 course in Social Diversity in the US). 
· ASC degree only requires 121 hrs. The current plan includes a minimum of 122 credit hours.
· Taleghani-Nikazm, Dixon, unanimously approved with three recommendations (in italics above) (brief transition plan should be provided before proposal advances to ASCC)
11. GE revision proposal
· The proposed new GE presents problems for ARCH & other units in Knowlton. The number of credits for a degree in ARCH is 129.  The current GE program for ARCH students includes lots of required courses for the major and 15 cr hrs that are open (students have choice). Under new GE, there would no longer be any open slots. It would also not be enough to allow 9 hours of overlap. Currently, ARCH has 12 hrs of overlap between major and GE. Will ARCH be allowed to have more overlap? For ARCH students, the new GE adds 2 to 5 credits compared to the existing GE.
· The expected learning outcomes for the foundations courses and the themes are ill-defined. For the foundations courses, there is a basic recycling of the current expected learning outcomes, many of which have been problematic for many years and need urgent reworking. For the themes, the expected learning outcomes are so broad that just about any course could fit into many categories. With the current budget model, units will continue to push to have their courses fit into as many categories as possible, and will likely succeed in making their case. (Those are issues that the current GE panels have dealt with for years and there is no reason to believe that this will change if the budget model does not change.) Thus, there is a very high likelihood that the new GE will rapidly inflate.  
· The Humanities category is so broad that it could include any number of courses. 
· Literary works are included in both the Humanities and in the Arts, which is confusing.

· From an advising perspective, the new model would be more difficult to explain to students.
· “To ensure disciplinary breadth, a student will complete at least one theme course in each of three subject areas: arts and humanities, social and behavioral sciences, and natural sciences.” It is not always obvious what disciplinary breadth a course belongs to. This point is valid for courses in ASC but perhaps even more so for courses outside of ASC. Indeed, the three subject areas correspond to divisions in ASC but have no equivalent in other colleges. Who will decide what subject area a theme belongs to and on what basis? Will theme courses need to fulfill both the subject area expected learning outcomes (Arts or Humanities, Social Sciences, or Natural Sciences) and the theme expected learning outcomes?
· Bookends are made up of a 3-cr GE Seminar (which includes teaching one’s discipline in the context of the GE) & 1-cr GE Reflection. Several panel members do not believe that this is good use of resources. It would be better to devote the time to a real course. Furthermore, first-year students might find it excessive to have to take both a 1-credit university survey and a 3-credit GE seminar when they first arrive to campus.
· More and more GE credit is transfer credit. How does one implement reflection when much of the credit might have been earned at another university & might not easily fit the new GE model at Ohio State? 

· In the Foundations, student would take one Mathematical & Quantitative Reasoning OR Data Analysis course. In addition, in the Themes, “students will complete additional data analysis appropriate to and required within the major.” Does that mean that BA students will not take this additional data analysis course (since it is not required in their major) & thus if a BA student does not take Data Analysis in the Foundations that person will not ever have to take a Data Analysis course? Furthermore, going back to the statement (above) in the proposal, what happens if a BS students takes a data analysis course in their major but it does not fit the theme he/she selected?
· Students in some majors (e.g., natural sciences) will still need to take some of the basic courses (in the sciences) they have up to now been able to fit in their GE. Those students will still need to take these courses even if they no longer fit in their GE program. Therefore, the new GE might not free up credit hours for some students.
· Where are the foreign languages? They are mentioned nowhere in the new university-wide GE. As a university that promotes a global culture and study abroad, we should value foreign languages more. All students should be encouraged to take foreign languages. Instead, the university sends a contradictory message by on the one hand encouraging study abroad and familiarity with foreign cultures but on the other hand removing the study of foreign languages from the university-wide GE. This will affect the prestige of the university.

· Why fix what is not broken? This system is based on a one-size-fits-all idea.
