ASCC A&H2 Panel
Approved Minutes

Wednesday, September 5, 2018






1:00- 2:30 PM
352 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Bitters, Blount, Fletcher, Heysel, Kaylor, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen, Wilson 
AGENDA: 
1) Approval of 4-30-18 minutes

· Blount, Fletcher, unanimously approved
2) Russian 1101.99 (new course; requesting GE Foreign Language; distance learning version of R 1101.01) and Russian 1102.99 (new course; requesting GE Foreign Language; distance learning version of R 1102.01)

· It is unclear whether the proposed new courses are supposed to be the online equivalents of 1101.01 and 1102.01 (in class) or the online equivalents of 1101.51 and 1102.51 (self-paced individualized instruction). Today, the Chair of the A&H2 Panel (C. Taleghani-Nikazm) was informed by the instructor of the course (L. Stepanova) that the new Russian courses that have been submitted are supposed to be online individualized instruction courses. And there are indeed references to i.i. in the syllabi (pp. 6-7; section on “Student participation requirements”). However, if that is the case, there are several discrepancies & questions:
· Those courses should not be made fixed 4 credits, but variable 1-4 credits. (Interestingly, the prereq information for 1102.99 in curriculum.osu.edu refers to “4 hrs of 1101.91”. First, The Panel assumes that this should read 1101.99. Second, this is an implicit acknowledgment that 1101.99 should in fact be variable since in order to go on to 1102.99, the department indicates that all 4 credits of 1101.99 need to be taken.)
· Each syllabus should indicate what work is required for 1, 2, 3, or 4 credits.

· Submissions for distance learning versions of existing in-class courses are asked to include the in-class syllabus for comparative purposes. If these courses are the equivalents of 1101.51 and 1102.51, why are the in-class syllabi for 1101.01 and 1102.01 submitted? Indeed, including those syllabi implies that the .99 versions are simply the online equivalents of the .01 versions.
· In December 2017, the Arts and Humanities 1 Panel of the ASC Curriculum Committee approved a similar submission for Russian 1103.99. The panel fully assumed this was a fixed credit online version of the fixed credit 1103.01 course. Did that course get approved on the basis of a misunderstanding? Should the Department have submitted that course as a variable credit course?
· All FL online i.i courses submitted so far by the FL departments (French, German, and Italian) have selected the .61 decimal. If the submitted Russian courses are indeed online i.i. courses, then .61 should be selected as well by the Dept of SLL for courses in that category. (The number for 1103.99 would need to be adjusted as well.) Furthermore, it would be useful to also adjust the title of the courses to include “individualized distance learning.”
· Some language on the syllabi implies that there are actual in-person meetings: 
· The first page of each syllabus does not mention that these are online courses (neither in the title or the description of the course). 
· P. 3 (bottom) refers to meeting with one’s instructor (without clarifying that this is likely a virtual meeting).
· P. 4: “NOTE: The Explanatory Statement for Absence from Class or Absence Excuse Form available on the ‘Advice Nurse’ page of the Student Health Services is NOT an acceptable excuse.” This statement must be a cut/paste left-over from an in-class syllabus.

· P.4: There is an incomplete sentence, “If the chapter….”
· No information about online testing or proctoring is provided.
· P. 9: Remove second disability statement (the one that is not-bolded & starts with the heading “Requesting accomodations”.) Students will not read multiple variations of the same statement.
· No vote
3) German 1102.61 (new course; requesting GE Foreign Language; distance learning version of G 1102.51)

· Perfect submission
· Wilson, Blount, approved with one abstention
4) Linguistics 2797.02 (new course; requesting GE Education Abroad)

· Panel would like to know more about the Linguistics content of the course. What type of Linguistics research is going to happen? Also, the course is not limited to majors so how will non-Linguistics majors do this research? 
· Schedule refers to a conversation partner program but no French language knowledge is required for that, or to conduct the Linguistics research portion of the course. Please clarify.
· If this is a GE Education Abroad course, make rationale more explicit. How is the academic content of the course (readings, lectures, assignments etc—as opposed to informal free time) tied to the GE expected learning outcomes (ELOs)? Please provide specifics. (One example: In the GE rationale, the first bullet point for the first GE ELO refers to history, but it is not clear where history appears in the course. Incidentally, that word is also part of the subtitle of the course. Are there readings, lectures, or discussions about French history?)
· No vote
5) Religious Studies 3666 (new course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas and GE Diversity-Global Studies)

· The first line of the syllabus and the first line of the GE assessment plan include a cross-listing type allusion to Medieval and Renaissance Studies 3666. There is no MRS 3666 (only 2666). Request to adjust syllabus.
· D- is not a grade at OSU. Adjust grading scale.
· Provide a more specific GE assessment plan. The current plan is more a justification that the various GE expected learning outcomes (ELOs) will be addressed in class discussions, weekly Carmen postings, 3 short papers, and the final group project rather than a very focused plan that can be implemented when the course is first taught. Indeed, analyzing all the discussions, postings, short papers, and final group projects would be an onerous task. It is recommended that the direct methods used be limited to one or two & that specific examples illustrating these be provided. It is also recommended that a rubric be used for assessment of the GE ELOs. Finally, there are hints in the submitted plan that at some level it is the course rather than the GE expected learning outcomes that will be assessed: “The department keeps a ‘rubric’ for every course it offers that lists general guidelines and practices, goals for the class, how it fits into the curriculum, and assessment analyses.” This statement does not seem to take into consideration that the rubric, guidelines, etc that may be used for all courses in the Department of Comparative Studies are likely linked to the course rather than the specific GE expected learning outcomes. GE assessment is different from course assessment.
· Provide (a) curriculum map(s). Indeed, this course will probably be an accepted elective in the Religious Studies BA. (And perhaps other majors in CS?)
· Fletcher, Wilson, unanimously approved with four contingencies
