ASCC A&H2 Panel
Approved Minutes

Wednesday, November 28, 2018






1:00- 2:30 PM
110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Anderson, Bitters, Blount, Fletcher, Heysel, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen, Wilson 
AGENDA: 
1. Russian 1103.61 (existing course with GE Foreign Language; course number change from 1103.99; include appropriate i.i. information)
· Form in curriculum.osu.edu: Add “4 cr hrs of 1102.61” as a prerequisite. ASCCAS will make this change before advancing the course.
· Syllabus: 

· P. 1: “1-4 credit hours, online independent study”: “independent” should be replaced by “individualized.” Indeed, the course is not an independent study (offered under x193). This is also the case for the 1103.51 syllabus provided. 

· P. 7: www.osuii.org is no longer used to schedule a meeting. Appointments should be scheduled on Acuity at https://iilc.as.me . This is also the case on p.5 of the 1103.51 syllabus provided. 

· The in-person 1103.51 syllabus contains what appears to be left-over cut/paste uses of the word “online”. E.g., p. 3 “you must have met online with the instructor”; p. 4 “The Department relies on a mastery-based approach for on-line language courses”; p. 7 “Policies of this online course”. There may be other instances. Double-check accuracy of document before using for 1103.51.
· Blount, Fletcher, unanimously approved with three recommendations (in italics above)
2. Slavic 2365.01 (new course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas & GE Diversity-Global Diversity)
· Syllabus: Pp. 1-2: Label the GE goals and expected learning outcomes as exactly that: goals or expected learning outcomes. Otherwise, it is not clear what a goal is vs. an expected learning outcome. Note the correct name of the GE category is “Cultures and Ideas,” not “Culture and Ideas.”
· Assessment plan:
· Appendix B: The first expected learning outcome is assessed with a rubric that has 4 levels. The next three expected learning outcomes use rubrics that have 3 levels. Request to use consistent rubrics for all GE expected learning outcomes. Though the Assessment Panel does not require the use of rubrics that have 4 levels, it prefers 4 levels over 3.
· Appendix C: Top of page refers to “the three GE expected learning outcomes in this course.” This should say “four.”
· Wilson, Fletcher, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above)
3. Slavic 2365.99 (new course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas & GE Diversity-Global Diversity and 100% distance learning)
· Syllabus: Pp. 9-10: Schedule has not been adjusted for distance learning delivery. This is readily noticeable because there are references to coming prepared, discussions in class, etc. More importantly, there may be content- or assignment-specific modifications that need to be made to the schedule for the online version of the course.
· Syllabus: Pp. 2-3: Label the GE goals and expected learning outcomes as exactly that: goals or expected learning outcomes. Otherwise, it is not clear what a goal is vs. an expected learning outcome. Note the correct name of the GE category is “Cultures and Ideas,” not “Culture and Ideas.”
· Assessment plan:
i. Appendix B: The first expected learning outcome is assessed with a rubric that has 4 levels. The next three expected learning outcomes use rubrics that have 3 levels. Request to use consistent rubrics for all GE expected learning outcomes. Though the Assessment Panel does not require the use of rubrics that have 4 levels, it prefers 4 levels over 3.
ii. Appendix C: Top of page refers to “the three GE expected learning outcomes in this course.” This should say “four.”
· Wilson, Fletcher, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and two recommendations (in italics above)
4. English 2464 (new course; requesting GE Visual and Performing Arts)
· Course proposal document: P. 2: End of paragraph on course evaluations: Remove reference to “video games studies” (probably cut/pasted from somewhere else).

· Syllabus: P. 1: The paragraph on “Expected Learning Outcomes for the General Education” refers to the Arts and Humanities umbrella category that was used under quarters (but has not been used since then). Furthermore, the GE language does not clearly differentiate goals from ELOs and uses wording that differs slightly from the boilerplate. Request to use https://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/ge-goals-and-learning-outcomes#Visual%20and%20Performing%20Arts 
· GE assessment plan: 
· For ELO1: Which assignment exactly is referred to in the sentence that mentions “a close analysis of a comic”? Furthermore, class discussion cannot be used as a reliable, measurable assessment method (request to remove).
· For ELO2: According to the syllabus, the course as currently designed does not include a final project. Therefore, a final project cannot be used as a direct method of assessment for this ELO.
· For both ELOs: For level of student achievement: It is not recommended that assignment grades be used for GE ELO assessment since in most instances grades include many other factors than solely the effectiveness of the course in achieving the GE ELOs. (Indeed, most instructors will have predetermined criteria that they use to give a grade to a course assignment—including, for example, criteria related to their students’ writing skills—& there may not be a link between those criteria and each specific GE ELO.) It is preferable to use a rubric tied to each GE ELO.
· If the course will be accepted in the English major (even as an elective), provide an updated curriculum map.
· Blount, Wilson, unanimously approved with three contingencies (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above)
5. Philosophy 3120 (existing course with GE Cultures and Ideas; drop team-teaching with Hebrew and update course content)

· The correct name of the GE category is “Cultures and Ideas,” not “Culture and Ideas.”
· Assessment plan: The first expected learning outcome is assessed with a rubric that has 4 levels. The second expected learning outcome uses a rubric that has 3 levels. Request to use consistent rubrics for all GE expected learning outcomes. Though the Assessment Panel does not require the use of rubrics that have 4 levels, it prefers 4 levels over 3.
· Wilson, Fletcher, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above)
