ASCC NMS Panel

Approved Minutes

Monday, October 22, 2018





                  9:30-11:00am

110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Daniels, Dinan, Haddad, Heckler, Kwiek, Sinnott, Vankeerbergen


Agenda: 
1. Approval of 10-8-18 minutes
· Kwiek, Heckler, unanimously approved
2. Proposal to convert quarter-system Biology BS/DDS to semester-system Biology BA or BS/DDS
· This program had been overlooked at conversion. It is expected to draw no more than 3 students per year.
· P. 1: Last paragraph of second paragraph should refer to “BS or BA” (not only “BS degree”).
· P. 3: Appendix A: List of courses: 
· Some have credit hours and some do not; 

· Include Chem 1210/1220.
· P. 4: Bottom table: GE should be 38 credit hours (otherwise numbers do not add up) & first line should refer to “BA major” (not BS).
· Steve Fink’s letter: 
· First line refers to “long-standing BA/DDS degree program,” but the program that used to exist is the BS/DDS;
· The very last sentence should refer to the BS or BA/DDS.
· If students do not pass dental exam, then they can still obtain their undergraduate degree (if they finish up all the necessary course work). Request to add a sentence/an explanation of how they would finish their undergraduate degree: by taking 11 hours of Biology electives. 
· Kwiek, Sinnott, unanimously approved with five recommendations (in italics above)
3. EEOB 5480 (new course)
· Discussion about the “two longer-term projects” referenced in the first paragraph of page 1. The panel assumes these are the research proposal and the concept timeline project and presentation—but it is not really clear.
· Is department sure that this course could be taught in any length (14, 12, 8, 7, 6, and 4 weeks)?
· P. 4: Paragraph on plagiarism: The following passage should be adjusted, “Students who have plagiarized will be penalized and reported to university officials. A grade of zero will also be given for the assignment.”  Request to remove that students will be penalized & given a grade of zero—since an instructor should only report the suspected case of plagiarism to COAM (which is the body that decides on an appropriate penalty, if necessary). The statement should simply read, “Students who have plagiarized will be reported to university officials.”
· Kwiek, Sinnott, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and one question (in italics above)
4. EEOB 6620 (new course)
· P. 2: Why is there a reference to the EEOB 8896 Carmen site?
· P. 2: Paragraph on General Course Format indicates that there will be “three primary activities.” However, only 2 activities are then listed.
· P. 2: Grading: This is not a pass/fail course. This is a satisfactory/unsatisfactory course. S/U courses are set up like that when they are first created. On the other hand, a student needs to ask his/her instructor for permission to take a letter graded course pass/fail. So, pass/fail is not an attribute permanently attached to a course (as opposed to S/U). 
· P. 3: Points add up to 330 points, but right above the grade breakdown there is a sentence that says, “To pass the class, you must accumulate 264 of the 355 points.”
· P. 3: In the grade breakdown table, the word “Week” should be replaced by “Assignment.”
· Explain the manuscript assignment. The revised ms is submitted several times, but when is the first draft submitted? (Is it on Friday of week 1?)
· Conversation about best practices wrt sexual misconduct & mental health statements. Maybe these statements should be imparted in class or included in Carmen—rather than boiled down in standardized statements that are cut/pasted without much thought?
· Kwiek, Sinnott, unanimously approved with four contingencies (in bold above) and two questions (in italics above)
5. EEOB 6630 (new course)

· Course description on form in curriculum.osu.edu: The course description refers to a “two-part set.” Do both courses have to be taken? If that is the case, should the first course be a prereq to the second?
· P. 2: Why is there a reference to the EEOB 8896 Carmen site?
· P. 2: Paragraph on General Course Format indicates that there will be “three primary activities.” However, only 2 activities are then listed.

· P. 2: Grading: This is not a pass/fail course. This is a satisfactory/unsatisfactory course. S/U courses are set up like that when they are first created. On the other hand, a student needs to ask his/her instructor for permission to take a letter graded course pass/fail. So, pass/fail is not an attribute permanently attached to a course (as opposed to S/U). 
· P. 3: In the grade breakdown table, the word “Week” should be replaced by “Assignment.”
· Provide more information about the final proposal. 
· Kwiek, Sinnott, unanimously approved with three contingencies (in bold above) and three questions/recommendations (in italics above)
