ASCC NMS Panel

Approved Minutes

Thursday, March 7, 2019





                 11:30AM-1:00PM
110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Bitters, Daly, Daniels, Haddad, Kwiek, Sinnott, Vankeerbergen


Agenda: 
1. Approval of 2-21-19 minutes
· Sinnott, Daly, unanimously approved
2. Food Science & Technology 4597.02 (existing course with GE Cross-Disciplinary Seminar; request for 100% DL delivery)
· Request to provide the in-person syllabus for comparative purposes.
· The Panel would like to have a better idea of what is happening in the class—apart from discussion forums. What is the role of the instructor? Are there online lectures? Describe a typical online class.
· P. 2: Under the first heading “Expected Learning Outcomes,” the old GEC expected learning outcomes (ELOs) for the now-defunct GEC category called “Issues of the Contemporary World” are listed. These ELOs have not been used since quarters. At semester conversion, the GEC Issues of the Contemporary World category became the GE Cross-Disciplinary Seminar category—with its own ELOs (also listed on page 2 of the syllabus). Request to delete the outdated ELOs for the GEC Issues of the Contemporary World category (but keep the ones for GE Cross-Disciplinary Seminar).
· GE assessment plan:
· The rubrics that accompany the plan are grading tools rather than rubrics that assess to what extent each separate GE ELO is fulfilled. This is particularly the case for ELOs 1 and 2, where the same assignments and the same rubrics will be used to assess both ELOs, thereby making it impossible to obtain discrete data for each ELO. Make sure that the rubrics tie to the wording of each ELO. Likewise, it is not advised to use grades to assess GE ELOs since in most instances grades also reflect information that is extrinsic to the GE ELO (e.g., adherence to course assignment instructions, mastery of other knowledge acquired during the course, use of proper grammar and style).
· Indirect assessment methods assess opinions or thoughts about student knowledge, skills, attitudes, learning experiences, and perceptions. Examples of indirect measures are student surveys about instruction; focus groups; student self-evaluations. In other words, students are asked to what extent they believe the course has fulfilled each ELO. This is not the case for the examples of indirect assessment provided in the submitted assessment plan.

· Sample GE assessment plan will be sent to the unit.
·  No vote
3. Statistics 4911 (new course)
· Business Analytics students take the capstone in the Fisher College of Business: BUSADM 3630.05 or 3632.05. This Statistics course will be for Biomedical Informatics, Social Science Analytics, and Data Visualization students. Students in the Computational Analytics Specialization may satisfy the capstone requirement by taking either this course or a CSE 591x capstone course.
· P. 1: Length of lectures is stated as “Tuesday and Thursday, 12:45 PM – 2:35 AM” The latter should be corrected to PM.
· P. 2: D- is not used at OSU.

· P. 3: Outline of Topics and Activities: The heading of the third column is more than likely not “Deadlines.”
· P. 4: Consider making attendance more mandatory since the course is mostly teamwork. If students do not attend class, this might hurt their group members.
· Likewise, for all group work, consider including differential grading depending on individual effort. Indeed, 60% of the course grade is group work and it seems appropriate to make sure that individual effort is rewarded.
· Daly, Kwiek, unanimously approved with five recommendations (in italics above)
4. First-year seminar—Bryan Carstens
· This first-year seminar appears to involve a lot of work. The Panel would like to encourage the faculty member to be mindful of that and, potentially, find ways to reduce some of the workload. 

· Top of p. 1: “Freshman seminar”: change to “First-year seminar.” Also make same change in the course description.
· P. 1: Misspelling in the word “biodiversity” (biodiveristy) in the title. Suggestion to shorten the title to “Big Data & Biodiversity.”  
· P. 2: Is there a way to leverage the Digital Flagship (its use of iPad)? Requiring students to bring a PC to class might be an issue. Suggestion to hold the seminar in a computer lab.
· P. 3: Request to update disability statement with correct language and address: https://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/asc-syllabus-elements It is also recommended that the font be 16 point. 
· P. 3: Statement on diversity: There is only one instructor in this case.
· Daly, Sinnott, unanimously approved with six recommendations (in italics above)
5. Conversation about high impact practices: Research 

· Health and wellness & sustainability are practical/possible themes in the new GE. Many faculty/groups work on these topics at the university. Therefore, it is likely that these two themes will be reintroduced in the model used by ASC instead of keeping a model with generic themes 1, 2, and 3. Suggestion from one member: the third theme could be “Systems,” for example. That might be a more useful category than “Places and Spaces” or “Transformative Ideas.”
· Conversation about ASC having at least 50% of the theme courses. If that percentage were to drop, ASC would no longer be able to operate financially. Also, the idea is to split the revenue/enrollment (50%/50%) in the team-taught courses in the Themes.
