ASCC A&H2 Panel
Approved Minutes

Monday, January 28, 2019






9:30- 11:00 AM
110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Blount, Heysel, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen, Wilson 
AGENDA: 
1. Approval of 1-17-19 minutes
· Blount, Wilson, unanimously approved
2. WGSS 2327 (new course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas)
· P. 3: What does “one-half grade” mean? This also comes under “late assignments” on p. 5. Note that on p. 6, under “student participation requirements,” nothing is said about participation, but the attendance policy is repeated.
· P. 4: Middle paragraph about final project: 
· “revisioned”: should it say “reenvisioned”?
· “i.e.”: should be replaced by “e.g.”

· the dash should be closed

· “a collaborate paper” should be replaced by “collaborative paper”

· GE assessment plan: 
· Refers to “midterm paper.” However, the list of assignments does not mention a “midterm paper.” Is it Analysis Paper #1 or Analysis Paper #2?
· Make sure that the questions are posed in such a way that ELO1 and ELO2 are assessed separately. It is not the combined ELOs that need to be assessed but the discrete ELOs.

· Specify level of achievement expected for each ELO. (E.g., at least 80% of students will achieve the "adequate" level for each ELO.)

· Describe the follow-up/feedback process: What is the process that will be used to review the data and potentially change the course to improve student learning of GE ELOs?
· Wilson, Blount, unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above) and one set of recommendations (in italics above)
3. Spanish 1113 (new course; requesting GE Foreign Language)
· GE assessment:

· The plan clearly indicates how the discrete GE ELOs will be met in the assignments. However, the plan does not seem to be easy to implement. Indeed, collecting GE assessment data for all these assignments for all the students would be much work. Explain which limited set of specific assignments will actually be used when the plan is implemented (i.e., when the instructor is collecting data to write up a GE assessment report).

·  Specify level of achievement expected for each ELO. (E.g., at least 80% of students will achieve Milestone 2 for each ELO on a scoring rubric.)

· Describe the follow-up/feedback process: What is the process that will be used to review the data and potentially change the course to improve student learning of GE ELOs?
· Blount, Wilson, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above)
4. Russian 3480 (new course; requesting GE VPA and GE Diversity-Global Studies)
· The Panel is impressed by the proposed course. Undoubtedly, it will generate much interest amongst students.
· GE assessment plan: The second ELO for GE Diversity: “Students recognize the role of national and international diversity in shaping their own attitudes and values as global citizens.” In Appendix A, neither one of the sample questions provide for this ELO actually apply to this ELO.  In Appendix C, the first sample question provided for this ELO does not apply to the ELO.
· Wilson, Blount, unanimously approved with one recommendation (in italics above)
5. Russian 3490 (new course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas and GE Diversity-Global Studies)
· Syllabus: Pp. 1-2: The term “GEC” has not been used in many years. Please replace by “GE.”
· GE assessment plan:
· P. 2: b) Explanation of level of student achievement expected: 

· “In general, for exams, . . .”: However, exams are not identified as being used for GE assessment.

· “For the group project and reflection paper . . .”: Group project is not identified as being used for GE assessment.

· “. . . will achieve level 2 or more (out of a possible 4) for all three GE expected learning outcomes: The 2 GE categories requested actually have 4 ELOs.
· Appendix A: 
· Third line mentions “exam” where “quiz” should be used.

· Example question provided for second GE Diversity-Global Studies ELO does not in fact apply to that ELO.

· Appendix B: Please use 4-point rubrics for all ELOs. For the last three ELOs, the “superior” level has been left out.
· Blount, Wilson, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above)
