ASCC A&H1 Panel
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, April 9, 2019






12:45 -2:15 PM

352 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Hanlon, Heysel, Oldroyd, Savage
AGENDA: 
1. Approval of 3-26-19 minutes
· Aski, Hanlon, unanimously approved
2. First-year Seminar—Neil Tennant (return)
· Based on the revised syllabus provided, the panel feels they do not have the information needed to evaluate the course. The syllabus does not include a topical outline or list of required readings, which are necessary to be able to evaluate the proposal. 

· No vote
3. German & Scandinavian 2310 (new course requesting GE Literature)
· The GE goal provided on page 1 of the syllabus for the GE Literature category is the language for the GE Cultures and Ideas category. The goal should say: Students evaluate significant texts in order to develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; interpretation and evaluation; and critical listening, reading, seeing, thinking, and writing. 

· The rubrics provided for GE assessment in Appendix B and Appendix C should have consistent levels to allow for comparison of ELO achievement. Appendix B has 4 levels of achievement and Appendix C has 5 levels of achievement. 
· Aski, Hanlon, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above) 
4. NELC 3201 (course change; change course title, description and GE: from Cultures and Ideas to GE Social Science—Individuals and Groups & GE Diversity-Social Diversity in the U.S.)
· Provide a curriculum map, as the course is part of the Islamic Studies major. 
· The department should clarify if the project is a group project or an individual project before offering the course. Page 2 of the syllabus says that students will work in small groups on their projects. Assignment descriptions on page 5 do not mention group work. 
· The panel recommends only assessing embedded questions at the end of the course. The department can assess embedded questions throughout the course, but it will create more work for the department than is necessary. The deployment of the embedded questions might be more sustainable in the long-term if they are used only at the end of the course. 
· It appears that the department intends to use rubrics for GE assessment (e.g. “we expect “excellent” or “good” from 80% or more of students), but the rubrics were not provided in the proposal. The panel recommends that the department develop GE assessment rubrics.  
· The panel has never seen a statement on incompletes on a syllabus (page 6), and they feel it might be best left off the syllabus. 
· Hanlon, Aski, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and four recommendations (in italics above) 
5. History of Art 7191 (new course)
· The course should be fixed: 2 credit hours and repeatable for 6 credit hours, not variable from 1 to 3 credit hours. 

· The panel is uncertain if the course load and required internship hours are adequate for a 2 credit hour course. The panel would like a rationale for how the department chose 5 contact hours weekly and 2 credit hours for the course. 

· A minimum percentage to achieve a satisfactory in the course needs to be included with the grading information (e.g. 70% to receive a satisfactory). 

· The syllabus includes an outdated disability statement on page 4. The disability statement, which can also be found in the Arts and Sciences Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual, should be as follows: 

· The University strives to make all learning experiences as accessible as possible. If you anticipate or experience academic barriers based on your disability (including mental health, chronic or temporary medical conditions), please let me know immediately so that we can privately discuss options.  To establish reasonable accommodations, I may request that you register with Student Life Disability Services.  After registration, make arrangements with me as soon as possible to discuss your accommodations so that they may be implemented in a timely fashion. SLDS contact information: slds@osu.edu; 614-292-3307; slds.osu.edu; 098 Baker Hall, 113 W. 12th Avenue.
· The subsidy level should be doctoral, not masters. 

· Clarify how attendance will be evaluated. How will students’ grades be impacted if they miss class and do not make up course work?

· The panel suggests using “internship” or “applied learning” in the course description rather than “formal independent study.” 
· Aski, Hanlon, unanimously approved with five contingencies (in bold above) and two recommendations (in italics above) 
6. NELC 1125 (new course; requesting GE Literature and GE Diversity-Global Studies)
· Remove attendance from “Attendance and Participation” in grading, since the grade is based on participation. After two unexcused absences, each absence will reduce the overall grade 5% per unexcused absence. This does not impact the participation grade specifically. 
· The panel recommends only assessing embedded questions at the end of the course. The department can assess embedded questions throughout the course, but it will create more work for the department than is necessary. The deployment of the embedded questions might be more sustainable in the long-term if they are used only at the end of the course. 
· It appears that the department intends to use rubrics for GE assessment (e.g. “we expect “excellent” or “good” from 80% or more of students), but the rubrics were not provided in the proposal. The panel recommends that the department develop GE assessment rubrics.  
· Aski, Hanlon, unanimously approved with three recommendations (in italics above) 
7. Art Education 5797.03 (new course)
· Aski, Hanlon, unanimously approved 
