ASCC A&H 1 and 2 Panels
Approved Minutes

Wednesday, December 4, 2019





11:00AM- 12:30PM
110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Blount, Folden, Heysel, Martinez, Otter, Steinmetz, Taleghani-Nikazm, Vankeerbergen, Wilson 
AGENDA: 
1. Classics 2220 (existing course with GE Literature & GE Diversity-Global Studies; request for 100% online delivery)
· Online syllabus:

· P. 2: Remove the Expected Learning Outcomes (ELOs) for Social Diversity in the United States (only keep the ones for Global Studies). This is not a course that deals with diversity in the U.S.

· P. 5: The weekly quizzes are to be taken on the weekends. Panel recommends providing more flexibility with regard to taking the quizzes than only on the weekends.
· Make sure to adapt the boilerplate instructions included in ASCTech syllabus template to the specifics of the particular course when the course is taught: e.g., for this course, weekly quizzes are graded, yet on p. 7 there is a statement that weekly quizzes have no points attached.

· P. 8: There is no need for two disability statements. 
· GE assessment plan: A couple of sample questions used to assess ELOs do not seem to address the particular ELOs:

· ELO#2 for Diversity-Global Studies: “Students recognize the role of national and international diversity in shaping their own attitudes and values as global citizens.” It is not clear how the following question provided in the assessment plan necessarily addresses students’ “own attitudes and values as global citizens”: “Pick one example from Homer’s Iliad that demonstrates either a positive or negative encounter between individuals from different cultures. What does this episode indicate about cultural contact in the ancient Mediterranean and/or norms surrounding interactions with one’s enemies?”
· ELO#2 for Literature: “Through reading, discussing, and writing about literature, students appraise and evaluate the personal and social values of their own and other cultures.” It is not clear how the following question provided in the assessment plan necessarily asks students to “appraise and evaluate the personal and social values of their own . . . cultures”:  “Friendship is an important theme in the Iliad. Pick two characters who seem to be friends and describe one example that demonstrates their relationship.”
· In-person syllabus:

· P. 3: The syllabus should contain the full goals and expected learning outcomes for the GE categories.

· P. 3: Even in Spring 2017, the Office of Student Disability was no longer in Pomerene Hall.
· Blount, Steinmetz, unanimously approved with several comments (in italics above)
2. German 3252.02 (100% online version of an existing GE course, German 3252.01, with GE Literature & GE Diversity-Global Studies)
· The title of the course is “The Holocaust in German literature and film.” The course description that goes in the course catalog refers to “representative works pertaining to the Holocaust from the perspective of German literature and film.” And yet, several texts and films used in the course are not German texts or films: e.g., Night and Fog is a French documentary; Primo Levi’s book was first written in Italian; Shoah is a French documentary; Schindler’s List is an American movie etc). Students taking the class would expect German texts and films, but that is not the case. Consider bringing the title and course description of .01 and .02 in line with the current course content.
· GE assessment plan: In order for the panel to ascertain that each ELO will be properly assessed, it should be specified which sample question goes with each specific ELO. Also, the first sample question refers to “this quarter.” 

· In-person syllabus: P. 5: Even in Spring 2018, the Office of Student Disability was no longer in Pomerene Hall.

· Steinmetz, Blount, unanimously approved with several comments (in italics above)
3. Review ELOs for new GE, especially
· Carmen Taleghani-Nikazm is a member of the ELOs subcommittee of the GE Implementation Committee. The group started meeting over the summer. Their charge was to reduce, simplify, and condense the goals and ELOs compared with the draft wording that was included in the initial GE proposal. 

· Program goals and ELOs:
· Goal 1: “Leader for life”: for life seems to be a little over the top,

· 2.1. and 3.2: “appreciate”. This is not easy to assess. Should this be replaced by “evaluate”? 
· Goal 3: Why has the explicit reference to historicity/temporality been removed?  A previous version included “in the past, today and the foreseeable future.”
· Writing and Information Literacy: 
· Seems to co-opt some ideas from the previous second writing course. 
· English 1101 will no longer be the one unique course in that category. Other departments may wish to develop courses in that category.

· 1.1: Ambiguity: If courses do not have to fulfill all the modes, then the ELO should state that. (This ambiguity also exists in goal 1.)
· There are 7 ELOs. All these will need to be assessed. That is a lot of work. Could the number of ELOs be reduced? For example, 2.2. could be inserted in 2.1 and 2.3.
· Literary, Visual, and Performing Arts:
· 1.2 and 1.3 could be conflated

· 1.3 Concept that artistic ideas “influence and shape human beliefs and behavior and the interactions between the arts and human perceptions and behavior” is new. It used to be in Culture and Ideas. Somehow it has migrated to LVPA.
· Historical and Cultural Studies:
· 1.2B: Do multiple theories need to be included? Panel suggests replacing end of sentence with “and an explicit focus on methodology.”
· Race, Gender, and Ethnicity:
· Sexuality should be included in the title and throughout. At least in the goals.
· 1.1. & 2.1: Conversation about “position”; maybe replace by “social differentiation”?
· 2.1. Use “one’s own” instead of “their.”
