ASCC A&H2 Panel
Approved Minutes

Friday, September 4, 2020





11:30 AM- 1:00 PM
CarmenZoom
ATTENDEES: Bitters, Folden, Haddad, Oldroyd, Romero, Savage, Wilson
AGENDA: 
1. Welcome (Chair)

2. Approval of 3-30-20 minutes

· Wilson, Savage, unanimously approved 
3. Spanish 5670 (new course)

· Not all the films have information for how they can be accessed. This information should be provided before offering.

· Typo in the course description of the first syllabus: “representative simples” 

· Romero, Folden, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above) 
4. Spanish 5670E (new course)

· Not all the films have information for how they can be accessed. This information should be provided before offering.

· Typo in the course description of the first syllabus: “representative simples”

· The first syllabus says that “For honors students taking this course as an embedded option [e], the course provides research opportunities and assist in the preparation of a presentation of the respective research project, or a related research topic, at a research forum for Honors students as recommended by the A&S Curriculum committee.” It is unclear if presenting a research project at a forum is a required component of the paper or if it is a component that will impact a student’s grade. This should be clarified. 
· Romer, Folden, unanimously approved with three recommendations (in italics above)
5. New track in Latinx Languages, Literatures and Cultures within the Spanish BA

· The cover letter indicates that the curriculum map has been reworked. It was included with the Spanish 5670 proposal, but it should also be included in the Latinx Languages, Literatures and Cultures track proposal. 
· Provide a thorough rationale for the addition of the Latinx track. Was the proposed track based on program assessment, recent trends in academia, interest from current students, etc.? Are there unique characteristics that position OSU particularly well for this track? How does this track differ from existing tracks in the major, particularly the Latin American Literatures and Cultures track. How will students, the university, and/or the region benefit from this? Are there additional career or graduate school opportunities associated with the track? Do peer institutions offer a similar content? If so, do they offer it as a track or as a separate major? Additional information on curricular rationale for major revisions can be found on page 87 of the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual. (https://asccas.osu.edu/sites/default/files/ASC_Curriculum_and_Assessment_Operations_Manual.pdf)  

· The cover letter from Podalsky/Burgoyne and the concurrence letter from Ines Valdez indicate that students can pursue both this major and the Latina/o Studies minor. However, the proposal does not explain how the track is different from the minor. A student cannot major and minor in the same subject area. If names of majors/minors are similar, it is up to the proposer to clearly state how different the programs are so that ASCC can evaluate if students can do both. 
· Additional recommendations: 
· The proposal mentions that the assessment plan will not change. It may still be advisable to include the plan in the proposal. Additionally, the Panel recommends that the department make sure there is assessment for the concentration planned in some manner. 
· Advising sheets: The department may want to develop a non-electronic version of the advising sheet if they have not already done so. A non-electronic version could more clearly indicate the required courses and credit hours. 
· No vote 

6. FRIT 3053 (new course; requesting GE Cultures and Ideas & GE Diversity-Global Studies)

· Currriculum.osu.edu indicates that the course can be offered as a 14week course as well as 7-week course. The Panel would like to see a syllabus for a 14-week course to be able to better evaluate how the course load would be distributed across 14 weeks compared to 7 weeks. 
· More clearly articulate the relationship between attendance, participation, and absences. It is unclear how attendance factors into the participation grade. The participation grade includes attendance, but the absence policy seems to impact the final grade. This may be confusing for students. 
· The syllabus says “Italian 2194” 

· The Disability Statement appears to come from an online course. The latest disability statement can be found on page 14 of the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual (https://asccas.osu.edu/sites/default/files/ASC_Curriculum_and_Assessment_Operations_Manual.pdf)  
· The Assessment Plan uses two questions to evaluate both ELOs for GE Diversity: Global Studies and two questions to evaluate both ELOs for GE Cultures and Ideas. The Panel recommends using separate questions for each ELO to allow for differentiation in achievement of the ELOs. 

· Savage, Folden, unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above) and three recommendations (in italics above) 
7. Theatre 2367.03 (existing course with GE Writing and Communication-Level 2 & Diversity-Social Diversity in the U.S.; request for 100% DL)

· This course is cross-listed with AAEP 2367.03. AAEP offers this course online regularly. AAEP shared their syllabus with Theatre to create this course offering. 

· The Theatre course has different content, but it should be identical if it is cross-listed. 

· If the course has different content, should they submit a new course request and seek concurrence from AAEP? This course could be created from the perspective of writers, actors, producers, etc. It could be analyzed from the strengths of Theatre rather than the perspective of AAEP. 

· The course request is for DL, not to create a new course. The course already exists, and it is already cross-listed with AAEP. 

· Deborah Haddad will discuss the course with David Horn, and the Panel can discuss this course again. 

· No vote

8. Philosophy 1100 (existing course with GE Cultures and Ideas; request for 100% DL)

· Include a statement of how the instructor will engage with students (e.g. through virtual office hours, individual zoom meetings, discussion boards, etc.). It should be clear to students how they can expect to directly interact with the instructor. For example, this could be included in a simple statement along with faculty response time on page 8. 
· It is unclear if the lectures are synchronous or asynchronous. There is synchronous introductory Zoom session, but that is the only session that is clearly synchronous. It should be clarified if the lectures are also synchronous. 
· There is boilerplate language that needs to be removed (e.g. under Academic Integrity Policy on page 10). 
· Are there any measures taken for exam security? What are the policies for exams and quizzes regarding use of notes, textbooks, etc. There is only a statement saying that students cannot take quizzes and exams as a group or share answers. 

· The statement includes inaccurate GE information. Page 3 of the syllabus says “Philosophy 1100 satisfies the Cultures & Ideas subcategory of the Arts & Humanities GE requirements (2.C.3.). The general goals and expected learning objectives of the Arts & Humanities category of the GE are as follows.” The correct GE category is Cultures and Ideas (the goal and expected learning outcomes provided for GE Cultures and Ideas are correct). Remove information for “Arts & Humanities category” and language about subcategories. This is outdated GEC language. 
· No vote 
