ASCC Themes Panel 
Approved Minutes
Friday, February 25th, 2022							        11:30AM – 1:00PM
CarmenZoom

Attendees: Conroy, Daly, Ferketich, Fredal, Griffith, Hanlon, Heldman, Hilty, Kogan, Nagar, Paulsen, Putikka, Rush, Smith, Steele, Vaessin, Vankeerbergen, Vasey, Wallace

1) Approval of 02/11/2022 Minutes
· Kogan, Nagar, approved with one abstention 
2) History 3040 (existing course with GE Historical Study and GE Diversity – Social Diversity in the U.S.; requesting new GE Theme: Lived Environments) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Lived Environments
· The reviewing faculty noticed that the course title appears to be “American City” but the course syllabus mentions “Modern American City and Suburbs”. They recommend clarifying the correct title of the course within the syllabus. 
· Approved via TAG Letter with one recommendation (in italics above) 
· Themes Panel
· The reviewing faculty request that a brief statement be provided underneath the GE Goals/ELOs that explains how the course will fulfill the GE ELOs, per a requirement from the College of Arts and Sciences for GE courses. 
· The reviewing faculty recommend that the reference to the SBX bookstore be removed, as the store has been closed for several years. 
· Kogan, Vaessin, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above) 
3) History 3219 (existing course with GE Historical Study; requesting new GE Theme: Lived Environments) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Lived Environments
· The reviewing faculty did not find this course a good fit for the GE Theme: Lived Environments as the course seems centered around the Historical Jesus as a figure and not the environments surrounding the Historical Jesus. They would like to see further emphasis placed throughout the entire course on the cultural/political/etc. environments surrounding the Historical Jesus and a closer connection to the GE Theme: Lived Environments specific ELOs. 
· No Vote 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty did not find this course to be an advanced study of the lived environments of the Historical Jesus, but rather more an advanced historical course on the figure of the Historical Jesus. They would like to see further emphasis placed on the course being an advanced study of the Lived Environments of the Historical Jesus and more closely related to the generic GE Theme ELOs. 
· The reviewing faculty request that the GE ELOs be listed within the syllabus as they are written by the Office of Academic Affairs, as this is a requirement of all GE courses within the College of Arts and Sciences. The GE Goals and ELOs can be found on the Office of Academic Affairs website at: https://oaa.osu.edu/ohio-state-ge-program. Currently, they have been adjusted to specifically fit the course’s content. 
· The reviewing faculty request that the academic misconduct statement be updated to include the correct link for students, which can be found on the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Services website at: https://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/syllabus-elements. 
· The reviewing faculty ask that a cover letter be provided that details all changes made to the proposal in response to the reviewing faculty’s feedback and requests. 
· No Vote 
4) Education: T&L 3101 (new course requesting GE Theme: Lived Environments) (return) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Lived Environments
· The reviewing faculty recommend including a definition of what “play” is within the course. 
· The reviewing faculty recommend carefully reviewing the submitted course proposal for typos and remove text that relates to distance learning courses. 
· Approved via TAG Letter with two recommendations (in italics above) 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty request that the course proposal reflect the correct number of contact hours for a three-credit course, as the calendar currently only lists one meeting a week that does not equal a minimum of three contact hours as required for a three credit hour course. Additionally, they ask that a brief cover letter be provided that explains the change made. 
· Ferketich, Nagar, approved with one nay and one contingency (in bold above) 
5) AAAS 3310 (existing course requesting new GE Theme: Lived Environments) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Lived Environments
· The reviewing faculty request that the course title be clarified within the syllabus, as the title in the syllabus is different from the official title of the course. 
· The reviewing faculty ask that the submission be reviewed and any reference to online/distance learning be removed. 
· The reviewing faculty request that the expanded course description within the syllabus more clearly show a link between the course content and the GE Theme: Lived Environments. 
· Approved via TAG Letter with three contingencies (in bold above) 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty request that the generic Theme Goals and ELOs be added to the syllabus, as required by the College of Arts and Sciences for GE courses. The GE Goals and ELOs can be found on the Office of Academic Affairs at: https://oaa.osu.edu/ohio-state-ge-program.
· The reviewing faculty request that a cover letter be provided that details all changes made to the proposal in response to the reviewing faculty’s feedback and requests. 
· Kogan, Nagar, unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above) 
6) Anthropology 3623 (existing course requesting new GE Theme: Sustainability & new GE Theme: Lived Environments) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Lived Environments
· The reviewing faculty recommend removing the 2202 prereq as they worry this could limit enrollments. 
· Approved via TAG Letter with one recommendation (in italics above) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Sustainability 
· The reviewing faculty recommend adding language that link the assignments and theme more specifically to help bridge the connection between the course assignments and the GE Theme: Sustainability category. 
· Approved via TAG Letter with one recommendation (in italics above) 
· Themes Panel: Lived Environments
· Kogan, Nagar, unanimously approved 
· Themes Panel: Sustainability 
· Vaessin, Rush, unanimously approved 
7) Sociology 3460 (existing course with GE Social Science – HNER & 100% DL; requesting new GE Theme Sustainability) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Sustainability 
· The reviewing faculty are very supportive of this course to be included within the Theme. 
· The reviewing faculty ask that the distance learning and in-person syllabi be reconciled, as currently there are major differences between the two. For example, the in-person course has an environmental justice essay that is used to meet ELO 1.3, but the distance learning version of the course does not include this essay. 
· The reviewing faculty ask that the course assignments connect better to the GE Theme: Sustainability specific ELOs. 
· No Vote 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty ask that more clarification be provided on which aspects of the course will be used to satisfy the GE ELOs. 
· The reviewing faculty request that a cover letter be provided that details all changes made to the proposal in response to the reviewing faculty’s feedback and requests. 
· No Vote 
8) Philosophy 2342 (existing course requesting new GE Theme: Sustainability) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Sustainability 
· The reviewing faculty are very supportive of this course’s inclusion with the GE Theme: Sustainability. 
· The reviewing faculty recommend that the listed course topics better reflect sustainability content that is within the course schedule but not included in the course topic list. 
· Approved via TAG Letter with one recommendation (in italics above) 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty ask that more clarification be provided on which aspects of the course will be used to satisfy the GE ELOs. 
· Nagar, Putikka, unanimously approved with one recommendation (in italics above) 
9) History 2702 (existing course with GE Historical Study & GE Diversity – Global Studies; requesting new GE Theme: Sustainability) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Sustainability 
· The reviewing faculty are supportive of this course being included with the category but would like to see revisions made beforehand. 
· The review faculty found interesting connections to the GE Theme but the elements of sustainability (or unsustainability) were not presented within the proposal as contributing to the Theme. They request that additional emphasis be placed on meeting the GE Theme: Sustainability ELOs. 
· The reviewing faculty suggest that a summary of the theme justification narratives in the GE forms could be added to the syllabus to help describe to students how the Goals and ELOs will be met. 
· The reviewing faculty suggest making the link between the GE Theme and the final paper more explicit by adding the word “sustainable” to relationship to the planet and to the human body (not just a relationship) as it addresses “responses to problems and arguments” in food systems sustainability. 
· No Vote
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty request that a statement that explains how the GE ELOs will be fulfilled be added to the course syllabus, per a requirement for GE courses in the College of Arts and Sciences. 
· The reviewing faculty recommend removing the letter grade of D- from the grading scale, as the Ohio State University does not award the letter grade D-. 
· The reviewing faculty request that a cover letter be provided that details all changes made to the proposal in response to the reviewing faculty’s feedback and requests. 
· No Vote 
10) History 3314 (existing course with GE Historical Study & GE Diversity – Global Studies; requesting new GE Theme: Sustainability) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Sustainability 
· The reviewing faculty were unsure how the GE Theme: Sustainability will be engaged within the course in its current form, as they could not find evidence of the Theme being addressed beyond the description. 
· They recommend adding more explicit references in the course syllabus to how assignments and topics will be used to meet the Theme-specific ELOs as well as adding more consideration to the use of “sustainability” as a term. 
· No Vote 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty believe this to be an excellent course but are unclear how it will fulfill the generic Theme ELOs and request additional, explicit explanation about how the course will satisfy the ELOs. 
· The reviewing faculty request that a cover letter be provided that details all changes made to the proposal in response to the reviewing faculty’s feedback and requests. 
· No Vote 
11) ENR 3400 (existing course requesting new GE Theme: Sustainability) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Sustainability 
· The reviewing faculty recognize the implicit connection to the GE Theme: Sustainability but would like to see a more explicit connection to the Theme. They ask that the concepts in the course description be incorporated within the course syllabus and connected to the Theme-specific GE ELOs. Additionally, they ask that details regarding how the assignments connect to the GE ELOs be added within the proposal rather than simply denoting which ELOs the assignments meet. 
· No Vote 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty request that any course readings be added to the course syllabus, including bibliographic information. 
·  The reviewing faculty request that a cover letter be provided that details all changes made to the proposal in response to the reviewing faculty’s feedback and requests. 
· No Vote 
12) ENR 3200 (existing course with GE Social Science—Organizations and Polities; requesting new GE Theme: Sustainability and 100% DL) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Sustainability 
· The reviewing faculty see an obvious implicit link with the GE Theme: Sustainability but request a more clear, explicit link to the GE category. It is currently unclear (utilizing the course schedule and readings) how sustainability will be incorporated within the course and how the GE Theme specific ELOs will be explicitly met. 
· The reviewing faculty request additional information surrounding course readings and assignments and how these materials build connections towards the idea of sustainability and GE Theme category. 
· No Vote 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty request that the language that suggests this course is introductory be tweaked, as GE Theme courses, by definition, are required to be advanced study courses. 
· The reviewing faculty request further information about the course exams, such as how they are proctored and how they are scheduled (including time limits). 
· The reviewing faculty request that a cover letter be provided that details all changes made to the proposal in response to the reviewing faculty’s feedback and requests.
· No Vote 
13) HCS 2204 (new course requesting new GE Theme: Sustainability) 
· Theme Advisory Group: Sustainability 
· The reviewing faculty were very supportive of this course and its inclusion within the GE Theme: Sustainability. 
· The reviewing faculty recommend that the listed course topics better reflect sustainability content that is within the course schedule but not included in the course topic list. 
· Approved via TAG Letter with one recommendation (in italics above) 
· Themes Panel 
· The reviewing faculty request more detail on how the GE Theme ELOs are being met and, specifically, how the course assignments are being used to meet the GE ELOs.
· The reviewing faculty request that a cover letter be provided that details all changes made to the proposal in response to the reviewing faculty’s feedback and requests.
· Putikka, Vaessin, unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above) 
