Arts and Sciences Curriculum Committee
Unapproved Minutes
Friday, November 21st, 2025						               9:00AM – 11:00AM
University 386B 
Attendees: Bitters, Chamberlain, Dwyer, Heckler, Hedgecoth, Lee, Martin, Miriti, Nagar, Neff, Pradhan, Romero, Sanabria, Sims, Smith, Staley, Steele, Vankeerbergen, Xiao
Agenda
· Approval of 10/24/2025 minutes
· Staley, Romero; approved with three abstentions. 
· Stackable Certificates (Guest: Maria Miriti)
· Miriti: There has been an effort to make certificates stackable toward a master’s degree.  This initiative has been in progress for several years, starting when the university began exploring micro-credentials. The idea is that students can complete more than one certificate that consists of courses eligible toward an existing master’s degree. Some programs would require an additional capstone course. Each stackable certificate must function as a meaningful, marketable credential, not simply a way to “stretch out” a master’s degree over a longer period of time. 

Financial aid is a concern with this path, since non-degree students are not eligible. There are two ways this could be addressed: (1) students could enroll in a degree program and take stackable certificates while progressing, so if they pause the degree they still earn the credential; and (2) industry professionals may enroll in courses independently, often with financial support from their employers. 

Advising will be important, especially for students entering a thesis track, to ensure they are gaining research and writing skills needed for the capstone. It is also critical to communicate that completing two certificates does not automatically confer a master’s degree. Students must formally apply and be admitted into the master’s program. Credits accumulated through certificates and the capstone must also adhere to Graduate School rules, including enrollment in at least three credits for degree conferral, and we want to ensure students following the stackable pathway remain competitive with traditional applicants.
· Martin: Are you seeing particular areas most interested in pursuing stackable certificates?
· Miriti: There is interest from Fisher College of Business and the College of Engineering. Several of their programs already have strong industry partnerships, and this model is common at peer institutions.
· Committee member: If Fisher moves forward with this, could a student stack certificates to earn an MBA?
· Miriti: Yes.
· Nagar: As an example, could a student complete a certificate in finance and a certificate in accounting, complete a capstone, and receive an MBA?
· Miriti: Yes, although the master’s degree must already exist. We are not creating new degrees through this model.
· Vankeerbergen: For any given program, could there be some students be enrolled in a traditional master’s program at the same time as others who are completing the program via certificates?
· Miriti: Yes.
· Committee member: How would the path of a traditional master’s student differ from someone using stackable certificates to reach the same degree?
· Miriti: Stackable-certificate students are typically employed and not full-time. Certificates are not locked into a specific sequence; students proceed based on interest and financial capacity. If they take a pause, they still leave with a meaningful credential.
· Committee member: Are they meeting the same requirements as traditional master’s students?
· Miriti: Yes, the requirements are simply modularized.
· Sanabria: Do graduate non-degree rules apply?
· Miriti: That is something we still need to resolve with the Graduate School.
· Sanabria: Could a student take one course at a time on this path?
· Miriti: Yes, they would apply to the certificate program and complete it at their own pace.
· Martin: Could a student in a traditional master’s program structure their coursework so they also earn the certificate?
· Miriti: Yes.
· Vankeerbergen: Have you seen any actual proposals yet?
· Miriti: Law is exploring a cybersecurity master’s using this pathway. Several others are waiting for the process to be finalized before moving forward. We need Registrar mechanisms to track stackable certificates and identify when students become degree eligible. The Graduate School Handbook language also needs updating. The goal is to launch this in the spring.
· Committee member: Will these certificates be separate from current graduate certificates? I am concerned students might not have the appropriate background to complete the degree. The capstone seems to be doing a lot of heavy lifting. 
· Miriti: Stackable pathways must include courses already aligned with the corresponding master’s program. Students cannot apply unrelated certificate courses taken earlier in their career. The adoption of this model may prompt revisions to existing certificates to increase alignment and accessibility.
· Smith: None of this would be retroactive?
· Miriti: Correct.
· Committee member: Do you anticipate new master’s degrees being created specifically to support stackable pathways?
· Miriti: Yes. Cybersecurity is one example. Some programs may identify sub-plans or specializations within existing degrees where stackable pathways make sense.
· Committee member: In that case, would programs go through the curricular review process to ensure rigor is maintained?
· Miriti: Absolutely. A key priority is ensuring the integrity of all credentials.
· Martin: Since ASC does not have many professional master’s degrees, nothing seems imminent from our college.
· Miriti: Master’s structures in ASC vary widely. Since some are terminal and others are embedded in PhD pathways, this would require careful consideration.
· Committee member: If certificates are 12 credits and a master’s is 30+, would students need courses outside the certificates?
· Miriti: Potentially. Certificates could also be set at 15 credits, and there is always the capstone course that adds credits.
· Committee member: Could two colleges combine certificates to create a stackable pathway?
· Miriti: We have not explored that yet, but it would be a great possibility.
· Revision to the Spanish Minor (Guests: E. Romero and R. Sanabria)
· Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 1 Letter of Motion: On November 4, 2025, the Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 1 reviewed a request from the Department of Spanish and Portuguese to revise the Spanish minor. The revision addresses the current imbalance in requirements, which makes the Hispanic Linguistics option difficult for students to pursue and often results in minors exceeding 18 credit hours.

The department proposes restructuring the minor into two clear pathways: (1) Literature & Cultures Pathway (unchanged), (2) Hispanic Linguistics Pathway (new).

Students entering OSU in Autumn 2026 or later will follow the new structure; earlier cohorts may remain in the current minor or switch to the new model. The Subcommittee voted unanimously to approve the request with three contingencies, all of which have been satisfied. The proposal now advances to the ASCC with a motion to approve.
· Romero: The Department of Spanish and Portuguese has been looking at making this for a long time. It was approved by our whole departmental council because students interested in Hispanic linguistics could pursue it, but only if they added two extra courses. We realized that, just as we have tracks in the major, we could also create two tracks in the minor. This also cleans up elective options for other minors.
· Martin: How many students do you expect will be interested in this new pathway within the existing group?
· Romero: We think quite a few. The main reason students have not done it before is the added hours. We often have students doing linguistics, and this pathway finally gives them the opportunity to pursue the Spanish linguistics minor without extra obstacles. 
· Sanabria: Students going into education are also very interested in this option. About a third of students will likely choose this pathway.
· Committee member: Will there be any distinction noted on the transcript?
· Romero: No, it will still appear as the Spanish minor.
· Letter of Motion, Staley; unanimously approved. 
· Update: Small Majors (A. Martin)
· Martin: As we have discussed in the past, SB1 requires graduate thresholds for small majors. The three options we have for programs that have been affected by this are to deactivate the majors, request a state waiver (for example, we did this for Music Composition because there is expected growth in the program), or roll small majors into specializations within a larger major. For this last option, these specializations would appear on student transcripts. 

The Ohio Department of Higher Education has now provided a form for approval when combining majors. Since units still have to go through the usual curricular process when doing this, the goal is to minimize the workload. The Department of Near Eastern and South Asian Literatures and Cultures already has created a proposal for a new major that will go to ASCC and CAA, and the ODHE form will be completed in parallel. Some units may already have proposals created that do not fit neatly with ODHE expectations; others may rely more heavily on the ODHE form when preparing proposals. Randy Smith is supportive of both approaches. We reviewed the ODHE form and identified which pieces are necessary for curricular review, but other pieces of the form can be completed while the proposal moves through the review process. 
· Committee member: How does this requirement of SB1 impact new majors?
· Martin: Since most majors begin small, new majors have a three-year window to demonstrate viability. 
· Committee member: When does the three-year timer start?
· Martin: It begins when the first student of the major graduates.
· Update: Civics Requirement (A. Martin)
· Martin: The civics course required by SB1 must be approved by the state and included in the OT36, which means they must be GEN Foundation courses. They still go through the usual approval process. We have a staff member assisting units with the OT36 forms and once completed, they go to Randy Smith to sign-off, then to ODHE for approval. We already have many ASC courses in the pipeline to meet the civics requirement. The Registrar will give all courses that can be used for credit as a civics course a “C” designation in the system. We have also been discussing an additional requirement in the College of Arts and Sciences for BA students. Essentially, they would need to take an additional course in the same GEN category as their civics course. This would also address the issue of distinguishing the BA from the BS in a unique way. 
· Committee member: Is there any sense whether ODHE is pushing back on our courses? 
· Vankeerbergen: The review is completed by a single ODHE staff member using a checklist. It does not go to a faculty committee. If the course is already an existing course, ODHE wants it to have OT36 status so that Foundations courses transfer seamlessly across institutions. OT36 determinations go through a statewide faculty panel. However, because the civics requirement is handled by one reviewer, approval could occur off the usual schedule.
· Informational Item: ASC Honors Quality Courses (L. Chamberlain)
· Chamberlain: The ASC Honors Committee has approved 3000-level Philosophy courses to count as honors‐quality. This is a significant exception, as we rarely grant such approval. The rationale is tied to the department’s unique course-numbering structure and the fact that they do not regularly offer 4000-level courses (which are typically considered honors-quality). This decision will support Philosophy honors students, particularly because several 3000-level Philosophy Themes courses are expected to attract them. A similar longstanding exception already exists for History courses. 
· Informational Item: Update to the Film Studies BA and Minor (I. Nagar)
· Nagar: The Department of Theatre, Film, and Media Arts requests updates to the Film Studies BA and minor course lists. The revision removes courses that are no longer offered or have been withdrawn and adds approved Film Studies courses taught by core faculty. These adjustments align advising guides with actual course availability and reflect results from a recent interdisciplinary course audit. Further curricular review is underway, but the department seeks approval for this initial update to ensure accurate and current course options for students.
· Informational Item: Update to the Computer Science Minor (I. Nagar)
· Nagar: The Department of Computer Science and Engineering requests one change to the CS Minor that will be effective Spring 2026. They propose to add CSE 2124 (Python second-level programming) and its prerequisite CSE 1224 as an additional pathway for fulfilling the minor’s required second programming course. Currently, CS minors can complete the second programming requirement in C++ (CSE 2122) or Java (CSE 2123). With the long-standing introductory Python course (CSE 1224) and the new follow-up course (CSE 2124), the department wishes to offer Python as a third option, reflecting its widespread applicability across disciplines. The CSE faculty voted unanimously in favor of the change.
· Informational Item: Update to the Social and Environmental Geography BA (I. Nagar)
· Nagar: The Department of Geography piloted a three-year portfolio-based assessment (GEOG 5193) for the Social and Environmental Geography major beginning in Spring 2022. Students completed an oral reflection drawing on coursework, working with a faculty mentor and presenting to a faculty panel using the program’s Expected Learning Outcomes as the evaluative framework. After three years of implementation, the department concluded that the portfolio model, while beneficial for student reflection and cohort building, does not provide usable program-level assessment data. The existing ELO structure has proven too abstract for consistent evaluation.

The department plans to replace the current ELOs with a simplified set of 3–5 SEG-specific, measurable outcomes and shift toward an assessment approach grounded in required coursework (likely GEOG 4100 and GEOG 4101). Geography requests approval to remove GEOG 5193 from the SEG curriculum while the new assessment framework and revised ELOs are developed.
· Informational Item: Update to the Animation Minor (I. Nagar)
· Nagar: The Department of Design and ACCAD propose co-listing Interactive Animation (5104) as a permanent course that serves as an elective for the XMD major, MIP major (Animation mode), and the Animation Minor. The Animation Minor plan is to be updated to replace ACCAD 5194 with ACCAD/DESIGN 5104. This formalizes a previously experimental course and aligns curricula with active offerings in animation and interactive media.
· Discussion on AI Fluency
· Committee member: Do we know how AI fluency modules will be implemented and who is developing them?
· Martin: AI Fluency will be required for all students graduating in 2030 and beyond. Shereen Agrawal who is the executive director of the Center for Software Innovation and Norman Jones are leading the initiative. Divisional deans collected implementation plans from all units. Units may meet the requirement by developing a standalone course on AI, embedding AI into existing courses, requiring an approved AI certificate, or developing one-credit AI fluency modules. As with the Embedded Literacies, these will likely be approved with a rubber-stamp approach. If a unit wants to change its AI fluency plan, we will follow the Embedded Literacies model: units inform us and we notify CAA. 
· Committee member: Can departments embed these one-credit modules into existing courses?
· Martin: That question is still being clarified. Embedding a one-credit module into a three-credit course raises workload and content concerns. They would likely be separate.  
· Committee member: How will assessment work for this requirement?
· Martin: Assessment will likely occur through the graduating student survey since the requirement will not appear in the degree audit. Units embedding AI into a course should clearly signal this to students so they recognize it.
· Committee member: Is there guidance on defining “AI use” across disciplines? For example, when does machine learning or linear regression become AI? In many NMS fields, more precise terminology is used instead of AI. 
· Martin: Learning outcomes include explaining foundational concepts, exploring potential benefits, evaluating inputs/outputs of AI systems,  applying AI tools to field-specific goals, designing applications of AI, and exploring ethical and societal implications. Units can determine discipline-specific interpretations. Units do not need to address all six outcomes in a single course.
· Committee member: Based on all of those outcomes, it seems to be preferred that units have a specific AI course rather than the embedded approach. Will departments need an AI-specific course listed by title?
· Martin: Not necessarily. Many Social and Behavioral Sciences units are embedding AI in existing courses without changing titles. The Department of Near Eastern and South Asian Languages and Cultures embeds within one course, but the title did not change. Units can define their own approach. 
· Martin: Norman Jones is working on updating guidance for students on AI use in the classroom. Faculty can still prohibit AI use in their courses, but they must discuss expectations with students in addition to listing them in the syllabus. 
· Committee member: How can you stop the use of AI in an online course? There is an increasing divergence in the student experience between in-person and online courses. Could we consider using testing centers for online courses? 
· Committee member: You currently cannot get DL designation for a course if anything requires in-person attendance; then it becomes hybrid. Also, many online students are not local, and accommodations can complicate things. 
· Martin: The provost is concerned about the number of GE credit hours being generated by asynchronous online mega courses. ASC has a solid process for approving online courses. Meanwhile, some colleges are offering nearly thousand-person asynchronous sections of GE courses. David Horn has spoken to the provost about the disadvantages of these large, online GE courses to ASC. If you are on the AI working group and have updates, please continue to share with this group. 
· Subcommittee Updates
· Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 1
· Chinese 3797 – approved 
· Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 2
· AAAS 4344 – approved with contingency 
· Comparative Studies 4456 – approved with contingency
· Religious Studies 4344 – approved with contingency
· AAAS 3770 – approved with contingency
· Dance 7406 – approved 
· Music 5802 – approved
· Music 8828 – approved with contingency 
· Music 7733 – approved
· Music 7731 – approved
· Music 6648 – approved
· Spanish 4798.10 – approved with contingency 
· Natural and Mathematical Sciences Subcommittee 
· Biology 3870 – approved 
· Biology 3001 – approved 
· Social and Behavioral Sciences Subcommittee 
· ASC 3600 – approved with contingency
· Sociology 3555 – approved with contingency 
· Civics, Law, and Leadership 2110 – approved 
· Race, Ethnicity and Gender Diversity Subcommittee 
· Music 2250 – approved 
· Themes Subcommittee 1
· AAAS 4343 – approved with contingency 
· Religious Studies 4343 – approved with contingency 
· Civics, Law, and Leadership 2200 – approved with contingency 
· Spanish 3242S – approved 
· Ethnic Studies 3242S – approved
· Chinese 3797 – approved with contingency 
· French 2803.02 – approved with contingency 
· Comparative Studies 4456 – approved with contingency 
· Themes Subcommittee 2 
· English 3265 – approved with contingency
· CLL 2000 – approved with contingency 

