ASCC Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 2
Unapproved Minutes
Tuesday, October 28th, 2025					                            12:30PM – 2:00PM
CarmenZoom
Attendees: Acuff, Bitters, DeGirolamo, Martinez, Mick, Staley, Troyan, Vankeerbergen
Agenda
1. Approval of the 10-14-2025 minutes
a) Troyan, Martinez; unanimously approved (except for 10-14-25 vote on Classics 3191—see below)

2. Classics 3191 - new course (return) 
The Subcommittee reconsidered its previous vote on the course based on the following issues:
a) The cover letter to the subcommittee with the resubmission states that the course has been reconfigured into a traditional 3-credit course. However, is that just for this iteration or will there indeed be 2-6 credit versions of this course? Furthermore, is the course still repeatable up to 4 times (or 12 credits) as stated on the form in curriculum.osu.edu? If so, how are the longer and/or repeated offerings different?
b) [bookmark: _Hlk213776679]The title and course description in curriculum.osu.edu do not match the title and updated course description in the syllabus. In the latter, we now learn that the course will deal with archaeology and/or epigraphy and paleography, depending on the semester, and be offered in one or two buildings (the Museum of Classical Archaeology & the Center for Epigraphical and Paleographical Studies). On the other hand, the information in curriculum.osu.edu only refers to archaeology and the Museum of Classical Archaeology. 
c) On p. 1 of the syllabus, we learn that the course will meet twice 80 minutes, which is a common pattern for 14-week courses that are worth 3 credits. However, the schedule for this class is only for 12 weeks. Were the last 2 weeks left out inadvertently? If that is not the case and the Department meant to submit a syllabus for 12 weeks (which would make this a summer course), then the course should have more weekly contact time. 
d) If the course is no longer graded on a Satisfactory/Unsatisfactory basis, the Subcommittee requests that the change be reflected in curriculum.osu.edu. Right now, the latter form still indicates that this is an S/U course.
e) The form in curriculum.osu.edu indicates that this is a “field experience”. However, going to different buildings on campus is not considered a field experience. This should be adjusted.
f) The members of the Subcommittee discussed the use of the word “internship” and the use of the x191 number for the course at hand. Opinions were divided. Some faculty reviewers were agreeable to the use of the word “internship” for Classics 3191 as there are different definitions of “internship” and, therefore, different departments may understand the word somewhat differently. Other faculty reviewers were more of the opinion that in the eyes of our students an “internship” usually includes a site supervisor who is different from the faculty in charge of the course. Thus, for greater clarity about the type of course at hand, a course title that starts with “Experiential learning in…” or “Professional skills in...” or “Collection curation and management…” might be a better fit. Absent a specific definition of “internship” from the college or OAA, the Subcommittee leaves it at the discretion of the department to decide whether to call the course an “internship” or something else. The Subcommittee just thought it might be useful for the Dept of Classics to hear the different opinions on this.
g) The Subcommittee proceeded to rescind its previous vote about the course: Troyan, Acuff; unanimous vote to rescind previous approval of Classics 
h) Declined to vote
3. English 3350 – existing course with GEN Theme: Lived Environments requesting 100% DL
a) It is not clear whether the weekly video lecture of 20-40 minutes together with the other instructor-student interactions provide 3 hours/week of direct instruction for this 3-credit hour course. The Subcommittee is unclear whether there is sufficient instructor presence in the course.
b) Pp. 9-11: The Video icebreaker and the Syllabus Quiz (worth 5%) are not described or explained in the assignments.
c) The Subcommittee asks that the Department re-phrase the statement which describes the way in which this course fits into the new General Education Curriculum (syllabus p. 2 under “General Education goals and expected learning outcomes”).  Since this is a 3-credit hour course, it does not, in and of itself, “fulfill” the GEN Theme.  Since the requirement is for students to earn 4-6 credit hours in this category, stating that a single course fulfills the requirement can be confusing or misleading for students.  Instead, the reviewing faculty suggest wording such as “English 3350 is an approved course in the GEN Theme: Lived Environments category.”
d) On pp. 2-3, please make sure to number the GEN expected learning outcomes 1.1. through 4.3 (see here) instead of using bullet points so that it is clear to students which learning outcomes go with which GEN Theme goal.
e) Page 4 specifies that all work needs to be completed by midnight on Saturdays. The Subcommittee recommends a Sunday night due date since that would give an extra day to students.
f) As of August 29th, 2025, all syllabi must have either a link to the statements below or these statements written out in their entirety within the syllabus (the statement(s) in bold below are missing from the current syllabus and/or incomplete/out-of-date). Syllabi should link to the Office of Undergraduate Education's Syllabus Policies & Statements webpage and/or copy-and-paste the statements from the Office of Undergraduate Education's website.
1. Academic Misconduct
2. Student Life - Disability Services
3. Religious Accommodations (Office of Institutional Equity—email link at the bottom of statement--no longer exists; the Civil Rights Compliance Office now needs to be linked)
4. Intellectual Diversity
Instructors are also welcome to include any other standard and/or recommended syllabus statements found on the Office of Undergraduate Education's webpage which they deem relevant for their course. Please also refer to this page to ensure that the Diversity and Title IX Statements on p. 14 of the syllabus (now combined into the statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct”) and all other statements/links are current and accurate. 
g) The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.
1) 

4. English 3261 – existing course with GEN Theme: Traditions, Cultures, and Transformations requesting 100% DL
a) It is not clear how the Active Reading Responses will be conducted in Carmen. The syllabus should also be clear about this (pp. 10-11). 
b) The weekly videos are said to be approximately 20 minutes in length. It is not clear whether the individual feedback on assignments provides enough added direct instruction to meet the requirement of 3 hours per week for this 3-credit course.
c) The Subcommittee asks that the Department re-phrase the statement which describes the way in which this course fits into the new General Education Curriculum (syllabus p. 2 under “General Education goals and expected learning outcomes”).  Since this is a 3-credit hour course, it does not, in and of itself, “fulfill” the GEN Theme.  Since the requirement is for students to earn 4-6 credit hours in this category, stating that a single course fulfills the requirement can be confusing or misleading for students.  Instead, the reviewing faculty suggest wording such as “English 3261 is an approved course in the GEN Theme: Traditions, Cultures, and Transformations category.”
d) Page 4 specifies that all work needs to be completed by midnight on Saturdays. The Subcommittee recommends a Sunday night due date since that would give an extra day to students.
e) As of August 29th, 2025, all syllabi must have either a link to the statements below or these statements written out in their entirety within the syllabus (the statement(s) in bold below are missing from the current syllabus and/or incomplete/out-of-date). Syllabi should link to the Office of Undergraduate Education's Syllabus Policies & Statements webpage and/or copy-and-paste the statements from the Office of Undergraduate Education's website.
1. Academic Misconduct
2. Student Life - Disability Services
3. Religious Accommodations (Office of Institutional Equity—email link at the bottom of statement--no longer exists; the Civil Rights Compliance Office now needs to be linked)
4. Intellectual Diversity
Instructors are also welcome to include any other standard and/or recommended syllabus statements found on the Office of Undergraduate Education's webpage which they deem relevant for their course. Please also refer to this page to ensure that the Diversity and Title IX Statements on p. 15 of the syllabus (now combined into the statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct”) and all other statements/links are current and accurate.
f) Comment: The Subcommittee notes the inclusion of a Land Acknowledgment in the syllabus (p. 15). As of 06/27/2025, Land Acknowledgments are no longer permissible on official university documents (including most syllabi) per the university’s SB1 Compliance website. The course instructor(s) should consult with their TIU director/chair regarding whether or not this statement may be included within the syllabus. 
g) [bookmark: _Hlk214180470]The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.
2) 
5. African American and African Studies/Religious Studies 4344 – new cross-listed course requesting GEN Theme: Traditions, Cultures, and Transformations
a) [bookmark: _Hlk214171693]The Subcommittee commends the departments for a very interesting course.
b) [bookmark: _Hlk214172553]Request to include full citations of the required texts in the course schedule (syllabus pp.5-7)
c) Per ASCC rule, the syllabus should include the GEN Theme goals and learning outcomes followed by a paragraph that explains how the course will fulfill those GE learning outcomes.
d) Check with Ethnic Studies about potentially including the course in the Latino Studies minor. Also, please talk to the Department of Arts Administration, Education and Policy about possibly cross-listing this course with them. 
e) At the bottom of p.1, change word “requirement” to “assignments.” Furthermore, listing the various assignment grades in a table is more reader-friendly.
f) Acuff, Troyan; approved with three contingencies (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above)
6. Comparative Studies 4456 – new Education Abroad course requesting GEN Theme: Lived Environments
a) Comment: The Subcommittee commends the department for this excellent course proposal.
b) Comment: Please note that the “Plagiarism and Intellectual Integrity” statement on p. 8 is repeated and further developed at the link to all the university policies on p. 9.
c) Martinez, Troyan; unanimously approved
7. African American and African Studies 3770 – new course requesting GEN Foundations: Historical and Cultural Studies and Race, Ethnicity, and Gender Diversity
a) There appears to be a misunderstanding about where the GEN Historical and Cultural Studies category is located in the General Education program. The following information appears at the bottom of p. 1: 
Proposed GE Themes/Foundations
(1) GEN Theme: Historical or Cultural Studies
(2) GE Foundations: Race, Ethnicity, & Gender Diversity
However, the Historical or Cultural Studies category is part of the Foundations in the General Education program. There should not be any mention of a Theme.
b) Request to include full citations of the required texts in the course schedule (syllabus pp. 5-6)
c) Request to also include in the course schedule the discussion topics/questions and assignments that are mentioned in the GE form for the Historical and Cultural Studies GEN Foundation.
d) Question: Perhaps related to point c., the Subcommittee wonders whether the Department meant to pitch this course at the 3000-level as they noticed that the new 3000-level courses developed by the Department for the new GE are all Themes courses. On the other hand, Foundations GE courses in the Department tend to be at the 2000 level or below. Please note that by pointing this out the Subcommittee is not implying that the course needs to be renumbered. The Subcommittee is merely pointing out something that the Department might have overlooked.
e) The disability statement on p. 8 includes a statement in parentheses: “see below for campus-specific contact information”. When the course is taught, this should be replaced with the actual specific information.
f) The OSU Writing Center section on p. 11 includes a repeated sentence about consultants being available to work with students on anything.
g) Acuff, Martinez; unanimously approved with three contingencies (in bold above), two recommendations (in italics above), and one question
8. Russian 3106 – new course (return)
a) The Subcommittee thanks the Department for providing several rubrics. However, the Subcommittee is still unclear about how the assignments also consider students’ ability to navigate AI tools and critically reflect on their use of AI to learn Russian. In other words, there is no assignment (or part of assignment) that pertains to the theoretical or philosophical underpinnings of AI. (It is in the readings, but not in the assignments.) Some possible options are: further integrating this type of reflective work in assignments and expanding the rubrics, emphasizing AI audit trails, etc.
b) On the form in curriculum.osu.edu, under Prerequisites, Russian 2104.51 is listed twice. Please correct and replace the second iteration with the correct course number.
c) The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.
