ASCC Natural and Mathematical Sciences Subcommittee
Unapproved Minutes
Thursday, October 30th, 2025						                  1:30PM – 3:00PM
CarmenZoom
Attendees: Barker, Carlson, DeGirolamo, Dinan, Hadad, Heckler, Lee, Steele, Vankeerbergen
Agenda
1. Approval of 10-09-2025 minutes
a. Barker, Heckler; approved with one abstention.

2. Biology 3870 – new course requesting GEN Theme: Origins and Evolution (return)
a. Lee, Carlson; unanimously approved.

3. Biology 3001 – new course requesting GEN Theme: Origins and Evolution
a. Recommendation: The Subcommittee suggests that the center provide a rubric or other additional information in the syllabus for students regarding how assignments will be graded, especially those that are a part of the “Course Engagement” category (syllabus pp. 7-8).
b. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the center provide information for students in the syllabus regarding whether there is an electronic version of the recommended textbook (syllabus, p. 1).
c. Recommendation:  The Subcommittee suggests removing or altering the “Credit Hours and Work Expectation” statement on p. 2 of the syllabus.  This statement is part of the old Distance Learning Syllabus template, which was retired in early 2024, and the language surrounding course’s teaching and activities, such as “direct instruction” is not conducive to describing an in-person course.
d. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends re-titling the “Safe Environments” statement on p. 12 of the syllabus, as this is actually the statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct”, per the Office of Undergraduate Education website.
e. Recommendation: The Subcommittee notes that the 1990 Michael Crichton novel is listed as a required text, but it does not appear on the Course Schedule (syllabus, pp. 15-16).  The Subcommittee suggests that the department clarify for students when/how the novel will be read and how the novel’s contents will be related to the weekly schedule of discussion.
f. Carson, Lee; unanimously approved with five recommendations (in italics above).

4. Geography 1900 – existing course with GEL Natural Science: Physical Science and GEN Foundation: Natural Science requesting changes to course title, description, content, and structure
a. The Subcommittee has several concerns regarding whether the course is rigorous enough for and meets the goals/ELOs of the GEN Foundation: Natural Sciences category.  To that end, they ask the following of the department:
i. The Subcommittee observes that the grading scheme in the proposed version of the course (Participation-25%; Labs-30%; Worksheets-20%; Exams-25%) is quite different from the current version (Participation-20%; Labs-30%; Exams-50%).  They are concerned that the new scheme is less focused on individual learning and less able to assess mastery of the course and GEN goals and ELOs.  As such, they ask that the grading scheme be re-configured to reflect the current level of rigor in the course.  On a related note, they offer the friendly reminder that laboratory activities account for 25% of the course’s credit hours and should thus also account for 25% of students’ grades in the course.
ii. The Subcommittee notes that the GEN Submission form cites particular worksheets and laboratory activities as meeting the ELOs of the GEN category.  However, it is unclear from the materials provided what these activities will look like in practice.  For the purposes of course review, the Subcommittee asks that the department submit examples of laboratory activities so that they can get a fuller picture of how students will “employ the processes of science through exploration, discovery, and collaboration to interact directly with the natural world…”, per ELO 1.3. Furthermore, the Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information in the syllabus about the laboratory activities, and what students will do during a “typical” lab session.  
b. The Subcommittee asks that the department reconfigure the course’s meeting times to include a 110-minute lab period (rather than 80 minutes), as 110 minutes aligns with the expectation that 1 of the 4 credit hours will come from experiential learning in a lab setting.  For details regarding the definition of a semester credit hour, please see the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual, p. 17.
c. The Subcommittee observes that the department puts forth the following explanation in curriculum.osu.edu for how this new version of the course will function in the Atmospheric Sciences major:
This course will replace GEOG 5900 or ATMOSSC 2940 as the principle (sic) introductory course in the revised program request for ATMOSSC-BS program (effective term planned for AU26). ATMOSSC 2940 will be removed from departmental offering when new version of the major is approved and term implemented.
However, the Subcommittee notes that GEOG 5900/ATMOSSC 2940 currently counts as a part of the major’s “Required Courses” (as opposed to the “Required Prerequisite and Supplemental Courses”) according to both the Department of Geography’s website and the most recently approved version of the major.  Geography 1900, as a 1000-level course, will not be able to count toward the major.  Thus, the Subcommittee asks that the department clarify in curriculum.osu.edu how this course will function in the new version of the Atmospheric Sciences major, since this is a motivator of the redesign of the course.
d. The Subcommittee requests that the department rectify the discrepancy on p. 11 of the syllabus regarding the Extra Credit available to students.  The introductory paragraph states that students will have the opportunity to earn “up to 4.5 extra credit points on their final course grade”.  However, the explanations of the maximum points available for the three activities add up to only 4 points.
e. The Subcommittee requests that the department clarify the guidance surrounding the use of AI tools.  On p. 10 of the syllabus, the description of the course’s exams states that exams are “open book, but the use of AI search is not allowed”.  However, on p. 19 of the syllabus, the “Academic Integrity Policy” states that the “use of AI tools is permitted as long as the student indicates that they have used them in their submission”.
f. The Subcommittee asks that the department use the correct GEN Submission Form for the GEN Foundation: Natural Sciences category.  The correct form can be found on the Office of Undergraduate Education website (under “Additional Resources”/ “Course Submission Forms”/ “Foundation Courses”).
g. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

5. Evolution, Ecology, and Organismal Biology 3610 – new course
a. [bookmark: _Hlk213085075]The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information about the course’s readings in the syllabus.  Specifically, they ask that full citations of the readings be included in the Course Schedule so that they can get an idea of the course’s workload, the pace of the course, and how the course’s readings overlay with the listed topics. Additionally, they note the paragraph that describes the course readings on p. 2 of the syllabus is incomplete, ending with “The readings will be…”. 
b. The Subcommittee has several concerns with the information provided regarding student assessment and grading in the course.
i. The Subcommittee asks that the department clarify the role of attendance and participation in students’ grades.  P. 3 of the syllabus states that attendance will be recorded, but participation is “not required or assessed”.  This seems to be borne out by the Course Grade chart on p. 4 that implies that only students’ test scores will influence their final grade in the course.  However, the Assessment component weightings (syllabus, p. 4), state that participation is 7% of the grade.
ii. The Subcommittee notes that it is unusual for course components (in this case, attendance/participation and the short assignments) to count against students if they are not successfully completed, and yet not earn any points/credit toward the final grade if they are completed.
iii. The Subcommittee is concerned that failing to successfully complete only one of the weekly Short Assignments (syllabus, p. 3-4) will result in the student earning a “E” in the course.  They ask that the department provide additional information in the syllabus for students about the support that is available if they are struggling with these assignments, how many chances students will get to redo assignments that are not completed satisfactorily, and what happens if a student is ill or otherwise unable to attend a full week of the lecture discussions upon which these assignments are at least partially based.
iv. The Subcommittee asks that both charts on p. 4 of the syllabus be expanded to include all available marks (A, A-, B+, B, B-, C+, C, C-, D+, D, and E) or that the department include in this section of the syllabus a statement noting for students that these marks will not be utilized.  They emphasize that it will be especially important to differentiate between the grades of “C” and “D” (including C-/D+), because students earning a course grade of “C-” or higher can use the course toward major requirements, while those earning a D+ or below cannot.
v. The Subcommittee asks that the Course Grade chart on p. 4 of the syllabus be augmented or replaced with clearer information for students.  They note that there are many combinations of exam grades that are not present on the chart, making it quite difficult for students to understand what is expected of them to earn a particular grade.  For example, if a student earns an “A” on the first exam, a “B” on the second exam, and a “D” on the third exam, would they receive a B- or a C?
c. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide a more specific prerequisite(s) for the course (curriculum.osu.edu under “Prerequisites and Exclusions” and syllabus, p. 1), as the stated prerequisite does not provide enough detail for students to decide if they have the requisite skills to be successful in the course. Additionally, the Subcommittee notes that many of the course’s statistical topics are quite advanced, and they strongly recommend that the department include a mathematics and/or statistics prerequisite.
d. The Subcommittee asks that the department clarify whether the course is a part of the EEOB or Zoology majors, as the submitted curriculum map does not list the new course.  If the course is intended to be a part of one or both of those majors (either as a required course or as an elective), it should be included on the submitted curriculum map.  If the course is not intended to be a part of either of these majors, the Subcommittee asks that the curriculum maps be removed from the submission in curriculum.osu.edu.
e. The Subcommittee recommends that the department include in the syllabus a clearly labeled “course description”.  This can be the same as the course description outlined in curriculum.osu.edu under “General Information”, an expanded version of the curriculum.osu.edu text that explains in more detail what students will learn in the course, or even a renaming/reworking of the “Course Objectives” section found on p. 2 of the syllabus.  
f. The Subcommittee recommends using the correct course number (3610) on p. 2 of the syllabus under “Course Objectives”.  Currently, the course is referred to as EEOB 3194.
g. The Subcommittee asks that the department include in the Religious Accommodations statement a link to the Civil Rights Compliance Office.  The statement, including the required links, is available in an easy-to-copy/paste on the Office of Undergraduate Education’s website.
h. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

6. Evolution, Ecology, and Organismal Biology 7010 – new course
a. Note: The Subcommittee agrees with the department that concurrence is not necessary for this course (curriculum.osu.edu under “Comments”).  However, they note that this is because the course content is firmly situated in EEOB and is not in danger of overlapping with the offerings of other academic units.  The fact that the course is a core requirement in the graduate program or that it is designed for EEOB students does not have any bearing on concurrence.  More information on concurrence is available in the ASCC Operations Manual on pp. 17-18. 
b. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide more information in the syllabus about the format and content of the course’s exams/tests.
c. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information about the course’s readings in the syllabus.  Specifically, they ask that full citations of the readings be included in the Course Schedule so that they can get an idea of the course’s workload, the pace of the course, and how the course’s readings overlay with the listed topics.
d. The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the grading scale on p. 3 of the syllabus.  All of the percentages, excepting the ones for a grade of “E”, overlap (e.g., a grade of 93% could be both an A and an A-; a grade of 77% could earn either a C or a C+) and there are three different groups of percentages labeled as earning a “D”.  (It may also be pertinent to note that Ohio State does not have an option to assign a grade of “D-”.)
e. The Subcommittee asks that the department change the course component (curriculum.osu.edu under “Offering Information”), as recitations are not a component used on their own, but rather as a subsection of a large lecture.  The Subcommittee offers the friendly observation that a Natural and Mathematical Sciences course of this nature is usually marked as a “lecture” or a “seminar”.
f. The Subcommittee asks that the department include in the Religious Accommodations statement a link to the Civil Rights Compliance Office.  The statement, including the required links, is available in an easy-to-copy/paste on the Office of Undergraduate Education’s website.
g. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

7. Evolution, Ecology, and Organismal Biology 7020 – new course
a. Note: The Subcommittee agrees with the department that concurrence is not necessary for this course (curriculum.osu.edu under “Comments”).  However, they note that this is because the course content is firmly situated in EEOB and is not in danger of overlapping with the offerings of other academic units.  The fact that the course is a core requirement in the graduate program or that it is designed for EEOB students does not have any bearing on concurrence.  More information on concurrence is available in the ASCC Operations Manual on pp. 17-18. 
b. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide more information in the syllabus about the format and content of the course’s exams/tests.
c. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information about the course’s readings in the syllabus.  Specifically, they ask that full citations of the readings be included in the Course Schedule so that they can get an idea of the course’s workload, the pace of the course, and how the course’s readings overlay with the listed topics.
d. The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the grading scale on p. 3 of the syllabus.  All of the percentages, excepting the ones for a grade of “E”, overlap (e.g., a grade of 93% could be both an A and an A-; a grade of 77% could earn either a C or a C+) and there are three different groups of percentages labeled as earning a “D”.  (It may also be pertinent to note that Ohio State does not have an option to assign a grade of “D-”.)
e. The Subcommittee asks that the department change the course component (curriculum.osu.edu under “Offering Information”), as recitations are not a component used on their own, but rather as a subsection of a large lecture.  The Subcommittee offers the friendly observation that a Natural and Mathematical Sciences course of this nature is usually marked as a “lecture” or a “seminar”.
f. The Subcommittee asks that the department include in the Religious Accommodations statement a link to the Civil Rights Compliance Office.  The statement, including the required links, is available in an easy-to-copy/paste on the Office of Undergraduate Education’s website.
g. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.
