ASCC Themes II Subcommittee
Unapproved Minutes
Thursday, October 23rd, 2025							2:15PM – 3:45PM
Hagerty 255
Attendees: Daly, Hunter, Landsman, Nathanson, Palazzi, Søland, Steele, Sweigart, Vankeerbergen
1. Approval of 9-18-25 and 10-2-25 minutes
a. Hunter, Palazzi; unanimously approved.

2. Linguistics 3804 (existing course requesting GEN Theme Number, Nature, Mind)
a. The Subcommittee requests that the department provide a cover letter that details the changes made to the course submission materials in response to the feedback below.
b. The Subcommittee notes that the problem sets are an integral part of the course, students’ learning experience, and students’ grades.  However, they are unable to discern from the submitted materials the depth and breadth of these sets, and if they will allow students to demonstrate their mastery of the GEN ELOs.  To this end, they ask that the department submit with the revised proposal some examples of the problem sets so that they can better understand students’ activities.  The following items are of particular interest:
i. While the Subcommittee appreciates that the students will engage in “logical thinking” (ELO 1.1) while completing the problem sets, it is not clear whether students will use the results of these sets to draw their own inferences and conclusions about AI or if they will made aware of the capabilities and limitations of AI through readings and notes. 
ii. Given the significant percentage of students’ grades that will be drawn from the problems sets, the Subcommittee would like to get a clearer idea of the course’s workload and what will be expected of students.
c. The Subcommittee notes and appreciates the difficulty in finding textbooks/readings at an appropriate level for the course (syllabus, p.3).  However, they ask that the department seek out additional readings that will provide a wider variety of perspectives and academic areas on the course topics in support of ELO 2.1.  They note that this could be very helpful for GEN students, who will be approaching the topics from a wide variety of perspectives.
d. The Subcommittee asks that the department incorporate into the course schedule opportunities for students to demonstrate their “developing sense of self as a learner” (ELO 2.2) in an assessable manner.  While the Subcommittee notes and appreciates the presence of some reflection in the problem set assignments, this ELO is focused on students’ awareness of their own learning and reflection on/analysis of the ways that their thinking has changed over the duration of the course.  While the Subcommittee acknowledges that there are many methods for assessing this ELO, they offer the friendly suggestion that asking students to complete a graded reflection on course topics at the beginning, mid-point, and end of the semester can be a simple and effective way to meet this ELO.
e. The Subcommittee asks that the department consider amending the course description in curriculum.osu.edu (under General Information) and on the syllabus (p. 3) to more clearly outline the skills students will need to be successful in the course.  While the course description makes the course seem appropriate and approachable for all students, the discussions of the course’s activities in the GEN Submission form point to higher-level knowledge and skills that might make the course inaccessible for some students.
f. Additionally, the Subcommittee asks that the department consider adding a course prerequisite.  They offer the friendly suggestion that the pre-requisite could be as simple as “completion of a GEN Foundation: Mathematical and Quantitative Reasoning (or Data Analysis) course” or a particular score on the Math Placement Exam/completion of a particular mathematics course.
g. The Subcommittee asks that the department rephrase the explanation(s) of how the course meets the GEN goals and ELOs in the syllabus (pp. 1-3).  They observed that these explanations were copied/pasted from the GEN submission form, and note that the syllabus should feature a short, student-friendly explanation – this can be as brief as a single paragraph that covers all of the ELOs – rather than the longer, more technical explanations that are required by the form.
h. The Subcommittee recommends that the department make use of the newly-developed  GEN Themes Rubrics as a tool for backward design while revising the course. 
i. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

3. Comparative Studies 4444 – New course requesting GE Theme: Sustainability (4 CH w/ HIP: Research and Creative Inquiry)
a. Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the department provide a cover letter that details the changes made to the course submission materials in response to the feedback below.
b. Contingency: As a part of Research and Creative Inquiry High-Impact Practice, the Subcommittee notes that the “demonstration of competence” is required to be public (i.e., not limited to the instructor and students in the course).  As such, the Subcommittee asks that the department alter the response to prompt 4 in the HIP Form to explain how the instructor will ensure that the end-of-semester Game Fair is attended by members of the community.
c. Contingency:  The Subcommittee asks that the department adjust the course description in curriculum.osu.edu (under “General Information”) to better describe the content of the course, the role of sustainability in the course, and the game-creation activities that students will engage in.  They offer the friendly reminder that this is the description that students will see when “shopping” for GE courses via Schedule Planner and the Course Catalog.
d. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department modify the information provided in the “Absences from Class” section of the syllabus (p. 5), as the Student Advocacy and Civil Rights Compliance Office (the new name for the Office of Institutional Equity), do not deal with student accommodations.
e. Recommendation: The Subcommittee notes that there could be privacy concerns regarding students being asked to create online gaming accounts (syllabus p. 4), and suggests that the department reach out to Kayla Hennis, Instructional Technology Toolset Manager in the ASC Office of Distance of Education to discuss options and compliance with college and university policy.
f. Hunter, Nathanson; unanimously approved with four contingencies (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above).
4. AAAS 4620 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return)
a. The Subcommittee appreciates this course’s incredibly timely and necessary topic, and they look forward to having it be a part of the GEN Theme: Citizenship for a Just and Diverse World category.  To this end, they invite the department and/or the course designer/proposer to reach out to the chair of the ASCC’s Themes II Subcommittee, Birgitte Søland, to discuss the feedback below.
b. The Subcommittee requests that the department provide a cover letter that details the changes made to the course submission materials in response to the feedback below.
c. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide student-friendly information in the syllabus regarding how the Theme is the central focus of the course.  Specifically, they would like to see more evidence that the citizenship aspect of the Theme is an intrinsic part of the course’s description (curriculum.osu.edu under “General Information”) and its readings and topics (syllabus pp. 8-12 under “Course Outline”).  While they appreciate the work involved in creating the explanatory paragraphs that have been added to the course calendar, the Subcommittee is concerned that these may not effectively communicate the course’s engagement with the GEN Theme to students.  (The paragraphs could be overwhelming for students or may not be included in the final syllabus.)  While they acknowledge that there are many ways to link the schedule to the GE Theme and its outcomes, they note that one method is to include in the course calendar weekly questions that guide students in connecting that week’s readings and activities to the larger concepts of the theme.  The ASCCAS website provides examples of previously approved courses (English 3595, German 3250) that have successfully employed this technique.  The Subcommittee offers the friendly advice that the Department may wish to consider how a student, looking at the syllabus, would see the Theme “signposted” throughout.  
d. The Subcommittee asks that the department modify the description of the term paper (syllabus, pp. 2-3) to make clear to students that the paper must engage with the concepts presented by the theme.  While they acknowledge that a paper that involves “an argument encountered during the semester” will almost certainly engage with diversity and justice, it is less certain that it will also involve citizenship.
e. The Subcommittee recommends that the department make use of the newly-developed  GEN Themes Rubrics as a tool for backward design while revising the course. 
f. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.
5. Classics 4401 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return)
a. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department integrate the role-playing into the End-of-Semester Reflection, so that students will be obligated to consider how their own embodiment of historical figures has guided and influenced their learning on the topic of the Theme.  
b. Recommendation: The Subcommittee suggests that the department integrate additional material dealing with diversity and justice (in both the modern and Classical worlds) into the course’s topics, readings and assessments, thus strengthening the course’s connection to this aspect of the theme. 
c. Palazzi, Hunter; unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above).

6. Civics, Law, and Leadership 2130 (existing course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return)
a. The Subcommittee requests that the department provide a cover letter that details the changes made to the course submission materials in response to the feedback below.
b. While the Subcommittee believes that the Center has adequately engaged ELOs 1.1-2.2, the Subcommittee asks that the Center reconsider their approaches to ELOs 3.1-4.2 and how those approaches are articulated in a student-friendly manner in the syllabus.  To that end, they offer the following specific comments:
i. The Subcommittee would like to see earlier and more extensive engagement with a variety of scholarly perspectives.  They observe that the first chance that students have to engage with an academic analysis of the issues under debate happens nearly 1/3 of the way through the course, and that the scholarship is not integral, but rather an “addendum” to the primary documents and class discussions.  Additionally, while the Center does provide some information about how ELO 3.1 will be met in the GEN Submission form, this is not apparent in the syllabus.
ii. The Subcommittee is not able to see how ELO 3.2 is being met in the course.  The GEN Submission Form notes that students’ course participation will be key to this ELO, but what is being assessed (whether students speak in class, bringing appropriate materials to class, etc.) is not measuring students’ intercultural competency.
iii. The Subcommittee asks that the Center provide additional information, in the GEN form and especially in the syllabus, regarding the “variety of lived experiences” that will be addressed in the course.  Additionally, while the Subcommittee does see some explanation of how ELO 4.1 will be met in the GEN Submission form, they would like to see more evidence of this in the syllabus itself.
iv. The Subcommittee asks that the Center provide additional information in the syllabus for students regarding how ELO 4.2 will be met in the course, and how students will be assessed on it.  The Subcommittee notes that there is some information about this in the GEN Submission form that could be transferred to the syllabus in a student-friendly manner. 
c. The Subcommittee recommends that the department make use of the newly-developed  GEN Themes Rubrics as a tool for backward design while revising the course. 
d. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

7. ASL 4189S (existing course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World with Service-Learning High Impact Practice—with related increase in credit hours, change to prereqs, and changes to title and course description)
a. Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the unit provide a cover letter that details the changes made to the course submission materials in response to the feedback below.
b. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the unit provide student-friendly information in the syllabus regarding how the Theme is the central focus of the course.  Specifically, they would like to see that citizenship, diversity, and justice are an intrinsic part of the course’s description (curriculum.osu.edu under “General Information” and syllabus, p. 1), the course goals and ELOs (syllabus, pp. 3-5), the descriptions of major course assignments (syllabus pp. 16- 19) and the readings and topics (syllabus pp. 5-7 under “Course Materials and Technology” and pp. 27- 36 under “Weekly Course Schedule”).  The Subcommittee notes that there is some excellent information in the GEN Submission form that could be transformed into student-friendly explanations of how students will meet and be assessed on the GEN Goals and ELOs.  The Subcommittee offers the friendly advice that the unit may wish to consider how a student, looking at the syllabus, would see the Theme “signposted” throughout.  
c. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks the unit, after altering the course goals and ELOs to incorporate citizenship, diversity, and justice (see item “b” above), place those new course goals into curriculum.osu.edu under “Course Details; Course goals or learning objectives/outcomes”.  The Subcommittee notes that the GEN Goals and ELOS should not be put into curriculum.osu.edu.
d. [bookmark: _Hlk177764150]Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the unit retain in the syllabus (pp. 2-3) the GEN Goals and ELOs.  These goals and ELOs should be followed by a brief, student-friendly paragraph that explains how this course, in particular, meets the goals and ELOs of the Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World category, per a requirement of the Arts and Sciences Curriculum Committee.
e. [bookmark: _Hlk211256918][bookmark: _Hlk211256953]Recommendation: The Subcommittee notes that the University has replaced the Title IX statement (syllabus, p. 25), with a statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct”.  This statement can be found on the Office of Undergraduate Education's Syllabus Policies & Statements webpage.  Should the department wish to include a statement on this topic, it is recommended that the newer version be used.
f. Nathanson, Hunter; unanimously approved with four contingencies (in bold above) and one recommendation.
