ASCC Themes II Subcommittee
Draft Minutes
Thursday, November 6th, 2025							2:15PM – 3:45PM
Hagerty 255
Attendees:  Conroy, Cravens-Brown, Gregoire, Hunter, Landsman, Nathanson, Palazzi, Søland, Steele, Vankeerbergen
1. Approval 10-23-25 minutes
a. Hunter, Conroy; approved with two abstentions.

2. History/Slavic 3721 (new cross-listed course requesting GEN Theme: Sustainability)
a. The Subcommittee asks that the units 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 sustainability is an intrinsic part of the course’s description (curriculum.osu.edu under “General Information” and syllabus, pp. 1-2), the descriptions of major course assignments (syllabus pp. 6-7) and the readings and topics (syllabus pp. 9-21 under “Course Schedule”).  The Subcommittee offers the friendly advice that the units may wish to consider how a student, looking at the syllabus, would see the Theme “signposted” throughout.  
b. The Subcommittee asks that the departments include in the Course Schedule (syllabus pp. 9-21) additional readings on the topic of sustainability.  The Subcommittee also asks that these readings occur early in the course, so that the topic of sustainability is firmly centered for students at the beginning of the semester. 
c. The Subcommittee asks that the departments 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 on the many philosophical and moral questions surrounding the intersection of nuclear power and sustainability, this ELO is focused on students’ awareness of their own learning and reflection on/analysis of the ways that they learn and how their thinking has changed over the duration of the course.  While the Subcommittee acknowledges that there are many methods for assessing this ELO (including the potential for integrating this type of reflection into some of the course’s existing assignments), they offer the friendly suggestion that asking students to complete a graded reflection at the beginning, mid-point, and end of the semester can be a simple and effective way to meet this ELO.
d. The Subcommittee asks that the departments electronically enforce the course’s exclusion (curriculum.osu.edu under “Prerequisites and Exclusions”).
e. The Subcommittee asks that p. 1 of the syllabus be altered to refer to the course as “Slavic 3721” rather than “Russian 3721”.
f. [bookmark: _Hlk213917218]The Subcommittee suggests removing or altering the “Credit Hours and Work Expectation” statement on p. 4 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.
g. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

3. English 3265 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World; already approved for 100% DL) (return)
a. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department include in the syllabus (p. 16) the full statement from the Student Life Disability Services office.  The full statement (including contact information for the campus of offering) can be found on the Office of Undergraduate Education website.
b. Hunter, Palazzi; unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above).

4. Civics, Law, and Leadership 3300 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return; approved with contingency on 9/18/25)
a. Comment: The Subcommittee appreciates the addition of significant scholarly readings to the course, and they note that these texts, along with the assessment of students’ abilities to engage in a complex synthesis of the ideas contained within them, are the primary reason that the Subcommittee considers the course to be an advanced study of the theme.   The Subcommittee comments on this because the unit’s cover letter also cites the amount of work as a justification for the course’s advanced nature; the Subcommittee offers the friendly reminder that they do not generally consider this when determining whether a course is advanced.
b. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the Center adjust the Political Reasoning paper given its function in fulfilling ELO 2.2.  They appreciate the earlier modifications to this assignment that have connected it more closely with the theme, but they ask that the assignment compel students to engage more deeply and broadly with the content of the course, and how the course’s approach to that content has affected their own learning, critical thinking, and reasoning skills.  Additionally, they ask that the timing of the assignment be confined to the later portion of the semester (currently the syllabus states on p. 7 that the paper can be completed and submitted any time after the first week of class), as it will be difficult for students to complete a comprehensive reflection on their development as a learner during the first several weeks of the semester.
c. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the Center reconsider the assertion that students in the course will “inevitably represent a wide diversity of racial, cultural, religious, and social backgrounds” (syllabus, p. 7).  Given that course populations can, for many reasons, be quite homogenous, the Subcommittee recommends that the Center consider how the instructor will assess the level of diversity within the classroom, and, if it is deemed insufficient, how activities can be altered to include role-play or assigned positionality to support the consideration of diverse lived experiences in the classroom.
d. Cravens-Brown, Conroy; unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above).

5. [bookmark: x__Hlk208478338]Civics, Law, and Leadership 2210 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return)
a. The Subcommittee thanks the Center for their work on this course.  They find this version to be a substantial improvement, and they especially appreciate the addition of more scholarly readings and advanced content.
b. The Subcommittee asks that the Center reconsider their approach to ELOs 3.1-4.2.  Specifically, they feel that the course does not make clear its own “specific framing of citizenship and of the concept of ‘a diverse and just world’” (GEN Theme Rubric p. 1 under “Key Elements”).  The Subcommittee notes that the syllabus does offer a range of diverse perspectives on notions of freedom and equality, but that the course seems to equate “freedom” with “justice” and “equality” with “diversity”, thus placing justice, diversity, and inclusion on the margins of the course rather than making them an integral part of the course.
c. The Subcommittee requests that the Center revise the way in which the course approaches ELO 2.2.  While they appreciate the attention to this ELO in the “3 Reflections on American Literature” and “Four short response papers” assignments, (syllabus, pp. 4, 5), they offer the friendly reminder that the reflection required by that ELO is not a reflection solely focused on the content of the course.  Rather, ELO 2.2 is asking the students to engage in critical and thoughtful reflection about their own learning, assessing their own work in the course and analyzing how their learning has changed and/or reinforced their own skills in reasoning, synthesis, and creative endeavors.  The Subcommittee also notes that these assignments cannot simply be an “opportunity” for students to engage in this type of reflection, but that this must be a required and assessable part of the course activity.
d. The Subcommittee observes that 40% of students’ grades in the course are from pass/fail assignments and/or simple participation activities (Participation, 15%, Reflections, 10%; and Response Papers 15% [syllabus, pp. 4-6]).  The Subcommittee has two primary concerns about this, and asks that the Center address the following:
i. The Subcommittee notes that all of these assignments are intended to meet, in whole or in part, several of the GEN category’s ELOs.  As such, the Subcommittee asks that these be more thoroughly evaluated so that students have a better understanding of whether they are meeting all ELOs and expectations of the assignments.
ii. As these assignments make up a large part of the grade, the Subcommittee is concerned that students could potentially gain or lose a significant number of points.  This could either negatively impact their ability to be successful in the course or result in a passing grade for a student who has not met several of the goals and ELOs.  Additionally, this structure will almost certainly result in a bimodal distribution of grades in the course.  The Subcommittee offers the friendly suggestion that outlining a plan for remediation may help to offset some of these difficulties.
e. The Subcommittee recommends that the Center consider how they will evaluate participation in the course as course enrollment increases.  They offer the friendly suggestion that there are a number of Ohio State approved classroom technologies that might be useful in this situation.  Please see the Teaching and Learning Resource Center (sponsored by the Michael V. Drake Institute for Teaching and Learning) for additional information.  
f. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

6. Civics, Law, and Leadership 2000 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return)
a. Comment: The Subcommittee thanks the Center for their work on this course; they found this version to be far more advanced, and they appreciated the addition of a substantial number of secondary sources to the course’s materials.
b. Contingency: The Subcommittee appreciates the ways in which citizenship and justice appear to have been woven throughout the course.  However, they are still unable to discern how students will sufficiently engage with the concepts of diversity, difference, and inclusion (see GEN Theme: Citizenship for a Just and Diverse World rubric and GEN ELOs 4.1 and 4.2).  While they can see some evidence that the course materials may provide opportunities for learning about “concepts of…difference” (ELO 4.2), and “the implications of diverse lived experiences, equality and inclusion”(ELO 4.1), it is unclear when and how students will be asked to “critique and interpret” these concepts and “explore how [they] intersect with cultural traditions, structures of power, or are involved in advocacy for social change” (GEN Theme: Citizenship for a Just and Diverse World rubric).
c. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends adjusting the information about Assignments and Grading (syllabus, p. 4-6).  They note that Participation and Attendance is first listed as 15% of the grade, and then 20%; similarly, the Midterm Assessment 2 is first listed as 25% and then 20%.
d. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the Center include in the Student Life Disability Services Statement (syllabus, p. 12) the contact information for the SLDS Office.  Currently, the statement includes this information in parentheses: “see below for campus-specific contact information”.  (Please note that this information is campus-specific, and it is only recommended to include the contact information for the campus on which the course is being offered.)  This information can be found on the Office of Undergraduate Education website.
e. Cravens-Brown, Gregoire; unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above), two recommendations (in italics above), and one comment.  The proposal should be returned to the full subcommittee for review of the contingency.

7. Entomology 3797.03 (new course requesting GEN Theme Origins and Evolution with Global and Intercultural Learning: Abroad, Away, or Virtual High Impact Practice)
a. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional evidence in the syllabus, the GEN Submission Form, and the HIP Submission Form regarding how the various elements of the course (i.e., the course content, the education abroad component, and the GEN Goals and ELOs) work together to form a cohesive experience for students and an advanced study of Origins and Evolutions.  It is unclear to the Subcommittee how the course’s content is engaged with the goals and ELOs of the Theme, and how the educational experiences of the trip serve to further the course content and the GEN Goals and ELOS. 
b. The Subcommittee requests that the department provide additional detail in the syllabus and the GEN Submission form regarding how the course engages with ELOs 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 4.1, and 4.2.  Specifically, the key elements of the syllabus, such as the course description (pp. 1-2), the description of major course assignments (syllabus p. 7-9), the Course Schedule (syllabus pp. 17-18), and Course Schedule for Travel Abroad (syllabus p. 19) should demonstrate clearly to students how the Origins and Evolutions Theme is woven throughout the course, and how the course’s activities and assessments will require students to demonstrate their mastery of the GEN Goals and ELOs.
c. The Subcommittee does not find the course to be an “advanced and in-depth study” or a “scholarly exploration” of Origins and Evolutions.  Specifically, they ask that the department address the following:
i. They note that 30% of students’ grades in the course are drawn from attendance and participation (syllabus, p. 7).  As GEN course assessments should evaluate students’ advanced study of the theme, the Subcommittee asks that a much smaller percentage be allocated to these elements or that they be substantively altered to engage more deeply and meaningfully with the GEN ELOs.
ii. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information in the syllabus regarding how the worksheets/written responses are advanced.  From the description on the syllabus (p. 8), it is difficult to see how these will give students an opportunity to demonstrate “critical and logical thinking” (ELO 1.1) or engage in an “advanced, in-depth, and scholarly exploration” (ELO 1.2).  If the department does believe that these worksheets contribute to the course’s advanced nature, the Subcommittee asks that sample worksheets/written response prompts be provided with the revised submission.
iii. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information about the course’s readings, including placing all of them on the course schedule (syllabus, p. 17-18) so that the subcommittee can see how they overlay with the course’s topics and activities.  They note that many of the course’s readings seem to be primary documents, and they encourage the department to include in the syllabus additional scholarly readings that require students to “use…varied content and highlight…open areas of inquiry, diverse interpretations, and cutting-edge perspectives” and “synthes[ize] and compar[e] [concepts] across approaches and experiences” (GEN Theme Origins and Evolutions rubric). 
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 on their in-class participation and the course’s content, this ELO is focused on students’ awareness of their own learning and reflection on/analysis of the ways that their thinking about Origins and Evolutions 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 declined to vote on the course at this time.

8. Entomology 3797.03E (new course requesting GEN Theme Origins and Evolution with Global and Intercultural Learning: Abroad, Away, or Virtual High Impact Practice)
a. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional evidence in the syllabus, the GEN Submission Form, and the HIP Submission Form regarding how the various elements of the course (i.e., the course content, the education abroad component, and the GEN Goals and ELOs) work together to form a cohesive experience for students and an advanced study of Origins and Evolutions.  It is unclear to the Subcommittee how the course’s content is engaged with the goals and ELOs of the Theme, and how the educational experiences of the trip serve to further the course content and the GEN Goals and ELOS. 
b. The Subcommittee requests that the department provide additional detail in the syllabus and the GEN Submission form regarding how the course engages with ELOs 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 4.1, and 4.2.  Specifically, the key elements of the syllabus, such as the course description (pp. 1-2), the description of major course assignments (syllabus p. 7-9), the Course Schedule (syllabus pp. 17-18), and Course Schedule for Travel Abroad (syllabus p. 19) should demonstrate clearly to students how the Origins and Evolutions Theme is woven throughout the course, and how the course’s activities and assessments will require students to demonstrate their mastery of the GEN Goals and ELOs.
c. The Subcommittee does not find the course to be an “advanced and in-depth study” or a “scholarly exploration” of Origins and Evolutions.  Specifically, they ask that the department address the following:
i. They note that 30% of students’ grades in the course are drawn from attendance and participation (syllabus, p. 7).  As GEN course assessments should evaluate students’ advanced study of the theme, the Subcommittee asks that a much smaller percentage be allocated to these elements or that they be substantively altered to engage more deeply and meaningfully with the GEN ELOs.
ii. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information in the syllabus regarding how the worksheets/written responses are advanced.  From the description on the syllabus (p. 8), it is difficult to see how these will give students an opportunity to demonstrate “critical and logical thinking” (ELO 1.1) or engage in an “advanced, in-depth, and scholarly exploration” (ELO 1.2).  If the department does believe that these worksheets contribute to the course’s advanced nature, the Subcommittee asks that sample worksheets/written response prompts be provided with the revised submission.
iii. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information about the course’s readings, including placing all of them on the course schedule (syllabus, p. 17-18) so that the subcommittee can see how they overlay with the course’s topics and activities.  They note that many of the course’s readings seem to be primary documents, and they encourage the department to include in the syllabus additional scholarly readings that require students to “use…varied content and highlight…open areas of inquiry, diverse interpretations, and cutting-edge perspectives” and “synthes[ize] and compar[e] [concepts] across approaches and experiences” (GEN Theme Origins and Evolutions rubric). 
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 on their in-class participation and the course’s contact, this ELO is focused on students’ awareness of their own learning and reflection on/analysis of the ways that their thinking about Origins and Evolutions 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 declined to vote on the course at this time.

9. WGSS 3660 (existing course (currently WGSS 2260) with GEL Cultures & Ideas and Social Sciences: Human, Natural, and Economic Resources AND GEN Foundations: Historical and Cultural Studies, Social and Behavioral Sciences and Race, Ethnicity, and Gender Diversity; previously approved for DL, requesting a change in level from 2000 to 3000; requesting to remove GEN Foundations: Historical and Cultural Studies, Social and Behavioral Sciences, and Race, Ethnicity and Gender Diversity and add GEN Theme: Sustainability)
a. Tabled for time.

10. FAES 3797.01 (new course requesting GEN Theme Sustainability with Global and Intercultural Learning: Abroad, Away, or Virtual High Impact Practice)
a. Tabled for time
