Arts and Sciences Curriculum Committee
Unapproved Minutes
Friday, January 16th, 2026						               9:00AM – 11:00AM
University 156 
Attendees: Beecher, Bitters, Brenner, Daly, Dwyer, Gilbo, Heckler, Hedgecoth, Jenkins, Lee, Martin, Nagar, Neff, Ottesen, Pradhan, Romero, Smith, Staley, Steele, Vankeerbergen, Wade, Xiao
Agenda
· Approval of the 12-05-2025 Minutes
· Romero, Hedgecoth; approved with one abstention. 
· NESA Major Revision (Guests: I. Nagar and N. Brenner)
· Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 1 Letter of Motion: On December 9th, 2025, the Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 1 reviewed a request from the Department of Near Eastern and South Asian Languages and Cultures to consolidate its existing majors (Arabic, Hebrew and Jewish Studies, and Islamic Studies) into a single major with four specializations: Arabic/Islamic Studies, Ancient Near East/Modern Middle East, Hebrew/Jewish Studies, and South Asia Studies. The revised structure provides clearer pathways aligned with student interests and faculty expertise, particularly in the Ancient Near East/Modern Middle East and South Asia. These changes will take effect in Autumn 2026; current students may complete their original major or opt into the new structure. Fewer than seven students will be affected. The major requires 8-10 courses totaling at least 30 credit hours, including language, specialization, breadth, and a capstone course (NELC/SASIA 4900). The Subcommittee voted unanimously to approve the proposal with comments and recommendations which have since been addressed. The proposal is now advanced to the Arts and Sciences Curriculum Committee with a motion to approve.
· Martin: From a recruiting perspective, it would be helpful to emphasize to students that even though they would be enrolled under a single major, they can pursue distinct paths aligned with the area of interest. 
· Brenner: We agree and recognize that this is an area we need to develop further. We focused significant effort on ensuring the proposal accurately reflects the department and its strengths, but we need to improve how we communicate these options to students. 
· Committee member: The proposal mentions that this change would affect no more than seven students. Could you clarify whether that figure is students currently in your majors?
· Brenner: Our majors are very small. That figure reflects the number of students currently declared in one of our majors, not the projected enrollment of the revised program. 
· Letter of motion, Staley; unanimously approved. 
· Informational Item: Public Affairs Journalism Major (I. Nagar)
· Nagar: The Public Affairs Journalism Major Committee in the School of Communication requests that COMM 4445 (Stereotypes in Media) be added to the Critical Thinking Skills area of the Journalism major. The course aligns closely with the goals of the Critical Thinking Skills requirement by examining how stereotypes are constructed and circulated in media and their implications for news consumption and production. This change would also provide a stable alternative to COMM 3597.02 (Media and Terrorism), which will no longer be offered due to a faculty retirement, thereby increasing curricular flexibility for students.
· ULAC Annual Report (Guest: M. Daly)
· Daly: I want to share the University-level Advisory Committee report submitted to CAA summarizing our work in 2024-2025. The report highlights key areas of ULAC’s work, including managing the Bookends, evaluating courses coming from outside OSU with no internal equivalent, and reviewing trends in GE course approval. I am particularly excited about the addition of a High-Impact Practice in World Languages. This creates an opportunity for students to take world language courses as HIP courses, extending beyond what was originally envisioned for the GE. Students might take a Spanish course focused on citizenship topics, or a course that examines language and culture without requiring prior language proficiency. This was an important equity issue, as World Language majors previously had no 4-credit GE Themes courses available within their majors. This also supports double-majoring, which is common among World Language students, especially across colleges, and may encourage students outside ASC to explore language study.
· Vankeerbergen: Looking at the report, do you have an explanation for why some Foundations: Race, Ethnicity and Gender Diversity courses do not enroll as well as expected? 
· Daly: Enrollment is often driven by time, location, and student perceptions of the course. Courses offered in prime time tend to enroll better. At a macro level, these factors explain much of the variation. There can also be scheduling constraints within majors, or when courses conflict with popular offerings in other units. It may be helpful when scheduling a class to look at ASC data to understand what else is scheduled at the same times across campus. 
· Committee member: Could modality be a factor? Online courses seem to enroll better.
· Daly: Modality does address some of the scheduling and access issues. Asynchronous courses tend to fill quickly. 
· Vankeerbergen: Are there Themes categories that need additional courses?
· Daly: I do not think there is a clear need for more courses in certain categories overall. Origins & Evolution is heavily NMS focused, so there may be opportunities for Arts and Humanities units to contribute courses there. Students tend to choose courses that align with their majors or disciplines, so it is important to maintain breadth across all Themes categories.
· Ottesen: We should double-check the enrollment numbers for LVPA and Natural Sciences, since those appear to decline significantly based on the report. 
· Daly: These data reflect enrollment in courses labeled as GE, not how students are using those courses. LVPA does decline, and for 2024-2025 most students are in the New GE whereas previously most were in the Legacy GE. Under the GEL, students were required to take two LVPA courses, which supported enrollment in non-major courses. As for Natural Sciences, many courses, particularly non-lab NMS courses aimed at non-majors, no longer meet GE requirements and are losing enrollment. This impact is more pronounced in units like Entomology, Horticulture and Crop Science, and Plant Pathology. It would be useful to look at the numbers for major-level versus non-major-level courses, since major-level courses appear to be holding enrollment better.
· Committee member: The enrollments in REGD courses should be increasing since it is the only new GEN Foundation, yet we are seeing a decline in REGD course proposals. We have speculated on possible reasons, including SB1. Do we know what the future of that foundation looks like?
· Daly: There appears to be sufficient capacity for students and less need for new courses given the number of options available. The focus now could be more on assessment. We should encourage college- and division-level conversations about alignment, sustainability, and which courses need to be offered regularly within the Foundation. 
· Martin: Part of the challenge for REGD is that another college is offering a large number of asynchronous courses. We would like to develop more courses, but this competition is a concern in terms of enrollment in new courses. 
· Committee member: Going back to the issue of course timing and scheduling, is there any discussion about building additional classrooms?
· Daly: There are discussions, but I do not think building classrooms alone will solve the problem.
· Committee member: This is a major issue for my unit. We put significant effort into scheduling courses during prime time.
· Daly: Most discussions I hear focus on smart classrooms and lab space. There is less emphasis on lecture halls, and classroom allocation is largely handled through the Registrar’s Office.
· Committee member: ULAC might want to think about this, especially given the connection to online courses. 
· Martin: I thought there had been concrete discussion about a new dedicated classroom building. Classroom space is a real issue. We have advocated for larger incoming classes, but physical capacity limits growth.
· Daly: There was a recent Senate release about this. Funding often prioritizes student life and research, with classroom space following later. West Campus does have available space, but that raises logistical challenges such as the travel time between courses.
· Committee member: Is there a central place where we can see current construction projects?
· Committee member: Framework 3.0 is the university’s latest master plan iteration.
· Committee member: Looking back at the report, did GE Launch undergo renovation this year, and was AI literacy the main addition?
· Daly: We added AI fluency content and also worked on aligning and simplifying assignments so they better prepare students for things they value most, such as planning their degree and coursework and preparing for Reflection. Once we began teaching Reflection, we gained information about how to better align assignments with those goals.
· Committee member: A major frustration for students is the sense that there is repetition in the Bookends with what they already do in Survey. Regarding AI fluency, this content could potentially be delivered as a walkthrough video in BuckeyeLearn. There are also issues for students who have to take Launch in their second year because they could not fit it into their first year. Has there been consideration of ways to increase asynchronous offerings? This feels especially relevant as an option as we talk about classroom space. 
· Daly: Assessment data on ELOs and student feedback show that students learn less and engage substantially less when courses are asynchronous. Students say they prefer flexibility but learning outcomes and what students report valuing most point to real-time engagement with instructors. We could increase enrollment through asynchronous offerings, but that would diminish the student experience. We are guided by assessment data, even when it conflicts with anecdotal feedback. We focus on a substantial data set looking at students’ attainment of learning objectives embedded in assignments. We are seeing positive changes in outcomes. Some elements of the course may not be valued in the moment, but they prepare students for later success. There is a payoff for students, even if they do not enjoy every component. That said, this does not mean we should not continue to reevaluate. The modality question is difficult. It would be easier to staff and offer asynchronous courses, but we do not see comparable learning outcomes when taken online. This is also less relevant to the discussion of classroom space as the high enrollment in the Bookends allows us to access non-traditional classroom spaces.
· Committee member: There is a disconnect between student perceptions of GE and faculty views. Students are often more focused on their GPA and getting the grade they want rather than understanding how the GE will benefit them. Has there ever been consideration of making some GE courses pass/fail? 
· Daly: Many students take GE courses within their major, so it is difficult to distinguish whether a course is taken for the GE or the major. Also, many of these courses are transformative and expose students to subjects they did not know they were interested in. Part of the value of the GE lies in engaging with challenging material and learning to think differently. Removing grade pressure would likely decrease this engagement. 
· ASCC Annual Report (R. Steele/I. Nagar)
· Nagar: The ASCC Annual Report for 2024-2025 has been completed and shared for anyone who is interested. The report provides a comprehensive summary of ASCC’s work over the academic year, including curricular initiatives as well as program and course reviews. 
· Committee member: Has there been any progress to report on the discussion of the AI fluency requirements? 
· Nagar: Extensive conversations have been had with various groups, but a final conclusion has not been reached. The discussions are still ongoing. 
· Committee member: Has this been discussed at the University Senate level?
· Nagar: I do not believe that it has. 
· Martin: Where we are right now is that units are required to submit their AI fluency approach, which will go to CAA as an informational item. It will follow a similar process to the embedded literacies. Given how rapidly the landscape is changing, this approach allows for flexibility.
· Committee member: The faculty advisory group has met once, and at this point there are no plans for additional meetings.
· Committee member: With respect to incorporating AI into courses, are some departments finding this more challenging than others?
· Nagar: Every department has a plan and is intentionally taking a different approach. At this time, we are not seeing any significant roadblocks. The breadth of approaches aligns with the goal of the initiative. 
· Martin: Units are expected to use AI in ways that make sense for their discipline—for example, Physics will incorporate it in different ways than Philosophy. Since AI fluency is meant to align with the major, this variation is expected.
· Ottesen, Hedgecoth; unanimously approved. 
· First-Year Seminar Report (T. Bitters)
· Bitters: For 2025-2026, we are seeing a decrease in enrollments in first-year seminars. Part of this was related to advertising; this is the first year I did not have an opportunity to meet with advisors in the Spring to talk about the program. 
· Daly: Is this something we should discuss with the Bookends group so that they can help bring attention to the program? 
· Bitter: That would be helpful. We need incoming students to know about these courses before they arrive on campus. We also offer them in the second semester, and they are actually more popular then. 
· Daly: It would also help to communicate early that these courses are one-credit options and many of them are graded S/U. Sometimes students withdraw from a course and fall below full-time status, so a one-credit course can help address that. These are low-stakes courses with interesting topics.
· Nagar: I am curious about departmental participation. At one point we had around 25 departments involved, and now we’re down to 13. Is it possible that departments are not participating as much as we could?
· Martin: I think enrollment concerns play a role. If we can provide more confidence about robust enrollment, departments may be more willing to propose these courses.
· Committee member: Enrollment seemed to start dropping off with the introduction of Bookends.
· Daly: There may be more detailed enrollment and participation data we can add to the annual report that would help answer some of these questions and clarify what is driving the trends we are seeing. Are there particular disciplines where you think students would want more options?
· Bitters: Both instructors and students really like these courses, so it does not seem to be an issue of what is or is not being offered. I would be happy to include more data. 
· Romero, Hedgecoth; unanimously approved. 
· Subcommittee Updates
· Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 1
· NELC 4900 – approved 
· NELC 2111 – approved with contingency 
· Film Studies 4660 – approved with contingency
· Film Studies – 3997 – approved with contingency 
· Slavic Languages and Literatures 3997 – approved with contingency
· Women’s, Gender, and Sexuality Studies 3997 – approved with contingency
· Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 2
· N/A
· Natural and Mathematical Sciences Subcommittee 
· Physics 2110 – approved
· Molecular Genetics 5720 – approved with contingency
· Biology 3120 – approved with contingency 
· Evolution, Ecology, and Organismal Biology 3610 – approved 
· Astronomy 2250 – approved with contingency 
· Social and Behavioral Sciences Subcommittee
· N/A
· Race, Ethnicity and Gender Diversity Subcommittee 
· N/A
· Themes Subcommittee 1
· NELC 3535 – approved with contingency 
· AAAS 3460 – approved with contingency 
· Music 3460 – approved with contingency 
· Slavic 3380 – approved 
· Pharmacy 3430S – approved 
· Themes Subcommittee 2 
· Slavic 3310 – approved with contingency

