ASCC Arts and Humanities Subcommittee 1
Unapproved Minutes
Tuesday, January 13th, 2025					                              3:30PM – 5:00PM 
Dulles 250
Attendees: Beecher, Clark, Dugdale, Hedgecoth, Mick, Neff, Steele, Vankeerbergen, Wade
Agenda
1) Approval of the 11-25-2025 and 12-09-2025 minutes
a) Clark, Hedgecoth; unanimously approved.
2) Comparative Studies 2500 – new course requesting GEN Foundation: Writing and Information Literacy and 100% DL
a) The Subcommittee commends the department for the creation of a strong course on AI, and they look forward to seeing a refined version of the course based on the feedback below.
b) The Subcommittee asks that the department reconsider the level of the course.  Although the course title and the 2000-level of the course indicate an introductory study of the topic and the syllabus notes that “no prior knowledge or experience with AI systems is needed or presumed” (p. 2), the Subcommittee notes that the course topics, readings, and assignments are quite advanced, and likely worthy of a higher course number.
c) In its current iteration, the Subcommittee is unable to see how the course is appropriate for the GEN Foundation: Writing and Information Literacy category.  They note that the course descriptions (curriculum.osu.edu and syllabus, pp. 1-2) do not mention instruction in writing, and that the course learning outcomes (syllabus, pp. 2-3), assignments (syllabus pp. 10-19), and schedule (syllabus pp. 25-34) are largely focused on subject-matter content and the practice of producing writing that communicates this content rather than providing early-career students with instruction in writing and communication techniques.  Furthermore, the focus on informational literacy in the form of “Critical AI Literacies” as outlined in the syllabus (pp. 2, 15) and on the GEN Submission Form (under “A. Foundations”) seems to overshadow the instruction in writing that is essential to a GEN Foundations course in this category.
In relation to the comments above, the Subcommittee offers the friendly reminder that, if the department intends for this course to align with the AI Fluency initiative requirements for students in the Comparative Studies major, students will not be able to “double dip” and count this course toward their GEN Foundations: Writing and Information Literacy requirement while also applying it to the Comparative Studies major requirements.  Thus, if this is intended to be the Comparative Studies AI Fluency course, “relieving” the course of the burden of meeting the GEN Foundation: Writing and Information Literacy  Goals and ELOs may allow the course to better serve the department and its students.
d) The Subcommittee asks that the department clarify, simplify, and refine the course’s syllabus in the following areas:
i) P. 1 of the syllabus currently describes the course as “Hybrid Asynchronous Online and Synchronous Online”.  The term “hybrid” has a specific definition at Ohio State (i.e., a course that is in-person 25-74% of the time, and online 25-74% of the time); as such, the Subcommittee asks that this term be removed from the syllabus.  Similarly, since the course has synchronous components, (times when students must be logged in and meet together in the online space), it should be categorized as a synchronous course even when some instructional components are delivered asynchronously.
ii) While the Subcommittee appreciates the department’s efforts to make the class flexible for students, they are concerned that the complexity of the course’s structure (some required synchronous sessions and some optional synchronous sessions which are not consistent week-to-week) may cause confusion and uneven instruction.  (Students who cannot attend the optional synchronous labs may not have the same access to instruction as students whose schedule enables them to attend.)  They ask that the department reconfigure the course with these comments in mind.
iii) The Subcommittee is observant of the work that went into crafting this extensive and detailed syllabus document.  However, they ask the department to consider how the syllabus could be shortened to provide students with a more condensed overview of the course.  They note that items such as the individual assignment rubrics (syllabus pp. 10-19), specific instructions for assignments (syllabus pp. 10-19), and the “Detailed Modules Description and Schedule” (syllabus pp. 34-66) might be better suited to a separate document and/or placement on Carmen.
e) Should the department wish to continue to pursue the GEN Foundation: Writing and Information Literacy approval (see comment “c” above), the Subcommittee asks that the GEN ELOs (syllabus, pp. 3-4) be numbered (i.e., 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3) to illuminate the connection between the goals and ELOs.  The GEN Goals and ELOs for all categories are available in an easy-to-copy/paste format on the Arts and Sciences Curriculum and Assessment website. 
f) Should the department wish to continue to pursue the GEN Foundation: Writing and Information Literacy approval (see comment “c” above), the Subcommittee asks that a brief, student-friendly explanation of how the course meets the GEN Goals and ELOs be added to the syllabus.  This explanation should immediately follow the listing of the goals and ELOs on pp. 3-4 of the syllabus.
g) The Subcommittee observes that the grading scale on pp. 19-20 of the syllabus appears to be a combination of a rubric and a grading scale (generally, grading scales list only the numerical percentages assigned to each letter grade available at OSU), and they recommend that the more detailed descriptions be separated from the grading scale or eliminated from the syllabus altogether.
h) The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

3) Near Eastern Languages and Cultures 2111 – new course requesting GEN Foundation: Historical and Cultural Studies and 100% DL
a) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department include in the syllabus (p. 3) the goal (as well as the ELOs) for the GEN Foundation: Historical and Cultural Studies (Historical Studies Option) category.  The GEN goals and ELOs for all categories are available in an easy-to-copy/paste format on the Arts and Sciences Curriculum and Assessment website.
b) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department clarify the procedures and parameters for the final exam (syllabus pp. 12-13).  They note that the exam is described as both “open note” (p. 12) and “closed book and closed note” (p. 13).  Furthermore, the timing of the exam should be further explained, as asynchronous courses do not have a “university-appointed date and time” for the final exam (syllabus, p. 12), and asynchronous courses generally have a window in which exams should be completed rather than asking students to be logged in at a specific date/time. 
c) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the department provide further details about how the quizzes and the final exam will be structured to encourage academic integrity (pp. 9-10 and 12-13).  They note that closed book/closed note assessments generally have a time limit and/or make use of monitoring software (in addition to limiting the number of attempts) to ensure that students do not consult class materials during the assessment.
d) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the department modify the language on p. 6 regarding the removal of students from the course for inappropriate behavior online.  While the instructor can block the student from participating in online discussions (thus affecting their course grade), they cannot force students to drop a course, even if the ban will result in a failing grade.
e) Clark, Beecher; unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above) and two recommendations (in italics above).

4) Bosnian-Croatian-Serbian 1198.99 - new course requesting 100% DL (return)
a) The Subcommittee tabled the course for further discussion.
5) Film Studies 4660 – new course
a) Contingency: 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.
i) Academic Misconduct
ii) Student Life - Disability Services (out of date)
iii) Religious Accommodations (out of date)
iv) Intellectual Diversity (missing)

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. 4 of the syllabus (now combined into the statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct”) and all other statements are current and accurate.
b) Recommendation: The Subcommittee notes the inclusion of a Land Acknowledgment on p. 3 of the syllabus. As of 01-18-2026, it is no longer permissible to share Land Acknowledgments on “university channels or resources” per the university’s SB1 Compliance website (please see the link to the “Philosophy on Statements”). The course instructor(s) should consult with their TIU director/chair regarding whether this statement may be included within the syllabus.
c) Beecher, Clark; unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above).
6) Film Studies/Slavic Languages and Literatures/Women’s, Gender, and Sexuality Studies 3997 – new course requesting GEN Theme: Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World with 4 CH HIP – Research and Creative Inquiry
a) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the departments clarify on the syllabus whether the 55-minute class meeting on Fridays (syllabus, p. 1) will be synchronous or asynchronous.  Additionally, they ask that this meeting be included on the Course Schedule (syllabus p. 17-33) in the same manner as the T/Th meetings.
b) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the departments electronically enforce the courses’ exclusions (curriculum.osu.edu under “Prerequisites and Exclusions”).  Additionally, the Subcommittee asks that the departments correct the way that the exclusions are stated for Film Studies 3997 and Slavic 3997; they should read “Not open to students with credit for Slavic 3997 or WGSST 3997” and “Not open to students with credit for FILMSTD 3997 or WGSST 3997” (respectively).
c) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department of Women’s, Gender, and Sexuality Studies submit their curriculum map in a different format, as the currently submitted PDF is not readable.  Additionally, if this course can count toward any of the majors in the Departments of Theatre, Film, and Media Arts and the Department of Slavic and East European Language and Cultures, the Subcommittee asks that those departments submit a curriculum map as well.
d) Contingency: 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.
i) Academic Misconduct
ii) Student Life - Disability Services (out of date)
iii) Religious Accommodations (missing required links)
iv) 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 Statement (currently mislabeled as “Your Rights” and now referred to by the university as the statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct) on pp. 15-16 and the Mental Health Statement (currently mislabeled as “Student Advocacy”) on p. 15 are up-to-date and accurate.
e) Recommendation: The Subcommittee suggests that the departments remove or amend the statement about credit hours and work expectations on p. 3 of the syllabus.  The current language is an artifact from the former Distance Learning Syllabus Template (retired SP24) and is not intended to describe the instruction in an in-person or hybrid course.  Additionally, the Subcommittee notes that the ASC Office of Distance Education no longer uses “direct instruction” as a measure when evaluating courses.
f) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the departments include in the syllabus a list of all the films that will be required viewing for the course, either as a part of the bibliography on pp. 33-35 of the syllabus or in a separate list.
g) Clark, Beecher; unanimously approved with four contingencies (in bold above) and two recommendations (in italics above).


7) New Certificate Technical Communication Foundations
a) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the unit include in the proposal information regarding how non-OSU students will receive advising, especially with regard to the certificate’s prerequisites.  Though the certificate itself does not have any stated prerequisites, as English 3305 and English 3306 both have a prerequisite of English 1110.xx or another GEN Foundation Writing and Information Literacy course, this becomes a de facto prerequisite for the certificate.
b) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the unit amend the information on p 9 of the proposal regarding the order in which students are required to complete the certificate’s courses.  Though the proposal states that “students are not required to complete the four courses in a particular sequence”, the courses themselves have the following prerequisites:
i) English 3305 – English 1110.xx, or another GEN Foundation Writing and Information Literacy course
ii) English 3306 – English 1110.xx, or another GEN Foundation Writing and Information Literacy course
iii) CSTW 3002 – English 3305 (prerequisite or co-requisite)
iv) CSTW 3003 – CSTW 3002
Thus, while English 3305 and 3306 may be completed in any order after taking English 1110.xx or another GEN Foundation Writing and Information Literacy course, English 3305 must be taken prior to or the same term as CSTW 3002, and CSTW 3002 must be taken prior to CSTW 3003.  Depending on the way that courses are offered, this may also affect students’ ability to complete the certificate in two semesters.
c) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the unit make the following changes to the advising sheet (proposal, p. 11):
i) The Subcommittee requests that the unit include the certificate’s de facto prerequisite of English 1110.xx or another GEN Foundation Writing and Information Literacy course (see item “b” above), as well as information regarding how non-OSU students will be expected to meet this requirement.
ii) The Subcommittee asks that the unit note all of the courses’ prerequisites on the advising sheet.
iii) The Subcommittee asks that the unit include information on the advising sheet about the units’ intention to offer these courses as Session 1/Session 2 courses, so that students may plan accordingly.
d) Recommendation:  The Subcommittee recommends that the unit consider the shortening the certificates official title to “Technical Communication”.  The word “foundations” implies that Ohio State might also offer a certificate in Advanced Technical Communication (or to some readers might appear as “less than”).
e) Clark, Beecher; unanimously approved with three contingencies (in bold above) and one recommendation (in italics above).

