 ASCC Themes II Subcommittee
Unapproved Minutes
Thursday, December 4, 2025							2:15PM – 3:45PM
Hagerty 255
Attendees:  Conroy, Cravens-Brown, Daly, Gregoire, Hunter, Landsman, Nathanson, Palazzi, Søland, Steele, Vankeerbergen
1. Approval of 11/6/25 minutes
a. Cravens-Brown; Conroy; approved with one abstention.

2. Biology 3870 (new course requesting GEN Theme: Origins and Evolution) (tabled from last time)
a. Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the unit provide a brief 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 further information in the syllabus regarding how ELO 3.1 will be met and assessed.  They note and appreciate the comments on the GEN Submission form regarding the processes of prokaryotes and eukaryotes, but they are unclear about when these topics will be covered in the course, and how they will be related to the “time depth of the universe, physical systems, life on Earth, humanity, or human culture” (ELO 3.1).  The Subcommittee acknowledges that this is likely already a part of the course’s first few weeks, but they would like to see this be more apparent and more explicitly stated for students in the syllabus.
c. Comment: The Subcommittee appreciates the unit’s attention to ELO 2.2, and the assessments that the course employs to evaluate students’ achievement of this ELO.
d. Hunter; Landsman; approved with two contingencies (in bold above) and one comment.
3. Biology 3001 (new course requesting GEN Theme: Origins and Evolution)
a. 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. The Subcommittee asks that the unit more clearly articulate how the course is centered around the origin and evolution of natural systems.  Currently, the course seems to be focused on biology, biotechnology, and the growth of biotechnology i.e., the main focus is not on natural systems but on the human manipulation of these systems.  As a result, it is difficult to see how the course will substantively engage with ELOs 3.1 and 3.2, or how the course’s assessments will compel students to demonstrate their knowledge in these areas.  The Subcommittee offers the friendly suggestion that this course may be better suited to a different theme, such as Traditions, Cultures, and Transformations or Lived Environments.  However, regardless of the category, the Subcommittee notes that the theme ELOs should be the focus of the course’s topics, activities, readings, and assessments.  Should the unit be open to the possibility of reimagining the course for a different theme, the Subcommittee encourages them to reach out to Meg Daly, Associate Dean for Undergraduate Education, to discuss a possible redesign. 
c. The Subcommittee asks that the unit provide further evidence that the course is at an “advanced and in-depth level” (Goal 1) and spurs students to “mak[e] connections to out-of-class experiences with academic knowledge or across disciplines and/or to work they have done in previous classes and that they anticipate doing in the future.” (Goal 2).  Currently, it appears that the only required reading/text for the course is the Michael Crichton novel, which does not promote “an advanced, in-depth, [and] scholarly exploration” (ELO 1.2), and the course materials do not appear to compel students to “identify, describe, and synthesize approaches or experiences” (ELO 2.1).  Generally, courses at the level of the GEN Themes involve the reading of a significant number of scholarly sources that provide students with a variety of viewpoints – i.e. “research or cutting-edge findings,” or other ways of “deeply engag[ing] with the subject matter” (Goal 1), and course assessments which ask them to synthesize , describe and interact with these sources in a variety of ways.
d. The Subcommittee asks that the unit amend and/or expand the descriptions of the course’s major assignments (syllabus, pp. 7-8) to explain more thoroughly how they will assess students’ achievement of the  GEN Theme ELOs. The Subcommittee offers the friendly suggestion that the unit consider how a student reading the descriptions of the assignments might see the theme “signposted” throughout.
e. The Subcommittee appreciates the unit’s attention to ELO 2.2, and the assessments that the course employes to evaluate students’ achievement of this ELO.
f. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

4. Civics, Law, and Leadership 2130 (existing course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return)
a. The Subcommittee appreciates the adjustments and changes that have been made to the course, and they do see progress in the proposal.  They offer feedback below to further strengthen the proposal’s connections to and achievement of the GEN goals and ELOs.
b. The Subcommittee requests that the Center 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 Center provide information in the syllabus for students about the purpose of the “Reading Questions” found in the Course Schedule (syllabus p. 6-18).  At this time, the Subcommittee is unable to discern whether these questions are intended as guidance for students while doing their required reading and preparing for class, as the basis for class lectures, or as the structure or “scaffold” for in-class activities and discussions. 
d. The Subcommittee asks that the Center include in the syllabus some description of what a typical week and a typical class session might look like, so that the students and the reviewing faculty have some idea of when and how the “verbs” of the ELOs (e.g. identify, analyze, synthesize describe, critique, etc.) will be accomplished.
e. The Subcommittee asks that the Center reconcile the descriptions of the course’s assignments (syllabus, pp. 5-6) syllabus with the GEN Submission form, as the ELOs listed on the syllabus for each assignment do not align with the descriptions provided in the GEN Submission form.  For example, according to the syllabus, the only assignments associated with ELO 4.2 are the in-class debates; however, the explanation of how ELO 4.2 will be met on the GEN Submission form also includes “short papers” and “exams”.  
f. The Subcommittee requests that the Center provide information in the syllabus regarding the logistics of the in-class debates, including details such as how students will be expected to prepare, what roles they will be expected to play, how equal participation will be ensured for all students, and how they will be expected to engage in a “debrief” or other post-debate activities.  As the debates are the only activities that assess ELOs 4.1 (and potentially an important part of how the other ELOs, are assessed; see item “e” above) it is vital that students (and the faculty reviewers) understand how and in what capacity each student will be able to/required to participate.
g. The Subcommittee notes that, according to the assignment descriptions on pp. 5-6 of the syllabus, none of the course’s assessments engage with ELOs 3.1 and 3.2.  However, the GEN Submission form links ELO 3.1 to the in-class debates and the reflection papers, and ELO 3.2 is associated with the in-class debates in the final exam.  Accordingly, the Subcommittee asks that the department provide further information in the syllabus about how students’ achievement of these ELOs will be assessed (not just which assignments), and that this be “in agreement” with the GEN Submission form (see item “e” above).  
h. In relation to feedback items “e”, “f”, and “g” above, the Subcommittee notes that the Final Exam, while described as “cumulative” (syllabus, p. 6), does not, from the syllabus alone, seem to involve any of the theme-specific Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World ELOs.  If this exam is to be a cumulative culmination of a course centered on citizenship, diversity, and justice, the Subcommittee would like to see further information about and evidence of its engagement with the GEN Theme.  The Subcommittee does see that the GEN Submission form references the exam in its discussion of ELOs 3.2 and 4.2, but it is difficult to discern the Center’s intentions given the discrepancies with the syllabus and the confusion about the number of exams in the course (see item “i” below).
i. The Subcommittee observes that the GEN Submission form references the course’s “exams” and a “mid-term” exam in several places; however, according to the syllabus, the course’s only exam is the final.  Thus, the Subcommittee asks that either the form or the syllabus be corrected to reflect the planned exam structure.
j. The Subcommittee recommends that the Center re-consider the layout and organization of the syllabus.  Since substantial changes have been (and will continue to be) made to the syllabus, they note that the flow and continuity are sometimes disrupted, making the syllabus less clear for students.
k. The Subcommittee recommends that the Center specify how students are expected to bring their assigned text to class (syllabus, p. 5), as it is a significant portion of the class grade.  For example, should students have readings printed out, or is having them available on a computer sufficient?  What about having them downloaded to a phone or tablet?  
l. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

5. Civics, Law, and Leadership 3212 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return)
a. Comment: The Subcommittee thanks the Center for their comprehensive and conscientious attention to the Subcommittee’s feedback.
b. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the Center amend the prompt for the final reflection (syllabus, p. 7), so that students are compelled to reflect on their own learning processes, their “sense of self as a learner”, and how their learning processes and understandings of their own learning have changed over time.  The Subcommittee notes that, as currently presented, it would still be possible for a student to write a content-based response rather than reflecting on their own cognitive processes. 
c. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the Center closely monitor this course as it evolves over time to ensure that the focus remains on Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World.  Specifically, they are concerned that “law”, as a concept, could subvert citizenship as a key concept.
d. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the Center consider for inclusion in the course some material that approaches the course’s topics from a more quantitative and anthropological perspective.  They note that some of Joseph Henrich’s recent scholarship on Western, educated, industrialized, rich and democratic (WEIRD) populations may be particularly relevant for this course.
e. Recommendation: The Subcommittee suggests that the Center confirm the percentages of the final grade that they intend to attach to each assignment.  They note that the percentages cited in the final paragraph of p. 5 of the cover letter are not the same as those that follow on pp. 5-7 of the cover letter or those found on p. 4 of the syllabus.
f. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the Center consider the cost to students when choosing textbooks for the course.  The Oxford Handbook of Christianity and Law, which is required, is quite costly (as of 12-17-2025, the list price on Amazon.com was $168.47 for an electronic version and $177.34 for a hardcover version).  They encourage the unit to consider the use of CarmenBooks, or working with the University Libraries to provide free or reduced cost access to students in another manner.
g. Gregoire, Conroy; unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above), four recommendations (in italics above) and one comment.
6. Sociology 2111 (existing course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World)
a. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide further evidence that the course is at an “advanced and in-depth level” (Goal 1) and spurs students to “mak[e] connections to out-of-class experiences with academic knowledge or across disciplines and/or to work they have done in previous classes and that they anticipate doing in the future.” (Goal 2).  It is difficult to discern how the current assignment structure, which is limited to participation, two exams, and five short “write-ups”, promotes “an advanced, in-depth, [and] scholarly exploration” (ELO 1.2), or compels students to “identify, describe, and synthesize approaches or experiences” (ELO 2.1).  Generally, courses at the level of the GEN Themes involve a long term and in-depth project or paper that incentivizes students to engage with a variety of viewpoints – i.e. “research or cutting-edge findings,” or other assignments that “deeply engage with the subject matter” (Goal 1), asking them to synthesize, describe, and interact with a wide variety of sources.
b. The Subcommittee asks that the unit amend and/or expand the descriptions of the course’s major assignments (syllabus, p. 10) and the Course Schedule (syllabus, pp.15-19) to explain more thoroughly how they will engage with and assess students’ achievement of the GEN Theme ELOs. The Subcommittee offers the friendly suggestion that the unit consider how a student reading the descriptions of the assignments and the course calendar might see the theme “signposted” throughout.
c. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide additional information about how class participation will be assessed in light of the GEN goals and ELOs.  Since participation is 25% of the course grade, it will be important for students to understand how they are being assessed, and how that assessment related to the GEN goals and ELOs.
d. Since the essay exams account for half of the course’s grade, the Subcommittee asks that the department provide examples of the exam questions/prompts, so that they can understand their relationship to the GEN Goals and ELOs.
e. The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the course descriptions (syllabus, p. 1 and curriculum.osu.edu under “General Information”) to make clear that citizenship, diversity, and justice are the central focus of the course.
f. The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the section of the syllabus that lists the goals and ELOs of the GEN category and outlines how this course, in particular, meets those goals and ELOs.  The explanation of how the course meets the goals and ELOs should be a brief, student-friendly explanation that focuses on the logistical ways that the course will approach the theme and how students can expect to be evaluated on their achievement of the ELOs (in most cases, this is no more than one or two paragraphs).  While they appreciate the detail provided here, duplicating the material from the GEN Submission form (which is aimed at faculty reviewers,) can be confusing and overwhelming for students.
g. [bookmark: _Hlk211427899][bookmark: _Hlk215486943][bookmark: _Hlk211256953]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 (missing campus-specific information)
iii. Religious Accommodations (missing the link to holidays and religious observances)
iv. Intellectual Diversity
[bookmark: _Hlk211256918]Instructors are also welcome to include any of the 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 Title IX Statement on p. 12 of the syllabus (now a part of the statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct”) and all other statements are current and accurate.
h. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

7. AAAS 4620 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World) (return)he
a. Comment: The Subcommittee thanks the department for the cover letter and their comments on the unit’s pedagogical approach. While the Subcommittee appreciates the broad range of individual teaching philosophies that our colleagues bring to their classrooms and the oral traditions of this course, the GE as a larger entity cannot use variation in teaching philosophies to fill in for clearly explaining to students why and how the class meets a given category’s goals and ELOs. The Subcommittee assesses a course’s pursuit of the GE ELOs, and this assessment cannot be fair unless learning outcomes are embedded in legible ways.  The Subcommittee would like to emphasize their enthusiasm for the course, and they hope that the department will engage with the feedback below to pursue inclusion in the GEN Theme: Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World category.
b. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the course description (curriculum.osu.edu under “General Information”) to explicitly state the course’s connection to the GEN Theme and better reflect the longer description found on p. 1 of the syllabus.
c. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the descriptions of the course’s assignments (syllabus, pp. 3-4) to explain more thoroughly the course’s connection to the GEN Theme.  Specifically, they ask that the syllabus illuminate how the GEN Theme will be present in each assignment and clarify for students how the assignments will compel them to demonstrate their achievement of the GEN Theme goals and ELOs.  The Subcommittee acknowledges that there are many ways to accomplish this, but they note that this could be as simple as adding a few bullet points to each assignment which explain how citizenship, justice, and diversity will be woven into the assignments.
d. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department incorporate into the syllabus activities that require 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 modern criminal legal system, the opinions of different scholars, and the readings/content of the course, 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 about learning 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.
e. Hunter, Gregoire; unanimously approved with three contingencies and one comment.

8. HDFS 3600 (new course requesting GEN Theme Citizenship for a Diverse and Just World)
a. The Subcommittee asks that the department incorporate into the syllabus activities that require 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 family policy and other topics covered by the weekly readings, 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 about learning 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.
b. The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the course’s activities to include a stronger engagement with ELO 3.1.  While they appreciate the comparative nature of the Course Project, each individual student will only engage in a comparison with a single country, and it is unclear how or if students will be presenting on or “sharing out” their results with their peers.
c. The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the courses activities and/or topics to include a stronger engagement with ELO 3.2.  Specifically, they would like to see further evidence that students will be compelled to apply the “knowledge, skills, and dispositions required for intercultural competence as a global citizen” via the course’s assessments.
d. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time. 
