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Dear Norman,
 
On Tuesday, February 28, the Natural and Mathematical Sciences Panel of the ASC Curriculum
Committee reviewed a proposal for new course EEOB 1930 with GE Natural Science-Biological
Science
 
The Panel did not vote on the proposed new course but would like the following points/questions
addressed first:
 

GE assessment plan: It needs to be more granular, focused, and include specific questions. A
GE assessment plan provides for each GE expected learning outcome (ELO) one or two
specific assessment methods that will be implemented to collect data. (This is not the same as
listing all the instances where the GE ELOs are broached during the course.) Please include at
least one direct assessment method for each ELO in the plan. In addition, an indirect
assessment method can also be submitted. Underneath the table, then provide specific
questions for each assessment method listed. (For example, if in your table you indicate that
you will use a pre-/post-test for ELO1, provide one such sample question.) Furthermore,
assignment grades are usually not good indicators of GE ELO success (since many other
factors than pure fulfillment of the GE ELOs factor in when giving a grade on an assignment).
Prefer using a rubric. [I am attaching a sample GE assessment plan. The GE category is totally
different—Literature—but the plan provides an excellent example of the granularity, focus,
and specificity of a good GE assessment plan.]
Remove 7-week from form in curriculum.osu.edu (since this a one-week course in the
Summer and there is no 7-week term during the Summer).
Did you mean to select all these campuses: Columbus, Lima, Mansfield, Marion, and Newark?
The Office of Student Life Disability Services has moved and the College’s preferred statement
is now, “Students with disabilities (including mental health, chronic or temporary medical
conditions) that have been certified by the Office of Student Life Disability Services will be
appropriately accommodated and should inform the instructor as soon as possible of their
needs. The Office of Student Life Disability Services is located in 098 Baker Hall, 113 W. 12th
Avenue; telephone 614-292-3307, slds@osu.edu; slds.osu.edu.”
The schedule mentions “Lecture VIII” twice.

 
I will return EEOB 1930 via curriculum.osu.edu in a minute to enable the Department to address the
points above.
 
Should you have any questions about this feedback, do not hesitate to contact Chuck Daniels (faculty
Chair of the NMS Panel, cc’d here),  or me.
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GE Assessment Plan, German 2256, Fan Fiction from Homer to Harry Potter 


Expected Learning Outcomes Direct Methods:  Indirect 
Methods:  


Expected student 
achievement 


 


1. Students analyze, interpret, 
and critique significant literary 
works.  
 


 
Assessment of final 
presentation, which 
requires independent 
interpretation of a literary 
work related to the themes 
and concepts discussed in 
class.1 


 
Student self-
evaluation2 


Direct: At least 75% of 
the class receives scores 
of 3 or higher on both 
rubric items; at least 85% 
score three or higher on 
one item. 
 
Indirect: At least 75% of 
students will choose 
“agree” or “strongly 
agree” to describe their 
experience in the course. 


 


2. Through reading, discussing, 
and writing about literature, 
students appraise and evaluate 
the personal and social values 
of their own and other culture.  
 


 
Embedded questions in 
mid-term exams ask 
students to relate the 
cultural concepts and 
artistic values discussed in 
course materials to 
significant literary works.3 
    


 
Student self-
evaluation 


 
Direct: At least 85% of 
students score three or 
higher on the embedded 
question rubric; 75% of 
students score 4 or 
higher. 
 
Indirect: At least 75% of 
students will choose 
“agree” or “strongly 
agree” to describe their 
experience in the course. 


 


Follow-up and feedback process: 


The results from the rubrics assessing direct and indirect measures of both ELOs will be evaluated at the 
end of the semester, and forwarded to the Undergraduate Studies Committee for review. If the results 
suggest a particular weakness or strength in the course, it will be revised to address the need for 
improvement or to extend its successful components. Results will be archived digitally in the 
departmental Undergraduate Studies files. 


  


                                                           
1 A rubric will be used to score the final presentations. See Appendix A.  
2 Students will be asked to complete a self-evaluation that includes questions addressing the GE ELOs in 
this course. See Appendix B. 
3 For example questions and the scoring rubric, see Appendix C. 







Appendix A: 


Rubric for assessment of presentations. 


 1 2 3 4 
Global 
interpretation 
and analysis 


Presentation 
text displays a 
fundamental 
misunderstandin
g of the text; or, 
essay has two of 
the problems 
outlined in the 
“2” range 


Depends on 
plot summary, 
rather than 
analysis or 
interpretation; 
no thesis or 
discernable 
argument; 
inadequate 
coverage of the 
topic; basic 
reasoning not 
sufficiently in 
evidence 


Makes an 
argument 
based on 
analysis, but 
ideas lack 
depth/detail; 
topic needs 
more analysis; 
ideas are good 
but are 
insufficiently 
explained or 
justified 


A persuasive, 
insightful 
presentation of 
student’s own 
ideas that 
analyzes the 
topic 
thoroughly; 
reasoning is 
clearly 
articulated 
throughout 


Analysis of 
evidence 


Very few to no 
concrete 
examples; no 
real attempt at 
analysis 


Few concrete 
examples; little 
attempt at 
analysis  


Attempt is 
made to 
analyze an 
appropriate 
number of 
concrete 
examples  


Appropriate 
number of 
concrete 
examples are 
thoroughly 
analyzed 


 


Appendix B:  


Student Learning-Self-Evaluation 


 


Please select the response that best reflects your experience in this course. 


 


As a result of this course I….. Strongly 
agree 


Agree Disagree Strongly 
disagree 


have developed skills that will help me to 
analyze, interpret, and critique literary texts. 
 


    


 


Please explain your answer: 


 


 







 


 


As a result of this course I….. Strongly 
agree 


Agree Disagree Strongly 
disagree 


am able to appraise and evaluate the personal 
and social values of both my own and other 
cultures.  
 


    


 


Please explain your answer: 


 


 


Appendix C: 


Sample questions to be embedded in mid-term exams. 


Example 1: Define Foucault’s concept of authorship and explain how it is related to medieval writing 
practices.  


Example 2: Explain how Goethe’s Werther is related to new literary forms that inspired the creation of 
fan fiction.  


Scoring rubric 


1 2 3 4 5 
Answer shows 
little 
understanding or 
knowledge of 
cultural object 
AND phenomena; 
No coherent 
explanation of 
relationship 


Answer shows 
flawed 
understanding of 
OR lack of 
knowledge about 
cultural product or 
related 
ideas/phenomena; 
Little effort to 
relate product and 
phenomena OR 
explanation of 
relationship 
unclear or 
seriously flawed 


Answer shows 
adequate 
understanding of 
both cultural 
product and the 
ideas or 
phenomena to 
which it relates;  
Explanation of the 
relationship 
between them may 
be simplistic or 
somewhat flawed 


Answer shows 
good 
understanding of 
both cultural 
product and the 
ideas or 
phenomena to 
which it relates; 
Solid explanation 
of the relationship 
between them 


Answer shows 
excellent 
understanding of 
both cultural 
product and the 
ideas or 
phenomena to 
which it relates; 
Clear, nuanced 
explanation of the 
relationship 
between them 


 





		1. Students analyze, interpret, and critique significant literary works. 

		2. Through reading, discussing, and writing about literature, students appraise and evaluate the personal and social values of their own and other culture. 
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My best,
Bernadette
 
 
 

Bernadette Vankeerbergen, Ph.D.
Program Director, Curriculum and Assessment
College of Arts and Sciences
154D Denney Hall, 164 Annie & John Glenn Ave.
Columbus, OH 43210
Phone: 614-688-5679 / Fax: 614-292-6303
http://asccas.osu.edu
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