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Dear Kevin and Justin,

On Wednesday, March 29, the Arts and Humanities 1 Panel of the ASC Curriculum Committee considered a proposal
to offer NELC 2220.02 (a course with GE Cultures and Ideas & GE Diversity-Global Studies) 100% on-line and also
reviewed a proposal to change the credit hours of Uzbek 2101 from 3 to 4.
 
Please find below the feedback of the Panel:
 
NELC 2220.02: The Panel did not vote on the proposal but would like the following points addressed first:

·         The online version of the course does not seem to meet the same standards of the in-class
version. There are 3 vehicles of assessment in the online version vs. 6 in the in-class version.
The online course loses many of the assignments from the in-class course that could be adapted
to the online version (i.e. presentations, mind maps, and editorials). The online version relies on
discussion responses for 55% of the course grade. The panel would like to see assignments that
match the standards set by the in-class course.

·         The grade calculations summary on page 5 lists a movie quiz and the assessment plan for GE
Cultures and Ideas also mentions a movie quiz. The description of quizzes on page 4 does not
describe the quizzes as movie quizzes. Clarify what the assignment is.

·         GE assessment plan:
o   The assessment plan provided is first and foremost a course assessment plan, not a GE

assessment plan. Each GE expected learning outcome (ELO) should be linked to at least
one direct method of assessment and preferably also an indirect method of assessment.
Consider using the table provided in the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations
Manual p. 49
https://asccas.osu.edu/sites/asccas.osu.edu/files/ASC_CurrAssess_Operations_Manual.pdf
Then, underneath that, for each ELO, provide one or more specific examples for each
assessment method used. (In the information provided by the Dept of NELC, when an
assignment question is provided, it is not quite clear what GE ELO it ties to—or for that
matter, whether it ties to any specific ELO or more generally the whole GE category as it
intersects with the thematic of the course.)

o   The expected level for student achievement is not well defined. How will the department
measure “if 75% of the students can perform at 50% of the ideal student’s
performance…”? Consider using a rubric specific for the expected learning outcomes of
each GE category.

o   The description of the follow-up/feedback process also seems to tie more to course goals
rather than GE expected learning outcomes. (What is APC?)

o   Two sample GE assessment plans (one for GE Cultures and Ideas and one for GE
Literature) are provided as examples.

 
Uzbek 2101: unanimously approved with two recommendations:

·         Remove the line on page 2 that says “General Education: This course is a general elective
course.” This course is not a General Education course, and students may find this line
confusing.

·         60% is repeated on the grading scale for both a D and an E. Clarify what grade students will
receive with a 60%.

 
Uzbek 2101 will now continue through the approval process. As for NELC 2220.02, I will return the course via
curriculum.osu.edu in a minute to enable the department to address the points above.
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Complete the following table to show how the faculty will assess the two expected learning 
outcomes. Then, in an appendix, provide one or more specific example(s) for each assessment method 
you will use. 
 


GE Expected 
Learning Outcomes 


Methods of 
Assessment 


*Direct methods are 
required. Additional indirect 


methods are encouraged. 


Level of student 
achievement expected 


for the GE ELO. 
(for example, define 


percentage of students 
achieving a specified level 


on a scoring rubric) 


What is the process 
that will be used to 
review the data and 


potentially change the 
course to improve 
student learning of 


GE ELOs? 


ELO 1 
 
Students analyze and 
interpret major forms 
of human thought, 
culture, and expression. 
 
 


Direct: pre/post test; 
final exam question 
evaluation 
 
Indirect: student 
survey 
 
 
 


Direct measures: we 
expect “excellent” or 
“good” from 80% or 
more of students 
 
Indirect: we expect 
85% or more 
“strongly agree or 
somewhat agree” 
from students 


The instructor will 
meet with the chair of 
the Curriculum and 
Assessment 
Committee of the 
Department of 
Philosophy to review 
the assessment data 
and to discuss the 
course. This will 
happen annually for 
the first 3 years, and 
then less frequently 
in line with other GE 
assessments. Where 
problems appear, 
issues will be brought 
to the Director of 
Undergraduate 
Studies and the Chair 
of the department, 
and if needed, the 
whole faculty. 
  


ELO 2 
 
Students evaluate how 
ideas influence the 
character of human 
beliefs, the perception 
of reality, and the 
norms which guide 
human behavior. 
 
 
 


Direct: pre/post test; 
final exam question 
evaluation 
 
Indirect: student 
survey 
 
 
 
 


Direct measures: we 
expect “excellent” or 
“good” from 80% or 
more of students 
 
Indirect: we expect 
85% or more 
“strongly agree or 
somewhat agree” 
from students 


 
 







APPENDIX TO ASSESSMENT RUBRIC FOR PROPOSED PHIL 2340 
 
Two examples of direct measures: 
 


1. Students will be given a pre-/post test to assess their improvement with 
respect to ELO 1 and ELO 2. Student answers will be evaluated on a scale 
of Excellent-Good-Satisfactory-Poor. Example questions include: 
 


a. ELO 1 example question: What is futurism? 
 


b. ELO 2 example question: How have ideas about human nature influenced 
the debate about whether human enhancement is desirable? 


 
2. Questions from the final exam will be used to assess achievement of ELO 1 


and ELO 2. These questions will be assessed on a scale of Excellent-Good-
Satisfactory-Poor.  


a. ELO 1 example question from final exam: What is transhumanism? Do 
transhumanists have an overly optimistic view of the future of humanity? 
Justify your answer. 


b. ELO 2 example question from final exam: In light of Nick Bostrom’s 
arguments in Superintelligence, what attitudes should we have toward 
research on artificial intelligence? 


 
 
One example of indirect measure: 
 
l. Students will be given a survey at the end of the semester asking them to 
evaluate whether they believe the course helped them to achieve the ELOs for the 
course. They will be given the options of: Strongly Agree-Somewhat Agree-Neutral-
Somewhat Disagree-Strongly Disagree.  
 
Thus, for example: 
 


1. This course helped me analyze and interpret major forms of human thought, 
culture, and expression (ELO 1) 
 
Strongly Agree-Somewhat Agree-Neutral-Somewhat Disagree-Strongly Disagree 
(circle one) 


 
2. This course helped me to evaluate how ideas influence the character of human 


beliefs, the perception of reality, and the norms which guide human behavior.  
 
Strongly Agree-Somewhat Agree-Neutral-Somewhat Disagree-Strongly Disagree 
(circle one) 


 








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. 





Should you have any questions about this feedback, do not hesitate to contact Janice Aski (faculty Chair of the Arts and
Humanities 1 Panel; cc’d here), or me.
 
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
 

http://asccas.osu.edu/

