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Good afternoon,
 
On Wednesday, October 31, the Arts and Humanities 2 Panel of the ASC Curriculum Committee
reviewed a proposal to create a new undergraduate minor in Islamic Studies and a proposal to revise
the Islamic Studies major.
 
The Panel did not vote on the proposals as they would like the following points addressed: 
 

Revision to the Islamic Studies major:
·         The department should update implementation dates throughout the proposal to

Autumn 2019.
·         The chart on page 2 of the proposal says the revised version of the program

includes 9 courses and a total of 32 credit hours. This should be 10 courses at a total
of 32-34 credit hours.

·         Fix issues with current advising sheet (pgs. 4-5) and the revised advising sheet (pgs.
6-7):

o   Persian 2104 and Turkish 2101 are not decimalized. The courses are listed as
Persian 2104.01 and Turkish 2101.01 (pg. 6)

o   Turkish 2102 should be titled “Intermediate Turkish III”  (pg. 6)
o   Reword the sentence “Half of the total 32 cred hours must be acquired

through instruction at OSU,” since the major is 32-34 credit hours (pg. 6)
o   Major electives section is 9 credit hours total, not 12 credit hours total (pg. 6)
o   Indicate that the following courses have language pre-requisites:

§  Arabic 4626 (pg. 6)
§  Arabic 4106 (pg. 7)
§  Arabic 4108 (pg. 7)

o   Remove the following courses from the current advising sheet (pages 4-5) and
revised advising sheet (pages 6-7) or remove the courses from limbo:
§  NELC 3508 (pgs. 5, 6, 7)
§  NELC 3504 (pgs. 6 & 7; the Arts and Humanities Panel 1 approved this

course with contingencies in 2017, which have not yet been
addressed. This course has not been fully approved.)

§  Arabic 5703 (pgs. 5 & 7)
§  Persian 2301 (pgs. 5 & 7)
§  Arabic 5162 (pg. 5; withdrawn)
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		Upper Division Language 

(2101 / 2102 / 3101 / 3102) = 167

		Strongly agree

		Agree

		Disagree

		Strongly disagree



		The instructor showed interest in students and student learning.

		

		

		


		



		As a result of this course, I…..

		



		  … have improved my skills in speaking, listening to, reading, and writing German. 

		129

		36

		
2

		



		  … can describe and analyze some aspects of German-speaking culture and life. 

		128

		37

		2


		



		  … have compared and contrasted German-speaking communities and aspects of German-speaking culture with my own culture and community. 

		113

		47

		7


		












		Upper Division Major (3300, 3600, 4200, 4300, 4603) = 61

		Strongly agree

		Agree

		Disagree

		Strongly disagree



		The instructor showed interest in students and student learning.

		

		   



		

		



		As a result of this course, I…..

		



		. . . have improved and reflected on my German language skills.

		40

		19

		2

		



		. . . have learned about one or more of the following topics: German- language linguistics, history, culture, and/or the current German-speaking world.

		51

		   10



		

		



		 . . . have practiced interpreting cultural products and events from the German-speaking world in their historical, social, and political context.

		43

		   10



		2

		



		 . . . have thought about the differences and similarities between my own culture, values, and ways of communicating, and those of German-speaking countries.

		39

		   22



		

		



		. . . have practiced expressing and 

explaining my ideas and interpretations (orally and/or in writing).

		45

		15

		

		



		. . . have learned or practiced strategies for finding, evaluating, and/or presenting information.

		40

		21

		

		












		Introduction to German Studies 2253

		Strongly agree

		Agree

		Disagree

		Strongly disagree



		The instructor showed interest in students and student learning.

		

		   



		

		



		As a result of this course, I…..

		



		. . . have learned about one or more of the following topics: German- language linguistics, history, culture, and/or the current German-speaking world.

		19

		   3



		

		



		 . . . have practiced interpreting cultural products and events from the German-speaking world in their historical, social, and political context.

		19

		   3



		

		



		 . . . have thought about the differences and similarities between my own culture, values, and ways of communicating, and those of German-speaking countries.

		17

		   5



		

		



		. . . have practiced expressing and 

explaining my ideas and interpretations (orally and/or in writing).

		18

		4

		

		



		. . . have learned or practiced strategies for finding, evaluating, and/or presenting information.

		17

		4

		

		








[bookmark: _GoBack]Question A: Describe the structure of the German government, as it is defined in the Grundgesetz. (Basic Law/constitution) How is it like the American system? How is it different? (current German-speaking world)

Question B: What is Kiezdeutsch, who speaks it, and how is it a good example of German society today? (linguistics)

Question C: What parties make up the current Bundestag and governing coalition, and how are those parties elected? (current German-speaking world)

Question D: In class, we discussed two controversies of public architecture in post-unification Berlin: the Stadtschloss/Palace of the Republic, and the Memorial to Europe’s Murdered Jews. Choose one of these landmarks and explain what it is and why it was controversial and disputed. (history, current German-speaking world)

		

		1

		2

		3

		4

		5



		Knowledge of topic

		Demonstrates no knowledge of topic

		Demonstrates little knowledge of topic

		Demonstrates some knowledge of topic

		Demonstrates solid knowledge of topic; may show awareness of related social, historical, linguistic, or cultural concepts or issues 

		Demonstrates detailed knowledge of the topic and/or relates it successfully to broader social, historical, or cultural concepts or issues 





Question F: Briefly outline EU language policy and compare it to attitudes and/or policies toward other languages in the United States. (current German-speaking world)




[bookmark: _GoBack]				Essay Assessment Rubric

Goal 2: Students demonstrate knowledge of German Linguistics, German History, German Cultural Achievements, and the current German-speaking world.

		

		1

		2

		3

		4

		5



		Knowledge of a given topic

		Demonstrates no knowledge of the topic at hand

		Demonstrates little knowledge of the topic at hand

		Demonstrates some knowledge of topic at hand

		Demonstrates solid knowledge of the topic at hand; shows awareness of other related topics

		Demonstrates detailed knowledge of the topic at hand and relates it successfully to other topics or contexts (i.e. understands how it fits into broader patterns or contexts) 







Goal 3: Students ability to undertake critical reading and analysis of texts and objects, to interpret cultural products and events within relevant contexts, and to express ideas and perspectives clearly, cogently and persuasively.			

		

		1

		2

		3

		4

		5



		Critical reading and interpretation in context

		No sustained effort to provide an interpretation of text or object or to relate it to its context

		Displays a fundamental misunderstanding of the text or object and/or its relationship to context 

		Shows superficial understanding of text or object and its relationship to context

		Shows understanding of text or object and its relationship to context 

		Shows deep understanding of text or object and its relationship to its context 



		Critical reading and analysis 

		No concrete examples  

		Analysis misguided, unconvincing, or severely lacking; Very few concrete examples; no real attempt at analysis

		Essay relies on plot or information summary, or  largely fails to provide a convincing analysis of topic; Few concrete examples; little attempt at analysis 

		Presents solid and consistent analysis of topic; Appropriate number of concrete examples are adequately analyzed

		Presents thorough, persuasive, and perceptive analysis of topic; Appropriate number of concrete examples are thoroughly and insightfully analyzed



		Organization

		No sustained ideas can be followed in the paper

		Paper is very difficult to follow; little to no cohesion in paper’s ideas

		body paragraphs do not follow logically from a central idea; logical connections frequently unclear; neither introduction nor conclusion enhance argument

		thesis is vague or does not correspond to argument; logical relationships between body paragraphs, sentences sometimes unclear; introduction or conclusion do not enhance argument

		clearly stated, specific thesis; succeeding paragraphs follow logically from thesis; sentences follow logically within paragraphs; intro and conclusion enhance argument



		Style (English)*

		Stylistic and grammatical errors frequently preclude comprehension

		Uses language that sometimes impedes meaning because of errors in usage.

		Uses language that generally conveys meaning to readers, although writing may include numerous errors.

		Uses clear language that generally conveys meaning to readers. The language in has some errors.

		Uses graceful language that skillfully communicates meaning to readers with clarity and fluency, and is virtually error-free.







		Grammar (German)

		Text largely incomprehensible because of grammatical errors 

		Comprehension frequently prevented by grammatical errors

		Many grammatical errors; errors interfere with comprehension

		Several to many grammatical errors; errors generally do not interfere with comprehension

		Few grammatical errors



		General language use/style (German)

		Vocabulary fails to communicate meaning; language level inadequate for course level



		Inadequate vocabulary interferes with content; language level largely inadequate for course level



		Adequate vocabulary; most sentences are simple; shows reliance on non-German constructions and linguistic patterns

		Good vocabulary; some variation in sentence structure 

		Rich vocabulary; varied sentence structure; shows awareness of German patterns of expression or of style









Goal 4: Students demonstrate an understanding of differences between German and English communication (verbal and nonverbal), recognize cultural differences and similarities, and gain perspective on their own world view and cultural values.

		Verbal and nonverbal communication*

		Shows no appreciation of cultural differences in verbal and nonverbal communication.

		Has a minimal level of understanding of cultural

differences in verbal and nonverbal communication;

is unable to negotiate a shared understanding.



		Identifies some cultural differences in verbal and

nonverbal communication and is aware that

misunderstandings can occur based on those

differences but is still unable to negotiate a shared

understanding.



		Recognizes and participates in cultural differences

in verbal and nonverbal communication and begins

to negotiate a shared understanding based on those

differences.



		Articulates a complex understanding of cultural

differences in verbal and nonverbal communication

(e.g., demonstrates understanding of the degree to

which people use physical contact while

communicating in different cultures or use

direct/ indirect and explicit/ implicit meanings) and

is able to skillfully negotiate a shared understanding

based on those differences.



		Knowledge of cultural worldview frameworks*

		Demonstrates little to no appreciation of the complexity of elements important to members of another culture. 

		Demonstrates surface understanding of the

complexity of elements important to members of

another culture in relation to its history, values,

politics, communication styles, economy, or beliefs

and practices.



		Demonstrates partial understanding of the

complexity of elements important to members of

another culture in relation to its history, values,

politics, communication styles, economy, or beliefs

and practices.



		Demonstrates adequate understanding of the

complexity of elements important to members of

another culture in relation to its history, values,

politics, communication styles, economy, or beliefs

and practices.



		Demonstrates sophisticated understanding of the

complexity of elements important to members of

another culture in relation to its history, values,

politics, communication styles, economy, or beliefs

and practices.





		Cultural self-awareness*

		Shows no awareness of own cultural rules and biases and/or resists attempts to discuss or identify them.

		Shows minimal awareness of own cultural rules and

biases (even those shared with own cultural

group(s)) (e.g. uncomfortable with identifying

possible cultural differences with others.)

		Identifies own cultural rules and biases (e.g. with a

strong preference for those rules shared with own

cultural group and seeks the same in others.)



		Recognizes new perspectives about own cultural

rules and biases (e.g. not looking for sameness;

comfortable with the complexities that new

perspectives offer.)



		Articulates insights into own cultural rules and

biases (e.g. seeking complexity; aware of how

her/his experiences have shaped these rules, and

how to recognize and respond to cultural biases,

resulting in a shift in self-description.)









Goal 5: Students demonstrate the ability to use sophisticated tools for research and knowledge acquisition, and to evaluate the validity of resources available in the media landscape.

		Access needed information*

		Fails to access relevant information. 

		Accesses information randomly, retrieves

information that lacks relevance and quality.

		Accesses information using simple search

strategies, retrieves information from limited and

similar sources.



		Accesses information using variety of search

strategies and some relevant information sources.

Demonstrates ability to refine search.



		Accesses information using effective, well-designed

search strategies and most appropriate

information sources.





		Evaluate information and its sources critically*

		Chooses few information sources and exhibits no real selection. 

		Chooses a few information sources. Selects

sources using limited criteria (such as relevance

to the research question).

		Chooses a variety of information sources.

Selects sources using basic criteria (such as

relevance to the research question and

currency).

		Chooses a variety of information sources

appropriate to the scope and discipline of the

research question. Selects sources using multiple

criteria (such as relevance to the research

question, currency, and

authority).

		Chooses a variety of information sources

appropriate to the scope and discipline of the

research question. Selects sources after

considering the importance (to the researched

topic) of the multiple criteria used (such as

relevance to the research question, currency,

authority, audience, and bias or point of view).











		Access and Use Information Ethically and

Legally*



		Student fails to cite and reference information; demonstrates little to no understanding of the ethical and legal restrictions on the use of published, confidential, and/or proprietary information. (Case calls for investigation of plagiarism.)

		Students use correctly one of the following

information use strategies (use of citations and

references; choice of paraphrasing, summary, or

quoting; using information in ways that are true

to original context; distinguishing between

common knowledge and ideas requiring

attribution).  Demonstrates some

understanding of the ethical and legal restrictions

on the use of published, confidential, and/or

proprietary information.



		Students use correctly two of the following

information use strategies (use of citations and

references; choice of paraphrasing, summary, or

quoting; using information in ways that are true

to original context; distinguishing between

common knowledge and ideas requiring

attribution). Demonstrates some

understanding of the ethical and legal

restrictions on the use of published, confidential,

and/or proprietary information.



		Students use correctly three of the following

information use strategies (use of citations and

references; choice of paraphrasing, summary, or

quoting; using information in ways that are true

to original context; distinguishing between

common knowledge and ideas requiring

attribution) and demonstrates a full

understanding of the ethical and legal

restrictions on the use of published, confidential,

and/or proprietary information.



		Students use correctly all of the following

information use strategies (use of citations and

references; choice of paraphrasing, summary, or

quoting; using information in ways that are true

to original context; distinguishing between

common knowledge and ideas requiring

attribution) and demonstrate a full understanding

of the ethical and legal restrictions on the use of

published, confidential, and/or proprietary

information.











* Adapted from American Association of Colleges and Universities VALUE Rubrics at www.aacu.org/value-rubrics.




German Major--Curriculum Map 
B =Beginning 
I = Intermediate        Sep 2015 update 
A= Advanced 
 
 
 
 


Cultural 
Knowledge 
& 
Awareness 


Comprehension Speaking Critical 
Analysis 


Writing and 
Critical 
Expression 


Core 
Required 
Courses 


     


1101 (GEC) B B B  B 
1101.51 
(GEC) 


B B B  B 


1102 (GEC) B B B  B 
1102.51 
(GEC) 


B B B  B 


1103 (GEC) B/I B/I B/I  B/I 
1103.51 
(GEC) 


B/I B/I B/I  B/I 


1266 (GEC) 
 


B B B  B 


2101 I I I B/I I 
2102 I I I I I 
3101 I/A I/A I/A I I 
2350 
(English) 


B   I I 


Advanced 
Required 
Courses 


     


3200 I I I I I 
3202 I I I I I 
3203 I I I I I 
3300 I I I I I 
3400 I I I I I 
4200 A A A A A 
4300 A A A A A 
4600 A A A A A 
4602 A A A A A 
4603 A A A A A 
Advanced 
Required 
Courses in 


     







English 
4250 A   A A 
4350 A   A A 
4650 A   A A 
Elective 
Courses in 
English 


     


2250 B   B B 
2251 B   B B 
2252H B   B B 
2253 B   B B 
2254 B   B B 
2255 B   B B 
2352 B   B B 
2367 B   B B 
2451 B   B B 
2798.02 B   B B 
3252 I   I I 
3253 I   I I 
3254H I   I I 
3351 I   I I 
3353 I   I I 
4191 A   A A 
4252 A   A A 
4670H A   A A 
 
 








Assessment: Plan


Program - German (BA)


Program Code (alpha abbreviation): GERMAN-BA
Degree: Bachelor of Arts (BA)
Unit (dept/div/sch): Department of Germanic Languages & Lit
Department Number (D#): D0547


Unit Administrator (chair/director) - Name: Robert C. Holub
Unit Administrator (chair/director) - Title: Chair
Unit Administrator (chair/director) - Email: holub.5@osu.edu
Program Assessment Contact - Name: Anna Grotans; Natascha Miller
Program Assessment Contact - Title: Director of Undergraduate Studies; Academic Program Coordinator
Program Assessment Contact - Email: grotans.1@osu.edu; miller.521@osu.edu


Assessment Plan - Summary*: The Department of Germanic Languages and Literatures collects assessment data from several
sources, including online exit questionnaires for graduating majors/minors and feedback from discursive departmental course
evaluations for all major courses, GE courses, and language courses from the 1101 through the 2101 levels. We also offer
undergraduate students Goethe Institute Language Certification Testing annually and assess the final course assignments from our
4000-level courses. Results from these instruments guide us in developing and fine tuning our courses and programs. Plans for 2015-
16 include developing a comprehensive plan for using final course assignments from 4000-level courses to evaluate program goals 2-
5, and implementing embedded questions in the required introductory survey course for the major.
2013 Assessment Report - Summary (2012-13 reporting period): Although we do not have exact numbers at this point, we project
that the number of majors may possibly decline due to semester conversion. We observed that students, particularly  double majors,
were experiencing scheduling conflicts. We intend to discuss ways in which these issues can be resolved. More popular courses, such
as German for the Professions, will most likely have to be offered every year. Other course offerings will have to be revisited.
Possibly, additional courses will have to be designed. Participation in all of our study abroad programs was again very successful.
These experiences are definitely a gateway to our major and minor programs. Participation in extracurricular activities, such as
German Club and Kaffeestunde has continued to be strong. Our students were awarded 2 Fulbright grants, 1 DAAD scholarship,
numerous University and College Study abroad scholarships, and 1 DAAD-EMGIP Bundestag Internship Fellowship. Seven students
took Goethe Institute Tests; 7 passed. One student wrote an honors thesis and presented it at the Denman Undergraduate Research
Forum. The chair is in the process of reviewing student evaluations of teaching and will address any weaknesses in annual review
letters and follow-up meetings with faculty. Results of our annual exit survey of graduating seniors (ASC and Departmental) were
highly positive. Students commented favorably on personal interaction with faculty and class size that is conducive to intellectual
exchange and learning.
2014 Assessment Report - Summary (2013-14 reporting period): We continued collecting data from standardized exams and study
abroad participation and from departmental exit surveys for majors and minors. In addition, we began to implement a rubric system
to assess the quality of student work and student achievement of program learning goals, using a preliminary rubric to score final
essays from two major/minor courses. The scores on these rubrics suggest that students are achieving the program learning goals,
but also that the rubrics (developed for use in grading) should be adjusted for program assessment purposes. Finally, we conducted
a focus group with majors to monitor the new semester curriculum and to help us determine whether to keep a new course,
Introduction to German Studies. Based on this feedback and faculty discussion, we plan to revise the course design and to submit it
as a GE course so that it can be offered every semester and ease students’ scheduling difficulties. Other program changes may follow
as we continue to track student achievement, numbers, and satisfaction in the next few years.
2015 Assessment Report - Summary (2014-15 reporting period): In the current reporting cycle, we evaluated 3 of 5 program goals.
In two of these categories, we found that we were mostly meeting or exceeding our initial criteria, and we do not plan any
immediate changes in these areas. In the third area, program goal 1, we did not meet the minimum benchmark that we initially set.
We believe that these results may be due both to the measurement process and to student preparation for the exams used as our
assessment tool. Since few students take the exam, and most do so at least 9 months before graduation, we have established
ourselves as a test center and will offer exams annually in spring. We hope that by doing so, we will be able to collect more and
more accurate information about student proficiency levels. In addition, we have begun developing a new advanced language
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course that will respond both to detailed breakdowns of exam results across skill areas and to students’ desires for more courses
dealing with contemporary German society. With these desires in mind, we also revised our introductory survey course to
systematically relate historical content to contemporary issues.
2016 Assessment Report - Summary (2015-16 reporting period)*: This year, we evaluated all five program goals for the first time,
using both direct and indirect measures for each goal. To gather indirect data, we implemented the student surveys that we had
developed last year, and found that more than 90% of students thought our major-program courses support each of the five
program goals. A full 98% of students agreed or strongly agreed that courses supported two program goals: historical, cultural, and
linguistic knowledge; and the interpretation and explication of cultural products. These results suggest goal-oriented course design,
effective instruction, and clear communication with students about course goals and the rationale behind course activities. In
addition, in the university survey of graduating seniors, our majors rated six of twelve categories at 4 or above, indicating that they
improved their skills or knowledge substantially in these areas. All six of these categories (foreign language; literature, oral
expression, historical perspectives, global studies, and written communication) are addressed by our program. Only one of the six
categories rated below 4 arguably constitutes a significant part of our program (logical analysis and analytical reasoning), and
students may not associate these terms with our program or the kind of thinking and analysis they conduct there.


We are now using multiple direct measures of effectiveness, as well, including standardized testing, assessment rubrics, embedded
test items, and pre- and post-tests. This year, we decided that using rubrics to evaluate 4000-level coursework would be an effective
and efficient way to assess all categories directly. We developed these rubrics in fall and began implementing them in selected 4000-
level courses and for undergraduate theses in spring. Next year, we will encourage their use in all 4000-level courses. We also began
implementing embedded test items and pre- and post-tests in our introductory course. Direct measures show us meeting our
achievement criteria in four of five categories, and very nearly in the fifth, linguistic proficiency (goal: 80% student achievement;
actual: 77% achievement). In the next year, we plan to expand the number of students assessed in all categories and to continue to
monitor assessment results. In particular, we will monitor linguistic proficiency results for each of the four skills (listening, speaking,
reading, and writing) to discern whether we should adjust course content and/or methods.
2017 Assessment Report - Summary (2016-17 reporting period)*: Having implemented a full program of direct and indirect
assessment measures last year, we used this year to collect another set of data using a variety of means: embedded and pre- and
post-testing in our required introductory courses; assessment rubrics in 4000-level courses and senior theses; standardized testing of
linguistic proficiency on- and off-campus; and student surveys in all major courses.


Since our program is small, the amount of data we collect is also small and can vary from year to year with student cohort. Still, this
year's data largely align with that we collected last year. According to direct measures, students are performing at desired levels in
all program goal areas, including linguistic proficiency, where we have narrowly missed performance targets the last few years. In
course surveys, nearly all students continue to perceive program courses as addressing program goals and helping them develop
skills in these areas.


We will continue to collect data in all of these areas. In the area of linguistic proficiency, we will continue to monitor student
performance in reading and listening especially closely. Depending on these results, and on further consideration of the overall
curriculum in the language program, we may implement an extensive reading element in our GE-level language courses, to prepare
students for reading tasks in intermediate and advanced courses and to help them acquire strategies for reading comprehension.


2018 Assessment Report - Summary (2017-18 reporting period)*: We used this year to collect another set of data using a variety of
means: embedded and pre- and post-testing in our required introductory course; standardized testing of linguistic proficiency on-
and off-campus; and student surveys in all major courses.


Since our program is small, the amount of data we collect is also small and can vary from year to year with student cohort. Still, this
year's data largely align with that we collected last year. According to direct measures, students are performing at desired levels in
all program goal areas, including linguistic proficiency, where we have narrowly missed performance targets the last few years. In
course surveys, nearly all students continue to perceive program courses as addressing program goals and helping them develop
skills in these areas.


We will continue to collect data in all of these areas. In the area of linguistic proficiency, we will continue to monitor student
performance. Plans for 2018-19 include developing a comprehensive plan for using final course assignments from upper-division
language courses to evaluate program goal 1. We will also once again evaluate student work in 4000-level major courses according
to a set of rubrics developed a few years ago.
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Program - German (BA)


Outcome:  Linguistic Proficiency
Students demonstrate linguistic proficiency in German at the B2 or C1 level of CEFR, they reflect on their own language and gain
translation skills.


Outcome Category (Primary): Knowledge-Specialized
Outcome Category (Other): Language Proficiency


Planned Assessment Year: Every Year
Start Date: 09/03/2012


Outcome Status: Active


Assessment Methods


Criteria: 80% of student performances will be at the B1-C1 level as described in the Rubrics of the European Common Framework
of Reference for Languages http://www.coe.int/t/dg4/linguistic/Source/Framework_EN.pdf
Assessment Method Schedule: Annually;


Direct - National standardized examination - Voluntary Goethe-Institute or "Deutsch als Fremdsprache" (DaF) Testing. (Active)


Criteria: At least 80% of students will rate program goals targeted in the course with "agree" or "strongly agree."
Assessment Method Schedule: Evaluation forms will be used in all courses and tallied and analyzed annually.


Indirect - Survey (Student) - Students in all major courses are given student evaluation forms to measure their perception of how
well individual courses contribute to program goals. (Note: not all courses are intended to address all program goals.) (Active)


Outcome:  Knowledge
Students demonstrate knowledge of German Linguistics, German History, German Cultural Achievements, and the current German-
speaking world.


Outcome Category (Primary): Knowledge-General


Planned Assessment Year: 2013 - 2014
Start Date: 09/03/2012


Outcome Status: Active


Assessment Methods


Criteria: At least 80% of students will rate program goals targeted in the course with "agree" or "strongly agree."
Assessment Method Schedule: Evaluation forms will be used in all courses and tallied and analyzed annually.


Indirect - Survey (Student) - Students in all major courses are given student evaluation forms to measure their perception of how
well individual courses contribute to program goals. (Note: not all courses are intended to address all program goals.) (Active)


Criteria: 80% of students will achieve at least a 4 out of 5 on the assessment rubric.
Assessment Method Schedule: Questions will be embedded and assessed annually. Not all knowledge areas will be tested in
each exam.


Direct - Embedded testing - Embedded questions are included in the mid-term and/or final exams of the required introductory
course to the major, German 2350: Introduction to German Studies. (Active)


Criteria: At least 80% of students will show improvement in their ability to identify and/or explain the importance of historical
events.


Direct - Pre- and post-testing - Students in the required German 2350 take a pre- and post-test evaluating their ability to identify
and explain the importance of important events in German history and cultural history. (Active)


11/01/2018 Generated by Nuventive Improve Page 3 of 5







Program - German (BA)


Criteria: At least 80% of students will achieve a 4 or 5 on the achievement rubric scale.
Assessment Method Schedule: Since this goal is also assessed in a required course, assessment at the senior level will occur
irregularly, when course projects appropriate for assessing student knowledge are assigned.


Direct - Use of Rubrics - Achievement rubric for "knowledge" will be applied to senior seminar projects and undergraduate
research theses. (Active)


Outcome:  Critical Analysis
Students demonstrate the ability to undertake critical reading and analysis of texts, to interpret cultural products and events within
relevant contexts, and to express ideas and perspectives clearly, cogently and persuasively.


Outcome Category (Primary): Analytical Reasoning/Qualitative


Planned Assessment Year: 2013 - 2014
Start Date: 09/03/2012


Outcome Status: Active


Assessment Methods


Criteria: Rubrics are used to assess critical reading, analytical, interpretative, and communication skills. Minimum criteria:  80%
of students achieve score of 4 out of five in four categories.
Assessment Method Schedule: Annually, in spring.


Direct - Use of Rubrics - Achievement rubrics for critical analysis and communication will be applied to senior seminar projects
and undergraduate research theses. (Active)


Criteria: At least 80% of students will rate program goals targeted in the course with "agree" or "strongly agree."
Assessment Method Schedule: Evaluation forms will be used in all courses and tallied and analyzed annually.


Indirect - Survey (Student) - Students in all major courses are given student evaluation forms to measure their perception of how
well individual courses contribute to program goals. (Note: not all courses are intended to address all program goals.) (Active)


Outcome:  Understanding/Perspective
Students demonstrate an understanding of differences in verbal and nonverbal communication, recognize cultural differences and
similarities, and gain perspective on their own world view and cultural values.


Outcome Category (Primary): Generalization and Application


Planned Assessment Year: 2013 - 2014
Start Date: 09/03/2012


Outcome Status: Active


Assessment Methods


Criteria: Minimum: 80% of students earn a rating of “demonstrated proficiency” in each of four categories.
Excellence: 90% earn a proficiency rating in each of four categories.
Assessment Method Schedule: Annually


Direct - Use of Rubrics - Rubrics will be used to assess final projects in 4000-level courses.  (Active)


Criteria: At least 80% of students will rate program goals targeted in the course with "agree" or "strongly agree."
Assessment Method Schedule: Evaluation forms will be used in all courses and tallied and analyzed annually.


Indirect - Survey (Student) - Students in all major courses are given student evaluation forms to measure their perception of how
well individual courses contribute to program goals. (Note: not all courses are intended to address all program goals.) (Active)
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Program - German (BA)


Outcome:  Research/Inquiry
Students demonstrate the ability to use sophisticated tools for research and knowledge acquisition, and to evaluate the validity of
resources available in the media landscape.


Outcome Category (Primary): Methods / Modes of Inquiry


Planned Assessment Year: 2013 - 2014
Start Date: 09/03/2012


Outcome Status: Active


Assessment Methods


Criteria: At least 80% of students will rate program goals targeted in the course with "agree" or "strongly agree."
Assessment Method Schedule: Evaluation forms will be used in all courses and tallied and analyzed annually.


Indirect - Survey (Student) - Students in all major courses are given student evaluation forms to measure their perception of how
well individual courses contribute to program goals. (Note: not all courses are intended to address all program goals.) (Active)


Criteria: At least 80% of students will achieve a 4 or 5 on the rubric scale.
Assessment Method Schedule: Assessment will be conducted when relevant projects are assigned in senior seminar courses, at
least once every three years.


Direct - Use of Rubrics - Achievement rubric for research will be applied to senior seminar projects and undergraduate research
theses. (Active)


Outcome:  Develop Knowledge and Skills
Students demonstrate the ability to use strategies to acquire, maintain and further develop knowledge and skills, and to collaborate
effectively and respectfully.


Outcome Category (Primary): Continuous Learning and Adaptability


Planned Assessment Year: 2012 - 2013
Start Date: 09/03/2012


Outcome Status: Inactive


Outcome:  Study Abroad
Increase the number of majors who participate in an extended study abroad experience.


Outcome Category (Primary): Global Perspectives/Issues


Planned Assessment Year: 2012 - 2013
Start Date: 09/03/2012


Outcome Status: Inactive
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		Program - German (BA)




		[bookmark: _GoBack]Goethe Institut Summer program 2015:   60% or higher is a pass



		

		



		

		Cr.

		Level

		Last OSU Class

		Current Class

		Listening

		Reading

		Writing

		Speaking

		%

		OSU Grades

		Meets 

level



		001

		12

		B 1

		2102

		None. Completes Minor w/ six hours

		63

		67

		64

		79

		68.25

		5797 (3) – S 

5797 (3) - S 3101 (3) – B

5798 (3) - B

		Y



		002

		6

		B 2

		Has completed all other classes

		3603. Needs three elective hours for major. 

		88

		72

		80

		92

		83

		5798 (3) – A

5798 (3) - A

		Y



		003

		6

		B 1

		3101

		None. Completes Minor w/ six hours

		57

		77

		90

		85

		77.25

		5798 (3) – B

5797 (3) - S

		N



		004

		6

		A 2

		2102

		3101

		46.5

		66.5

		39.8

		63

		53.95

		2193 (3) – S

5797 (3) - S

		N



		005

		12

		B 1

		2102

		None. Completes Minor w/ nine hours

		93

		80

		95

		95

		90.75

		5797 (3) – S 

5797 (3) - S 3101 (3) – A

5798 (3) - A

		Y



		006

		12

		B 1

		2101

		3101

		90

		93

		85

		83

		87.75

		5797 (3) – S 

5797 (3) - S 5798 (3) – A

5798 (3) - A

		Y



		007

		12

		B 1

		2101

		3101

		90

		73

		83

		85

		82.75

		5797 (3) – S 

5797 (3) - S 2102 (3) – A

5798 (3) - A

		Y



		008

		12

		B2

		Has completed all other classes

		None. Major is complete

		78

		72

		74

		98



		pass--good

		

		Y



		009

		6

		B 1

		2101

		2102

		73

		90

		90

		85

		84.5

		5798 (3) – A

5798 (3) - A

		Y



		010

		6

		B 1

		2101

		3101 (3603)

		50

		67

		75

		57

		62.25

		2102 (3) – B-

5797 (3) - S

		Y



		011

		6

		B 1

		2102

		3101

		40

		77

		85

		64

		66.5

		2102 (3) – B-

5797 (3) - S

		Y



		012

		6

		B 1

		3101

		4200

		90

		90

		92

		80

		88

		5798 (3) – A

5797 (3) - S

		N



		013

		6

		B 1

		2101

		None – no major/minor

		70

		90

		76

		60

		74

		2102 (3) – A-

5797 (3) - S

		Y



		Averages

		

		

		

		

		71.42308

		78.03846

		79.90769

		78.92308

		

		

		










SRT - Language and Culture Courses 


1. Please comment on how well:  
a. the instructor organized instruction and presented/explained the material. 


 
 
 


b. the classroom atmosphere and partner and/or group work fostered 
collaboration and active learning. 


 
 
 


c. the amount and kind of work assigned outside of class supported your learning.  
 
 
 


d. the instructor provided timely and useful feedback on assignments. 
 


 
 
 


2. How did the materials (readings, handouts, films, Carmen, electronic resources, etc.) 
contribute to your learning in this course? Please be specific about the value of 
particular materials.   
 
 
 
 
 


3. What elements of the course were most productive for you? What helped you learn the 
most? 
 
 
 
 
 


4. If you have constructive suggestions as to how the course could be improved, please 
share them. 
 
 
 


(over)  
 


 A 







Please select the responses that best reflect your experience in this course. 


 Strongly 
agree 


Agree Disagree Strongly 
disagree 


The instructor showed interest in 
students and student learning. 


    


As a result of this course, I…..  


  … have improved my skills in speaking, 
listening to, reading, and writing German.  


    


  … can describe and analyze some aspects 
of German-speaking culture and life.  


    


  … have compared and contrasted 
German-speaking communities and 
aspects of German-speaking culture 
with my own culture and community.  


    


 


Please feel free to explain your answers: 


 








 Major and Minor Courses 


1. How did this course change the way you think about issues in the German-speaking world 
and/or its history? What did you learn?  


 
 
 


2. What would you have wanted to learn more about in this course? 
 
 
 
 


3. The German 3x00 and 4x00 series are also meant to help you improve your German 
language skills.  How did the course achieve this?  


 
 


4. Please comment on the instructor's teaching and methods—how effective were they?—and 
please explain your answer. 


 


 


5. How did the materials (readings, handouts, films, Carmen, electronic resources, etc.) 
contribute to your learning in this course? Please be specific about the value of particular 
materials.   


 
 
 


6. Please comment on how well the classroom atmosphere and partner and/or group work 
fostered collaboration and/or active learning.  


 
 


7. What elements of the course were most productive for you? What helped you learn the 
most, or best fostered your intellectual development? 


 
 
 


8. If you have constructive suggestions as to how the course could be improved, please share 
them. 


 
(over) 


 B 







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


 Strongly 
agree 


Agree Disagree Strongly 
disagree 


N/A 


The instructor . . .  
 . . . showed interest in students and 
student learning. 


     


 . . . encouraged independent thought 
and/or a diversity of opinions and 
perspectives. 


     


 . . . provided timely and useful feedback 
on writing assignments. 


     


As a result of this course I …   
 . . . have improved and reflected on my 
German language skills.  


     


 . . . have learned about one or more of 
the following topics: German-language 
linguistics, history, culture, and/or the 
current German-speaking world. 


     


 . . . have practiced interpreting cultural 
products and events from the German-
speaking world in their historical, social, 
and political context. 


     


 . . . have thought about the differences 
and similarities between my own culture, 
values, and ways of communicating, and 
those of German-speaking countries. 


     


 . . . have practiced expressing and 
explaining my ideas and interpretations 
(orally and/or in writing).  


     


 . . . have learned or practiced strategies 
for finding, evaluating, and/or presenting 
information.  


     


Please feel free to explain your answers: 


 







§  Arabic 5202 (pg. 5)
§  History 3360 (pg. 5)
§  Arabic 5702 (pg. 5)

o   The current advising sheet has the wrong name for the last section on page 4,
which should be titled “Theory and Method for the Study of Religion.”
§  The section also lists a choice of two courses, which are both Religious

Studies 3972.
o   Why does the advising sheet say “one course may be from any NELC prefix

3000-level or above” on page 6 and page 7? Was this supposed to be non-
NELC?

·         Why doesn’t the department use consistent numbering for foreign language
courses of comparable levels (e.g. Arabic 2104.01, Persian 2104, Turkish 2101)?

·         Fix issues with the 4 year plan on page 16:

o   Specify the GE courses in the plan rather than listing GE/minor/2nd major for
all non-major and pre-requisite courses

o   Arabic 3504 has not been fully approved

o   The 4th and 5th semester language courses for Arabic, Persian, and Turkish do
not have the same course numbers. Only 2104 and 3105 are listed.

·         The Panel had concerns about the major assessment plan:
o   Portfolio assessment can be difficult, time-consuming, inconsistent, and

unreliable, especially with smaller programs. Assessment should be
something simple to implement.
§  For example, the panel recommends choosing specific courses and

utilizing rubrics to assess learning goals for specific assignments in
those courses.

o   The panel recommends using more measures for the first learning outcome
aside from one final exam or project.

o   The indirect methods appear to be copied from the Arabic major assessment
plan. Specifically, the indirect measures for goals 2-4 mention 3000-5000
Arabic courses.

 
Islamic Studies minor (new):

·         Minor electives say “one course must be at the 3000 level or above,” but this is not
necessary. Only 6 credit hours need to be upper-division, and the required courses
are upper-division.

·         The Panel felt that having the bulk of the minor (9 credit hours) come from a long
list of unstructured courses seems to water down the content of the minor. The
Panel recommends adding more structure to the minor.

o   For example, the department could add a 3 or 6 credit hour section composed
of courses with a more specific relationship to Islamic Studies (the Panel
suggested “History, Contemporary Cultures, and Religion). The remaining
hours could then be an elective course for breadth.

o   Having this many courses as elective options can make it difficult to monitor if
courses are offered frequently, go into limbo or are withdrawn, especially
when they are offered outside the department. 



·         Fix the following issues with courses on the advising sheets:
o   Arabic 5703, Arabic 3508, and Persian 2301 are not in the course catalog
o   NELC 3204 is listed on the departmental advising sheet, but not on the ASC

advising sheet
o   NELC 3504 has not been fully approved
o   NELC 4504 is not a course

·         Request concurrence from Comparative Studies, since they have a minor in
Religious Studies
 

I will return the minor proposal via curriculum.osu.edu in a minute to enable the department to
address the points above. Please submit the revisions to the Islamic Studies major to Bernadette
Vankeerbergen (cc’d here).
 
I am also attaching the German major assessment plan and related materials as an example of a
major assessment plan in a similar field.
 
Should you have any questions about the feedback above, do not hesitate to contact Carmen
Taleghani-Nikazm (cc’d here), faculty Chair of the Arts and Humanities 2 Panel, or me.
 
My best,
Shelby
 
Shelby Oldroyd
Curriculum and Assessment Assistant
College of Arts and Sciences
154E Denney Hall, 164 Annie & John Glenn Ave.
Columbus, OH 43210
Phone: 614-292-6248
http://asccas.osu.edu
 

http://asccas.osu.edu/

