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Good afternoon,
 
On Thursday, September 8, the Natural and Mathematical Sciences Panel of the ASC
Curriculum Committee reviewed the proposals for Physics 1270, 1271, & 5810.  Please find
below the Panel’s feedback for these proposals.  {N.B.  Contingencies (bolded) require
revision and resubmission to the Panel chair, while recommendations (italicized) or comments
are suggestions from the Panel that an instructor can implement at their discretion when the
course is taught.}
 
PHYSICS 1270 | Unanimously approved with one (1) contingency
 

CONTINGENCY:  The Panel requests that the full and complete Goals and ELOs for the
GEN Foundation: Natural Sciences category — as well as an explanatory paragraph
outlining how the class intends to meet these particular Goals/ELOs — appear in
their own separate section on the syllabus, clearly distinguishable from the specific
Learning Outcomes listed for the course as a course.  The GEN Goals and ELOs can be
found here on the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Services website: 
https://asccas.osu.edu/new-general-education-gen-goals-and-elos

 
PHYSICS 1271 | Unanimously approved with one (1) recommendation
 

RECOMMENDATION:  On page 12 of the syllabus, the Panel recommends enlarging the
font size of the Student Life Disability Services (SLDS) statement to 16 pt., which would
better ensure students’ accessibility to the information about this resource.  

 

The Panel did not vote on the proposal for PHYSICS 5810 as they would like the following
points addressed:
 

Regarding prerequisites, the Panel recommends that the department also consider
whether or not to include “or graduate standing, or permission of instructor,” and
(where applicable) the honors versions of any of the courses currently listed on the
curriculum.osu.edu form. 

In the syllabus, please include a course schedule that approximates what topics the
instructor anticipates covering weekly (if not daily, as applicable) so students have a
stronger sense of the pacing of the class material for the term.  This course schedule
should also feature titles, author names, and/or links to downloads for reading
assignments, as well as any important benchmarks. 

The Panel asks that the syllabus include further detail about the anticipated workload
and the expectations for specific assignments in the course — especially regarding what
the final project entails, as it comprises 30% of the students’ overall grade for the term. 
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For instance:

How is the final project scaffolded into the course throughout the semester? 

What, specifically, will the final project help assess about a student’s grasp of the
course material? 

How is this final project integrated with any other assignments and/or aspects of
the course?

Also, the Panel would like clarification on how any and/or all assignments will be
impacted by the fact that the course is being adjusted from a 6000-level to a 5000-level
with an eye toward including prospective upper-level undergraduates, who are however
perhaps less familiar with certain specialized, discipline-specific aspects of the class than
their graduate student colleagues.

The Panel recommends expanding on the particular technology requirements students
should anticipate being able to access for the course.  For instance, technology
requirements section (found on pages 4-5 of the syllabus) should also include language
specifying what devices are permitted for in- and out-of-class work; state requirements
for certain devices in this course also includes what specific programs require certain
types of computers, specialized logins (e.g., dual authentication), etc.

The Panel suggests including more concrete, fleshed-out class policies for late and/or
missing work, affording students a firmer grasp over this critical aspect of how their
grade is calculated in this course.

With an eye to similar concerns, the Panel recommends including further clarifying
information about the absence policies and procedures for the course.  In particular, the
Panel is concerned about the ambiguous relationship between the stated 0%
attendance component and the 30% in-class worksheet component.  For instance, even
if a student reaches out in advance about an absence, would they not still lose the
opportunity/points to complete the in-class worksheets on the day of their anticipated
absence?  These two components of the final grade seem inextricably connected as
currently outlined in the syllabus.

As the Panel understands the present grading structure of the course — which
members recognize was originally conceived with only graduate students in mind, when
it was previously numbered at the 6000-level and thus exclusive to graduate students —
it appears that an undergraduate student could, in effect, do the absolute bare
minimum required for each assignment, and yet still end up with some kind of a B in the
class at minimum.  There are many possible solutions to address this issue of course
rigor and grading in a class that enrolls both undergraduate and graduate students.  One
option the Panel recommends would be to create separate grading scales for
undergraduate vs. graduate students, along with statements indicating the overall
expectations for each group.

The Panel asks that the syllabus feature the most current Student Life Disability Services
(SLDS) statement, available here:  https://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/syllabus-elements 

 
I will return Physics 1270 & 5810 to the department queue via curriculum.osu.edu in order to
address the Panel’s requests.
 
Physics 1271 will continue through the approval process.
 
Should you have any questions about the feedback of the Panel, please feel free to contact

https://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/syllabus-elements


Jennifer Ottesen (faculty Chair of the NMS Panel; cc’d on this e-mail) or me.
 
Best,
Emily
 
 

Emily K. Cody, Ph.D.
Curriculum and Assessment Assistant
ASC Curriculum and Assessment Services The College of Arts and Sciences
306 Dulles Hall, 230 Annie and John Glenn Ave., Columbus, OH 43210
614-247-9106 Office
cody.50@osu.edu / asccas.osu.edu
Pronouns: she/her/hers / Honorific: Dr.
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