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The University-Level Advisory Committee (ULAC) for the General Education (GE) program at The Ohio State University (OSU), a subcommittee of the Council on Academic Affairs (CAA), is charged with providing an annual report and recommendations to CAA on the status of the GE program, making recommendations with respect to the GE as appropriate, and monitoring the national dialogue on general education (see Appendix 1).

In accordance with the charge, ULAC developed a Curricular Experience Statement, which outlines program goals and provides a guideline from which the various academic programs derive and develop their own curricula (see Appendix 2). The GE program focuses on providing students with breadth of knowledge and cross-disciplinary skills. The structure of the program is a distribution model, founded in the liberal arts, and based on requirements approved for the College of Arts and Sciences (ASC) (see Appendix 3).  In this model, students are required to take coursework in 11 distinct categories with options in 4 additional topical areas.  GE requirements for every college offering a Baccalaureate degree are approved separately by the CAA based on the ASC GE template.  As a result, OSU maintains a close to university-wide GE program with the exception of a foreign language proficiency requirement found primarily in ASC (see Appendix 4).  Expected Learning Outcomes (ELOs) have also been developed in accordance with the Curricular Experience Statement for each GE category (see Appendix 5), and serve as a basis for assessing student learning in this educational program. 

In 2012-14, ULAC considered issues related to semester conversion, including a review of changes in the GE relative to the GEC-R, reviewed university-wide assessment data, consulted with the Arts and Sciences Curriculum Committee Assessment Subcommittee on issues relating to GE outcomes assessment, and studied recent findings with respect to general education high-impact practices and outcomes assessment. 

This year, ULAC considered topics and activities based on the previous year’s recommendations and current academic trends. ULAC continued regular review of available datasets on the GE program such as enrollments and GE proposals. In addition, the Committee followed previous recommendations to look to advisors explicitly for additional information regarding the state and future direction of GE.  ULAC also sought the perspectives of GE from the Provost, the Dean of the College of Arts and Sciences, outside subject matter experts, and literature from the national organization which focuses on liberal education, the Association of American Colleges and Universities (AAC&U).  

Regarding the current status of the GE program, ULAC finds it to be functioning as intended based on information reviewed.  Futher, available data indicate students are achieving GE ELOs and thus institutional curricular goals.  Structurally, however, courses continue to be added to the program without a clear indication of the value added for doing so.  ULAC also notes concerns have been expressed due to a reported shift in enrollment patterns in which increasingly more students enter the unviersity with much of their GE requirements already completed.  There are also reports of declining enrollment in selected introductory courses which needs to be tracked more closely.  ULAC plans further consideration of ways to strengthen the OSU GE experience through upper-level coursework, and potentially through integrating and culminating experience requirements and signature work, reflective of emerging GE trends nationally. 
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The Committee welcomed several new members this year, and also saw members discontinue their participation in the group. Paul J. Nini (Department of Design) joined as the new ULAC chair. In addition, Heather C. Allen, Mary K. Bendixen-Noe, Kevin D. Evans, Jialin Lin and Daniel V. Zimmerman joined the committee (see Appendix 6).

Overall, ULAC membership includes: 
· 12 total members, 2 ex-officio,
· 6 new members replace 7 members that left the committee last year,
· 1 Committee Chair, who is Co-Chair of the College of Arts and Sciences Curriculum Committee Assessment Panel,
· 4 Arts and Sciences faculty members from the College of Arts and Sciences Curriculum Committee Assessment Panel or as designated by the College of Arts and Sciences Associate Executive Dean for curriculum and assessment,
· 4 faculty members from other colleges with undergraduate programs, selected on a rotational basis from among those colleges,
· 1 undergraduate student from the Colleges of the Arts and Sciences, 
· 1 professional adviser from the College of Arts and Sciences ex officio, and
· the Vice Provost for Academic Programs ex officio. 
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ULAC continued to review enrollment data of GE courses throughout the University. There are approximately 13,000 courses in the University and approximately 1,300 are in the GE curriculum. More than 90% of all GE courses are within the College of the Arts and Sciences (see Appendix 7). There was a general increase in the number of GE courses offered, but not in any particular category. From January 2014 to August 2014, 17 new GE courses were added (see Appendices 8 and 9). 

Of the approximately 1,300 courses in the curriculum, 50% of the GE enrollment is in only 54 courses and 80% of the GE enrollment is in 206 of the courses (see Appendix 10). A focus on high enrollment courses provides a proxy of how the program is functioning.  However, there is a need to determine how to evaluate all GE courses and adjust the offerings to better fulfill student and faculty needs, and ensure goals of the program are being met.  In addition, though many perceive enrollment in GE courses to have dropped, differences in GE enrollment numbers from 2012-13 to 2013-14 do not confirm an overall decline in GE courses. However enrollment in select courses shows a short-term decline; thus, these courses need to be monitored over multiple academic years to determine trends and necessary adjustments (see Appendix 11).
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ULAC also reviewed a proposal from the College of Pharmacy to revise its GE requirements and remove the foreign language requirement from the program. The rationale presented was to enhance the disciplinary aspect of undergraduate degree offered in the College with new innovative courses.  The College argued it would be difficult to do so without a corresponding reduction in some other requirements.  Even with the proposed reduction in GE requirements, the overall number of GE requirements in the College of Pharmacy would still be consistent with those in other Colleges. Further, there are precedents for not having a foreign language GE requirement in other professional and health sciences Colleges which require a large number of science and mathematics courses.   

In accordance with this proposal, GE templates were collected from all colleges to be reviewed and assessed more carefully by ULAC next year (see Appendix 4 for a comparison of GE Requirements across each College/School).
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Additionally, ULAC continued review of student data from the university-wide exit survey, NSSE, and the CLA+. The Committee utilized the exit survey in order to gauge student perceptions in regards to whether or not they feel that curricular goals are being met, as outlined in the Curricular Statement. The findings indicate students learn what is intended from the overall curricular experience. Close to 80% of students responded that they gained:  knowledge about key areas of study and how these areas relate to one another; skills in critical thinking, communication, analysis, and the ability to integrate and apply knowledge; and perspectives on diversity and ethical judgment.  The percentage of students who perceived gains in their in-depth knowledge through major program coursework was much higher (86.2%) than those who reported gains in breadth of knowledge from GE (58.8%) (see Appendix 12).
ULAC also reviewed data on GE-related items from the 2013 administration of the National Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE) (see Appendix 13).  NSSE provides information about student participation in activities and programs associated with learning and personal development. Findings can be used to estimate how students spend their time and what they gain from attending OSU.  Additionally, comparisons can be made with student responses from other American Association of Universities (AAU) public universities who participated in the survey administration for that year. Overall, OSU senior students reported their institution contributed positively to their learning on GE-related items similar to or significantly more than students from other participating AAU publics. For high impact practices associated with success, OSU seniors reported similar or greater participation in all practices compared with students from other AAU publics except education abroad and undergraduate research, for which OSU students reported significantly less participation.  Of note for further exploration is that more freshmen indicated an intention to participate in research than seniors report having actually participated in research activities. OSU seniors were also comparable to AAU publics for factors focused on engagement, including academic challenge, learning with peers, experiences with faculty, and campus environment, and reported significantly higher outcomes for discussions with diverse others and supportive campus environment.  The Committee is unclear, however, as to how widely this information is communicated to the OSU community.
Finally, the Committee reviewed Collegiate Learning Assessment Plus (CLA+) data. The CLA+ 2-hour test is designed to provide an authentic, problem-based assessment of a student’s broader analytical, critical thinking, communication skills, as well as scientific and quantitative reasoning, and critical reading and evaluation.  The assessment thus aligns with and provides a direct assessment of OSU curricular skill goals.  OSU administers the CLA+ to a representative sample of seniors every 3-4 years. Findings from the 2014 administration showed overall, OSU students performed at the 96th percentile of students from 156 schools nationally and at a proficient level (see Appendix 14). While this assessment is not necessarily an optimal tool for making course- or program-specific recommendations for improvements in teaching and learning, it does provide an indication of overall student performance. Members recommended that this information – along with the NSSE data – be more broadly circulated, highlighting both points of pride and opportunities for growth.
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In line with recommendations from the previous year, ULAC assembled an Advising Focus Group to evaluate the GE program from the perspective of academic advisors from all colleges. Overall, advisors were positive about the GE program, but reported differential advising patterns depending on the degree program.  For example, GE advising about the open options areas may be very specific and limited to selected courses for degree programs which have a large number of pre-requisites.  If the degree or major program has more flexible requirements, advisors can recommend the open options be used to explore areas of interest, or to consider possible minors.  Advisors pointed out that increasingly students have open options already filled with prior- or transferred-in credit.  As to concerns, advisors noted that students often exhibit mixed feelings regarding GE requirements: they have been told that Advanced Placement (AP) and transfer credit fulfill these requirements, and thus have difficulty understanding why they need to continue to take GE courses. Advisors struggle with encouraging students to see GE requirements (particularly for Open Options courses) as an opportunity to explore a minor degree or other areas of interest.  Participants in the focus group discussed several ways they thought their GE advising could be enhanced, and offered the following suggestions:  

· Develop and disseminate more robust course descriptions within the scheduling/registration systems (or some other centralized location).
· Sharpen and clarify the search functions within the registration systems (i.e. students may not know department abbreviations and thus must search by category, which often yields excessive results); implement more robust search features.
· Facilitate communication of information about newly approved GE courses, as well as exceptions to the rule and courses eligible for petition for more consistent advising practices.
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ULAC invited Executive Vice President and Provost Joseph E. Steinmetz and Vice Provost and Executive Dean of the College of Arts and Sciences David C. Manderscheid to contribute their perspectives on the GE program at OSU. The Provost strongly endorsed the value of liberal education and thought it essential to ensure quality in this important educational experience.  He recognized that internal and external changes are increasingly influencing the program and how it will be delivered in the future. He noted that it is timely for the Committee to consider revisions to the program, and would consider recommendations for change.  He pointed out, however, that recommendations which had increased budget implications would need to be handled through cost shifting, not new monies.  

Dean Manderscheid’s perspectives matched those of Provost Steinmetz and provided useful insights for the Committee. He endorsed outcomes-based learning as an appropriate model and believes that learning outcomes provide a useful framework for students to communicate what they have learned, instead of simply checking off requirements from a list. Manderscheid also promoted capstone experiences and service-learning as potential options for revising the GE program, but reiterated the difficulty of implementing these university-wide.

Additionally, the Office of Student Life (SL) presented their proposed Co-Curricular Competencies: communication, critical thinking and problem-solving, information literacy, ethical and moral reasoning, global citizenship and civic engagement, interpersonal engagement, and self-efficacy and self-awareness (see Appendix 15). The Competencies are meant to reinforce existing curricular goals and outcomes-based GE programming.  The Committee provided feedback and suggested the plan build upon and support learning goals already articulated in expected GE and Curricular goals.

[bookmark: _Toc417465698]National Trends

This year, ULAC devoted more discussions to national trends regarding general education and how those apply to the GE experience at Ohio State. The Committee invited Dr. Douglas Eder to join the discussion and relay his perspectives on national GE trends. Overall, more and more students are entering college with GE requirements already fulfilled (via AP or transfer credits), which begs the question of how to improve the GE program to better cater to students’ evolving needs. Dr. Eder explained that GE programs nationally tend to be viewed in terms of extremes: 1) items to be checked off of a list prior to junior year, or 2) a source of transferable skills to be utilized throughout the college experience, and demonstrated through integrated coursework and culminating advanced experiences.  Thus, ULAC needs to understand these extremes in their considerations for what an improved and effective GE model could be for OSU students.

In regards to national trends, ULAC also consulted several models regarding a GE capstone experience. Universities take different approaches to implementing a comprehensive capstone experience. Models that were evaluated by ULAC include the University of California Los Angeles’ (UCLA) tiered approach, and the Association of American Colleges and University’s (AAC&U) promotion of “Signature Work” (see Appendix 16). While ULAC advocates the implementation of some variation of a capstone experience, obstacles and barriers will continue to be discussed and evaluated.
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Looking ahead, ULAC will continue select activities to better understand and monitor the GE program and provide recommendations for improvement as appropriate, particularly regarding GE-related student outcomes. The Committee will continue conversations with faculty regarding the desirability and feasibility of implementing culminating (or capstone) experiences, or other forms of student signature work, as a bookend of the overall GE program. In addition, ULAC will host follow-up meetings with academic advisors in accordance with the previous year’s recommendations. ULAC will as well consider assembling a student group to provide input on the GE program. 

Beyond those activities, ULAC is also making strides in its push to further utilize technology and data when making decisions regarding GE. For example, the coming implementation of TracDat assessment tracking software will make assessment plans, reports and data more accessible for all programs throughout the university. Additionally, ULAC will evaluate reports and outcomes information from student exit survey data, NSSE, and CLA+ data. Increased attention needs to be focused on category-level ASC assessment panel outcomes reports.

[bookmark: _Toc417465700]Recommendations

Based on its activities, and assimilation and evaluation of information outlined in this report, the Committee poses the following recommendations:

· Continue monitoring enrollment data;
· Review data over three-year intervals to determine trends versus one-time fluctuations,
· Determine if semester conversion results in long-term enrollment shifts,
· Evaluate category-specific shifts and potential impact  in major programs,
· Monitor the success and progress of students entering the university with AP and transfer credits; 
· Initiate better communication with and amongst academic advisors;
· Provide advisors with a central repository of course syllabi, 
· Require advisors/advising sheets to incorporate category-specific rationales for taking coursework in certain courses/categories, and state/discuss with students the expected learning outcomes associated with each of the required categories, 
· Send an OSU team to an AAC&U conference/workshop/institute to learn from peer universities and subject matter experts in order to advance potential improvements in OSU’s GE program; and  
· Disseminate CLA+ and NSSE data more broadly throughout the university, particularly to departments and curricular committees.

This report is respectfully submitted by the University-level Advisory Committee for General Education to the Council on Academic Affairs, and will be shared with the College of Arts and Sciences Curriculum Committee.
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Curricular Experience at The Ohio State University
Approved by the Council on Academic Affairs – 05/26/2010

The Ohio State University educates students to solve problems; to think critically, logically, scientifically, and creatively; and to be engaged and responsible global citizens.  The University’s curriculum—comprising distinct, yet interrelated programs in general education and specialized study—enables students to develop the knowledge, skills, and perspectives that equip them to learn and adapt, to contribute and succeed in a rapidly changing world.
The general education program enables students to acquire and develop a breadth of knowledge, skills, and perspectives that cross disciplinary boundaries and extend to areas outside specialized study programs.
Majors, minors and other specialized study programs enable students to master, to various degrees, bodies of knowledge and the skills, perspectives, and modes of inquiry related to their study.
Students who complete a degree will achieve the following goals:
□	Expand and develop knowledge of the major domains of inquiry, including their  
      interdependencies and limits
□	Develop and refine the skills needed to
· acquire, comprehend, and evaluate information and arguments
· communicate clearly, precisely, and effectively
· analyze and assess using qualitative and quantitative methods
· integrate, create, and apply knowledge
□	Develop and assimilate perspectives to
· interpret past and contemporary world cultures, events, and issues
· make discriminating aesthetic judgments
· formulate considered and reasoned ethical judgments
· understand the roles of science and technology 
· recognize and respect diversity

Disciplina in civitatem
[image: TheOhioStateUniversity-Stacked-RGBHEX]
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2012 Revised GE Goals & Expected Learning Outcomes
 (Approved by ASCC 6/8/12)


Writing and Communication 

Goals: 
Students are skilled in written communication and expression, reading, critical thinking, oral expression and visual expression.

Level One (1110)
Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students communicate using the conventions of academic discourse.
2. Students can read critically and analytically.

Level Two (2367) 
Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Through critical analysis, discussion, and writing, students demonstrate the ability to read carefully and express ideas effectively.
2. Students apply written, oral, and visual communication skills and conventions of academic discourse to the challenges of a specific discipline. 
3. Students access and use information critically and analytically.

Foreign Language 

Goals:
Students demonstrate skills in communication across ethnic, cultural, ideological, and national boundaries, and appreciate other cultures and patterns of thought.

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students employ communicative skills (e.g. speaking, listening, reading, and/or writing) in a language other than their native language.
2. Students describe and analyze the cultural contexts and manifestations of the peoples who speak the language that they are studying.
3. Students compare and contrast the cultures and communities of the language that they are studying with their own.

 Literature 

Goals: 
Students evaluate significant texts in order to develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; interpretation and evaluation; and critical listening, reading, seeing, thinking, and writing. 

Expected Learning Outcomes:
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 cultures.

Visual and Performing Arts 


Goals:
Students evaluate significant works of art in order to develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; interpretation and evaluation; critical listening, reading, seeing, thinking, and writing; and experiencing the arts and reflecting on that experience. 

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students analyze, appreciate, and interpret significant works of art.
2. Students engage in informed observation and/or active participation in a discipline within the visual, spatial, and performing arts.

 Cultures and Ideas

Goals: 
Students evaluate significant cultural phenomena and ideas in order to develop capacities for aesthetic and historical response and judgment; and interpretation and evaluation. 

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students analyze and interpret major forms of human thought, culture, and expression.
2. Students evaluate how ideas influence the character of human beliefs, the perception of reality, and the norms which guide human behavior.

Historical Study 

Goals:
Students recognize how past events are studied and how they influence today’s society and the human condition.

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students construct an integrated perspective on history and the factors that shape human activity.
2. Students describe and analyze the origins and nature of contemporary issues. 
3. Students speak and write critically about primary and secondary historical sources by examining diverse interpretations of past events and ideas in their historical contexts.

Quantitative Reasoning 

Goals:
Students develop skills in quantitative literacy and logical reasoning, including the ability to identify valid arguments, and use mathematical models. 

Expected Learning Outcomes:

Basic Computation
Students demonstrate computational skills and familiarity with algebra and geometry, and apply these skills to practical problems.

Mathematical or Logical Analysis
Students comprehend mathematical concepts and methods adequate to construct valid arguments, understand inductive and deductive reasoning, and increase their general problem solving skills.

Data Analysis 

Goals:
Students develop skills in drawing conclusions and critically evaluating results based on data. 

Expected Learning Outcomes:
Students understand basic concepts of statistics and probability, comprehend methods needed to analyze and critically evaluate statistical arguments, and recognize the importance of statistical ideas.

Natural Science

Goals:  
Students understand the principles, theories, and methods of modern science, the relationship between science and technology, the implications of scientific discoveries and the potential of science and technology to address problems of the contemporary world.

Biological Science

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students understand the basic facts, principles, theories and methods of modern science.
2. Students understand key events in the development of science and recognize that science is an evolving body of knowledge.
3. Students describe the inter-dependence of scientific and technological developments.
4. Students recognize social and philosophical implications of scientific discoveries and understand the potential of science and technology to address problems of the contemporary world. 

Physical Science

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students understand the basic facts, principles, theories and methods of modern science.
2. Students understand key events in the development of science and recognize that science is an evolving body of knowledge.
3. Students describe the inter-dependence of scientific and technological developments.
4. Students recognize social and philosophical implications of scientific discoveries and understand the potential of science and technology to address problems of the contemporary world. 

Social Science 


Goals:  
Students understand the systematic study of human behavior and cognition; the structure of human societies, cultures, and institutions; and the processes by which individuals, groups, and societies interact, communicate, and use human, natural, and economic resources.

Individuals and Groups
Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they apply to the study of individuals and groups.
2. Students understand the behavior of individuals, differences and similarities in social and cultural contexts of human existence, and the processes by which groups function.
3. Students comprehend and assess individual and group values and their importance in social problem solving and policy making.

Organizations and Polities
Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they apply to the study of organizations and polities.
2. Students understand the formation and durability of political, economic, and social organizing principles and their differences and similarities across contexts.
3. Students comprehend and assess the nature and values of organizations and polities and their importance in social problem solving and policy making.

Human, Natural, and Economic Resources 
Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they apply to the study of the use and distribution of human, natural, and economic resources and decisions and policies concerning such resources.
2. Students understand the political, economic, and social trade-offs reflected in individual decisions and societal policymaking and enforcement and their similarities and differences across contexts.
3. Students comprehend and assess the physical, social, economic, and political sustainability of individual and societal decisions with respect to resource use.


Diversity 


Goals:  Students understand the pluralistic nature of institutions, society, and culture in the United States and across the world in order to become educated, productive, and principled citizens. 

Social Diversity in the United States 

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students describe and evaluate the roles of such categories as race, gender and sexuality, disability, class, ethnicity, and religion in the pluralistic institutions and cultures of the United States.
2. Students recognize the role of social diversity in shaping their own attitudes and values regarding appreciation, tolerance, and equality of others.

Global Studies 

Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students understand some of the political, economic, cultural, physical, social, and philosophical aspects of one or more of the world's nations, peoples and cultures outside the U.S.
2. Students recognize the role of national and international diversity in shaping their own attitudes and values as global citizens.



Cross-Disciplinary Seminar 

Goals:  
Students demonstrate an understanding of a topic of interest through scholarly activities that draw upon multiple disciplines and through their interactions with students from different majors. 


Expected Learning Outcomes:
1. Students understand the benefits and limitations of different disciplinary perspectives.
2. Students understand the benefits of synthesizing multiple disciplinary perspectives.
3. Students synthesize and apply knowledge from diverse disciplines to a topic of interest. 

Service-Learning 

Goals:  
Students gain and apply academic knowledge through civic engagement with communities.

Expected Learning Outcomes:

1. Students make connections between concepts and skills learned in an academic setting and community-based work. 
2. Students demonstrate an understanding of the issues, resources, assets, and cultures of the community in which they are working.
3. Students evaluate the impacts of the service learning activity. 



Education Abroad 

Goals:  
By living and studying outside the U.S, students acquire and develop a breadth of knowledge, skills, and perspectives across national boundaries that will help them become more globally aware.


Expected Learning Outcomes:

1. Students recognize and describe similarities, differences, and interconnections between their host country/countries and the U.S.
2. Students function effectively within their host country/countries.
3. Students articulate how their time abroad has enriched their academic experience.    
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Caroline A. Breitenberger, Chair University-level Advisory Committee for General Education (ULAC-GE)
Membership for 2013-2014

Director, Center for Life Science Education
College of Arts and Sciences
260P Jennings Hall
1735 Neil Avenue
614-292-6945
breitenberger.1@osu.edu

Jane D. Case-Smith 
Professor
School of Health and Rehabilitation Sciences
College of Medicine
406 Atwell Hall
453 West Tenth Avenue
614-292-0357
case-smith.1@osu.edu

Jacqueline J. Gargus 
Associate Professor
Knowlton School of Architecture
College of Engineering
226 Knowlton Hall
275 West Woodruff Avenue
614-292-9850
gargus.1@osu.edul

Kenneth W. Goings 
Professor
Department of African Amer & African Studies
College of Arts and Sciences
486 University Hall
230 North Oval Mall
614-292-0237
goings.14@osu.edu

Rebecca C. Harvey 
Professor
Department of Art 
College of Arts and Sciences
258 Hopkins Hall
128 North Oval Mall
614-292-5072
harvey.113@osu.edu 

Samuel R. Herron
Undergraduate Student Government
College of Arts and Sciences 
Majors:  History and Political Science
herron.122@osu.edu 

Mary Ellen Jenkins, ex officio
Assistant Executive Dean 
ASC Advising/Academic Services
151 Denney Hall
164 West Seventeenth Avenue
614-292-7272
jenkins.196@osu.edu
Lawrence A. Krissek 
Professor
School of Earth Sciences
College of Arts and Sciences
215 Orton Hall
155 South Oval Mall
614-292-1924
krissek.1@osu.edu

Olawale (Wale) I. Oredola
Undergraduate Student Government
College of Arts and Sciences 
Majors:  Economics and Neuroscience
oredola.1@osu.edu

Thomas A. Schwartz 
Associate Professor
School of Communication
College of Arts and Sciences 
3074 Derby Hall
154 North Oval Mall 
614-292-1006
schwartz.13@osu.edu

W. Randy Smith, ex officio
Vice Provost, Academic Programs
Office of Academic Affairs
203 Bricker Hall
190 North Oval Mall
614-292-5881
smith.70@osu.edu

Binaya Subedi
Associate Professor
College of Education and Human Ecology
Newark Campus
354 Arps Hall
1945 North High Street
740-366-9269 
subedi.1@osu.edu

Patricia M. West 
Associate Dean, Undergraduate Programs
Fisher College of Business
544 Fisher Hall
2100 Neil Ave
614-292-0568
west.284@osu.edu
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Heather C. Allen**
Professor
Department of Chemistry and Biochemistry
College of Arts and Sciences
3105 Newman-Wolfrom Laboratory
100 West 18th Avenue
614-292-4707
allen.697@osu.edu
University-level Advisory Committee for General Education (ULAC-GE)
Membership for 2014-2015

Mary K. Bendixen-Noe**
Associate Professor
College of Education and Human Ecology
159 Hopewell Hall
1179 University Drive
Newark Campus, OH  43055
740-366-3321
bendixen-noe.1@osu.edu

Kevin D. Evans**
Associate Professor
School of Health and Rehabilitation Sciences
College of Medicine
340 Atwell Hall
453 West Tenth Avenue
614-688-4535
evans.36@osu.edu

Jacqueline J. Gargus 
Associate Professor
Knowlton School of Architecture
College of Engineering
226 Knowlton Hall
275 West Woodruff Avenue
614-292-9850
gargus.1@osu.edul

Kenneth W. Goings 
Professor
Department of African Amer & African Studies
College of Arts and Sciences
486 University Hall
230 North Oval Mall
614-292-0237
goings.14@osu.edu

Mary Ellen Jenkins, ex officio
Assistant Executive Dean 
ASC Advising/Academic Services
151 Denney Hall
164 West Seventeenth Avenue
614-292-7272
jenkins.196@osu.edu




Lawrence A. Krissek 
Professor
School of Earth Sciences
College of Arts and Sciences
215 Orton Hall
155 South Oval Mall
614-292-1924
krissek.1@osu.edu

Jialin Lin**
Associate Professor
Department of Geography
College of Arts and Sciences
1120 Derby Hall
154 North Oval Mall
614-292-6634
lin.789@osu.edu

Paul J. Nini, Chair**
Professor
Department of Design
College of Arts and Sciences
Hayes Hall
108 North Oval Mall
nini.1@osu.edu

W. Randy Smith, ex officio
Vice Provost, Academic Programs
Office of Academic Affairs
203 Bricker Hall
190 North Oval Mall
614-292-5881
smith.70@osu.edu

Patricia M. West 
Associate Dean, Undergraduate Programs
Fisher College of Business
544 Fisher Hall
2100 Neil Ave
614-292-0568
west.284@osu.edu
Daniel V. Zimmerman**
Undergraduate Student Government
College of Arts and Sciences
Major:  Microbiology
zimmerman.451@osu.edu

** indicates new members
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ASC & Non-ASC Courses Contained within the General Education as of August 2014 
1. Total number of GE courses: 1307
1. 92% of all GE courses are in the College of Arts and Sciences.  
1. 8% of all GE courses are outside of the College of Arts and Sciences. 
Number of courses outside of ASC: 101
Number of ASC courses: 1206
	College 
	Number of GE Courses 

	AGR 
	45

	BUS
	1

	EHE
	24

	ENG
	20

	HRS
	1

	NUR
	1

	OAA
	2

	SWK
	7
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	Semester GE Course Counts 

	GE Categories 
	# of Courses as of 1-4-13
	# of courses as of 1-5-14
	# of courses as of 8-26-14

	Writing & Communication 
	 
	 
	 

	Level 1 
	5
	5
	5

	Level 2
	68
	69
	69

	Quantitative Reasoning 
	 
	 
	 

	Basic Computation
	3
	3
	3

	Mathematical or Logical Analysis
	24
	21
	21

	Data Analysis 
	36
	32
	33

	Natural Science
	 
	 
	 

	Biological Science
	34
	36
	36

	Physical Science
	67
	67
	68

	Literature
	131
	132
	134

	Visual and Performing Arts
	101
	102
	101

	Social Science
	 
	 
	 

	Individuals and Groups
	48
	50
	51

	Organizations & Polities
	46
	46
	49

	Human, Natural and Economic Resources
	34
	34
	34

	Historical Study
	290
	294
	297

	Cultures and Ideas 
	161
	169
	173

	Foreign Language
	187
	189
	187

	Open Options
	 
	 
	 

	Cross-Disciplinary Seminar
	53
	54
	54

	Education Abroad
	2
	13
	14

	Service Learning
	0
	4
	6

	Diversity 
	 
	 
	 

	Social Diversity in the US
	123
	129
	131

	Global Studies
	318
	343
	349

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Total 
	1261
	1290
	1307

	Totals are less than the sum of all courses because of courses that count in more than one category. 
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GE Course Proposal Statistics July 3, 2013 – June 30, 2014



· New Courses with GE Status: 31
· GE Courses Withdrawn: 8
· Existing General Education Courses Converted to Semesters: 1
· Changes to GE Courses that affect GE category/ies, course bulletin listing, course number, or otherwise significantly impact the status of the course: 28
· Removal of University-Wide GE Status: 0 
























New Courses with GE Status listed by GE Category: 31 
	Course Bulletin 
	Course Number
	GE categories

	ANTHROP
	3434
	CULT/IDEA
	 

	CLAS
	3404
	CULT/IDEA
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 

	COMPSTD
	2323
	CULT/IDEA
	SOC DIV-US

	PHILOS
	1337
	CULT/IDEA
	 

	AFAMAST
	5485.03
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 
	 

	ENGLISH
	4554
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 
	 

	AFAMAST
	5798.03
	EDUCATION ABROAD
	 

	ARTSSCI
	2798.04
	EDUCATION ABROAD
	 

	GERMAN
	2798.02
	EDUCATION ABROAD
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 

	SOCWORK
	5798.02
	EDUCATION ABROAD
	 

	SPANISH
	2798.3
	EDUCATION ABROAD
	 

	ARABIC
	1101.02
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE
	 

	ARABIC
	1102.02
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE
	 

	ARABIC
	1103.02
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE
	 

	GREEK
	5890
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE
	 

	HISTORY
	2066
	HIST STUDY
	 

	HISTORY
	2641
	HIST STUDY
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 

	HISTORY
	2642
	HIST STUDY
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 

	HISTORY
	2705
	HIST STUDY
	 

	HISTORY
	3620
	HIST STUDY
	SOC DIV-US

	ASTRON
	1101
	NAT SCI-PHYS
	 

	MATH
	1060
	QUAN-BAS COMP
	 

	ECON
	3900.01S
	SERVICE LEARNING
	 

	SOCIOL
	4000H
	SERVICE LEARNING
	 

	POLITSC
	3200
	SOC SCI-IND/GRP
	CROSS-DISC SEM

	POLITSC
	3200H
	SOC SCI-IND/GRP
	CROSS-DISC SEM

	AFAMAST
	4250
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 

	POLITSC
	4250
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 

	POLITSC
	4250H
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 

	GERMAN
	3254H
	VPA
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 

	WGGST
	3310
	VPA
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES 




GE Courses Withdrawn: 8
	Course Bulletin
	Course Number
	GE Categories

	ARABIC
	1102.03
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE

	HEBREW
	1102.03
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE

	HEBREW
	1102.05
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE

	HISTART
	3001
	VPA

	HISTART
	3101
	VPA

	HISTART
	3635
	VPA

	TURKISH
	1102.03
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE

	TURKISH
	1102.05
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE





Existing General Education Course Converted to Semesters: 1
	Course Bulletin 
	Course Number
	Type of conversion

	SCANDVN
	5251
	Semester equivalent of a quarter course: GE Literature




Changes to GE Courses that affect GE category/ies, course bulletin listing, course number, or otherwise significantly impact the status of the course[footnoteRef:1]: 28 [1:  Routine changes to courses (e.g., addition of campus of offering, correction of typos) are not included in this count.] 

	Course Bulletin
	Course Number
	GE Categories
	Change 

	ARCH
	2300
	CULT/IDEA
	
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	ARCH
	2300E
	CULT/IDEA
	
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	CLAS
	2526
	CULT/IDEA
	
	Changed course number (from 2203)

	CONSCI
	2910
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	
	Added option for distance education

	EDUTL
	3160
	SOC SCI-IND/GRP
	
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	ES HESA
	2571S
	SERVICE LEARNING
	
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	ES HESA
	2577
	SOC DIV-US
	
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	GERMAN
	1103.01
	FOREIGN LANGUAGE
	
	Changed course number (from 1103)

	GEOG
	2200
	DATA ANLS
	 
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	HISTORY
	2204
	HIST STUDY
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES
	Added "DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES"

	HISTORY
	3003
	HIST STUDY
	SOC DIV-US
	Added "SOC DIV-US"

	HISTORY
	3071
	HIST STUDY
	SOC DIV-US
	Added "SOC DIV-US"

	HISTORY
	3277
	HIST STUDY
	
	Changed course number (from 2261) 

	HISTORY
	3278
	HIST STUDY
	
	Changed course number (from 2270)

	HISTORY
	3356
	HIST STUDY
	
	Changed course number (from 2352)

	HISTORY
	3358
	HIST STUDY
	
	Changed course number (from 2353) and changed title



	HISTORY
	3404
	HIST STUDY
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES
	Added "DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES"

	HISTORY
	3405
	HIST STUDY
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES
	Added "DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES"

	HISTORY
	3410
	HIST STUDY
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES
	Added "DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES"

	LARCH
	2300
	CULT/IDEA
	
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	LARCH
	2300E
	CULT/IDEA
	
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	LING
	2000
	CULT/IDEA
	
	Added option for distance education

	POLITSC
	2400
	SOC SCI-ORG/POL
	
	Added option for distance education

	PUBAFFRS
	2110
	SOC SCI-HNER
	
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	PUBHLTH
	2010
	SOC SCI-IND/GRP
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES
	Added GE status to previously non-GE course

	SLAVIC
	3310
	VPA
	DIV-GLOBAL STUDIES
	Changed course number (from 3320); now cross-listed w/ WGSST 3310

	SOCIOL
	3597.01
	CROSS-DISC SEM
	 
	Adding option for distance education

	SPHHRNG
	3330H
	SOC SCI-IND/GRP
	
	Added GE status. Course used to have GE status under quarters; was inadvertently not requested during conversion
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National Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE) – Spring 2013 Freshman and Senior Reponses

The Ohio State University (OSU) administered the National Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE) to all freshman and seniors on all campuses Spring 2013 as part of its three-year undergraduate survey assessment cycle.  NSSE provides information about student participation in activities and programs associated with learning and personal development, and can be used to estimate how students spend their time and what they gain from attending OSU.  Response rates for the administration were 9%-14% across all campuses.  The sample was representative of the population, and included 968 freshmen and 497 seniors.   Responses to selected questions of particular relevance to General Education are summarized below for Columbus campus respondents with statistical comparisons* to other Association of American Universities (AAU)** public institutions who participated in the survey.  Findings indicate seniors report positively on their learning gains at OSU in key GE skills and do so at levels > than AAU comparisons.  The percentage of seniors who report participation in high impact educational activities are also > than AAU comparisons except for study abroad and research with faculty, where significantly fewer OSU students participate.   The results will be shared with relevant faculty curriculum committees in concert with other assessment findings to inform curricular and pedagogical changes as appropriate.   The complete set of NSSE findings may be found on the Institutional Planning and Research Office website***.  

Prepared for the University-level Advisory Committee for General Education (ULAC-GE)**

General Education Related Items:  “How much has your experience at this institution contributed to your knowledge, skills, and personal development in the following areas?”
	        							        
	% of Students who responded "Quite a Bit" or "Very Much"
	Senior OSU
	AAU Publics

	Writing clearly & effectively
	68%
	68%

	Speaking clearly & effectively
	70%
	63%

	Thinking critically & analytically
	89%
	86%

	Analyzing numerical and statistical information
	73%
	65%


		
High Impact Practice Items:  “Which of the following have you done or do you plan to do before you graduate?”
 
	
	First Year
	Senior

	
	OSU
	AAU Publics
	OSU
	AAU Publics

	% of students who responded "Done or in progress"
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Internship, co-op, field experience, etc.
	9%
	9%
	70%
	59%

	Formal leadership role in a student organization or group
	13%
	14%
	52%
	45%

	Learning community or some other formal program where students take 2+ classes together
	24%
	27%
	35%
	31%

	Study abroad program
	9%
	4%
	25%
	34%

	Work with a faculty member on a research project
	5%
	6%
	17%
	23%

	Culminating senior experience
	3%
	2%
	62%
	47%

	% of Students who responded "Some" or "Most" or "All"
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Courses included a community-based project (service-learning)
	35%
	50%
	50%
	52%






*Bold cells indicate statistically significant p < .05, effect size less than .3; shaded cells=effect size .3 or greater
**AAU Publics: Colorado, Iowa St, Kansas, Michigan St, Nebraska, Washington 
***Prepared by: Institutional Research and Planning http://oaa.osu.edu/irp/surveys/nsse.php 

Engagement Indicators

For the 2013 survey, NSSE prepares information on four factors/themes associated with ‘engagement’ which replace previously used ‘benchmark’ indicators.  To compile these, ten indicators, based on three to eight survey questions each (a total of 47 survey questions), are organized into four themes: Academic Challenge, Learning with Peers, Experiences with Faculty, and Campus Environment.   Each Engagement Indicator is scored on a 60-point scale. To produce an indicator score, the response set for each item is converted to a 60-point scale (e.g., Never = 0; Sometimes = 20; Often = 40; Very often = 60), and the rescaled items are averaged. Thus a score of zero means a student responded at the bottom of the scale for every item in the EI, while a score of 60 indicates responses at the top of the scale on every item.  The following table contains engagement indicators for first year and senior studies, compared* with AAU** publics.  The findings show OSU first year and senior students report significantly higher engagement for ‘discussions with diverse others,’ and ‘having a supportive campus environment’ compared with AAU publics.  First year students also respond higher on using selected kinds of learning strategies, and engaging in collaborative learning strategies.  All findings, along with survey questions used to determine the indicators, may be found on the Institutional Research and Planning website***.

	 
	First Year
	Senior

	
	OSU
	AAU Publics
	OSU
	AAU Publics

	Academic Challenge

	Higher-Order Learning
	38.28
	38.35
	39.41
	38.90

	Reflective and Integrative Learning
	34.05
	34.94
	37.01
	37.75

	Learning Strategies
	39.36
	37.82
	37.05
	37.68

	Quantitative Reasoning
	28.40
	28.31
	32.32
	30.67

	Learning with Peers

	Collaborative Learning
	31.89
	34.57
	35.27
	34.33

	Discussions with Diverse Others
	42.52
	40.61
	43.95
	41.03

	Experiences with Faculty

	Student-Faculty Interaction
	18.89
	20.21
	21.81
	23.15

	Effective Teaching Practices
	38.49
	38.37
	39.86
	38.59

	Campus Environment

	Quality of Interactions
	41.52
	41.55
	41.15
	41.39

	Supportive Environment
	40.91
	37.03
	37.70
	32.81





*Bold cells indicate statistically significant p < .05, effect size less than .3; shaded cells=effect size .3 or greater
**AAU Publics: Colorado, Iowa St, Kansas, Michigan St, Nebraska, Washington 
***Prepared by: Institutional Research and Planning:   http://oaa.osu.edu/irp/surveys/nsse.php

The following two pages contain respectively NSSE questions used to create the ten engagement indicators, and high impact participation percentages by student characteristics. 
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Collegiate Learning Assessment Plus (CLA+)—Spring 2014 Senior Sample

The Ohio State University (OSU) administered the Collegiate Learning Assessment Plus (CLA+) to a sample of seniors Spring 2014 as part of the institution’s participation in the Voluntary System of Accountability (VSA).  The CLA+ was selected as an authentic direct assessment of student learning in critical thinking, communication, analytical reasoning, and problem solving, skills which align with OSU expected outcomes.  An invitation to participate was sent by the Vice Provost and Dean of Undergraduate Education to a stratified random sample of 3,000 Rank Four (i.e., senior) students matched to population characteristics on gender, ethnicity, academic college, and Pell grant recipients for Columbus campus, non-transfer students.  Performance scores of the first 125 students who scheduled and participated in testing at monitored computer testing facilities on campus, and who completed both parts of the 90-minute assessment, were used in the final sample.  Approximately 20 students could not complete both sections of the test due to technical issues and were not included in the final sample of 105 (n=100 required by the test publisher, the Council for Aid to Education).   Findings shown below indicate soon to be OSU graduates perform at > 95% of students who took the test nationally, and at a Proficient mastery level out of four categories (Below Basic, Basic, Proficient, and Advanced).  Test sub-scores further indicate areas in which students perform differentially on various subcomponents of the test.  Student responses regarding their effort and engagement indicate they took the test seriously.  The results will be reported on The OSU College Portrait using the template required by the VSA, and will be shared with relevant faculty curriculum committees in concert with other assessment findings to inform curricular and pedagogical changes as appropriate. 

CLA+ Findings – Spring 2014 – Senior Rank 
					Score       Percentile Rank       Mastery Level
Total CLA+ Score				1249	             96	        Proficient
Performance Task			1230	             95*		 
Selected-Response Questions		1268	             96*		 
 
Subscores
Performance Task  (Range 1-6)	  	

Analysis and Problem Solving*		Writing Effectiveness*			Writing Mechanics*
 [image: ]			[image: ]			[image: ]



Selected-Response Questions  (Range 200-800)	Mean       	
	Scientific & Quantitative Reasoning	 	609*	              
	Critical Reading & Evaluation	                585*	              
	Critique an argument                                         597*	

*Reported on College Portrait  

Student Effort and Engagements Survey Responses
			Effort1		Engagement2
Performance Task			 99%		       87%
Selected-Response Questions		 98%		       73%

1Effort:  	             Percentage of students who responded they put in either ‘a moderate amount,’ ‘a lot of   
                             effort,’ or ‘my best effort’ into the tasks (top three options on a 5-point ordinal scale) 
2Engagement:   Percentage of students who responded they found the task ‘moderately engaging,’ ‘very 
                            engaging,’ or extremely engaging,’ (top three options on a 5-point ordinal scale) 
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Undergraduate Pre-Graduation Survey Results 2013-2014: Curricular Experience Questions.

Students were asked to respond to all curricular questions based on their coursework experience since beginning their education at Ohio State, and to
use a 5-point scale in which 5 represented "a great extent” and 1 indicated "not at ll " A "not applicable” option was also provided. The table below

shows the percentage of students who responded to each question with either a 4" or 5 by college.
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Undergraduate Pre-Graduation Survey Results 2013-2014:

Curricular Experience Questions

[To wht extent nave you ganed
a rescth ot knowiecge, ks,
oot orinowidoe s, | coou) oo snon| enen| sosw| ar7n| ssoul o] i araw s2sn see| moew| s
ascipines?
[Based on your major(s), minor(s), and other specalized study programs:
[Towht extent have you ganed
in-ceptn knowedge, skils,
lperspectves, and ways of so2w| os.5%| 964%| 61.3%| s6%| 77.aw|9a2w| sorw| soaw| sesw| wiw| e0ow| sezu| evew
[rinking refated to your
speciaized fieks)of stucy?
[To what extent have your knovwiedge, skils, and perspecives improved in he following areas?
[riten communieaton 7as%] _7e7w| 783%] 7a7%] 650%] 77.%| oo 650%| co4w| coow| 720w coow| eraw| sa3w]
[ora expression 726 _70.0%| 793 To.78| 71.7%| 745%| 78.4%| co0w| 673w 7e0w| 7asu| ee.aw| eisw| 77w
[Foreign language 30%] 02| 2618 15.3%] 16| 180%] 147%] 130%| s51%| 17.0%| st.0w| 2a.ow| 4a6%] 3a5%]
[erature a5 _se0w| s0.3w| 4214 2214 31.0%| 300% | so2%] so7w| s2cw| s0ow| sssn| 34| 724
[The ars 309%| _s0.9%| 31.0%] 3a4%] 250%| 2.1%] 343%| 420%| oa7%| 375 saw| 250w Tasw| 306%]
[Fistorical perspecives 47.1%|_s7.o| 57.9%| _s0.1%| 32| 34.5%| a7 so2%] s0ew| 51ew| sosw| mvow| 6% 724
[Socil dwersiy in e Uned Py R
States soaw| osow| saow| c20m| svsu| arrw|esrw| 7e3w| seow| evew| seiw| ssrw|
(Giobal tucies 47.6%|_so0| 27.6%| 40.1%| 20.1%| 4s.9%| 43.% 3ew] 27| ssow| sesw| seaw| 613w soau
[Socialscience. 77| _o7.0%| 40.1%] c0.1%| 33.0%| 4.4%] 660%| 540%| 44| 75| ssw| a0 S| 94%
atrarscence (rogeal and P R
orysican e soaw| e21| sesw| seow| 720w|esow| sosw| erew| sesw| sssw| eeewl
g | sron] suan] asan] saon| sos| mosw] o] sozm| ras| e sor] wen] T50%| 472
Mathematal and quantiaive. P R
s ssow| saow| 3| sarw| srow| saow|seew| ssow| 7asw| asow| 7sew| siew)
[To what extent have your knowiedge, sills, and perspecives improved in the following areas?
umberof responcents” sere] et 2o | eee| om] o] w| a7 = a2 w5
ograms | ason| onsu| aom| tmo| oven| sasw] snom| orin] ssen] ssew| sasw] orew] T5%| 5%
[Service eaming courses 2s4%| 209 | 37.9%] 339%| 18.%] 23.%] 30.0%| 250| 17.0%| ar.7| stsw| sasw| 313 455%]
[Cutre and deas coursework | s2.%| _ss.o%| 37.9%| 38| 2s.4%] 335%| 400%| c00%| 27.7%| 750%| 42| ar.ow| sa3w| 576%]
[Cross-dscipinary seminars 25.1%] 20aw| 179%] z2%] 232%] 215%] 230%] sr.ow| 109%| 44| stow| o0 sa0%] s15%]
“These questons were ony asked to AUT3 and SP14 respondents so e number of respondents Gfes from the restof e questons

0 Toe O STATE UNTVERSITY. page2





image19.png
Undergraduate Pre-Graduation Survey Results 2013201

Curricular Experience Questions

Students were asked to respond to all curricular questions based on their coursework experience since beginning their education at Ohio State, and to
use a 5-point scale in which 5 represented "a great extent” and 1 indicated "not at ll " A "not applicable” option was also provided. The table below

shows the responses for all 4 436 undergraduate respondents.
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PROPOSED UNDERGRADUATE COMPETENCIES
COMMUNICATION

Upon completion of their undergraduate degree, students will effectively communicate, both
verbally and non-verbally, in a manner that s clear, concise and authentic. Students will be
‘aware that the manner in which they express their ideas can affect the way in which the
message is received.

CRITICAL THINKING AND PROBLEM SOLVING

Upon completion of their undergraduate degree, students will have the abilty to evaluate
problems in multiple contexts, use inductive and deductive reasoning, and create a sound
analysis that leads to a logical concusion. Students will lear to be innovative thinkers, ask
insightful questions, and offer creative solutions.

INFORMATION LITERACY

Upon completion of their undergraduate degree, students will be self-directed leamers who
identify gaps in their own knowledge, utilize critical thinking and analysis skills, seek appropriate
information and resources to fill those gaps through a variety of means, and effectively assess.
the knowledge acquired. They will contribute to the information ecosystem through ethical use:
of information and technological resources. They will be lfelong leamers who communicate,
leam, create, and share information using a range of emerging and evolving technologies in an
increasingly information-driven society.

ETHICAL AND MORAL REASONING

Upon completion of their undergraduate degree, students will have the abilty to formulate and
‘make considered and reasoned ethical and moral judgments. They should be able to use the
‘norms which guide human behavior in order to act with integrity and personal accountability in
their daily lives.

GLOBAL CITIZENSHIP AND CIVIC ENGAGEMENT

Upon completion of their undergraduate degree, students will have an appreciation for the
diversity in people and ideas. They should recognize the role of social diversity in shaping their
own attitudes and values regarding appreciation and equity of others. They should also have an
understanding of the pluralistic nature of institutions, society, and culture in the United States
and across the world that will help them to become engaged and socially-conscious,
responsible global citizens.

INTERPERSONAL ENGAGEMENT

Upon completion of their undergraduate degree, students will be able to work cooperatively and

productively with others in a variety of settings. Students will have the ability to develop
‘meaningful relationships within multiple contexts.

SELF-EFFICACY AND SELF-AWARENESS

Upon completion of their undergraduate degree, students will be able to understand their own
capabilties, including the areas of wellness, coping with change, making difficult decisions,
recovering from disappointment or setbacks, and assessing their own abilty to complete tasks,
reach goals, and succeed within multiple situations. Students will have a strong sense of self
and will take personal responsibility for the direction and balance of their own ife.
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SAMPLE LEARNING OUTCOMES

‘The co-curricular competency areas should inform offices across campus and provide a
framework for desired outcomes. Individual departments and units should be encouraged to
write leaming outcomes specific to their work. Sample outcomes for each competency area are
included below.

COMMUNICATION
‘Students will be able to:

Express ideas clearly and effectively in a multitude of settings and channels.
Engage in meaningful conversations within a diverse population
Recognize that their communication style and vehicles affect their personal brand and
groups with which they affiiate.
« Choose effective methods of communication for different audiences.
CRITICAL THINKING AND PROBLEM SOLVING
‘Students will be able to:
« Employ creative and analytical thinking processes to evaluate specific ife
circumstances.
« Acquire, comprehend, and evaluate information in order to formulate cohesive
‘arguments and make discriminating judgments.
« Analyze information in order to solve problems and make personal and professional life
decisions.
« Demonstrate personalized learning, such as new insights, understanding,, and
‘approaches to problem solving, that is achieved by engaging with texts, programs, and
dialogues with others.

INFORMATION LITERACY
‘Students will be able to:

Apply skills, resources, and tools to draw conclusions and make informed decisions.
Apply a given knowledge set to new situations.
Demonstrate the abiliy to connect leaming and research strategies with lifelong leaming
processes and personal, academic, and professional goals.

« Recognize issues surrounding personal privacy, information ethics, and intellectual

property in changing technology environments.
Translate coursework to effectively apply knowledge in practical settings.
Recognize and appraise the validity of information sources in order to make effective
decisions.

ETHICAL AND MORAL REASONING

‘Students will be able to:

« Describe the importance of making considered and reasoned ethical and moral
judgments.
Describe the norms that guide ethical and moral behavior.
Apply ethical and moral standards in order to make informed and reasoned decisions in
their personal, community, and professional relationships and environments.
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Defend their ethical judgments and justify their reasoning about right and wrong in the
face of competing ethical possibilties.

GLOBAL CITIZENSHIP AND CIVIC ENGAGEMENT
‘Students will be able to:

Describe and evaluate the roles of categories such as race, gender, sexuality, disabilty,
class, ethnicity, and religion in pluralistic insttutions and cultures.

Define privilege and its effect on the self and society.

Apply principles of social justice and humanitarianism in their lives.

Participate in civic life through political, cultural, community, environmental, or spiritual
organizations and afflations.

INTERPERSONAL ENGAGEMENT
‘Students will be able to:

Recognize the effect one has on others through expressed emotions, behaviors,
communication, and actions.

Develop the capacity for resilience when confronted with challenge.

Acquire strategies to manage one's reactions to others’ emotions during challenging
situations.

Embrace and engage in constructive confict and feedback.

Develop capacity to experience and express empathy and compassion.

SELF-EFFICACY AND SELF-AWARENESS
‘Students will be able to:

Engage in activities that will allow them to strengthen and apply knowledge leamed in
the classroom.

Engage in self-reflection, consider the needs and perspectives of others, and
intentionally commit o a set of values.

Develop an integrated personal identity that includes dimensions such as race, gender,
sexuality, disability, class, ethnicity and religion.

Cultivate coping strategies to minimize stress and discord.

Analyze a situation in order to make healthy, balanced choices across several
dimensions of health and wellness.
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Signature Work

The goal of AACRU's new Signature Work project is to prepare students to integrate and apply their
learning to a significant project they develop and complete across a semester of study or longer.

Signature Work is intended to prepare students—both at the community college level and at the
bachelor's level—to work with unscripted problems and questions. Directly influenced by research
©on "high impact educational practices,” Signature Work is a centerpiece of AAC&U's LEAP Challenge
effort to set 21 century standards for quality learning in college.

At their best, Signature Work projects are related to a question or problem that is important to the
student and important to society. For many, these projects will be career related; for others, they
could be related to significant societal challenges such as health, literacy, sustainability or human
dignity. For all, Signature Work allows students to connect liberal and general learning with the world
beyond college.

In doing Signature Work, studentstake the lead—with faculty guidance and supervision—and
produce work that expresses insights and learning gained from the inquiry. Signature Work also can
help students demonstrate their achievement of the LEAP Essential Learning Outcomes and their
ability to integrate learning from multiple sources.

Signature Work can be pursued in a research project, in thematically linked courses, in a practicum,
in service or community-based learning. Signature Work will always include substantial writing,
muttiple kinds of reflection on learning, and visible results. Many students will use e-portfolios to
present and explain their Signature Work and related learning outcomes.

In 2015, in the context of its Centennial Year, AAC&U will select a set of institution—public and
private, two-year and four-year—that want to remap their own curricular pathways to engage their
students in Signature Work projects of different kinds. Some may work on redesigning general
education programs or capstone requirements. Some may work to create curricula and teaching
practices that prepare students for Signature Work.

These LEAP Challenge institutions will become partners with AAC&U in showing how Signature Work
can become essential and expected, rather than available but optional. Key partners in AACRUS
efforts to make excellence inclusive rather than exclusive, LEAP Challenge institutions will become
leaders in developing new connections between the content of liberal and general education, the
needs of today's students, and the needs of the wider society.





image30.png
The Signature Work initiative will be directly connected to other LEAP Challenge projects, including
LEAP States, Roadmap, GEMs, STIRs, and VALUE.

Why Students Need Signature Work?

Today's students will participate in a global economy fueled by successful innovation, and they wi
engage with diverse communities that need solutions to intractable problems. This demands an
education that explores issues from multiple perspectives and across disciplines, and that helps
students apply what they learn to rea-world situations. Recent research indicates that only one third
of today's graduates complete capstone work. Only about 20 percent of students report doing
undergraduate research. More than half do an internship and/or service learning, but they do not
necessarily show what they learned from these potentially powerful experiences. When students do
engage in these kinds of "high impact" experiences, they are more likely to complete college, are
more engaged in their work, and show higher levelsof deep and integrative learning.

Selected Signature Work Resources

Ealling Short: Employers' Views on College Gradustes' Preparation for Work (2015).

Ensuring Quality and Taking High-Impact Practices to Scale (2013)
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Association Liberal Education
of American & America’s Promise

Colleges and

Excellence for Everyone as a Nation Goes to College

Integrating Signature Assignments
into the Curriculum and Inspiring Design

What s a Signature Assignment?: Institutions define signature assignments in varying ways in terms of
their specific structure or content. The resources listed in this document provide myriad examples of
such assignments that illustrate how they can be anything from a case analysis involving real-world
mathematical problems that asks students to write about the solution process and the relevance of the
work to other issues or disciplines to a service learning experience that applies disciplinary knowledge
and includes reflective writing exercises. There are, however, some common features or purposes that
bind the various iterations.

Signature assignments require students to demonstrate and apply their proficiency in one or more key
learning outcomes. This often means synthesizing, analyzing, and applying cumulative knowledge and
skills through problem- or inquiry-based assignments or projects. Signature assignments may also
follow a theme across curricular and co-curricular experiences tied to the institutional mission or
features of the surrounding community, allowing students to apply their growing knowledge and
abilities to meaningful questions over time. At some institutions, all signature assignments must include
specific components, such as a “real-world” application, reflective writing, or collaborative work.

‘The most distinctive feature of signature assignments is the way programs integrate them across the
educational pathway to help students demonstrate their growth, make connections across the
curriculum and co-curriculum, and apply their knowledge to real world problems.

Why Use Signature Assignments?: Signature assignments that vertically and horizontally span the
curriculum create a structure for students to cumulatively build proficiencies throughout their entire
undergraduate experience. This design invites students to produce meaningful examples of their
learning that document their progress and culminating skills and abilities. Institutions can also use
students’ signature work to assess outcomes at the programmatic level, providing a valuable resource
for evaluation and institutional change.

How Have Signature Assignments Been Used?: Institutions have embedded signature assignments in
the curriculum throughout general education programs, themed pathways, or common intellectual
‘experiences. These reflective, analytical, or creative assignments can unite high-impact practices such
as e-Portfolios, diversity and global learning, service learning and internships, capstone projects, and
more.
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Resources
Although this document is not meant to be a comprehensive authority on the use and design of
signature assignments, we have provided some useful resources to inspire both the design and
integration of signature assignments for student development and institutional transformation. We
consider this to be a “living document” and welcome suggestions for other resources to add to
compilation. Please send suggestions to: toolkit@aacu.org.

Presentation: Liberal Education and America’s Promise: Why Focus on Signature Assignments Now?
Purpose: This presentation provides an overview of the utility of signature assignments in liberal
learning to enhance students’ ability to apply their learning to big questions and future problems.
Author: Debra Humphreys

Presentation: Developing Effective Signature Assignments: Lessons from the DQP.
Purpose: This presentation makes connections between the provision of signature assignments and the
assessment and intentional achievement of student learning outcomes. Specific assignment examples
are provided and the application of rubrics and curricular mapping are discussed.

Author: Peter Ewell

Website: Salt Lake Community College Faculty e-Portfolio Resources Page
Purpose: This page provides important resources to faculty about implementing and designing signature
‘assignments across the curriculum and their use in the institution-wide e-Portfolio program to enhance
‘and assess student learning. This resource site has a variety of extremely valuable explanations and
examples.

Presentation: Using “Signature” or “Key” Assignments for Program-level Assessment
Purpose: This presentation provides information about using assignments for program-level assessment.
Authors: The University of Hawaii at Manoa Assessment Office: Marlene Lowe and Monica Stitt-Bergh

Website: University of Texas’ Signature Course Essentials Sample Documents
Purpose: This website offers a bank of resources, rubrics, and sample assignments organized by learr
outcome.

Authors: University of Texas at Austin, School of Undergraduate Studies

Website: NILOA Assignment Library (not populated as of 4.7.14)
Coming soon: This website will assemble a library of assignment templates
Qualifications Profile (DQP) proficiencies.
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