ASCC SBS Panel
Approved Minutes

Thursday, December 13, 2012





2:30 – 4:00 PM

143 University Hall
ATTENDEES: Johnson, McMahon, Schwartz, Vankeerbergen, Williams. 
AGENDA:
1. Approval of 10-25-12 minutes 
McMahon, Williams, unanimously approved
2. SBS Panel’s operation  
Explanation of curriculum.osu.edu. 

· This is a university-wide electronic system used to process course and program requests (new courses, course changes, one-time offerings, new minors/majors/other programs). Units submit requests, and these are processed through OUR. Curriculum.osu.edu is different from the ASC internal tracking system (CRMT), which ASCCAO uses to upload courses and programs that need to be reviewed by ASCC or the ASC Graduate Curriculum Committee. CRMT is both a meeting management site and a database of proposals going all the way back since 2005.
· ASCCAO receives many types of requests, most of which do not go to Panel. Small changes (e.g., the addition of a campus of offering for a course) would not need to be approved by a faculty Panel. Proposals that need to be reviewed by a Panel are downloaded from curriculum.osu.edu by ASCCAO and posted on CRMT.
· Curriculum.osu.edu allows one to track the changes that have been made to courses in the system. 
· When non-ASC units check off the GE box on a course form, that action routes the course through ASC.

3. Psychology 2367.02 (new course)  
· Strong proposal. 
· Title issues:

a) Is course title “Introduction to Abnormal Psychology” (as indicated on the course form) or “Abnormal Psychology Analysis” (as indicated on the syllabus)?
· The title of Psych 2367.01 is “Social Psychology.” There is also a higher course, a 3000-level course called “Introduction to Social Psychology” (3325).

· The title of Psych 2367.02 is either “Introduction to Abnormal Psychology” or “Abnormal Psychology Analysis” (see above). There is also a 3000-level course called “Abnormal Psychology” (3331).

· Should both 2367.01 and 2367.02 be called “Introduction to…” for the sake of consistency? However, in this case, 3325 would need to be renamed (so as not to have 2 courses called “Introduction to Social Psychology”). 
· P. 1 of syllabus, section on “Course goals” refers to Psychology 2331, which is very likely a mistake.

· P. 2 of syllabus, section on “Completion of course work and grading”: “Paper or examination delays will only be allowed when a validated excuse (written, signed letter complete with full contact information) is provided to the instructor prior to the paper due date or exam date.  If you foresee difficulty in meeting this requirement, contact the instructor immediately to discuss the circumstances.” This passage refers to making arrangements for delays that can be foreseen. However, what happens when a student is confronted with a last-minute, non-avoidable emergency? Ask Dept of Psychology if not referring to such cases is intended.
· GE goals and expected learning outcomes should be on syllabus.
McMahon, Williams, unanimously approved (points and recommendations in italics will be communicated to department)
4. Psychology 5700 (course change)  
· The Arts and Humanities panel has reviewed the twin proposal for the cross-listed course, Linguistics 5700. Since the Linguistics and Psychology courses are cross-listed/identical, the A&H and the SBS Panels should reach a common decision on the courses. According to the submitted syllabus, “Students who are repeating the course will assist in developing educational outreach materials for the public, mentor less advanced students in their outreach efforts, and/or learn how to actually conduct a study with museum visitors.” The A&H Panel deems that these activities are rather different from what students do when they are taking the course for the first time. Therefore, the repeated course should probably not be the same course—perhaps other course number or other decimal.
· Members of SBS Panel agree. The objectives of the “first class” and the “repeated class” seem to be different.

· Member comment: For the instructor too, it would be easier if students who repeat the course could register for a separate class. 
· What is the value of repeating the course? We do not clearly know what students who repeat the course are going to do. It is almost like becoming a TA. 

· Title on syllabus is the old title. Why is the title change necessary anyway? 
· The goal of learning about career opportunities in science education has been removed. Any reason?
· Panel’s decision: Ask to resubmit this course as a new course with its own (decimalized) number. Provide a new, detailed syllabus for the repeat course. Information in exclusion box on form may need to be adjusted.
5. Communication 1102H (new course; GE Social Science: Individuals and Groups) 
· Title is confusing. Recommendation to unit to reconsider. Word “Honors” at the end of the title is confusing too.

· Syllabus:

· The course description on p. 1 gives the impression that priority is given to History of Communication. “Communication in society” is included as one of the several additional topics. In other words, for somebody not familiar with the course, the way the description is written is confusing.
· P. 1: Course goals: 
· First 4 are course-geared whereas last 3 are student-oriented. Request to use student-oriented language for all course goals.
· Fourth and last goal are almost identical. 
· Since GE goals and expected learning outcomes are listed underneath, those course goals should not include GE goals.
· P. 1: The GE language is outdated. 

· Please use “GE” instead of “GEC.” The following terms are no longer used: “Category 2, Breadth, B. Social Science, subcategory (1) Individuals and Groups.” Instead, simply state: “Communication 1102H is a GE Social Science—Individuals and Groups course.”

· The goals and expected learning outcomes are outdated as well. Please use semester-language available here: http://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/ge-goals-and-learning-outcomes#Social%20Science  
· The GE goals and expected learning outcomes should be followed by a statement that explains how the course will satisfy the stated expected learning outcomes for the GE category.
· P. 3: This sentence is confusing: “There will be two blog assignments posted for each fourth of the courses of which you will need to complete one.”
· P. 4: There is likely a mistake in the following sentence. It penalizes students who turn in their assignments prior to deadlines: “Late assignments.  Assignments posted online prior to when they are due will be penalized at a rate of 10% per day.”  
· P. 4: The following paragraph refers to the “merged” courses and should be adjusted to 1102H: “Please keep in mind that both COMM 1100 and COMM 1101 require C-REP participation, and many students are enrolled in both courses simultaneously. The same C-REP participation can NOT be counted for both courses.”
· Assessment plan: 

· Request to provide more specifics. The assessment plan should pertain to the effectiveness of the course in achieving the GE expected learning outcomes over time. 

· Explain the expected level of student achievement: What will the faculty define as “success” in terms of student achievement of learning outcomes? For example, for an embedded question, he/she might define “success” as a certain percentage of students answering the question correctly. 
· Description of follow-up/feedback process: Once the faculty collects the data on student achievement, how will he/she use this information to make course improvements? How will the information be archived?
· Panel’s decision: Resubmit course with corrections listed above.
6. Sociology 3200 (new course) 
· Excellent submission.

· Minor suggestion: In the grading scale replace F with E. 
McMahon, Williams, unanimously approved
