ASCC SBS Panel

Approved Minutes

Thursday, September 12, 2013





12:30 – 2:00 PM

110 Denney Hall

ATTENDEES: Dagefoerde, Haddad, Hogle, Kaylor, Lam, Lin, McMahon, Schwartz, Valle
AGENDA:

1. Approval of 4-22-13 minutes
· McMahon, Lin, unanimously approved 

2. Sociology 3597.01 (creation of hybrid version)
· All distance learning courses will have to be vetted. These courses need to be held accountable and this is the first one to be vetted. These courses used to be seen as simply a different delivery system. ASCC is partnering with the technology and distance learning team to make sure the courses are affordable and that technology is not outdated. A rubric has been created by the technology office to use when reviewing proposed distance learning courses. Departments will have to be able to answer the questions in the checklist. There are two things to be reviewed with a distance learning course: 

·  Determining the capability of the technology to deliver the course. This is reviewed by ASC Tech and reported to the appropriate divisional Panel. 

· Make sure that the same amount and type of material is being taught as in its in-class counterpart.  If the distance course is new, the relevant Panel reviews the course as it does any new course.  
· The divisional Panel weighs the results of both the technological and curricular reviews and makes the final recommendation regarding the course on both.
· Courses previously would go to the tech office without curricular review. However, adaptation has to occur for a course to be taught online so curricular review is necessary. 
· ASC Tech will review the technology aspect of the course at the same time that the ASCC panel will be reviewing the course. This will happen for each distance learning course. 

· When reviewing the technical aspect of the course it is a case-by-case basis. ASC tech reviews matters such as the tool accessibility, what makes sense for the course, and provides resources for structuring the content. 

· This is the first time using the Technical Review Checklist.

· Comes from the “Quality Matters” rubric and a feasibility component was added. 

· Diane Dagefoerde led the panel through the checklist that she completed and provided to the instructor. Diane also met with the instructor to discuss the checklist and provided more feedback. 
· Standard 2: The instructor didn’t have an idea of how to engage students but by the end of their meeting she had lots of ideas on how to get them engaged online. 
· Standard 3: Instructor may use Itunes U which would be a link outside of Carmen but that seems okay. 

· Standard 4: Students will need to have an Apple ID login to use Itunes U. It could be required to have an Ipad if it gets more technical so it is important to not overbuild unless using Ipads. 

· Standard 6: some captioning may be required for the audio/video portions of the course.  Disability Services can do that but there is a charge so there may be additional cost if accommodations need to be made. 
· Standard 8: the instructor will add instructions on how to reach the class site/materials on the syllabus as well as how to interact with other students.  

· Standards 10 & 11: the faculty member will add contact information for the student services center at the Newark campus to the syllabus. 
· ODEE and ASC Tech will continue working with the instructor to make these revisions. From a technical perspective it is recommended that the course move forward.  

· Curricular review:  
· It is stated on the syllabus that there will be interactions with other students but it doesn’t say how they are going to interact. Diane will work with the instructor on this.  
· Posting to a discussion board could be a way to grade participation and attendance online. 

· Dates for exams are not listed and how they will be administered is not stated. 
· Exam dates not required on the syllabus but usually suggested for faculty. 
· China is used as an illustration but there are no readings about China. 
· McMahon, Lam, unanimously approved with the following recommendations and contingency: 

· Contingency:  

· Make revisions based on the recommendations from ASC Tech on the Technical Review Checklist. 
· Recommendations: 
· Provide a grading scale on the syllabus. 

· Continue working with ODEE & ASC tech. 

· Provide a description of the source materials for student study of China. 

3. Political Science 3460 (new course)
· The “intended rank” for this course includes freshman, sophomores, juniors, and seniors. 

· Students never see the “intended rank.” 

· The advisor who input the course may have checked off all levels without the instructor being aware.  

· Readings are very sophisticated and challenging.
· Question whether freshman would be able to read some of the materials in the syllabus. 
· This could be a disservice to students and the instructor. 
· There are no course learning objectives in the syllabus. It is very vague. 
· There is only a final exam and 2 short essays. 
· Students won’t find out how they’re doing in the class until the 7th week and the 10th week is the last week to drop the course.  
· Lam, Lin, unanimously approved with the following recommendations: 

· The panel feels that the course is too demanding for a 3000 level course and strongly suggests changing the course number or reconciling the content to a 3000 level course. The reading materials seem too challenging for first year students and the predictability of the course requirements are vague. 
· Clarify the learning objectives in the syllabus. 

· Add a grading scale in the syllabus. 

4. Political Science 4400 (new course)
· This is being taught by a new faculty member. 

· Very detailed syllabus. 

· WGSST would be interested in cross-listing. 

· Instructor knows exactly what they want to do with the course. 
· Sociology also  has faculty doing feminist theory.  
· Lam, lin, unanimously approved with the following contingency: 

· Seek concurrence from Sociology. 

· Question: Political Science 4400 was requested but on syllabus it is Political Science 4414. Which one is correct? 


5. Architectural Studies Minor (new)
· Minors have already been approved by CAA. In the future any student can take any minor that has been approved. 
· Lin, Lam, unanimously approved 

6. Landscape Architectural Studies Minor (new)
· Lam, Lin, unanimously approved 
· Panel member noticed a typo at the bottom of page 5. “1000 level courses shall count toward the 12 CH minimum” should be “1000 level courses shall not count toward the 12 CH minimum.” 
