ASCC SBS Panel
Approved Minutes
Friday, September 21, 2018






2:00PM -3:30 PM
110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES:  Blevins, Kline, Orefice, Roup, Valle, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA:
1) Approval of 8-31-18 minutes
· Kline, Blevins, unanimously approved
2) Sociology 4463 (new course; requesting GE Social Science—Organizations and Polities & GE Diversity-Social Diversity in the U.S.)  
· Syllabus:

· It would be useful to the students to add page numbers to the readings.
· P. 6: Make sure that link for COAM works.
· GE assessment plan: 
· Pp. 10-11: Incorrect ELO inserted in the plan. Instead of assessing the 3rd ELO for Organizations and Polities (the GE Social Science subcategory requested), the plan assesses the 3rd ELO for Individuals and Groups. In other words, the plan should assess "Students comprehend and assess the nature and values of organizations and polities and their importance in social problem solving and policy making." Instead, it assesses, "Students comprehend and assess individual and group values and their importance in social problem solving and policy making." 
· The use of a 4-point scale where the highest score is a 1 and the lowest score a 4 is somewhat confusing, especially since it then results in a 3-prong assessment table. Might it be preferable to consider 4 to be high and 1 low & then have a 4-prong assessment tool? See examples for GE Service-Learning and GE Education Abroad in ASC Curriculum and Assessment Operations Manual, p. 83 and pp. 86-87 https://asccas.osu.edu/sites/asccas.osu.edu/files/ASC_CurrAssess_Operations_Manual.pdf  
· P. 13: Expecting 100% at Milestone level might be ambitious. 
· Kline, Blevins, unanimously approved with one contingency (in bold above) and 4 recommendations (in italics above)
3) AEDE 2400 (new course; requesting GE Diversity-Social Diversity in the U.S.)
· Request concurrences from 

· The SBS division in ASC (contact: Assistant Dean Deborah Haddad)

· Social Work
· EHE.

· The points on the syllabus add up to 1100 (not 1000).
· GE assessment plan:

· The current plan is more a justification that the various GE expected learning outcomes (ELOs) will be addressed in the exams, the book analysis, the discussion board, the journal, and the article analysis rather than a very focused plan that can be implemented when the course is first taught. Indeed, analyzing all these assignments would be an onerous task. Request to be more specific. It is recommended that the direct methods used be limited to one or two.

· Along the same line, specific examples illustrating the selected methods should be provided for the panel. 
· The rubrics supplied are certainly good tools for grading the assignments but are not functional to do GE assessment. Indeed, they should evaluate the GE ELOs (not features like APA citation, spelling, grammar and other items unrelated to the content of the ELOs). 

· No vote.

4) Political Science 3275 (new course; requesting GE Diversity—Global Studies) (return)
· GE assessment: 
· ELO1: Even though the assignment is not graded, shouldn’t it be included in the syllabus, so that students know what to expect? What does the presentation entail? 
· ELO2: “Students recognize the role of national and international diversity in shaping their own attitudes and values regarding appreciation, tolerance, and equality of others.” How does this ELO tie to the initial quiz on the world of sports including how sport is organized in different arenas in different places? (There is an incomplete thought in parentheses: “countries or in international for a”.) How does the quiz then link to the paragraph that students are asked to write? Please clarify the use of the quiz-paragraph combination. Since these are required (though non-graded) assignments, shouldn’t they be mentioned in the syllabus? (The UCAT visit seems to be an indirect assessment measure, which is fine.) 

· For both ELO1 and 2, provide specific examples of questions for the panel.

· Blevins, Kline, unanimously approve with one contingency (in bold above)
