ASCC SBS Panel
Approved Minutes
Friday, August 30, 2019






      9:30 -11:00 AM
105 Bricker Hall
ATTENDEES:  Anderson, Blevins, Coleman, Guada, Haddad, Kline, Valle, Vankeerbergen, Vasey
AGENDA:
1. Welcome and intro to the work of the Social and Behavioral Sciences Panel (Susan Kline)
· Introductions
· This is a panel of the ASC Curriculum Committee. The panel reviews courses that are GE Social Science & courses/programs for the division of Social and Behavioral Sciences. This panel will also be involved with providing feedback on new GE ELOs & related issues.
· Suggestion to have a conversation about GE as it will impact the social and behavioral sciences programs. A lot of discussion has happened around the humanities (esp. foreign languages) and the arts, and those conversations were fully needed. However, we also should discuss the impact of a new GE on the social and behavioral sciences.
· There are other ASCC panels: two panels for A&H, one panel for NMS, and one GE Assessment panel.

· Types of “vote”: full approval, approve with contingency, approve with recommendations, or no vote.
2. Approval of 4-26-19 minutes 
· Blevins, Coleman, unanimously approved
3. NELC 3201 (course change; change GE: from Cultures and Ideas to Social Science—Individuals and Groups) (return)
· There is still no clear evidence from the assigned readings that the course takes a social scientific approach. Or perhaps the specific faculty member is not operating at the level of specifics that the panel is used to. The nature of the inquiry does not seem unequivocally to be social scientific. It would be better if specific readings were listed. The main concern is the first ELO. It is not clear that the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry are presented in the course. Provide specific readings that relate to the first ELO. Furthermore, specify exactly which theories and methods of social scientific inquiry students will know after they have taken the course.
· No vote.
4. New Graduate Certificate in Geographic Information Science and Technology 
· Should have a cover letter from the Chair of Graduate Studies (Ningchuan Xiao).
· Advising sheet:

· Top left column: Include full name and title of contact person.
· Right column: 

· Under Grades Required: Replace “minor” with “certificate” in “Minimum C- for a course to be counted on the minor.”
· Contains two paragraphs about when students need to file the certificate. Both of these paragraphs contain information pertinent to embedded certificates, but the information is not consistent. Panel does not believe the information in the first paragraph is correct (that certificate needs to be declared at least one term prior to student’s graduation)
· It is unlikely that students will take 5222 or 5223 in the certificate—except if a student wants to take more courses than the minimum 12 credit hour
· Blevins, Vasey, unanimously approved with 2 contingencies (in bold above)
5. Geography 2400 (existing course with GE Social Science-Human, Natural, and Economic Resources & GE Diversity-Global Studies; request to offer in hybrid format and 100% distance learning format)
· For hybrid and fully online syllabi:

· Please proofread syllabi for typos and other oversights.
· Pp. 7-8: Provide grading expectations for discussion posts, film reflections, reading reflections, map/interactive activities, and commodity diagrams. What are the general expectations for excellent work for each type of assignment?
· P. 7 under Quizzes: Following question should be removed/answered: “[should these use proctoring software?]”
· Under student participation requirements: Hybrid p. 10: Students can be expected to post “around” 4+ times per week. Fully online p. 10: Students can be expected to post “around” 2+ times per week. Is it possible to be more specific (rather than saying “around” a certain number of times). It is also not clear why in the fully online version, students will be expected to participate less than in the hybrid version.
· P. 10, under “Written Assignments”: Decide which style needs to be used instead of “[MLA/APA/?]”.
· Fully online syllabus: Photo analysis: What is the purpose of this activity?

· GE Assessment plan: 
· There should be a clear link between the ELOs and the sample questions. For each ELO and for each direct method used, please provide one (or more) sample question(s). In the submitted plan, there are not as many sample questions as ELOs and direct methods listed, and the reader also does not know which question ties to which direct method and ELO. All these sample questions should be provided to make clear to the panel that the ELOs are correctly understood and fulfilled in the course & will be correctly assessed.
· Though several of the direct methods mention rubrics, the desired levels refer to assignment grades (“at least 75% [or a C]”). Please remember to develop GE specific rubrics uniquely tied to the GE ELOs when GE ELOs are assessed & use these rather than assignment grades. Indeed, there may be a difference between an assignment grade (which may factor in a host of different criteria) and the extent to which a question assesses that an ELO is fulfilled in the course.
· No vote
6. International Studies 3450 (existing course; request to offer in 100% distance learning format)
· It would be useful for students to have more info on Proctorio. A link is provided, however, so it is OK.
· Lock & Key assignments: Add time for the paper to be due (since the paper is submitted online).

· In-person syllabus: Suggestion to remove the list of ideas of things to add on p. 1.
· Vasey, Bevins, unanimously approved with two recommendations (in italics above)
7. International Studies 4700 (existing course; request to offer in 100% distance learning format)
· Online syllabus:

· Include full references for the books.

· P. 4 “Assignment information”: Remove references to quarter & “take-home” final—since a fully online course would not have a take-home final. Notice that the same “quarter” reference is in the in-person syllabus as well.
· P. 6: There is a reference to midterms and final exams, but these are not listed on p. 3. The statement that there are weekly quizzes without points attached contradicts the information on p. 3 that online quizzes on reading assignments count for 100 points.
· Is the final exam mentioned on p. 11 the same as the final paper listed on p. 3?
· Blevins, Coleman, unanimously approved with recommendations (in italics above)
