ASCC Social and Behavioral Sciences Panel 
Approved Minutes
Thursday, October 21, 2021							      10:30AM – 12:00PM
CarmenZoom

Attendees:  Cody, Coleman, Guada, Nathanson, Smith, Steele, Valle, Vasey, Vankeerbergen
Agenda:  
1. Approval of 10-7-21 minutes
· Nathanson, Vasey; unanimously approved
2. History of Capitalism (new 1b certificate)
· The Panel requests that the core of the assessment section be further fleshed out – beyond generic statements of intention for the future.  In this expanded assessment plan, please include rubrics and/or tables explaining how essays will be evaluated as part of the certificate (or at least provide hypothetical exemplars) so that the Panel has a clearer conception of what this might entail when enacted. 
· The Panel kindly notes that the department might want to keep enrollment numbers in mind as the certificate develops; the existing number of sections for many of the courses the certificate requires are already at capacity, so it may be necessary to add additional sections to accommodate anticipated increase in demand. 
· Nathanson, Guada; unanimously approved with one (1) contingency (in bold above) and one (1) comment
3. Sociology 4462 (course number change from 5000-level; change credit hours from 3 to 4; requesting GE Theme: Citizenship & GE Theme: Health and Wellbeing with Research and Creative Inquiry)
· The Panel asks for clarification regarding how often the class will meet per week.  If meetings occur more than once a week, then the course calendar should outline in detail benchmarks and expectations for students on a day-by-day basis rather than weekly.
· The Panel requests additional information about the lab component of the course, including:
· What days/times will labs meet and for how long
· What are the topics for each lab meeting?  
· Who runs the labs?  A TA?
· What happens during labs?
· What do “lab assignments” entail?

· The Panel requests that the course schedule be amended to include the page-range amounts required for each assigned reading.
· The Panel asks that the syllabus include clarifying information regarding the “poster session” that appears on week 15 of the course calendar:  Is the poster session an additional assignment?  Is it graded?  Is it part of a lab assignment?  If the poster session is in fact another assignment, it should be included in the syllabus’ assignment summary breakdown for the course.
· Are quizzes pop or scheduled in this course?  The Panel requests clarification on this detail – and if the quizzes are in fact scheduled, the Panel asks that the dates each will occur be added to the course calendar so students can plan accordingly. 
· The Panel recommends that the syllabus explain why the course will count for 4 credits rather than 3, and how the class workload reflects the fact that students will earn this additional credit.  
· The Panel recommends that the department include the most up-to-date version of the University’s Title IX statement, which can be found here: https://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/syllabus-elements 
· Guada, Vasey; unanimously approved with five (5) contingencies (in bold above) and two (2) recommendations (in italics above)
4. Sociology 2202 (existing course requesting new GE Foundation: Social and Behavioral Sciences)
· The Panel requests an addition to the syllabus (around 150 words) that actively illustrates how specific material in the class – readings, assignments, etc. – engages the ELOs.  While the Panel agrees that the class meets the requirements for the GE Foundation: Social and Behavioral Sciences category, making the implicit links between the ELOs and the course content more explicit would help these connections appear more central to the class as a whole.
· The Panel requests that the department upload a syllabus that includes the full and complete goals and ELOs for the GE Foundation: Social and Behavioral Sciences.  The complete list of goals and ELOs are available here:  https://oaa.osu.edu/ohio-state-ge-program
· The Panel strongly recommends a course calendar that outlines benchmarks and expectations for students on a day-by-day basis rather than weekly, including, for example, the amount and quantity of course readings due each day, as well as specific due dates for any assignments.

· The Panel strongly recommends clarifying how the “drop” policy works for various assignment categories.  For example, are you required to submit all six papers, or can you just opt to do four, anticipating that the other two will then be dropped?
· The Panel recommends that the department include the most up-to-date version of the University’s Title IX statement, which can be found here: https://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/syllabus-elements 
· On the bottom of page 2 of the syllabus, the Panel suggests revising “hearing-impaired” students to instead read “deaf and hard of hearing” students.
· The Panel appreciates the clear guidelines and signposting dedicated to each individual assignment.
· The Panel commends the inclusion of a variety of activities that facilitate student interaction with each other as well as the course material.
· Nathanson, Vasey; unanimously approved with two (2) contingencies (in bold above), four (4) recommendations (in italics above), and two (2) comments
5. Sociology 2209 (existing course requesting new GE Foundation: Social and Behavioral Sciences)
· The Panel strongly recommends an addition to the syllabus that actively illustrates how specific material in the class – readings, assignments, etc. – engages the ELOs.  While the Panel agrees that the class meets the requirements for the GE Foundation: Social and Behavioral Sciences category, making the implicit links between the ELOs and the course content more explicit would help these connections appear more central to the class as a whole.
· On page 4 of the syllabus, duplicate information about the ELOs appears halfway down the page.  The Panel recommends removing this section since it is not necessary to relay ELOs twice in the syllabus.
· The Panel applauds the crisp, clear presentation of the goals and ELOs in the table that appears on the first page of the syllabus.
· Guada, Vasey; unanimously approved with two (2) recommendations (in italics above) and one (1) comment
6. Sociology 3410 (existing course requesting 100% DL)
· The Panel requests that the syllabus clarify how and where students will compose and submit homework, quizzes, exams, and the final writing assignment.


· The Panel asks that the course calendar outline in detail benchmarks and expectations for students on a day-by-day basis (rather than weekly), including specific due dates for any assignments.

· The Panel requests that the course schedule also be amended to include the page-range amounts required for each assigned reading.
· The Panel strongly recommends exploring community building exercises for students to become further engaged within the course and potentially utilizing the following resources: 
· The College of Arts and Sciences Office of Distance Education (ASC ODE) offers consultation with their instructional designers. Please visit https://ascode.osu.edu/consultation for further information and how to schedule one of these consultations. 
· The following resources from the Teaching and Learning Resource website may be of particular interest to explore the facilitation of community within courses, as recommended by Distance Educator Coordinator Jeremie Smith: 
1. Student Interaction Online: https://teaching.resources.osu.edu/teaching-topics/student-interaction-online
2. Community Building in Online Courses: https://ascode.osu.edu/resources/asc-teaching-forums/community-building-online-courses

· The DL paperwork mentions student discussions via Q&A forums, but there is no reference to this course component in the syllabus proper.  The Panel recommends that, if Q&A forums are indeed a key part of the course, they also appear in the syllabus.
· The Panel suggests making the fact that students should anticipate viewing weekly video lectures posted to Carmen more readily apparent in the syllabus.  
· On page 5 of the syllabus, the description section under “Quizzes” mentions that there are two quizzes worth 15 points each, which does not add up to the total 40 points designated to the quiz category in the grade breakdown for the course; the Panel recommends changing the quiz weight from 15 to 20 points each in order to correspond with the grade breakdown.
· The Panel kindly notes that the academic integrity statement for the Final Writing Assignment is missing (bottom of page 5 of the syllabus).
· Nathanson, Vasey; unanimously approved with three (3) contingencies (in bold above), four (4) recommendations (in italics above), and one (1) comment 
