ASCC Social and Behavioral Sciences Panel
Approved Minutes
Tuesday, April 5, 2022							     			E-Vote
Online Contributors:  Cody, Coleman, Guada, Nathanson, Piperata, Smith, Steele, Valle, Vankeerbergen
Agenda:
1. Approval of 3-22-22 minutes
· E-Vote; unanimously approved
2. Anthropology 3027 (new course also requesting 100% DL)
· The Panel requests clarification about how this course will fulfill minimum direct instruction hours for a 3-credit-hour class if indeed taught on a 7-week model (as the syllabus suggests will be the case).  The College of Arts & Sciences requires 12.5 hours/750 minutes of direct instruction per credit hour; a 14-week course can satisfy this requirement with either two 80-minute meetings weekly, or with three 55-minute meetings weekly.  A 7-week course would require an equivalent amount of formalized education time, but accomplished in half the time/number of weeks.  To meet this benchmark, the proposed number of contact hours for this course should effectively double in order to qualify for 3-credit-hour status.     
· On the first page of the syllabus, the opening sentence of the course description section should read “3000-level,” not “300-level.”
· Please include the necessary information about office hours:  where/when/how will they occur?
· The Panel asks that the syllabus indicate how and where students will compose and submit quizzes – whether on Carmen, or in another format.
· On page 5 of the syllabus, the “How your grade is calculated” chart does not add up.  Presumably, the chart should read 7 quizzes/7 discussion posts at 20pts each for a total of 140 in both categories, and then 3 assignments each worth 100 points each.  The Panel requests that this section be revised accordingly.
· The Panel requests that the department seek concurrence from the College of Public Health, and Departments of Geography, Sociology, and Political Science.
· Instead of blanket academic integrity language meant to cover all assignments in the course, the Panel suggests including individual integrity statements for each assignment. 
· The Panel recommends including page length or word count expectations for Assignments 1 and 3.
· The Panel kindly notes that the "GQS" and "D" designations on the course schedule often proved confusing, even though they are defined in the note at the top of the schedule.  In particular, while members understood the intended use of "L" for "lecture" and "Q" for "quiz,” they were unclear about “D” and “GQS” designations; presumably "D" would stand for "discussion," but as written the syllabus appears to use "GQS" to indicate discussion and "D" to stand for something else?
· E-Vote; unanimously approved with six (6) contingencies (in bold above) and three (3) recommendations (in italics above).

