ASCC Social and Behavioral Sciences Subcommittee
Approved Minutes
Wednesday, September 10, 2025						      1:30PM – 3:00PM
CarmenZoom
Attendees: Dwyer, Mick, Raadschelders, Steele, Valle, Vankeerbergen, Xiao
Agenda
1) Approval of 08-27-2025 minutes
a) Raadschelders, Xiao; unanimously approved.
2) New Certificate in Holocaust and Genocide Studies (Types 1a, 1b, and 2) (Tabled from 08-27-2025)
a) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department include with the revision of the program a cover letter outlining the changes made to the proposal in response to the feedback below.
b) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department obtain concurrences from the Departments of Germanic Languages and Literatures, History, and Near Eastern and South Asian Languages and Cultures, so as to confirm that all departments whose courses are on the certificate are aware of the program and supportive of continuing to offer the associated courses. More generally, the Dept. of Germanic Languages and Literatures and the field of Jewish Studies (NESA) have a direct disciplinary connection with the Holocaust, but the proposal does not indicate whether any conversations about the proposed certificate have been had with those departments.
c) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department include in the proposal a brief explanation of how the department will continue to ensure the viability of the certificate.  They note that several of the elective courses are no longer in the course catalog or have not been offered for some time. (Please see item ‘d’ below.)
d) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department correct the following items on the listing of Elective Courses found on pp. 6-7 of the proposal and/or the Advising Sheet in Appendix C.
i) Yiddish 3999 – Please amend the credit hours to ‘4’ on p. 7 of the proposal. (Note that the CH are correct for this course on the Advising Sheet).
ii) German 3254H – This course is listed twice; please remove the second listing on p. 6 of the proposal.
iii) Sociology 3798.03 and History 3798.02 – Please list these courses with the other elective courses rather than in a separate category.  While the Department is welcome to note the study abroad component in some way (parenthetical, footnote, etc.) the current way of listing the courses makes it appear as though these are not part of the elective category (Note that this should also be corrected on the Advising Sheet).
iv) German 3252.01/3252.02 – German 3252.01 is currently in limbo, please remove this from p. 6 of the proposal and the Advising Sheet.  German 3252.02 is erroneously listed as German 3251.02 on p. 6 of the proposal, please correct.
v) German 3256 – This course has only been offered once, in AU14.  Please consider removing this from the list of elective courses on p. 6 of the proposal and the Advising Sheet unless the assurance of future offerings can be obtained from the Department of Germanic Languages and Literatures.
vi) History 2452 – This course has been in limbo since May of 2025; please remove from p. 6 of the proposal and the Advising Sheet.
vii) History 3750 and 5750 – These courses have been withdrawn; please remove them from p. 7 of the proposal and the Advising Sheet.
viii) Sociology 4998 – If the department does wish to keep this course on the certificate (please see feedback item ‘e’ below), please make sure that it is listed on the Advising Sheet as well as p. 7 of the proposal.
e) Contingency – Since there is not a way to differentiate between Sociology 4998 sections taught by different instructors or to identify the subject matter of the individual research project in the Student Information System (SIS), the Subcommittee asks that the department clarify that students will need to petition to apply credit earned for specific research projects under Sociology 4998 to their certificate hours.  
Additionally, the Subcommittee asks that the department provide an explanation as to why other departments’ 4998 hours (e.g. History, Germanic) would not also be applicable if the subject matter is commensurate with the goals and learning outcomes for the certificate.
f) Contingency – The Subcommittee asks that the department include a brief statement about the required portfolio (proposal, p. 5) on the Advising Sheet (Appendix C), so that students are aware of this requirement.
g) Contingency – The Subcommittee asks that the department correct the required History/Jewish Studies courses listed in Appendix E (Semester-By-Semester Sample Program), as the required course is 2475 rather than 2454.
h) Contingency – The Subcommittee requests that the department include in the proposal the course descriptions of the elective courses.  This is noted as Appendix H on p. 8 of the proposal but is not included.  This list should also include any prerequisites for elective courses.  
i) Contingency – The Subcommittee asks that the department include a note on the advising sheet that says “While there are no prerequisite courses for the certificate as a whole, some courses below require prerequisites. Please consult the course catalog for details before enrolling.”, so that students (especially students doing this as a “stand alone” certificate, i.e., those who are not enrolled in a degree-granting program) can better plan their coursework.
j) Contingency – The Subcommittee asks that the department clarify how advising will be done for the certificate, as p. 8 of the proposal indicates that advising for the certificate will be housed in Sociology, but the Advising Sheet lists both the Sociology advisors and the academic advisors in the Department of History. (For additional feedback about advising, please see item “l” below.)
k) Recommendation – The Subcommittee recommends that the department remove the sentence from Appendix D that reads “Note: The advisors are not sure if they will use this form as we realize the certificate form is not used as often anymore, but we created this just in case!”  Details about declaring the certificate and approval of the certificate coursework will be worked out with the ASCCAS office when finalizing the Advising Sheet after the certificate has been approved.  Please feel free to contact Rachel Steele.682 with questions about this process.
l) Recommendation – The Subcommittee suggests that the department consider confining the advising for the certificate to one department, as “splitting” advising duties between units (History and Sociology) could cause confusion and/or logistical problems. As noted above in feedback item ‘k’, details about declaring the certificate and approval of the certificate coursework will be worked out with the ASCCAS office when finalizing the Advising Sheet after the certificate has been approved.  
m) Raadschelders, Xiao; approved with ten contingencies (in bold above) and two recommendations (in italics above.)
3) ASC 2798.08 – New course
a) Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the College clarify and/or alter the prerequisite for the course listed in curriculum.osu.edu, as it will be unclear to students and advisors what “BNA” is, and it will not be possible to enforce this electronically.  They offer the friendly suggestion that it may be better to simply list the prerequisite as “permission of instructor” and alter the Course Description in curriculum.osu.edu to read “This course offers students in the Buckeye Networks Abroad program the opportunity to develop….”
b) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College include on the course calendar (syllabus p. 6-8) some readings that will provide students with background information on the companies and/or countries that they will visit during their time abroad.  These readings should provide students with some foundation for their Culture Presentations and other assignments as well as establishing an academic grounding for their travels.
c) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College alter the grading scheme for the course (syllabus, p. 5), as the course should be designated as Satisfactory/Unsatisfactory rather than Pass/Non-Pass.
d) Contingency – Though the Subcommittee appreciates and approves the guidance that while traveling students will still be governed by the OSU Student Conduct policy, they ask that the College re-allocate the points assigned to “Travel Conduct”, as students’ grades should represent their academic work rather than conduct or behavior. 
e) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College provide additional information about the length and format of the course assignments.  They note and appreciate the parameters of the Final Assignment, and ask that similar information be provided for the Culture Presentation, Biography, Travel Journal, Discussion Board Questions, and the Travel Presentation so that students (and the reviewers) have a better idea of the work that is expected in the course.  Furthermore, they observe that the Travel Presentation assignment is not present in the table on p. 5 of the syllabus, and they ask that this be reconciled.
f) Contingency: As of August 29th, 2025, all syllabi must have either a link to the statements below or these statements written out in their entirety within the syllabus (the statement(s) in bold below are missing from the current syllabus and/or incomplete/out-of-date). Syllabi should link to the Office of Undergraduate Education's Syllabus Policies & Statements webpage and/or copy-and-paste the statements from the Office of Undergraduate Education's website.
i) Academic Misconduct
ii) Student Life - Disability Services
iii) Religious Accommodations
iv) Intellectual Diversity
Instructors are also welcome to include any other standard and/or recommended syllabus statements found on the Office of Undergraduate Education's webpage which they deem relevant for their course. Please also refer to this page to ensure that all other statements are current and accurate.
g) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the College change the transcript abbreviation (curriculum.osu.edu under “General Information; Transcript abbreviation”), as “BNA” will not offer information about the course’s content to other institutions or employers who may read students’ transcripts.
h) Recommendation: The Subcommittee suggests that the College remove “Not a GE course” from the course description (curriculum.osu.edu under “General Information; Course Description), as non-General Education courses are not labeled this way in the course catalog.
i) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the College provide clearer and more consistent information about when assignments are due, as some are listed as specific days of the week (11:59 PM Sunday) while others are listed as “11:59 PM the night before our next class”.
j) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends consistency in font choice and font size to make the visual organization of the syllabus clearer for students.
k) Raadschelders, Xiao; unanimously approved with six contingencies (in bold above) and four recommendations (in italics above).
4) ASC 2900 – New course requesting 100% DL 
a) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College include with the revision of the program a cover letter outlining the changes made to the proposal in response to the feedback below.
b) Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the College provide clearer information about how students will consistently meet the required 15 hours of work per week in this course.  While they did appreciate the sample provided for week 1 (syllabus p. 3), they are concerned about activities and assessments that may vary week to week, such as interactions with the authors of scholarly articles (who may not always be available to connect with students) and the difficulty of consistently compiling enough high-quality activities and assignments to warrant the 5 credit hours assigned to the course.  They note that a 5-credit hour course delivered asynchronously online is quite unusual, as courses with that kind of workload generally include labs and/or recitations.  Furthermore, they request that the administrators of the program monitor student work in this course carefully and evaluate the course after the first few offerings.
c) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College alter the course title and the prerequisites on the course syllabus and in curriculum.osu.edu to align with the final title of the program.
d) Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the College label the course as “Online, Asynchronous” in the syllabus heading (p. 1) rather than simply “Online”.
e) Contingency: The Subcommittee observes that many of the course designers’ comments are still visible in the proposal, and they ask that these be removed.
f) Contingency: As of August 29th, 2025, all syllabi must have either a link to the statements below or these statements written out in their entirety within the syllabus (the statement(s) in bold below are missing from the current syllabus and/or incomplete/out-of-date). Syllabi should link to the Office of Undergraduate Education's Syllabus Policies & Statements webpage and/or copy-and-paste the statements from the Office of Undergraduate Education's website.
i) Academic Misconduct
ii) Student Life - Disability Services
iii) Religious Accommodations
iv) Intellectual Diversity
Instructors are also welcome to include any other standard and/or recommended syllabus statements found on the Office of Undergraduate Education's webpage which they deem relevant for their course. Please also refer to this page to ensure that the Diversity and Title IX Statements on p. 19-20 of the syllabus (now combined into the statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct”) and all other statements are current and accurate.

g) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the College consider due dates on Sunday at 11:59 PM rather than Saturday at 11:59. This day and time is far more common for online, asynchronous courses and will provide consistency for students in the program.  Additionally, since this course is aimed at working professionals, they will likely appreciate the opportunity to have a full weekend to work on the course content.
h) Recommendation: The Subcommittee notes the inclusion of a Land Acknowledgment on p. 20 of the syllabus. As of 09-10-2025, Land Acknowledgments are no longer permissible on official university documents (including most syllabi) per the university’s SB1 Compliance website.  The course instructor(s) should consult with their TIU director/chair regarding whether or not this statement may be included within the syllabus.
i) Raadschelders, Xiao; unanimously approved with six contingencies (in bold above) and two recommendations (in italics above).
5) ASC 4900 – New course requesting 100% DL 
a) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College include with the revision of the program a cover letter outlining the changes made to the proposal in response to the feedback below.
b) Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the College provide clearer information about how students will consistently meet the required 24 hours of work per week in this course.  While they did appreciate the sample provided for week 1 (syllabus p. 3), they are concerned about activities and assessments that may vary week to week, and the difficulty of consistently compiling enough high-quality activities and assignments to warrant the 4 credit hours assigned to the course.  While the information in curriculum.osu.edu does indicate that the course could also be offered in 14-, 12-, and/or 8-week sessions, the Subcommittee notes that a 4-credit hour course delivered asynchronously online in 7 weeks, as it is laid out in the submitted syllabus, is quite unusual.   They ask if a 7-week course is truly intended here, and, if so, request that the administrators of the program monitor student work in this course carefully and evaluate the course after the first few offerings.
c) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College remove the statement on p. 4 of the syllabus (under “Credit hours and work expectations”) that says: “Actual hours spent will vary by student learning habits, amount of preparatory work completed since the introductory course where capstone projects were explained, and the assignments each week.  Most students can expect fewer hours per week engaged with coursework due to the time spent gathering ePortfolio items in the interim time between the Introductory and Capstone courses; creating truly exceptional work may take more time.”  Students should only earn credit for work completed during the semester in which they take the course, and thus there should not be a large variance between the work required of different students.
d) Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the College provide information about how they will ensure that there is no overlap in content between this course and GenEd 4001 (Reflection Seminar).  While they did note that there will be a designated section of GenEd 4001 for students in this program, the courses seem to have much in common, including the focus on a Pebble Pad portfolio and reflection on the college experience/future plans.
e) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College alter the course title and the prerequisites on the course syllabus and in curriculum.osu.edu to align with the final title of the program.
f) Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the College label the course as “Online, Asynchronous” in the syllabus heading (p. 1) rather than simply “Online”.
g) Contingency: The Subcommittee observes that many of the course designers’ comments are still visible in the proposal, and they ask that these be removed.
h) Contingency: As of August 29th, 2025, all syllabi must have either a link to the statements below or these statements written out in their entirety within the syllabus (the statement(s) in bold below are missing from the current syllabus and/or incomplete/out-of-date). Syllabi should link to the Office of Undergraduate Education's Syllabus Policies & Statements webpage and/or copy-and-paste the statements from the Office of Undergraduate Education's website.
i) Academic Misconduct
ii) Student Life - Disability Services
iii) Religious Accommodations
iv) Intellectual Diversity
Instructors are also welcome to include any other standard and/or recommended syllabus statements found on the Office of Undergraduate Education's webpage which they deem relevant for their course. Please also refer to this page to ensure that the Diversity and Title IX Statements on p. 16 of the syllabus (now combined into the statement on “Creating an Environment Free from Harassment, Discrimination, and Sexual Misconduct”) and all other statements are current and accurate.

i) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the College consider moving this course to a full semester course given the workload per week that is required in this format (please see item “b” above).
j) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the College consider due dates on Sunday at 11:59 PM rather than Saturday at 11:59. This day and time is far more common for online, asynchronous courses and will provide consistency for students in the program.  Additionally, since this course is aimed at working professionals, they will likely appreciate the opportunity to have a full weekend to work on the course content.
k) Recommendation: The Subcommittee notes the inclusion of a Land Acknowledgment on pp. 16-17 of the syllabus. As of 09-10-2025, Land Acknowledgments are no longer permissible on official university documents (including most syllabi) per the university’s SB1 Compliance website.  The course instructor(s) should consult with their TIU director/chair regarding whether or not this statement may be included within the syllabus.
l) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the College include the syllabus quiz (mentioned on pp. 3, 9 and 19 of the syllabus) in the “How your grade is calculated” chart on pp. 8-9 of the syllabus.
m) Raadschelders, Xiao, approved with eight contingencies (in bold above) and four recommendations (in italics above).
6) New Liberal Studies BA [soon to be re-titled "Integrated Arts and Sciences"]
a) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College include with the revision of the program a cover letter outlining the changes made to the proposal in response to the feedback below.
b) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College remove the word “soft” when discussing the types of skills cultivated by a liberal arts education (proposal p. 2).
c) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College include in the proposal more information about the limitations surrounding the 30-90 earned credit hour parameter for admitting students to the program, including the following:
i) The Subcommittee requests that the College provide further specificity about the “strictness” with which the parameters for entering the program will be applied.  They are concerned that language in the proposal such as “This program is not intended for new students…” (proposal p. 1; emphasis added), “targeted population” and “It is intended to serve the population of Ohio that would not otherwise attend Ohio State” (proposal, p. 5; emphasis added) may open the door for an expansion of the program beyond the 30-90 credit hour limits or, for that matter, to students who have stopped out for less than three years or never attended an institution of higher education beyond high school graduation.
ii) Along the same lines, the Subcommittee asks that the College clarify what will be done for students who inquire about the program and are “close” to meeting the parameters (e.g. have 28 or 29 hours earned, have 91 hours that are not conducive to completing any other Ohio State program, have stopped out for 2.5 years, etc.).  Will exceptions be allowed?  What will be the process for evaluating such requests?
iii) The Subcommittee requests that the College clarify whether the 30-90 earned credit hours have to be approved for transfer to Ohio State.  For example, could a student apply to the program and be accepted based on 36 hours earned at another institution, only to have those hours evaluated and found not to transfer to Ohio State or be applicable to a degree due to them being from a non-accredited institution, being classified as technical credit, etc.?
d) Contingency: The Subcommittee observes that many of the program designers’ comments are still visible in the proposal, and they ask that these be removed.
e) Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the College provide a list of appropriate Data Analysis courses for each domain rather than relying on “previously approved data analysis embedded literacy course[s]” from ASC departments (proposal, pp. 5-6), as Embedded Literacy courses are approved within certain majors to meet the requirements of students in that major, and they are not necessarily intended for students in a broader, more dispersed major like the Bachelor of Liberal Arts.  Additionally, the Subcommittee notes that other major programs have asked to rely upon the choices of their colleagues in other units for this requirement (e.g. requesting to allow that a student with a double major be allowed to “count” their Data Analysis requirement for one major in another major) and this was not allowed.
f) Recommendation: The Subcommittee asks that the College emphasize in the student-facing materials for the program (including the Major Information and Planning Sheet, Appendix A) that students must earn 39 upper-division hours in order to meet the requirements for a degree.  As this program is tailored for students who will have likely taken many lower-division courses prior to coming to/returning to Ohio State, and the major itself only requires 22 upper-division hours, this requirement should be put forth as clearly as possible so that students may appropriately plan their degree.
g) Recommendation: Given that the program will require an extraordinary amount of cooperation between a number of entities both inside and outside of the College of Arts and Sciences, the Subcommittee suggests that the College include in the proposal a plan to regularly assess not only academic aspects of the major, but also the administrative and operational aspects of the program.
h) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the College re-phrase the requirement for students to take (in addition to ASC 2900 and 4900) “seven 3-credit courses” (proposal, pp. 6, 16) to read “seven courses of 3 credit hours or more totaling at least 21 credit hours” so that it is clear that students may take 4 or 5 credit hour courses should they wish to do so.
i) Recommendation: The Subcommittee suggests that the College amend the Major Planning Sheet on p. 17 of the proposal to consistently refer to the Embedded Literacy: Data Analysis course as such, rather than as “embedded data” or “Embedded Literacy for Data”, as using slightly different terminology for the same requirement may be confusing for students.
j) Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the College include in the proposal (p. 10) the approximate number of advisees that the program’s academic advisor will be expected to provide support for before an additional advisor is hired. 
k) Raadschelders, Xiao; approved with five contingencies (in bold above) and five recommendations (in italics above).
