ASCC Social and Behavioral Sciences Subcommittee
Approved Minutes
Thursday, January 22nd, 2026						      3:00PM – 4:30PM
CarmenZoom
Attendees: Brello, Dwyer, McKean, Mick, Steele, Valle, Vankeerbergen, Wade, Xiao
Agenda 
1. Approval of the 12-03-2025 minutes
a. McKean, Xiao; unanimously approved.

2. Geography 6229 – new course requesting 100% DL
a. Recommendation:  The Subcommittee recommends that the department include in the syllabus information for students about all planned regular and substantive interaction (RSI) in the course.  They note that the instructor’s plans to send “check-in” emails and provide feedback weekly on the Jupyter notebooks are noted on the Distance Learning Cover Sheet, but not present in the syllabus.
b. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends giving a time as well as a day that assignments are due (syllabus, p. 7); while they assume that “end of Sunday) means Sunday at 11:59 PM, students (especially those who are new to Ohio State) may not infer this automatically.
c. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends placing the information that exempts the final project from the late assignments policy (syllabus, p. 10) near the beginning of the paragraph to make this exception clearer for students.
d. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the department clarify how the course’s discussion posts and peer reviews are related to one another and how they work together to make up students’ overall participation grade.  While p. 10 of the syllabus indicates that “students will be required to peer review explanation videos” and “each student must participate at least one each week in the discussion” as a part of their participation grade, it is unclear if the peer reviews are a part of the discussion posts or if these are separate assignments.  If these are separate assignments, it is recommended that their weight within the participation grade be clarified for students.
e. McKean, Brello; approved with one abstention.
3. Geography 3702 – existing course with GEN Theme: Health and Wellbeing requesting 100% Distance Learning
a. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department make clear in the syllabus that students will be required to interact with the weekly video lectures and lecture slides for each module.  While this is clearly spelled out on p. 2 of the Distance Learning Cover Sheet, it is not explicitly stated in the syllabus for students.
b. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the department use consistent language regarding the types of assignments students will be required to complete.  On pp. 6-8 of the syllabus, the course’s Participation requirements are described; these include ten discussion forums and five exercises (p. 7).  However, under “How your grade is calculated” (syllabus, p. 10-11), it says that there will be 5 exercises and 10 “class reflections & responses”.  Though p. 13 of the syllabus indicates that the class reflections and responses are “in” the discussion forums, it is recommended that the assignment name be consistent throughout the syllabus.
c. Recommendation: The Subcommittee notes that the in-person version of the course had specific class sessions designated for “Exam Review”; it is unclear from the current syllabus whether this will also be a part of the online version of the course.  The Subcommittee recommends that this review be included in the distance learning version of the course (if that is not already the case), and that it be made explicit for students in the Course Schedule (syllabus p. 20-29).
d. Xiao, Brello; unanimously approved with one contingency and two recommendations.

4. Sociology 5649 – existing course requesting a change in credit hours (from 3 to 4)
a. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide a cover letter explaining the reason for the change in credit hours, as this change will have a substantial effect on the remaining Bachelor of Science students.  Additionally, if available, they ask that the previous syllabus for the 3 CH version of the course be uploaded to curriculum.osu.edu as a part of the proposal (in addition to the new, 4 CH version) so that the Subcommittee members can compare the two syllabi and better understand how the course is being restructured in the 4 CH format.
b. The Subcommittee requests that the course meeting times (syllabus, p. 1) be changed to reflect the course’s proposed 4 CH status – the current structure of two 50-minute lectures and one 55-minute lab is not commensurate with the request for 4 credit hours.  On a related note, they ask that the course calendar (syllabus, p. 11) include both the lab/recitations and lectures; in its current form, the schedule only seems to cover the lecture portions of the course.
c. The Subcommittee asks that the department amend the statement regarding the programmatic implications of the change on curriculum.osu.edu (under “Course Change Information”) to clarify that this course is required only for graduate students and the few remaining undergraduate students seeking the Bachelor of Science.
d. The Subcommittee notes that making this a 4 CH course may make scheduling a challenge for the remaining undergraduate students in the Bachelor of Science program.  The ask that the department confirm in the cover letter (see item “a” above) that they will work with the department’s academic advisors to make any student who has not yet taken this course aware of the change.
e. The Subcommittee asks that the department clarify the format of the class’s third meeting each week.  The syllabus alternately refers to the meeting as a “lab” (p. 1, p. 7), a “recitation” (p. 2) and a “lab-based recitation” (p. 2), which can be confusing for students.
f. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.

5. Geography 5230 – new course
a. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department reconsider the course’s lack of prerequisites.  They note that the syllabus indicates that students should have “basic ArcGIS skills” (p. 4); additionally, they observe that the course schedule (pp. 9-10) and the course’s assignments (pp. 6-8) imply that students will need significant prior skill in mathematics.
b. Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the department indicate on the first page of the syllabus the planned meeting times for the course.  While they understand this would not yet be known with any degree of certainty, some indication (e.g. “T/Th 11:10-12:30” or “two 80-minute meetings/week”) is required to make certain that the department is planning the correct number of contact hours each week for a 3 CH course.
c. Contingency: The Subcommittee asks that the department clarify the grading structure/assignment structure for the course.  On p. 6 of the syllabus, the chart notes one midterm exam worth 15% of the overall course grade and no final examination.  However, under the subheading “exams” (also p. 6), the syllabus states “There will be a midterm exam and a final exam, each of them worth 10% of your final grade.”’
d. Contingency: The Subcommittee requests that the department provide further information for students about the use of AI in the course (syllabus, p. 11).  For example, they note much of the guidance is based on the allowance of AI for specific assignments, but the guidelines make no mention of which assignments in the course do (or do not) permit the use of  AI.  Also, the Subcommittee notes that the bold text in the first paragraph says “enhance yet replace” and they offer the friendly note that the department may have meant to say “enhance not replace” instead.
e. [bookmark: _Hlk211427899][bookmark: _Hlk215486943][bookmark: _Hlk211256953]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.
1. Academic Misconduct
2. Student Life - Disability Services (incomplete)
3. Religious Accommodations (missing links)
4. 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 Mental Health statement on p. 13 of the syllabus and all other statements are current and accurate.
f. Recommendation: The subcommittee recommends incorporating into the syllabus the suggestion from the Center for Aviation Studies to promote AVIATN 2400 in the course syllabus. 
g. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the department remove or amend the language on p. 3 of the syllabus that describes “Credit hours and work expectations”.  This language surrounding “direct instruction” is part of the old distance learning syllabus template, which was retired in SP24, and is not intended to describe the activities of an in-person course.
h. Recommendation: The Subcommittee recommends that the department include in the list of excused absences “university sanctioned events” (syllabus, p. 6).
i. McKean, Xiao; unanimously approved with five contingencies (in bold above) and three recommendations (in italics above).

6. Public Affairs 2000 – new course requesting GEN Foundations: SBS
a. Tabled; returned to College for GEN Submission Form.

7. Speech and Hearing Science 6150 – existing course requesting a change in title, content and credit hours (from 3 to 2)
a. The Subcommittee asks that the department provide a cover letter that explains what is being removed from the course (in regard to content and assignments) that merits the reduction in credit hours.  They note that the two credit hour version of the course appears to have more assignments (11 classroom-based learning activities, nine assignments, and the Interdisciplinary Case Presentations – syllabus, p. 6) than the three-credit hour version (15 weekly reflection papers and/or Learning Activities – syllabus, p. 4) and similar topic coverage.
b. The Subcommittee requests that the department clarify what is meant by “non-OSU graduate students” (curriculum.osu.edu under “Course Change Information”).  While the subcommittee suspects that this means Ohio State graduate students who have been admitted to a degree-granting program who did not complete their undergraduate studies at Ohio State, they also recognize that this could refer to degree-seeking graduate students at other institutions who take classes at Ohio State, non-degree seeking students, or even another population.
c. The Subcommittee asks that the department clarify the type and number of assignments that students will complete in the course.  They note that there is a “Reflection Paper Rubric” (syllabus, p. 12) and that reflections are noted on the course schedule (syllabus p. 8-10), but they are not listed on the chart on p. 6 of the syllabus under “How your grade is calculated”.  While it seems from the course schedule that some reflections are associated with the “Assignments” category, at least one seems to be part of a “learning activities category”.  Additionally, there seem to be only eight assignments on the course calendar rather than nine mentioned on the chart.
d. The Subcommittee recommends that the department review the “How This Course Works – Mode of delivery” section of the syllabus (p. 2).  The text seems to indicate that students will spend at least 2 hours and 15 minutes in class each week.  While the Subcommittee recognizes the contact hour guidelines are minimums, they recommend that the department review this section to see if some language may be a holdover from previous iterations of the course.
e. The Subcommittee recommends that the department include in the syllabus heading on p. 1 the course’s status as “online asynchronous” rather than “online” to clarify the time commitment for students.
f. The Subcommittee recommends that the department remove or amend the language on p. 2 of the syllabus that describes “Credit hours and work expectations”.  This language surrounding “direct instruction” is part of the old distance learning syllabus template, which was retired in SP24.  Updated language can be found on the new ASC Distance Learning Syllabus Template.
g. The Subcommittee declined to vote on the course at this time.
