ASCC SBS Panel
Approved Minutes

Thursday, March 1, 2012






9:30 AM- 11:00 AM

110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Haddad, Hogle, Johnson, MacGilvray, McMahon, Schwartz, Vankeerbergen, Weinberg. 
AGENDA:
1. Approval of 2-16-12 minutes  
Schwartz, McMahon, unanimously approved
2. Economics graduate courses conversion
There are 26 courses—geared to first, second, third, and fourth (and above) year doctoral students.  They are new courses actually based on quarter courses (993.xx) that were in limbo. Those are research hours that can be used to write papers, to study for exams, or to study for candidacy exam. The fourth-year will be colloquia—not research hours. Likely, the first- and second-year courses will not be used a lot except in May/Summer. The third and fourth year courses are likely to be more used for dissertation-related purposes. 
Schwartz, McMahon, unanimously approved
3. Communication 2442 (add Individuals and Groups GE) 
· New title (“Violence in Society and Violence in the Media”) and request for additional GE category: Individuals and Groups. 
· Syllabus is quarter syllabus: quarter title, quarter number, no GE information in syllabus (boilerplate GE), quarter schedule. Request semester syllabus.
· Course moved from 400-level to 2000-level (that is, sophomore level). 
· Suggestion that it might be preferable to make the course 3000 level (junior level). Member comment: Very likely, the faculty wishes to make the course a 2000-level course to appeal to a large audience—likely 3000-level course would not appeal to as large an audience. Another committee member noted that a 3000-level GE course might well enroll very strongly.
· Switching from 400 level to 2000 level without changing the content is surprising. Course has no prereqs but 4 recommended courses. The reading list contains articles, something that excited the committee, but may make it difficult for sophomores. There might be a possible disconnect between the reading list, recommended prereq courses, and requested 2000 level. (There needs to be clarification that the readings and recommended prereq courses would be accessible to sophomores.) 
· Assessment plan: is rather brief and generic (rather than GE-specific), but deemed sufficient.
· Summary: Panel was enthusiastic about the course but did not take a vote: will request a semester syllabus & a rationale concerning the course number (how all the elements line up, including readings and recommended courses; whether course should be at 3000-level).
4. Social Sciences Air Transportation Major 
· This program is somewhat different from the revised quarter major approved by CCI last year. Geography will have the core SBS courses. 

· Concern by some panel members that the major does not look like an ASC program. That is, the major does not include a broad perspective appropriate for an ASC major. Half the courses are still outside ASC. Furthermore, the list of baccalaureate programs at other institutions is dominated by non-peer institutions, and at Purdue, which is a peer institution, the program there is not located in the College of Arts and Sciences. 
· It was not clear to the committee how directly the social science course work (especially some of the electives) related substantively to aviation.
· Do such programs exist at peer institutions? Where?
· Advisor member of the Panel: sees a lot of Aviation Major students. These students are frequently non-traditional students who are very focused, eager to finish their studies and be employed. Hence: broad spectrum of knowledge is not what they are necessarily looking for and aviation courses are very important for them. This is a large major in terms of credit hours. Suggestion: Would it be possible to pare down some of the social science electives from 4 to 2 (by perhaps making these part of GE)?
· The former chair of Geography, Morton O’Kelly, has done research in field of Air Transportation and is very enthusiastic about the major.
· Right now there are 125 students in the program.

· Next step: Obtain more input from Morton O’Kelly (or someone else)--written or in face. Invite him to next panel meeting. Problems we would like him to address (in person or in writing): (1) cohesiveness of the major (how all Soc Sc courses come together/fit in the major); (2) how major helps strengthen the university and the college; (3) how this is a liberal arts program; (4) information about peer institutions: whether they have such a program and, if so, where.
