ASCC SBS Panel
Approved Minutes

Thursday, March 15, 2012






9:30 AM- 11:00 AM

110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Haddad, Hogle, MacGilvray, McMahon, O’Kelly, Schwartz, Vankeerbergen, Weinberg. 
AGENDA:
1. Approval of 3-1-12 minutes 
Schwartz, McMahon, unanimously approved
2. Social Sciences Air Transportation (guest: Morton O'Kelly) 
· M. O’Kelly: does extensive research in Social Science Air Transportation. Revised major has been improved tremendously compared to previous versions. He is very supportive of the proposed major as it stands. Curriculum well put together. Air Transportation is an important sector of the economy. Having a well and broadly educated work force in this field is very important to FAA (highly and broadly educated, adaptable people; even people at the PhD level). Under quarters, Aviation major at Ohio State became less connected with SBS overtime. Transport sector relies on knowledge of culture, geography, political science, and other fields. This is why it is important that a variety of social science courses be included in the major (Communication, Political Science, Psychology, Economics, International Studies, Sociology, Geography). 

· Q: Do the Social Science electives provide content for aviation or are these courses mostly about other substantive matters? A: Aviation electives will provide core knowledge in aviation. The core itself is heavily weighted to aviation and geography (e.g., climatology, transportation security, cartography). The SBS electives provide the broad knowledge that is of increasing interest; they are not specifically about aviation. 
· Q: Concern that major will rely on one instructor (or limited number of instructors). A: The geography core courses are also part of the geography major so they will always be taught by someone.
· Q: What about our peer institutions? Do such programs reside in ASC or other colleges at peer institutions? (South Dakota State University is well known for its Aviation program—though this is not a peer institution.) A: M. O’Kelly has not researched programs at other universities. Other schools may have more practical programs. Ohio State’s program would stand out because it would be broader, more steeped in ASC / SBS courses.

· Q: What does this proposal do for the college/the university? A: (1) There is an existing demand for this major (strong numbers). The major would very likely grow with this proposal. (2) This would be a rigorous alternative to obtaining one’s commercial flight pilot license through pilot school. That is, there would be an integration of aviation training with broader social science background. This is a new way of approaching aviation training. Our program could be a model for other institutions.
· Q: How does this fit into broader university initiatives? A: Several broad university initiatives are: (1) creation of Center for Aviation Studies. (2) Ohio State has Don Scott flight school. (3) Professor Seth Young is very well connected with FAA/aviation world and has done a lot to expand the aviation program at OSU. (4) FAA has a program that fosters collaboration among academia; Ohio State’s partners in this program are Berkeley, MIT, and other similar rigorous institutions. In a nutshell, Ohio State is very much involved in aviation initiatives these days.
· Member comment: several peer institutions (e.g., UC Davis—Institute of Transportation Studies, UC Santa Barbara, Berkeley, Texas Tech) are taking a very interdisciplinary approach to the field of transportation (some of which is air transportation). This new program at Ohio State would have a lot of potential (e.g., might lead to graduate-level research).

· Interdisciplinarity/cross-disciplinarity is and is becoming increasingly important at this university.

· Suggestion, going forward: (1) Ask M. O’Kelly to come to ASCC meeting. (2) Add part in written proposal about where the field is going. (D. Haddad will take care of this.) This point might also be included in the Panel chair’s letter. (3) Learning goals might need to be revised to reflect the breadth of the field (p. 3 of proposal). M. O’Kelly: learning goals need to be delivered through the aviation core and the aviation electives. The primary goal of the major is not primarily in social sciences courses. The curriculum map is well put together. M. O’Kelly cautions against altering the learning goals. Panel then realizes that goal 3 touches on the social science aspect. Re-worded, this goal would clarify the SBS aspect of the major. Re-word the beginning of goal 3 to say: “Students improve and apply social scientific analytical skills . . . ”
· This is a large major. Many non-traditional students take this major and are interested in getting through the major. However, this program cannot be pared down.
· Schwartz, McMahon, unanimously approved

3. Global Public Health Minor--conversion (return) 
· Proposal has come back with enough upper-level credit hours. Unit renumbered a couple of courses at the 3000-level. Ask unit to change the numbers in the actual proposal; that is, minor sheet has been adjusted but not table on p. 2 of proposal.
· McMahon, Schwartz, unanimously approved
4. Surveying and Mapping Minor--conversion (return)  
· Unit is following what the Ohio Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and Surveyors is asking them to do.
· Table proposal; D. Haddad will contact Chair of Dept of Geography; Arts & Sciences Curriculum and Assessment Services will look up titles for quarter courses.
5. Econ 8892.03 (new course) 

· Part of “4th year graduate research colloquia by field” series. (8890.xx numbers will not be used. Instead 8891.xx, 8892.xx, 8893.xx, and 8894.xx will be used.)
· The schedule is a quarter, 10-week schedule. Request revised syllabus.
· Schwartz, McMahon, approved with contingency 
