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COMMUNICATION 2596
Introduction to Science, Risk, Environmental & Health Communication
Spring 2014

Time & Location: XXX

Instructor: XXX
Office hours: XXX
Credit Hours: 3

Course Description

This course provides a general introduction to the fields of science, risk, environmental and
health communication from multiple perspectives — including psychological, social, and cultural.
The course is designed to provide students with a general understanding of empirical research
across a variety of contexts, including (but by no means limited to) cancer, infectious disease,
recycling, climate change, and public safety. Over the course of the semester, students will
complete a project in which they critically examine a health, safety, or environmental risk and
develop a prototype communication intervention or campaign to address the issue drawing on
theories and research covered in the course.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, engaged students can expect to:

1. Know the range of contexts in which scholarship from communication, psychology,
sociology, environmental studies, and health sciences can be applied to science, risk,
environmental and health communication.

2. Understand and be able to explain how foundational and emerging theories and methods
of communication, psychology, sociology, environmental studies, and health sciences can
be used to improve health, safety, and environmental outcomes.

3. Effectively apply theory and research findings in science, risk and/or health
communication to a practical health, safety, or environmental concern.

General Education. Comm 2596 is a GE Cross-Disciplinary Seminar course.

Goals: Students demonstrate an understanding of the topic of interest through scholarly
activities that draw upon multiple disciplines and through their interactions with students from
different majors.

Cross-Disciplinary Seminar Expected Learning Outcomes
1. Students understand the benefits and limitations of different disciplinary perspectives.
2. Students understand the benefits of synthesizing multiple disciplinary perspectives.
3. Students synthesize and apply knowledge from diverse disciplines to a topic of interest.

Comm 2596 satisfies these learning outcomes through its coverage of multiple discipline’s
perspectives and theories on risk, science, environmental, and health including communication,
psychology, sociology, environmental sciences, and the health sciences. Across the various
topics covered in the course, students will synthesize the different perspectives on what
constitutes risk, how to construct messages that effectively communicate risk, and the role of the
media in shaping how people understand risk. The final project for the course involves students’
synthesizing these various theoretical perspectives to development communication-based
intervention that addresses a health, safety or environmental problem.
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Readings
There is no textbook for this course. Readings for each class period are posted on Carmen.

Requirements
Grade Distributions. Grading will be calculated based on the following:

—

(8]

o

Points
. Attendance (only taken during final 40

presentations)
In-class exams (200 total pts)

Exam 1 100

Exam 2 100
Final Project (110 total pts)

Paper topic 10

Paper outline 20

Final paper 80
Presentation of final project 50
Total 400

Grade Assignment
Currently, I anticipate that grades will be assigned using the following point system:

>372=A >360 = A-

> 348 =B+ >332=B >320=B-
>308 =C+ >292=C >280=C-
> 268 =D+ >252=D <252=E

Course Requirements
1.

This course is conducted as a lecture with discussion. As such, a critical portion of the
learning occurs through the active discussion of the material in class meetings. Therefore,
attendance and participation in class are strongly encouraged. It is also recognized that
sometimes other commitments may take priority over this class. Students need to weigh their
various responsibilities and make attendance decisions accordingly. To gain the most benefit
from class time, it is strongly recommended that you read the assigned material prior to class.

Two closed book, in-class exams will be conducted during the semester. These will be a
combination of multiple-choice, short answer, and essay questions covering the readings
most recently discussed in class. All material in the readings and lectures is covered in the
exams, with more emphasis on material to which significant class time has been devoted.
Exam dates are noted in the Course Calendar below. Make-up exams will only be offered to
students with an excused absence on the date of the exam. Excused absences are serious
circumstances beyond the student’s control that are appropriately documented. These include
university business, illnesses, death or illness of a close family member, and court
appearances. Arrangements for the make-up and documentation of the absence must be
provided to the instructor within one week of returning to class.

3. Afinal writing project will be due on the first day of project presentations. In this writing
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project, the student will choose a health, safety, or environmental problem, conduct a review
of the research literature related to communication approaches to that problem, and propose a
communication-based intervention derived from research evidence. This could take the form
of, for example, a public service campaign to increase cancer screenings, a training program
for physicians in patient-centered communication, an effort to increase bicycle helmet usage,
or an effort to reduce public littering. The type of intervention is limited only by the
imagination of the individual student.

A. Paper Topic: This is a brief paper (1 page in length) that will introduce the topic of your
final writing project. In this paper, you should define/explain the problem you’ve selected.
Why is it an important topic to consider, particularly in the context of communication
scholarship? Who does the problem affect? What are the goals of the campaign/intervention?
This is due the 3" week of class.

B. Paper Outline: You will submit a detailed outline of your paper (2-3 pages in length) that
begins to construct the design of your campaign/intervention — theoretical/empirical
justification, target audience, mode of delivery, message design, and so forth. Include 5
scholarly references from academic journals (not the popular press) to support your direction.
This is due the 7" week of class.

C. Final Paper: The final paper (10 pages in length, plus references) will detail the design

of your campaign/intervention and how it effectively addresses the problem in light of course
readings, discussion and your own research outside of class. The final paper must cite at least
10 references, 6 of which must be from academic journals. This is due the 13" week of class.

All three writing assignments should adhere to the following guidelines:

e use Times New Roman font (12-point), be double-spaced, and have one inch margins
have a title page with the student’s name, date, course number, and instructor name
have numbered and stapled pages
follow APA Style Guidelines for references and in-text citations
be proofread and spell-checked
be submitted as paper copies at the beginning of class

An oral presentation of the final project will be made during the last two weeks of class.
Attendance is mandatory during the presentations. Each undocumented absence during the
presentation of student projects will result in a loss of 10 attendance points.

Policies and Procedures

1.

Course readings and participation. At a minimum, you should read assigned material prior
to class, and be prepared to discuss what you have read. We will discuss material from the
readings in class, but we will NOT cover all of the content from readings in class. You are
responsible for learning and understanding all material from the readings and class
presentations; thus, it is strongly recommended that you take notes while reading and bring
questions to class and/or office hours.

Technology in class. All cell phones must be turned silenced during class time. Texting,
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emailing and/or browsing the Internet during class will not be tolerated. Students will be
asked to leave. If you have a personal emergency, you may of course use your phone. Please
do the rest of the class the courtesy of leaving the class before initiating or answering any
phone calls.

Missed exams/late assignments. Missed exams and late assignments will only be
accommodated when the student provides an appropriate justification for missing the due
date (i.e., sickness, family emergency, or university business). All justifications must be
documented by the appropriate authorities/offices. Arrangements to make-up missed work
must be made within one week of returning to class. Without a documented justification,
papers submitted after the due date will be subject to a penalty of 10% per day.

Grade disputes. Students who have grade disputes should express those concerns to the
instructor. A clear mistake or error in grading as a result of computation of scores (i.e.
mathematical errors or clearly marked errors on multiple choice answers) will be quickly
addressed. Any grade grievance based on substantive answers that may have been
misinterpreted by the grader(s) will require a written letter to the instructor that describes the
dispute and makes the case for the grade, which he or she considers most appropriate. This
persuasive letter should include a description of why the grade that was given is considered
inappropriate.

Disabilities. Students with disabilities that have been certified by the
Office for Disability Services will be appropriately accommodated
and should inform the instructor as soon as possible of their needs.
The Office for Disability Services is located in 150 Pomerene Hall,
1760 Neil Avenue; telephone 292-3307, TDD 292-0901;
http://www.ods.ohio-state.edu/.

Academic misconduct. It is the responsibility of the Committee on Academic Misconduct to
investigate or establish procedures for the investigation of all reported cases of student
academic misconduct. The term “academic misconduct” includes all forms of student
academic misconduct wherever committed; illustrated by, but not limited to, cases of
plagiarism and dishonest practices in connection with examinations. Instructors shall report
all instances of alleged academic misconduct to the committee (Faculty Rule 3335-5-487).
For additional information, see the Code of Student Conduct
http://studentlife.osu.edu/pdfs/csc_12-31-07.pdf.



Course Calendar

Week 1

Introduction
Risk Perception (Psychological & Sociological Approaches)

Slovic, P. (1987). Perception of risk. Science, 236, 280-285.

A classic review article that provides an accessible and interesting
introduction to risk perception research, the psychometric paradigm
and risk characteristics from a psychological perspective.

Kasperson, J. X et al. (2005). The social amplification of risk:
assessing fifteen years of research and theory. In J. X. Kasperson and
R. E. Kasperson, The social contours of risk—volume 1: Publics, risk
communication and the social amplification of risk (pp. 99-114).
London: Earthscan.

Chapter reviews their fundamental work on how the communication
of risk among different publics and stakeholders, including local
communities, corporations and society-at-large, influences risk
perception.

Week 2

Risk Communication

Fischhoff, B. (1995). Risk perception and communication
unplugged: Twenty years of process. Risk Analysis, 15, 137-145.
This article nicely summarizes 7 developmental stages of risk
communication from a psychological perspective.

Part I Selections. Lundgren & McMakin (2009). Risk
Communication: A Handbook for Communicating Environmental,
Safety & Health Risks.

First section of text presents multiple approaches to risk
communication (e.g., mental models, crisis communication), basic
principles and constraints from a communication and environmental
science perspective.




Week 3

Basics of Developing Risk Messages

Gigerenzer, G. et al. (2007). Helping doctors and patients make sense
of health statistics. Psychological Science in the Public Interest, 8
(2), 53-92.

This article explains statistical illiteracy, reviews psychological
research on numerical formats and offers recommendations for
presenting basic risk information. This article summarizes research
from psychology and health sciences.

Chapter 1: What Are Health Risk Messages? In K. Witte, G. Meyer
& D. Martell (2001). Effective Health Risk Messages (pp. 1-10).
Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE.

This chapter defines fear appeals, implicit vs. explicit messages,
types of threats, while offering interesting examples from popular
culture. This chapter summarizes research from communication and
health sciences

Week 4

Basic Approaches to Science Communication
Public Engagement and Science

Bucchi, M. (2008). Of deficits, deviations, and dialogues: Theories
of public communication of science. In M. Bucchi & B. Trench
(Eds.), Handbook of Public Communication of Science and
Technology (pp. 57-76). London: Routledge. The chapter takes a
communication approach to the complexities of science
communication.

Nisbet, M. C. & Scheufele, D. (2009). What's next for science
communication? Promising directions and lingering distractions.
American Journal of Botany, 96 (10), 1767-1778.

This article reviews research from the social sciences on how the
public makes sense of and participates in societal decisions about
science and technology. It also makes recommendations for
improved public engagement. This paper takes a broad
interdisciplinary approach to science communication.

Paper Topic




Week 5

Science & Health Entertainment

Moyer-Gusé, E. & Nabi, R. (2010). Explaining the Effects of
Narrative in an Entertainment Television Program: Overcoming
Resistance to Persuasion. Human Communication Research, 36 (1),
26-52.

This article reviews narrative theory (i.e., EORM and E-ELM) and
presents results from an experiment testing the persuasive effects of
narrative on perceived vulnerability to unplanned pregnancy. This
article takes a communication approach to the study of science and
entertainment.

Dahlstrom, M. F. & Ho, S. S. (2012). Ethical considerations of using
narrative to communicate science. Science Communication, 34(5),
592-617.

This article discusses three ethical considerations science
communicators face when considering narrative as a communication
technique for science policy contexts: (a) What is the underlying
purpose of using narrative: comprehension or persuasion? (b) What
are the appropriate levels of accuracy to maintain? (c) Should
narrative be used at all?

EXAM 1

Exam 1

Week 6

Science, Health, and Environmental literacy

Brossard, D. & Lewenstein, B. V. (2009). A Critical Appraisal of
Models of Public Understanding of Science: Using Practice to
Inform Theory. In L. Kahlor & P. Stout (Eds.), Communicating
Science: New Agendas in Communication (pp. 11-39). New York:
Routledge.

Chapter 7. ‘Highlights.” Science and Technology: Public Attitudes
and Understanding. In National Science Board (2012). Science and
Engineering Indicators 2012. Arlington VA: National Science
Foundation (NSB 12-01). This reading takes an interdisciplinary
approach to address how people understand science communication.
http://www.nsf.gov/statistics/seind12/c7/c7h.htm




Week 7

Environmental Communication — Values & Behavior Paper
Media Coverage of Environmental Issues Outline

Cialdini, R. B. (2003). Crafting normative messages to protect the
environment. American Psychological Society, 12(4), 105-109.

This brief article discusses the misguided tendency to try to mobilize
action against a problem (e.g., health, environmental) by depicting it
as regrettably frequent. The author defines descriptive and injunctive
norms and presents experimental evidence in the context of littering,
environmental theft and recycling. This article summarizes research
from psychology.

Feldman, L. et al. (2011). Climate on cable: The nature and impact of
global warming coverage on Fox News, CNN, and MSNBC. The
International Journal of Press/Politics, 17(1), 3-31.

This study examines climate change coverage on the three major
cable news channels and assesses the relationship between
viewership of these channels and beliefs about global warming. This
article takes a communication perspective.

Week 8

Crisis Communication — Health & Environmental Risks

Abkowitz M. Lessons learned the hard way: what catastrophes can
teach us about planning, communication— and luck. Vanderbilt
Magazine [online]. 2008. Available from URL:
http://www.vanderbilt. edu/magazines/vanderbilt-
magazine/2008/10/lessons-learned-the-hard-way/. This article
approaches risk communication from an interdisciplinary
perspective.

Rogers, E. M. (2004). Diffusion of news of the September 11
terrorist attacks. In A. M. Noll (Ed.), Crisis communications:
Lessons from September 11 (pp. 17-30). New York: Rowan &
Littlefield. This chapter focuses on diffusion of knowledge drawing
from research in communication and psychology.




Week 9 Environmental Advocacy

Cox, J. R. (2009). Chapter 7 - Environmental Advocacy Campaigns.
In J. R. Cox Environmental Communication and the Public Sphere
(2" ed.) (pp.225-254). Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE.

Bortee, D. et al. (2012). Framing environmental advocacy: a study of
30 years of advertising in National Geographic Magazine.
International Journal of Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector Marketing,
17 (2), 77-91.

Content analysis examines different frames across corporate and
advocacy group advertisements. Findings suggest that advocacy
groups may not be capitalizing on best practices in persuasive
message design.

EXAM 2 Exam 2

Week
10

Interpersonal Health/Risk Communication
Organizations & Health/Environmental Communication

Duggan, A. (2006). Understanding interpersonal communication
processes across health contexts: Advances in the last decade and
challenges for the next decade. Journal of Health Communication,
11, 93-108.

This article highlights findings from the previous decade of
communication research and the ways previous findings serve as a
theoretical and methodological foundation for more sophisticated
analysis of interpersonal communication processes in health
contexts.

Scherer, C., & Cho, H. (2003). A social network contagion theory of
risk perception. Risk Analysis, 23, 261-267.

The central hypothesis of this study proposes the existence of risk
perception networks--relational groupings of individuals who share,
and perhaps create, similar risk perceptions. To test this idea, data
were collected from individuals involved in a community
environmental conflict over a hazardous waste site cleanup.




Week
11

Diversity & Cultural Issues

Niederdeppe, J., Bigman, C. A., Gonzales, A. L. & Gollust, S. E.
(2013). Communication about health disparities in the mass media.
Journal of Communication. doi:10.1111/jcom.12003

This article summarizes the current state of knowledge about health
disparities in the mass media by reviewing selected research on the
content and effects of mass-mediated communication about health
disparities, and identifying priorities for future research to better
understand the role of communication in shaping public support and
collective action to reduce health disparities.

Week
12

Media and Health Outcomes

Holton et al. (2012). The Blame Frame: Media Attribution of
Culpability About the MMR—Autism Vaccination Scare. Health
Communication, 27(7), 690-701.

Findings from content analysis emphasize how news media may
attribute blame in health risk communication and how that ascription
plays a potentially vital role in shaping public behavior. Theoretical
and practical implications are discussed. This paper draws heavily
on research from communication and psychology. This article draws
from public health and communication.

Niederdeppe, J. (2008). Beyond Knowledge Gaps: Examining
Socioeconomic Differences in Response to Cancer News. Human
Communication Research, 423-477.

Findings show news coverage about celebrity news events were more
likely to promote information seeking among people with greater
education than among those with less education - differences
explained, at least in part, by greater health knowledge and
community involvement. These factors may contribute to widening
socioeconomic gaps in prevention behaviors. Strategies to address
these gaps are discussed.

Maibach, E., Abroms, L., & Marosits, M. (2007). Communication
and marketing as tools to cultivate the public’s health: a proposed
“people and places” framework. BMC Public Health, 7, 88—102.
The authors propose a framework — based on contemporary
ecological models of health — to explain how communication and
marketing can be used to advance public health objectives. This
paper draws from health sciences and communication.
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Week
13

Health and Environmental Campaigns

Noar, S. M. (2006). A 10-Year Retrospective of Research in Health
Mass Media Campaigns: Where Do We Go From Here? Journal of
Health Communication: International Perspectives, 11(1), 21 - 42.
This article reviews the recent literature on health mass media
campaigns and discusses their effectiveness in impacting public
health.

Chapter 5: Starting Out the Right Way: Formative Research. In K.
Witte, G. Meyer & D. Martell (2001). Effective Health Risk
Messages (pp. 1-10). Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE.

This chapter provides instructions on how to turn theory into
practice when developing a health risk media campaign and lays out
the steps to formative research. This chapter draws from public
health and communication.

Week
14

New Communication Technology & Health, Science &
Environmental Communication

Cox, J. R. (2013). Chapter 7: Social Media and the Environment
Online. In J. R. Cox Environmental Communication and the Public
Sphere (3 ed.) (pp. 177-206). Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE. This
chapter draws from environmental science and communication.

Signorini, A., Segre, A. M., Polgreen, P. M. (2011). The use of
Twitter to track levels of disease activity and public concern in the
U.S. during the influenza A HIN1 pandemic. PLoS ONE 6 (5),
€19467. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0019467

This article provides a unique perspective on the use of Twitter as a
tool for tracking a pandemic as well as for assessing risk perceptions
and information sharing through online social networks.

Final Paper

Finals
Week

PRESENTATIONS
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GE Proposal for Comm 2596
Introduction to Science, Risk, Environmental & Health Communication

Introduction to Science, Risk, Environmental, and Health Communication (Comm 2596) is being
proposed as a Cross-Disciplinary Seminar GE course. This course will be a required course for a
new minor that the School of Communication is proposing on Science, Risk, Environmental, and
Health Communication. There are no prerequisites for the course. How the course objectives,
readings, topics, and assignments address the expected learning outcomes will be discussed for
each of the three learning outcomes for Cross-Disciplinary Seminars.

1. Students understand the benefits and limitations of different disciplinary
perspectives.

How do the course objectives meet this learning outcome? All three learning outcomes for the
course address this learning outcome. The first outcome addresses students’ need to understand
the contributions of these various disciplines to the applied contexts of environmental, safety,
and health. This will provide the foundation that students need in order to appreciate the benefits
and limitations of each discipline’s approach. The second outcome focuses on students’ ability
to comprehend how research across these disciplines can be used to improve health, safety, and
environmental outcomes. This objective involves students’ learning how to synthesize various
perspectives in order to develop theoretical models to address various issues. The final outcome
focuses on students being able to translate what they have learned into a proposed campaign for
addressing a health, safety, or environmental issue. This assignment requires students to
integrate what they have learned from the different perspectives into a coherent workable
proposal which highlights the strengths and limitations of each of the various perspectives.

How do the readings assigned address this outcome? Currently, there is no textbook that
provides the range of coverage that this course requires. Consequently, a series of readings has
been put together to cover the various topics that are addressed. A narrative justifying the
inclusion of each reading has been added to the syllabus.

How do the topics addressed meet this outcome? The early foundational topics such as risk
perception (week 1), risk communication (week 2), public engagement and science (week 4),
science, health, and environmental literacy (week 6), health and environmental risks (week 8),
and diversity and cultural issues (week 11) involve the juxtaposition of the various disciplinary
perspectives on these issues to highlight both the strengths and potential limitations of drawing
from various perspectives to address the topics covered in the course.

How do the written assignments address this outcome? The major written assignment for this
course is a campaign proposal that addresses a health, safety, or environmental issue. A major
part of this assignment involves a review of the relevant literature to identify the strengths in the
different approaches to campaign development. The goal of the literature review component of
the paper is for students to explicitly identify how they have benefited from a consideration of
the different disciplinary models.

2. Students understand the benefits of synthesizing multiple disciplinary perspectives.
How do the course objectives meet this learning outcome? The second and third learning
objectives for the course explicitly address this learning objective. The second objective
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involves explaining the different disciplinary perspectives on the topics addressed in the course.
This is a necessary foundation if students are going to synthesize the knowledge they have
acquired from the different perspectives covered in the course. The third objective specifically
focuses on students being able to synthesize what they have learned across the different
perspectives into a workable campaign proposal.

How do the readings assigned address this outcome? Currently, there is no textbook that
provides the range of coverage that this course requires. Consequently, a series of readings has
been put together to cover the various topics that are addressed. A narrative justifying the
inclusion of each reading has been added to the syllabus.

How do the topics covered address this outcome? Many of the topics in the middle and later
part of the course involve taking the knowledge that has been generated in psychology,
environmental sciences, and health sciences and using it to better understand the issues faced by
communication scholars and practitioners through the analysis of past campaigns or the
development of new campaigns (Week 3, basics of developing risk messages; Week 7, media
coverage of environmental issues; Week 9, environmental advocacy; Week 10, interpersonal
and organizational health/risk communication; and Week 12, media and health outcomes).

How do the written assignments address this outcome? The campaign proposal necessitates
students being able to synthesize what they have learned from the different disciplines to develop
and justify what they propose to do in their campaign to address a health, safety, or
environmental issue.

3. Students synthesize and apply knowledge from diverse disciplines to a topic of
interest.
How do the course objectives meet this learning outcome? The application of knowledge from
the different disciplines is addressed in the final learning objective for this course. Learning
objective 3 focuses on the application of what students have learned across the semester to a
practical problem involving a health, safety, or environmental concern.

How do the readings assigned address this outcome? Currently, there is no textbook that
provides the range of coverage that this course requires. Consequently, a series of readings has
been put together to cover the various topics that are addressed. A narrative justifying the
inclusion of each reading has been added to the syllabus.

How do the topics covered address this outcome? The topics covered in the final weeks of the
course focus on taking what has been learned from each of the different disciplines and fusing
that knowledge into communication interventions aimed at addressing a health, safety, or
environmental issue (Week 9, Environmental Advocacy; Week 13, health and environmental
campaigns; Week 14, new communication technology and health, science, and environmental
communication).

How do the written assignments address this outcome? The campaign proposal is specifically
designed to address this learning object. To be successful, students must be able to integrate
what they have learned across the course and proposal a communication campaign to address a



health, safety, or environmental issue of their choice. The goal of this paper is to get students to
take the different perspectives and translate them into a potentially useful campaign.

A GE assessment plan, which explains how one will assess the effectiveness of the course in
achieving the expected learning outcomes over time, rather than how individual student
grades will be assessed.

Assessment of how well Comm 2596 is meeting the three learning goals outlined for GE Cross-
Disciplinary Seminars will primarily be done via a set of questions on the midterms and the final,
the final project, and the presentation of the final project. The midterms and the final will have a
section of 10 multiple choice questions specifically aimed at testing students’ comprehension of
the three learning goals. The initial set of questions will be created by the course instructor in
collaboration with the Director of Undergraduate Studies and the Undergraduate Committee (a
standing committee). A score of 80% accuracy will be deemed a successful score.

In addition, a grading rubric for the written portion of the final assignment will involve criteria
aimed at accessing the three learning outcomes. For example, students will be expected to
identify the strengths and limitations of the disciplinary perspective they are drawing upon in
developing their campaign (Learning Outcome 1). Additional criteria will focus on students’
ability to synthesize what they have learned (Learning Outcome 2) as they develop a
communication intervention (Learning Outcome 3). 80% of the students receiving a grade of
C+ or higher on the final project and the presentation of the final project will be deemed a
successful outcome. The instructor and Director of Undergraduate Studies will meet to discuss
the results of the assessment and to discuss any shortcomings in students’ performance.

In addition, students will be asked to complete a specialized evaluation of the course at the end
of each semester. Included in that evaluation will be a series of six questions (two per goal)
ascertaining students’ perceptions of how well the course meets each of the three learning goals.
A score of 4.0 (on a 1 to 5 scale) will be deemed a successful score. Students will also be asked
an open ended question probing for ways to improve the course for each of the three goals.
These responses will be used to identify potential ways to improve the course.

A copy of the multiple choice items, students’ results for these items (de-individualized so that
students cannot be identified), and the relevant student evaluations will be archived by the
Undergraduate Committee. In addition, the grading rubrics that are used for the final project and
the presentation of the final project will be kept on file. These materials will be made available to
the instructor of this course as requested or deemed necessary by the Director of Undergraduate
Studies.



Hughes, Sarah

From: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 5:38 PM

To: Hughes, Sarah

Subject: Fwd: Seeking Concurrence

Hi Sarah,

Here is the email from Rich Petty saying psychology is fine with the course.

Dave

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Richard Petty <petty.1@osu.edu>

Date: Wed, Mar 27, 2013 at 2:23 PM

Subject: Re: Seeking Concurrence

To: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>

Hi Dave:

I am the right person from whom to seek concurrence and it seems fine to me. Typically an e-mail concurrence
is fine but if you want me to print and sign the form and put in the mail, I can.

Rich

On 3/27/2013 2:13 PM, David Ewoldsen wrote:
Hi Rich,
As the director of the undergrad program, I'm seeking concurrence on a course we are proposing
entitled "An Introduction to Science, Risk, Environmental and Health Communication. It would
be a survey course for a new minor we are proposing. The GE committee has requested that we
get concurrence from psychology. Who is the appropriate person to contact?
I've attached the concurrence form and the syllabus for the course.

Thanks

Dave

I

David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology

3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210

614-247-5446 Office

ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu




Richard E. Petty

Distinguished University Professor and Chair
Department of Psychology

The Ohio State University

1835 Neil Avenue

Columbus, OH 43210-1234

phone: 614-292-3038
web: www.psy.ohio-state.edu/petty/

)
David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology
3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210
614-247-5446 Office
ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu




Hughes, Sarah

From: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 01, 2013 1:24 PM

To: Hughes, Sarah

Subject: Fwd: Concurrence for a new course proposal
Attachments: ConcurrenceForm SENR.pdf

I think we have all 4 concurrences now. Here is public healths.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Bisesi, Michael <mbisesi@cph.osu.edu>
Date: Mon, Apr 1, 2013 at 10:30 AM

Subject: RE: Concurrence for a new course proposal
To: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>

Dave,

| apologize for the delayed reply. Please see attached form that supports your proposal.

Mike

Michael S. Bisesi, PhD, REHS, CIH

Senior Associate Dean for Academic Affairs

The Ohio State University - College of Public Health

Director, Center for Public Health Practice

Interim Chair & Assoc. Professor, Division Environmental Health Sciences

mbisesi@cph.osu.edu

(Exec. Admin. Asst. Susan Price (614) 247-8196 sprice@cph.osu.edu)

Address: OSU College of Public Health 256 Cunz Hall 1841 Neil Ave. Columbus, OH 43210-1955



From: David Ewoldsen [mailto:ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 5:41 PM

To: Bisesi, Michael

Subject: Fwd: Concurrence for a new course proposal

Dr. Bisesi,

I was wondering if you had considered the concurrence request from the School of Communication? | believe
Kynthia Droesch forwarded our request to you. The GE committee is requesting that paperwork before they
will go forward with our proposal.

Thank you for your time and consideration

Dave Ewoldsen

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Droesch, Kynthia <kdroesch@cph.osu.edu>
Date: Wed, Mar 13, 2013 at 2:22 PM

Subject: RE: Concurrence for a new course proposal
To: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>

Hi Dave,

[ sent this to our Senior ADean, Dr. Mike Bisesi (mbisesi@cph.osu.edu), since he oversees our curriculum. He will
follow up with you.

Thank you,
Kynthia

Kynthia Droesch

Director, Office of Academic Programs & Student Services
College of Public Health

The Ohio State University

100E Cunz Hall, 1841 Neil Ave. Columbus, Ohio 43210-1351
PH: 614-292-8350 FAX: 614-247-1846

Follow us on Twitter: @100CunzHall



From: David Ewoldsen [mailto:ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2013 12:00 PM

To: Droesch, Kynthia

Subject: Concurrence for a new course proposal

Ms. Droesch,

The School of Communication is proposing a new course entitled "An Introduction to Science, Risk,
Environmental and Health Communication” (Comm 2701). I've attached the syllabus. We wanted to get
concurrence from the College of Public Health. Arts & Sciences requires that we seek approval from programs
to offer a new course when there is overlap between the two courses. | was told you were the appropriate person
contact regarding concurrence. If not, please let me know who | should contact.

If you have any issues with the course because it overlaps too much with courses that are offered in the College
of Public Health, please let me know. But I need the form signed before I can submit the course proposal.

Thank you

Dave

David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology

3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210

614-247-5446 Office

ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu

David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology

3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210

614-247-5446 Office

ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu




I

David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology

3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210

614-247-5446 Office

ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu




The Ohio State University
College of the Arts and Sciences Concurrence Form

The purpose of this form is to provide a simple system of obtaining departmental reactions to course
requests. An e-mail may be substituted for this form.

An academic unit initiating a request should complete Section A of this form and send a copy of the
form, course request, and syllabus to each of the academic units that might have related interests in the
course. Initiating units should be allowed two weeks to respond.

Academic units receiving this form should respond to Section B and return the form to the initiating unit.
Overlap of course content and other problems should be resolved by the academic units before this form
and all other accompanying documentation may be forwarded to the Office of Academic Affairs.

A. Proposal to review

School of Communication, Comm 2701, An Introduction to Science, Risk, Environmental and Health Communication

Initiating Academic Unit  Course Number Course Title

New March 13, 2013

Type of Proposal (New, Change, Withdrawal, or other) Date request sent
College of Public Health March 27, 2013

Academic Unit Asked to Review Date response needed

B. Response from the Academic Unit reviewing
Response: include a reaction to the proposal, including a statement of support or non-support (continued
on the back of this form or a separate sheet, if necessary).

The College of Public Health supports this proposal.

Since this proposed course focuses on "risk communication", it does not

conflict with the course "Fundamentals of Risk Assessment”

offered by the College of Public Health. Indeed, the proposed course may serve as a

complementary elective course for the BSPH major.

Signatures

1. Name Position Unit Date
2. Name Position Unit Date
3. Name Position Unit Date

Return this form to the ASC Curriculum and Assessment Services either through E-mail: vankeerbergen.1@osu.edu or
asccurrofc@osu.edu, Fax: 292-6303, or Campus Mail: 154 Denney Hall, 164 W. 17" Ave.
Revised 11/08/10



mailto:vankeerbergen.1@osu.edu�
mailto:asccurrofc@osu.edu�

Hughes, Sarah

From: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, April 01, 2013 1:27 PM

To: Hughes, Sarah

Subject: Fwd: Comm 2701: RE: Seeking concurrence on a new course proposal

Here is the concurrence from Environmental and Natural Resources.

Dave

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Sharp, Jeff <sharp.123@osu.edu>

Date: Wed, Mar 27, 2013 at 8:28 PM

Subject: RE: Comm 2701: RE: Seeking concurrence on a new course proposal
To: "Ewoldsen, David R." <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>

Dave, Below is our response. | drafted this on Monday but forgot to send it off. Thanks for the reminder. Let me know
if this e-mail and the text below is sufficient for your purposes. Good Luck, Jeff

The Academic Affairs Committee in the School of Environment and Natural Resources have reviewed the proposal for a
new course, "An Introduction to Science, Risk, Environmental and Health Communication" (Comm 2701). We appreciated
the opportunity to review this course. We support the creation of this course.

We do not see this particular course overlapping with anything we currently offer in the School. We do see this course as
complementary to the curriculum of some of our majors and anticipate that this course will attract some interest from
undergraduate students from the school in the future.

Please let me know of any additional questions you might have regarding our concurrence.

Jeff Sharp

Professor, School of Environment and Natural Resources
320B Kottman Hall

2021 Fyffe Road

The Ohio State University

Columbus, OH 43202

sharp.123@osu.edu

614-292-9410

From: David Ewoldsen [ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 5:39 PM

To: Sharp, Jeff

Subject: Re: Comm 2701: RE: Seeking concurrence on a new course proposal

Hi Jeff

I was wondering whether you had made a decision regarding concurrence on the course we are proposing in
communication.



Thanks

Dave

On Wed, Mar 13, 2013 at 12:47 PM, Sharp, Jeff <sharp.123@osu.edu> wrote:

Dave, Your message has found the correct contact in ENR. We have a meeting of our Academic Affairs Committee next
week and | will place this on the agenda as an item for our review. On first review, | do not expect any problems with
our providing concurrence for this. We appreciate the opportunity to provide our concurrence and it is also a good
opportunity for us to be cognizant of this course as it should appeal to some of our majors (particularly Environmental
Policy and Decision Making).

Please expect a reply from us later next week. Jeff

Jeff Sharp

Professor, School of Environment and Natural Resources
320B Kottman Hall

2021 Fyffe Road

The Ohio State University

Columbus, OH 43202

sharp.123@osu.edu

614-292-9410

From: David Ewoldsen [ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2013 12:04 PM

To: Sharp, Jeff

Subject: Seeking concurrence on a hew course proposal

Dr. Sharp,

The School of Communication is proposing a new course entitled "An Introduction to Science, Risk,
Environmental and Health Communication™ (Comm 2701). I've attached the syllabus. We wanted to get
concurrence from the School of Environment and Natural Resources. Arts & Sciences requires that we seek
approval from programs to offer a new course when there is overlap between the two courses. | was told that
you were the appropriate person contact regarding concurrence. If not, please let me know who | should
contact.

If you have any issues with the course because it overlaps too much with courses that you offer, please let me
know. But I need the form signed before | can submit the course proposal.

Thank you

Dave

David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology

3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210

614-247-5446 Office

ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu




I

David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology

3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210

614-247-5446 Office

ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu

I

David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology

3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210

614-247-5446 Office

ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu




Hughes, Sarah

From: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, April 01, 2013 1:26 PM

To: Hughes, Sarah

Subject: Fwd: Seeking concurrence

Hi Sarah,

Here is the email from sociology
dave

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Kristi Williams <williams.2339@sociology.osu.edu>
Date: Wed, Mar 27, 2013 at 10:04 PM

Subject: Re: Seeking concurrence

To: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>

Dear Dave,

The Department of Sociology is happy to offer concurrence for your proposed course, “An Introduction to Science,

Risk, Environmental and Health Communication.” The course appears well-designed and will be an excellent core course
for your proposed minor program, which | had the pleasure of reviewing recently as a member of the Arts and Sciences
Curriculum committee.

Best wishes,
Kristi

3k 3k 3k 3k %k %k %k %k 3k >k 3k 3k 3k %k %k %k %k %k %k k *k

Kristi Williams

Associate Professor and Director of Undergraduate Studies
Department of Sociology

The Ohio State University

On 3/27/13 6:39 PM, "David Ewoldsen" <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com> wrote:

Dr. Williams,

| originally sent this request to Dr. Qian, but | have been told you might be the more appropriate person
for this email. I'm seeking concurrence on a course we are proposing entitled An Introduction to
Science, Risk, Environmental and Health Communication. It would be a survey course for a new minor
we are proposing. The GE committee has requested that we get concurrence from the Department of
Sociology.

I've attached the concurrence form and the syllabus for the course.

1



Thank you for your assistance

Dave

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: David Ewoldsen <ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, Mar 27, 2013 at 2:18 PM

Subject: Seeking concurrence

To: gian.26@osu.edu

Dr. Qian,

As the director of the undergrad program, I'm seeking concurrence on a course we are proposing
entitled An Introduction to Science, Risk, Environmental and Health Communication. It would be a
survey course for a new minor we are proposing. The GE committee has requested that we get
concurrence from the Department of Sociology. Who is the appropriate person to contact?

I've attached the concurrence form and the syllabus for the course.

Thank you for your assistance

Dave

I

David R. Ewoldsen Professor, School of Communication, Professor, Department of Psychology (Courtesy)
School fo Communication Media Psychology

3168 Derby Hall | 154 N. Oval Mall Columbus, OH 43210

614-247-5446 Office

ewoldsen.osu@gmail.com osu.edu
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