ASCC A&H Panel
Approved Minutes

Tuesday, November 12, 2013





11:00 AM -12:30 PM

110 Denney Hall
ATTENDEES: Aski, Bitters, Fletcher, Sanders, Vankeerbergen
AGENDA: 
1. Approval of 10-29-13 minutes  
· Aski, Sanders, unanimously approved
2. History of Art 4016 (new course) 
· Sample syllabus “Masculinity and Maleness in 19th-Century French Art”

· P. 2: “Grading”: Progress report worth 10%. Does that refer to the “brief 5-minute progress report” on one’s research mentioned on p. 1? 
· P. 2: “Grading Scale”: Remove D-: It is not a grade at OSU.
· Schedule starting on p. 3: Add dates for topic approval by professor (end of third week of classes) and progress report on research (second of sixth week of classes). Those activities are listed on p. 1 under “Requirements” but are not included in the schedule of activities. 

· Standard statement about disability services and statement on academic misconduct need to be added at end of syllabus. See http://asccas.osu.edu/curriculum/asc-syllabus-elements 
· Sample syllabus “Medieval Art and the Body”

· P. 1: Course goals and objectives state that students will produce a “fully annotated, 15-20 page research paper.” However, course reading and website section gives expectation of “10-12 pages, submitted with full scholarly apparatus.” This seems to be an inconsistency.

· Please provide description of graded assignments. In particular, no information is provided on: reading presentations (worth 10%), two critical response essays (worth 20%), and research bibliography (worth 10%).
· Fletcher, Sanders, unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above) (and four recommendations in italics)
3. History 2705 (new course; requesting GE Historical Study) 
· Panel discusses the expense of buying a clicker. This may be a concern. However, since the readings are all electronic (i.e., students will not need to purchase a book), the Panel thinks that the expense is not immoderate. 
· Syllabus, p. 1: Second sentence: Replace reference to “quarter” with “semester.” 
· Initially, the Panel is confused by the fact that the combined GE rationale and GE assessment plan mentions GE Historical Study and both GE Diversity categories, though no GE Diversity status is requested for this particular course. Panel then realizes that this is a standard memo appended to all courses that request GE Historical Study or GE Diversity—Social Diversity in the US, or GE Diversity—Global Studies.  For future submissions, Department of History might consider tailoring the document to the requested GE category (or categories) so that the document submitted only discusses the requested GE category (or categories). 
· Aski, Fletcher, unanimously approved (with two recommendations in italics)
4. Art 4125 (new course) 
· Prereq is Art 5105 and 5115: Those courses are at a higher level than Art 4125. They are dual career courses (undergraduate and graduate) whereas 4125 is exclusively undergraduate. Is there a reason for having prereqs that are higher than the actual course? 
· Course description on form in curriculum.osu.edu: Recommendation that course description indicate that the course is a preparation for the Junior Photo Review.

· Explain 10 images/10 words & 5 images projects and where these fall in grading percentages.
· Syllabus, p. 2, under VIII Grading: What is “work for progress critiques” (worth 15%)? It is not explained in the syllabus.
· Syllabus, p. 3, IX Project Evaluation: Change header “Project Evaluation” to “Final Project and Artist Statement Evaluation”—since it is this particular project that seems to be addressed here. Move comment about 75% (in bold) to section VIII Grading (unless the comment is specifically for the final project).
· Aski, Fletcher, unanimously approved with two contingencies (in bold above) (and three recommendations in italics)
