
Core Curriculum Committee 
Minutes – November 17th, 2021 – 4:10 PM 

 

In attendance: 

C Goolsby, L Robertson, A Christmas, J Cole (chair), K Adams (CME), K Hoy, J Tuttle, T Nixon, S Murphy, 

D Gordon, Y Wang, S Slocum-Schaffer, L Levitan, R Hovatter, C Hulse, T Seffers (Scribe), H Williams-

McNamee, C Vance, E Gross 

 

I. Approval of the Minutes from the 10/20/2021 Meeting –  
a. S Slocum-Schaffer noted a correction to 2nd reads, which should reflect THEA 

proposals postponed, not ENGL 
b. S Murphy moved to approve; S Slocum-Schaffer seconded. 
c. Motion passed; minutes have been accepted as amended. 

II. David Wing Retirement –  
a. J Cole recognized with gratitude Dr. Wing’s long tenure on this committee, and 

his impending retirement 
b. The committee welcomed his mid-term replacement, L Robertson. 

III. Format of Readings and Documents (Jacqui Cole) 
a. Departmental representatives need to assist in the writing process and those 

representatives need to submit the documents directly to the Teams folder for the 
meeting one week prior to the meeting 

IV. Reports 
a. C&I (Michael Groves) – no report 
b. Assessment Subcommittee (Christy Wenger) – no report 
c. Course Substitution Subcommittee (Karen Green) – no report 

V. Second Readings 
a. THEA 206 Script Analysis (kb saine/Ally Christmas) – withdrawn by department. 
b. THEA 324 Black Theatre Survey (kb saine/Ally Christmas) – S Slocum-Shaffer noted 

that documents had been loaded to TEAMS only 4 hours ago; should postpone to 
January to give the committee time to review. 

i. S Murphy moved to postpone until January 2022; S Slocum-Schaffer 
seconded. 

ii. Motion passed. THEA 324 2nd reading postponed until January 2022. 
c. GLBL 200 Introduction to Global Studies (Ann Marie Legreid/Stephanie Slocum-

Schaffer) 
i. T Nixon moved to approve; S Murphy seconded. 

ii. Motion passed; GLBL 200 approved. 
VI. First Readings - None 
VII. Old Business 

a. Language regarding the number of required credit hours for a major (JB Tuttle) 
i. J Tuttle reports from D Hargrove that no one from the School of 

Education is pursuing this question at the state level 
ii. Clarifications – (S Murphy) is this no longer an issue for the department 

of Education and the changing state requirements? (R Hovatter) could a 



program then be over 120cr?  (D Gordon) would still like to pursue the 
question at the state level for committee work in the future 

iii. J Tuttle – it certainly might become necessary, but we are not pursuing 
the issue at this time. Dr. Shipley was specifically asked for flexibility on 
the 120-cr ceiling, and rejected that possibility. 

iv. J Cole – should be raised for re-evaluation at the Senate and with the new 
provost. 

b. Revisiting the Written Communication as a competency for Writing in the Major 
(Timothy Nixon) 

i.  T Nixon requested assistance from his colleagues to help him craft a 
rationale for requiring WM courses to fall earlier than the senior year. He 
received little help, and withdrew the suggestion for the time being. 

ii. (C Vance) Are we missing an opportunity by dropping this issue? Can we 
clarify the Framework to more clearly define when WM can/should 
happen within the degree program? (T Nixon) some information given to 
the HLC reviewers was incorrect – it would be wise to clarify. (S Murphy) 
and (S Slocum-Schaffer support this idea. 

1. S Slocum-Schaffer moved to modify the Framework (and to read: 
“Students are encouraged to complete their Tier Two courses in 
the first three years.” C Vance seconded. 

2. S Slocum-Shaffer moved to amend her motion; R Hovatter 
seconded: “Students are encouraged to complete their Tier Two 
courses in the first three years, whenever possible.” 

3. J Cole moved to close discussion. 
4. Motion passed. Revised Framework wording will be proposed to 

the faculty for ratification (via the Faculty Senate, then to the 
Assembly for a full faculty vote), along with the September 2021 
motion to add Written Communication to the WM competencies. 

c. Temporary (1-2 year) Course Substitution for CHEM 299 into the Lab Sciences Tier 
(Jacqui Cole) 

i. J Cole thanks the committee for a very good conversation in the previous 
meeting. The department will run it as 299 and gather information for a 
future proposal. 
 

VIII. New Business 
a. Discussion of reinstituting a computer literacy requirement for students, given the 

increase in reliance on technology for instruction (Lindsey Levitan): 
i. The definition of “computer literacy” has changed since the original 

definition in the General Studies program (email and word processing). 
ii. Can Core Committee, IT Services, or FYEX re-define what computer 

literacy is in our current technology infrastructure, and create a way to 
address those needs so that faculty do not spend advising or course time 
teaching this over and over? 



1. J Tuttle – agrees, not the same skills needed 10 years ago, and will 
continue to change.  Computer literacy for faculty, not just 
students, needs to be addressed as well! Can this be defined at 
the university level? Used to be addressed in orientation – not 
sure now. 

2. K Adams (CME) – important to distinguish between FYEX topics vs. 
a separate course requirement, depending on student needs. 

3. S Murphy – department totally agrees – is considering adding 4cr 
course to curriculum to cover these skills. There is a disconnect 
between their technology skills and the basic skills needed. 

4. C Vance – can this be fit into the existing FYEX framework? (E 
Gross) can be addressed in FYEX, but there’s no room to add 
much more! 

5. L Robertson – defining computer literacy covers a huge range, and 
varies based on discipline 

6. J Cole – Computers in Science is a “hold out” from a decade ago, 
taught once per year, 3cr. Considering making this prereq to 
capstone. 

7. S Slocum-Schaffer – sounds like we all agree that something needs 
to happen – now might be the time to add such a requirement to 
the Core, with some flexibility as to how departments address it. 

8. A Christmas – Online training cert, rather than a credit offering? 
9. S Murphy – What about the issue of sharing between the major 

and the Core? How do we define it so that we don’t create an 
issue for the students. 

10. J Cole – can we use the idea of competencies within the existing 
Core to avoid adding credits? 

11. L Levitan – really just talking about setting a minimum set of skills 
– not discipline-specific 

12. J Cole – let’s hold this for further conversation and consideration 
IX. Comments for the Good of the Order 

S Murphy moved to adjourn; S Slocum-Schaffer seconded. 
 


