
Core curriculum review committee meeting minutes 
Meeting date: 9 October 2015 
Meeting time: 10:30 to 11:30 am 
Meeting convener: Andy Seitz and Margaret Short 
 
Attendees 
Name Present 
Andy Seitz (co-chair)  X 
Margaret Short (co-chair)  X 
Bobbi Jensen  X 
Brian Kassof  X 
Burns Cooper  X 
Caty Oehring  Holly Sherouse in for Caty 
Gabrielle Russell  Carol Murphrey in for Gabrielle 
Ginny Kinne  X 
Hayley Williams  Holly Sherouse in for Hayley 
Kathy Arndt  X 
Kevin Berry   
Kevin Sager  X 
Larry Duffy  X 
Marsha Sousa  X 
Tony Rickard  X 
Yelena Matusevich   

 
 
1. Meeting minutes from 11 September 2015 approved 

 
2. Update about GERs and O,W courses by Holly Sherouse 

a. There is a motion to replace the upper division Oral (O) and Written (W) requirement with the 
requirement that each degree program must satisfy Communications Learning Outcomes within 
the degree program.  If enacted, the change will take effect in AY 2017-2018.  O,W designators 
would still be listed for two years following the change so students in previous catalog years can 
still satisfy their respective requirements.   

b. There is a motion to replace the current UAF core curriculum with general education 
requirements that follow a “bucket approach.”  The bucket approach still has general education 
areas that need to be met, but they may be met by a wide variety of courses.  This change would 
add flexibility in meeting the GERs and align UAF with UAA and UAS.  If enacted, the change will 
take effect in AY 2016-2017. 

 
3. Very brief discussion about revisiting the Core Curriculum Review Committee bylaws.  The 

Committee decided to shelve any discussion of modifying the bylaws until at least next year, when 
there is a clearer picture of what the GERs and Communications Learning Outcomes are, and how 
they relate to the function of the Core Curriculum Review Committee.     

 
 



4. Petitions 
a. Approve: 

i. INDS BIOL 397 – Four students requesting an independent study added to an existing 
neuroscience course that meets W requirements.  The syllabus demonstrates that the 
independent study portion of the existing course meets W requirements. 

ii. Count IDH1002 Wild Planet taken at University of North Florida count for a core natural 
sciences requirement - This course appears to meet the requirements and spirit of the core 
natural science requirement, thus was approved. 

iii. Count COM 342 at Arizona State University to meet UAF O/2 requirement - The course 
syllabus demonstrates that this course meets the UAF O/2 requirement, thus was approved. 

iv. Count ITW 101 at Keene State University count as ENGL 111 at UAF – This course serves as 
an intro to academic writing at KSU, where incidentally there is no ENGL department, thus 
the request was approved. 

v. Count ENGL A414 Research Writing at UAA to meet UAF W requirement – The course 
syllabus demonstrates that ENGL A414 meets the requirements of the W designator at UAF 
and thus the request was approved. 

vi. Count DAA1110 and THE1000 from Santa Fe College both count towards the ART/MUS/THR 
F200x requirement – The committee felt that the two classes at Santa Fe College addressed 
aesthetic appreciation and the interrelationships between art, drama and/or music, thus the 
request was approved.  

b. Need more information  
i. INDS BIOL 497 – Request approval for a UAF-based independent study added to an existing 

course (not UAF-based [Public Health and Traditional Medicine of India]) that meets W 
requirements.   The student has a UAF faculty mentor that is listed as the course instructor 
on the INDS BIOL 497 independent study. The syllabus provided was not clear on the 
iterative nature of writing assignments and interaction with UAF faculty mentor, so more 
information was requested by the CCRC about the nature of writing assignments and the 
interaction between the student and faculty mentor. 

ii. A second petition was submitted by the same student who requested INDS BIOL 497 (see 
4.b.i) to have Public Health and Traditional Medicine of India meet the W requirement in the 
UAF core.  Although the student has a faculty mentor at UAF, the syllabus provided was not 
clear on the iterative nature of writing assignments and interaction with UAF faculty 
mentor, so more information was requested by the CCRC about the nature of writing 
assignments and the interaction between the student and faculty mentor. 

iii. Request to have Italian 193 and Italian 200 (not taken at UAF) count towards core 
humanities requirement – There was no course content provided and it is not clear if the 
Italian courses were conversational or otherwise.  Because typically conversational courses 
don’t count towards the core humanities requirement, the CCRC requested more 
information about the course content in both Italian courses.   

c. Deny 
i. Count a science class taken at the USSR Ministry of Education and Science toward the core 

natural science requirement – The committee denied the petition for two reasons: 1. The 
class was about teaching natural sciences, not about natural sciences themselves, 2. The 
laboratory sections only added up to 23 hours, or about a half of a semester of three hour 
laboratories.  Additionally, the course transferred in as an education course, not a natural 
sciences course. 
  

 



5. Discussion 
a. Are meetings open, closed, or semi-closed? 

 
This discussion stemmed from a meeting in Spring 2015 when a UAF faculty member attended a 
Core Review Committee meeting and did not leave during the voting for a petition that he 
signed.  The Core Review Committee discussed how we want to conduct meetings and we 
agreed upon the following guidelines: 
i. Meetings are open to students and/or representative(s) of that student who signed the 

student’s petition that will be discussed. 
ii. The student and/or his/her representative will only be allowed to attend the meeting when 

the respective student’s petition is being discussed.  In other words, the student and/or 
his/her representative will not be allowed to hear proceedings of other petitions on which 
their name is not listed. 

iii. The student and/or his/her representative will only be allowed to answer questions posed 
by the committee (i.e., they will not have an open floor to “pitch” the petition), and will 
have a maximum of three minutes to do so.  

iv. The Core Review Committee reserves the right to table the petition at any time during the 
discussion of any petition. 


