UNIVERSITY CURRICULUM COMMITTEE
20010-11 Meeting #14, March 21, 2011

Present: Rami Attebury, Jane Barnes, Ernie Biller, Jeanne Christiansen, Mark Coleman, Jean Henscheid, Rod Hill, Tim Johnson, Richard Spence, Bob Stone (Chair), Richard Wells.
Absent: Jeff Bohlscheid, Marco Deyasi, Nancy Krogh, Taylor Marshall, Steve Parrott, Bahman Shafii.
Others Present: Dean Kathy Aiken, Andrew Brewick, Steve Chandler, Dwaine Hubbard, Nancy Luebbert, Associate Dean Jerry McMurtry, Associate Dean Mark Nielsen, Valerie Roberts, Charles Tibbals, Alan Williams.

Call to order:  A quorum being present, the chair called the meeting to order at 3:30 p.m. in the SUB Cataldo room.  The minutes of the February 07, 2011 meeting were amended and approved.


Other Business:  

Old Business:

New Business:

[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]UCC-11-058a  Graduate Council
The committee reviewed the proposal from the Graduate Council to change the grade requirement policy.  The motion to approve the proposal and forward it to Faculty Senate Passed.


UCC-11-058b  Graduate Council
The committee reviewed the proposal from the Graduate Council to change regulation B-10.  The motion to approve the proposal and forward it to Faculty Senate Passed.


UCC-11-058c  Graduate Council
The committee reviewed the proposal from the Graduate Council to change regulation E-2.  Committee member Coleman asked for clarification on the timing when IP grades were converted to letter grades.  The motion to approve the proposal and forward it to Faculty Senate Passed.


UCC-11-059a  University Committee for General Education
The committee reviewed the proposal from the University Committee for General Education (UCGE) to change regulation J-3 to state that students with 14 or fewer transcripted credits must complete the University of Idaho core curriculum.  The motion was made to hold items UCC-11-059a, UCC-11-059c, and UCC-11-059d until the complete core proposal can be brought forward as a complete package.  This motion was seconded.  Committee member Wells expressed concern that while individual components of the proposal may look good, as a combined whole the package might not work for all colleges and he would like to see the proposal in its entirety so it may be reviewed as a whole package.  Steve Chandler (UCGE Chair) noted that the upcoming [institutional] accreditation visit motivated the resubmission of the core proposal in pieces.  Dean Aiken added that UCC-11-059a isn’t really part of the core proposal and is aligning the regulation to be in sync with other portions of the catalog.  Aiken stressed the importance of UCC-11-059a for advising incoming Vandal Friday Freshman.  Committee member Coleman asked for additional clarification on why UCC-11-059a should be held for what sounds to him as primarily a concern within the College of Engineering.  Wells indicated that early passage of UCC-11-059a before the remainder of the rest of the core proposal would likely cause three departments in Engineering to become antagonistic towards the complete core proposal when it comes forward.  Committee member Christiansen noted that the core proposal had returned to UCC twice already and each time it was turned back for not being entirely ready; so the question was asked what needed to be in place for the proposals to move forward.  Wells said that all of the colleges need to be in agreement on the core rather than having one dissenting college outvoted by the other colleges.  Committee Chair Stone asked if the currently approved core (with the ISem requirement) plus the addition of UCC-11-059a would be unworkable for the College of Engineering.  Christiansen noted that passage of UCC-11-059a would provide clarity to the campus as a whole.  Committee member Biller asked what kind of outcome we could expect if UCC-11-059a were not passed.  Committee member Henscheid noted that multiple definitions of a transfer student exits across campus which creates a lot of confusion for new students so this single definition would provide clarity.  Additionally planning future enrollments in core sections is extremely difficult given that they didn’t know who exactly would be a 1st year student or a transfer student.  Biller asked if UCC-11-059a served the interests of the students.  Andrew Brewick stressed the importance of having a clear definition of what constitutes a transfer student [for core purposes].  The call to question was motioned and seconded.  The motion hold items UCC-11-059a, UCC-11-059c, and UCC-11-059d failed with 1 approval and 6 opposed votes.  The motion was made to approve UCC-11-059a and seconded.  Dwaine Hubbard asked to rework the language of the proposal to better match the language used in the admissions portion of the catalog.  The motion to amend the proposal was moved and seconded.  Associate Dean Nielsen asked if this proposal was approved if it would impact students coming in for Vandal Friday since it would not yet be approved by Faculty Senate.  Dwaine Hubbard indicated that the Registrar is currently holding all requests for changing a student’s core.  The motion to amend was approved with 7 approval and no opposition votes.  The motion to approved the amended proposal and forward it on to Faculty Senate for review Passed with 5 approval, 1 opposition, and 1 abstention votes.


UCC-11-059b  University Committee for General Education
The committee reviewed the proposal from the University Committee for General Education (UCGE) to designate 7 ISem sections as International courses for one year only.  The motion to approve the proposal Passed.


UCC-11-059c & d  University Committee for General Education
The motion was made to hold items UCC-11-059c and UCC-11-059d until the complete core proposal could be returned to UCC.  The motion was seconded.  The motion to hold the proposals Passed.


UCC-11-060  The College of Letters, Arts, and Social Sciences
The committee reviewed the proposal from the College of Letters, Arts and Social Sciences to change the name of the Department of Foreign Languages and Literatures to Modern Languages and Cultures.  The motion to approve the proposal and forward it to Faculty Senate Passed.


UCC-11-061  The College of Law
The committee reviewed the proposal from the College of Law to create a new emphasis called Litigation and Alternative Dispute Resolution (J.D.)  Committee member Wells asked if the College of Law Faculty approved of this new emphasis.  Alan Williams indicated that the faculty vote was in favor of the new emphasis.  The motion to approve the proposal and forward it to Faculty Senate Passed.



The next UCC meeting will be scheduled at a later time.  This meeting was adjourned at 4:54pm.


Charles Tibbals, UCC Secretary
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