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The task force has met once since its last report to the senate. We continue to provide information to the senate that we hope will prove useful when the college undertakes to revise the Core Curriculum. To that end, the task force has prepared two reports that are attached to this document.

The first document is a report prepared by Dr. Reedy about recent changes in the admissions requirements for the postgraduate study of medicine. As Dr. Reedy reports, effective increases in the number of hours pre-medical students must invest in satisfying their pre-professional program requirements have reduced the amount of time that CCAS students who intend to study medicine can devote to anything other than pre-medical requirements and the Core Curriculum. These increases amount to a significant change in the college curriculum that affects many of our students and that has been introduced since the adoption of the current Core Curriculum in 1993. 
The second document is a report prepared by Dr. Graham and Dr. Salzman, using a database prepared by Dr. Klein, about the faculty status of the instructors of all sections of Core Curriculum courses from Fall 2006 through Spring 2009. To the best of our knowledge, this report is the first systematic analysis of who delivers the CCAS Core Curriculum. The report must be interpreted in light of a number of important contextual factors. First, since the report examines sections taught, not students taught or student credit hours produced, the report does not directly express anything about how many of our students take a given Core component from, say, a full-time, tenure-track faculty member. Second, it was not feasible to extract from the database information about three Core Curriculum components that are satisfied by many different courses: Core A Senior Perspective, Core B International & Global Studies, and Certified Writing. Therefore, the report includes no data about these three components. Since these Core components are probably delivered overwhelmingly by full-time, tenure-track faculty members, the overall data for the entire Core Curriculum probably under-represents the number of full-time, tenure-track faculty members who deliver the Core Curriculum. Third, the report addresses the faculty status and not the credentials of instructors, so it provides no data, say, about whether or not the instructors who deliver the Core Curriculum hold a terminal degree. 

The task force believes that it would also be useful to show the senate an analysis of the faculty status of Core Curriculum instructors in terms of student credit hours produced rather sections taught. We plan to present such a report to the next meeting of the senate.
Respectfully submitted,

Kevin Graham, Ph.D., Chair
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