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The Core Curriculum Review Task Force has met once since its last report to the faculty senate. As a result of that meeting and the work of several subcommittees of the task force, we have ten supplementary documents and one related resolution to present to the senate at its meeting of Apr. 28, 2009.

First, Dr. Miller and Dr. Ramsden have completed their investigation of the recent history of Core Curriculum revisions at our AJCU peer institutions. The final installment of their work is to present the Core Curricula that have been adopted by seven of our AJCU peers (namely, Canisius College, Loyola College of Maryland, Loyola Marymount University, Loyola University of Chicago, Marquette University, Seattle University, and the University of San Francisco) within the past eight years. These curricula are described in seven separate files which appear as appendices to this report. Santa Clara University has also recently revised its Core Curriculum, but the new curriculum is not yet fully implemented, so a final version of the curriculum is not yet available.
Second, Dr. Graham and Dr. Salzman have supplemented their recent report on the faculty status of instructors of Core Curriculum courses by producing a version of the report that analyzes the data in terms of student credit hours earned rather than sections taught. Both versions of the analysis are attached to this report as appendices. Please note that a bar graph representing the data appears on the second sheet of each spreadsheet. Bear in mind as you review the report that it includes no data for three Core Curriculum components, namely, Core A Senior Perspective, Core B International & Global Studies, and Certified Writing, because it was not feasible to get data about all the different courses that satisfy these Core requirements. This omission from the report affects the overall figures for the faculty status of instructors in the Core Curriculum as a whole. Also note that the task force is presenting a resolution related to this report for consideration and possible approval by the senate at today’s meeting. 
Third, Dr. Reedy has supplemented his recent report about changes in admission requirements for medical school with a report about changes in admission requirements for the Pharm.D., D.O.T., and D.P.T. programs in the School of Pharmacy & Health Professions. Dr. Reedy’s report is attached to the report of the task force as an appendix. 

Fourth, in Mar. 2009, Dr. Ishii-Jordan and Dr. Ha were assigned to find the percentage of CCAS students who graduated in 8 semesters, took no summer school classes, and met any of the following criteria: (1) studied abroad, (2) completed a minor program of study, or (3) completed a secondary major program of study. Dr. Ishii-Jordan and Dr. Ha sent a list to both the registrar and to Dr. Klein requesting the necessary data, and Dr. Klein provided us with the massive data bank of information from Banner.  In addition, we requested and received information from Ms. Torres of the Study Abroad Programs requesting the names of students who had studied abroad between May 2005 and May 2009.  We were hoping to cross list the names and data provided by the registrar's office with the Study Abroad programs.  Unfortunately, the information from the registrar’s office is compiled in such a manner that whether we chose to use either the Excel or Access formats, it would take weeks to manually collapse the data prior to querying for information. Thus, unless assistance can be provided to create a database that has the various search criteria requested in the attachment, it is not feasible to cull the necessary information requested. As a result, the task force was not able to produce a report on this topic for the senate during 2008-2009.

Fifth, Ms. Redhair presented a survey prepared by the CCAS Student Senate that is intended to elicit student concerns about the Core Curriculum to the task force. The task force made several recommendations about how to improve the survey and encouraged Ms. Redhair and the CCAS Student Senate to revise the survey instrument appropriately, conduct the survey in Fall Semester 2009, and share the results with the CCAS Faculty Senate in Fall Semester 2009. 

I turn now to the summary of the work of the task force during 2008-2009. With respect to our first two charges, concerning the assessment of student learning in the Core Curriculum with respect to the six CCAS Learning Outcomes, the task force proposed an assessment map that indicates which components of the Core Curriculum contribute two each of the six outcomes. The senate adopted the assessment map for the Core Curriculum in Jan. 2009. Since the Assessment Committee of the senate was not able to provide us with a complete set of assessment data for the six CCAS Learning Outcomes during Spring Semester 2009, the task force was not able to complete the assessment of student learning in the Core Curriculum with respect to the six CCAS Learning Outcomes during Spring Semester 2009. The Executive Board will need to assign this task to some committee of the senate in 2009-2010.
With respect to our next two charges, concerning gathering information about the Core Curriculum at each of our AJCU peer institutions, the task force has presented a series of reports comparing the size and makeup of the Core Curricula of our AJCU peers, the history of Core Curriculum revision at each of our AJCU peers, and the Core Curricula adopted recently by seven of our AJCU peers. I wish to express my special thanks to Dr. Miller and Dr. Ramsden for their excellent work on this project. 

In addition to our initial charges, the task force has also presented the senate with reports about recent changes in admissions requirements for postgraduate programs of study in the health professions, the faculty status of instructors of Core Curriculum courses, and the size of recently introduced major and minor programs of study. I wish to express my special thanks to Dr. Reedy, Dr. Salzman, and Professor Carter for their excellent work on these projects. 
Finally, I turn to the recommendations of the task force for the Executive Board of 2009-2010. The task force recommends that the board assign some committee of the senate to assess student learning in the CCAS Core Curriculum with respect to the CCAS Learning Outcomes, using the assessment map approved in Jan. 2009 by the senate, and then to lead the senate in a discussion of the following questions. First, does the current Core Curriculum need to be revised? Second, if the current Core Curriculum does need to be revised, what specific problems with the current curriculum need to be addressed by the revision? Third, if the current Core Curriculum does need to be revised, by what process should the revision be carried out so that the overall good of the faculty and the students of the college can best be served? In order to answer these questions, the committee in question needs to review the assessment data about student learning in the CCAS Core Curriculum with respect to the CCAS Learning Outcomes, the results of the CCAS Student Senate survey about student concerns with regard to the Core Curriculum, and all the information gathered by the task force during 2008-2009. In particular, the committee in question needs to consider carefully what internal and external pressures are currently acting on the college curriculum and how the college ought best to respond to the pressures. 
Respectfully submitted,

Kevin Graham, Ph.D., Chair

April 24, 2009
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