  
 COUNCIL ON CURRICULAR PROGRAMS AND INSTRUCTION

Thursday, 17 September 2026
Zoom – 3:30 p.m.

 M I N U T E S

MEMBERS PRESENT: M. Doh, D. Gravitt, B. Intrieri, D. LaFountain, K. Myers, O. Perez-Hernandez, L. Picanco, E. Sheffield, Y. Tang, L. Thompson, A. Valeva, S. Zhang

MEMBERS ABSENT: C. Bitner, E. Mannion

EX-OFFICIO PRESENT: L. Baker-Sperry, S. Van Dyke

EX-OFFICIO ABSENT: C. Waldo

GUESTS: Keith Boeckelman, Jennifer Sandrik-Rubio
I. Consideration of Minutes
A.	September 3, 2026
Ms. Van Dyke said the statement on page 4 that “Ms. Van Dyke responded that the Registrar’s Office has approved some fall requests to be retroactive to Fall 2026” should be clarified to indicate that the Registrar’s Office does not approve curriculum but just enacts what has been approved. 
MINUTES APPROVED AS CORRECTED
II. Announcements 

Chair Intrieri contacted the Registrar to request 2026-27 undergraduate catalogs for CCPI members but was told that they do not have them ready yet.
III. 	Old Business

A.	Curricular Requests from the College of Humanities, Arts, Sciences, and Education and the College of Business, Health, and Community Programs

1.	Request for Change of Interdisciplinary Minor 

a.	Environmental Studies 

	Motion: To bring the request for change of minor back to the table (Gravitt/Doh)

	NO OBJECTIONS

Ms. Sandrick-Rubio told CCPI that she and Associate Dean Boeckelman cleaned up the request as directed by CCPI and in conversations with Ms. Hamm. She thinks the format is easier to read, and ENVR 401 indicates that it is being deleted. 

Ms. Sandrick-Rubio observed that the minor is not really changing as far as what is currently in it other than a few of the sciences and Geology courses that are being removed because their major is going away. She explained that other courses are being added to the minor so that it is more applicable to other areas across campus, such as Emergency Management and Supply Chain Management. She noted that courses in Communication, Agriculture, Political Science, and others will make the minor more interdisciplinary and appealing to other areas. 

Dr. Gravitt asked who will be the chair and director of the program; Associate Dean Boeckelman responded that Pete Jorgensen will sign off for the second college, and Ms. Sandrick-Rubio for the first. He noted that because the program is interdisciplinary, there is no chair or director, but the program is run out of the College of Humanities, Arts, Sciences, and Education (CHASE). [Note: Ms. Hamm traditionally makes sure that the signature page is complete when it goes forward to Faculty Senate but she was unable to attend this meeting to clarify this.]

Dr. Gravitt remarked she does not see how Engineering Thermodynamics fits in with this multidisciplinary minor surrounding sustainability. She thinks this is similar to saying math and the study of vectors would be appropriate to include; it is all in how it is applied, not in the topic itself. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio explained this course was included for those students in Engineering who would need or could use a course in thermodynamics, such as Physics Engineering students who want to explore engineering careers within environmental work, which does exist. Dr. Gravitt reiterated that she does not think this course seems to fit the topic.

Dr. LaFountain does not think this is a legitimate reason to include a course in the minor. He thinks there needs to be a curricular reason why the content of the course is relevant to the plan and purpose of the minor, and Chair Intrieri agrees. Dr. LaFountain has a number of objections related to this reason, such as the inclusion of Applied Physics 114. He noted that since it was stated at the last meeting that decisions were being made based on the undergraduate catalog, he looked up this course, and the description indicates that it includes “mechanics with hydrostatics and hydrodynamics, thermodynamics, wave motion, and optics.” Ms. Sandrik-Rubio pointed out that Applied Physics 114 is PHYS124, which no longer exists as a number but was already in the minor so is not being changed. Dr. LaFountain commented that, regardless, PHYS 124 is a two-semester introduction to “basic ideas and experimental methods in such areas as mechanics and the conservation laws, wave motion and sound, heat and temperature, electricity and magnetism, light and optics, atomic and nuclear physics,” which does not seem to him to fall under Environmental Studies. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio replied that this course predates her time with this minor and has been included since the minor was created. Dr. LaFountain reiterated that he does not think it should be included in the minor.

Dr. LaFountain stated that another example is CHEM 201, General Chemistry I. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio stated that chemistry is definitely a part of environmental studies; environmental chemistry includes water quality, nitrogen, and phosphorus testing. Dr. LaFountain asked if General Chemistry I is the appropriate course to be included. He noted that its definition talks about “fundamental physiochemical principles and quantitative relationships, including the mold concept.” Ms. Sandrik-Rubio added that doing stoichiometry is a major part of it. Dr. LaFountain added that CHEM 201 also includes the study of “elements, atomic structure, chemical bonding, and thermochemistry.” He sees a kind of attempt by the minor to grab all of these courses.

Dr. LaFountain noted that CHEM 150, Contemporary Chemistry, says it is a course intended to inform the student of the role of science in modern society, which he thinks would be more applicable for this minor. He does not see a rationale that is well thought out and can be explained to CCPI for why certain courses are included in the minor while others are not. Chair Intrieri remarked that Dr. LaFountain raises a very relevant question. 

Ms. Sandrik-Rubio stated that her degrees are in the areas of science, and she can assure the council that chemistry, for example, has a role in this field. She stated that Environmental Studies includes a lot of physics, including forced motion, thermodynamics, and changes of temperature. She noted that corn sweat in Midwest summers, for example, and how it has increased the area’s heat pertains to Meteorology majors, and they have a similar list of courses to choose from, including electives from the areas of physics and chemistry. She stated that as far as climate change is concerned, students need to understand how certain gases are released into the atmosphere; how methane looks, as an element and a compound, and how it affects the environment; and how the ozone is being destroyed by CFCs. She added that if students are interested in environmental work, such as environmental chemistry, they need to understand the chemistry behind these things a bit. 

Dr. LaFountain wonders if students are actually learning any of these things and, if so, in what course they are learning them. He does not think students are learning them in these chemistry and physics courses, and Dr. Gravitt has pointed out that they are not learning them in Thermodynamics. He said that while he is not advocating this, the minor could include STAT 171; Ms. Sandrik-Rubio responded that this was included in the original version of the minor before she started working with it, and although it has since been removed it could be added back in. Dr. LaFountain stressed that he is not advocating that it be added; his point is that any course which could be tangentially relevant should not just be thrown in. He thinks that there needs to be more focus and an actual plan about what students are expected to learn and what courses they can get that learning from, at which point it becomes a curriculum question. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio pointed out that the minor includes interdisciplinary options with the idea of expanding it to as many options as possible. Dr. LaFountain does not thinks this is a curricular decision but just a case of wanting more numbers in the minor, which could be the case for any program.

Associate Dean Boeckelman stated that while Ms. Sandrik-Rubio has more expertise on this, he thinks the rationale is not just trying to have a collection of courses but that some of these chemistry and other courses do provide a foundation that students need in order to understand environmental issues. He added that this will be essential in giving students an opportunity to take Environmental Studies as an online minor because, from that perspective, providing numerous options is a way to meet the demand that exists among online students for this kind of interdisciplinary minor. 

Chair Intrieri remarked he does not know whether discussions have occurred with people in chemistry, physics, and engineering about whether there is a good fit between the courses that Drs. LaFountain and Gravitt have identified and what is desired to be accomplished in the minor. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio replied that she reached out to the sciences, and the proposal was provided to chairs (before school directors were in place) of the other areas for them to consider and approve or not approve. 

Dr. Gravitt thinks the problem stems from there being two different perspectives about minors. She noted that Manufacturing requires minors, but they do not require General Education courses and are all major-specific. She noted that some other areas, such as Operations Management, do require some basic, General Education type classes in their minor that would be needed in order to have a background enabling understanding of some of the other classes, such as Accounting. She understands that the goal is to make the Environmental Studies minor applicable to as many people as possible, but to her a General Education class does not belong in the minor but in the major, to contribute to the 120 hours. She sees the minor for a program as kind of an extra independent study class, intended to focus more specifically on a particular topic, while the Environmental Studies minor seems broader, like an associate’s degree. 

Ms. Sandrik-Rubio stated that while she can understand this point of view from another college’s perspective, CHASE has a lot of General Education courses housed within it, so it is not possible to avoid those even being core courses for some majors. She noted that this is just part of the nature of where the college is and the types of classes that are contained there. Dr. Gravitt said she can understand this. Associate Dean Boeckelman added that many interdisciplinary minors in the catalog include General Education classes that are required as part of the minor, so he thinks this is kind of inherent in interdisciplinary minors. 

Chair Intrieri noted that while Associate Dean Boeckelman is correct in this, the question for CCPI is whether some of the courses included in the minor are really hitting the mark, and it seems that at least two members disagree with that. He wonders how courses such as Emergency Preparedness fit into an Environmental Studies minor. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio responded that when considering emergency preparedness or emergency management in general, one only has to look at what happened in Nepal a couple of weeks ago. She said this situation raises questions of how a community that lives in a canyon can be prepared for a massive flooding event, how those flooding events happen, and how weather and climate change can be tracked so that it might be known when they are preparing to occur. She pointed out that all of this is tied in with Environmental Studies because the environment obviously has a role in a lot of major events as far as emergency preparedness. She noted that tornado and hurricane preparedness are important fields of study, particularly since Illinois had more tornadoes this year than ever before. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio stated that Environmental Studies looks at how and why the climate is shifting and how the environment is changing because of that, and emergency preparedness is necessary because Illinois is becoming Tornado Alley rather than Oklahoma. Chair Intrieri said this clears the question up for him, and he is comfortable with that.

Dr. Tang observed that the revised rationale talks about the newly established two-college system and the promotion of interdisciplinary work. He thinks this is a good point to make if talking about this proposal from an administrative point of view, but it is not a strong argument when looking at the proposal academically or pedagogically. He noted that a large number of communication courses are being added to the minor, and he would expect the rationale to explain that Environmental Studies wants students in the minor to become better communicators so that they can explain complex environmental issues and climate change to the general public more effectively.

Dr. Sheffield noted that whether there are two colleges or ten should make no difference because the interdisciplinarity of anything drills down to the program and department level. He thinks the fact that the university now has a two-college structure does not apply for the rationale. He also agrees with others on CCPI that there are a lot of courses to choose from in this minor proposal. He thinks that when one begins to include everything, the meaning of something becomes diluted to the point of nothing. He added that as a new member of CCPI he does not know why the request was brought back as Old Business from the previous meeting, but he thinks the argument needs to be from a curricular standpoint, and the minor feels like it is watered down from so many options. 

Dr. Doh compared the courses on the existing side of the form with the current undergraduate catalog, and they do not match. She noted that the current undergraduate catalog lists, for the first foundational area, RGRN 278; BIOL 350, 453; CHEM 342; GEOL 113, 310, 375, 380; HEAL 310, 311; MET 327; and PHYS 124, but none of them are currently on this form. Dr. Gravitt asked if changes were made last year that have not yet been incorporated into the undergraduate catalog. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio explained that the minor is going from three different levels of content to two, so the courses are not clustered the same way as they were in the catalog; they are split out now between two areas rather than three. Dr. Doh reiterated that the existing side should still reflect what is already in the undergraduate catalog. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio said she had it this way before, but Ms. Hamm suggested she change it to the current format in order to make it easier to read. Dr. Gravitt understands why there are problems because if the existing column is set up exactly as it was in the undergraduate catalog it is impossible to do a line-across match with the proposed column, so she would try to list the courses as they are in the undergraduate catalog within the existing column, while in the proposed column there would be a note across from them regarding where the course was moved to, such as to the non-STEM list, to help CCPI find where they are.

Chair Intrieri observed that there are probably a number of revisions that will have to be made with the proposal at this point. He said that while he hates to do this, it really seems like maybe the group working on this request needs to reconsider how to reconfigure the minor. Dr. Gravitt repeated her question about whether any of these changes were made last year and just did not make it into the undergraduate catalog because if that is the case the current members would not have a concise list of where everything is without going through CCPI minutes from last year. Dr. Doh pointed out that CCPI members have access to those minutes in their shared Google Drive, but she does not recall any curricular requests from Environmental Studies last year.

Dr. Sheffield remarked that it was his understanding that this year there would be no curricular work at the university. He asked if this minor was an exception or whether curricular changes were allowed but no new curricular requests. Chair Intrieri responded that the general idea is that there might be curriculum changes or new curricular requests associated with those programs that need certification from an outside body. Dr. Sheffield asked if this is one of those instances; Chair Intrieri responded that he has not been told that it is. Dr. Gravitt explained that it was stated at the last meeting that the Provost’s Office is trying to give grace because it was not the fault of Environmental Studies that it was delayed from coming before CCPI last year. She still, however, thinks that a few more changes need to be made to the request before it is sent on.

Dr. Sheffield had to leave the meeting but stated that before the rationale is fixed, he cannot support approving the request. He does not think what is currently proposed is a curricular rationale. 

Chair Intrieri asked if there are any other questions or objections that council members have or whether someone wants to make a motion to vote on or table the proposal. 

Summary of Changes: 
· Bold the proposed column, under the STEM list, following verbiage indicating that “students must take one course…” since this verbiage is different than what is in the proposed column, and make the columns line up across from each other.
· Bold HEAL 310 and 311 as well as RSTA 448 to indicate that these prefixes have changed.
· On page 6, put “remove” in the proposed column five times rather than listing out the Geology numbers that will be removed; the existing courses should be listed in the proposed column with “remove” across from each.
· Clarify questions about the Emergency Preparedness course, which did not have a prefix listed; there was confusion about which course was intended and if it is being removed or remains in the minor.
· In Summary of Changes, include that the prefixes for RPTH and EOS are being updated. 
· SCM 465 on the bottom of page 5 is a 3 s.h. course, and it does not have the (3) listed in parentheses.
· The bottom of page 6 indicates that AGRN 278 was added, but it was already in the minor. 
· MKTG 331 should be changed to 433.

				Motion: To table request for changes to minor (Gravitt/Intrieri)

MOTION TO TABLE APPROVED 12 YES – 0 NO – 0 ABSTENTIONS

Chair Intrieri told Ms. Sandrik-Rubio that he is very sorry, but he hopes that this discussion will help codify some of the changes that need to be made. He said his strong advice is that she keep trying because he likes the idea of the Environmental Studies minor, but he thinks there is some merit to what council members objected to. Associate Dean Boeckelman asked if he can have a little more specific guidance on what Ms. Sandrik-Rubio is supposed to do now. He understands the format changes but would like more guidance on what she is supposed to do about the courses. Dr. LaFountain responded that from his perspective there has to be a clear rationale about the content by showing how the courses actually teach that specific content. Dr. Gravitt agreed, stating that if the intention is to teach Environmental Studies the rationale should show how these courses specifically teach Environmental Studies and not background areas. She said this is her interpretation of what the goal is for the minor, and she thinks the proposal should explain why all of the background courses are needed. She also agrees with Dr. LaFountain’s objections. Chair Intrieri clarified that Dr. LaFountain would like to see a clearer rationale regarding content and how the chosen courses support the minor. 

Associate Dean Boeckelman stated that he is still not sure that he and Ms. Sandrik-Rubio understand what they are supposed to be doing with the proposal and what courses they should be dropping. He asked if a better rationale will be enough for CCPI or whether the council is expecting courses to be dropped. Dr. Gravitt responded that if a clear rationale cannot be provided for how a course fits the minor, then that course should be taken out. 

Dr. Perez-Hernandez remarked that he has only been at WIU a month so is still trying to understand some things, but he thinks it is a positive thing that Associate Dean Boeckelman and Ms. Sandrik-Rubio are trying to update the minor. He agrees that the rationale and goals will be very important along with kind of a narrowing down the number of courses. Dr. Perez-Hernandez remarked that he comes from Agronomy, where there are about seven courses, and he thinks that if the goals and rationale of the minor are well defined it will help to narrow down what courses are really the most important. He observed that of the seven or eight Agriculture courses, he thinks two or three would be more fundamental to an Environmental Sciences minor. He would be happy to provide any input on these courses from an Agriculture standpoint to the Environmental Sciences minor to help narrow down what is a very wide list which is not only complicated and seems to include too many courses but also needs to be better focused. 

Dr. Doh thinks it would be helpful to reach out to the programs with courses listed on the form to ask how relevant these courses are for Environmental Studies. She said these areas might also recommend other courses that would be more related to the minor. She noted that from the Recreation, Sports and Tourism perspective, she saw some courses on the form that are in deep freeze or not being offered frequently. Dr. Gravitt agrees that, for instance, reaching out to Agriculture to show them the list of courses from the undergraduate catalog that would seem to be most appropriate for the minor and asking them what courses they know they will be offering that would be appropriate would be a good way to proceed. Associate Dean Boeckelman stated that this was already done, and that information was shared with CCPI originally. He stated that in the case of Agriculture, the school director did have some doubts about whether some of the Agronomy classes should be included, but when Associate Dean Boeckelman asked her point blank whether they should be removed, she replied that she was okay with leaving them in. He thinks there was also some consultation with Jeremy Robinett, Director for the School of Communication, Media, and Experience Industries, about RSTA courses, and some courses were removed from the original proposal which those who were consulted did not think should be included. 

Dr. Perez-Hernandez asked if Associate Dean Boeckelman is open to reconsidering the number of courses so that the list can be reduced. Associate Dean Boeckelman replied that he will have to defer to Ms. Sandrik-Rubio on that question. Dr. Gravitt asked if CCPI can disagree on what courses need to be included in the minor without denying it completely. She wonders if the council can recommend that certain courses not be included, in an advisory capacity, but not necessarily vote against the proposal. Chair Intrieri replied this is a tightrope that CCPI walks because its members are not necessarily experts in Environmental Siences and do not know the curriculum as well as Ms. Sandrik-Rubio. He hears, however, members expressing concerns about making this such an all-encompassing minor, and that presents some problems, to his mind. He stated that CCPI is generally an advice and consent council, but if members have significant objections based upon their ideas about what curriculum should be, then it is important to pay attention to that and act accordingly. 

Dr. Gravitt remarked she would not vote against approving the minor because of ENGR 300, even though she thinks the number of students signing up for that Thermodynamics class who will be taking this minor is minute. She agrees with Chair Intrieri that she does not necessarily have an opinion on someone else’s content and cannot say whether the number of courses needs to be kept under 20 or some other specific guidance of that kind. Chair Intrieri remarked that he heard Dr. Gravitt say that, given her familiarity with the area of engineering, she would have a very difficult time seeing how ENGR 300 would fit into the Environmental Studies minor; Dr. Gravitt agreed. Chair Intrieri thinks that people commenting such as this, from their own area of expertise, is completely appropriate and that it is important to respect that there are people on CCPI with substantive information which should be listened to. 
 
IV. 	New Business – None

V.	Provost’s Report 

Associate Provost Baker-Sperry was unable to respond earlier to the question about the curricular pause because of technical difficulties, but she explained the reason for the pause is that the Registrar’s Office is overloaded due to implementing Colleague. She noted that there might be a couple of instances where it is actually less work for the Registrar’s Office to let a curricular request go through, but those would be special circumstances decided upon by Registrar Lawson and Provost Mossman. 

Associate Provost Baker-Sperry explained that emergency situations that require curriculum to go through, such as because of accreditation, will be accepted by the Registrar. She said it is also important to note, however, that it has been decided that curriculum requests can go all the way through the approval process, including CCPI and Faculty Senate, and then be held back in the Provost’s Office by date so that when the curriculum pause ends, they will be sent through to the Registrar’s Office for processing. She anticipates that Provost Mossman will send out some sort of email to clarify this. She added that one exception is General Education requests which must be approved by the Provost’s Office before going forward to that council during their review period. She noted that, as is normal process, requests requiring feasibility studies must be approved by the Provost’s Office before coming to CCPI; these may now be going through Amy Patrick Mossman in order to have a process that is more streamlined. 

Associate Provost Baker-Sperry noted that the Environmental Studies minor proposal has come to CCPI two times, and she thinks the guidelines from CCPI are as clear as the council can give them, but the request probably needs more work. She stated that Associate Dean Boeckelman along with herself, to a less extent, worked on the minor before it came to CCPI, and she is hearing that it perhaps it has too many courses and needs to be more focused. She noted that the council also seems to think the minor is a good idea because even when programs did not know if their courses were a good fit, they wanted to leave them in the proposal. She thinks there might be merit for the Provost’s Office to work with those proposing the changes to the minor to revise it to something that CCPI might want to see a third time. 

Chair Intrieri stated that he not only thinks Environmental Studies is a good idea, he thinks it is a necessary program that needs to be implemented into the university curriculum. He thinks it represents a forward-looking idea and that after the current federal administration leaves office, things will change dramatically, and students will need to be educated in this field of study. He also, however, thinks that the proposal needs to be more focused, which is the challenge currently. 

Dr. Gravitt asked if what Associate Provost Baker-Sperry is saying is that CCPI can conduct operations as normal and pretend that the requests will go all the way through while knowing that they will actually stop at the Provost’s Office until they can be put into Colleague at a more appropriate time. She asked if CCPI should basically pretend that there is “nothing stopping anything from happening.” Associate Provost Baker-Sperry confirmed that is exactly the message, and curriculum that comes forward to the Provost’s Office will basically just get in line. She noted that there is not a huge hurry because the university is in a curriculum pause, but once that pause is lifted, she thinks that requests will want to be in that line. Dr. Gravitt remarked it would not be good to have two-and-a-half-hour Faculty Senate meetings just to consider curriculum either. Associate Provost Baker-Sperry agreed, stating that what helped inform the decision was the feeling that curricular requests would flood into the councils after the pause is lifted. Dr. Gravitt asked if Associate Provost Baker-Sperry will be sharing the message with everyone that it is business as usual as far as the curricular process or whether Chair Intrieri should share it. Associate Provost Baker-Sperry responded that she thinks Provost Mossman should share it. She added that CCPI is its own body and is also welcome to send this information out on its own or in conjunction with Provost Mossman’s message. 

Motion: To adjourn (Gravitt)	

The Council adjourned at 4:27 p.m.  

				Respectfully submitted,

				Annette Hamm, Faculty Senate Office Manager and Recording Secretary
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