  
 COUNCIL ON CURRICULAR PROGRAMS AND INSTRUCTION

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

 M I N U T E S

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

MEMBERS ABSENT: None

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

GUESTS: Keith Boeckelman, Amy Patrick Mossman, Jennifer Sandrik-Rubio

Last year’s Chair, Bob Intrieri, welcomed everyone, noting that this is the first meeting of CCPI since the membership was updated in light of going from four colleges to two.
I. Consideration of Minutes
A.	May 7, 2026
	MINUTES APPROVED AS DISTRIBUTED
II. Announcements 

A.	Election of Officers

	1.	Chair

Motion: To nominate Bob Intrieri (Intrieri). There were no other nominations and Dr. Intrieri was elected Chair.

	2.	Vice Chair

Motion: To nominate Minsun Doh (Intrieri). There were no further nominations, and Dr. Doh was elected Vice Chair.

	3.	Secretary

Motion: To nominate Denise Gravitt (Gravitt). There were no other nominations and Dr. Gravitt was elected Secretary.
III. 	Old Business – None

IV. 	New 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 

Jennifer Sandrik-Rubio, academic advisor for the College of Humanities, Arts, Sciences, and Education, explained that this minor has had a lot of changes lately, and the intention with the request is to make it simpler in regards to courses while also expanding the elective options to include more areas so that students have more choices across the campus. She noted that many of the courses proposed to be added did not exist when the minor was originally created, so there will now be choices from Political Science, Business, Art, and the sciences. She added that the most significant change is the removal of the ENVR 401 core course requirement; there will now only be one required core course, ENVR 201, and the rest of the courses can be filled in by students with electives from different areas they may be interested in.

Chair Intrieri asked how many students are currently taking the minor and how many prospective students are anticipated. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio responded there were 17 students enrolled in the spring, but eight of them graduated, and there are eight students currently enrolled. 

Ms. Sandrik-Rubio told CCPI the college is trying to get ENVR 201 to be accepted for General Education at WIU. She said it transfers in as Gen Ed from other institutions, and she would like to see it be accepted for the Natural Sciences here. She noted that WIU has very few 3 s.h. natural science courses that do not require a lab, and she hopes that if ENVR 201 is accepted as Gen Ed it may encourage a freshman to explore the minor.

Dr. Gravitt asked if ENVR 401 will still exist; Ms. Sandrik-Rubio replied that it will not. Dr. Gravitt stated that the form should indicate DELETE across from ENVR 201 in the proposed column. Dr. Doh pointed out that while it can easily be seen which courses are being added because they are in bold, it is difficult to see which courses are being removed. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio clarified that no courses are being removed from the list except for one core course. Dr. Doh noted that EOS 310 and 311, as well as Geology, Physics, English, AGEC, Anthropology, and Econ classes are being removed from the list, and this should be specified in the proposed column. Dr. Gravitt added that it would be helpful to have this as a side-by-side comparison. 

Dr. Gravitt asked why ECON was not listed with the STEM courses. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio explained that the STEM group includes courses in science, technology, and mathematics, and ECON is traditionally included in business courses. Dr. Valeva added that ECON courses are not quantitative. 

Dr. Gravitt asked how many hours can be counted for both the minor and major; Ms. Van Dyke replied that only one class of up to 5 s.h. can be included in the major and required for the minor. Dr. Gravitt observed that if the intention is to get students to minor in Environmental Studies from several different majors, they will have to take 14 s.h. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio pointed out that there are several majors that do need a required minor, and if students will need a minor anyway this would give them an opportunity to explore an interdisciplinary area. 

Dr. Gravitt asked how the Bachelor of General Studies feels about this minor. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio replied that while they did not have an objection to it, but offering it online would make it much more appealing to General Studies students. Dr. Gravitt asked if this will be possible since not all of the classes are offered online; Ms. Sandrik-Rubio replied that there are enough classes offered online to make it work. 

Dr. LaFountain remarked that his reaction when looking at the minor is that there are just too many courses; there is a laundry list of courses, and even if the minor is interdisciplinary, he thinks it needs to have a focus. He wonders if there are any other minors that include this many courses. Chair Intrieri asked if Ms. Sandrik-Rubio can provide a rationale for the wide-ranging number of courses. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio replied that most minors on campus are discipline-specific and include core courses, introductory level courses, and classes within the minor, but the interdisciplinary nature of Environmental Studies requires a longer list of courses. She noted that a Biology major wanting to study conservation will have a different set of options than a student who wants to work in environmental law. 

Dr. Gravitt pointed out that some of the classes will be restricted to majors and asked how that will work. She asked if being associated with this minor would open these courses up to being available for students to take, and Ms. Sandrik-Rubio confirmed that is correct. She added that the additional courses should make the minor more appealing to other areas on campus than it is currently. Dr. Gravitt asked if CTSM, which is restricted to majors, would need to have someone override that requirement if a student wants to take it for this minor; Ms. Sandrik-Rubio replied that this would depend on how the class is coded and is a question for the Registrar.

Chair Intrieri asked what kind of major would be attracted to a minor in Environmental Public Policy, for example. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio thinks that Political Science or History Pre-Law students would be attracted to it, but there are actually quite a few areas in science and business, for instance, where students might want to add a minor in Environmental Studies.

Dr. LaFountain pointed out that there are still a lot of courses listed, including GIS 108 and 202, ZOOL 412 and 413, and while Biology does have some environmental aspects, he is not sure that classes on Mammalogy and Herpetology are environmental study courses. He does not see a rationale that connects many of the courses listed to environmental studies; he also thinks the minor is too large at the moment and needs more focus. He thinks courses should have a significant amount of environmental studies to justify including them in this minor.

Ms. Sandrik-Rubio noted that there is quite a bit of conservation work that students can do in the specific classes Dr. LaFountain mentioned, which fits the environmental side as well as the biology side of the minor. She noted that the Environmental Studies minor includes an Environmental Biology option, and since the majority of students who choose the Environmental Studies minor are Biology majors, this would allow them to double dip one course between the major and minor. Chair Intrieri thinks Dr. LaFountain makes a good point because the minor is very spread out with a lot of different options, but given the fact that this is an interdisciplinary minor it seems like the college is trying to develop it to appeal to a wide range of other majors who might want to define what their environmental minor might be. 

Dr. Gravitt asked if the list of courses came from an email sent out a couple of years ago asking about classes dealing with sustainability or if someone just went through the undergraduate catalog and looked at course descriptions. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio responded that they came from looking at catalog descriptions. Dr. Gravitt asked if school directors were contacted at all. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio responded she contacted ten school directors who are affected by these changes; nine responded affirmatively, and she did not hear back from the other one. 

Associate Provost Baker-Sperry reminded that there is a moratorium on General Education currently so any coursework that might want Gen Ed designation would need to work with her or Amy Patrick Mossman before moving forward. Associate Dean Boeckelman noted that the course in question already went through IAI last year.

Dr. Tang said while he is happy to see so many broadcasting and other courses from his School of Communication, Media, and Experience Industries included in the revised minor, he thinks there does need to be something in the rationale indicating why these types of non-STEM courses should be in there. 

Ms. Van Dyke pointed out the ECON 489 on p. 5 is in deep freeze. She also noted that at the bottom of p.1 it states that no more than two courses to complete the minor can be taken from a single discipline, but she will need to know how a discipline is being defined in order to program the WARD report. Ms. Sandrik-Rubio explained that a student could only take two out of all of the Biology courses listed, for example, in order to get an interdisciplinary experience. She added that it is set up similar to the way Gen Ed is set up where students can only take two Sociology courses from the Social Sciences category. 

Dr. Gravitt asked whether, based upon the number of changes CCPI has asked to be made, it would be better to have the minor come back to the council after those changes are made rather than move forward to the Senate. Ms. Hamm said one option would be for Ms. Sandrik-Rubio to send the revised document to her to share with CCPI before it can go forward to the Senate, but if CCPI has bigger reasons to have the request come back beyond just checking that all of the corrections are made, that is a different conversation. Dr. Gravitt pointed out that CCPI is asking that a lot of things be changed, and the request cannot be implemented until next fall anyway, so she would like to see the council review it one more time so that it goes through clean to Faculty Senate.

Associate Provost Baker-Sperry asked if there is some reason the request needed to be considered at today’s CCPI meeting, such as in order to be included in the undergraduate catalog, or whether this is not an issue. Associate Dean Boeckelman replied that the request was inadvertently delayed, which was not the fault of the college, and was originally set to go to CCPI last October, so it was felt that the changes should not wait any longer. Associate Provost Baker-Sperry noted that there are a few things that will potentially go to CCPI or Faculty Senate this fall that are trying to make it into the undergraduate catalog, but she wonders if this change needs to do so in terms of implementation. Dr. Gravitt asked if it is too late to get things in the undergraduate catalog since they usually must be approved in the spring. Ms. Van Dyke responded that the Registrar’s Office has approved some fall requests to be retroactive to Fall 2026; the printed catalog has not yet gone to the printers, but these late requests may not make it into that. Associate Provost Baker-Sperry said that the Provost’s Office does not want to see a large number of curricular requests hold up the catalog, but if there are just a couple of things that would make a big impact on a program, it might be possible to include them. She stated that Linda Prosise is working very hard, including nights and weekends, to get the catalog completed, and Ms. Waldo is helping her. She also would not like to see a curricular request be approved in a hurry just in order to make it into the catalog. Dr. Gravitt said she is confused whether this request could be in the catalog for this year or whether it would be included in next year’s catalog; Associate Provost Baker-Sperry agreed these are confusing times, but there is a chance it could be included in this year’s catalog, particularly since a mistake was made that led to it coming to CCPI much later than intended because there were people in different roles in the Provost’s Office. 

Chair Intrieri observed that this minor seems to be vulnerable because of the enrollment numbers Ms. Sandrik-Rubio reported, but, given that, he thinks it is vitally important for there to be ultimate accuracy in whatever is reflected in the catalog. He thinks it may be useful to table the request at this point and reevaluate it in two weeks after Ms. Sandrik-Rubio has made changes to it. 

Summary of Changes: 
· Indicate with DELETE in bold that ENVR 401 is being removed from the core and eliminated.
· Bold changes in semester hours in proposed column.
· Indicate REMOVE across from courses that will no longer be included in the minor so that there is a side-by-side comparison.
· Eliminate duplicate EM 425 from the proposed column on page 5.
· Indicate with a hashtag that PHYS 114 is a Gen Ed course.
· Correct MGMT 481 and 483 to MGT prefix.
· Change MKG 331 to 433.
· Update RPTA 460 to RSTA 460.
· Correct CTSM 460 from 4 s.h. to 3 s.h.
· Change effective date to Fall 2027.
· Make the Summary of Changes more complete and specific. 

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

MOTION TO TABLE APPROVED 13 YES – 0 NO – 0 ABSTENTIONS

Dr. Gravitt thinks this is a very cool interdisciplinary minor but that advisors will need to be educated about it because students will need to start on it early enough to get all of these courses in; since they can only count one course from their majors toward this minor, she thinks they will need to enter the minor as sophomores.

V.	Provost’s Report 

	A.	STRA High-Unit Major Notification
		
Amy Patrick Mossman, Executive Director for Strategy and Institutional Effectiveness, provided a brief overview of the Student Transfer Achievement (STRA) Reform Act and its requirements for “high-unit major” notification, which specifies that:

“a state university cannot require a student transferring pursuant to this Act to take more than 60 additional semester units beyond the lower division major requirements for majors requiring 120 semester units, provided that the student remains enrolled in the same program of study and has completed university major transfer requirements. Specific high-unit majors are exempt from this subsection upon agreement by the board of trustees of the state university and the Board of Higher Education.”

Dr. Mossman told CCPI that while this has been in place since 2016, a 2025 amendment made some things a little clearer. She said it has been brought to the administration’s attention that WIU needs to have a formal process for determining high-unit majors and documenting them. She noted the idea is to reduce barriers for qualified community college transfer students so that they are not required to repeat articulated courses counted toward an eligible associate’s degree for transfer. She added that some majors do have more requirements due to accreditation, licensure, or other reasons, and they get an exception, but the university does need to provide a rationale. 

Dr. Mossman noted that the Act is not entirely straightforward; a 120-hour major is not automatically STRA compliant or noncompliant. She explained that programs requiring more than 120 hours should be screened as potential high-unit majors because the total alone does not establish that the STRA exception is necessary. She said that the review needs to include lower-division major requirements, considered together with applicable university major transfer requirements, and post-transfer hours, which is what a qualified student must still complete after all their applicable transfer requirements are accounted for. Dr. Mossman has to look at whether a properly prepared STRA transfer student can complete the major with no more than 60 additional semester hours after the applicable lower-division major requirements have been met.

Dr. Mossman pointed out that Physics – Teacher Education appears to be a high-unit major since it requires 126 s.h., but that may not be the case because her review has identified a lot of lower division Physics, Math, Chemistry, and Education coursework that can transfer, so she is still looking into that transfer pathway. She pointed out that it is important that she follow up with individual programs because it may actually be that a student coming in with the proper community college background would have a transfer pathway that would allow them not to have to take more than 60 hours of coursework at WIU. 

Dr. Mossman noted that Nursing is a 120-hour program so would not seem to be a high-unit major, but she confirmed today that a student does need to take 66 hours after transferring to WIU, even if they are bringing in coursework from this background. She said there is a reason for this because of Nursing’s licensure, so she will just have to document this for the IBHE. She explained that this does not hold up curriculum; it only means that Dr. Mossman needs to be aware of this in order to document it. She said that if CCPI is screening curricular requests and sees that the major is over 60 hours or the overall program is over 120 hours, Dr. Mossman should be notified, but it should not hold up the curricular process. She emphasized that this does not require any programs to reduce their curriculum or create a separate curricular approval process, but if more people are aware of this it will make it easier for Dr. Mossman to start reviewing programs earlier. 

Dr. Mossman stated that programs might need to be reviewed if they are changing to add tightly-sequenced prerequisite courses that might not be able to be easily satisfied at a community college; increasing their total hours; moving requirements so that they cannot reasonably be completed before transfer; or changing accreditation or licensure requirements. She stressed that CCPI will not be responsible for making the determination that a program needs to be reviewed; Dr. Mossman will make that determination, but CCPI can flag curriculum for her to possibly review. She does get notified of program changes and can catch things at the end of the process, but if things are brought to her attention earlier it will make her job easier since she must track these things for the university. 

Dr. Mossman suggested considerations may include whether a change affects a baccalaureate major or an option in a major; increases required hours or constrains the junior transfer pathway; or whether a properly prepared transfer student would have more than 60 hours remaining to be completed. She reiterated that CCPI does not have to make this judgment, but these are things she is looking for, and she is trying to get this information out to deans and directors as well. She would like them when they are revising programs to think from the perspective of a junior transfer student, not just a student who begins at WIU. 

Dr. Mossman would like faculty and programs when they are revising programs to consider which lower-division prerequisites and major courses may be completed before transfer; to keep IAI, 2+2, and other pathways in mind; and to make transferring easier for community college and other entering students. She stated that if more than 60 hours is needed, she will need an explanation so that this can be documented. She added that the policy and certification form are available on the Provost’s website under Curriculum:  https://www.wiu.edu/provost/curriculum/. She said that the Act does not require that the university identify programs retroactively, but she is working through existing programs and asking Admissions and school directors for help when needed. She will continue to track changes going forward. 

Dr. Gravitt noted that her major does not have 2+2 programs and transfer pathways; the determination is made on a case-by-case basis for each student based on an evaluation of what courses they will and will not receive credit for. Dr. Mossman clarified that the form does not have to be filled out for every major. She is right now looking at less than 20 majors that will have to be documented to the IBHE. She will need to follow up on Dr. Gravitt’s major because the catalog states that transfer students generally need 63 hours to graduate, but if she determines is a high-unit major, she will send the completed form to the IBHE.

Chair Intrieri asked why the university is just doing this now when the Act passed in 2016. Dr. Mossman responded that the university’s auditors asked what WIU’s process was to comply with this, and the university did not have one. She thinks a lot of universities have not documented this up to this point, and when she asked IBHE what their formal process was she was told that they also do not have one. She added that if IBHE does develop a formal process, WIU will shift to adopt that. She thinks it is a positive thing for the university to begin doing it now, but there is no penalty for not documenting this in the past. She stressed that no program needs to fill out a form unless she first determines that it is high-unit. 

Dr. Gravitt asked if there is any goal or objective to expand the number of transfer pathways or 2+2 programs in general this year. Associate Provost Baker-Sperry responded that the administration is definitely looking into this and has a meeting tomorrow with one community college. 

Motion: To adjourn (Gravitt)	

The Council adjourned at 4:30 p.m.  

				Respectfully submitted,

				Annette Hamm, Faculty Senate Office Manager and Recording Secretary
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