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Since this is my last year as Director of the University Core Curriculum in the Liberal 

Arts, I would like to thank all those faculty who have worked with me over the last three years, 
whether it be through the petition process to obtain Core Designations or through the Academic 
Petition Form process with advisees.  I have found my time working with you as Core Director 
enjoyable, and I step away from this position with fond memories of it.  I also would like to 
thank all those who have served on the University Core Committee (UCC) over the three years.  
In 2009-10, they were:  Gwen Compton-Engle, Roy Day, Kathy Gatto, Rick Grenci, 
Penny Harris, Gwen Kinebrew, Kathy Manning, Beth Martin, Pat Mooney, David Stenson, and 
Andy Welki.  I also am extremely grateful to the Core Secretary, Linda Munn, for all her work, 
and to Lauren Bowen for her patience in answering my many questions during my first year. 

At the end of last year, the UCC revised the petition form that faculty are to use when 
they seek Core Designations for their courses.  The goal was to make it more user-friendly so as 
to encourage more electronic submissions.  Even though some faculty still submit petitions in 
hard-copy format and/or use the old form, our goal largely has been achieved.  At this point, we 
receive very few petitions in hard-copy format.  Since electronic submission is easier on the  
faculty, the Core Secretary, and the UCC, and the environment, we believe this is a positive step.  
We hope that those faculty who do not yet use the new form and/or do not submit their petitions 
electronically will do so in the future. 

Since the Academic Planning process is underway, I would like to take this opportunity 
to reiterate two challenges that I see for the Core Curriculum that I believe are particularly 
relevant to curriculum review.  As I reported last year, after a request from several faculty 
members, the UCC reconsidered its longstanding policy against on-line and distance-education 
courses counting for Core credit, and voted to consider petitions for JCU on-line and distance-
education courses.  Since the policy applies only to JCU courses, problems arise when students 
submit Transient Petition Forms to take courses elsewhere.  In the course descriptions they 
provide, it is not always clear when such courses are on-line.  Thus, certainly some on-line 
courses get through and I  cannot devise a way to avoid this possibility.  I only can ask 
Department Chairs to be aware of this issue and to seek out such information from students when 
they have the opportunity.  So, the status of on-line and distance-education courses continue to 
cause problems for JCU’s Core Curriculum.  Because of that, and because the JCU faculty is 
somewhat divided about the place such courses should have in the Core Curriculum, I urge any 
committee that is working on curriculum review to take up this issue. 

The previous problem is related to another concern I have about how students complete 
the Core.  I continue to be concerned about the number of Core courses that students take at 
other institutions after they begin their studies at JCU.  I believe that a reasonable limit on this 
number is necessary for the integrity of JCU’s Core Curriculum.  For this reason, I urge any 
committee working on curriculum review to take up this issue. 

I hope this report provides a sense of the joy I have felt while serving as Core Director 
and a sense of some of the important challenges I see facing the Core Curriculum.  If Faculty 
Council desires any other information, please let me know. 

 
Earl Spurgin 
Director, University Core Curriculum 
May 5, 2010 


