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MEETING MINUTES
Joint University-Wide Curriculum Committee

October 16,2025 | 11:40 a.m. — 12:40 p.m., Remote Meeting

Members Present: Carlee Balzaretti, Kate Carlin, Maria Castillo, Johnathan Cromwell, Cathy Gabor, Tika
Lamsal, Jo Loomis, Marisa McCarthy, Deborah Panter, Leyla Pérez-Gualdron, Natalia Powers-Riggs, April
Randle, Natacha Ruck, Todd Sayre, Richard Stackman, Carol Spector, and James Taylor

Members Absent: Robert Bromfield, Nicole Kircher, Megan O’Banion, and four TBA members
Agenda Items:

L Welcome, Approval of the Minutes & Agenda (5 min)

New Member: Carlee Balzaretti, School of Nursing and Health Professions Faculty
Representative

The Co-Chairs officially opened the meeting. The Co-Chairs welcomed a new JUCC member and
introduced the new JUCC faculty Co-Chair, Tika Lamsal. Co-Chair Lamsal thanked the outgoing faculty
Co-Chair, Jo Loomis.

A Co-Chair asked the Committee to review the minutes from the September meeting. There were
no corrections or additions to the minutes. The Co-Chair asked for a motion to accept the minutes as
written. There was a motion. The motion was seconded. There was a show of hands in favor of accepting
the minutes as written. There were no hands in opposition and there were none in abstention. The motion
passed.

A Co-Chair asked for corrections or additions to the agenda. There were none. The Co-Chair
asked for a motion to accept the agenda as written. There was a motion. The motion was seconded. There
was a show of hands in favor of accepting the agenda as written. There were no hands in opposition or in

abstention. The motion passed.

11 Changes to JUCC ByLaws (30 min)

o [DRAFT Summer 2025] ByLaws of the JUCC

e Process for the Selection of the JUCC Co-Chair

e Administrative Appointment Processes

A Co-Chair introduced the topic of the proposed changes to the Bylaws. There were changes that

were approved during the September meeting. However, there were new proposed changes regarding the
process for selecting the JUCC faculty Co-Chair. Previously the Bylaws stated that the faculty Co-Chair
would be selected by the USFFA. The newly proposed language stated that the faculty Co-Chair would be
selected by the JUCC members and then approved by the USFFA. A discussion ensued. Key points were:


https://docs.google.com/document/d/1whA77QK1rUi-E0Bj4j6aIjb49nzsn6ee/edit?usp=sharing&ouid=112367653334651486473&rtpof=true&sd=true

e Has the USFFA been made aware of this change?
o This change would need to be approved by the Provost and by the USFFA.
e Since the JUCC was reinstituted the faculty Co-Chair had been selected by the JUCC. This
proposed language would mirror what has been the practice.
e The JUCC faculty committee members are already confirmed by the USFFA through an election
by their peers.

A Co-Chair asked whether the JUCC was ready to make a motion to approve this change. There
was a motion to accept the proposed changes. The motion was seconded. There was a show of hands in
favor of the motion. There were no hands in opposition and there was one in abstention. The motion
passed. Co-Chair Lamsal planned to bring this change to the USFFA.

A Co-Chair explained that there was difficulty filling the administrative position from the Library.
However, the current Dean of the Library was willing to serve. The Bylaws were vague about how many
administrative representatives could come from each school/college/library. There was a need to maintain
balance in the membership between the number of faculty and administrative representatives. A possible
solution to a long-term vacancy was to allow there to be two representatives from one of the
schools/college/library. The Co-Chair asked the Committee for suggestions. A brief discussion ensued. Key

points were:

Can the vacancy be filled by a representative who was not an administrator but who was
selected by the administrator?

o Faculty representatives are elected by their peers.

e There needs to be an administrative representative from the Library.

e s the Dean the only administrator in the Library?

e  Various units on campus have smaller staff sizes.
Co-Chair Panter planned to see that the question of filling the administrative seat could be brought

before the Council of Deans.

II1. Proposed Change to Syllabus Statement Options for Generative Al (20 min)

Guests: Jill Ballard and Susan Zolezzi

Guest Jill Ballard presented a new version of the proposed changes to the Syllabus Statement
Options for Generative Al. The Syllabus Statement Options were first available in Fall 2024. The syllabus
statements and Faculty Considerations for Syllabus Statement Customization resources were not only
meant to help faculty provide communications to students about the use of Al in their courses, but to help
fill in the gaps where faculty may not have had Al literacy training.

The proposed changes were to the language in syllabus statement #3. The option for the use of

generative Al tools not being permitted in their course was still available. However, language was added so


https://myusf.usfca.edu/provost/SVPAA/policies-and-procedures/USF%20Syllabus%20Statement%20Options%20for%20Generative%20AI#:~:text=Syllabus%20statement%20options%3A,that%20is%20authentically%20their%20own

that the use of generative Al tools was strongly discouraged or not permitted in their course. This new
change was the result of the discussion at the September JUCC.

A discussion ensued. JUCC members pointed out where the proposed language could be clarified
further. JUCC members noted the lack of equitable experiences of Al-use among students. JUCC members
were also concerned that faculty might prohibit use of generative Al tools when it may not be enforceable
and when jobs demand workers to be Al-ready. Members also appreciated not having a top-down mandate
regarding use of Al in their classrooms but instead preserving academic freedom with supportive resources
and optional statements.

There were two potential models for statement #3 from which the JUCC could make a
recommendation. One separated the strongly discouraged option from the not permitted option, thereby
providing four syllabus statements. The second combined the options into one statement with clarifying
language, “The use of generative Al tools is strongly discouraged or not permitted unless explicitly stated
by the instructor.” With this statement, faculty would have to choose that the use of generative Al tools is
either not permitted or strongly discouraged. A clarifying clause would have to follow the statement,
instructing faculty to not include the language of #3 directly without making a choice as it would confuse
students.

A Co-Chair asked whether the JUCC was ready to make a motion to approve the new language in
the Syllabus Statement Options for Generative Al. There was a motion to approve the second model, which
combined the strongly discouraged or not permitted language and then to send the recommended change to
the Provost for approval. The motion was seconded. There was a show of hands in favor of accepting the
new language. There were no hands in opposition and there was one in abstention. The motion passed.

Presenter Jill Ballard planned to update the language per the motion and a Co-Chair would send

the recommendation to the Provost for approval.

Iv. Closing and Action Items (5 min)
The Co-Chairs officially closed the meeting.



