CSU, SACRAMENTO

2010-11 FACULTY SENATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Tuesday, April 26, 2011
3:00-5:00

Sacramento Hall, Room 275
Present:
Barrena, Buckley, Hecsh, Krabacher, McCurley, Miller, Noel, Peigahi, Piloyan, Pinch, Russell, Sheley, Sheppard, VanGaasbeck
Guest:

Carolyn Gibbs, President Alexander Gonzalez, Clare Lewis
MINUTES:

1. Minutes from April 26, 2011 – The minutes were approved as published.
2. Open Forum:

· Miller cited a recent Executive Order from Governor Brown limiting out-of-state travel if it is not critical to the mission. Does this EO affect the CSU? Sheley stated that he believed the EO only affects state agencies vs. universities, but it may start a trend. The “mission critical” provision has been a part of travel policies in the CSU for a while.
· Carolyn Gibbs reported that the Learning Space Advisory Workgroup will be making a report to the Senate before the end of the semester. There will be some work done around campus over the summer, so it would be helpful if the information was presented before the end of the semester.
· Hecsh reported that the Global Engagement Committee has met; GE/GRPC has approved 2 academic learning collaborative for Fall 2011; there is an additional COMPASS project for the campus to apply for that would facilitate transfer processes.
· Noel reported that the campus has been selected as a pilot by AAC&U to use the civic engagement rubric.
3. Student protests and Senate resolution – President Gonzalez addressed the Committee on the events surrounding the student protests and the Senate resolution passed on 4/21. The President stated that all issues surrounding protests and time, place and manner already exist under Title V and campus policies. They need to be compiled and located in one place so that it is easier to locate and understand comprehensively. Reminders about these policies also need to be communicated. The President stated that inquiries will go forward to determine if disciplinary action is warranted for some students who participated in the protests. Campus policies must be applied equally. The Committee discussed the roles and responsibilities of faculty in the context of the student protests. Some students reported they were coerced by faculty into participating. Did faculty misguide students about the issues? Barrena expressed her continued support for establishing a task force to tackle the issue of faculty rights, responsibilities and ethics. This would be expanded to student conduct as well. At issue are the “protocols” used. The Committee thanked President Gonzalez for his comments and deferred further discussion until 5/3.
4. C grades for graduate students – the Committee continued its discussion of the permissive use by programs for allowing students in their graduate programs to earn C grades. The proposal allows programs the choice of allowing or disallowing C grades, so long as it is stated in their program proposal. The proposal disallows C grades in a doctorate program. The Committee discussed the language “Note: the letter grade ‘C’ does not imply satisfactory achievement at the graduate level”. Is this system-wide language? GSPC’s proposal will be a change in campus practice – C’s have been allowed to count towards a graduate degree program. This changes that unless a program specifically allows it. Barrena suggested that Academic Affairs establish a process to facilitate changes for programs that choose to change. The Committee asked for clarification on whether or not there is any differentiation between C+’s, C’s, or C-‘s. After discussion, the Committee agreed that the exact wording should be “not below a B-“. Pinch stated that if B’s are considered satisfactory work in a graduate program, how can a campus have a graduate climate if lots of C’s are allowed? The Committee agreed to place the motion on the Senate agenda for 5/5 as a first reading item. Miller and Sheppard will work on final language that will be circulated to the Committee on 5/3.
5. CPC: new program moratorium, continued discussion – Pinch reported that programs are already policing themselves and being cautious about not adding units or putting forth proposals with resource implications. Krabacher stated that leaving the moratorium in place doesn’t necessarily do anything to improve the campus’s fiscal health and limits its ability to be flexible and able to respond to budgetary realities. As the budget situation worsens, the campus will need to respond by changing its programs. Without support for continuing the moratorium, the Committee discussed whether or not to table the CPC recommendation or send it forward to the Senate to decide, but without an EC recommendation. The Committee agreed to the latter.
6. GSPC: graduation with distinction, continued discussion – there are 2 major issues: 1) quota limitations; 2) faculty workload and potential rivalry. Miller stated that one possibility would be to have a university level review by a body such as the Graduate Advisory Council that would evaluate the recommendations, such as the activities of the Professional Leave Committee. Barrena opposed this approach and supported one that is college based. Colleges have processes and structures in place for evaluating and deciding on different awards/recognitions. Krabacher stated that colleges can also address issues regarding timing and deadlines. Miller will take the issue of the quotas back to GSPC. Barrena stated that excellence is excellence and shouldn’t be limited.
