STATEMENT/Jackie Donath (Humanities and Religious Studies)
I would like to serve on the Instructional Programs Priorities Committee being formed by the Faculty Senate.

I am familiar with the curriculum and programs of the College of Arts and Letters, having served on the Chair’s Council for nine years (2001-2010) in my role as the chair of the Department of Humanities and Religious Studies. Additionally, I served as chair of two program reviews in the College—the department of Music in 2006, the English  Department in 2008 and  brought my knowledge of A+L curriculum to program review teams reviewing the General Education Program in both 2008 and 2000. 
In my role as Faculty Coordinator for General Education from 1996-1999, I developed an enlarged view of the University’s programs and educational goals.  I was a member of the committee that wrote our first set of Baccalaureate Learning Goals and was an active member of the revision committee. My interest in a broad perspective of our educational enterprise was deepened and enriched by my activities as the principal author of the University’s Educational Effectiveness Report for the Western Association of Schools and Colleges (WASC), which ended with the University’s reaccreditation in 2009. I am currently acting as the chair of the campus’ Interim Report Committee and am gathering information to support a report due to WASC in March 2012. 
I have also served on the Program Review Oversight Committee and am currently a member of the Provost’s Advisory Council on Assessment.
I have also been an external reviewer at several campuses---in 2007, I reviewed the Humanities Interdisciplinary Program at CSU Northridge; in 2006 with a colleague from CSU Fullerton, I reviewed the General Education Program at CSULA; in 2004, I reviewed the American Studies Program at CSU Chico; in 2002, I was the external reviewer of the GE program at CSU Hayward (now CSU EBay) and the Humanities Program at San Jose State; and in 2000 I was an external consultant reviewer for the American Studies Program at San Francisco State.

Additionally, I have had the privilege of serving as a member of the WASC Senior Commission since 2007 and, in that role, have had occasion to visit and evaluate the educational programs of a significant number of member institutions and to participate in policy initiatives associated with the Commission’s current effort to revise the handbook of Accreditation and the Institutional Review process.

I believe my familiarity with the programs of my College and my experience in the wider environment of the University and the higher education segment in California would allow me to balance the pressures of the difficult task that lies ahead for the Instructional Program Priorities Committee. I believe I could be a positive and active contributor to this effort.

Thank you for your consideration of my request. Please don’t hesitate to contact me if I might provide further information.
Jackie R. Donath
Professor, Department of Humanities and Religious Studies

donathjr@csus.edu
Following extensive consultation, through the shared governance process, the new 2011 Policy on Instructional Program Priorities replaces a similarly named policy which dates to 1991.  The new policy includes criteria through which academic programs, both undergraduate and graduate, might be fairly compared and ranked into quartiles.  The policy also calls for the formation of a new Senate Committee, the members of which will examine data provided by programs for such comparison.  This is a serious task of great magnitude and the Faculty Senate seeks nominees for consideration in a special Senate appointment process.
 
The composition of the Committee may include as many as one tenured/tenure-track member from each of the seven Colleges from a college-based pool of nominees, elected by the Faculty Senate, and as many as two additional members elected by and from the Faculty Senate (who may not both be from the same College).  Thus, the Faculty Senate seeks nominees from each of the Colleges as well as from the Senate itself.
 
It is worth noting that the role of the members from the Colleges, as well as having full voting rights within the Committee, is to best explain the programs within the Colleges to other members of the Committee.  It is not the role of those members to advocate for programs within their own College, or to represent their interests in deliberations.  As such, members selected from the Colleges should be familiar with the programs within their respective College and be able to answer questions from colleagues on the Committee, while remaining unbiased as to their merits.
Each nominee shall submit for Senate consideration a brief statement regarding his/her interests and qualifications to serve as a member of the committee. Nominations along with candidate statements shall be presented to the Senate. Statements shall not exceed one-page
