CSU, SACRAMENTO

2010-11 FACULTY SENATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Tuesday, October 5, 2010

3:00-5:00

Sacramento Hall, Room 275

Present:
Barrena, Buckley, Hecsh, Krabacher, Miller, Peigahi, Piloyan, Sheley, Sheppard, Taylor, Van Gaasbeck, Wagner
Guests:
Margarita Berta-Avila, President Alexander Gonzalez, Kath Pinch
MINUTES:

1.
Convocation request – President Gonzalez addressed the Committee’s request for calling for a convocation. The following were cited as events that makes calling a convocation appropriate: the campus Muslim student association has received a letter from a Christian hate group, threatening to burn Korans, the suicide of a college student at another university as a result of cyber-bullying, the murder last year of a student in the dorms and a cartoon that appeared in a recent “Hornet” newspaper that was viewed as objectionable. Sheppard stated that the Council on Affirmative Action is spearheading “it gets better” efforts aimed at anti-bullying and tolerance. Could the convocation and these efforts be coordinated? Barrena stated that sometimes diversity butts against the values of inclusiveness. The Committee discussed a theme around celebrating different viewpoints or an affirmation of values. The purpose would be to affirm that the campus is a safe, caring environment. President Gonzalez stated that he would work with Provost Sheley on the details and obtain input from the appropriate campus entities. In addition to possibly bringing in a speaker of national import, breakout sessions could also occur. Berta-Avila stated that the breakout sessions would be an important venue in which specific problems could be discussed. 
2.
Minutes from September 28, 2010 – On item 9, insert “Miller amended the final “Resolved” clause so that it reads: ‘That the FSCSUS urges the campus to oppose system-wide implementation of Early Start Programs, and to communicate that opposition to the Chancellor, the Board of Trustees, the ASCSU, and individual campus Senates’ before the sentence “After discussion, the Committee endorsed the Miller amendment”. The minutes were approved as amended.

3.
Agenda – the agenda was adopted as published.
4.
Open Forum:

· Barrena asked Sheley if a communication was forthcoming on the NoteUtopia matter. Sheley stated that Lori Varlotta (Vice President, Student Affairs) was handling and that ASI is getting involved. It appears students received some sort of communication on NoteUtopia. Faculty should probably know what was sent to the students about what the policies are governing the issue.
· Wagner distributed a fact sheet to help with classroom management, addressing things that involved student-faculty interactions. Wagner asked that FPC review the document and provide input. The handout is given to new hires, but not to lecturers, and it hasn’t been distributed on a wide-spread basis for a few years. Barrena asked that something be added regarding cheating; how to handle disruptive students; and academic freedom as it pertains to both faculty and students. Sheley asked that the handout include guidelines on holding class meetings off campus.
5.
Chair’s business:

· Discretionary funds – Sheppard advised the Committee that the Senate office historically has received discretionary funds to pay for receptions and/or plaques for the Livingston Lecture, Outstanding faculty awards and the Faculty Senate Student Scholarships. Sheppard spoke to the President about the Senate having to request funds, and reported that the President has agreed to provide the Senate with discretionary funds. Like last year, bridge funds will be needed the student scholarships, as there are insufficient returns from the endowments and from contributions. Barrena recommended that the endowment specifications be revisited so that funds can be accessible more quickly. Buckley advised that the Senate, several years ago, changed the endowment so that a certain portion of contributions would be available for awards the following year. After discussion, the Committee agreed that the contributions and returns should be examined.
· Standing policy committee reports:

· GE/GRPC – working the graduation initiative and class size report

· GSPC – academic priorities; doctoral programs policy*; 2nd baccalaureates; grade forgiveness for graduate students. Sheppard asked Miller to make the doctoral policy a priority, since the doctorate in physical therapy will be coming soon.
*Barrena expressed concern about Sacramento State being one of the 3 CSUs that will offer a doctorate in nursing. Sheley stated that, the campus, being in the capital, has a higher profile than other campuses. 
· APC – petition for appeals to EO 1037 (information item); incomplete policy; mandatory transfer advising; supplemental criteria for impaction
· By-laws: Sheppard asked the Committee for its opinions on whether or not nominations for the positions of Chair, Vice Chair and Chairs of the standing policy committees should be held open until the election meeting, as is allowed with at-large positions. There would a sequencing issue to be resolved, which would make the election meeting longer. The Committee discussed the pros and cons of keeping the nominations open. Krabacher will prepare some language for the Committee to revisit on 10/12.
6.
UBAC Committee appointment – Sheppard advised the Committee that Robin Carter is ineligible for appointment to UBAC, as she has been chosen to represent the chairs on AABAC. After discussion, the Committee agreed to forward the remaining names on to the Senate for 10/7.
7.
SB 1440 – the Committee discussed the provisions of SB 1440 and the implications for the CSU, and specifically, the campus. A letter from the Academic Senate for California Community Colleges was distributed. Barrena asked what processes are in place for the CSU to have input in implementation, and, more importantly, for local campuses to have input. What is the definition of a high unit major? What’s the definition of “priority”? What’s the definition of “similar”? Buckley stated that the ASCSU is working with the UC and the CCC, and having multiple plans/solutions wouldn’t be prudent. The 3 systems are trying to have a coordinated system. Krabacher stated that in order for campuses to stay apprised of what’s happening, faculty should stay or get involved with their department’s intersegmental organization. The Committee’s discussion included:
· Students who have an AA will have priority over other community college transfers

· Sacramento State will only have control over 60 units of these students’ academic career, including the 9-upper division units of GE). Some prerequisites required for certain majors may not be included in an AA.
· Sheley stated that he hoped SB 1440 will result in a greater focus on advising in community colleges and this greater focus will result in transfer students having more of their requirements being taken care of. Some transfer students come to Sacramento State and end up competing with freshmen for courses they should have already taken.

· Sheppard stated that the focus on the most popular majors could end being a self-fulfilling prophecy – fast-tracking students who choose those majors might only end up making those majors even more popular, forcing them to declare impaction. This might also end up harming smaller programs. 
· For programs that are impacted, students holding an AA would not be given a free pass for admission – these students would also have to meet additional requirements.

The Committee reaffirmed its support for referring the matter of SB 1440 implementation to CPC.
