
CSU, SACRAMENTO 
2011-12 FACULTY SENATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

 
Tuesday, October 25, 2011 

3:00-5:00 
Sacramento Hall, Room 275 

 
Present: Buckley, Cortez, Hammersley, Hecsh, Koegel, Krabacher, Miller, Noel, Peigahi, 

Pinch, Russell, Sheley, Sheppard, Van Gaasbeck, Wagner 
 
Guests: Chevelle Newsome 
MINUTES: 
 
1. Minutes from October 18, 2011 – amendments: #2, 3rd bullet: add to the end of the last 

sentence “…Sheppard will convey this desire to Sheley.”; #3, 4th bullet: change 
“committees” to “committee”; item #5, change the last sentence as follows: “…the 
appropriate source is in the 1990 AAUP position statement, 10th edition (with regard to 
Faculty Responsibilities in an Instructional Environment), published in 2006.” The minutes 
were approved as amended.  

 
2. Open forum –  

• Sheley asked the Committee’s advice on how the Senate Committee on Instructional 
Program Priorities (IPP) might handle the issue of assessment when evaluating programs’ 
responses to the call for data. Sheley stated that since programs will be evaluated on 
assessment, it is important to determine how programs assess themselves. Are programs 
assessing themselves in a transparent and consistent manner? Sheley stated that he would 
like a process whereby programs can live with the outcomes and there will be no second 
guessing. Committee members expressed concern about there being a separate group to 
advise the Committee on IPP about how well (or not) programs assess themselves. After 
discussion, the Committee agreed to let the IPP Committee tackle the assessment piece. 

• Buckley thanked Sheley for his opening comments at the 10/20 Convocation. Buckley 
related that many students in his freshmen seminar class are unaware of what NPR is and 
admit they don’t watch the news (Michele Norris, the keynote speaker at the 
Convocation, is a host on NPR). 

• Cortez stated that ASI wants to offer a leadership course and asked for advice on how to 
bring one back. There needs to be an instructor of record for a 196 course. Cortez was 
advised to check with the Associate Vice President for Student Affairs for assistance. 

• Pinch advised that CPC wasn’t able to make a recommendation for chair for Spring 2012 
prior to the opening of nominations on 10/27. Therefore, the Committee is seeking 
nominations via e-mail. The Committee discussed the appropriateness of this method. 
Sheppard advised that nominations and then voting should maintain some type of 
anonymity by running the communication strictly through Bonnie Smith. 

• Noel thanked Koegel for attending a recent FPC meeting for the committee’s discussions 
on on-line/hybrid courses.  

 
3. Chair’s business -  



• Sheppard announced that Chris Taylor, who was his designee on the Graduation Initiative 
Steering Committee, will continue in this role. 

• Nominations for college-based IPP Committee members are due 10/25. A reminder will 
be sent out. 

 
4. ASI Strategic Plan – discussion/suggestions included the following: 

• 3.1 – FPC may be able to help 
• 4.1 – is this targeted to graduate students or graduating seniors? 
• 1.2 – Library outlets are a historical problem. There is a capacity issue. With regard to 

free course materials – there are copyright issues involved. 
• 4.2 – ASI is supposed to have a representative on the Graduation Initiative Steering 

Committee 
 

Cortez advised that there is a Student Resource Guide and will send one to Noel. 
 

5. GSPC academic forgiveness – Miller explained that the policy is more out GPA than 
coursework. Older detrimental grades are preventing some graduate students from 
graduating. Sheppard requested that the proposal be called “renewal” vs. “forgiveness”. After 
discussion, the Committee agreed to place the proposal on a Senate agenda in November as a 
first reading item with a positive endorsement. 
 

6. CSU Online Initiative – it was discovered that the Committee did not have the correct 
attachment. The correct attachment had a list of questions Miller wants posed  
1)  To what extent has CSUS been involved in the CSU Online Initiative, beyond the $50,000 
"contribution" to the "start-up" fund? 

a)  Have Category 1 and Category 2 projects been identified? [No] 
b)  If so, how were decisions made as to projects to include in each category? 
c)  If not, what consultative processes will be used to identify such projects?  

2)  How will "opt in / opt out" decisions be made by the campus? 
a)  Right now, the 3 CSUS online degrees offered are in self-support 

1)  will it be presumed that CSUS will automatically "opt in" for those 3, without 
consultation beyond the departments involved? 
2)  will current oversight / quality processes / determinants be used? 

b)  If 'market data' reveal that a state-support program is viable as an online option, will 
the program / faculty go through campus curriculum channels, or bypass local channels 
and work directly with the CSU "How To" Group and the TSC (e.g., as occurred with 
impaction)? 
c)  If some faculty in a program want to "opt in" and others don't, what will be the 
campus "opt in / opt out" response? 

3)  Should each of our Senate policy committees read, discuss and comment on the plan?   
 

Miller stated that most of these courses are run through CCE. Sheley stated that the 
governance structure has not been figured out yet and that some provosts are discussing 
strategies on how to deal with it. Sheley stated that he suspected the ASCSU will take the 
governance lead. The Board of Trustees may be pressuring the Chancellor’s Office into 
putting more of an emphasis into on-line curriculum beyond hybrid courses. Sheley 



stated he has been a proponent of hybrid, and, given time, hybrids may evolve into on-
line. This differs from an alternative approach, which is to pick certain areas/courses. One 
of the challenges to leaving the development of such curriculum campus to campus is that 
campuses may end up competing for the same population of students. There is fear that 
CSU Online will become the “24th” campus. Will programs run through CCE currently 
automatically be shifted to be part of CSU Online? Sheley stated he would be opposed to 
this. There are WASC accreditation protocols that would need to be followed should a 
degree program shift more than 50% of its curriculum to online, which involve standard 
campus governance procedures. The Initiative still needs to be thought through more 
thoroughly, even though it is being “fast-tracked”. 

 
7. Sheppard thanked Cheryl Johnson for her years of service to the Senate and the Executive 

Committee. 


