CSU, SACRAMENTO

2011-12 FACULTY SENATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

Tuesday, October 4, 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
MINUTES:

1. Minutes from September 27, 2011 – amendment: #7 by adding to the end of the item: “…and asked GSPC for input regarding graduate students.” The minutes were approved as amended. 
2. Open forum – 

· Wagner stated that he would like Senate input on some proposed changes to faculty consultation on the hiring of associate/assistant deans. The item was deferred to 10/11.
· Peigahi distributed a recent article from the NEA on academic freedom.
· Hecsh reminded members of the Convocation on 10/20 and activities surrounding it.

· New dean, College of Continuing Education – Sheley stated that he anticipates that the new dean, Guido Krickx, will be able to connect strongly to the academic community and has good experience with international programs.
· Unit caps for graduate students - Miller reported that GSPC, after reviewing the data provided in the table in APC’s transmittal and Provost Sheley’s comments at the 9/27 EC meeting, agreed to lower the unit caps during early registration to 9 (with the ability to add 3 units later). The Committee discussed whether or not GSPC’s proposal will be introduced as an amendment to the motion already on the 9/29 Senate agenda or to introduce it as an entirely separate motion. Since there won’t be another Senate meeting until 10/27, there is an urgent need to have the motion advance to second reading and pass on 10/6. After discussion, the Committee agreed that GSPC’s proposal be introduced as an amendment on 10/6.
3. Chair’s business - 

· Faculty Rights and Responsibilities summer workgroup – after discussion, the Committee agreed to add a motion on the consent calendar to the Senate agenda for 10/6 thanking and commending the workgroup.
· Program impaction questions – After reviewing the questions for programs seeking impaction, the Committee agreed that Provost Sheley could send out a draft of the questions to programs thinking of impaction since CPC may not be able to forward its proposed policy until the end of November. 
· Senate schedule for November – Sheppard asked for members’ input on scheduling a Senate meeting for 11/17, considering CFA’s call for a day of action that day. The Committee discussed the separate distinct roles of the CFA and the Senate. After discussion, the Committee agreed that a Senate meeting should be called for 11/17.
4. Provost’s requests – the Committee reviewed a request from Provost Sheley on:
1) academic dishonesty policy - Buckley and Miller volunteered to work on a workgroup to draft a “pre-proposal” with Leonard Valdez and John Williams to bring forth that will eventually be referred to the appropriate Senate committee(s). 
2) non-traditional instructional modalities and telecommuting vis-à-vis faculty responsibilities –  Sheley stated that the contract does not contain language that defines what the minimum time for teaching, advising and service is for faculty. This request does not directly ask for a definition of quality, but seeks an answer to how one fulfills their obligations as a member of the faculty. Faculty is responsible for the curriculum and pedagogy, which affect quality. After discussion, the Committee agreed to refer the matter to FPC, with the understanding that FPC may invite testimony and input from other members of the campus community for a broader perspective of the issues involved. In this regard, Koegel expressed interest in participating in the discussions.
5. Academic priorities committee – Krabacher volunteered to work with Sheppard on strategies to populate the committee.


6. Class size – Sheppard and Pinch provided historical background on the genesis of the class size report (originated from CPC, referred to a task force, EC referred to standing policy committees for comment, back to EC). The Committee discussed next steps. Pinch stated that the EC at the time asked CPC to draft a statement of principles, having decided that a policy could not be crafted from the task force’s recommendations. The Committee discussed the relevance of the principles – many colleges/programs are already having discussions embracing some of the principles. After further discussion, the Committee agreed to take the statement of principles to the Senate on 10/27 in the form of a resolution. All of the standing committees’ comments should be available as background. FPC’s report will be presented as a stand alone item.
