
 

 

 

California State University, Stanislaus 

Inquiry Circle 2:  Meeting Notes 

September 28, 2007 

 

 

Present: C. Chiang, B. Duggan, B. Foreman, L. Johnson, R. Noble, P. Peters, L. Phillips 

Excused:  A. Bocanegra, C. Jensen, A. Kohlhaas, C. Polhemus 

 

L. Johnson opened the meeting and passed out a copy of our CPR outlines with notations of where things 

are addressed in the CPR draft.  The following items were identified by the group. 

 

CPR Thematic Essay 2, Question 1 

 Page 19, paragraph 4, the percentage of the total budget should be shown. 

 Page 18, paragraph 1, the Ed.D. is an exception, since it is such a large program the CSU went together 

and did a system-wide analysis.  This is not a matter of course. 

 Page 19, paragraph 5, “10-year trend” has an increase of 1.5 which in not a trend.  Does not include 

increase in student assistants. 

 Entire section: need benchmark information from Institutional Research.  P. Peters and L. Phillips will 

follow up with K. Silva. 

 Entire section is optimistic. 

 

CPR Thematic Essay 2, Question 2 

 Entire section: several areas indicate that the TLS subcommittee has oversight which is not in their 

charge 

 

CPR Thematic Essay 2, Question 3 

 Page 22, paragraph 3, “For example, ASI members cited…” doesn’t fit as this occurred in a separate 

meeting.  Will need to move that sentence up to the front of the paragraph. 

 Page 22, paragraph 4 & 5: need to add evidence pieces as none are indicated. 

 Page 24, last sentence: need to clarify which course is the 4 unit course.  

 Page 23 paragraph 5: needs to state “a position be created with expertise to handle these types of 

issues.”  

 

CPR Thematic Essay 2, Question 4 

 Everything looks representative except increasing student participation in assessment however it is 

addressed in broad strokes in conclusion 7. 

 
As time was limited and so much as been changed, L. Johnson asked everyone to review it and we will discuss at the 

next meeting.  L. Phillips will email CFR comparison to group, while reviewing identify where CFR’s are 

addressed and bring to the next meeting. 

 

 Respectfully submitted, 
 

 Lori Phillips 

 Recording Secretary 
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How effectively does the University infrastructure support learning? 


