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CALIFORNIA STATE

UNIVERSITY, STANISLAUS

ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES

May 16, 2000

PRESENT: Aronson, Bowers, Chu,

Clark, Cruz, Farrar, Filling,

Gackowski, Hor, Jaasma,

Littlewood, Luo, Nelson, Olivant,

Pandell, Peterson, Phillips,

Riedmann, Russ, Schulz, Thomas,

Thompson, Tordoff, Tuedio,

Weikart, Wolf, Zarling

PROXIES: Bowers (Curry), Filling

(Campbell), Renner (Keymer),

Thompson (Christopher)

ABSENT: AbuKhalil, Apodaca,

Bettencourt, Cartwright, Costa,

O'Donnell, Finley, Fisk, Hernandez,

Mayer, Miller-Antonio, Nelson,

Villanueva

GUESTS: Alverez (student),

Blankenship, Bright (student),

Carter, Cherukuri, Demetrulias,

Erickson, Guzman Wagner,

Hughes, Klein, Myers, Reith

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recording Secretary: Diana
Saugstad

13/AS/00/SEC-Cognitive Studies
Program Report, APPROVED

Amendment to Voting Rights of the
Faculty, INFORMATION

14/AS/00/AS--Proposed Change from
the School of Business Administration
and School of Education to College of
Business Administration and College of
Education, APPROVED

Preliminary Report from Ad Hoc
Committee on SATE
_________________________________

Next Academic Senate Meeting: 

Tuesday, September 26, 2000
2:30-4:30 p.m., South Dining Room
_________________________________

Minutes submitted by:

Steve Filling, Clerk

Speaker Tordoff called the meeting to order at 2:37. The President will be discussing the
FMI document, so will be added under Reports and Announcements, h) and a time certain
of 2:45. Clark questioned why the Department Chair Release Time issue was not on the
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agenda, and Tordoff replied that the Senate specifically asked that Provost Curry be here
to answer questions, but he cannot be here today. So, this issue will be carried over until
Fall 2000. The agenda was then approved by consensus. The minutes of May 2, 2000
were amended on page 3, e) Graduate Council "GC also passed a Graduate Education
Missions Statement and Learning Goals..."And on page 5, a), second paragraph, second
line to read "FBAC" rather than "UEPC. The minutes were then approved by consensus.

 

REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTSREPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

 

a. Speaker/SEC (Tordoff)a. Speaker/SEC (Tordoff)

  

Tordoff had no report. Cherukuri reminded Senators of the Faculty Beer-B-Que this
Saturday starting at 3:30 on.

 

b. University Educational  Policies Committee (Aronson)b. University Educational  Policies Committee (Aronson)

 

Aronson reported that UEPC had two final meetings on May 4 and 11. They looked at the
Joint Doctoral Program, approved the Spanish Subject Matter Program, and Certificate in
Drama. UEPC also approved program reviews in P.E. and Health and the BA/BS Special
Major. Also, the Cognitive Studies Program Discontinuance Report was looked at and
approved. UEPC wants Senators to know that the discontinuance policy seems to be
working well. It provided a mechanism for opening up dialogue.

 

c. Faculty Affairs  Committee (Anderson)c. Faculty Affairs  Committee (Anderson)

  

Schulz reported that FAC had their last meeting May 10. Two issues were discussed .
There was a request from the MSW Program regarding voting rights of non-tenured
lecturers. FAC made a ruling on this. FAC also discussed the tabling of the Post Tenure
Review Policy by the Senate and brainstormed how to proceed in the Fall. Provost Curry
will send forward new information on the process.
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d. Faculty Budget Advisory Committee (Fisk)d. Faculty Budget Advisory Committee (Fisk)

  

No report

 

e.  Graduate Council  (Bowers)e.  Graduate Council  (Bowers)

  

Bowers reported that GC held its last meeting May 11 and continued discussion on
Criminal Justice Masters proposals, went through remaining courses, sent most back with
blanket recommendations and they will be resubmitted in the Fall.

 

f.  Statewide Academic Senate (Russ/Thompson)f.  Statewide Academic Senate (Russ/Thompson)

  

Thompson reported that the SWAS Report has been distributed over Facnet.

 

g. Associated Studentsg. Associated Students

  

Patricia Alvarez, new Associated Student Body President, introduced herself. New officers
took office on May 1. She noted that she has previously served on the Academic Senate
for two years as a student senator.

 

h.  President Hughesh. President Hughes

 

President Hughes thanked Klein for his leadership in the Cognitive Studies discontinuance
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process. She stated her delight in the outcome. She further thanked all Senators for their
leadership in faculty governance. It has been a productive year. President Hughes also
thanked Speaker Tordoff for his outstanding leadership. Tordoff has been a strong faculty
voice and has been attentive to important issues.

 

Stockton Initiative:Stockton Initiative:

President Hughes then advised that the Stockton Initiative has gone forward to the
Governor and is now in the May revise. $11.3 has been allocated for one-time funding to
use for demolition, construction and upgrading. Also, $1.7 has been allocated for
permanent funding. President Hughes stated we should all thank Governor Davis for his
trust in us for taking this forward. We should also thank the Chancellor and his staff,
Assemblymen Machado, Cardoza and House as well as Senators Monteith and Johnson..
There were so many boards and individuals involved in this decision, she stated. She
wanted to acknowledge the Foundation Board of Trustees, San Joaquin Partnership,
Auxiliary Board in Stockton and especially Vice President Mary Stephens for their hard
work. What happens now, she stated, is that we have to form some type of partnership
probably with the City of Stockton. The net result is that the State should identify
appropriate facilities to relocate there such as the San Joaquin School District,
public/private partnerships to be formed, and maybe even a residential facility. It appears
that we are in much better position than we anticipated.

 

Carter asked whether the state would fully fund the Stockton shortfall and the President
replied yes, after the $1.7 million becomes permanent and the $11.3 million modification
plan is accepted, the $1.7 million will cover the anticipated shortfall.

 

Carter asked if the $1.7 million is unrestricted or would the money go to the joint powers
authority? President Hughes replied that the money would be allocated to the Stockton
educational program, not to the joint powers. They have no oversight authority. Carter
asked if we could backfill staff that have been transferred to Stockton and President
Hughes stated that it is her understanding that the $1.7 million is for operational costs.
Since this has just happened, she stated that many questions still have to be answered.

 

Farrar asked if there any strings attached to the money and President Hughes replied no.



8/13/07 4:06 PMuntitled

Page 5 of 12http://web.csustan.edu/FacultyHandbook/asminutes/9900/51600min.htm

There is no shortage of space for educational purposes. Further, donors would hopefully
be found to fund remodeling of historical sites.

 

FMI Policy:FMI Policy:

President Hughes thanked Senators for providing the draft FMI Policy. Provost Curry and
she had reviewed it and the survey results letter. It is clear Senators are interested in
clarifying thing to avoid confusion, she stated, and she agrees. She stated that using
'baseline criteria' on page 3 under item 2 b) rather than 'possible criteria' fulfills our
needs, she stated. This document will be distributed to faculty very soon.

 

Schulz noted that in the cover letter FAC sent to the President, we mentioned the need
for the deans to have funds. Schulz asked if the President was willing to provide some
funds for the deans to use. President Hughes stated her agreement with FAC for the need
for the deans to have money, but she does not have the authority to alter contract
language, so the 10% remains with her. Further, she hoped that in negotiations this time
something will speak to this issue.

 

Thompson advised that he is unclear about the ramifications of the change to baseline
criteria. It sounds as though these are the criteria, but there is language left in to allow
alteration. President Hughes stated that the language is intended to mean that we need
baseline understanding of criteria at all levels. She stated that she couldn't provide a
rationale for decisions without this baseline. Thompson explained that what she
understood concerning the criteria was not the intent of the Senate when they approved
the document. The intent was to allow criteria to be determined at the department level,
giving examples. The survey indicated a need for criteria but did not indicate whether
they should be set at the university or department level. There seems to be a
misunderstanding that the change was based on. Associate Vice President Bowers
explained the MOU specifies that there are criteria to be considered. Those are listed in
the document. For example, teaching is a mandatory criterion. You can't say 'possible'
criteria when it is mandated. Thompson stated that the four criteria are listed on page 2
under 'General Criteria.' President Hughes replied that she saw the changes as giving
recognition to the needs we have for definitive criteria and departments can possibly add
to them. Thompson stated that he believes the intent of the Senate was to allow criteria
to be determined at the department level, and these changes block that. Tordoff stated
that departments could alter or elaborate as needed. Weikart stated that he agrees with
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Thompson. What is listed is possible criteria. The baseline says adding more, not changing.
To call them baseline sounds as if all are required rather than these are examples. The
word 'possible' means you can redo them, and that was the intent of the Academic
Senate. President Hughes stated that her understanding to what has been said here is
that teaching is a baseline, but areas under that are possible demonstrations. Tordoff
stated that maybe 'possible' is out of place. The statement should be under 'teaching'
not above. We all understand that no one is expected to do

everything under this. The department can alter, which means add or subtract. President
Hughes stated that baseline should refer to items 1, 2, 3 and possible demonstrations of
baseline would be subheadings. Tuedio suggested if printing cannot be stopped on the FMI
document, maybe a cover letter could be attached to explain this point. Tordoff stated
that the faculty would be willing to wait for an accurate document even if they have to
wait a few more days. President Hughes stated she would met with Associate Vice
President Bowers to discuss how best to handle this.

 

FIRST READING ITEMFIRST READING ITEM

  

a. 13/AS/00/SEC--Cognitive Studies Programa. 13/AS/00/SEC--Cognitive Studies Program

  

It was MS Aronson/Zarling

 

Whereas, the UEPC recommended that the formal program
discontinuance process be employed for the Cognitive Studies major,
and;

 

Whereas, the faculty committee constituted through this process has
made a thorough review and evaluation of the program, including a
review by an outside, independent authority, and;

 

Whereas, the above committee has submitted its report which
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recommends continuance of the program, along with a series of other
recommendations for improving the success of the program;
therefore be it

 

Resolved, that the Academic Senate accepts and endorse the report
of the Cognitive Studies Review Committee, and recommends to the
President that the program be continued; and, be it further

 

Resolved, that the Academic Senate endorses the other
recommendations of the committee.

 

Klein, Chair of the Cognitive Studies Program Discontinuation Review

Committee, advised that the discontinuation policy called for a
committee to

be established. UEPC took this action because of conflicting
information

floating about. The committee started meeting in January and met quite often for 3
months. We had the Director of Cognitive Studies from UCB in as an external reviewer. We
also had extensive feedback from alumni and current students, Klein stated. The
Committee found that Cogs is worth keeping on campus. It is a growing program
nationally and is a new interdisciplinary method of inquiry. The committee also found little
support for interdisciplinary programs in general on campus. The recommendations in the
report are supported by UEPC. We now have the Honors model (buying faculty time from
departments) as an example of what can work. The Committee recommended continuance
with some specific conditions e.g. more faculty should be brought into the program to
teach and to sit on a steering committee to look at curriculum and development and
revision trends in the field. Also identified were things that could be improved. Since
UEPC's action, the dean has met with several faculty that are interested in becoming
members of the Cogs group. Also identified was the need to modify some courses, new
faculty leadership should be developed and the cross-listing of courses.

 

It was noted that in order for students in the program to be advised of the status of the
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program, there is a need to take action today.

 

It was MS Farrar/Pandell to waive the rules and go to a second reading. Motion passed.

 

Farrar asked if there was any thought to having University Advancement look for money
to fund a Chair? Klein stated it was discussed briefly. Erickson explained that it would be
difficult to find a donor who would like to fund this.

 

Aronson questioned page 6, g) 'That the minor be actively marketed to majors in
Psychology, Computer Science, Philosophy and the science disciplines.' Klein explained
that it is a way to increase enrollment and it fits with a lot of disciplines. Erickson noted
that it is an easy way to get more visibility.

 

The question was called and vote on 13/AS/00/SEC was approved. This will go to the
President for approval.

 

INFORMATION ITEMSINFORMATION ITEMS

  

a. Voting Rights of the Facultya. Voting Rights of the Faculty

  

Schulz explained that Saugstad had pointed out to FAC that the Voting Rights of Faculty
document had not been reviewed in ten years. He thanked her for revising the document
for FAC review. What has been added is per MOU language, GF Constitution amendment
and committee input. This is information only.

 

b. Proposed Change from School of Business Administration to College ofb. Proposed Change from School of Business Administration to College of
Business AdministrationBusiness Administration



8/13/07 4:06 PMuntitled

Page 9 of 12http://web.csustan.edu/FacultyHandbook/asminutes/9900/51600min.htm

  

c. Proposed Change from School of Education to College of Educationc. Proposed Change from School of Education to College of Education

  

b) and c) will be discussed together.

 

Tordoff explained that at the last SEC meeting Provost Curry brought up that both the
School of Business Administration and School of Education faculties had voted to ask to
change their name from School to College. SEC spent more time wondering about
procedure than anything else, he stated. So, this issue has been brought to the Senate as
an information item. Since then, Saugstad researched the question and found that in
1986 there was a resolution brought to the Academic Senate to change the name of the
School of Arts, Letters and Sciences to the College of Arts, Letters and Sciences. So, in
order to be consistent, we should have these requests in the form of a resolution. Further,
if there is no rush on these requests, we could carry this over to Fall.

 

Dean Wagner stated that it is the desire of the School of Education faculty to change the
name from School to College, but it goes beyond desire. It is a symbol of the school's
growth. We believe, she stated, that we are a College because our structure is similar to
the College of ALS. We are not as large, but in terms of programs, we are similar.
Enrollment has grown from 500 FTES to 900 FTES and that trend continues. We also have
been involved in development of blended programs, which are sometimes in partnership
with the College of ALS. It is sometimes awkward, she stated. It is also an equity issue and
should be addressed. We believe we do fit the definition and have earned the title, she
stated.

 

Interim Dean Cherukuri explained that with the establishment of the School of Fine and
Performing Arts, there may be confusion. As far as business programs go, most in the
CSU are called Colleges. There is no significant cost attached to this, he stated.

 

Zarling noted that when the College became a University, there were specific criteria
which had to be met. Is this also true with becoming a College, or are we just talking
about a name change? Tordoff replied that the way the Provost presented it to the SEC,



8/13/07 4:06 PMuntitled

Page 10 of 12http://web.csustan.edu/FacultyHandbook/asminutes/9900/51600min.htm

it is just a name change. There are no staffing implications. Further, Curry stated that the
CSU by and large uses the term College, not School.

 

Farrar stated that many years ago there were no criteria. There is no harm in this.

 

Cherukuri stated that both CSU Bakersfield and CSU San Marcos have Colleges of Business
Administration.

 

Consensus was to put this item on the agenda as a First Reading.

 

It was MS Farrar/Schulz

 

Whereas: Both the School of Business Administration and
School of Education have grown in size and complexity in
the last few years; therefore be it

 

RESOLVED: That the Academic Senate recommends to the
President that the School of Business Administration be
renamed the College of Business Administration; and be it
further

 

RESOLVED: That the School of Education be renamed the
College of Education; and be it further

 

RESOLVED That these changes be effective July 1, 2000.

 

It was MS Aronson/Bowers to waive the rules and go to a second reading.



8/13/07 4:06 PMuntitled

Page 11 of 12http://web.csustan.edu/FacultyHandbook/asminutes/9900/51600min.htm

 

Zarling questioned the urgency of this.

 

Schulz stated that the School of Education has been dealing with this for a year. We
asked Provost Curry to deal with it in the Spring. The School of Education faculty voted
unanimously to make this change. It does mean a lot for this to happen now. Russ stated
that accreditation is also coming up and it would be good to be a College.

 

Thompson noted that it doesn't depend on our approval, so if we would like to
recommend now rather than endorse the decision later, we need to act now.

 

Olivant stated that he would have to abstain from any vote because his department
knows nothing about this.

 

Since motion to waive the rules is not debatable, discussion ended. Vote to waive the
rules and go to a second reading passed.

 

Zarling voiced his support for the resolution. He only objected to the procedure. Too often
controversial issues are brought to the Senate at the end of the academic year. Although
this is not one, he objected as a procedural issue only.

 

The question was called. Vote on the resolution passed with two abstentions. This will be
sent to the President with an effective date of July 1, 2000.

 

OTHEROTHER

 

a. Preliminary Report of Ad Hoc Committee on SATEa. Preliminary Report of Ad Hoc Committee on SATE
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Tordoff explained that attached to your agenda is a preliminary report of the Ad Hoc
Committee on SATE. This is in response to a resolution of May 1998 which asks the
committee to evaluate the SATE instrument and compare it to the IDEA instrument. The
report was suppose to be turned in by the beginning of this academic year, but the data
has been difficult to analyze. Hopefully the final report will be ready sometime during Fall
2000.

 

The meeting adjourned at 3:50 p.m.


