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ACADEMIC SENATE 

MINUTES
MEETING 4
October 20, 2011 2:00-4:00 p.m.

Towner Auditorium - PSY 150

1. CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order at 2:04 pm
2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
The agenda was moved, seconded and approved by unanimous consent
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

3.1 Academic Senate Minutes of October 6, 2011

The minutes were moved, seconded and approved by unanimous consent

4. REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES AND COUNCILS

4.1 Executive Committee
4.1.1 Announcements 
Chair Vollendorf reminded the Senate that the annual Retreat will be Thursday, November 3rd at 2 p.m. in the Pointe.  Table assignments will be emailed out ahead of time to those who RSVP’d. Name tags will be on table. 


4.2 Nominating Committee: Report from the Chair
Senator Sciortino, Chair of the Nominating Committee, moved the following nominations:

· Faculty Center for Professional Development
· Claire Garrido Ortega, CHHS
· International Education Committee
· Dmitrii Sidorov , CLA 
· Academic Appeals 
· Oliver Wang , CLA
· AVP Jeet Joshee Review Committee 
· Carlos Silveira (COTA) 
· Kristen Monaco (CLA) 
· Carolyn Madding (CHHS)
· Greg Armento (Library)  
All the above nominations were seconded and approved by unanimous consent 
Senator Sciortino moved the nomination of Connie Ireland, CHHS, to the University Student Union Board of Directors. Senator Fradella notified the Senate that Connie Ireland would not be available to serve on the USU Board of Directors and her nomination was withdrawn.
Chair Vollendorf informed the Senate that a volunteer was needed for the position of faculty representative on the ASI Senate. The senators from CNSM were asked to select a member for the Nominating Committee (alternate for Senator Moon who is unavailable this semester).
4.3 Councils

4.3.1 Status of Policies before the Senate: Consent Calendar: None
5. REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEES: None
6. SPECIAL ORDERS: None
7. OLD BUSINESS
7.1 Grade Appeals Policy (AS-832-10/CEPC) – SECOND READING
Senator O’Connor moved to insert “comprised of at least three (3) faculty members” at the end of the first sentence of section 2.1 (department grade appeals committee). The amendment was seconded and Senator O’Connor spoke to it. He said the amendment aimed to provide specificity and consistency.
The amendment was approved by unanimous consent.
Senator O’Connor moved to insert the same language into the sections dealing with College Grade Appeals Committee (section 2.2).
Senator Fradella stated that if there was a minimum of three faculty plus the one student that would create a committee of four. Committees with an even number of members can have tied votes. He suggested that the language should be “at least two faculty members and one student” so that you would have an odd number on the committee.
A discussion followed on how best to achieve an odd number of members on a committee. Student representation was also discussed. 
Senator O’Connor moved to call the question.

The vote on Senator O’Connor’s amendment to section 2.2 was:

Yes:  48 
No:  8 
Abstain:  5

The amendment was passed.
Senator O’Connor withdrew his next amendment to section 2.2 (to strike “at least” before “one student member).
Senator Quam Wickham move to amend section 2.10 to insert “make information from one party available to the other party within the bounds allowed by the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act” after “Committees shall” and to strike “consider only information available to all parties.” The amendment was seconded and Senator Quam-Wickham said the amendment aimed to bring the policy into compliance with the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA).
The amendment was approved by unanimous consent.
Senator Quam-Wickham moved to add the following to the end of section 2.11: “This opportunity for input shall occur once, after which the committee shall meet to consider all evidence.” The amendment was seconded and Senator Quam Wickham said amendment aimed to expedite the appeal process and avoid an infinite loop of evidence being referred back and forth between parties and appeal committees.
The amendment was passed by unanimous consent.
Senator O’Connor moved to amend section 5.4 to insert “disagree with the program or department level and return the appeal for re-consideration. Only one re-consideration is permitted” and to strike “confirm the decision of the department or it may recommend re-consideration.” The amendment was seconded and Professor Brazier, Chair of CEPC, spoke to it. The intent of the amendment is to clarify what is already implied in the policy.

The vote on the amendment to section 5.4 was: 

Yes:  55 
No:  3 
Abstain:  3

The amendment passed.

The vote on whole policy as amended was:
Yes:  59 
No:  2

The revised policy was approved.
7.2 General Education Policy 08-00 Revisions (AS-830-10/CEPC) - SECOND READING

Discussion resumed on Senator Behl’s proposed amendment to section 5.2.2 that opposes the elimination of the second laboratory requirement.

Senator Nguyen read two students statement relating their difficulties with the second lab requirement. The students stated that the current system is impractical. It delays graduation and often requires a student to take the lab at another institution.
Senator S. Thomas ceded his time to Michael Quibuyen, student and ASI Treasurer. Mr. Quibuyen spoke to the difficulties he had, even as a biology major, getting into the lab.
Senator Bill ceded his time to Professor Galen Pickett. Professor Pickett expressed concerns about the impact of the elimination of the second lab requirement on scientific literacy.  He supported Senator Behl’s amendment.
Senator O’Connor ceded his time to Jalla Akmed, a student.  Ms. Akmed stated that she took her biology lecture course in her freshman year, but was unable to enroll in her biology lab until her junior year which made the lab largely irrelevant.   
Dean Golshani ceded his time to Jorge Serrano, a student. Mr. Serrano stated that he was a double major in departments in both COTA and CLA. He stated that because of his high school experience he was exempted from taking one lab, but had still experience difficulty getting his second lab. The current requirement for a second lab creates difficulties for students with double majors or a major and a minor. 

Senator Underwood stated that the Department of Biology appreciated the difficulties students have enrolling in biology labs, but that the department is addressing the problem. It continues to hire people and acquire the needed equipment. Senator Underwood also spoke in defense of the role of labs in teaching science.  

Senator Olson said that she agreed with sentiments expressed by Senator Behl in support of his amendment, but that most other CSUs require only one lab. Other CSU have been more innovative in course offerings in the sciences to reach non-majors. The elimination of the second lab requirement may create an opportunity to create new experiences for students in the Arts and other non-science majors. 
Senator Rice ceded her time to Jaime Barrella, a student. Mr. Barella stated that the second lab requirement made it difficult for students to finish in five years and that it especially burdens double majors. 
Senator Quam-Wickham ceded her time to AVP Mahoney. She informed the Senate that 4300 seats were needed to meet the needs of incoming freshman but only about 3500 seats are available most semesters.  This does not take into account transfer students who also need a second lab.  Nationally most schools do not use major courses to meet general education requirements. 
Senator Suazo stated that in a previous meeting he had agreed with the pedagogical argument. He asked if the elimination of the second lab requirement was a good solution in the long term.
Senator Torabzadeh asked who should be a priority for these classes. He pointed out that some transfer students have to take 4 units for to get a lab when they have already taken a biology class. 

Vice Provost Dowell spoke on the budget issues, stating that funding for instruction is the top priority for the University. Departments were doing well delivering classes that students really need. Classes in the Life Sciences were the major exception. Life Sciences offers between 1000 and 2000 fewer seats than the Physical Sciences departments. Money is not the issue. Lack of seats in life science course has been an issue for a long time.  Life Science course requirements are responsible for about 40-50 % of G.E. problems.  He agreed with the pedagogical arguments, but if we can’t deliver the classes, nothing else matters.

Senator L. Nguyen informed that Senate that despite having AP credits coming into CSULB she was going to graduate a semester late because of the second lab requirement.  She has had to attend Golden West College to complete the requirement. She reported that 80% of academic appeals were asking for a waiver of lab requirement. With tuition fees going up, the cost of an extra semester is going up. 
Senator Behl stated the he sympathized with the difficulties, but the suggested that the change is dramatic. He expressed concern about scientific literacy and decision making curriculum decisions based on reasons that have nothing to do with the educational value of the requirement.
Senator Bill spoke in supported Senator Behl’s amendment.  He stressed the importance of scientific literacy for making informed decisions on science.  

Senator Vogel ceded her time to Professor Ryan Fischer. Professor Fischer reminded the Senate that there is currently a double standard for meeting G.E. requirements. G.E. certified transfer students do not have to take the second lab while native students and transfer students who are not G.E. certified must take the second lab, but all these students get the same CSULB diploma. 
Senator Fenton stated that she has been working with helping 5th and 6th year students to graduate. She said that 150 of the 6th  year students were being held up by the life science lab requirement. 

Vice-President Robinson ceded his time Lacelle Felix, a student. Ms. Felix informed the Senate that she was a pre-nursing student who needs the biology lab for her major. She was forced to go to Golden West to get the class. She shouldn’t have to go to two schools to graduate.
Senator O’Connor moved to call the question. 
The vote on Senator Behl’s amendment to retain the second lab requirement was

Yes:  14 

No: 42

The amendment was defeated. 
Senator Lipo moved to amend section 5.2.1.3 to reintroduce the requirement for two science laboratory activities taken in more than one discipline, but to strike “associated with a course taken to satisfy Category B.1.a or Category B.1.b.” The amendment was seconded by Senator Behl.
Senator Lipo spoke to his amendment. The change he proposes would reinstate the two lab requirement but broaden the category of schools and departments whose courses would satisfy that requirement. One can get hands-on science activities and scientific literacy in other places besides Life Sciences and Physical Sciences. Some of the courses he offers in the Anthropology department have labs. There are courses in Engineering and Health and Human Services that could be used to satisfy the lab requirement. 
Senator Behl supported Senator Lipo’s position.
Vice-Provost Lindsay ceded the floor to AVP Mahoney. AVP Mahoney applauded the attempt at a compromise solution, but she reminded the Senate that CSULB’s GE policy is already one of the most complicated in the nation. The proposed amendment would add a new layer of complexity.  It would not solve the problem of scheduling a lecture and a lab together. 
Vice-Provost Dowell informed the Senate that the Physical Sciences were second only to the Life Sciences in class congestion. 

Senator Olson supported Senator Lipo’s amendment.  There are labs in other places besides the Life and Physical Sciences. We could trust GEGC to identify appropriate classes to meet science lab experience.

Senator Torabzadeh felt that the amendment was a good compromise. 

Senator Bill opposed the amendment. Science is not the same outside of CNSM.
Senator Fenton stated that some of the suggested courses have prerequisites and GE courses should not prerequisites. 

Senator O’Connor supported the sentiment behind the amendment, but believed that the definition of a lab would be too fuzzy to be valid.
After further questions and discussion, Senator L. Nguyen moved to call the question.
The vote on Senator Lipo’s amendment was:

Yes: 11 
No: 47 

The amendment was defeated. 

Senator Miles moved to amend section 5.3.2 to require 3 units in the Arts, 3 units in the Humanities and 3 units in either as opposed to the current requirement of 6 units in the Humanities and 3 units in the Arts. His amendment was seconded and Senator Miles spoke to it. He said the proposed change would make the policy more consistent with Title V and not privilege the Arts over the Humanities or vice-versa. 

Senator Fisher opposed the amendment.  It was inconsistent with the LEAP framework.  Humanities have more transferable skills than the Arts.
Chair Vollendorf asked if COTA could meet the increased demand for its courses that the change might create.
Senator Miles said that COTA could handle the demand.  He also pointed out that CLA has multiple courses approved for the Arts requirement.  

AVP Mahoney agreed that there were no practical problems to implement the amendment.
Senator L. Nguyen ceded her time to Jorge Serrano.  Mr. Serrano stated the amendment was a solution to problem that did not exist.
The question was called on Senator Miles amendment. The vote was:
Yes:  42 
No 15

The amendment passed.
Senator Fisher withdrew his proposed amendment to section 5.3.
8. NEW BUSINESS (TIME CERTAIN: 2:15 p.m.)
8.1 Policy on Academic Progress Rules (AS-855-11/CEPC) – FIRST READING
The first reading was moved and Professor Brazier spoke to it spoke to it. This is a new policy to provide guidelines for departments wishing to set up rules for keeping students on track to their degrees. It is modeled on existing programs in Nursing and Engineering. The policy is permissive and not mandatory.
Vice-Provost Lindsay stated that not many departments will need to develop Academic Progress rules, just those with bottlenecks.

After a brief discussion and responses to questions, the policy received its first reading.
9. ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 3:56 pm.


