

CSULB ACADEMIC SENATE MEETING 11

Minutes

April 29, 2010 2:00 p.m.

Towner Auditorium - PSY 150

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. APPROVAL:
Academic Senate Agenda for April 29, 2010

Senator Hood moved to amend the agenda to include a new item (Amendment to the General Procedures and Membership Structures [AS-818-09/EC]). The motion was seconded and approved.
Senator Lee moved to amend the agenda to make New Business a time certain of 3:30 to ensure that the proposed name change for Social Work would be acted upon at today’s meeting. The motion was seconded and approved.
The agenda was approved as amended.
3. APPROVAL:
Academic Senate Minutes of April 15, 2010 

Senator Jaffe moved to delay approval of the minutes until the next meeting (May 13th) to include comments to be submitted in writing. The motion was seconded by Senator Schürer.
The postponement was approved.
                  
4. REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES AND COUNCILS

4.1 Executive Committee
4.11 Announcements 


Chair Soni announced that Eileen Klink has been elected to the Statewide Academic Senate. He thanked Senator Hood for his service to the ASCSU.
He reminded the Senate that the May 13th meeting would include the organizational meeting for the 2010-11 Senate.
4.12 CFA Report – CFA President Teri Yamada

CFA President Yamada thanked faculty and students for their participation in both local and Sacramento lobby days. More lobby days are planned for this summer.
· There will be a CFA-sponsored meeting regarding the Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA) and FERP status in Library 507 at 4:30 pm today.
· May 10 is the final deadline for submitting FERP applications (extended from April 1).
She warned that there is some movement on the college level toward increasing vocational education at the expense of the liberal arts. She stated that non-involvement is no longer an option.
4.2 Nominating Committee-Chair, Antonella Sciortino
Senator Powers spoke on behalf of Senator Sciortino who was absent. She moved the nominations of the following persons to the GWAR Coordinator Search Committee:
· Gary Griswold, CLA

· Maryam Qudrat, CoE

· Xuhui Li, CNSM
The nominations were seconded and approved without dissent.


4.3 Councils- Consent Calendar

4.3.1 Policy on Timely Graduation [Super Seniors] (AS-809-09/CEPC) –Grammarian Edition---SECOND READING

4.3.2 Academic Senate Meeting Calendar for 2010-2011 (AS-817-09/EC)---SECOND READING

4.3.3 Discontinuance of Option on Translation & Interpretation (Spanish) (AS-814-09/CEPC/URC)---FIRST READING

There was no motion to remove the items from the consent calendar. Items 4.3.1 and 4.3.2 passed.
5. REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEES—None

6.
SPECIAL ORDERS

6.1 Report of the President—2:15 pm TIME CERTAIN

Vice-President Mary Stephens reported on behalf of President Alexander who was absent.

She updated the Senate on the recent attack of a transgendered student in an upper campus restroom. She said the delay in publicizing the attack was in response to the wishes of the victim . The attack was being taken very seriously, and investigators have reassured us that the campus is very safe.  They feel certain that this was an isolated incident, but are taking every precaution: the recent installation of cameras on campus has been very effective in curtailing crime; no University Police personnel are on furloughs; and foot patrols have been increased.  She urged her listeners to report crimes promptly.
There will be a budget message emailed to the campus community tomorrow, but it will probably not contain much new information since we are still waiting for the May revise. She noted that these messages served to keep all campus constituents “in the loop.”
The President felt the lobby day in Sacramento was very effective.
She also noted that on the federal levels, there are two bills—the Jobs bill and the Harkin Bill—that include one-time funding funding for education. 

The three major construction projects on campus (the Science building, the Nursing building, and the Wellness Center) are all on, or ahead of, schedule.
Senator Chun thanked the University for its support of the student victim of the recent attack. She expressed the willingness of CAPS and the LGTG taskforce to provide their support. 

Senator Arroyo stated that he had been speaking with students on how to make the campus restrooms safer. Vice-President Stephens reported that every effort is made to keep the restrooms clean and well- lighted. She recommended the Buddy system. Regrettably cameras are not a good option for restrooms because of privacy issues.
Senator Vogel asked for clarification on the delay in publicizing the attack and reaffirmed that it was at the victim’s request. Vice-President Stephens said that the Press-Telegram picked up on the police report before the email went out to the campus community. Our message was also delayed because we were waiting for the sketch of the perpetrator to be ready.
Senator Hamm reported that some lecturers did not get the email message. Vice-President Stephens responded that all lecturers should be getting these emails and asked that Senator Hamm contact her personally.
Senator Rojas reminded the Senate that the annual “Take Back the Night” event would be that night and the victim was going to speak. 

7 UNFINISHED BUSINESS


7.1 Academic Senate Executive Committee Voting & Election Procedures (AS-812-09/EC)---SECOND READING
An insertion and amendments to 9.1 was moved by Senator Schürer. The motion was seconded. Senator Schürer spoke to it. The insertion calls for a separate meeting to handle elections. He believes the attempt to streamline the election process through requiring statements in advance and voting on one slate at the election meeting might disadvantage candidates who were not able to present themselves and their qualifications  on the floor of the Senate.  If it is a question of having enough time, he stated that adding an extra meeting dedicated only to electing Senate officers would allow time for through elections.
Senator Vollendorf stated that the impulse behind the proposed changes was to allow for more information on candidates by requiring the submission of a statement in advance. The proposal for one slate rather than electing one office at a time is an attempt at streamlining. She felt that Dr. Schürer’s amendment was in the spirit of the Executive Committee’s discussion of changes to the election procedures and was therefore friendly. 
Senator O’Connor stated that the Executive Committee’s concern about allowing nominations from the floor without submitting statements in advance would lead to the nomination of people who may be unknown to new senators.
Senator Anderson asked what if a special meeting just for elections was called and there was no quorum. 

Senator Schürer responded that he appreciated that concern, but that was also a concern for regular meetings.
Senator Chavez asked for clarification on whether these changes would be for this year or next year. He felt that it would be difficult to implement it this year.  Senator Schürer responded that he was thinking in terms of next year.

The question was called. The amendment calling for a separate meeting for elections was carried without dissent.

Senator Schürer moved to delete “except for election of …” in (old) 9.1. This amendment would allow nominations from the floor for Executive Committee elections without the submission of an advanced statement. The motion was seconded. Senators Schurer and Jaffe spoke in support of his motion. 
Senator O’Connor addressed the Senate on the Executive Committee’s rationale for requiring advance statements and not allowing nominations from the floor. It was felt that given the importance and seriousness of service on the Executive Committee the submission of a statement seven days ahead of the election was not too much to expect. 

There was discussion about whether nominees who had submitted statements would also be allowed to speak and whether the nominees would be open to questions at the election meeting. There was also a discussion on the impact of late election results on the organizational meeting and the election of officers.
Senator Caron asked Senator Schürer regarding the connection of this amendment with other proposed amendments. Senator Schürer responded that “yes” his amendments were all interrelated. One reason for calling for a separate meeting was to allow time for elections to be held one at a time, the subject of an amendment proposed for later in the document.
Dean Kvapil suggested a substitute motion to consider all of the amendments together. Parliamentarian Hood advised the Senate that it move to substitute or it go to a Committee of the Whole and then come back and vote on the Document. Chair Soni suggested that the Senate continue to review the document ad seriatim and review again from the beginning after completing the document. No one made a procedural motion, and the Senate continued to review the document ad seriatim.
The question was called, and the amendment was carried. Nominations from the floor will be allowed for elections to the Senate Executive Committee.
The substitution all for other and can for shall in the first line of section 9.1.1 was deemed to be friendly. 
Senator Vollendorf moved to amend section 9.1.2  to require the Nominating Committee to distribute its slate of candidates seven days before the Senate meeting  rather than three days .  Senator Andersen pointed out that this might create a time shortage for the Nominating Committee. After some discussion, Senator Vollendorf withdrew the amendment. 

The motion was made to strike “can” and substitute “may” in the first sentence of section 9.2. This would make the advanced submission of written statements optional. Senator Fradella suggested that everyone should make oral statements and do away with written statements to allow for parity. He believed that the amendment would mean there would be no incentive to provide a written statement. Senator Schürer stated that the Senate would distinguish between a person who submitted an advanced statement and one who waited until the day of the meeting to be nominated.
The question was called and the amendment was carried. The submission of statements in advance of the meeting will be optional.
The motion was made to further amend to require  that the optional written statements be submitted at least a week in advance of the meeting. The question was called, and the amendment was approved. 
Senator Schürer moved to amend 9.2. to insert “then available” after “slate of nominees.” The amended 9.2.1. was passed. The Executive Committee and Senate Office will distribute all available written statements five days prior to the meeting.
Senator Schürer moved to insert 9.2.2 that would allow nominations from the floor of the Senate for positions on the Executive Committee. The motion was seconded and Senator Schürer spoke to it. After a brief discussion, the amendment was deemed friendly and passed.
Senator Schürer moved amendment 9.x that would call for all members of the Executive Committee  to be elected one at a time. The motion was seconded and Senator Schürer spoke to it. The amendment allows for consideration of the overall composition of Executive Committee as the Senate votes. The amendment was deemed substantive. Senator Chun also spoke in support of the amendment. 

Senator Fradella moved to refer the document back to the Executive Committee to allow them to recast this document in light of the approved amendments. 
The question was called and Senator Fradella’s motion was carried. The document was referred back to the Executive Committee.
Senator O’Connor asked the Senate to please provide its input to the Executive Committee.
7.2 External Review Policy.

Senator Fisher refreshed the Senate’s memory regarding the revised policy on External Reviewers within the Retention, Tenure, and Promotion Policy. It will replace PS 86-07.  The changes will bring the policy in line with the Collective Bargaining Agreement and the new Retention, Tenure and Promotion Policy. 
Senator Vollendorf asked a question regarding the current practice of allowing external reviews to be requested by any reviewer at any time in the process. This local process is not considered best practice at most universities. The floor was yielded to Associate Vice-President Harbinger who informed the Senate that the current process is required by the current Collective Bargaining Agreement and this issue is going to be raised at the next contract negotiations.  For right now, the language in the policy is the best we can do.
After further questions and discussion it was moved to insert “according to the Collective Bargaining Agreement:” at start of Section 1. 2.  Senator Fisher deemed the amendment to be friendly.
The question was called and the policy as amended passed without dissent.
8 NEW BUSINESS 


8.1 Name Change: Department of Journalism to Department of Journalism & Mass Communication (AS-809-09/CEPC)

Senator Brazier moved the first reading. The motion was seconded. Senator Brazier spoke to it. He said the name change would more accurately reflect the department’s course offerings and would bring it in line with similar departments at other institutions.
Senator Jaffe reported that the change was approved by the CLA Faculty Council. The department of Communications Studies had no objections to the change and was not concerned that there would be any confusion between the two departments.
Senator O’Connor moved to waive the first reading. The motion was seconded and carried without dissent. The second reading was moved, seconded and passed without dissent

8.2 Name Change: Department of Social Work to School of Social Work (AS-815-09/CEPC)

Senator Lee moved the first reading. The motion was seconded and Senator Lee spoke to it. The change would make Social Work more competitive for grants, contracts, and recruitment of new faculty, and would make our degrees more prestigious. 
The Senate yielded the floor to Professor Oliver, Director of Social Work. He reported to the Senate that Social Work is already a nationally recognized program. The name change would result in a ten percent increase in grants, adding to the program’s lead in gaining grants for the University. The program is poised to do great things for the University. 
Senator Lee moved to waive the first reading. The motion was seconded and passed without dissent. 

Senator Schurer objected to some language on page five in the name change proposal that emphasized upper level and graduate programs in a way that seemed to conflict with the University mission statement. Director Oliver agreed to strike the language and replace it with the wording from the mission statement. 

In response to a question on the costs of the School of Nursing’s name change, it was reported that the costs had been negligible. 
In response to a question from the floor, Interim Provost Para reported that the designation of “School” usually refers to larger, more comprehensive academic institutions the have more than regional recognition, but as far as the University’s administration and internal rules are concerned there is no difference between a “School” and a “Department.” Designation as a “school” has a cachet in certain fields.
The question was called and the motion was passed without dissent.
8.3  Amendment to the General Procedures and Membership Structures (AS-818-09/EC)
Senator Hood moved the first reading and it was seconded by Senator Torabzadeh. Senator Hood spoke to it. The proposed changes would improve communication between Councils and Committees and the Executive Committee. Senator Torabzadeh emphasized that the changes would improve planning. Speaking as the Chair of a Council, Senator Brazier supported the measure.
The item received its first reading.
9. ADJOURNMENT


The meeting was adjourned at 3:59 pm.











