CSULB Educational Policies Council Minutes Oct. 8, 2003	Meeting 2003-4: 2
Present: L. O. Benli, Business Administration; M. Burns, Lecturer (Art); N. Cohn, Enrollment Services; L. Farmer, Education; M. Finney, Liberal Arts; D. Huckaby, Natl. Sciences & Math; A. Kaminsky, Liberal Arts; S. Kim, for VP Academic Affairs; D. Korogodsky, Arts; P. Lewis, Center for Intl. Education; K. Merryfield, Natl. Sciences & Math; A. Moloi, Liberal Arts; A. Naimpally, Engineering; E. Parentela, Engineering; E. Pasztor, Health & Human Services; K. Polakoff, VP Academic Affairs; R. Sexauer, Art; Judy Strauss, Business Admin.; S. Stanley, Health & Human Services; T. Stevens, Student Services. Guests: Frank Fata, John Attinasi
The meeting was convened by David Huckaby at 2:02pm in BH 302.
1. It was M/S/P to approve the agenda as amended, with item #5 to have a time certain of 2:30pm.
2. It was M/S/P to approve the minutes of. Sept. 25, 2003. (attachment 2-1). Minutes of the last meeting for 2002-2003 and the first meeting for 2003-2004 were given to Huckaby.
3. Announcements:
a. The Council charge provides for ex officio representation by the Provost of Academic Affairs and the Associate VP of Academic Affairs, but the position titles have changed, and meeting times conflict with the Graduate Council. Therefore, Simon Kim, Senior Director for Advising and Retention, Academic Affairs, will serve as the representative designee for the Associate VP Henry Fung.
b. Academic Senate meets Oct. 9, at which time they will talk about the syllabus policy.
4. Annual report of the Academic Appeals committee:
Nancy Cohn presented the report. There were significantly fewer petitions this last year for several reasons: graduate issues are not part of the committee charge, nor are late appeals; retroactive withdrawals can no longer be granted. Cohn distributed a categorical statistics table of the petitions reviewed, including petitions that were referred to another committee. The largest categories are GE waives and GE substitutions (the committee tries not to waive requirements). Disqualification guidelines for reinstatement were changed, which improved that process. There was also better faculty representation at the meetings for the year. One representative vacancy remains. It was noted that a committee member does not have to be a member of the Educational Policies Council, although the committee serves as a subcommittee of the Council. Huckaby and Cohn need to check that the committee list on the Web reflects current membership.
It was M/S/P to accept the report and the petitions table.
5. Review of a proposal for the B.A. in Linguistics:
Frank Fata and John Attinasi presented the reviewed proposal. The following recommendations were made:
•	Include the two paragraphs under item 2 in the department introduction within the college catalog.
•	Remove the parenthetical 16 units after language requirement, and place the Upper Division requirements after the Language requirement information.
It was M/S/P to approve the B.A. in Linguistics program proposal.
6. General discussion of revision of the CSULB Curriculum Handbook:
Not all of the documents appear to be on the Web; it is difficult to ascertain what the complete current handbook contains. Huckaby will request a copy of the Master File of the handbook, including the draft changes so the Council can proceed systematically to review the documents and make recommendations to Polakoff. Several preparatory comments were made:
•	Technology needs to be integrated into the handbook.
•	The Teacher Preparation document should be included, perhaps in the section about course development.
•	The order of the handbook should be more faculty-friendly. The object of the handbook is curriculum development for individual faculty and programs.
•	More cross-references should exist, with GE as an example.
•	The group discussed the difference between the 2-stage and fast-track process for program development. The fast-track approach is used most of the time. Criteria #1 on resources will probably be scrutinized more closely because of budget constraints. The master plan projection attachment 2-3 is inaccurate. The format for presenting a program proposal should be reviewed for clarity and accuracy. Because programs may have options, tracks, concentrations, etc., perhaps definitions or a glossary is needed.
•	Section 4, ourses and Curricula, need to have current information on appropriate forms and how to complete them.
•	Revisions need to be made more systematically, perhaps by deadlines. A procedure for systematic communication of same also needs to be established. Each time there is a revision, the Table of Contents should be included (noting the date of the document change/addition). Perhaps an annual handbook can be reproduced. Currently, faculty are not sure if their information is current so they do not use the handbook regularly and confidently.
When the complete current handbook is obtained, the Council will need to divide the handbook into sections, have sub-groups review it, and include the input of relevant groups (e.g., GE committee for the GE section). Reviewers also need to determine what should be omitted from the handbook.
7. The meeting was adjourned at 3:20pm.
Respectfully submitted, Lesley Farmer, Secretary

