

CSULB ACADEMIC SENATE MEETING 9

MINUTES

March 11, 2010 2:00 p.m.

Towner Auditorium - PSY 150

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. APPROVAL:
Academic Senate Agenda for March 11, 2010
The agenda was moved, seconded and approved
3. APPROVAL:
Academic Senate Minutes of February 25, 2010 
Senator Sandoval moved to delete the attribution to Senator Rojas of the amendment to the agenda (item 3). The motion was seconded and approved.

The minutes, as amended, were moved, seconded, and approved

4. REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES AND COUNCILS

4.1 Executive Committee
4.11 Announcements 

Chair Soni announced that Mary Caputi (Political Science, College of Liberal Arts) is this year’s recipient of the Outstanding Professor Award.
He introduced Gillian Stormont, an emergency hire filling the position of Administrative Assistant in the Academic Senate Office.
It was announced that there would be a Senate meeting on March 25th.
4.12 CFA Report – CFA President Teri Yamada
Deborah Hamm spoke on behalf of CFA President Teri Yamada, in her absence. She thanked everyone for a very successful March 4th event. Lobby days are tomorrow (March 12th) in Sacramento. 
4.2 Nominating Committee--Chair, Antonella Sciortino
The following nominations were moved, seconded, and approved without dissent:

Academic Appeals Committee  

· Judy Prince, CAPS (2012)
Web Accessibility Subcommittee  of the ATI steering Committee

· Leslie Farmer 
Highly Valued Degree Initiative

Curriculum Taskforce: 
· Babette Benken, CNSM

· Julie Rivera, CLA

· Robert Frear, CLA

Support Services Taskforce: 
· Marisol Moreno, CLA

· Margaret Costa, CHHS (member added with permission of Vice-Provost Dowell)

Advising Taskforce

· Brenda Vogel, CHHS

· Malcolm Finney, CLA

· Lee Vail, COTA (member added with permission of Vice-Provost Dowell)

· Nele Hempel-Lamer, CLA (member added with permission of Vice-Provost Dowell)
Faculty Development Taskforce:

· Jeffrey Coob, CHHS;

· Thang Nguyen, CBA

· Alan Colburn (member added with permission of Vice-Provost Dowell)
Research & Evaluation Taskforce: 
· Dave Whitney, CLA

· Michelle Saint-Germaine, CHHS

· Jose Moreno, CLA (member added with permission of Vice-Provost Dowell)
4.2.1 Nominations for ASCSU Senators
Senator Sciortino moved the nominations of David Hood (History, CLA) and Eileen Klink (English, CLA) for ASCSU.  The nominations were seconded. With no further nominations from the floor, the nominations were closed. The nominations were approved without dissent.  Each nominee spoke to his/her own nomination.

Chair Soni requested the candidates to provide the Senate Office with 50 word statements of interest and qualifications to be included on the ballots. Senator Del Casino moved to expand the statement to 250 words from 50. The motion was seconded and approved without dissent.

4.3 Councils-- Consent Calendar
4.3.1 Grade Appeals Policy (AS-784-08/CEPC )[Grammarian Edition]---SECOND READING
No motion was made to remove the item from the consent calendar, and it passed without dissent.

5. REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEES—None

6.
SPECIAL ORDERS

6.1 Report of the President—2:15 pm TIME CERTAIN
The President was absent.
7 UNFINISHED BUSINESS


7.1 Policy on Summer Stipends and Mini-Grants (AS-798-08/FPPC)---SECOND READING

Discussion continued on the policy with a view to providing guidance and feedback to the FPPC.
Chair Soni raised the following questions and points for discussion
· Should there be a single policy or two?
· Should the process be centralized or decentralized?
· Is the source of the funds pertinent to these issues?
· Impact on policy on SCAC Workload 
· Evaluation of merit. How is this done and by whom?
It was clarified that the funding sources under discussion were those from the Chancellor’s Office and Academic Affairs only, as opposed to extramural funding sources.
Other discussion issues included:

· The need for a preamble to encourage faculty to seek funding support from other sources.
· The need for a single policy with a single funding pool to maximize flexibility and avoid duplication.
· SCAC Committee Workload. Chair Soni noted that if 300 proposals were submitted,  each SCAC Committee member would need to review 45 proposals. 
· Would block grants allocated to the college eliminate the need for a University SCAC? 
· How would funds be distributed to the colleges?  
· Some senators supported using the  original taskforce recommendations as a guide for implementing this the policy. 
· Funds should be awarded  to encourage people to seek external funding. 
· College-level administration would best facilitate this approach.
· There should be allocations to CAPS and the Library.
· What formula should be used to determine distribution of funding to the colleges: FTEF, a historical model or some other formula?  
· What about application activity and the workloads in each college as factors?
· Interim Provost Para spoke in support of FTEF as the prime factor in any distribution formula. 
· It is important to look at the different research needs of each college and its disciplines.  How would interdisciplinary projects be included in the process?
· Would it be best to determine some awards at the College level and some at the University level? 
· College-level decisions may be subject to particular biases; University-level approval might be more objective and would test an applicant’s ability to communicate outside of their field.
· How can we best streamline the  process and avoid duplication of effort.
· It is important to support the people who serve on SCAC.
· Some university oversight is required for CO funds.
· If Assigned Time distribution could be made more equitable, the policy could focus on other types of funding.

Senator Hood moved to move the agenda. Senator Fradella seconded the motion. The vote was 14 ayes and 24 nays. The Motion was defeated. 
A straw poll was taken to determine the Senate’s preference for a single policy or two policies. The consensus supported a single policy covering both Assigned Time and Summer Stipends and Mini-Grants.
Centralization, Decentralization or a Hybrid administrative model were discussed. 
7.2 Policy on Timely Graduation [Super Seniors] (AS-809-09/CEPC)---SECOND READING 
The floor was yielded to Associate Vice-President Mahoney who spoke in support of the policy. She said the principles of this policy have worked well in practice in moving students to graduation. Most of the students affected by the policy just didn’t know they could graduate. Very few were “perpetual students.”
It was pointed out that the policy supports access. It creates open seats for incoming students.
There was discussion of the policy’s potential impact on double majors.  It was requested that the regulations governing implementation of the policy allow students who have made significant progress towards a second major to be allowed to finish. It was requested that administration report back to the Senate in a couple of years on the impact of the policy.
There were no amendments. The item passed without dissent.

9.
ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 4:01 pm. 
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