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CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, LONG BEACH

CURRICULUM AND EDUCATIONAL POLICIES COUNCIL

Meeting: 2008-2009: 5

Wednesday, October 29, 2008, 2-4 p.m.

Members Present:  Besnard, E. (Engineering); Brazier, C. (Natural Sciences and Mathematics); Curtis, K. (Education and Global Engagement); Essington, A. (Lecturer); Farrell, J. (Administration and Finance); Garcia, L. (ASI); Huckaby, D. (Natural Sciences and Mathematics); Igmen, A. (History); Ireland, C. (Health and Human Services);  Martinez, C. (Education); Martinez, L. (Liberal Arts); O’Lawrence, H. (Health and Human Services); Scotton, P. (Comp World Lit and Classics); Sittler-Schrock, R. (Arts); Yarbrough, C. (Liberal Arts)

Members Absent: Goldasich, S. (ASI); Hostetler, J. M. (Student Services); Houck, J. (Education); Johnston, M. (Student Services); Lindsay, C. (Provost Designee);  Riedel, K. (Arts); Sciortino, A. (Engineering); Stanley, S. (Provost Designee); Travis, T. (Library);
Chair Huckaby convened the meeting at 2:06pm

1. MSP approve agenda

2. MSP approve minutes, with correction on item 7h (“Assistant Vice President, International Education and Global Engagement.”

3. Announcements

a. Senate to hear GWAR soon.  Not discussed at last senate meeting.

b. Advising policy coming to CEPC.
4. Revision of charge to CEPC.  
a. New section: officers.  We have always had a chair, vice chair, and secretary, but this was not previously in charge document.

b. Spell out all acronyms in 2, 4, 5, 6, 7.  Renumber (two number 10s on page 3)

c.  MSP to recommend Senate consider the changes to CEPC charge.

5. Revision to PS 99-16, Grade Appeals Procedure

a. Revisions to consider:  whether or not to interpret to grade appeals document.  Currently, interpretation of grade appeals document is separate from the grade appeals document.  This is timely given Executive Order 1037, pages 7-9, which governs grade appeals.

b. Numbering addressed.

c. Item 1.11 specifies University Grade Appeal Committee, distinguished from the large number of college and departmental grade appeals committees at CSULB.   Change “routed” to “sent.”
d. Item 1.2 specifies that this is the only policy.  Item 1.9 gives options (oral argument) that may be specified in department documents. Omit term “procedures.”  Omit and/or.
e. Item 2.1, change “shall have a provision to include at least one student member” to read: “shall include at least one student member.”  ASI can serve as a resource for student members.  If departments do not have a student member, ASI will facilitate/provide a student member. (note: Senate should instruct chairs on departmental responsibility for committees, particularly grade appeals).
f. Item 2.2 should similarly read “shall include at least one student member.”  Issue: we cannot assure every member will attend meeting, but we should specify the committee members’ names. Some departments have a standing grade appeals committee.  Add language: “Each department/program shall have a standing grade appeals committee, each of which must include at least one student member.”  This makes 2.1 superfluous.
g. Change document to read “department/program” throughout.   

h. Item 2. 3 deals with extra-departmental programs.  Item 2.4 and 2.5 deal with instructors.  Item 2.3 deals with extra-departmental committee.  Argument that 2.4 and 2.5 are unnecessary if grade appeals are tied to courses.  These have been omitted.
i. Regarding college level courses.  
i. Request that all colleges have two grade appeals in the event the college needs to develop a first-level review.  

ii. Alternately, have college Faculty Council as a first-level grade appeals committee.  Chair Huckaby will address this.  Issue: first level grade appeal in college level when the course is college level, not in a course.
iii. Second alternate solution: make grade appeals policy course specific.  Grade appeals progress based on course.  If department sponsored course, level 1 appeal occurs at department level.  If college sponsored, appeal goes to college.  If university sponsored, appeal goes to university (CEPC).

j. One standing committee for all councils includes grade appeals committee.  CEPC should assign 2 grade appeals councils.

k. Item 2.7 suggest tighten up language.
l. Item 2.8 preemptory instead of “peremptory.”  Should read “student and instructor”, not appellant.  Delete second sentence – “Department and college grade appeals procedures shall provide for replacement of such challenged members.”  Replace with “any removed members must be replaced.”
m. Item 2.9 references (old item 2.50).  Make sure this refers to the correct item (once renumbering is complete).

n. Item 2.10.  Discussion of how many iterations of communication are allowed, and what provisions are in place to specify time restrictions and unlimited rebuttals.  Suggestion that we allow 2 iterations: student grade appeal, instructor response, student response, instructor response, done.  Basis for appeal is student’s appeal; complaint must be complete in first submission.  Student cannot add, nor can instructor, after first response.
6. Adjournment at 4:03pm.

