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 ACADEMIC SENATE 

MINUTES 

MEETING 13
May 9, 2013, 2:30-4:00 p.m.

Towner Auditorium - PSY 150

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

3.1 Academic Senate Minutes of April 25, 2013: Modifications were made to the minutes by Senator Chun. The minutes were approved with the amendments by the Academic Senate. 
4. REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES AND COUNCILS
4.1 Executive Committee
4.1.1 Announcements
Chair O’Connor and the Academic Senate as a whole expressed appreciation for President Alexander before he moves on to become the new President for the Louisiana State University system. 

Chair O’Connor reminded the Academic Senate of the reception to be held in the President’s honor on May 20th, 1:00-3:00 p.m. at the Pointe. 

President Alexander announced: 

· In the last seven years we have had the largest graduating classes in history. 
· The Governor’s revised budget will be announced tomorrow. The President will be emailing faculty with details of that budget. Performance measures that include a four-year graduation rate will be included in the Governor’s budget. However, they have been discussing including other graduation rates with the explanation that various factors interfere with many students’ ability to graduate in four years. 

· Revenue projections indicate better than expected results. The recipients of the funds are not yet known but not much money is expected to be given to higher education. About 80% of those funds will go toward K-12 education. A campus email will be sent out with further details as soon as possible. We are currently looking at $58 million and this money will be allocated the best way possible throughout the CSU campuses.
· We are expecting 8,628 graduates (About 300 more than last year). 

· Security will be intensified during the time of the ceremonies.
· The President expressed his pleasure in working with us and thanked everyone for the shared venture. He will continue to advocate for our students and the education system so federal policies favor public education. Go Beach.
Chair O’Connor made the following announcements: 

· Senator Klink was re-elected as the ASCSU Representative. Senator Klink recommended that Senator Janousek serve as an alternate for the ASCSU Senator position. The Academic Senate unanimously approved.  
· IRB Board slate of candidates were presented: 

· Dennis Fisher, Psychology

· Mohammed Forouzesh, Health Science

· Jayne Howell, Anthropology

· Ronald Lowe, Anthropology
· William Pederson, Psychology

· Marilyn Potts, Social Work

· Douglas Young, Kinesiology

The slate of IRB candidates was approved by the Academic Senate.  

4.2 Nominating Committee: Report from the Chair
A slate was presented by Senator and Nominating Committee Chair, Janousek. The slate was approved by the Academic Senate
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 Proposal: Minor in International Business (AS-900-12/CEPC/URC) SECOND READING, (TIME CERTAIN: 2:40pm)
A vote ensued: 

Yes: 44

No: 3

The Proposal was approved by the Academic Senate. 

7.2 Proposal: Master of Science, Global Supply Chain Management (AS-902-12/CEPC/URC) SECOND READING 
Senator Colburn asked why this program will be offered through CCPE (Self-Support). Dean Solt answered that there is not much difference in cost between state side classes and classes offered through CCPE (Executive Order 254 offers more information regarding fee differentials). Not enough faculty resources limit the ability to absorb these programs on the state side. Self-support allows a mix of faculty (tenured, tenured-track, adjuncts, etc.) to offer these programs. In addition, it is easier to run the programs in a cohort fashion through CCPE. 
To answer Senator Schürer’s question, CBA will staff these programs in CCPE. 
There was some concern regarding Financial Aid. Dean Solt said that financial aid is available through loans. Director Horne added that graduate level financial aid is different from undergrad level. No matter what the program, financial aid offers more loans than money for graduate level courses. 

Senator Huckaby asked what happens if there aren’t enough students available to make the cohort qualify as self-sufficient? Dean Solt said they will finish any cohort they begin but they will not run a cohort if there is no student demand. If a student does not complete a cohort they can transfer to the next one. Director Horne said they are working to have a mechanism in place to help students who have had their education interrupted due to personal matters. These are small number of cases and are handled individually.
Senator Torabzadeh asked about the cost difference if this program was offered through the state side.  Dean Solt stated that no study has been done to see if there are any other costs.

Senator Comfort asked if there a way to help CCPE students access Counseling and Psychological Services (CAPS). Dean Solt said they will look at this issue. CCPE Vice-Director Bullard stated that all students should be able to receive services regardless if they are self-support of statewide.
To answer Senator Hamano’s question, this program will be offered to both, domestic and international students. 

To answer Senator Schürer’s question regarding cost differentials, CCPE Director Horne stated that a 30 unit program state side is $18,792.00 a semester compared to $25,200.00 through CCPE for a Resident. Non-resident costs $29,900.00 through state side, compared to CCPE self-support $25,000.00. To compare, the typical non-business 30 unit Master’s program is $11,100.00 state-side versus $22,500 for a non-resident student. 

A vote ensued for this proposal:

Yes: 37

No: 11

This proposal passed. 

7.3 Proposal: Master of Science, Information Systems (AS-905-12/CEPC/URC) SECOND READING
A vote ensued for this proposal:
Yes: 40

No: 10
The proposal passed. 

7.4 Proposal: Master of Science, Accountancy (AS-906-12/CEPC/URC) SECOND READING
Senator Jaffe was concerned that graduating students in Accountancy is the only way they can get a CPA. Dean Solt said the CPA accreditation agencies made the change to require 150 units and our university is adapting to this change while also considering CSULB’s 120 unit limit. Director Horne said this is the most competitive program but there are other alternatives such as attaining a full MBA with an Accounting specialization or taking the additional required courses from other institutions in order for them to meet the CPA qualification requirements. 

To address Senator Schürer’s question, it does not appear that Master’s programs will have a degree unit limit requirement in the near future. 
A vote ensued: 

Yes: 39

No: 10
The proposal was approved.   
7.5 Proposal: Baccalaureate Degree Unit Limits (AS-903-12/CEPC/EC) SECOND READING

Chair O’Connor explained that this policy had various amendments during and after the last meeting. The people offering the amendments met and developed a version of the document that includes all of the amendments. The final edited version of the document was posted seven days before the meeting, no further amendments were requested.  

Senator (2013-14) Pickett asked if time was spent debating the impact these changes would have on under-represented, low income students. Senator Brazier said there was no debate centered on this topic; however, they considered what was best for the students and methods to reduce time of graduation. 
Senator Schürer explained that the document was drafted to implement something that came from the Chancellor’s Office and they made it as clear and straight-forward as possible for the students. 
Senator (2013-14) Friar demonstrated concern that certain programs such as those in the College of Engineering will not prepare students sufficiently if they take fewer classes. Senator Fradella clarified and said that classes required by accreditation standards will remain. This policy allows students to not take classes that they do not need thus, helping them graduate in a timely manner. Senator Schürer said this issue was addressed but they are not allowed to make specific changes regarding this issue. AVP Mahoney said this is not an attempt to reduce student learning but rather identifying if there is something embedded in the major that they are developing mastery of through the major. She then gave an example that showed it is possible to include all aspects necessary to teach students what they need to know while adhering to the 120 unit limit requirement. 

A discussion ensued regarding Section 2 and the remainder of the document. No changes were made.  

A vote ensued for the entire document: 
Yes: 42
No: 6
The proposal was approved by the Academic Senate. 
7.6 Proposal: Academic Centers and Institutes: Policy on Formation and Review (AS-904-12/FPPC/EC) SECOND READING 

Chair O’Connor made a few comments to introduce this policy. He would like to have a discussion on four main points in this policy: 1: Identifying the role of the department chairs in this process; 2: The role of PARC; 3: The number and selection of faculty on the ACI Review Committee for each of the centers and institutes (what’s their role and how were they selected); 4: Should an Academic Centers and Institutes Director be an external person.
Senator Fradella submitted changes and explained the purpose of his amendments. Senator Fisher said that there is no “one-size-fits all” policy so he felt we must be sure to have this policy as clear as possible. 
AVP Mason said this Policy does not exclude the department chairs. They may provide input regarding continuous improvement. The Chancellor’s Office will be looking for improvements in the Centers and Institutes, at the implementation of Executive Order 751 (Policy 98-10 does not conform to that). They will also be looking at the adherence of university proposals and the policies. Whatever policies developed must be clear and concise with no wording that provides flexibility of interpretation as this can create future problems.  
Senator Klink has concerns regarding this policy as it has a significant curricular impact and structural changes. She feels that we must look at the financial, curricular, Chairs and faculty concerns. 
Senator Freesemann spoke about the role of PARC in this proposal. He indicated that PARC’s charge does not include the oversight of Centers and Institutes. Their role in this policy was added because it was not in there originally.   

Senator Schürer read a section of EO 751 that pertains to this matter and pointed out that this Policy does not indicate anything in regards to peer review. He feels that in order to implement EO 751, peer review must be implemented. Senator Fisher said that his interpretation on this section of EO 751 is more on the matter pertaining to research. He does not feel it is about actual peer reviews and evaluations but rather the final product of their work.  
8. NEW BUSINESS:  None
9. ADJOURNMENT:  4:02 p.m. 

