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Members Excused:
C. Herrera, K. Tenbergen, S. Ogunjemiyo
Members Absent:
D. Freed, D. Harshavardhan, A. Jassim, G. Kriehn, K. Kurtural, S. Lin, N. Spiro, P. Waer, J. Wang, 
A meeting of the Academic Senate was called to order by Chair Williams at 4:04 p.m. in the Library Auditorium, Room 2206.

1.
Approval of the Agenda.  
Nancy Nisbett requested that item #7 (Posthumous Degree Policy-Second Reading) be tabled and that item #11 (Computer Policy) be made the new item #7.  No objections.
Senator Botwin requested that items #5 (APM 206 Policy on Technology-Mediated Courses and Programs) and #6 (APM 243 Policies and Procedures for Student Academic petitions Committee) be tabled. No objections.

MSC to approve the agenda as amended.
2.
Approval of the Minutes of 9/17/12.  

Senator Kensinger (Women’s Studies) requested correction of her statement regarding the 120 unit undergraduate degree cap in the Communications & Announcements Item A.

MSC to approve the minutes of 9/17/12 as amended.

3.
Communications and Announcements. 


A.
Budget.

Provost Covino reported that the Board of Trustees (BOT) voted in favor of a $150/semester tuition increase if Proposition 30 fails. The BOT postponed a decision regarding other fee change proposals until November. The BOT also recommended changes to the CSU system’s benefit payments, but this item will go through collective bargaining.

B. 
120 Unit Cap on Undergraduate Degree Programs.

Provost Covino summarized the BOT discussion item regarding the prospect of more aggressively mandating a 120 unit cap on Bachelor’s Degrees. The two most prominent items of discussion at the BOT meeting were the rationale for the 120 unit cap and concern about the extent of faculty/campus consultation before the item was placed on the BOT agenda.
C. 
CalState Online 
Provost Covino reminded the Senate that representatives from CalState Online will be on campus Wednesday, September 26 for information sessions with faculty. Provost Covino emphasized that Fresno State has no formal position re: CalState Online and that it remains an entirely elective and voluntary option if applicable programs want to participate.
D. 
WASC Accreditation Timeline
Andrew Lawson, the WASC review faculty chair, informed the Senate about the new timeline for the WASC accreditation process.
4.
New Business.
No new business was introduced.
5.
Computer Policy. First Reading.
Dr. Nisbett presented the proposed revisions.
Senator Chapman (Modern & Classical Languages & Literatures) offered a friendly amendment to correct the URL to fresnostate.edu. Accepted.

Senator Botwin (Psychology) offered a friendly amendment to change “modem” to “an internet connection.” Accepted.

Senator Kensinger asked what Senate action is required on this item. Dr. Nisbett stated that this policy is language for the university Catalog and syllabus template; the Senate must approve changes to campus policy.

Discussion ensued re: the requirement that students have access to a computer. Senator Botwin noted that the document presented to the Senate is only the Catalog/syllabus statement and not the actual Student Computer Policy itself.
MSC to refer the proposed revisions to the Academic Information Technology Subcommittee.

6.
Continuing & Global Education (CGE) Senator (ex-officio) Appointments. First Reading.

Associate Dean Scott Moore (CGE) presented the rationale for the creation of an ex-officio CGE Senator position.

Senator Kensinger asked if new programs going through CGE still require Senate approval. Dr. Moore answered yes.

Senator Gilewicz (English) asked for additional clarification of the role of this Senator appointment. Dr. Moore stated that CGE wants to have a faculty member regularly involved with the Senate to facilitate communication between the Senate and CGE. CGE has no position as to whether the CGE Senator would be a voting position.
Senator Botwin noted that other campus entities, such as the library, have faculty representatives on the Senate. Senator Botwin requested that CGE provide language needed for the amendment to the Constitution of the Senate to create this position, as well as the corresponding election procedures.

Senator Schweizer (Criminology) stated that not all ex-officio members are elected. He spoke in favor of having a CGE representative who works in CGE rather than in another College/School.

Senator Tsukimura (Biology) stated that all other Senators represent a constituency but it is not clear what constituency would be represented by the CGE Senator that is not already represented on the Senate. He also stated that the Senate Constitution allows for ex-officio appointments to the Senate for programs under the President’s direction.

Discussion ensued about whether the CGE representative needs to be a Senator to provide adequate consultation, whether the CGE representative should be staff or faculty, and possible Constitution mechanisms for creating the position.

Item will return to the next meeting agenda of the Academic Senate for second reading. 

7.
Policy on Graduate Faculty Groups for Doctoral Programs. First Reading.
Chair Williams asked for consent to table this item until next week. No objections.
Item will return to the next meeting agenda of the Academic Senate for first reading.

8.
APM 399 Interim Policy on Emerita and Emeritus Status. First Reading.
Mamta Rawat (Personnel) summarized the proposed changes to the policy.
Discussion ensued re: the definition of “academic administrators” in the policy.

Senator Amaral (State-wide) expressed concern about the removal of items I.3-4 in original policy and the resulting lack of flexibility to recognize artists in residence, etc. who may have provided meritorious service but do not meet revised criteria.

Senator Kensinger spoke in favor of having a formal policy on emerita/emeritus status, so that the designation carries significant meaning. She suggested that a 6-year minimum of service may be preferable to make the policy parallel to the time frame for tenure/promotion. She also stated that faculty should have a voice in awarding emerita/emeritus status.

Senator Schweizer asked if item I.3. in the original policy has been used in the past to award emerita/emeritus status to an individual who did not otherwise meet the criteria. Provost Covino confirmed that this has occurred.
Discussion ensued about whether a person should be permanently retired in order to receive emerita/emeritus status.

Item will return to the next meeting agenda of the Academic Senate for second reading.

The Senate adjourned at 5:15pm.

The next scheduled meeting of the Academic Senate will be announced.
An Agenda will be distributed prior to the meeting.
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