Thirty-Fourth Faculty Senate

Chi Lo Lim, President

Doug Sudhoff, President-Elect

William Waters, Secretary
Minutes

Wednesday, October 3, 2007

Administration Building, Room 253

Members present:  Mark Corson, Patty Drews, Nancy Foley, Max Fridell, Rebecca Hendrix, Patrick Immel, Ernest Kramer, Lauren Leach, Chi Lo Lim, Armin Mühsam, David Richardson, Carol Spradling, Michael Steiner, Doug Sudhoff, Jeff Thornsberry, Connie Ury, William Waters, Tekle Wanorie, Denise Weiss, Mike Wilson, Tom Zweifel.

Guests: Michael Hobbs, Clarence Green, Lindsay Jacobs

Meeting called to order

I. Approval of minutes from 5 September 2007
a.  Tom Zweifel motioned for approval;  Jeff Thornsberry seconded; passed unanimously
II. Approval of agenda

a. Max Fridell motioned for approval;  Tom Zweifel seconded; passed unanimously
III. Reports

A. Student Senate – Alex Drury
(Not present)
B. Support Staff Council – Pat Giesken

(Not present)

C. Provost – Kichoon Yang

(Not present)—will have full report in November

D. Academic Appeals – Carol Spradling
1. Met three times

a) 1 for an appeal; overturned 
b) Other two meetings were used to come up with a new description for appeals; university attorney has approved; Changes were shared with Faculty senate for information purposes
E. Admissions & Advanced Standing – Jeff Thornsberry
Last meeting October 1
· 8 petitions—all accepted; 1 still on the table

F. Curriculum & Degree Requirements – Max Fridell
Met three times: Sept 17, October 1, Monday

· Approved 56 proposals; brought one off table

· sent 10 to DCM; disapproved 10; rerouted 10 to COTE;
· 2 student petitions—both approved

· Institutional requirement language—clarify IRs in catalog

· Chairs and Executive both thought language worked well

G. Assessment – Nancy Foley
Met Sept 18

· Tasks for year ITL grant—11 proposals

· 5 years review: four of them

· IR assessments

· Follow-up on question #4; 

H. Budget, Planning, & Development – Mike Wilson
· First meeting will be October 11
I. Faculty Welfare – Tom Zweifel
Met Sep 20
· An online seminar will be hosted by provost office Oct 24th from noon to 4:00—the topic is coping with misconduct in the college classroom
· Want to have faculty sign off on 70 % rule
· Next meeting Oct 18

J. Level III Committees

· This Friday is deadline for faculty applied grants; Rebecca Hendricks
K. University Chairs – Michael Hobbs
Met Sep 18—

(a) voted unanimously to extend deadline for all proposals from the present deadline of Sept 24th)
(b) Read White Paper on shared governance

(c) Discussed REEM; in particular the need for
· significant planning; financial commitment; focus on this initiative; consideration for space needs;  planning Human resources

Made a request to faculty senate to: 

(i) reconsider “advisory” as it applies to level II and level III committees

(ii) take a hard look at level III committees; possibly faculty participation should be withdrawn from some level three committees
Discussion ensued—Mark Corson suggested that we could generate a proposal to “no longer support” Level III committees, or clarify what participation means, but ultimately Level III committees belong to the university not to faculty senate
(iii) to look at criteria by which chairs of level I and level II are selected
L. Senate President

No report
IV. Old Business
A. Motion to move January meeting to 16 January, 2008
1. Jeff Thornsberry motioned; Lauren Leach seconded; passed unanimously
V. New Business

A. Additional Emergency Notification System – 
a. Clarence Green reported on the present system and new updates.  We will use an outside voice system that will announce specific emergencies.  A text messaging system may be adopted in the future but was not a priority at this point.
B. SB389 Discussions

What questions are viable question?
Family Consumer Science: 
Suggestion: our department would like a caution published about the sample size for each review
Art: Art is fine with those four questions
Educational Leadership: our department is 100% opposed to this idea; has the following serious concerns 

· Potential inconsistency across all institutions
· the violation of instructor privacy

· the Federal constitutionality of this

Suggestion: can aggregate individual class scores for each of the four questions in to just one score
Math Department: has some strong concern—especially that these questions are not for this purpose; also, if students have privacy why can’t we?

Suggestion:  make four other questions not related to evaluations
Biology: biology has the same concerns as Educational Leadership—
Suggestion: a couple of members of our department want to reopen what questions should be university wide; whatever is selected, the most important question should be about qualifications and/or ability of the instructor—what is the competence of the instructor
Psychology/Sociology/Counseling: Was concerned about the lack of standardization about how the present information is collected (some classes—teachers have been in the room while evaluations are filled in)
Suggestion: can the scores that are published on the web be from the chair’s yearly report based on chair’s reaction to students’ evaluations
Chemistry/Physics: Our department thought the questions were perfectly inadequate, though there were not many responses

Agriculture:

Suggestion: can we put N # with the scores that we post? also, do we want a cumulative score rather than simply reporting the  last term’s scores?
Music: Our department discussed the 4 questions and decided that they seemed the best alternative; didn’t want rate-my-professor to be used.

Geosciences: Our department had concerns about privacy similar to those of Educational Leadership; we decided that they are “the lesser of the evils” and that the four are okay if necessary

Library faculty: We assume that this does not apply to us because we do not have independent classes.
Accounting/Economics/Finance: Our department has not yet had a meeting.
History/Humanities/Philosophy/Political Science: We have not yet had meeting; in an e-mail polling there were a handful of affirmations for using the 4 questions

Doug Sudhoff made two requests

· Will Educational Leadership author a letter to the Attorney General asking about the constitutionality of this request?
· Each department should send an e-mail to Doug Sudhoff  detailing (a) Departmental Concerns and (b) Departmental Recommendations by Friday October 5

C. Curriculum Proposals
Lauren Leach moved to consider all of these proposals as a block; Mike Wilson seconded; Mike Wilson called the question; passed unanimously
Mike Wilson moved approval as a block; Tom Zweifel seconded; Mike Thornsberry called the question; Passed unanimously
D. Items from the floor
a. No items from the floor
VI. Adjournment

Jeff Thornsberry moved to adjourn; Lauren Leach seconded

