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Thirty-Second Faculty Senate

Jeff Ferguson, President

Roy Schwartzman, President-elect

Wayne Chandler, Secretary

Minutes

Wednesday, Nov. 2, 2005

Administration Building, Room 253

Members present:  Jeff Ferguson, Steve Ludwig, Peter Kondrashov, Gary Ury (for Nancy Zeliff), Mark Corson, Doug Sudhoff, Ernest Kramer, Lori Mardis, Scott Garten, Jamie Patton, Glenn Williams, Roy Schwartzman, Nancy Foley, Carole Edmonds, Dave McLaughlin, Chi-Lo Lim, Jacqueline Kibler, Rafiq Islam (for Barrett Eicher), Loren Butler, Wayne Chandler

Guests present:  Kichoon Yang (Provost), Alfred Juhl (Support Staff Council President)

3:22, meeting begins.

I.    Unanimous approval of last month’s minutes.

II.  Addition to agenda from Roy Schwartzman concerning the SAGE brief.  Addition to Old Business from Carole Edmondes.  Unanimous approval of amended agenda.

III.  Reports
A. Student Senate.  No representative present, and no report.
B. Support Staff Council. Alfred Juhl reports. Met on 10/11; ad hoc committee on the Aramark issue is in its final stages; the brick raffle is progressing well; benchmarking committee will be meeting with Dave Oehler soon to work on formal benchmarking practices.
C. Academic Appeals. Gary Ury for Nancy Zeliff.  No report.  
D. Admissions & Advanced Standing.  Beth Goudge reports.  Met 10/6, approving 1 and denying 5 petitions.  
E. Curriculum & Degree Requirements.  Carole Edmondes report.  Met on 10/16, considering 100 proposals and approving 92.  Carole remindes us to be sure that, when a new course is being proposed, other affected departments need to sign off on it.  For grad-level courses, the proposals must go to grad council first.  Course titles and descriptions need to match.  

F. Assessment.  Mark Corson reports.  Met on 10/27.  The ITLC subcommitee will be meeting soon.  The Question Four subcommittee has been well served by Max Friedell.  They have reworked the categories, to go to the Deans’ Council and the Provost.  The subcommittee on the Academic Profile replacement has been working—Dave Oehler will be going to a conference to gather information on the issue and is waiting on decisions from the state that may affect the issue. 
G. Budget, Planning, & Development.  Steve Ludwig reports.  Met last Thursday, Ray Courter shared comments regarding the budget process and was optimistic that next year’s appropriations for us should not be any lower than this year.  Tuition rates for next year haven’t yet been set.  The committee is dealing with the health insurance issue, and the University is in the process of selecting a new broker.  Regarding salaries, it is likely that we’ll see a “cost-of-living adjustment” for next year rather than “raises” as such.
H. Faculty Welfare.  Dave McLaughlin reports.  Dave has heard from two departments regarding the non-tenure track faculty development proposal.  He says that some people are concerned because they envision “massive rewrites of Chapter Two” in the Faculty Handbook, but Dave thinks it’s possible to enact the development proposal with minimal changes to the Handbook.  TheDave encourages everyone with input for the proposal to get it to him as soon as possible.  The committee will meet to discuss the proposal again on November 8.  
I. Level III Committees.
· Research—Peter Kondrashov reports.   Committee received 15 proposals requesting nearly $40,000.  There will be a second call for proposals, with money left both for applied research and faculty research.  The committee will meet to award the money on 11/3.
The committee also has been working on the academic misconduct statement issue, and it proposes creating a website where people can see research policies, procedures, and guidelines.  Peter praises the Library staff for the help and work on this issue.   Peter asks if we need to vote on the creation of the webpage, and the answer is no.  Jeff commends the committee for its good work.
· Student-Faculty Traffic—Scott Garten reports.  The committee has met three times since last month.  Heard 34 appeals, denying 28 and granting 6.
· Access & Accommodations—Nancy Foley reports.  Met last week in subcommitees and will meet 11/3 as a whole committee.
· Educational Technology—Jamie Patton reports. Pre-req checks have started with, so far, few problems with the Banner system.  The University will be dropping the “mail” from our e-mail addresses within the next month.  
· Designated Curriculum Committee—Greg Haddock reports.  DCM is most concerned right now with considering proposals for institutional requirements.  DCM had already made recommendations for the proposals, but in light of the upcoming SAGE meetings they’re holding off.  “We had 7 proposals in the institutional requirements courses, mostly redundant representing 3-4 areas.  We look forward to participating in the SAGE discussions next week.  Our next meeting is Monday, November 14, at 4pm, Dining Room E of the Student Union Building.”
J. University Chairs.  Greg Haddock reports.   “We gave feedback to the Registrar regarding the use of incomplete grades on the permanent transcript of students.  The grade of I replaced the former grade of DL, because of Banner.  The Registrar had a grade of NR for no report that caused some confusion this summer.  Our recommendation was to review the policy of permanent recording of incomplete grades and either to remove them entirely from the transcript or, if the resulting grade is F, to retain the I.  If a policy is changed, then Faculty Senate is the proper vehicle to work with.”  The next meeting is Thursday, November 3 for Chairs/Deans Council, and Tuesday, November 15 for Chairs Council.
K. Provost’s Report.  
· The Provost last month dismissed a student for repeated instances of academic dishonesty, the first time this has been necessary in the last five years.  During that period, given that there have been roughly 150 cases of academic dishonesty, that single dismissal, says the Provost, indicates that the University’s system for dealing with academic dishonesty is working well.
· The proposed constitutional amendment for the Faculty Rank Committee was brought to the Provost yesterday.  The Provost now would like the Faculty Senate “not to pursue that matter in its current form any longer.”  In particular, the Provost requests that we not proceed with a faculty vote right now.  Two reasons for this:  the Provost “has been feeling uneasy” about the time and effort this matter has required from faculty so far.  Second, both the Provost and the University’s General Counsel think the proposed language is rather stronger than they would like, in effect imposing a de facto quota on the committee.  The Provost says the issue will be revisited in future.  For now, the Provost is pleased that we have raised awareness of this issue.  The Provost also thanks the Senate for “their willingness to take such an extraordinary step.”
· It was announced late last week that the governor appointed a person to the Northwest Board of Regents to replace a tiring member.  Both the new Board member and her husband are Northwest alumni.
L. Senate President.  Jeff Ferguson reports. 
· Jeff thanks the Senators, especially chairs of committees, for their hard work so far this term.
IV.  Old Business.  Carole Edmondes says that Richard Fulton has resubmitted a proposal that the Senate was unable to consider previously (105-34-01).  Motion, second, and unanimous approval of the proposal.

V. New Business.   First, the dates have been set for the SAGE town hall meetings:  November 8 and 9, 3:30-5:00, in the Boardroom and the Dining Room in the Student Union, respectively.  Roy Schwartzman and Greg Haddock will facilitate the meetings.  Jeff encourages us to prompt our departmental constituents to show up at the meetings.   Roy adds that this is an opportunity for everyone to be heard on this matter.  Everyone in the University has a stake in this issue.
Gary Ury asks whether the meetings are looking at all Gen Ed requirements or just institutional requirements.  Just institutional requirements, is the answer.

Mark Corson asks if students are invited to these meetings, as well, and no one seems to have any objections.  However, Roy suggests that Student Senate officers be encouraged to attend the meetings.

Peter asks whether a University-wide e-mail should be sent out.  Jeff says that he was prepared to send out such an e-mail but was cautioned by the Provost that perhaps the e-mail should come not from the Senate, but from Roy and Greg.  However, the Senate has approved the meetings, and they are called “Senate” assemblies, so the Senate is associated with the meetings, anyway.

Jeff urges us again to encourage attendance, so the meetings will have credibility through high attendance.

Now to the many, many curricular proposals.  First Jeff asks if we could dispense with the step of asking to vote about the voting of each proposal.  Unanimous approval!

A.  205-81-01.  Tabled by Curriculum Committee.

B. 205-54-01.  Unanimous approval

C.  205-20-01.  Chi-Lo Lim asks about a typo on the Master Course File.  Carole says she’ll check the course number.  Move to approve pending clarification of course number by the Department. Unanimous approval.

D.  205-20-02.  Move to approve pending clarification of course number by the Department. Unanimous approval.

E.  105-13-01.  Unanimous approval.

F.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-13-02 through 105-13-15 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

G.  105-08-02.  Addition of a 3-hour course to the MS in Quality that has been approved by the Graduate Council.  This proposal given to the Senate for informational purposes only.

H.  105-03-01.  Unanimous approval.

I.  105-03-02.  Unanimous approval.

J.  105-03-03.  Unanimous approval.

K.  105-03-04.  Unanimous approval.

L.  105-03-05 is under consideration by COTE, so Senate can’t move on it yet.

M.  Motion, second, and approval to consider 105-03-06 through 105-03-10 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

N.  105-03-11.  Unanimous approval.

O.  105-03-12.  Unanimous approval.

P.  105-03-13.  Unanimous approval.

Q.  105-03-14.  Unanimous approval.

R.  105-61-02 cannot be acted on because it relates to Institutional Requirements, which haven’t been identified yet.

S.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-04-01 and -02 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

T.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-19-05 through 105-19-16 as a package.  Question from Chi-Lo Lim regarding differences among courses with identical numbers:  response from Ernest Kramer is that the differences are clarified in syllabi and course descriptions.  Unanimous approval of package.

U.  105-20-01.  Unanimous approval.

V.  105-20-02.  Unanimous approval.

W.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-20-03 through 105-20-07 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

X.  105-20-08.  Unanimous approval.

Y.  105-20-09.  Unanimous approval.

Z.  105-20-10.  Unanimous approval.

AA.  105-20-11.  Unanimous approval.

BB.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-20-12 and 105-20-13 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

CC.  105-20-14.  Unanimous approval.

DD.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-20-15 through 105-20-23 as a package.  Question from Roy—can students really repeat Practicum as many times as they want?  Response from Doug Sudhoff—the practicums do not repeat content and are the closest things that students can get to “real-world” experience.  Unanimous approval of package.

EE.  105-20-24.  Unanimous approval.

FF.  Motion, second, and approval to consider 105-43-01 through 105-43-05 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

GG.  105-43-06.  Unanimous approval.

HH.  105-32-03.  Unanimous approval.

II.  Motion, second, and unanimous to consider 105-32-04 and 105-32-05 as a package.  Unanimous approval.

JJ.  105-32-06 was sent back to originating Department by Curriculum.

KK.  105-32-07 was sent back to originating Department by Curriculum.

LL.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-14-02 and 105-14-03 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

MM.  105-14-04.  Unanimous approval.

NN.  Move, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-14-05 and 105-14-06 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package. 

OO.  105-27-01 sent to DCM until the question of Institutional Requirements has been resolved.

PP.  105-27-02.  Unanimous approval.

QQ.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-25-01 through 105-25-03 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

RR.  105-10-03 has been sent to Grad Council, so Senate cannot yet act on it.

SS.  105-29-02.  Unanimous approval.

TT.  105-29-03.  Unanimous approval.

UU.  Motion, second, and unanimous approval to consider 105-29-04 and 105-29-05 as a package.  Unanimous approval of package.

VV.  105-29-06.  Unanimous approval.

WW.  105-44-03.  Unanimous approval.

XX.  Motion, second, and approval to consider 105-44-04 and 105-44-05 as a package.  However, Curriculum Committee has not seen these two proposals, so they’re tabled for now.

4:47 p.m., meeting adjourned.

