Academic Senate of the California State University

Academic Affairs Committee

Agenda

Meeting 10/8/04

1. Call to order at 10:00 a.m.

2. Approval of the agenda.  

3. Approval of the minutes from the meeting of September 9-10, 2004.  

http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/AA.Minutes.Draft.9-04.doc 

4. Announcements.  

5. Times certain.  None scheduled at this time.  
6. Liaison Reports

a. Keith Boyum, Associate Vice Chancellor for Academic Affairs

7. Items of business

7.1 Lower division core project

a. Update reports from Keith Boyum and Marshall Cates on the implementation process.  

b. Keith is about to put a FAQ statement on the CO web site. You will be notified as to the URL as soon as we hear what it is.  In the next version, I will have a link to an early draft, but it is a 2.5 mb PDF file, so you need a high speed connection to download it.  

c. Memo from Keith Boyum to Provosts and Campus Senate Chairs (1.1 mb in size).  

A. http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/VPAAs-LDTP.Update.092004.pdf 

7.2 SCIGETC – John Tarjan, Time Certain, 11:00 a.m. 

a. John Tarjan, our liaison to the Executive Committee, asked me to add this item to the agenda.  The documents will explain it. We may be asked for a statement of support.  

b. Communication from Julie Adams, Executive Director of the CCC Academic Senate and the IMPAC project:

“During the IMPAC Steering Committee meeting on Friday, September 24th, the committee reviewed the SciGETC proposal and found minor errors in the table circulated by Larry Pitts.  Attached is an updated version of the SciGETC Proposal.  In addition, the Steering Committee felt that Q&As should be developed to help others understand what SciGETC is and how it will work.  Attached are some of the questions have been developed.”  

c. SCIGETC Proposal, 9/30/04

http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/SCIGETC-Tab-9-30-04.doc 

d. Questions and Answers About SCIGETC, 9/30/04

http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/SCIGETC-FAQ.9-30-a.doc 

7.2 Remedial programs

a. Thompson communication to the committee (04-2) 

i. http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/Thompson.email.8-5-04.doc 

b. Report and recommendations from the Thompson/Anagnoson/Arroyo subcommittee.  

7.3 Required Community Service

a. (Sept) George Skelton article on the California Performance Review recommending that all college students do community service.  http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/Comm-Service-SkeltonArticle.doc  

b. (Sept) LA Times Editorial, 8/14/04.  .  http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/LAT.Editorial.Comm.Service.8-14-04.doc 

c. (Sept) LA Times on CSU Monterey Bay’s Comm. Service requirement 8/10/04:

http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/LAT.MontBay.8-10-04.doc    

d. (Sept) Sacramento Bee Op Ed Page Piece, 8/27/04: 

http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/SacBee.82704.doc   

e. (Oct) Proposed Resolution – suggest rewriting our 1999 resolution.  

a. 1999 resolution:   http://www.calstate.edu/acadsen/records/resolutions/1999-2000/2471.shtml 

b. Executive Summary from the Academic Affairs Committee on Community Service and Service Learning in the CSU: State of Community Service and Service Learning in the CSU.  http://www.calstate.edu/acadsen/records/resolutions/1999-2000/2488a.shtml 

7.4 Intra-CSU Transfer.

a. This item was postponed from the September meeting.  

b. The following is from the May meeting minutes:

“Intra-CSU transfer has a low systemwide priority.  To change the priority would require legislation. We could do a resolution on this, which would be advisory. Relevant issues include 

· Whether to support the general idea or to be more specific

· Whether an advisory resolution would do any good

· Whether the “Golden 4” (English, critical thinking, oral communication, mathematics) must be completed prior to transfer

· Whether any specific number of units must be completed

· Some members felt that in the absence of intra-CSU transfer, the meaning of CSU as a “system” is lessened.  

· Whether special admits should be included and if so, with what language or conditions

· Whether, with a large and mobile state, allowing eligible good students to move from one campus to another more easily is a “natural”

· What to say about major course GPA requirements – whether the requirements of one campus would meet another campus’ different requirements

Committee consensus was to bring the issue back in September.”  

7.5 Faculty Role in Intercollegiate Athletics – Time Certain:  12:45 p.m.

7.5.1 Please read the material John Shields distributed at the last meeting.

7.5.2 Coalition on Intercollegiate Athletics:  http://www.math.umd.edu/~jmc/COIA/COIA-Home.html 

7.5.3 Earl, James W. “The Faculty’s Role in Reforming College Sports.” Academe, October, 2004, 53-57.  

7.5.3.1 http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/Athletics.Academe.9-10-2004.doc 

7.5.4 Options:

7.5.4.1 Resolution with Myron’s language – http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/Resolution.Intercollegiate.Athletics.doc 

7.5.4.2 Resolution of support for the general idea of reforming college athletics, urge campuses to consider joining COIA, include Myron’s resolution?  

7.5.4.3 Consultation with the campuses before doing a general resolution?

7.6. Community College BA degrees.  See email correspondence with Senate Executive Committee.  
http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/CCsBAdegrees1.doc  

7.6 Maintaining the Quality of Faculty Who Teach in the Extended University – from Len Mathy

a. Proposed resolution:  http://www.silcom.com/~anag999/Faculty.Quality.Extended.Univ.doc  

8. Information items.

9. Liaison Reports.  

Adjournment

