
California State University, Stanislaus 
 

University Educational Policies Committee 
May 13, 1999 

 
 

Present: M. Aronson, R. Asher, J. Borba, D. Demetrulias, J. Elliott, C. Floyd, R. Floyd, 
A. Petrosky, K. Potts, and R. Weikart 

Excused: B. Redford 
Guests: S. Brockman, E. Lopez-Contreras, M. Cullinan, E. Erickson, P. Finley, J. Flores, 

H. Hamilton, J. Klein, R. Levering, S. Oppenheim, and J. Tuedio 
 
 
I. Call to Order.  R. Asher called the meeting to order at 11:10 a.m. 
 
II. Approval of Agenda.  The agenda was approved as distributed. 
 
III. Approval of Minutes.  The minutes of April 29 and May 6, 1999 were approved as 

distributed. 
 
IV. Old Business 

 
A. Student Retention at CSU Stanislaus.  Deferred. 
 
B. Master Academic Plan.  Deferred. 
 
C. Globalization Draft.  No action. 
 
D. Year Round Operations (YRO).  No action. 
 
E. Liberal Studies Proposal.  Invited guests attended the meeting to share information, 

including:  S. Brockman, M. Cullinan, P. Finley, H. Hamilton, I. Wagner, and 
J. Tuedio. 

 
 P. Finley introduced the program explaining that the current Liberal Studies 

program contains 108 required units, as does the proposed program.  The proposed 
program substitutes general education for what was mandated by the Ryan Act.  
This change makes it easier for transfer students to enter the Liberal Studies 
program.  Liberal Studies students will now take the general education package like 
all other students.  LIBS 1000 and LIBS 2000 and upper-division classes provide 
added focus on teaching for Liberal Studies students. 

 
 R. Asher inquired whether The California Commission on Teacher Credentialing 

(CCTC) will approve the document for the inclusion of particular general education 
content areas or whether it approves particular general education courses.  
I. Guzman Wagner responded that the CCTC does not approve degrees or majors, 
and does look for evidence of the required content areas.  R. Asher asked whether 
this will bring about a shift in general education enrollment.  P. Finley said that he 
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expected very little shift in general education enrollment.  P. Finley informed the 
committee that a unique feature of the proposed program is that there is anticipated 
Teacher Preparation funding to ensure financial support, so if there is an increase in 
enrollment, financial support is available. 

 
 M. Cullinan distributed a document that summarized the consultation process for 

the Liberal Studies revision that has taken place from fall 1997 through spring 1999. 
 
 S. Brockman explained that we have received written notification for permission to 

plan the blended program (the program proposal is due April 8, 2000).  As part of 
that process, the CCTC approves the subject matter preparation program.  We have 
not received accelerated approval for this.  Yet to be done is to submit the proposal 
for the blended program, including the proposed subject matter preparation 
program (Liberal Studies), and the CLAD/BCLAD program.  S. Brockman 
distributed a document that outlined her view of the timeline for the development of 
the blended program.  The committee was reminded that all submissions for 
approval of programs/revision of programs must go through the Provost’s office for 
review and approval. 

 
 S. Brockman and P. Finley discussed the tutoring programs, STAMP and HOSTS, 

that will provide classroom experience for students in LIBS 1000. 
 
 Certificates of clearance and fingerprinting are required for students who work 

directly with children. I. Guzman Wagner summarized the status of the campus 
policies and stated that issues related to criminal-record clearances are 
administrative issues that will be resolved on a university-wide level.  Work on this 
will occur this summer and hopefully will be complete for fall, although that is yet 
uncertain. 

 
 It was discussed that as we move forward with the process of integrating the School 

of Education Multiple Subjects Credential Program with the College of Arts, Letters, 
and Sciences Liberal Studies program, a governance structure will be needed to 
ensure ongoing communication and to make the transition through the blended 
program smooth.  The committee was advised that these discussions will be 
addressed in the proposal for the blended program. 

 
 Other guests offered the following comments:  1) departments need to look at how 

they will  be affected by the proposed program and possibly do some shifting in 
course offerings—which could be a very positive thing; 2) the university should be 
practical and recognize that the first two years of the proposed program may not be 
perfect; we should evaluate the program after two years; 3) there is a lot of 
competition among institutions and it is important for us to be responsive to our 
students—this new program will allow the university to acquire students sooner and 
do a better job of preparing them as teachers; and 4) it is most unusual and 
commendable to see two deans working together to create a quality program for 
students. 
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 D. Demetrulias explained that now that the proposal has moved from the 
developmental process to becoming a finalized document, it is the obligation of the 
UEPC to ensure that appropriate consultation and signature approval has been done 
and that the governance procedures allow for campus responses prior to final 
approval.  Also, the catalog description must be exactly as it is to appear in the new 
catalog so there is clarity as to the approved program. 

 
 The committee thanked M. Cullinan and P. Finley for providing additional 

documentation to the UEPC.  These clarified the issues raised at the previous UEPC 
meeting. 

  
 Following discussion, the committee agreed to the following: 
 

• The catalog copy needs to be clear about the phase-in process, the approval status 
of the proposed program, and what the students will have earned by completing 
the Liberal Studies package. 

•  The catalog should clarify the current minimum GPA for entrance into the 
credential program for Liberal Studies students, and that in order to move from 
Liberal Studies program to the Multiple Subjects Credential Program students 
must proceed through an application and interim approval process. 

• The program should consider clarity about what happens to students who do not 
make it through the background check but still want to proceed with the Liberal 
Studies program.  The catalog should specify this. 

• The committee should include a statement in the catalog that indicates how this 
program is being developed with respect to the blended program. 

• As planning and implementation occurs, a clear governance structure should be 
developed for the blended program. 

• While there does not seem to be a conflict between the new Liberal Studies 
program and the ability to schedule concentrations at this time, the committee 
should ensure that the blended program does not pre-empt the student's 
opportunity to sequence prerequisites in the concentrations.  The Liberal Studies 
department should also alert students to learn about concentrations through 
advisement. 

• The committee should state the proposed fiscal impact of the new Liberal Studies 
program in the document.  The fiscal issue of FTE generation is a concern of the 
UEPC that needs to be monitored over the next several years as the program is 
implemented. 

• LIBS 1000 and LIBS 2000:  Page 2 of the course proposal form should state that 
consultation has taken place and a sentence of support from the School of 
Education should be included. 

• The STAMP and HOSTS documents should be thoroughly reviewed.  The 
proposal document should specify that programs such as STAMP and HOSTS 
will be used but should not bind the university to the selection of these programs.   

• CCTC approval is required prior to including the proposed program in the new 
catalog. 

 
A second reading and vote on the program is scheduled on Thursday, May 20. 
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V. New Business 
 

A. Response to Program Reviews.  Deferred. 
 
B. Syllabi for 4000 Level Courses.  Deferred. 
 
C. Student/Faculty Ratios.  Deferred. 
 
D. Program Review:  Institute for International Studies.  Deferred. 
 
E. Program Review:  MA/MS Interdisciplinary Studies.  Deferred. 
 
F. Graduate/Postbaccalaureate Probation Policy.  Deferred. 
 
G. UEPC Year-End Report.  A draft document was distributed to the committee for 

review and comment.  The following items were added under the heading 
“Directions for the future":  General Education; the blended Liberal Studies program; 
Title III; and poster and information session.  R. Asher and M. Aronson will 
complete the draft document for approval at the next UEPC meeting.  The UEPC 
members should review the draft and send changes and additions to R. Asher and 
M. Aronson. 

 
VI. Subcommittee Reports.  None. 
 
VII. Announcements/Reports. 
 
VIII. Other—Information Items. 
  
 Following discussion it was moved by M. Aronson, seconded by C. Floyd, and voted 

unanimously to recommend to the Faculty Center for Excellence in Teaching and Learning 
to sponsor or co-sponsor a poster and information session for all interested faculty, 
administration, and staff with the UEPC.  As early as possible in the fall, it is suggested 
that we feature all the different programs and new initiatives that are under development 
on the campus. 

 
It was moved by M. Aronson, seconded by R. Floyd, and voted unanimously that C. Floyd 
represent the UEPC on the Research Policy Committee next year. 
 
M. Aronson will need to be replaced on the Year-Round Operations Committee and the 
Assessment Committee next year.  Nominations will be taken at the next meeting. 
 
The UEPC will hold a special meeting on Thursday, May 20, 12:30-2:30 p.m. in the 
Northview Conference room. 
 

IX. Adjournment.  The meeting adjourned at 2:07 p.m. 
 
 Respectfully Submitted, 
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 Jeanne Elliott 
 Recording Secretary 
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