
California State University, Stanislaus 
University Educational Policies Committee 

November 8, 2001 
 

Present: D. Demetrulias, J. Elliott, C. Floyd, M. Guzman, P. Peters, S. Phillips, M. Sanchez-Walker, 
and K. Stone 

Excused: B. Betts and A. Wagner 
Guest: D. Gomes 
 
I. Call to Order.  C. Floyd called the meeting to order at 1:09 p.m. 
 
II. Approval of Agenda.  The agenda was approved as distributed. 
 
III. Approval of Minutes.  The minutes of October 25, 2001, were approved as distributed. 
 
IV. Announcements/Reports.  C. Floyd thanked M. Sanchez-Walker for providing refreshments.  

P. Peters will provide refreshments at the November 29 meeting. 
 
V. Old Business. 
 

A. New Grading Option.  D. Gomes attended the meeting to discuss the impact the proposed 
new grading option (A,B,C,N/C) would have on financial aid.  He first clarified with the UEPC 
that the proposed grading option is an “additional” option to the three options currently in 
place.  At an initial grading level the new option would not have much impact on financial aid 
recipients.  Academic progress is followed and units completed are measured.  Students who 
might have received a “D”—and under the new option would have the ability to receive a N/C 
instead—represent a relatively small number of students in terms of individual courses.  
Approximately 3,500 students receiving financial aid are monitored for program compliance 
each year.  The number of students who actually run a disqualification is approximately 100 
out of 3,500.  Therefore, at this time it does not appear that any students would lose their 
financial aid eligibility if the new grading option were approved. 

 
The UEPC continued discussion.  The pros and cons of approving the new grading option 
have been identified by faculty and no consensus is evident.  C. Floyd will take this as a 
discussion item to the SEC to determine the next step.  It was suggested that perhaps the 
matter should go to the AS for discussion and a vote. 

 
B. Off-Campus Exam Security.  The UEPC discussed the most recent correspondence from 

N. Wagner (email dated 10/16/01) regarding off-campus exam security at CSU Stanislaus—
Stockton.  The UEPC concurs with the recommendations of the Off-Campus/Distance 
Learning (OCDL) Subcommittee and requests that the OCDL move forward to take steps to 
secure support for hiring the part time staff (rather than students) to proctor examinations.  
C. Floyd will send a memorandum to C. Morgan with a copy to N. Wagner requesting that 
they meet and take steps to resolve the issues of proctoring exams at CSU Stanislaus—
Stockton. 

 
C. Request to use Draft APR Document During 2001/02.  C. Floyd will communicate with 

J. Klein that the UEPC is awaiting consultation with the Academic Program Review 
Subcommittee and the Graduate Council regarding the request to use the proposed draft 
Academic Program Review document for programs undergoing review during 2001/02.  The 
UEPC will forward a response to J. Klein by December 1. 

 
VI. New Business 
 

A. Stockton/Delta Campus Offerings.  C. Floyd reported that C. Morgan will attend a SEC 
meeting to discuss Delta course offerings.  Therefore, this item will be deferred until 
C. Morgan meets with the SEC and policy issues are identified.  It is expected that once the 
issues are identified, these concerns will be referred to the UEPC. 

 
B. Draft Update of Assessment of Graduate Learning Goals.  C. Floyd requested 

information about the graduate director position description that included responsibility for 
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assessment of graduate studies.  D. Demetrulias reported that graduate assessment has 
been conducted for many years (surveys of graduate students, alumni, and employers, plus 
analyses of GRE scores, GPA, IDEA, etc.) and is now increasing in sophistication with a 
focus on graduate student learning goals.  It would be an expectation that the new graduate 
director provide leadership in continuing and enhancing the assessment plan that was 
developed by the Graduate Council, in consultation with UEPC, beginning in 1995.  She 
noted that the goals document was reported as part of the CSU Accountability Report 
submitted last year, and a 2004 report on the quality of graduate education is due to the 
Chancellor’s Office in 2004. 

 
C. Floyd questioned how this document and others interfaced with the Office of Institutional 
Research and Assessment (IRA).  D. Demetrulias responded that a packet of information on 
graduate assessment was forwarded previously to IRA in an individual memorandum and as 
part of a survey of data requirements for all areas in academic affairs.  C. Floyd asked how 
the C. Rhodes’ memorandum on assessment transition to IRA affected the role of the 
graduate dean and graduate director in assessment.  D. Demetrulias indicated that she 
understood that memorandum to mean that IRA provided leadership and worked with others 
to support good assessment practices.  The memorandum notes the important role of the 
deans in working with faculty on assessment and program review, not just IRA. 
 
It was noted that many programs require assessment (e.g., honors, social work, education, 
nursing, general education, summer term) and would be supported by the IRA office.  Issues 
surrounding the transition of assessment, particularly program review, to IRA was briefly 
discussed. 
 
During discussion, the UEPC agreed that IRA should collaborate with faculty regarding 
assessment and that more specific language be developed to be included in the Principles of 
Academic Assessment document currently under revision by the Assessment of Student 
Learning Subcommittee. It also was recommended that the Principles of Academic 
Assessment document include a reference to the importance of a university-wide coordinated 
assessment process. 

 
VII. Subcommittee Reports.  The minutes of the October 19, 2001, Academic Program Review 

Subcommittee were received. 
 
VIII. Other—Information Item. 
 

Upper Division Course Credit for Lower Division Status.  The General Education 
Subcommittee was asked to review a standing policy that prevents upper division general 
education credit from being awarded to students who take these courses while they have freshman 
or sophomore status (<60 units).  The request to review this policy centered on two concerns:  
(1) students who successfully pass a course should be given credit for that course, regardless of 
their class standing, and (2) advisors/instructors are not universally aware of this policy and its 
ramifications for students’ progression toward a degree. 
 
Based on the issues identified in a memo dated October 19, 2001, from S. Phillips, Chair, General 
Education Subcommittee to C. Floyd, the UEPC strongly recommends that the Faculty Center for 
Excellence in Teaching and Learning offer information sessions on an ongoing basis for faculty on 
student advising.  The UEPC also recommends that a website be developed for advising. 
 

IX. Adjournment.  The meeting adjourned at 3:02 p.m. 
 
 Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
 Jeanne Elliott 
 Recording Secretary 
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