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CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, STANISLAUS

ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES

NOVEMBER 24, 1998

PRESENT: Alvarez, Apodaca, Asher, Borba, Brockman,
Broin, Cruz, Erickson, Farrar, Hilpert, Hor, Jaasma,
Keymer, Klein, LeVeck, Littlewood, Miller-Antonio,
Nelson, O'Brien, O’Donnell, Pallotta, Peterson, Phillips,
Sundar, Thomas, Thompson, Tynan, VanderMolen,
Weikart, Wolf, Zarling 

PROXIES: Demetrulias (Curry), Lindsay (Campbell),Luo
(Moren), Savini (Olivant)

GUESTS: Blankinship, Bunney-Sarhad, Lopez-
Contreras, Tuedio 

Recording Secretary: Diana Saugstad

CSU TASK FORCE REPORT ON
GLOBALIZATION DISCUSSED
14/AS/98/UEPC—BACHELOR OF  MUSIC,
FIRST READING
DISCUSSION OF CORNERSTONES
IMPLENTATION PLAN
12/AS/98/FAC—RSCAP SUBCOMMITTEE
OF UEPC, ACTION ITEM CONTINUED

Next Academic Senate Meeting: 
Tuesday, December 8, 1998
2:30-4:30 p.m., South Dining Room

Minutes submitted by:

Marjorie Jaasma, Clerk

The meeting was called to order at 2:35 p.m. It was MSP Borba/Thompson to amend the agenda by moving
item 8 to 7 and 7 to 8. It was then MSP
Klein/Jaasma to approve the agenda as amended. It was suggested by Weikart to amend the minutes of
November 10, 1998 on page 2, under UEPC Report, e)
to read "the Chair met with..." and g) "the Chair met with...." Weikart also noted that various places in these
minutes, speakers are not identified. He asked that this be done as much as possible. Speaker Hilpert replied
that he had requested the minutes include the main points of discussion to focus on ideas rather than who
said what. It was then MSP Farrar/Klein to approve the November 10, 1998 minutes as amended.

REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

Speaker/SEC (Hilpert)

a. Attended the Academic Retreat in Asilomar. Great deal of time spent discussing Cornerstones, its
implementation, and the response from campuses. Also discussed flexible scheduling, technology,
articulation, and innovation in the curriculum. A copy of the Chancellor's remarks from this meeting will be
emailed to Facnet.
b. Deborah Kavasch and Randy Brown have been appointed as faculty representatives on the Lecture Series
Committee.
c. Noted that the Administrative Brief contained the announcement that the Professional Schools Building
has been named. The SEC had been consulted prior to it being submitted to the Board of Trustees. The SEC
is now in discussions with the Provost and the President trying to come up with a procedure that can have
more direct faculty involvement earlier in the process. 
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d. CSU Trustee Wang has given the CSU $1 million to recognize and reward outstanding faculty and
administrators.
e. GE Review Task Force Workshop is December 3, 2-4 p.m. in South Dining Room.
f. The Faculty Center for Excellence in Teaching and Learning is sponsoring many events. Please note.
g. Thompson inquired if Associate Vice President Manoharan would be invited to an upcoming Senate
meeting to discuss technology issues. Hilpert replied that he will contact her to express the Senate's interest.

University Educational Policies Committee (Asher)

a. UEPC will have a 4-hour retreat in January, 1999.
b. The next UEPC meeting is December 3, 12:30-2:30. Meeting time was changed so the committee can
attend the GE Review Task Force Workshop.
c. UEPC discussed the draft resolution for a Research Policy Committee.
d. UEPC had a lengthy discussion on Cornerstones.
e. UEPC reviewed the campus draft response on Globalization.
f. Upcoming agenda items: Bachelor of Arts in Music, Assessment Plan, SNAPS questions.

Faculty Affairs Committee (VanderMolen)

a. Received one alternative recommendation for a Research Policy Committee. FAC will meet November 25
to discuss this issue.
b. Rewriting the RPT Policy to allow first year tenure-track appointments to be two years. 
c. Rewriting the RPT Policy to require department elaborations for scholarship and research.

Faculty Budget Advisory Committee (Erickson)

a. Provost Curry will meet with FBAC to discuss budget redesign.

Graduate Council (Pallotta)

a. Evaluated one course proposal and deferred three others.
b. Graduate Council proposed to MAP the establishment of a Graduate School. The GC continues to discuss
this proposal. There is no fiscal support increase and no specific graduate faculty. It is just a name for the
structure already in place. Assoc. V. P. Demetrulias advised that this proposal was taken to UEPC last year
and they endorsed it. Klein reported that it will still have to be brought to the Senate for approval.
c. Continued discussion on Research Policy Committee. A substitute motion has been proposed by the GC
and endorsed by UEPC.
d. Discussed inclusion of a Professional Ethics Statement in the catalogue.
e. Discussed pros and cons of lecturers serving on Masters Thesis Committees.

Statewide Academic Senate (Thompson/Russ)

a. Attended the Academic Conference held in Asilomar. Senators did not discuss Cornerstones, but the
SWAS has asked Executive Vice Spence Chancellor to share with them his report on Cornerstones
Implementation that will be sent to the Board of Trustees.

Associated Students (Starkey/Alvarez) No report
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INFORMATION ITEM

a. Response to CSU Task Force Report on Globalization

Asher reviewed the steps leading up to the Task Force Report. UEPC appointed this task force to prepare
our campus response that will be sent to the Chancellor December 1. UEPC and SEC have given the task
force their input. Next, the task force will work on campus implementation which will go the Chancellor's
Office in March.

Bunney-Sarhad, Chair of the Task Force on Globalization, explained the changes in the report. The task
force recommends that each campus provide its own definition of global literacy in relation to its mission.
The task force also suggests that the appropriate role of the Chancellor's Office should be the transfer of
information not to set up a new office. The task force further suggests that the focus of the report seems to
be economic; the humanities should be given at least equal focus. The issue of the intersection between
globalization and multiculturalism should be addressed. Taking a multicultural perspective is at the heart of
globalization and the use of global populations in California should be considered. The task force will next
propose a definition of global literacy and global ethos and suggest implementations. They will coordinate
their efforts with the GE Review Task Force.

Thompson inquired if the task force is recommending changes with the International Programs Office at the
Chancellor's Office, and Bunney-Sarhad replied that no changes are recommended and no Office of
Globalization is necessary.

Asher suggested that the response statement should indicate the we need funding as a priority from the
Chancellor's Office if we are to globalize the curriculum.

Bunney-Sarhad will make the Task Force Report available via email.

Asher said that UEPC thanks Bunney-Sarhad and the committee for completing the work with so little time.

FIRST READING ITEM

a. 14/AS/98/UEPC--Bachelors of Music

It was MS Asher/Nelson:

WHEREAS: The Curriculum and Resources Committee of the College of Arts, Letters and Sciences has
approved a new degree program, The Bachelor of Music; and

WHEREAS: The University Educational Policy Committee has approved this new degree program, The
Bachelor of Music; therefore, be it

RESOLVED: That the Academic Senate of CSU Stanislaus approve the application for this new degree
program, The Bachelor of Music; and be it further

RESOLVED: That this new degree program be implemented in 1999-2000.
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Asher explained that if this proposal is approved, it would then go to the President for approval and then to
the Chancellor's Office. Approval by the Senate needs to take place by the end of Fall Semester 98. Asher
further explained that this proposal was brought about when the accrediting agency advised the campus that
the Bachelor of Arts in Music did not meet their guidelines. The Department of Music is now proposing this
new Bachelors of Music and is also recommending changes to the Bachelor of Arts in Music. The latter is
currently before the UEPC. The Bachelor of Music is more performance oriented.

Klein further explained that no new courses are needed and no fiscal additions required. This program is
needed to meet accreditation standards. This is a professional degree. This new program will give us more
flexibility to meet the needs of our students. He explained that this program will allow us to redo the
Bachelor of Arts degree to make it less performance oriented while the Bachelor of Music will be
performance oriented and meet the needs of education credentialing.

Keymer clarified his understanding that the Bachelor of Music would be performance and education
oriented and the Bachelor of Arts would be a generalist degree with room for a concentration. Klein stated
yes.

Savini questioned composition--where would it go? Klein stated it would be under the Bachelor of Arts
Degree which allows one to do more theory.

Erickson inquired about the projections page. What will happen to FTE and how was this information
gathered? Klein responded that the Office of Institutional Research gathered the information. He further
explained that music students are mainly recruited.

Farrar stated that students leaving with a Music Degree who intended to teach used to have a minor so they
could teach more than music. Would they be at risk now without a minor? Klein answered that there are
many positions for this major. Very rarely do students have to go outside their major for a position. Farrar
also questioned the basic concept of a liberal arts college, but Klein reminded the body that the major has 56
units of GE. This is above average.

This will be a second reading at the next Academic Senate meeting.

DISCUSSION ITEM

a. Cornerstones Implementation Plan

It was MSP O'Brien/Klein to move to a committee of the whole informal.

Speaker Hilpert asked Senators to refer to the attachment "CSU Foreign Language Council Resolution on
Cornerstones Implementation Plan."

Thompson inquired as to the 3rd Whereas clause "The draft Cornerstones Implementation Plan of October
16, 1998, eliminates a second language requirement." This does not seem accurate. Cruz stated that it was
her understanding that it had been eliminated. She said that the Modern Languages Department and the
International Studies Program support this resolution and asked that the Senate support the second language
competency if the Senate supports the Cornerstones Implementation Document.
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Lopez-Contreras stated that the Foreign Language Council has asked all Foreign Language Department
Chairs to bring this resolution to each campus for support. Foreign Language Department Chairs in the
system are concerned about this. He further explained the importance of a second language requirement, and
that he recommends the principle be reinstated.

The discussion turned to the nature of "restoring the requirement"--units or competency? Hilpert clarified
that the resolution speaks to competency, not number of units. Farrar questioned whether the university
would be able to access competency of all languages in California.

Savini questioned if the Foreign Language Council considered the validity of the Cornerstones process,
recommendations by other groups, the entire Cornerstones document? Cruz replied that they did not want
this item overlooked in the discussions, and if the Cornerstones document goes through, they want this item
included.

Weikart remarked that this discussion is a worthwhile one. Whatever is done with Cornerstones, the Modern
Languages Department could begin the discussion here at this campus.

Hilpert reminded the body that this resolution has not been moved. We are informally discussing it as part
of the Cornerstones document.

O'Donnell noted that years ago the ALS Curriculum and Resources Committee tried to define competency
in a foreign language and was never able to do it.

Borba suggested rewriting the Cornerstones Implementation document might not be the right approach. But,
major issues should be addressed and a formal response should be submitted highlighting the strengths and
weaknesses.

Discussion returned to the entire Cornerstones document.

LeVeck voiced her support of Borba's position.

Hilpert called for a straw vote to see who believes we should respond to the Cornerstones Implementation
document. Straw vote by a show of hands indicated the majority agrees that we should respond to the
Cornerstones Implementation document. The question now is how do we respond?

Klein suggested we have Saugstad compile an itemized list of feedback.

O'Brien suggested item G) "The CSU and each university will make systematic progress toward achieving
the conditions that will allow faculty to play their integral role in implementing the plan," be moved to the
beginning of the document.

Asher agreed that an itemization would help, and we should have a response at the beginning of the
document that talks about globalized issues, campus autonomy issues, not sacrificing quality for efficiency.
Specific language is also an important issue to be addressed.

Erickson stated that one key point that should be worked into it is a strong liberal arts education.
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Hilpert suggested Senators look at the document "Nature of the Baccalaureate" previously sent to campus
from the SWAS. Some of their statements are incorporated into the Cornerstones document. This document
will be attached to the next Senate agenda.

Thompson said that the first page could stress unmeasurable qualities. This would help us take a stand
against quantification of competencies.

VanderMolen suggested we attack the behaviorist assumption of student outcomes assessment that is
throughout the document. That is what makes the document not worthy of higher education. We all do
assessing and this document assumes we do not. Hilpert stated that that is the approach many campuses are
taking. VanderMolen further explained that each course and each professor does it his/her own way and this
varies from time to time. There is no generalized CSU way to do this. We should reject this.

Borba stressed the importance that we continue to provide affordable education to everyone, and we only
adopt competitive practices of private schools that would improve our programs and not adopt them for
economic reasons.

Savini suggested, due to the limited amount of time we have, we should have an up-front statement with
four or five very well-researched issues, possibly from the SWAS document or from others. We should
gather that material and assemble it. Hilpert noted that the SWAS is looking at campuses to advise them.
Thompson agreed. Further, he supports the idea of a generalized response because it does not make us
support the document. We can counter behavioral objectives through process and campus autonomy.

Pallotta noted that January 11th is the response deadline. She asked if we could come up with a plan so other
bodies can respond and react.

Hilpert stated there is no consensus with other CSU campuses on how they will respond to the report. The
strategy from the chair of the SWAS seems to be "let's take a look at the campus responses, see if there is a
general statement that can be identified." We can construct any kind of response we want, even in the form
of a resolution. What I hear you say is that you want to address the general framework, decentralization,
autonomy, quality. The language of assessment is fairly common in other states. How do we demonstrate to
the people of California we are doing what we say? If we can provide that kind of statement, the Board of
Trustees and Chancellor might be more receptive.

Savini again urged we review the documents that have come out over email. He said that this is a top-down
structure. We need to reassert the real nature of higher education. Hilpert responded that the top-down
administration is one theme we might argue.

Zarling advised that the Chancellor's Office has placed us in a position they want us to be in. We are talking
around the document and its validity. He is not willing to accept "G" if it means accepting the entire
document. He said that there are fundamental flaws in the document as follows: 1) we faculty are not doing
assessment; 2) we could set educational goals, give a test, and declare a person educated.

Tuedio stated that the tide was turned about CETI when the SWAS posed 100 questions to the Chancellor.
The questions got at the essence of the document and most were impossible to answer. He would like to see
10-15 concrete questions posed to Chancellor Reed regarding Cornerstones, such as how can student
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outcomes assessment improve the quality of the baccalaureate experience? VanderMolen replied that we
should be forthright, propose resolutions not ask questions. We are trying to make a position on where the
university should go. We need to point out the weaknesses of the document and tell them.

Hilpert suggested that Chancellor Reed might be more receptive to statements of what faculty did want
rather than a reactionary response. He stated that SEC will bring something to the next Senate meeting that
reflects what Senators have been saying.

ACTION ITEM

a. 12/AS/98FAC--RSCAP Subcommittee of UEPC (continued to next meeting)

Meeting adjourned at 4:35 p.m.


