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CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, LONG BEACH
ACADEMIC SENATE MEETING NO. 9 – MARCH 30, 2006

M I N U T E S

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order by the Chair, Margaret Merryfield, in the Towner Auditorium at 2:07 pm.  All voting members were present except: CBA: K. Lacey; CED: T. Lewis; COE:  H. Rahai; CLA: E. Klink, C. Piar; CNSM: D. McKay; EX-OFFICIO: L. Calingo, W. Griffith, R. Kochan.

EXCUSED ABSENCES: COTA: R. Rintoul; CBA: P. Ammermann; CED: L. Forrest, H. Masunaga, S. Pavri; COE: T. Mangir CHHS: R. Friis, L. Huckabay, Henry O’Lawrence; CNSM: M. Zhang; CLA: T. Caron; ADMIN: K. Cohn, F.K. Alexander; STAFF: S. Cox; EX-OFFICIO: M. Crego.

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

The agenda for the March 30, 2006 Academic Senate meeting was approved.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

The Academic Senate meeting minutes from March 16, 2006 were approved.

4. ANNOUNCEMENTS

a.	There will be NO Senate meeting on April 6.  Notification went out via email last week.  The next Senate meeting will be on 	April 20.

b.	The Senate received the following concurrences from President Alexander:

	The revision of Policy 02-08, Declaration of Major

The discontinuance of the Early Childhood Education Specialist Credential

c.	The lecturer nomination forms for Senate Councils and Committee Preference Forms are due today.

d.	Ballots for the Statewide Academic Senator election and the CSU proposal to change the number of senators on the 	Statewide Senate are due next Wednesday, April 5.

e.	Nominations and qualification statements for the Campus Climate Committee are due April 19.

f.	Mahyar Amouzegar, Associate Dean for the College of Engineering, has been appointed as the new director of the James 	Ackerman Center for the Commercial Development of Transportation Technologies, fondly known as CCDOTT.  Stan 	Wheatley, will remain as Principal Investigator. 

g.	CSULB has been ranked the No. 3 best value public college in the nation by The Princeton Review. The campus is featured 	in the "Top 10 Best Value Public Colleges" list in the 2007 edition of its book America's Best Value Colleges, which was 	released on Tuesday.

h.	The University Awards Committee has announced this year’s recipients for the Distinguished Faculty Awards.  
	The recipients of the Distinguished Faculty Teaching Award are:

	Barbara Nelms, Nursing, CHHS

Florence Newberger, Mathematics & Statistics, CNSM
Praveen Soni, Marketing, CBA

The recipients of the Distinguished Faculty Scholarly and Creative Achievement Award are:

	David Jacques, Theatre Arts, COTA

Melody Kiang, Information Systems, CBA
Mahmoud Wagdy, Electrical Engineering, COE

i.	Chair Merryfield recognized Senator Olson who announced that Faculty Supper Club is next Wednesday featuring Eric 	Besnard.  Those interested should contact Rachel Brophy at extension 54546.

j.	Chair Merryfield recognized Vice President Doug Robinson who announced ASI election results as follows:
	President:	Jamie Pollock received 49.2% of the votes
			Shefali Mistry received 34.7% 
			There will be a run-off next Tuesday and Wednesday

	Vice President:	Hironao Okahana received 48.8% of the votes
			Juan Carlos Mariano received 32.0%
			There will be a run-off next Tuesday and Wednesday

	Treasurer:	Zaira Tinoco

k.	Chair Merryfield recognized Provost Abrahamse who announced that Margaret Merryfield has agreed to serve as interim 	Associate Vice President of Academic Personnel in place of Kathy Cohn who has taken a position at San Diego State.

5. REPORT OF THE ACADEMIC SENATE CSU
No report
 
6.  REPORT OF THE CFA
No report

7. REPORT OF THE NOMINATING COMMITTEE

Emma Daugherty Phillingane, Chair of the Nominating Committee reminded the body that they could turn in their Committee Preference Forms electronically to the Senate office.

8.  CONSENT CALENDAR
No items

9. REPORT OF THE PRESIDENT
No report

10.  REPORT FROM PARKING AND TRANSPORTION SERVICES

Senior Director of Parking, Transportation, and Event Services, Tom Bass, addressed the Senate body with a general report on campus parking issues.  He reported that the demand for parking has been especially large since construction began in lot 11 for the new parking structure.  Director Bass demonstrated the distribution of commuters which range over a 30 mile radius around campus – the largest concentration being within 5 miles of campus.  Within this 5 mile radius, 1,291 students reside, while 37% of faculty, and 44% of staff also reside in this area.  There are 34,545 students, 2,032 Faculty, and 1,526 staff.  The “theoretical” number of students that can be provided parking is 33,977.  One way the parking situation is being relieved is through parking at Long Beach City College with the Beach Cruiser shuttling back and forth to campus.  Another in the works is the parking structure in lot 11 where, when finished next fall, will provide 1,496 additional spaces.  When construction begins in the Library, lot 6 will lose 110 spaces but some will be allocated in lot 18 with a Jitney service to shuttle employees.  Another project in the future will be a second structure in lot 11.  Director Bass opened the floor for questions.  Parking was complemented on its expansion of spaces while maintaining the campus beauty.  It was asked if the parking fees will ever be lowered.  Director Bass indicated that they would be lowered at the end of the bond period.  It was also asked how many employees participate in the Ride Share program, to which he replied about 250.  Further comments included the future possibility of a connection on the Blue Line, a possible program for free rides on Long Beach Transit, a “pay to not drive” program.

11.  IMPLEMENTATION:  MINOR IN THEATRE ARTS

Item 7.1, Implementation of a Minor in Theatre Arts (AS-685-05/CEPC/URC) came before the Senate for a second reading.  Chair Merryfield asked if there was any discussion.  There was none.  The body came to a vote and the proposal to implement a Minor in Theatre Arts was approved.  





12.  IMPLEMENTATION: MFA IN THEATRE ARTS, OPTION IN DRAMATIC WRITING

Item 7.2, Implementation of the MFA in Theatre Arts, Option in Dramatic Writing (AS-690-05/CEPC/URC) came before the Senate for a second reading.  Chair Merryfield asked if there was any discussion.  There was none.  The body came to a vote and the proposal to implement a MFA in Theatre Arts with an Option in Dramatic Writing was approved.  

13.  BS IN HOSPITALITY, FOODSERVICE AND HOTEL MANAGEMENT

Item 7.3, Implementation of the BS in Hospitality, Foodservice and Hotel Management (AS-686-05/CEPC/URC) came before the Senate for a second reading.  Chair Merryfield asked if there was any discussion.  There was none.  The body came to a vote and the proposal to implement a BS in Hospitality, Foodservice and Hotel Management was approved.  

14.  IMPLEMENTATION: MS IN KINESIOLOGY, OPTION IN EXERCISE PHYSIOLOGY AND NUTRITION

Item 7.4, Implementation of the MS in Kinesiology, Option in Exercise Physiology and Nutrition (AS-687-05/CEPC/URC) came before the Senate for a second reading.  Chair Merryfield asked if there was any discussion.  There was none.  The body came to a vote and the proposal to implement a MS in Kinesiology with an Option in Exercise Physiology and Nutrition was approved.  

15.  DISCONTINUANCE: MA IN KINESIOLOGY, OPTION IN SPORT MANAGEMENT and
DISCONTINUANCE: MA IN KINESIOLOGY, OPTION IN PEDAGOGICAL STUDIES

Item 7.5, Discontinuance of the MA in Kinesiology, Option in Sport Management (AS-688-05/CEPC/URC) and item 7.6, Discontinuance of the MA in Kinesiology, Option in Pedagogical Studies (AS-689-05/CEPC/URC) came before the Senate for second readings.  It was M/S (Soni/Okahana) to table these items.  Chair Merryfield indicated that there is a lot more discussion to have on issues related to self-supporting versus state-supported programs.  She suggested that a small group or task force examine the issues, some of which are (1) whether or not we should allow state-funded programs to switch to solely self-supported;  (2) how switching to self-supported affects student access; and (3) the role of the Senate in relation to the Chancellor’s Office in these matters.  Senator Johnson asked for clarification if these issues would be tabled indefinitely.  Chair Merryfield indicated that there needs to be time to gather a task force which should probably include Council Chairs, Dean Crego from UCES, one or two College Deans, and Associate Vice President Cecile Lindsay.  Since the Options in the MA in Kinesiology have already stopped taking students in the now non-existent state-funded program, the time it would take to examine the issues further would not affect the status quo.  There was a general consensus that the Executive Committee should be charged with drafting a task force membership for the Senate to review at its next meeting on April 20.

16.  IMPLEMENTATION:  PLUS/MINUS GRADING SYSTEM

Item 8.1, Adoption of Plus/Minus Grading (AS-691-05/EC) came before the Senate for an official first reading.  It was M/S (Clippinger/Jacques) to adopt a plus/minus grading system.  The motion reads as follows:

	Move the addition of the following language to Policy statement 05-07 (Final Course Grades, Grading Procedures, and Final 	Assessments), to be inserted into the “Definitions” section of the policy. New language is underlined.

	Part One: Definitions

	The following definitions apply to final course grades assigned in all undergraduate and graduate courses. 
	"A" – Performance of the student has been at the highest level, showing sustained excellence in meeting all course 	requirements and exhibiting an unusual degree of intellectual initiative.
	"B" – Performance of the student has been at a high level, showing consistent and effective achievement in meeting course 	requirements.
	"C" – Performance of the student has been at an adequate level, meeting the basic requirements of the course.
	"D" – Performance of the student has been less than adequate, meeting only the minimum course requirements.
	"F" – Performance of the student has been such that minimal course requirements have not been met.

	Faculty members may assign “plus” or “minus” designations to the grades “A”, “B”, “C”, or “D”. In computing grade point 	averages, a plus shall be computed by adding 0.3 to the value assigned to the letter grade, and a minus shall be computed by 	subtracting 0.3 from the value assigned to the letter grade, except that a grade of “A+” shall be assigned a value of 4.0. 

	“CR/NC” – The university permits students to select evaluation on a "Credit" or "No Credit" basis. These grades are defined 	as follows:

	A "CR" is equivalent to an "A," "B," or "C," and "NC" is equivalent to a "D," "F," or "WU" (defined below). In two 	circumstances a final course grade of "CR" reflects work at the level of "B" or better, and a final course grade of "NC" 	reflects work at the level of "C," "D," "F," or "WU." Those two circumstances are 

	1) in certain professional preparation courses, providing that the students are notified of such a policy both in class materials 	and in the catalog course description; and 

	2) for graduate students in all courses at the 300, 400, 500, and 600 levels.

Discussion was opened by the Chair.  Senator Clippinger, indicated the following as support for voting in favor of adopting a plus/minus grading policy: a plus/minus system more accurately reflects student achievement; helps with grade inflation; will have CSULB be more closely identified as a research and high academic achieving college; all other CSUs with the exception of Long Beach and Fresno use it; and COTA unanimously voted in favor of it.  She also indicated that the issue of the impact of the C- will need to be further discussed, and that the motion may be amended based on that discussion.  With regards to the C-, Senator Clippinger reported that 2 of the 5 CSUs she checked do count the C- for Credit/No Credit courses, while 3 do not.  Four of them accept C- for foundation courses, but do not allow graduation with a C- average.

Additional statements, for and against the proposal, were stated as follows:

Senator Okahana:  The Ad-Hoc Committee did a great job.  He encouraged the Senate to vote against the motion, and asked if plus/minus grading really will add prestige to CSULB, if it will help graduation rates, if it will help students be more competitive in the job market, and if it will create an incentive for students to do better.

Senator Jacques:  He indicated that he is in favor of a plus/minus grading system.  He indicated that the COTA faculty were frustrated at not having a means of accurately reporting and assessing student performance.  He believes that this is primarily a faculty issue and that a majority of faculty would be in favor of it.  In reference to Senator Okahana’s questions, he stated that he did not know if under a plus/minus grading system the University prestige would increase.  He further stated that those that work hard do graduate, and those with higher GPAs will succeed in finding good jobs, and regarding student incentive, he asserted that he felt it makes a big difference for a student who has an 89% but only shows a B on the transcript.  Finally, he reminded the body that if adopted, using a plus/minus system would be optional for faculty, not mandatory.

Senator Ameral:  She questioned what the numbers would be for a B-, how not having an A+ would achieve any kind of balance in grading, that if approved, the plus/minus grading system should not be optional, and finally that this is primarily a student issue and it will be students who are unfairly affected.

Senator Del Casino:  He respectfully stated his disagreement with Senator Jacques.  He stated that he does not believe that under a plus/minus system student success increases, that at the college he attended in Kentucky having an optional plus/minus system was a disaster, and finally asked if there was any identifiable thing that affects student success.

Senator Davis:  He stated that he agrees with Senator Del Casino that having a plus/minus system would not affect student achievement.  He further indicated that because standards are set by faculty and are different for each then its up to the faculty to spread out the grades more, make it more difficult if they are concerned with grade inflation.  He stated that because CSULB is ranked number 3 as a best value college by the Princeton Review that it doesn’t need to change the grading system, that CSULB is already seen as excellent.

Senator Ssensalo:  He expressed concern that if a plus/minus grading system were to be adopted, that it would be impossible to enforce.  He said that this is both a faculty and student issue, not just one or the other.  He indicated that he remembered the results of the faculty survey showed that there were plenty of faculty against changing the grading system.

Senator Johnson:  He stated that he was in favor of allowing for the option to use plus/minus grading.  He also stated that because faculty do not determine GPAs, but grades for classes, they should have this valuable option that is well understood in the academy and the community.  He stated that he felt that those faculty who prefer to use pluses and minuses should not be prevented from doing so.

Senator Dick:  He stated that he is against a plus/minus grading system.  He further stated that the Senate is not a faculty Senate, but an Academic Senate comprised of staff, students, administrators and faculty.  He expressed his concern that the Ad Hoc Committee was unable to find much statistical data on success of various grading systems.  He would like to see some meaningful data.

Senator Soni:  He reiterated that the Ad-Hoc Committee was unable to find measurable differences when researching the issue.

Senator Godina:  He reported that he has spoken with students in his classes and has received a lot of input on the subject.  The general consensus is that a plus/minus system would hurt the top students, might benefit a few in the middle, and would hurt the bottom students by putting more students on probation.  He expressed that CSULB is a great university and did not need plus/minus grading to achieve that.  He further stated that this is primarily a student issue.

ASI President Pollock:  She reported that she has encountered no student who wants a plus/minus system, and is present to represent their wishes in front of this body.  She expressed concern for what a new system would do to graduation rates especially when the Chancellor is focused on graduation in his 22 graduation initiatives.  She also stated that she believed that enrollment in courses taught by faculty who use plus/minus grading would be negatively affected.

Senator Hood:  He stated that he believes it is faculty’s job to facilitate student learning and to motivate students to study and that students are very much interested in grades.  He believes that Credit/No Credit grading is not a good motivator, that the ABC system works a little better than Credit/No Credit, and that a plus/minus system would cause students to work a little harder to better grades.  He is in favor of a plus/minus system.

Senator Blankley:  She stated that there were no statistics on student learning outcome presented, and wondered if there were any statistics on standard grading affecting student learning outcomes.  She offered her own grading data to whomever might make use if it in this regard.  She stated her concern that there was a cognitive disconnect for students who seem to perceive the plus/minus system as punitive, whereas faculty perceive it differently.  

Senator Dowell:  He stated that he was shocked at the lack of evidence out there on the topic.  He is concerned about the body making  a decision based on opinions, and encouraged the body demands a higher standard of evidence before proceeding.

Senator Kelty:  He stated that he believes that plus/minus grading gives a specific message to students that a standard grading system does not, and emphasized that there is a difference between a B+ and a B- and that difference should be reported.

Vice President Robinson:  He stated that a high achieving student with 19 As and 1 A- would have a GPA of 3.975 and that giving this GPA would not be fair.

17.  REVISION: INTERNATIONAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE CHARGE

Item 8.2, Revision: International Education Committee Charge (AS-692-05/CEPC) came before the Senate for a first reading.  It was M/S (Soni/Abrahamse) to approve the revisions.  There was no discussion.  This item will come before the Senate for a second reading on April 20, 2006.
18.  ADJOURNMENT

It was M/S to adjourn.  The motion passed and the meeting adjourned at 4:03 PM.

		Submitted by,						Approved by,
		



		Micaela Aragon						Keith Freesemann
		Recording Secretary 					Secretary of the Senate

