For Senate EC’s consideration as programs are “moved” to Extended Learning (EL)  10/2010
Version 2
There is a variety of cases to consider:

1. A program or a course can start as self-funded and then become state-funded.

2. A program or a course can start as state-funded and then become self-funded.

3. A program or a course can start as both state and self-funded at different locations.
Referrals to committees:
1. How do we assure the quality of programs? (evaluation, catalog language, etc.)
Perhaps we need to change the forms to require statements on qualification of faculty, required facility, ideal class size, etc.) 





UCC
2. Impact on the RTP process for faculty teaching EL courses.  

FAC
3. Impact on the workload accounting for faculty teaching EL courses.  
FAC and Next Steps
4. Impact on the entitlements for lecturers




FAC

5. Formalize the process of taking programs to and from EL


BLP

6. Impact on the Program Review process




PAC

7. Anything else?????
Non-senate?? concerns include: 
Availability of resources (machines, library, etc) at the Temecula Campus.  
Student accessibility (cost).

Demand analysis?

Lab fees?

Inequity among faculty due to extra pay

Jan Jackson to give a presentation on these issues to EC and then Senate?
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