Academic Policy Committee
MINUTES
(Fall 12 #2)

September 25, 2012
SBSB 2217 – 12:30 – 2:30 p.m.

Voting Members:
Susan Thompson, Salah Moukhlis,Tejinder Neelon 
Ex Officio Members: 
David Barsky, Pamela Bell, Thomas Swanger, Sarah Villarreal

Absent:
Gerardo Gonzalez, David McMartin, Karen Guzman
Guests:
Jackie Trischman, Lourdes Shahamiri
I. Chair’s Report

a. Latin Honors and Credit by Challenge officially referred to the committee by EC.

II. Other Reports

a. Jackie Trischman, Senate Chair, visited the committee. She discussed the importance of the committee’s work and its impact on our students. She commended APC for being one of the most functional committees, and completing items in a timely manner. She talked about the procedure to bring to items to APC. First, members can bring items and discuss in the committee. If items need more debate or a Senate vote, then we need to get an official referral from EC. The second procedure for bringing items to APC is to have items referred by EC, often at the request of another committee. The Chair’s job is to set the agenda based on the work presented to the committee.

III. Old Business

a. Latin Honors policy

i. The policy originated in 1992, and. only consisted of two sentences.

ii. Rationale for updating

1. Adds the university catalog language describing the university’s practice into the actual policy.

2. Students have challenged the level of honor awarded because of final grade. The final honor determined by the final GPA may be different than that indicated by the GPA available at graduation. 

3. Solves problems with rounding up numbers and fills in gaps in comparing GPA with Latin honor GPA.

4. Clarifies that the second or subsequent baccalaureate degree is not eligible for honors.

5. Specifies the notification procedures and recognition at commencement.

iii. Practice in awarding Latin Honors may differ at other campuses.

1. Some campuses limit by percentage the class eligible for honors.


2. Some campuses award honors to secondary bachelor or master’s degrees.

iv. ACTION: Committee unanimously approved  the policy. Chair will forward it to EC for Senate approval.
b. Maximum Number of Units During Intercession policy revision

i. Discussed how to calculate the number of units appropriate for the time period available.
ii. David Barsky presented 4 possible rules to use. The rules calculated the number of units based on the number of days the class meets.
iii. Most common intervals for intersession classes are 11-14 days. Two of the rules would only allow 2 units of credit max for this time period. The other two rules allow 3 units of credit at the higher number of days.

iv. Making a change that limits the maximum to 2 units of credit would impact 95% of the classes held last year (350 students).
v. ACTION: David Barsky will write rule 2 into the policy for us to look at.
IV. New Business

V. Discussion Items

a. GEC is concerned with how to calculate the GPA for their major. It would be desirable to include a description in the catalog on how to calculate the major’s GPA. This information is asked for grants, scholarships, etc. Most departments do not include in the calculation courses taken in preparation for the major. Other departments require both the preparation classes and the major to be a certain GPA. Current practice seems to be determined major by major.
VI.
Information Items

Next meeting: October 9, 2012 at 12:30 – 2:30 p.m. at SBSB 2217

Sue Thompson

sthompsn@csusm.edu
Kellogg, 1002, Extension 4373

