APC

Minutes
10/22/14
Present:
Chetan Kumar (chair), David Stevens, Lourdes Shahamiri, David McMartin, David Barsky, Robert Carolin, Ranjeeta Basu 

I. Introductions.

1. David Stevens is representing ASI.

2. Robert Carolin is representing Extended Learning (replacing Sarah Villarreal)

II. Approval of Minutes 10/08 – Minutes were approved after a typo was corrected.

III. Chair’s Report
1. APC has received a referral on the Graduate Writing Assessment Policy. APC asked Chet to find out where this referral originated. APC reasons that if the referral originated in Graduate Studies, then it would be helpful to know exactly what the issues are that have led Graduate Studies to ask APC to review this policy. Perhaps Graduate Studies already has a draft document that APC could look at, and if not, perhaps Graduate Studies could be asked to begin looking at this while APC is working on other policies.
i. Action: Chet to research this and report back to APC.

2. November meeting dates: APC meets the 2nd and 4th Wednesdays of the month; in November that would mean meeting the afternoon of the Wednesday before Thanksgiving. APC members consult their calendars and agree to move up the meeting currently scheduled for November 26 to November 19.
IV. Other Reports

None.
V. New Business
1. Referral on Graduate Writing Assessment Policy already discussed in the Chair’s Report.

VI. Old Business
1. Curriculum Originators Policy

i. Chet reports that the one senator who had expressed concern with this policy at the October Senate meeting has now withdrawn his concern.

2. Academic Freedom Policy

i. Discussion centers around three major issues:

1. Formatting. This policy should be consistent with other similar statements, and since this will supersede the Academic Freedom statement in the catalog, it will need to be (or have a companion version that is) appropriate for the catalog.

2. Scope. Is this a policy for faculty, for faculty and students, or for faculty, staff and students? If it does not include students then it appears that there would be a policy gap if this statement replaced the current one that explicitly includes students. APC compared the ASCSU resolution asking campuses to include students in their Academic Freedom policies with the Bakersfield policy to see how one other CSU campus had addressed this. APC discussed the need for possible collaboration with FAC and DSAC and then decided that it might be best to develop the policy, send it to EC and then discuss at EC whether the other committees had concerns; otherwise, we mighty never get anything done. 

3. Due Process Procedures. WASC requires that “Due Process procedures are disseminated.” APC is concerned over whether “via available institutional means” will be satisfactory to WASC. In particular, APC compared this language to the very detailed (overly detailed?) procedures in the Bakersfield policy. 

4. To understand the wording choice regarding due process, APC asked Chet to invite Arturo Ocampo and Michelle Hunt (both of whom served on the task force that drafted the Academic Freedom Policy proposal that APC is now reviewing) to attend one of the November APC meetings. APC also suggested that Dilcie Perez be invited to provide a perspective on academic freedom as it pertains to students.
5. Ranjeeta asked that committee members edit the draft policy that Chet is posting, and that in doing so, that they email the suggested changes to the rest of the committee and always use the most recent version (so that no one’s edits/comments get lost). 
6. Actions:

a. Chet: Invite Arturo Ocampo, Michelle Hunt and Dilcie Perez to discuss this policy with APC at a November meeting.

b. All: Read and comment on the latest draft Academic Freedom Policy.

VII. Meeting adjourned.
