
SDSU Senate Executive Committee 
February 18, 2014 
Susan K. Weber Conference Room 
2:00 - 4:30 p.m. 
 
Attending: Eadie, Ornatowski, Goehring, Bobrow, Barbone, Benkov, Butler-Byrd, Chase, Chan, Csomay, 
Deutschman, Ely, McClish, Packard, Rhose, Schellenberg, Toombs, Valdes, Welter 
Absent:, Snavely, Marlin, Baxter, Wheeler 
 
2:02 p.m. 
 
1. Agenda (Goehring) 
Approved 
 
2. Minutes (Goehring) 
No minutes to approve. 
 
3. Announcements (Eadie) 
President Hirschman is conducting the review of the Campanile Foundation. The policy file requires every auxiliary 
foundation be reviewed, and we have done all of them except Campanile. In the past, President Hirshman 
recommended delays, but it is being reviewed this year. There was some difficulty forming the committee, but they 
are not due to report until the end of the fiscal year. The report will be here at the end of the summer, for the first 
meeting of the Senate in Fall 2014. The report will be looking at goals, personnel, etc. They may produce a separate 
report if there is proprietary information about the Campanile Foundation. Tomorrow, February 19, 2014, will be the 
first Continuing Education committee meeting in many years. Randy Reinholz is the temporary chair. He is already 
working with PSFA on continuing education. The Active Transportation policy is still stalled. We have received a 
list of concerns from Andrea, most of which are related to disability access. We didn’t have anyone to advocate 
disability issues, but we are moving forward. 
(Benkov): The Disability Committee has been meeting again, and disability access is being worked on. (Chair 
Eadie): This policy will likely be kicked back to us, and the president probably wants outside consultation. (Senator 
Verity): What happens after we send it back to the task force? (Chair Eadie): If there are only minor revisions we 
will discuss whether to send to the Senate or back to the President. 
 
4. Academic Affairs (Benkov – for Marlin) 
 
A Provost candidate will be here tomorrow, February 19 at 11:30p.m. Please go to the forum and encourage faculty 
to go. 
 
 
5. Officers' Report (Ornatowski) 
5.1 Referral Chart  
In regard to premajor access, AP&P will fold the issue into the enrollment management report. 
AR&P has a report pending. 
 
Interviews with candidates: 
February 19: at 11:30 for first Provost candidate 
March 19: Business Dean candidates. Who can commit to 9:30 – 10:25 am? Senator McClish indicated he would go. 
March 21: Education dean candidate – Senator Packard indicated he would go. 
 
The task force on Course Evaluation met on February 17. They laid out agenda for actions as well as for adding 
people to the task force. This issue will likely take longer than one semester, but may have a preliminary report by 
the end of the semester.  
 
6. New Business: Action Items 
2:15 6.1 Academic Policy and Planning (Schellenberg) 



Representatives from Journalism and Media Studies and Learning Design and Technology were here to answer 
questions about the merger between the two departments.  
(Senator Csomay): What is the rationale to merge these two departments? (Bey Ling Sha): School of Journalism 
and Media Studies is taking a broader definition of learning and technology. LDP felt their scholarship is in line 
with the media studies aspect of this department. 
 
Action Item 1: Proposal for University Honors College  
Honors College: (Senator Verity): How will it affect the Imperial Valley Campus? (Senator Chase): They are 
looking in to how to incorporate IVC students. (Senator Packard): What about diversity, and trying to get diversity 
within the Honors program? (Senator Chase): Over 40% of Honors students are people of color. We want to attract 
from within the university, as well as coming in as continuing sophomores. (Senator Csomay): What is the 
rationale for having a college rather than a program? (Senator Chase): First, calling it a college creates an Honors 
culture pervasive across campus. It is designed to change the culture of achievement so all students benefit. Second, 
having an Honors College will continue to attract high achieving students. It creates more flexibility and innovation. 
(Senator McClish): Is there faculty? (Senator Chase): There will be faculty, but not housed in the college. We 
would need an endowment to do that. The model is essentially the same, but more developed. 
 
Action item 2: Change of Name 
(Vice Chair Ornatowski): Why dual language, which suggests two? (Senator Schellenberg): Usually students get 
some expertise in teaching across cultures, but it does not limit them to two. 
 
6.2 Constitution and Bylaws (Csomay) 
Discussion:  
(Chair Eadie): Provost Marlin has expressed a desire to keep the committee small. This is a reasonable 
compromise.  
 
6.3 Faculty Honors and Awards (Valdes) 
(Benkov): I noticed that the Senate Distinguished Professor is not in the Senate policy file. (Chair Eadie): I thought 
we proposed but we were told it was not possible. (Benkov): Since it is not in our policy file we don’t have an 
official title.  
 
2:45 6.4 Freedom of Expression (Freeman) 
Resolution: Sense of the Senate resolution, which is a draft on the resolution adopted by UCLA. A similar resolution 
will be adopted by the CSU Senate. The resolution tries to carve out protection for faculty communication, and is 
designed to deal with Freedom of Information (FOI) requests in public universities. This resolution is an effort to 
distinguish what a public university is in terms of research and freedom of expression. 
Discussion:  
(Senator Packard): What is the rationale for this? (Senator Freeman): This is a response to fishing expeditions for 
political purposes. (Senator Schellenberg): How is “faculty” being defined, and should it include graduate students, 
lecturers, adjuncts, etc. (Senator Freeman): All faculty would be covered, but graduate students are not currently 
included. (Chair Eadie): We can make a friendly amendment to include graduate students. (Senator Packard): 
Shouldn’t the public have access since it’s publicly funded? (Senator Freeman):  Publicly funded research should 
be ready to be published. This is about setting boundaries. (Chair Eadie): Can we add to the resolution something 
about to whom it is to be distributed? (Benkov): Can you give a concrete example? (Senator Packard): How about 
“Faculty directed” research?  
 
7. New Business: Consent Calendar (Committee Reports) 
7.1 Academic Resources and Planning (Deutschman)  
Discussion: 
(Senator Verity): Point of information: Why wasn’t the proposal for start-up funds breached with the Deans of 
various colleges? The rationale should have been provided beforehand. (Senator Deutschman): The issue was 
discussed at PBAC and this was not controversial. This is about timely information. 
 
Student Success Fees: There has been a slow start at the information forums, but attendance is now improving. 
 
2:10 7.2 Graduate Council (Balsdon)  



Discussion: None 
 
7.3 University Relations and Development (Carleton)  
 
8. Committee of the Whole 
Making sense of GE discussion 
 
9. Other Information Items 
 
10. Other Business 
 
11. Adjournment 

3:46 p.m. 


