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FACULTY SENATE
Meeting Minutes May 12, 2025
Senators Present: Ann Abraham, Bob Antenucci, Omid Bagheri, Tina Bhargava, Casey Boyd-Swan, Matt Butler, Jennifer Cunningham, Mark Dalman, Ed Dauterich, Omar De La Cruz Cabrera, David Dees, Vanessa Earp, Ambre Emory-Maier, Julie Evey, Michele Ewing, Michael Fisch, Michelle Foster, Tianyuan Guan, Angela Guercio, David Kaplan, Sean Kennedy, Terri Kent, Velvet Landingham, Tracy Laux, Karen Mascolo, Mahli Mechenbier, Taraneh Meshkani, Oana Mocioalca, Ashley Nickels, Vic Perera, Amy Petrinec, Linda Piccirillo-Smith, Helen Piontkivska, Lydia Rose, Susan Roxburgh, Athena Salaba, Jim Seelye, Jennifer Taber, Eric Taylor, Brett Tippey, Laurie Wagner, Theresa Walton-Fisette, Sue Wamsley, Christopher Was, Kyle Winkler

Senators Not Present: Janice Kroeger, Richard Mangrum, Deborah Smith, James Tyner Senators-Elect Present: Loretta Aller, Francisco Torres, Lauren Vachon
Senators-Elect Not Present: Gregory Smith
Ex-Officio Members Present: President Todd Diacon; Executive Vice President and Provost Melody Tankersley; Senior Vice President Mark Polatajko; Senior Vice President Eboni Pringle; Vice Presidents: Sean Broghammer, Doug Delahanty, Amoaba Gooden, David Ochmann (General Counsel)*, John Rathje, Charlene Reed, Randale Richmond, Peggy Shadduck, Valoree Vargo, Stephen Ward; Deans: Sonia Alemagno, Christina Bloebaum, Allan Boike, Ken Burhanna, James Hannon, Versie Johnson-Mallard, Mark Mistur, Deirdre Warren for Mandy Munro-Stasiuk, Diane Petrella, Elizabeth Piatt*, Christa Porter*, Amy Reynolds, Alison Smith, Deborah Spake
*Interim

Ex-Officio Members Not Present:
Observers Present:
Observers Not Present: Emeritus Professor Thomas Janson, Ms. Ann Winter, Ms. Maddie Kantin

Guests Present: Daniel Alenquer, Asli Arikan, Jake Ball, Michael Beam, Brenda Burke, Bryan Caldwell, Heather Caldwell, Sue Clement, Amanda Colucci, Vanessa Courie, Andrew Crawford, Chris Dorsten, Shannon Driscoll, Aimee Dudas, Keiran Dunne, Chris Fenk, Paul Haridakis, Jennifer Hebebrand, Ben Hollis, Lynette Johnson, Todd Kamenash, Kristina Kamis, Michael Kavulic, Dana Lawless-Andric, Joanna Liedel, Jennifer Marcinkiewicz, Kristen Marcussen, Jennifer McDonough, Emily Metzgar, Eric Mintz, Amy Nuesch, Christa Ord, Susan Perry, Amy Quillen, James Raber, Jeannie Reifsnyder, Matthew Rollyson, Denise Seachrist, Sarah Smiley, Angela Spalsbury, Therese Tillett, Adil Wadia, Kevin West, Sonya Williams
1. Call to Order
Chair Laux called the meeting to order at 3:20 p.m. in the Governance Chambers, Kent Student Center.

2. Roll Call
Secretary Dauterich called the roll. Some ex-officio members were present in hoodies.

3. Approval of the Agenda
A motion was made and seconded to approve the agenda (Cunningham/Piccirillo-Smith). The agenda passed unanimously.
4. Approval of the Faculty Senate Meeting Minutes of April 14, 2025
Chair Laux asked for a motion to approve the minutes from the April 14, 2025, Faculty Senate meeting. A motion was made and seconded (Cunningham/Bhargava).

The minutes were approved unanimously as written.

5. Chair’s Remarks
Chair Laux delivered his remarks [attached].

He then invited comments or questions. The audience gave him a standing ovation.
There were no further comments or questions.


6. Provost’s Remarks
Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley delivered her remarks [attached].

She then invited comments or questions.

Senator Boyd-Swan asked whether there would be a new search for an Associate Provost in the fall, as previous Faculty Senate Executive Committee minutes seemed to indicate.
Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley explained it would be an internal search for the office held by Interim Associate Provost Sheridan.

Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley then thanked Chair Laux for his service; he is retiring this year.

The audience applauded Chair Laux again.

Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley gave him a new hoodie and a hug. The audience applauded.
There were no further comments or questions.


7. EPC Action Items:

a. GRADUATE POLICIES COUNCIL (Dismissal and Appeal – Graduate) Revise policy to update general language, administrative titles and College of Podiatric Medicine processes (fall 2025)

There was no presentation. Senators were offered the opportunity to ask questions. There were no questions.
A motion was made to pass the policy (Cunningham). The motion passed unanimously.
b. UNDERGRADUATE POLICIES COUNCIL (Graduation) Revise policy to eliminate the late application fee and distinguish the difference between graduation and commencement (fall 2025)
There was no presentation. Senators were offered the opportunity to ask questions. There were no questions.
A motion was made to pass the policy (Kaplan). The motion passed unanimously.

c. UNDERGRADUATE POLICIES COUNCIL (Transfer of Undergraduate Credit) Revise policy to update language and format and improve readability for students (fall 2025)

There was no presentation. Senators were offered the opportunity to ask questions. There were no questions.
A motion was made to pass the policy (Boyd-Swan). The motion passed unanimously.
d. DIVISION OF ACADEMIC AFFAIRS / DIVISION OF STUDENT LIFE (presented by Associate Dean Todd Kamenash and Associate Professor Jennifer Marcinkiewicz) (Administrative Policy Regarding Student Cheating and Plagiarism (3-01.8)) Revise policy to add a timeline for violation submissions; adjust definitions; update sanctioning options; streamline submission, hearing and appeals process; and change policy name to Administrative Policy Regarding Academic Integrity (fall 2025)

The presenters briefly explained the item. Afterward, they offered to take questions.

Senator Boyd-Swan said she supported the changes but asked about why the revised policy was
removing the need to get a chair’s or dean’s approval before items moved to the Office of Student
Conduct.

Associate Dean Kamenash said that over 50% of the time, chairs or deans did not respond to approval requests for students.
Chair Laux read the following comments that Senator Deborah Smith had sent to him before the meeting:

“I have a number of serious concerns about the proposal to revise the Cheating and Plagiarism Policy and do not believe that it is ready for prime time.

My concerns largely pertain to the process by which sanctions are imposed. As I read the policy, this is not something that the instructor can do (even with respect to “level one” sanctions) given that the draft revision has deleted the part of the process where the instructor can, after talking with the student and determining that cheating/plagiarism is more likely than not, impose initial sanctions (see what is now D.1.c.). In section D.2.b.i, there is a reference to “the original findings and sanctions.” However, it is far from clear who makes the “original findings and sanctions”—the instructor or the office of student conduct and when any sanctions would be imposed. (I am strongly opposed to any revisions to the policy that leave the imposition of level one sanctions up to the office of student conduct.)

Section D.1.d has the instructor informing the student that they have deemed it more likely
than not that “a violation of the administrative policy regarding academic integrity has occurred.” However, no sanctions are mentioned at this time. (The part of the current
policy that mentioned sanctions at this time has been deleted.) If this is the time at which the “original findings and sanctions” are made by the instructor, the policy needs to say that explicitly.

Section D.1.e.i mentions the possibility of the instructor “adjusting sanctions” after learning that the student is not a first-time offender, but there is no previous mention in the current draft of the instructor’s ability to determine (let alone apply) sanctions to begin with.
D.2.b has the office of student conduct informing the student of the instructor’s decision to impose either level one or level two sanctions. However, as noted above, in the current draft there is no prior place in the process where the instructor is allowed to impose a level one sanction or even asked to consider which level one sanctions would be
appropriate. So, at what point would any level one sanctions determined by the instructor be applied? It is never clear. If the instructor can apply level one sanctions earlier in the process, there is no need for the office of student conduct to inform the student of that fact—as the instructor would already have done so.

I’m baffled as to why level one sanctions would ever be considered level two sanctions (see E.2.a and b). Given the wording here, how are mere level one sanctions ever possible if all level one sanctions also count as level two sanctions?

I’m unhappy that ‘assign an F grade in the course in which the cheating or plagiarism took place’ has been deleted from the list of level one sanctions in section E.1. and now counts as a level two sanction. I think that instructors need the ability to threaten this sanction in their syllabus to deter cheating.

It’s also problematic that level two sanctions include reduction in course grade given that that may be a direct consequence of the student receiving a 0 or F on an assignment as a level one sanction. The policy needs to make clear that if an instructor assesses a level one sanction that lowers the student’s grade on an assignment and that sanction has the consequence of lowering the student’s final grade in the course below what it would have been had a level one sanction not been imposed, that does not all by itself count as a level two sanction.

I’m also concerned that the draft revision to the policy references the appeals process in 3342-4-02.1.D when the due process rights for the student and complainant in that policy occur in section B. With the explicit due process rights deleted out of the revised cheating/plagiarism policy, it appears that neither would have due process rights in an appeal.”


Associate Dean Kamenash responded that the instructors provide the sanctions. His office holds the data so there is a centralized place, and they provide venues for and process the hearings, but the faculty always choose the sanctions. He added that everyone has due process rights in multiple phases in the revised policy, and that there were even more than in the previous policy. He added that he
respected Senator Smith’s perspective.
Associate Professor Marcinkiewicz added that in regard to level one versus level two sanctions, the instructor always has the option to deem student behavior at level two whether or not the student has prior academic misconduct.

Associate Dean Kamenash added that the policy was not about catching people cheating; it was designed to ensure academic integrity—a corrective action rather than a threat.

Senator Rose thanked everyone for their work, but she had concerns about the use of the word integrity and talked about how it connotes ethics, fairness and accountability. She further defined integrity and
argued that the policy should focus on behaviors and retain the language “cheating and plagiarism.” She added that students should not be penalized for using available tools and resources, and the policy should default to students being permitted to use generative AI.

Senator Rose then made a motion to send the item to the Faculty Senate Executive Committee who would forward it to the Professional Standards Committee (PSC) of Faculty Senate. Senator Dees seconded the motion.

Chair Laux invited discussion of the motion. There was no discussion.
The motion passed unanimously.

Chair Laux called for other comments that could be sent when the policy goes back to the PSC.

Senator Tippey asked whether the Office of Student Conduct reviewed cases and informed the instructors that there were previous violations.
Associate Dean Kamenash clarified that they did.

Senator Tippey said it could encourage faculty to make sanctions harder and be less objective. Associate Dean Kamenash suggested that objectivity might not be the context to focus on in that event.
Senator Earp said that the original documents said that the onus was on the faculty, and the wording was changed after being approved by the EPC.

Senator Boyd-Swan asked for clarification about what instructors could do when they are informed about previous violations.

Associate Dean Kamenash said that instructors were able to evaluate the severity of the situation.

Senator Boyd-Swan asked about Plagiarism School and whether it could be assigned twice for two different violations.

Senator Earp replied that in current policy, students can only go through Plagiarism School one time; in the new version, the school will be more specific to address individual violations.
There were no further comments or questions.

e. OFFICE OF ADMISSIONS (Admission of Guest Students) Revise policy on admission ineligibility to be applicable only to those denied admission due to criminal or student-conduct history;

remove information on undergraduate guest students, which is being added to Admission of Undergraduate Students; policy title is changed to Admission of Graduate Guest Students (fall 2025)
There was no presentation. Senators were offered the opportunity to ask questions. There were no questions.
A motion was made to pass the policy (Piccirillo-Smith). The motion passed unanimously.

f. OFFICE OF ADMISSIONS (Admission of Undergraduate Students) Revise policy to fully cover the applicant types and requirements to apply and be admitted to Kent State as undergraduate student; separate undergraduate admission policies are eliminated (fall 2025)
There was no presentation. Senators were offered the opportunity to ask questions. There were no questions.
A motion was made to pass the policy (Dauterich). The motion passed unanimously.

g. OFFICE OF THE UNIVERSITY REGISTRAR (Ohio Articulation and Transfer Policy) Revise policy to rename the “One-Year Option” to “Associate of Technical Studies Pathway” per a state directive (fall 2025)

There was no presentation. Senators were offered the opportunity to ask questions. There were no questions.
A motion was made to pass the policy (Piccirillo-Smith).
The motion passed unanimously.


8. Budget Update (presented by Senior Vice President Mark Polatajko)
Senior Vice President Polatajko (in an executive hoodie) delivered a PowerPoint presentation with Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley and Jeannie Reifsnyder that covered both this agenda item and agenda item #9. [attached].

During the presentation, he invited comments or questions.

Senator Boyd-Swan asked what the impact on Kent State of SSI funding distribution would be.

Senior Vice President Polatajko said that he did not have a guess. They are concerned, but there is no way to know.
Senator Boyd-Swan asked whether there are plans to tear down old buildings.

Senior Vice President Polatajko responded that the old College of Business will be demolished, and the cost of that demotion will be $5 million with the hope to recoup that money over time.

Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley added that they are working with the Registrar’s Office to ensure that MWF classes are being used efficiently. She added that 80% of our classes on the Kent campus are Monday through Thursday, which is not an efficient use of space.
Senator Ewing asked about outcomes tracking with earnings and job placement. She wanted to know whether Kent State already tracks that or how the information would be gathered. She asked whether such information was self-reported by graduates.

Senior Vice President Polatajko replied that it is not self-reported; it is Post-Secondary Education Outcomes (PSEO) data that is a part of the National Labor statistics database. He added the concern that when you go into that database, there is a qualifying statement that says this is an experimental data set only.

Senator Wagner asked whether the earlier FaSBAC projections were still holding true, or whether there would be deficits.
Senior Vice President Polatajko said he expected not to see deficits.

Senator Rose asked about the amount of money that regional campuses paid as service charges to Kent State.

Senior Vice President Polatajko replied that the total is $11 million from the regional campuses, $4 million from College of Podiatric Medicine, and $7 million from the auxiliaries in the aggregate for a total of about $22 million to sustain operations.
Senior Vice President Polatajko then turned the microphone over to Senior Associate Vice President Reifnsyder and Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley to discuss the “Not RCM” Budget Model with Faculty Senate [also in the attachment above].

After presenting, they invited comments or questions.

Senator Boyd-Swan said that the RCM service fee was considered too high in the past and asked that if we are setting a base funding for units at a certain level, then how do we know it is right? Is it based on numbers we are currently using?
Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley responded that she is working with all of the deans and the financial director, Lee Thomas, who also works with all the college-level budget

people to understand all of the things that are going into the budget, so she can ensure that money will be allocated correctly.

Senator Boyd-Swan asked that if SSI is contingent on ROI, then what would happen? Executive Vice President and Provost Tankerlsey said they are starting to think about that.
Senator Dalman asked about College of Podiatric Medicine subsidy in regard to the connection between ROI and SSI.

Senior Vice President Polatajko replied that the College of Podiatric Medicine is in a separate provision of the SSI, so it is not subject to employment outcomes.

Senior Vice President Polatajko then continued the presentation with talk about an upcoming review of all fund balances at the university which has not been done since the implementation of RCM.
He then invited comments or questions. There were none.
President Diacon shared that about ten years ago, Ohio adopted a shared funding formula, and the person who originated that formula is now working for Ohio State University. There is a lot of tension currently among the Inter-University Council (IUC) members with universities presenting evidence about how funding has been misapplied in favor of OSU and the University of Cincinnati. Members of the IUC would like to reconsider the formula (42% of funding goes to OSU and UC), and OSU is pushing back. He added that UC’s acceptance rate has been around 60% for years, but last year it was closer to 80%. If this had been the situation ten years ago, the IUC would not have favored the current formula

He then invited comments or questions.

There were no further comments or questions.

9. Presentation on Non-RCM Funding Model (presented by Executive Vice President and Provost Melody Tankersley)

This agenda item was covered in the previous agenda item.

10. Old Business

There was no old business.

11. New Business

Senator Nickels proposed a Resolution in Support of Retaining Flexible Scheduling Practices and Pursuing Data-Informed Solutions [attached] and provided data to back up the resolution [attached].
A motion was made and seconded to pass the resolution (Nickels/Piccirillo-Smith). There was then time for comments or questions.
Senator Bhargava expressed support for the resolution and went over the second handout attached above.

Senator Rose said that a change to three days per week could be a major hardship for students at East Liverpool.
Senator Piccirillo-Smith echoed the concerns about scheduling. She added that the resolution was not trying to prevent MWF classes; instead, it was intended so that those departments who wish to do so could retain current scheduling procedures.

Senator Was asked who collected the data and what the sample number was.

Senator Bhargava answered that the survey was driven by students and distributed by students, and she did not now what the actual sample number was.

Senator Was asked if there was any data on how many students actually worked more than twenty hours per week.
Senator Bhargava said that some data was collected in the survey, but it was certainly not a publishable survey.

Senator Was said that he was not satisfied with the data, and he added that most published data shows that shorter classes held three days per week are better for student learning. He also added that some arguments being made by the resolution were spurious.

Senator Tippey said that if we remove MW classes and switch them to MWF, it will get harder to hire adjuncts to teach the courses.

Senator-Elect Vachon said it was already difficult to meet NTT teaching obligations without adding a Friday course to the schedule. She also agreed with previous concerns about extensive insecurities, hardships, and obligations that students have.

Senator-Elect Maguire mentioned the Students First policy at the university, and he supported the resolution. He encouraged the administration to look more closely at the impact on students.

Senator Taber expressed support for the resolution. She said that the data provided could at least be a starting point.

Senator Boyd-Swan supported the resolution and mentioned that students she had also had problems with working on Friday. She said it could possibly prevent students from enrolling.

President Diacon said that he heard a lot of anecdotes, but he did not hear a lot of data. He said we did all this research ten or eleven years ago. He explained a lot of the research that was done and suggested that we could do all the research again, but regardless, the schedule should not be anecdote driven.
Senator Piccirillo-Smith said she appreciated President Diacon’s comments, but she pointed out that delivery systems have changed, more classes are offered online, stresses since COVID have gone up for students, and new research should be done. She added that there was a good number of students surveyed in the current data the presenters provided.

Senator Wagner suggested that Mondays are a problem for her students and wondered whether a WF or some other type of schedule could be implemented.
Senator Nickels clarified that the writers of the resolution want the administration to stick with the current scheduling policy rather than the way the possible new directives suggest scheduling should go.

Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley thanked everyone for the feedback and said they can do some more research. She said that what they sent out was the current policy, so there is not anything changing in policy. She added that the goal is to graduate students—they cannot always get what they need if most classes only take place four days during the week. She encouraged faculty to look at how to use the full week for scheduling classes. She emphasized the importance of students’ needs. She said a committee to study it could be put together and that anyone in support of the resolution should send her an email if they want to be part of forming such a committee.

There were no further comments or questions. The motion passed.
12. Additional Items
There were no additional items.

13. Announcements/ Statements for the Record
Chair Laux thanked everyone for being a tremendous Faculty Senate and not always agreeing with everything all the time.

There were no further announcements.

14. Adjournment
Chair Laux adjourned the meeting at 5:46 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by Edward Dauterich Secretary, Faculty Senate

[BACK TO TOP]
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Meeting Minutes May 13, 2025
Senators Present: Tracy Laux (Chair), Ann Abraham (Vice Chair), Ed Dauterich (Secretary), Eric Taylor
(At-Large), Athena Salaba (Appointed), Helen Piontkivska (Appointed) Senators Not Present:
Guests Present:
1. Call to Order
Chair Laux called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m. in the Trustees Conference Room on the second floor of the Kent State University Library. Members were also present through Microsoft Teams.
2. Meeting with President Diacon Vice President Amoaba Gooden, and Associate Provost Kevin West (2:00 P.M.)

The Executive Committee, President Diacon and Associate Provost West discussed the Inter-University Council of Ohio (IUC), the implementation of SB 1, subcommittees being formed to address SB 1 at Kent State, and resolutions and announcements/statements for the record recently made at Faculty Senate meetings.

Vice President Gooden arrived at 2:32 p.m. She informed the Executive Committee about name changes being proposed for the names of offices, acronyms being used, and names of plans in three university policies. These changes are being made in compliance with federal law. She wanted to be sure that the Executive Committee was consulted about the changes.

Chair Laux suggested that the Executive Committee could act on behalf of Faculty Senate in this case to get the changes approved before the June Board of Trustees meeting.

A motion was made and seconded to approve the changes (Piontkivska/Dauterich) on behalf of Faculty Senate.

The motion passed unanimously.

Vice President Gooden left the meeting at 2:43 p.m.

President Diacon and Associate Provost West left the meeting at 2:48 p.m.


3. Minutes

A motion and a second was made to approve the Faculty Senate Executive Committee minutes of April 29, 2025 (Abraham/Piontkivska).
The minutes were approved unanimously as written.

4. Other Items

There were no other items.
5. Adjournment
Chair Laux adjourned the meeting at 3:25 p.m.


Respectfully submitted by Edward Dauterich Secretary, Faculty Senate
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Meeting Minutes May 20, 2025
Senators Present: Tracy Laux (Chair), Ann Abraham (Vice Chair), Ed Dauterich (Secretary), Eric Taylor
(At-Large), Athena Salaba (Appointed), Helen Piontkivska (Appointed)
Senators-Elect Present: David Kaplan (Chair-Elect), David Dees (At-Large Elect), Sue Roxburgh (Appointed-Elect)

Senators Not Present:

Guests Present:
1. Call to Order
Chair Laux called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m. in the Faculty Senate Office (227 Michael Schwartz Center). Members were also present through Microsoft Teams.

2. Minutes

There were no minutes available for review.
3. CAO (Committee on Academic Officers) Update

Chair Laux informed the Executive Committee that there are preparations being made for a search committee for the Associate Provost for Academic Affairs position (currently held in the interim by Scott Sheridan). Chair Laux will submit six names, four of which will be chosen by the provost to serve on the CAO. The committee and chair for the actual search committee will be finalized in the summer.

There will also be five dean reviews. Three names will be submitted for each dean review by senate. One of those will be chosen for each review by the provost. Chair Laux will submit all of them.

4. May EPC Transmittal
Chair Laux let the attendees know that the Anti-Racism and Equity Institute wants to change its name to the Arc Institute. This is a cosmetic change made to reflect language that meets federal guidelines.
A motion and a second was made by the outgoing Executive Committee to approve the proposed name change of the Anti-Racism and Equity Institute to the Arc Institute on behalf of the full Faculty Senate (Piontkivska/Abraham). The motion passed unanimously.

The remaining item on the May transmittal will be forwarded to the full Faculty Senate for consideration.

5. Appointed Members AY 2025-2026
The incoming Executive Committee made and seconded a motion to appoint Athena Salaba and Sue Roxburgh as incoming appointed members (Abraham/Kaplan). The motion passed unanimously.
6. General Discussion

The outgoing Executive Committee discussed what to expect as a member of the Executive Committee with the incoming Executive Committee.

7. Other Items

There were no other items.

8. Adjournment
Chair Laux adjourned the meeting at 3:25 p.m.


Respectfully submitted by Edward Dauterich Secretary, Faculty Senate
[BACK TO TOP]
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Meeting Minutes June 30, 2025
Senators Present: David Kaplan (Chair), Ann Abraham (Vice Chair), Ed Dauterich (Secretary), David
Dees (At-Large), Sue Roxburgh (Appointed), Athena Salaba (Appointed) Senators Not Present:
Guests Present: Executive Vice President and Provost Melody Tankersley, Senior Director of
Academic Affairs Jennifer Hebebrand
1. Call to Order
Chair Kaplan called the meeting to order at 2:03 p.m. in the Faculty Senate Office (227 Michael Schwarz Center).

2. Minutes
A motion and a second was made to approve the Faculty Senate Executive Committee minutes of May 13, 2025 (Salaba/Abraham).

A motion and a second was made to approve the Faculty Senate Executive Committee minutes of May 20, 2025 (Salaba/Roxburgh). The minutes were approved unanimously as written.

A motion and a second was made to approve the Faculty Senate minutes of May 12, 2025 (Abraham/Salaba). The minutes were approved unanimously with one small correction.

3. URCC (University Requirements Curriculum Committee) Diversity Report

The Executive Committee discussed the report. The report will go to the Educational Policies Council for further consideration. The Executive Committee agreed with the report’s recommendations regarding the need for assessment and believed the language in that regard could be made even stronger.
4. Changes in Committee Preference Form
The form currently collects data on race, ethnicity, sexual orientation, and sex of members. The Executive Committee was concerned that this could be a problem in the current political climate, but they decided to consult with Associate Provost for Faculty Affairs Kevin West to see if this data is appropriate to continue collecting or not.

5. Appointments to the Educational Policies Council (EPC) and the Faculty Senate Budget Advisory Committee (FaSBAC)

The Executive Committee discussed possible members for the two committees. Chair Kaplan will contact the faculty members to see if they are willing to serve.

6. Movement of Election Software Off Computer Sciences Server
The software was developed and is still owned and licensed by a retired faculty member and is on the server from his department. The Executive Committee discussed possible ways to acquire the software, move it from the current server, or look for new software. Chair Kaplan will attempt to discuss the possibilities with the faculty member who developed the software.

7. Preparations for SB 1
The university has set up five separate committees to address concerns and logistics related to the implementation of the bill. The committees will convene shortly.

8. Proposed Revision to University’s Class Attendance Policy (3-01.2)

Student Ombuds Amy Quillen would like to meet to discuss possible changes to the policy. The Executive Committee agreed that we can meet with her at one of the August Executive Committee meetings.
9. Faculty Senate Meeting Dates
The Executive Committee confirmed the dates.

10. Process for Appointing New Senator to Replace Senator Laux

Chair Kaplan will get information from the elections software about who the alternate NTE
member is who will complete Senator Laux’s term now that he is retired.

11. Meeting with Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley (3:00 p.m.)

The Executive Committee discussed upcoming phases for implementing the changes from T28 and workload changes related to SB 1 with Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley and Senior Director Hebebrand.

12. Additional Items

There were no additional items.

13. Adjournment
Chair Kaplan adjourned the meeting at 4:29 p.m.


Respectfully submitted by Edward Dauterich Secretary, Faculty Senate
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Meeting Minutes August 13, 2025
Senators Present: David Kaplan (Chair), Ann Abraham (Vice Chair), Ed Dauterich (Secretary), David
Dees (At-Large), Sue Roxburgh (Appointed), Athena Salaba (Appointed) Senators Not Present:
Guests Present: Executive Vice President and Provost Melody Tankersley, Associate Provost Kevin
West, Associate Provost Scott Sheridan, Dean Mandy Munro-Stasiuk, Student Ombuds Amy Quillen
1. Call to Order
Chair Kaplan called the meeting to order at 2:02 p.m. in the Faculty Senate Office (227 Michael Schwartz Center).

2. Approval of Faculty Senate Executive Committee Meeting Minutes of June 30, 2025
A motion was made and seconded to approve the minutes of the June 30, 2025, Faculty Senate Executive Committee Meeting (Abraham/Roxburgh).

The minutes were approved unanimously as written.


3. Preparation for SB 1
The Executive Committee noted that there were concerns from faculty that Faculty Senate had not been involved with university preparation for SB 1 over the summer.

Chair Kaplan indicated that he and members of the Executive Committee had started working on the five subcommittees related to the bill by the end of July. They have also had input into the implementation of SB 1 rules related to the Student Survey of Instruction.
Chair Kaplan also reported that the syllabus subcommittee is working on meeting the technical requirements of having faculty syllabi available in “three clicks” as well as other technical requirements for uploading syllabi. The university is also looking through vendors to see who can most efficiently satisfy this unfunded mandate from the state legislature.

The subcommittee working with the required civics class is looking at who can staff the course, which students might be exempt, what courses could be changed to satisfy the requirement, and how the course will fit in without adding time to graduation for students.

The low-enrolled courses subcommittee has met and discussed how programs may be eliminated if they do not average 5 graduates per year over a three-year period. Some programs have already applied for a two-year waiver.
The intellectual diversity committee has met, and they are looking at ways to demonstrate how intellectual diversity is being promoted in the classroom. This may be added to the course management system for new and revised programs. Some of this may be reflected in course and program descriptions in the CIM (Course Information Management) system.

4. Creation of Faculty Senate Commission for Syllabus Language

The Executive Committee discussed members for a commission that could examine and produce language for how complaints related to SB1 could be channeled in the syllabus to facilitate student access.
5. Protocol for Violation of SB 1
The Executive Committee discussed processes that could be taken if a faculty member was found to have violated portions of the bill.

6. Calling Committees: CAO, Professional Standards, Ethics, Joint Appeals, Others?

The server containing the information with those interested in these committees is down currently, but the information will be available again soon. Members will be solicited, and committees will be convened afterward.

7. Faculty Marshals Committee
The process for selecting members of the committee was discussed.

8. EPC Items
The August EPC meeting will occur on August 25, so no EPC items were ready for review today.

9. Other Items for the September Meeting
There were no other items.

10. Other Business
There was no other business.

11. Meeting with Student Ombuds Amy Quillen (3:30 p.m.)
The Executive Committee discussed a revision to the university’s Class Attendance Policy (3-01.2) with Student Ombuds Quillen. The policy will continue to be revised.

12. Meeting with Executive Vice President and Provost Tankersley (4:00 p.m.)
The Executive Committee consulted with the Executive Vice President and Provost and her team about the newly required American Civics course, new requirements for student surveys of instruction (SSIs), updates for the university website, the syllabus requirements (and a vendor who will help facilitate its implementation), low-enrolled courses, and other updates about SB 1.
Information from the discussion will be passed on to Faculty Senate at the next full meeting.

13. Adjournment
Chair Kaplan adjourned the meeting at 5:15 p.m.


Respectfully submitted by Edward Dauterich Secretary, Faculty Senate
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