Faculty Senate Meeting

Tuesday, April 28, 2009   3:30 PM

Student Center Room 104

Attendance: 2008-2009 and 2009-2010 Senate membership (individual attendance not taken).
Meeting called to order at 3:32 pm
I. Opening Prayer (Whipple)
II. Report from the Vice-President (Borchers)

• Thanked faculty for its service in this very difficult year

• VP Borchers remains very optimistic about Creighton’s future

• Good news: still running ahead on student deposits, so the situation looks fairly positive
• Clinical operations are improving

• Raises for promotions are top priority as soon as money is available

• Questions and comments: Graham (changes to budgeting process); Harris (strategic planning and budget); Meeks (assessment and Student Services accountability); Whipple (input and dialogue to improve transparency)
III. Minutes from the April 14 Senate Meeting approved (Cherney)
IV. Report from Faculty Council (Calef)
• Announced reduction in cost of fitness center membership

• Council received report on mission integration

• President mentioned meeting with the CCAS Senate Executive Board and characterized the meeting as positive.  He said he was dismayed about apparent lack of communication and welcomed ways of improving the same.

• May 7 meeting has a number of important agenda items, including financial and benefit issues (HL 404—3-4 pm for Faculty Council—4-5 for Academic Council)
• Professor Calef encouraged people to elect active and vocal representatives to the council

• She requested input in advance of the meeting

• M Cherney thanked S Calef, J Eckerson, and R Hauser for their advocacy and for reporting back to the Faculty Senate

V. Report from Dean (Lueger)
• Dean Lueger recognized Professor M. Turner for his service (he is retiring from the military)

• Strategic planning and assessment: Dean Lueger offered examples of the implementation of a balanced scorecard approach
• We have made some progress on assessment, but we will need to build on this progress so that we can articulate our goals and objectives effectively

• Questions and comments: Graham (organization of scorecard); P Murray (defining and measuring national prominence); Hauser (priorities for undergrad education only?); Schuler (service and community based learning)
VI. Summary of Meeting with Fr. Schlegel (Leavelle)

VII. Resource Guide (Turner)

VIII. Questions about Committee Reports

Report from Academic Policy, Discipline and Appeals Committee (Super)
Report from Assessment Committee (Hanna)
Report from College Budget Committee (O’Keefe)
Report from College Curriculum Committee (Pawlowski)
Report from Core Review Task Force (Graham)
Report from the Executive Committee (Harris)
Report from Professional Development Committee (Mattson)
Report from Resource Development Committee (Turner)
Report from the Student Senate (German)
IX. Thank Retiring Members of the Senate (Cherney)
Meeting of the 2009-2010 Membership

I. Welcome New Members of the Senate (Harris)

II. Election of Senate Officers (Harris)

Leavelle (HIS) [President]
Harris (CHM) [Vice-President]
Fryer (HIS)

Kirby (COM)

Soukup (CHM)

Wendling (PHL)

III. Resolution: Faculty Status of Core Instructors (Graham)

Amendment (P Murray) with Second (Harris)

Amendment (Crawford) with Second (general)
WHEREAS the report of the Core Curriculum Review Task Force concerning the faculty status of Core Curriculum instructors indicates that during 2006-2009, less than 50% of the sections and less than 50% of the student credit hours of several Core Curriculum components, namely, Core B World Literature I, Core B World Literature II, Core E College Writing, Core E Languages, and Core E Speech, were taught by members of the full-time, tenure-track faculty of arts and sciences; and

WHEREAS the Dean of Arts & Sciences has suggested that the college should aim for 70% of the sections or 70% of the student credit hours of the entire Core Curriculum to be taught by members of the full-time, tenure-track faculty of arts and sciences; and

WHEREAS when the faculty of the college undertakes to revise the existing Core Curriculum at some future date, it will be important for the faculty to know what percentage of the sections and the student credit hours of any possible component of a new Core Curriculum could reasonably be expected to be taught by members of the full-time, tenure-track faculty of arts and sciences; therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Dean of Arts & Sciences should charge the chairs of each of the departments that are responsible, in whole or in part, for offering one or more of Core A Christianity in Context, Core B Modern Western History, Core B Non-Western History, Core B World Literature I, Core B World Literature II, Core E College Writing, Core E Languages, and Core E Speech to report in writing to the next regularly scheduled meeting of the senate answers to the following four questions: (1) Why were less than 60% of the sections and less than 60% of the student credit hours of the Core component in question taught by members of the full-time, tenure-track faculty of arts and sciences during 2006-2009? (2) Given your department’s current faculty resources and major programs of study, what is the maximum percentage of the sections or the student credit hours of the Core component in question that could be taught by members of the full-time, tenure-track faculty of arts and sciences? (3) What additional faculty resources, if any, would your department require in order to ensure that 60% of the sections or 60% of the student credit hours of the Core component in question could be taught by taught by members of the full-time, tenure-track faculty of arts and sciences? (4) What additional faculty resources, if any, would your department require in order to ensure that 70% of the sections or 70% of the student credit hours of the Core component in question could be taught by taught by members of the full-time, tenure-track faculty of arts and sciences?
Meeting adjourned at 5:10 pm
