Penn State Berks Senate
Monday, April 21, 2008
1:00-2:30 PM, Lion’s Den
Attendees:  Mohamad Ansari, Jennifer Arnold, David Aurentz, Martha Aynardi, Amy White Berger, Ruth Daly, Nancy Dewald, Maureen Dunbar, Bob Forrey, Radhica Ganapathy, Joanna Garner, Sudip Ghosh, Bruce Hale, Cleo House, Jr., Jui-Chi Huang, James Karlinsey, Abdullah Konak, Sadan Kulturel, James Laurie, Jayne Leh, Shiyoung Lee, Cesar Martinez-Garza, Tami Mysliwiec, Rungun Nathan, Randall Newnham, JoAnne Pumariega, Jianbing Qi, Malika Richards, Andy Romberger, Daniel Russell, Sue Samson, Dave Sanford, John Shank, Ike Shibley, Stephen Snyder, Terry Speicher, James Walter, Janet Winter, Bob Zambanini (Faculty); Mike Stella (Staff); Pradip Bandyopadhyay, Kim Berry, Mary Lou D’Allegro, Paul Esqueda, Ken Fifer, Walt Fullam, Dennis Mays, Blaine Steensland (Administration); Bob Isaacson, Zachary Karazsia, Chris Rainville, Tyler Washburn (Students)
1. Call to Order

2. Chair’s Remarks
The Chair summarized the outline of the meeting by reminding all those present that there is only one item on the agenda for the meeting, viz., a forensic discussion on First-Year Seminar.  There is to be no voting; the end result will be to determine a sense of consensus regarding the view of the Campus regarding the proposed University Senate Legislation.  Dr. Romberger, through his position on University Senate Council, has obtained the final, edited version of this legislation; this document was presented at the meeting.  The University Senate will vote on this legislation at the Tuesday, April 29, 2008 University Senate meeting.
3. Forensic Discussion – First-Year Seminar
· The Chair then recognized Dr. Romberger, who provided additional background on the proposed legislation.  He noted the following:

· The only major revision to the draft document was the insertion of the phrase “The existing First-Year Seminar requirement will be replaced as follows” at the very beginning of the Recommendation section of the report.

· The First-Year seminar for Berks is an option only if we do some other form of First-Year experience.  The underlying goal was to enable the non-University Park units to tailor the First-Year seminar as each sees fit.  If this 
· The goal today is to get a sense of how the campus should proceed with regards to the proposed legislation.

· If the legislation fails, the ad-hoc committee is recommending discontinuing the First-Year seminar; however, the University Senate has the right to vote down both items, in which nothing changes.
· Berks First-Year Seminar Coordinator Tami Mysliwiec then provided the following details before the open forensic discussion took place:

· Before we decide how our University Senators should vote, we need to consider how Berks will meet the goals that are outlined in the First-Year Engagement plan.  Dr. Mysliwiec then outlined how Berks is currently doing that via the First-Year Seminars, Orientation, and General Education courses.

· Another item to ponder is that if the proposed legislation is approved, our First-Year Engagement plan must accommodate associate degree and provisional first-year students as well as baccalaureate students.  Currently, such accommodations do not exist.

· Berks’s First-Year Engagement Plan, which must be submitted within a year, has to address our proposed assessment, as well.
· Finally, thought must be given as to who exactly will develop the First-Year Engagement Plan.

· The Chair then recognized the Student Government Association to provide the viewpoint of the students.  SGA Academic Affairs Chairman Bob Isaacson then made the following comments:

· A student survey was conducted regarding First-Year seminars.  The overwhelming response was that while students appreciate the goals of the program and felt that it has been helpful, it is felt that the First-Year Seminar is not sufficient for what the students desire from the First-Year Engagement plan.
· It is greatly desired that the students be able to participate in formulating a First-Year Engagement Plan.
· The sense of the students is a First-Year experience is a necessary component of the college experience, but that the current First-Year Seminar method is not the best way to implement this experience.
· The Chair then recognized Martha Aynardi, who made the following additional comments regarding the proposed legislation:

· The legislation will provide more options to give Berks more flexibility to meet the needs of different students, although the objectives in the original documentation regarding First-Year Experience still must be met.

· Student input will be greatly enjoyed in the formulation of the First-Year Engagement plan.

· Dr. Aynardi pointed out two additional points to consider.  First, if an alternate form of the First-Year Seminar is chosen, faculty must be aware of potential logistical repercussions (such as implementation in common freshman courses such as mathematics, which has many different academic levels).  Second, if the entire First-Year Seminar plan is scrapped, we still need to provide students with a first-year experience of some sort.

· Andy Romberger added that the Ad-Hoc Committee made a concerted effort to consult with and consider input from all constituencies regarding the proposed legislation.  He also reminded those present that, procedurally, the University Senators could change their vote from the sense of the Senate based on developments that arise from the discussion of the legislation on the floor of the University Senate next Tuesday.
· At this point, the Chair opened the forensic discussion to the entire body assembled.  All comments that were received were in favor of the proposed legislation.  At one point, a vote was called.  The Chair reminded the Senate that there would be no voting, only a sense of the Campus consensus regarding the proposed legislation.   Not long thereafter, it was declared by unanimous consent that the consensus of the Penn State Berks Campus regarding the proposed legislation on First-Year seminars was to support the legislation.  The Chair then declared the meeting adjourned.
4.  Adjournment

