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Faculty Senate website (http://www.wiu.edu/faculty_senate/elections.php) and have been 
provided to chairs in the College. 

    
III.  Reports of Committees and Councils 

 
A. Council on Admissions, Graduation, and Academic Standards (CAGAS) 

(Steve Rock, Chair) 
 
1. New FLGI Requirement Activation Date 
 

Dr. Rock explained that there was some ambiguity when Faculty Senate approved changes 
to the Foreign Language/Global Issues (FLGI) requirement as to when they would be 
implemented. Under the revision, students can meet the FLGI requirement by taking one 
semester of a foreign language rather than the previous three semesters. Dr. Rock pointed 
out that there are two options: either 
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a) Request for New Course 
 

(1) RPTA 367, Introduction to Meetings, Incentives, Conferences and Events, 
3 s.h. 
 
Senator Boynton remarked upon the abbreviated title, Intro to MICE. 
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that the intention is to evaluate ways in which the President works to shape, maintain, or 
improve the affordability of the University, which is a value that is discussed quite a bit at 
WIU. Senator Carncross explained that a question regarding how the President works with 
Student Services to foster policies for student quality of life was added in order to get at 
some of the other issues important to students, such as housing accommodations and 
things to do on and off campus. A new question on how the President promotes 
enhancement of student learning outcomes for a globally competitive environment was 
also adapted from the Appalachian State evaluation.  
 
Senator Roberts pointed out that the “No Response” column on the bubblesheet has been 
changed to “No Basis for Response” in order to indicate why faculty may not evaluate the 
President. Senator Szyjka stated that “Does Not Apply” would be clearer in this column 
than “No Basis for Response” because some faculty may not interact at all with certain 
administrators so the question may not apply to them. He stated that while “No Basis for 
Response” is clearer than “No Response” because it provides more information, he 
believes that some statement indicating that the respondent does not interact with the 
person being evaluated would be better. 
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burden should be on those responding to the survey rather than on the Senate to keep 
coming up with ways to make sure the survey is confidential and anonymous when there is 
already a good system in place. He pointed out that no administrator has gone through the 
survey data in ten years, and no one has ever been retaliated against because of their 
responses. He believes that senators should tell faculty to stop fearing being outed rather 
than trying to figure out more intense ways to deliver this survey. 
 
Senator Dodson asked whether the suggestion is to include some sort of language to make 
explicit to individuals that the President will not preview the raw data. Senator Dodson 
wants to know when filling out surveys that there will be no backlash or repercussions and 
told senators she was the “nay-sayer” on CPPP when this topic was discussed. She thinks 
that if the survey states explicitly that the President/Provost would not have access to the 
raw data, it would help allay fears. 
 
Chairperson Pynes pointed out that America employs secret ballots for its elections, not 
because of fear of retaliation but because Americans just do not want people to know how 
they vote sometimes or who they like/dislike. He believes that part of the job of the Senate 
is to get as many faculty involved as possible in the evaluation process, and if senators can 
do that in a way that is not onerous, he thinks it should be considered.  
 
Senator Szyjka observed that there are many contributing factors as to what makes a 
person ultimately complete a survey, whether fears for anonymity, a preference for paper 
surveys, or just the inconvenience of completing it. He believes that, as leaders of the 
University community, senators have a responsibility to encourage their constituents to 
complete the evaluation, and this encouragement may, coupled with other efforts 
discussed, lead to an increase in the response rate and enable some determination of which 
factors contributed to the increase. He noted that response rates to surveys are typically 30 
percent, which with approximately 600 faculty comes to 180. He believes senators should 
try to increase that rate to 35 or 40 percent. He thinks a 50 percent response rate would be 
astonishing, but could possibly be done. 
 
Senator Bennett clarified that the President does receive all comments, while Faculty 
Senate sees a selection of the comments in the executive summary. He observed that some 
people write very unprofessional remarks, and President Thomas’s first concern is that he 
see all of those comments. Chairperson Pynes added that the Provost sees only the 
Provost’s report; the President sees both his own report and the Provost’s report; and the 
Board of Trustees receives the President’s report. 
 
Senator McNabb contests that the Senate has established a successful survey system if half 
of those receiving the email do not choose to open it. She thinks this dismaying statistic is 
because faculty “know what they are getting into” when they open the email. She believes 
it would be useful to develop a streamlined survey, although even that may not turn the 
tide because faculty know what is in the email confronting them and they think it is too 
much of an investment of time. Senator McNabb related that her department utilizes a 
double-blind envelope for its chair evaluations, which offers a different kind of 
confidentiality/anonymity factor because it truly divorces the respondent from his/her 
identity. She suspects that confronting faculty with something as old fashioned as a paper 
survey may result in a better yield and a feeling of efficacy for the time investment. 
Senator McNabb also thinks faculty look at the online survey and imagine that their 
response has gone into the ether, but they don’t see any measurable impact. She likes the 
idea of offering the BOT the opportunity to reflect on what this data means to them, how it 
changes their relationship with the President or their sense of the WIU community, and 
she thinks this might make faculty take notice and respond. Chairperson Pynes added that 
he emailed BOT Chair Clauson on October 19 with a request for input but has not yet 
received a response. 
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(Virginia Boynton, Chair) 
 
UNIVERSITY COUNCILS AND COMMITTEES : 
 
Search Committee for Associate Provost for Budget, Planning and Personnel 
Richard Hughey, Music  
 
Motion:  To nominate Rich Filipink, History (Roberts) 
 
Since Dr. Hughey was not present to make a statement, Chairperson Pynes asked SNC members to 
address why they chose to nominate him. Senator Burke, who serves on SNC, confirmed that Dr. 
Hughey was recommended for nomination by the full Committee and was very enthusiastic to 
serve. Senator McNabb asked if Dr. Hughey had also completed the SNC annual survey indicating 
his interest in serving on search committees; Senator Burke confirmed that he did. Senator 
Dodson, who also serves on SNC, added that Dr. Hughey indicated he has previously served in 
this capacity. 
 
Senator Roberts was asked why he nominated Dr. Filipink. Dr. Roberts observed that, as a 
University Professionals of Illinois representative of the faculty, Dr. Filipink will come into 
contact with the person elected to the Associate Provost position, so it would be a good fit for him 
to be part of the process of selecting that individual.  
 
Paper ballots were distributed and then counted by the Parliamentarian and Recording Secretary. 
Dr. Hughey was elected to serve on the search committee. Chairperson Pynes thanked the Senate 
Nominating Committee for their efforts and Dr. Filipink for his willingness to serve. 
 

IV. Old Business – None  
 

V. New Business – None 
 

Motion:  To adjourn (McNabb) 
 
The Faculty Senate adjourned at 5:04 p.m.   
 

     Jeff Brown, Senate Secretary 
 
     Annette Hamm, Faculty Senate Recording Secretary 
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