Faculty Senate Academic Affairs Committee

14 May 2026 (3:10 – 5:00 PM) Meeting Minutes

Present: Gary Bartlett (taking minutes), Wendy Cook, Eric Foch, Brent Hancock, Bernadette Jungblut, Nicole Stendell-Hollis, Rodrigo Renteria-Valencia (ex officio), Cody Stoddard (ex officio), Dawn Varnum (ex officio), Kelsey Haney (guest), Natashia Lindsey (guest)

1. Meeting called to order 3.10pm
a. Approval of minutes of previous meetings: 12 March 2026, 9 April 2026, and 23 April 2026
b. No changes to agenda
2. Chair report
a. At 3:15, FSEC Chair Natashia Lindsey will join us to discuss the CWU 501 20(39) class attendance policy.
3. New Business (none)
4. Old Business
a. Charge AAC25-26.05: Class attendance policy. The committee reviewed the most recent proposed edits to CWU 501-20(39). Senate EC Chair Natashia Lindsey joined the committee for the first part of the discussion.
Since we did not write these new edits, this will no longer be an AAC motion. The motion to the Senate will come from EC on behalf of the Provost. It will be brought to Senate in June. There will be a survey sent to senators first to get input.
It was noted that the Provost could put this language into policy (via UPAC etc) even if we do not approve it. He is aware that this issue has been contentious for a number of years. There may be more questions about it in the June Senate meeting.
The committee raised questions about various parts of the proposed language. Some of the major questions or concerns:
i. What counts as an “officially sponsored academic competition” in E(5)?
ii. Concern that the phrase “has not been applied reasonably” in Sec. F may be abused, since students are not necessarily the best judges of whether a policy has been applied fairly.
iii. In E(5)a: “instructors will prioritize non-punitive approaches” – what does ‘non-punitive’ mean? If it means that the student’s grade cannot be affected, this seems too strict. What if, for example, a student misses a 2-hour studio session that involves learning to use heavy or dangerous equipment, and this learning is essential to the designated outcomes for the class? It may be simply impossible to repeat the session.
1. It was suggested that the student should just get a refund for that class. However, Dawn Varnum explained that a refund won’t always be possible. Also, the course must still be reported as a withdrawal, which students may see as punitive in itself.
iv. Section A is problematic in several ways. The requirement to put attendance rules in syllabi is redundant, as that requirement is stated in policy elsewhere. It is unclear why the rules must also be “communicated to students”, as that’s what a syllabus is meant to be for. And the language implies, incorrectly, that students will be dropped for not attending the first day of class.
v. How much of this will be affected by federal regulations? Director of Student & Financial Services Kelsey Haney joined the meeting briefly to talk about changes to federal requirements regarding attendance reporting in the first week of each quarter. Students must now be confirmed as attending within the first five days of class in order to get their financial aid.
5. Adjournment
