
 

Minutes 
Miramar College Academic Senate 

Location: H-105 
May 07, 2013   3:30-5:00pm 

 

Senators Present: Daphne Figueroa, Buran Haidar, Gina Bochicchio, Erica Murrietta, Joan Thompson, Mark Manasse, 
Lawrence Hahn, Peter Elias, Clara Blenis, Sean Bowers, Rebecca Bowers-Gentry, Otto Dobre, Isabella Feldman, Naomi 
Grisham, Rich Halliday, Mark Hertica, Jeff Higginbotham, April Koch, Andrew Lowe, Eric Mosier, Wheeler North, Jordan 
Omens, Angela Romero, Wayne Sherman, Sandra Slivka, Dan Willkie, M. Patricia Beller, Frederica Carr, Kathy Pickham, 
Johnny Gonzales 
Other Attendees: Dan Igou, David Navarro, Marie McMahon, Carol Reagan, Cheryl Reed, Duane Short, Darrel Harrison 
(Parliamentarian), Nina Jacobs, Nancy Wichmann, Roger Hailstork, Laura Gonzalez, Charlotte Zolezzi (Gafcon), Jim Bray, 
Juli Bartolomei 
Absent: Dawn Burgess (proxy: P. Elias) 

 
Meeting called to order at 3:34pm. 
 

A. Approval of Agenda and Previous Minutes 
The agenda was approved unchanged. The previous minutes were approved unchanged. Darrel Harrison was introduced 
as Parliamentarian for today’s meeting. 

 

B. Senate Reports 
i. Treasurer – Erica Murrietta reported a balance of $208. There was no change from the last meeting. 
ii. President’s Report – Daphne reported on: 

i) Placement Exam Waiting Period Resolution – The Mesa College Academic Senate is supposed to vote on this 
item today. They added a friendly amendment to this resolution to clarify that, although English and ESOL 
faculty supported it at their campus, Math faculty did not, so it was agreed that it would go forward for only the 
English & ESOL placement exams. City’s Academic Senate has not yet looked at the resolution but will, 
hopefully, get to it before the start of fall semester. 

ii) Accreditation Mid-Term Report – As there were some edit recommendations and revisions that came through 
after the original deadline, the comment period will be extended until May 24th for comments from all 
constituencies. Senate Executive Committee will have a last look at the document at their meeting on May 21st. 
The CEC will hold a special meeting after the end of the semester to approve the final version. 

iii) Executive Committee Actions: 
(1) Student Services Policies – distributed to all Senate members as an FYI: Most changes were language updates 

related to changes in Title 5. Dave Navarro added that the credit by exam section was only applicable to the 
Aviation Department at our college. It was agreed that Duane Short would look over that section of the 
document and report anything that seemed amiss. 

(2) Mission, Vision and Values Statement – originally approved in April: The Classified Senate made some non-
substantive changes, and the final version needed to be approved so they can move forward. 

iv) Fall Book Requests – The deadline was originally reported as May 7th. See item Ci for corrections to this. 
v) Commencement is Friday, May 17th, 2013, on the grounds of the campus. 

iii. President-Elect – Buran Haidar took the opportunity to thank Daphne for serving two terms as Academic Senate 
President and presented her with a $100 gift card to Trader Joe’s on behalf of the Academic Senate. She commended 
her for always maintaining a professional demeanor, often under difficult circumstances, during the course of her 
service to the college. She also thanked Daphne personally for being a friend and mentor during the last two years. 

 

C. Special Reports 
i. Introduction of New Bookstore Manager – Nancy Wichman introduced Roger Hailstork, the new bookstore manager. 

His first task was to extend the fall book order deadline until May 14th. He gave a short talk about the necessity of 
having book orders in with enough lead time, especially as it pertains to custom publications and hard-to-find 
materials. He said he wanted to be an advocate for the student, to get them the best price possible. 

ii. Drawing for Leadership Institute – Daphne announced the drawing was not necessary since one of the three 
candidates had to withdraw his application. The two attendees will be Marie McMahon and Linda Woods. 

 

D. Committee Reports/Information 
i. Facilities Committee: Vernal Pools – Jeff Higginbotham, representing the Facilities Committee, said that in early 

April, the Mira Mesa Recreational Council approached that entity and asked them to consider building a baseball field 
in the area that contains the vernal pools, behind the LLRC. The Facilities Committee’s response was to present this 



 

information to the Academic and Classified Senates, to obtain feedback. Jeff showed a diagram of the area. According 
to the current Miramar Master Plan, this area is slated to become an environmental preserve with raised walkways and 
interpretative signage. There are specific funds in both Prop S and Prop N for this purpose. 
Laura Gonzalez, chair of the Environmental Sustainability Task Force, spoke next. She gave a short background 
summary of the area, and how it will be developed. She then introduced Charlotte Zolezzi of Gafcon. Charlotte is the 
project manager for the environmental reserve. She showed some examples of benches, signage, etc. Building work 
on the preserve is tentatively scheduled to start by next summer. In response to a question from Wayne Sherman, 
Andy Lowe added that it will be fenced, so there will be no direct access to this area from Hillery Drive. 
Wheeler asked where the proposed baseball fields would be located, and why using the existing fields was not 
agreeable to all concerned. Sean Bowers replied that the current fields actually belong to the city. They are designated 
as joint use, but the college has no weekend access. The Mira Mesa Recreational Council is suggesting Miramar build 
dedicated fields for our use and return full use of the present fields to the city. They have also proposed “moving” the 
vernal pool, which contains an endangered species of fairy shrimp. There was some question as to whether this move 
could actually be accomplished. Sean pointed out that the current college athletics program need is for a soccer field, 
not a baseball field. 
Buran asked if the environmental preserve would be open to the community and Laura answered in the affirmative. 
Buran also asked if the Mira Mesa Recreational Council would provide the funding for building dedicated athletic 
fields for the college. Neither Sean nor Jeff could answer that question. Finally, Darrel made a point of order that the 
discussion had exceeded the allotted time. Sandy made a motion to postpone a decision on this item until stakeholders 
with vested interests were able to present pros, cons and feasibility and it was seconded. There was additional 
discussion about whether postponement would cause undue delay for the project, but since the project is currently at 
the State Architect’s Office for approval, it seems not. The motion was passed. 

ii. Curriculum Committee – Dan Igou discussed Curriculum recommendations for ensuring verification of SLOs on new 
course outlines, as well as those undergoing revisions. Some of the recommendations include the following: 
i) TaskStream seems to be the best place for verifying course SLOs. This may not be implemented for the better part 

of a year. 
ii) In the interim, originators of new or revised course outlines can enter a statement in the comment section of 

Curricunet and then send verification via e-mail to the Curriculum Committee chair or the Curriculum Technical 
Writer, who will enter a statement of SLO completion in the comments section. 

The CC’s recommendations were approved by the Senate. 
iii. MOOCs Task Force – Angela Romero and Cheryl Reed introduced themselves and delivered some information from 

the District Task Force on MOOCs. Cheryl presented. She started by pointing out that “investigation does not equal 
advocacy.” Objectives of the task force included studying the various kinds of MOOCs, gathering information (in all 
formats), reporting on current developments, and recommending future direction. She provided information on SB 
520. This is a prospective bill before the California State Senate, which requires community colleges to work with for-
profit companies to develop for-credit MOOCs. This is basically an effort to “outsource” education and would mean a 
great loss of control on the part of educators. The AFT is strongly opposed to this bill and is currently fighting it. In 
response, the bill has been amended to make it more palatable, but there is still much room for concern. 
Moving on to a more general discussion, Cheryl pointed out that MOOCs are a good way to organize a large amount 
of material to give out to a large audience. Cheryl gave some insight about a category of MOOCs which are open and 
free and not for profit. These are not for credit. The objectives of these MOOCs include the following: 
� Augment tutoring services 
� Review prior to placement tests 
� Augment existing courses for students who need extra practice  
� Accelerate learning by targeting identified gaps in individual student prep 
� Keep students practicing over summer when we can’t offer classes 
� Help faculty brush up on pedagogies and techniques 
Darrel made a point of order to say that this item exceeded the amount of time allotted. 
Angela finished the presentation by informing us of the current Distance Education (DE) course offered by the 
SCCCD Online. She recommended that all online faculty consider taking module 2 of the course. Buran asked 
how many online faculty there were at Miramar, but Angela did not know. Wheeler said that the State Chancellor 
had completed a survey of DE students. One of the questions was about how much faculty engage with students 
through discussion boards. Apparently, Miramar showed up as a “bubble” with a high number of negative 
responses. He suggested the DE Committee look into this item. The link to follow the status of SB 520 is:   
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140SB520 
 



 

E. New Business 
i. None 
 

F. Old Business 
i. Second Reading: Resolution on Curriculum & Pedagogy – amended. Daphne talked about the substantive changes 

made to this proposed resolution, based on recommendations of the Curriculum Committee. 
Discussion ensued with Marie McMahon, Biological Sciences Chair, noting the absence of evidence to support that 
splitting a single CRN was problematic or pedagogically unsound, and questioning the basis for the resolution. 
Daphne countered with her personal knowledge of three cases and she explained that Senate resolutions do not have 
to be supported by documented evidence, and that the Senate is asked to take a position on a particular issue. She and 
Wheeler agreed to write the resolution, take recommendations, and listen to feedback. She reminded that the Senate 
had agreed to discuss the resolution once the Curriculum Committee recommendations had been incorporated, but the 
Senate had not asked for additional evidence to be gathered. In response to Marie asking why a request for evidence 
by a single faculty member for authors to provide evidence was not acted on, Daphne responded that the Senate had 
not voted to ask for additional evidence and that request was not part of the direction that the authors had been given. 
Darrel asked for a point of order. He requested that we alternate pros and cons in the discussion. Daphne agreed but 
said that Wheeler should get a chance to say something first, since he was the seconder of the resolution. Wheeler’s 
statement was that this resolution supports existing regulation, although he did not specify which regulation. He also 
pointed out that the Senate made previous motions without any evidence to support them. The most important point 
that he wanted to make was to reiterate the meaning of the resolution. If splitting a single CRN doesn’t hurt students, 
then it can be done, but if it is done repeatedly, the course needs to be restructured so it can better serve the students. 
The discussion was then opened again to the floor. At that point, Gina Bochicchio made a motion to “postpone 
indefinitely” and then read the description of that action from Robert’s Rules. Dan Willkie seconded the motion. After 
some discussion on the meaning of the word “session” used in the description, it was decided that “postpone 
indefinitely” meant for the rest of the academic year. The motion passed. 

   

G. Announcements 
i. Joan Thompson announced that faculty evaluations were overdue. 
ii. Daphne thanked the Senate Executive Committee and her mentors, Wheeler North and Darrel Harrison, for their help 

throughout the year. 
iii. Translation Project Field Trip: April read the Miramar Commitment to Diversity Statement. She reminded us that she 

has been soliciting translations of the statement and the first person to volunteer was our own college president, 
Patricia Hsieh. Her translation of the statement was up on the wall, down the hall from the Senate meeting room. 
April said the translation project was open to the entire campus community. All proceeded into the hall to view the 
translation. 
 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:50pm. The next meeting will be on Sept 3rd. Please submit agenda items by 08/28/13. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
Gina Bochicchio and Juli Bartolomei 


