SenD#6023

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE ACADEMIC COUNCIL
FORTIETH SENATE REPORT No. 2

Summary of Actions Taken by the Senate
Octobe 25, 2007

At its meeting on Thursday, Octobe 25, 2007, the Fortieth Senae of the Academic Coundl
heard reports.
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SenD#6023

MINUTESOF THE FORTIETH SENATE
OF THE ACADEMIC COUNCIL
October 25,2007

Call to Order
TheChar, Professor Eamonn Callan, called the Senae to orde at 3:18 PM. In
attendance were 29 voting members and 8 ex officio members.

[I.  Approval of Minutes B(SenD#6014)
Theminutes of the Octobea 11,2007 meeting of Senae XL were approved.

[11. Action Calendar
There were noitems onthe Action Cadenda.

V. Standing Reports

A. Memorial Resolution

Gawvin Langmuir (19242009 SenD#6016
Chair Callan invited Professor George Brown to present amemorial statement in
honorof his colleague Gavin I. Langmuir, Professor Emeritus of History.

Professor Brown read the following abbreviated resolution. Thefull resolutionis
published in the Stanford Report.

OGavin |. Langnuir, since 1994, emeritus Professor of history here at Stanford, died
onthe 10th of July, 2005at theageof 81

He waswell-known for hiswideranging work on thelegal andingditutional history
of France, in the High Middle Ages, and especially for his path-breaking studies on
Jewish-Christianrelationsin medieval France and England induding his prize
winning book History, Religion and Antisemitism.

He wasalso a teacher of renown. Several of his students have themselves madea
congderable mark asprofessional historians, andhawe, in public memorials,
acknowledged thar degp appreciation for thekindness their magister showed them
in graduat school andthroughoutther careers.

Mr. Chair, | hawe thehonoron behalf of a conmittee congsting of PhilippeBuc,
Paul Seaver and myself to lay before you a resolution in memory of Professor Gavin
|. Langmuir, emeritus Professor of History in the School of Humanities and
Sdences.O
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All present stoodin silent tribute.

Char Callan expressed appreciation on behdf of the Senae to Professor Brown and
committee members, Professors PhilippeBuc and Paul Seaver.

B. Steering Committee
Chair Callan agan invited Senaorsto submit subjects for the Senae to congder for
its agenda He called attention to forthcoming items on the Senae agenda On
November 8, 2007,the Senae isto consder the criteria employed by the Hoove
Inditution for its variousappointments. Dr. John Raisian, Hoove Director, has
accepted the Senae's invitation to attend the meeting and review thecriteria. The
Senate Steering Committee will meet with him at its regular meeting prior to the
Senate meeting to discuss theformat of the presentation.

Also to beconsdered at the same meeting is aproposal for revisionsto the Student
Judicia Charter which requires Senae approvd beore moving forward to the
President for his congderation.

Prior to theregular session on November 8, the Senae Steering Committee will
meet at 2:15 pm in Administrative Session on behdf of the Sende, to receive four
annud reports and hear recommendaionson three Interdisciplinary Programs. All
senators are welcome to attend.

On Novembe 29,2007 thefind fall quatter meeting, the Senate will receive the
first report fromtheVice Provog on Graduae Education, Patricia Gumportt.

Following adjoumment of theregular session, November 29,2007,at approximately
4:30 pm, Senaors and ex officio members will reconvenein executive session.

There were no questionsfor the Steering Committee.
C. Committee on Committees

The Chair invited the Char of the Committee on Committees (CoC), Professor
GordonChang, to report the activities of the CoC.

Professor Chang reported that at its first meeting, Octobe 12, three tasks were
completed by the CoC.

1. At therequest of President Hennessy, the CoC recommended faculty who
might serve on the President's Task Force to congder issues related to
increasing the nunmber of students admitted to Stanford.

2. At therequest of the Judicial Affairs Office, the CoC recommended faculty
who might serve onthe Judicial Board and the Judicial Pands.
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3. The CoC nominaed faculty to be appointed to the Committee on Review of
Undegraduae Majors (C-RUM) to replace members on sabbdical.

Chair Callan expressed his appreciation to Professor Chang and the members of the
CoC.

D. President@and Provog® Report
Presdent JohnHennessey thanked the CoC for its recommendaionsand stated tha
Ramon Sald’var, Hoagland Family Professor in the School of Humanities and
Sciences, and James E. Candes, member of the Board of Trugees, will co-char the
Task Force.

There were no questions The Char thanked the president.
Provog John Etchemendy did not have anything to report.
Chair Callan invited questionsfor the Provod.

Professor Hank Greely noted the recent announ@ment aboutopen enrollment and
expressed the hopetha the bendfits office will carefully monitor responses fromthe
faculty and staff to make sure they remember to make those important benefit
decisons

In thanking Professor Greely, the provod reiterated theimportance of all faculty and
staff to open the Web site and complete their enrollment for benefits promptly.

V. Other Reports

A. Annual Report: Committee on Graduate Studies (C-GS) (SenD#5992)
Char Callan welcomed fellow Senator, Professor Philip Lavori, to present the 2006
2007annud report of C-GS and called attention to the C-GS report appended to the
agendawhich he assumed the Senaors had read.

Professor Lavori highlighted thefollowing itemsin his report: He called attentionto
the supaior contribution made by oneof the student members of C-GS, Ms. Kristin
Torres.

Ot's not unexpected tha we have smart students nor even ones with sound
judgnent, butto find these two traits in combinaion with congientiousattendance
and preparation is noteworthy.O

Professor Lavori stated tha C-GSisinthemidd of adiscussion aboutthevariety of

ways in which orals committees are condituted and opeated across the university
and will report itsfindingsto the Senate in the near future.
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Findly, Professor Lavori invited Senators to convey issues and questionsto him to
place onthe C-GS agenda

There were no questions Chair Callan asked Vice Provog Patricia Gumportt if she
had any comment. Vice Provod Gumport said she had nothing to add except tha
she appreciated Professor Lavori@ distinguished leadership. Char Callan echoed her
appreciation to Professor Lavori and his committee.

B. Report onthe Coalition of Intercollegiate Athletics (COIA) (SenD#6010)
Chair Callan welcomed Professor Wasow, whois Stanford@ representative to the
Codition of Intercollegiate Athletics (COIA). He noted tha in attendance was
Robet (Bob) Bowlsby, Director of Stanford University Athletics & Physcal
Education.

Excerpts of Professor Wasow( report follow:

Orhe Codition of Intercollegiate Athletics was founded in 2002.1t was a grass-roots
faculty organization that started upin afew Divison 1A footbdl schools. The
immediate cause tha got onefaculty senae charman angry enoughto call another
faculty senae charman was when a PAC 10football game was moved to the middle
of finds week to accommodée television withoutany faculty conaultation. The
chars of thefaculty senaes[at thetwo ingditutionsinvolved] contacted the leaders
of faculty senates at other Division 1A footbdl schools [to say tha] faculty oughtto
bemore involved in govenance of athletics at ouringitutions An initial groupwas
formed.

On 2003, invitationswere sent to all Division 1A faculty senae charsES tanford
voted to join the codition and endorse a doaument called GFramework for
Intercollegiate Athletics Reform. QAll doauments COIA has produced are onthe
Web siteEJ ug Google COIA andyouwill findit.O

The provog appointed Professor Wasow as Stanford@ representative to COIA. In
thefouryears since, COIA has met three times, mog recently, last May, at Stanford.

COIA drafted and publicized three pdicy pape's. CCampusathletics govanance, the
faculty roleQ(2004) Q\cademic integrity in intercollegiate athleticsO(2005) and
(rraming thefuture. Reforming intercollegiate athleticsO(2006) All made specific
policy proposis for changes at thenaiond level N that is, proposisto the
Nationd Collegiate Athletic Assodation (NCAA) N aboutwha theathletic
conferences should be doing, and best practices for individud campuses.

There were 28 specific proposls in the paper produced at the meeting last May,
which areindudeal in the handous.
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Professor Wasow continued, Orhe COIA leadership N in particular, thechars of
COIA N have interacted extengvely with the NCAA leadership and tried to inject
more of afaculty voice in govenance of athletics.

QAt least at the very top of theNCAAEt he[COIA leaders] have had awelcoming,
receptive ear. Myles Brand, who is the president of the NCAA, actudly came to our
meeting last May and spoke Andanumber of COIA representatives are meeting
with him, December 1%, in Indianapolis.

Orhey have aso interacted with the Knight commission [the Knight Commission on
Intercollegiate Athletics, formed in 1989] anothe naiond body concerned with
intercollegiate athletics, Division 1A faculty representatives and the Nationd
Assodation of Academic Advisorsfor Athletics.

Professor Wasow evaluaed the effectiveness of COIA. Orhebad newsistha no
NCAA legislation to date bears the stamp of COIA'sinfluenceEhow ever, | think we
have had an effect Eon injecting afaculty voice into naiond discussionson college
athleticsE We are optimistic that some of the May proposis will be adopied.

Orhecurrent co-chars of COIA, Nathan Tublitz of the University of Oregonand
Virginia Shephead of Vandebilt, get alot [of invitationd to naiond meetingsto
discuss college athletics and they are often interviewed by the press.

O was getting quite skeptical myself aboutwhether we weretilting at windmills
untl Myles Brand'stalk here last May, who stated that he could not effect
meaningful changein collegeathletics withoutthe suppot of thefaculty.O

Professor Wasow closed by commenting on Stanford vis-"-vis COIA.

QWe are an outlierE There's no other Division 1A footbdl school that is so
academically demanding of its athletesEM og of the problems other COIA
representatives worry aboutdon'texist here...In asense, our participaion may bea
kind of amodd for wha is possible within Division 1A athletics.

(But tha said, we don'thave thelevel of faculty oversight of athletics recommended
in the COIA doauments. I'll jusg mentiontwo things recommended in that May
white pgper tha we don'tdo.

Crirst, faculty govenance bodies should regularly review data aboutenroliment
paternsand athletesOgrades and compare them to genera enrollment and grades.
We don'tdo tha.

CBecond, there should be oversight by faculty senates of athleticsEW e have the

Committee on Athletics, Ph)isical Eduction and Education (CAPER); [itisnota
faculty senae committee] it actudly a presidential committee, | bdieve. Inthe
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times | have been amembe of the Senae, there's never been areport from
CAPER.O

Professor Wasow invited Bob Bowlsby to comment. He noted tha Director
Bowlsby was an early suppoter of COIA when hewas Director of Athletics at the
University of lowa and he attended the COIA meetingin May.

Director Bowlsby agreed tha Professor Wasow@ characterization of Myles Brand®
perspective was right on target and thoughtit more than alittle symbolic tha the
May meeting was hed on the Stanford campus

Director Bowlsby continued, O would actudly give COIA abit more credit for
defining and shaping and guiding the dialoguethan TomEI think some thingsthat
are currently being donewith what's called the @cademic progress rate@ which isa
fairly complex system of holdingingitutionsaccounible for who they bring to
campus howthey dowhile they are there and whether they leave with thar

degreeN was largdy an outcropping from discussionsby COIA group

O think oneof thethingsthat has been learnedEi stha incremental progressis
better than no progress at alE The mog recent white paper represents more of a
centrist approachEa nd probably will have a measurable effect on changein
intercollegiate athletics. [Some of the early] propasals were nongarters, given the
context.

G50 | think much has been learned over thefour years. | appreciate the comments
aboutour program. There are always ways to get better, but| think we are amodéd
in intercollegiate athletics as we are in othe areas on our campusO

Char Callan thanked Professor Wasow and Director Bowlsby. There ensued a
gpirited discussion, excerpts of which follow.

Professor Buc: Qug a question of information. How many schools have actudly
joined? Have we contacted everybodyO

Professor Wasow replied tha out of 1150r 116 Division 1A schools, 56 have joined
COIA. COIA hasnoforma powers, only the power of persuasion and influence.
After discussing whether to disband, COIA decided to continuein thehopetha
some of its May recommendaionsmay beimplemented.

Provod Etchemendy pointed outthat CAPER is an interesting committee in tha
some of wha it doesis very clearly onthe academic side but much of what it doesis
not academic. He suggested an easy way to tie thecommittee closer to the Senae
would beto have the Char of CAPER bean ex officio member of the Committee on
Undegraduae Standadsand Policies (C-USP), and ask the Char of CAPER to
give an annud report to the C-USP onissues tha are relevant to undegraduae
standardsand policies, and other academic issues. Significant matters would feed
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into the Senate in the natural way. Theprovod concluded, On that way we can
maintain CAPER as apresidential committee, where it sits appropriately for a
certain propottion of what it does, butit will aso have atie to the Senae.O

Professor Gilbert Chu said to Professor Wasow: Of ou broughtup two items that
Stanford does notfollow in terms of recommendaionsfrom COIA. | thoughtthe
implication was you thoughtthose items might potentially be a goodidea. [Professor
Wasow agreed.] O am wondeingEshould we beconddering whether those are
goodideas for Stanford20

Chair Callan offered a clarification: Orhere was discussion aboutthis [connecting
CAPER to C-USP] at the Senate Steering Committee. The consnsuswas tha there
should be some discussion by C-USP, the committee responsble for the academic
qudity of our undegraduae programs. What the Provos suggested would bean
aternaive way to implement wha COIA recommends Then arecommendaion
[from C-USP] could go to the Committee on Committees, and then beforwarded to
the Sende... Right now, we don'thave enoughinformation or time to discuss the
merits and demerits of this proposl and C-USP seemsto bethe place where tha
ddiberation should take place.O

Professor Wasow agreed that tha suggestion was congstent with oneof his
recommendaionsabout CAPER. His other recommendaion called for faculty
monitoring of academic performance and registration paternsamong athletes
compared to thoe of the student popuktion as a whole.

Director Bowlsby obrved tha theresponsbility of thefaculty athletic
representative (FAR) [of CAPER] (Ei sto make sure tha we are doing thingsthat
are altogether congstent with every policy and procedure on campusEA nd jus for
reference and context sake, our gradudion rates this year were exactly equd to those
of theundegraduae student popuktion. Our grade points are within O.11 of the
genaa student body GPA qudity points.O

Professor Wasow commented tha many faculty would beinterested in knowing
whether, for example, there are certain majors tha dispropottionaely draw athletes.

Professor Robat Simoni noted, My previouscomment abouttilting at windmills
was notdirected at Tom Wasow or at COIA. It was directed at theenormousbarriers
to changeat theingitutionN the NCAAN where monies and conferences so
dominae thelandscape tha thethough of changeis jug very difficultEl t's nat to
say theeffort shouldn'tbe made But even for me, a person with a sort of
pahological kind of optimism, it's hard to see where, in fact, it can go. ButEi tisan
oppotunity for usto lookinward. We are afineexample, it'strue..butin ourrole as
amodd, which may bethe mog powerful [thing] that we can do, [perhgpsit can be
enhanced till further.O
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Professor Simoni continued, QA review of athletics] was doneonce by theplanning
and policy boad, an arm of the Sende. | was on the PPB that year, Professor David
Kennely chared it, and we collected al theinformation you suggestedN admissions
criteria, GPAG, majors, academic progress, etc. and, as John Etchemendy
characterized it at our Steering Committee meeting, the news was tha there was no
news. It jus meshed with the entire popubtion. That was alongtime ago. And |
think it's certainly time that that bedoneagan, and maybe be doneperiodicaly.O

O confess asan aside| am always amused tha when athletic fortunes wax or wane,
thetarget istheadmissionsprocess. And | think quite unjugly.O

Professor Wasow commented, Q. ast year, at aboutthis time, when our footbd | team
was winless, there was a column in the SJ Mercury news tha said tha thebest thing
tha could hgppen to Stanford'sfootbdl program would beto have awinless year
this year because then that would findly convince the university tha it had to stretch
its admissionsstandards more for thefootbdl playersE. And tha kind of attitudeis
wha we're up agang.O

Professor Simoni commented, @ was hoping you N or maybe Bob Bowisby N
could tell ussome of thethingsthat are pending at the NCAAEone of the othe big
problems aboutcollegeathleticsistha it is exceedingly expensve, driven not
entirely but[in pat] by 85footbdl scholarships which strikes me as
prepoderousEl sthere any effort to reduce the number of footbal scholarships?0

Director Bowlsby respondel, (First of al Et hereisn't any sport tha's had more
redudionsin scholarshipsove theyears than footbdl. [The number] was unlimited
at onetime, then it decreased to 120, then 105, then 95 and nowit® down to 85,
Andthereis some advocacy for going lower. Footbd!l is notacontact sport, it'sa
collision sport and we have alot of burmpsand bruises by this time of theyearN and
alot of other teams do as well. So reasonable people can disagree on the exact
[number] but there's aneed for the bodiesEU nlike professiond ranks we don'tgo
outand hire free agents once we begin to have people injured.

Orheprocess | mentioned earlier is amulti-faceted onethat istied to what's called
the @cademic progress rateQ(APR) [which is] afour-year rollingindex based on a
thousand possible points with a 925 cut-off score tha is based uponthe number of
people tha come in thefrontdoar, how they do, and whether they go outthe back
doorwith thar degree.

Orhisisjug thethird year of keeping track of that index, and so it's notafull cycle
yet. But there are several inditutionstha have already begunto lose scholarshipsin
certain sports. Subsequent to theloss of scholarships there will berestrictionson
playing and practice seasons restrictionson recruiting, and restrictionson access to
some of the distributable NCAA monies from thevarioustoumaments. In itsfind
stage [the APR] can actudly affect an inditution'sassignment to adivision
[induding] bang dismissed from Division 1.
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Ot's aprocess tha'sintended to have some teeth. Andit's onethat | am toldN
athoughthese numbers haven't been banded arourd very muchN that as high as 45
percent of basketbdl programsin this county at the Division 1 level may fall bdow
thecut lineonce thefour-year daaare in place. If tha hgppens you will hear an
outcry tha this APR is discriminaory and tha it does awhole lot of thingstha it
wasn't ever intended to do. But what it does doN and what it was intended to doN is
to hold people'sfeet to thefire and hold inditutions accountable for the satisfactory
progress of ther athletes.

Cror inditutionslike Stanford that have donean extraordinary job over alongperiod
of time, [the APR] doesn't conditute any changeat all. But for those inditutionstha
aretheworst of theworst, it will show up very quickly. Andit already has begunto
in some of the contemporaneouspendties.

G50 | seeit asavery postivetrend. In fact, | have been asked to write an Op-Ed
piece for the Dallas Morning News on this topic and it will probebly come out
sometime in the next few weeks.O

Presdent Hennessy commented tha the progress by the NCAA is at apace tha one
would describe as Qylacid GET he bylaws of the NCAA make a small number of
schools able to resist change Orhe postive thing is that many of the early
recommendaionsof COIA paticularly, and therecommendaionsof the Knight
commission, slowly seep in, althoughnot perhapsin the form they were origindly
viewedN they were weakened.

Orhe APR isthebest thing that has happened in alongtime. And Bob's[Bowlsby]
interpretationisright Thee are alot of schools [affected]. In fact, more than hdf
the NCAA schools have at least oneteam tha's currently bd ow the APR standard
cut-off of 925 Stanford, as you might guess, is nat oneof them. Mog of our fellow
Pac 10ingitutionshave at least oneschoolontha list.

Q think it isin Stanford'sinterestN and theinterest of collegiate athletics as a
wholeN to try to reverse what has been agradud dide, driven by thelargeamounts
of money in which intercollegiate athletics has become involvedEl t is a high-stakes
econonic involvement for many ingitutions Asaresult, corners are cut in lots of
places.

GDneof thethingsl think COIA could dois hep inform thefaculty. In general,
faculty members at mog ingitutionsare nat aware of the graduaion rate of ther
athletes. | have had arguments with colleagues at a school up the Bay aboutwha
their footbdl graduaionrate isN they deny their footbdl graduaionrateisthe
published rateE. Since COIA is afaculty-based organization, it could play a
significant role in getting internd mechanisms to operate to encourage reform and
standadsto be uphéd. So we thank you [Professor Wasow and COIA] for the good
work.O
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Professor David Stevenson commented that athleticsis a pat of education and vice
versa, paticularly a thisingitution, and the Senae obvioudy has alotto dowith
educion. He thoughttheidea of hearing from CAPER regularly was areasonable
suggestion. It also would improvefurther themodel Stanford represents to other
schools aboutathletic programs. He wondeed if amotion was required.

Provog Etchemendy pointed outthat the Senae has arule tha it can't vote on
motionstha haven't been referred to oneof its committees. He thoughtthe sense of
the Sende is tha the appropriate committee consder this recommendaion and then
come back to the Senate with amotion recommendingN or notrecommendingN that
solution. He suggested that the Committee on Committeesis therightbodyto
congder wha isin effect astructural changeto one of its committees, tha is, adding
an ex officio member. The CoC could conault with C-USP to seeiif it would be
willing to accept the representative from CAPER.

Char Callan and Professor Chang, Chair of the CoC, chorused tha theideawas a
goodone Char Callan hopal there would notbe any objections

However, Professor Chu voiced his hopethat Dr. Stevenson'srecommendaion
would embrace all of therecommendaionsof COIA, notjud the specific ones that
were mentionead. Professor Wasow replied tha he selected those few
recommendaionsof COIA tha differed from Stanford@ current practice. He
pointed out that there are some recommendaionstha seem irrelevant, for example,
those having to dowith special admissions He didn®think Stanford had them.

President Hennessy agreed: QVe don'thave them. Does everybody know thé it'sthe
practice at some inditutionsnotto require athletesto go througharegular
admissionsprocess?0

Char Callan exhibited his skill at bringing two different proposals into harmony by
suggesting tha COIAQ entire set of recommendaionscould be examined by

C-USP, because many of them doimpingeon thecharge of tha committee.

Professor Chang asked Professor Wasow to clarify wha he meant by saying that
Stanford was an (&xtreme outlierOin COIA, among Division 1A schools. He thought
tha was intended to bea postive comment. Professor Wasow assured him tha it
was.

Tha opened thedoa for some congratulatory comments:

President Hennessy: (Btanford@ recent foatbdl gradudion rate was 93 percent. Our
next closest competitor in the PAC 10wasin the 508.0

Director Bowlsby: (Blightly over 50.0
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President Hennessy: GCal's gradudion rate was 53 percent.O
Director Bowisby: QUp from 44.0

President Hennessy: But Et he basketbd| gradudion rate is b ow 50 percent for
mog PAC 10ingitutions Andthe PAC 10is oneof the better conferencesin
NCAA athletics.O

Professor Wasow observed that Stanford is an outlier in another wayN in
maintaining high admission standardsfor its applicant athletes: O/irtudly al other

Divison 1A schogls stretch thar admission standadsfor recruited athletes much
more than we do.O

Director Bowlsby noted tha Professor Emeritus Jerry Porrasis amember of the
Knight Commission. He would be another resource on campusavailable to the
Sendors.

Char Callan reiterated his appreciation to Professor Wasow and Director Bowlsby.

V1. New Busness
There was no new busness.

VIl. Adjournment
A motion by Professor Simoni to adjoum was seconded and passed.
Accordingly, the Senae adjoumed at 4:12 PM.

Respectfully submitted,

Rex L. Jamison,M.D.
Academic Secretary to theUniversity
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Octobe 25,2007
M eeting of Senate XL

RECORD OF ATTENDANCE

Name Unit Name Unit
A | Admati, Anat, Graduate School of Business 01 A |Fernald, Russell, Biology 06
P | Anderson, Lanier, Philosophy 08 P |Fire, Andrew, Pathology 12
P | Applebaum, Mark, Music 08 A | Garcia-Molina, Hector, Computer Science 04
P | Arvin, Ann, Vice Provost & Dean of Research ex officio A | Gordon, Deborah, Biology 06
P |Bailey, Diane, Management Science and Engrg 04 P | Greely, Hank, Law 09
A |Baker, Keith, History 07 A | Greif, Avner, Economics 07
A |Bambos, Nicholas, Management Science and Engrg 04 P | Gumport, Patricia, Vice Provost for Graduate Education ex officio
A |Barres, Ben, Neurobiology 12 A |Harris, Jerry, Geophysics 02
P | Beach, David, Mechanical Engineering 04 P |Hennessy, John, President of the University ex officio
A |Beasley, Malcolm, Applied Physics 06 P |Horowitz, Mark, Electrical Engineering 04
A | Bendor, Jonathan, Graduate School of Business 01 P | Jamison, Rex, Academic Secretary to the University ex officio
P | Bent, Stacey, Chemical Engineering 04 P | Johnstone, lain, HRP - Biostatics 06
A | Berek, Jonathan, Obstetrics & Gynecology 13 A | Joss, Robert, Dean of the Graduate School of Business ex officio
P | Berger, Jonathan, Music 08 A |Kéeller, Michael, University Librarian & Dir. of Acad. Info. ex officio
P |Berman, Russell, Comparative Literature 08 A | Klausner, Michael, Law 09
A |Block, Steven, Applied Physics 06 A |Koseff, Jeffrey, Civil & Environmental Engrg 04
A |Boardman, Gregory, Vice Provost for Sudent Affairs ex officio A |Kramer, Larry, Dean of the Law School ex officio
A |Boothroyd, John, Microbiology and I mmunol ogy 12 P | Landy, Joshua, French and Italian 08
A | Boxer, Linda, Medicine 13 P |Lavori, Philip, HRP - Biostatics 13
P |Boyd, Stephen, Electrical Engineering 04 P | Markus, Hazel, Psychology 07
P | Brandeau, Margaret, Management Science and Engrg 04 A | Matson, Pamela, Dean of the School Earth Sciences ex officio
A |Bravman, John, Vice Provost for Undergraduate Education | ex officio A |Meyerson, Debra, Education 03
P |Buc, Philippe, History 07 A | Pfleiderer, Paul, Graduate School of Business 01
P |Burchat, Patricia, Physics 06 A | Pizzo, Philip, Dean of the School of Medicine ex officio
P |Burke, David, SLAC 10 P | Plummer, James, Dean of the School of Engineering ex officio
P | Cabrera, Blas, Physics 06 P | Saller, Richard, Dean of the School of Humanities & Sciences | ex officio
P | Callan, Eamonn, Education 03 P | Satz, Debra, Philosophy 08
A |Camarillo, Albert, History 07 A | Shoham, Y oav, Computer Science 04
A | Carstensen, Laura, Psychology 07 P | Simoni, Robert, Biology 06
P | Chang, Gordon, History 07 A | Spiegel, David, Psychiatry 13
P | Chu, Gilbert, Medicine - Oncology 13 A | Stedman, Stephen, FS-CISAC 11
A | Cook, Karen, Sociology 07 P | Stevenson, David, Pediatrics 13
P | Dutton, Robert, Electrical Engineering 04 P | Stipek, Deborah, Dean of the School of Education ex officio
P | Eckert, Penelope, Linguistics 08 A | Zoback, Mark, Geophysics 02
P |Elam, Harry, Drama 08
P | Etchemendy, John, Provost ex officio

Present on Invitation or by Request:

George Brown, Dan DeY oung, Tom Wasow, Bob Bowlsby,

Jennifer Mason
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Present on Standing I nvitation:

Thomas Black, Kathleen Sullivan, Adam Beberg, Eugene

Nho, Carlee Brown, Lindi Press, Sheri Sheppard

Outside Press:

13



