Annual Meeting of the California Conference of the

American Association of University Professors
February 12, 2005
Mills College Faculty Dining Room
3:45 p.m. to 5:15 p.m.
Minutes

Call to order
President Rubiales called the meeting to order at 3:35 p.m. on Saturday, February 12, 2005.  Harvey asked that the issue of building regional consortia in the north and south be added to the agenda after the discussion of comprehensive dues.  Sanders moved to approve the agenda.  Knight seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.  Karplus moved to approve last meeting’s minutes.  Sanders seconded and the motion passed unanimously.  
Reports
Acting Secretary-Treasurer, Marcus Harvey, reported that there had not been enough time to produce a financial report before the meeting.  Harvey promised to produce such a report after filing the 2004 taxes for the Association and to post it on the CA-AAUP website as soon as possible.  He then reported that CA-AAUP’s current membership includes more FTE members than part-time or contingent members.  He noted that there has been a decrease in total membership since last year, and speculated that this could be due to a large number of professors were reaching retirement age, retiring and not rolling over to the Emeritus membership category.  Harvey also announced that the CA-AAUP had come to a two-year agreement with the Council of University of California Faculty Associations (CUCFA).  

Mission Statement

The membership was presented with the draft of a Mission Statement for the CA-AAUP.  After some typographical errors were pointed out, Collins moved to accept the Mission Statement as it was written.  Larkin seconded, and the motion passed unanimously.  

Committee Charges
Rubiales then explained that at the last Annual Meeting, the membership had voted to create three committees, and that the Steering Committee had drafted charges that outlined the committees’ structure and areas of responsibility.  There was discussion surrounding the decision to make the committee on contingent faculty a “subcommittee”.  Eive suggested that, if the Steering Committee’s intention was to make the committee more important by “branching” it from the Steering Committee itself, then it would be better to make the contingent faculty committee a standing committee and to underscore its importance by trying to make sure that there were always representatives of the Steering Committee sitting on the committee.  Eive moved to change the committee status and Gasper seconded it.  Wilson pointed out that, if the committee was going to be changed to a standing committe, then the language outlining the charges would also have to be changed.  Both Eive and Gasper agreed that there should not be radical changes to the language.  Changes to charges were agreed upon.  Gasper called the question, and motion passed unanimously.  Sanders then moved to accept the entire committee charges document.  Barnes-Mileham seconded and the motion passed unanimously.
Rubiales and Nyland expressed their wishes to serve on the Government Relations Committee.

Comprehensive Dues

Harvey then explained the issue of Comprehensive Dues, and that the membership is asked to approve the placement of this issue on the Election Ballot due to be sent out this Spring.  Wilson asked what, if any, negative impact this change could have.  Harvey explained that the net effect for individuals in chapters already paying state dues would be minimal;  full professors would pay $3 more per year and contingent faculty would actually stay at the same rate.  For those who weren’t already being assessed state dues, the change would be more significant, but still less than $1 per month more.  Finally, Harvey stated that in other states where this same question has passed, there had been no significant change in or protest from the membership.  Nyland moved to accept placing the Comprehensive Dues issue on ballot.  Collins seconded, and the motion passed unanimously. 

Rubiales then asked the membership if they would feel comfortable making a recommendation to vote in favor of the Comprehansive Dues issue, and including both the recommendation and its rationale with the ballot.  Gasper moved to accept this, and Sanders seconded.  Motion passed unanimously.
Regional Consortia

Harvey explained that this was not an action item, rather, he felt it was important to place this item on the agenda to gain feedback from the membership about how such consortia could and would work.  His thoughts were that such consortia could be used to share information and strategies for action on campuses in the two high density nodes of California-the Bay Area and the LA area.  
Academic Bill of Rights Legislation

Rubiales explained that this is the reincarnation of the legislation that appeared last year as SB 1335.  He said that the only difference this time was that the legisaltion was being framed within the context of a “Student Bill of Rights” rather than an “Academic Bill of Rights”.  So far, there are no people or entities listed in favor or in opposition to the bill.  Besosa then introduced a resolution in opposition to the bill on behalf of the Associated Student, Inc. (ASI) organization.  Collins asked if what they wanted was an endorsement and help publicizing their position.  Besosa said that yes, that would be the ideal.  Collins then motioned to endorse the statement and to help the ASI publicize it.  Gasper asked if it could be posted to the website, and it was agreed that that would be a good step toward publicizing the resolution.

Adjournment

Rubiales said that if there was no further business, the meeting could be adjourned.  On a motion from the body, it was so agreed.
