


3. Officer, Senator, & Committee Reports

A. President’s Report — Loren Sachs:

e College Council (CC): CC reported that there were some discrepancies in the
total number of enrolled students and that data analysis, as Banner had
misidentified some students









President Sachs: Reported that they followed the established procedure from IPC for
ranking the faculty hiring requests



faculty know that if they have a synchronous class and they are recording it and posting
it online, they should not have their students visible in that recording. Faculty should not
be posting recordings of their students to their classes. They can hide them on Zoom.

Senator 2: Noted that at two webinars she attended recently she had to sign legal
releases if her picture was used. As to the academic freedom issue, the quote from the
law cited was a partial quote used for a case about student academic dismissal, not
cameras. The AAUP says that “academic freedom for individual professors is not
unbounded, so too does institutional academic freedom have its limits. Justice
Frankfurter's concurrence in Sweezy emphasized the value of academic freedom in
academic decisions that require "the exclusion of governmental intervention in the
intellectual life of a university.” The AAUP made it clear that no court has clearly defined
the scope of institutional academic freedom.

As per her division and her own classroom, when we all had to suddenly teach online,
not requiring cameras on seemed like the obvious decision. However, none of us could
or can now read students responses during discussions on language teaching to help
the instructor direct the class discussions in a productive learning fashion. There are
justifications and this should be a personal, academic freedom issue for each instructor.

Senator 3: Observed that a lot of senators in the meeting do not have their cameras on
now. She has her own personal reasons for not having hers on. Students may have
similar issues. She has had a student who was not willing to turn his camera on during
class but during office hours he turned his camera on and he had a small table next to
the refrigerator in the kitchen with five to seven other people. He explained how
embarrassed he was. He did not have to be. The point is he has every right to decide if
he wants faculty in his home or not. One of the things we should think about is that we
have no rubric or standard for what we are doing right now, but rather making it up as
we go. That is her concern and opposition to an online evaluation form. Prior to them
doing this, and the way classes were taught online, there was none of this type of
discussion about mandatory cameras or any of that. She believes that they are in
violation if they try to require students’ cameras to be on. They have no right in her
home, just as she does not have right in theirs. She does not think faulty should try to
have a right to the students’ home.

Senator 4: Because of the fact that there is no policy, he knew instinctively that before
he records lectures, he asks for permission from the students. He wants to make sure that
as the college moves forward with a policy there are no repercussions for something as
long as students are within their rights and faculty are within their rights to exercise their
academic freedom, as long as there are no blatant violations. He is concerned about
the fact that sometimes when he records he notices that there are student comments
on the right side and he may need a little more training to make sure that he does not
include that in the recordings. He wants to make sure that he does the right thing and
that they do not violate the students’ rights, but at the same time, they want to make
sure that they are able to move forward and do their jobs, as well. He believes there are
other professors also asking if it is okay to record. He does not want to see any potential
repercussions and he agrees that they need to come up with a policy.

Senator 5: Even this meeting is not closed captioned. The directions being given are to
find a student who will close caption. She does not know what kind of resources or
options are available. Has it been identified that they need to provide closed
captioning? She would like more information about this. She does notice on the
footnotes it states that colleges are not required by the Rehabilitation Act to provide
students in attendance individually prescribed devices, readers for personal use, but at
this point, do they need to do that?



Coordinator Rossiter: In regards to closed captioning, if a faculty member has a student
who has accommodations, they can request to have captioning done and those
requests so far have been able to be met, so that the student can participate live in
class. All of the recorded material should be captioned regardless. We are under law to
have live captioning on anything that is public, which we may not currently do. Any
meeting that is a public video that the public has access to, we are supposed to have
live captioning for that. Any meeting that any member of the public could come to is
supposed to have live captioning. That was just reaffirmed a few months ago in a court
case with MIT and Harvard. This is n



President Sachs:









