


 

 

5. Drafted memo regarding notification of non-objection for program suspensions – Dan/Mike Hostina (not 

present) (attachment) 

a. At last Board of Regents meeting, interest was expressed by the board to have a role in program 

suspension of admissions. 

b. GC drafted a memo template from Dan to the ASA committee asking for objections within 7 calendar 

days. If no objection is received within seven days, then Provost may suspend admission to a 

program. If there is an objection, then Provost would have to wait until the next ASA meeting to 

address any questions. The proposed suspension of admission would not be discussed outside of the 

ASA committee meeting so there would not be a violation of the open meetings act.  

c. Under Robert’s Rules of Order, any objection would need a second. Does this need to be 

considered/addressed in the memo? As the memo notification is not a meeting, this should not be an 

issue. 

d. Is the authority to object with a board member only, and should this be specified in the memo? 

Suggestion was to leave the memo as is. 

e. If there are changes that need to be addressed, this could be done after implementing the new 

process, on an as needed basis. 



 

 

b. President Hamilton makes the claim that AC



 

 

12. Faculty Alliance update – Tara 

a. Faculty Alliance (FA) sent a response to the accreditation report. FA communications are posted on 

their website. Looked to find helpful items from the report and provide recommendations. Also 

stated that single accreditation is not supported by FA. 

b. UAF faculty senate was the first to send a resolution to about the Strategic Pathways (SP) initiatives. 

The resolution was reviewed and expanded by the other 


