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Juliana Delgado (Steering Committee): This is one of the sessions for the Prioritization 
and Recovery Program.  I am Juliana Delgado.  I am a professor in the Department of 
Urban and Regional Planning.  I am also the ENV – one of the ENV reps from the 
Academic Senate and I serve on the Executive Committee, so I am also on the P&R 
Steering Committee, and today we are here to receive feedback on the recommendations, 
the initial ones One through Five, and I can go over those kind of quickly.  I think you 
know what most of them are. 
 
Unidentified: Is it one through five? 
 
Steering Committee: Yes.  Now Six through Ten is over in Evans-England down the 
hall. 
 
Unidentified:  Okay. 
 
Steering Committee: Okay. 
 
Unidentified: Do you know where that is?  It is really close. 
 
Steering Committee: Really close.  Pass the main hall, okay.   All right.  I will go 
through the proposals and these were recommendations that were done by the P&R initial 
– the Academic Programs Committee.  I was not part of that.  I am part of the Steering 
Committee that is evaluating the feedback on the proposals and trying to make an initial 
recommendation to the president.  So those five are—the first one would be the College 
of Agriculture would be merged into a College of Agricultural, Natural and 
Environmental Sciences.  That is Recommendation One.  Two is that Apparel 
Merchandising and Management would be moved to the College of Business 
Administration.  Three, there would be a new School of Architecture formed in the 
College of Engineering.  Four, Landscape Architecture in the Department of Urban and 
Regional Planning would be part of this new Environmental Division of the College of 
Agricultural, Natural, and Environmental Sciences.  And then the Fine Arts Department 
would be moved to the College of Letters, Arts and Social Sciences which is CLASS.  So 
we will take feedback on those and let everyone have two minutes.  We are here to 
answer questions.  We want to try to be as open and transparent as possible so we are 
here to hear from you and answer any questions that you have.  Just to remind you that 
there is a student forum tomorrow in – here in this building in Andromeda Suite from 
three to five and then for those of you who are in departments on November 16 your 
department report is due online that has a 500 word limit and you can do a majority and 
minority reports, but we do need original signatures for that.  Also for the student 
feedback ASI is coordinating student feedback.  I believe we have a blackboard 
discussion site online now.  That is – you can self enroll into that and provide more 
feedback online and discuss your position with other faculty members.  Also the chair of 
our academic senate is also serving as chair of the Steering Committee.  Dr. John Self is 
here and you can email him, too, if you need to, or alumni can talk to him at 
jpself@csupomona.edu. 
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Steering Committee: Well, I have been getting a lot of it, too.  So do you want to go 
introduce yourselves, too?  These are two other members of the Steering Committee. 
_____ (03:37). 
 
Saeed Monemi (Steering Committee): Yes.  I am Saeed Monemi from College of 
Engineering. 
 
Ed Barnes (Steering Committee): And I am Ed Barnes, Vice President for 
Administrative Affairs. 
 
Steering Committee: Okay.  And I will tell you that Ed served on the Steering 
Committee, and as you know it is made up of the Executive Committee of the Academic 
Senate and the President’s Cabinet, so we have involved the faculty and administrators 
and we are all here to improve the quality of life on our campus.  And with that we will 
start to take – do you – would any of you like to add something to this right now or… 
 
Steering Committee: You did fine.  I think the important thing here is that we want to 
hear from you… 
 
Steering Committee: Right. 
 
Steering Committee: …as to your opinions of the recommendations that were forwarded 
by the Academic Program Committee. 
 
Steering Committee: Yes, please. 
 
Steering Committee: Is this being recorded? 
 
Steering Committee: It is being recorded and you need to speak into that mike and it has 
no cord so if you need to move it, it is fine.  It is a cordless, yes.  And we have a monitor 
here in the room.  And she will let us know if we are having problems. 
 
Steering Committee: Good.  It is a fairly small group but if you could limit your 
remarks to two minutes and then if everyone else has had a chance to speak you can 
come back up again. 
 
Terry Predell (Art): Okay.  My name is Terry Predell [SP] 04:46.  I am from the Art 
Department and I am an art historian and I am really confused with the recommendations 
and how to respond to them because according to Phase I we are to join the School of 
Architecture.  On Phase II we have two recommendations in which they propose that we 
join the School of Architecture or _____ (05:11) as part of History.  But then in 
Recommendation Number Five I do not know if that _____ (05:18) includes Art History 
or not.  And my second question I hope you have time to answer is, if whether you – how 
are you going to ever weight those _____ (05:29) that you gave?  For example we are 
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also going to join Architecture or going History as part of CLASS, but what if they do not 
want us?  What is going to happen to us? 
 
Steering Committee: (05:45) I see this.  How do you feel about going to CLASS or 
_____ (05:50)? 
 
Terry Predell (Art): We would like that. 
 
Steering Committee: You would like that. 
 
Terry Predell (Art): Yes.  And we have the… 
 
Steering Committee: Oh, could you speak into the microphone, please? 
 
Terry Predell (Art): We would like to join either CLASS back as part of the humanities, 
not as part of the Fine Arts – as Fine and Performing Arts. 
 
Steering Committee: So you would not mind leaving the College of B&B [SP] 06:10 
and going over to CLASS? 
 
Terry Predell (Art): Not at all.  Or either going to Architecture because the proposals 
_____ (16:17) about creating an art and architectural history program.  So that sounds 
very appealing to the art historians.  So what is your advice on that? 
 
Steering Committee: Advice on… 
 
Terry Predell (Art): How to respond? 
 
Steering Committee: That we would like for you to – we are hearing what you are 
saying and this is being recorded, but what we would like for you to do is to provide that 
feedback in writing _____ (06:43) that we have and if your colleagues all agree that this 
is a great thing, that you have – that a united front from your department would be 
wonderful, or if is just your opinion that is also perfectly welcome. 
 
Steering Committee: TAlso if the – your pieces of the Fine Arts Department, the Art 
Department, so if you are a minority opinion you could as a group also respond that way. 
 
Woman 3: Okay.  Thank you. 
 
Steering Committee: TIt is not just the _____ (07:09) side.  The official form is on the 
P&R website. 
 
Woman 3: Yes, I have checked that and you are very strict about the 500 words.  
Nothing more spaces than that.  I know.  Okay.  Thank you so much. 
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Steering Committee: Thank you. 
 
Steering Committee: Could you speak _____ (07:27) for the record, too? 
 
Woman 4: Valentina Knox, Urban and Regional Planning, ENV.  I keep hearing a 
mentioning of blackboard site and I contacted Brittany Yates about and she just gave me 
the website.  I asked her what the blackboard site was and how I could access it and I do 
not now if maybe there is not. 
 
Steering Committee: There is a blackboard site and it – all you have to do is go on 
blackboard and I set out for all students, but if you missed that for some reason you have 
got to opt in.  In other words it is not going to just appear you are going to have to say 
this is what I want to do.  And if you will give me your email I will be more than happy 
to resend that to you, but I thought I had sent it to all students and _____ (08:14), no 
Chuck Greer was going to send it to all students.  But we will make sure that that _____ 
(08:18) and I will definitely send one to you. 
 
Woman 4: Okay.  And I searched for it and I could not find a group called P&R or 
Prioritization Process—I could not find anything like that in Blackboard.  So maybe if 
you could put the instructions on the P&R process web page or how [overlapping voice]. 
 
Steering Committee: We will do that.  A great idea. 
 
Steering Committee: Okay.  Thank you. 
 
Rick Willson (Urban and Regional Planning): Good morning.  Rick Wilson.  I am 
chair of Urban and Regional Planning and I would like to thank the committee for 
spending so much time on this important issue and particularly like to thank John for 
making arrangements to meet with our stakeholders and we really appreciate that.  Urban 
Planning program is the largest urban planning program in California.  We are the best in 
the CSU and we provide access to the profession for a diverse range of students at the 
undergraduate and graduate levels.  We would like to support the intent of the academic 
P&R Committee to infuse the issue of sustainability across the campus.  We think that is 
a good idea.  We disagree with the strategy to accomplish that, and URP would like to do 
more of that work.  To do it we need a strong home from which we can do outreach to 
other colleges, but we are very interested in that agenda.  Second, we want to participate 
positively in this process so one of the things we are doing is in early February, hopefully 
not too late, we are convening a campus-wide discussion about how Planning 
Architecture, Landscape Architecture, and Art are working together in practice and in 
educational institutions. So that is our Gale [SP] 10:02 Prize Event where we are hoping 
to foster those dialogs.  Point number three: this morning I re-reviewed our accreditation 
criteria and my conclusion is that we would lose accreditation if we were placed in the 
College of Science.  The accreditation criteria say that you are supposed to be in an 
appropriate administrative home and I think there are issues if we were in a science 
college with regard to RTP process, mission of the college, and so on, where there would 
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be an incompatibility.  The particular issue I would like to point out – how am I doing?  
One minute? – is we have never met the accreditation body’s student-faculty ratio.  For a 
master’s program it is supposed to be 10:1.  Last year we were at 16:1 and we are even 
higher this year.  For the bachelor’s program it is supposed to be 15:1.  Last year we were 
at 27:1 and this year it is even higher—we had 90 incoming undergrad students.  So 
every time an accreditation team has come, they have said when they read the report 
extremely critically and said you do not meet our standards, we show them our wonderful 
students, our interdisciplinary education and our incredible setting, and they end up 
leaving happy and we get accredited.  But if that is taken away from us, all we are is a 
program that does not meet the student/faculty ratio.  Thank you. 
 
Steering Committee: You can come back, by the way.  _____ (11:34) mission that we 
went _____ (11:36) to an alumni event and if – and it several people made it very clear 
that URP, Architecture, and Landscape Architecture really benefitted from being 
together.  So that is very clear.  Thank you. 
 
Steering Committee: Thank you. 
 
Steering Committee: Go ahead. 
 
Jerry Mitchell (URP): Let me follow up. 
 
Steering Committee: Please state your name. 
 
Jerry Mitchell (URP): Jerry Mitchell, Urban and Regional Planning.  My comments are 
in opposition to this new College of Sciences.  As Rick mentioned, the goal of the new 
disciplinary collaboration and interrelation on the environment is very laudable, but I 
would argue that the new college would work against that goal; and second, that there are 
better, easier, productive ways to do it pointed out by Don Hoyt among others.  The new 
college would be counter productive because what you are doing is combining apples, 
oranges and pears into a new college that are coming from different paradigms and that is 
going to foster warfare over resources and over the philosophy of the college.  You are 
going to have small issues that are going to become big politically.  For example, which 
discipline should the dean or the division heads come from?  All right?  They are going to 
fight over that one.  Now that designers are scientists, should they not get more scientific 
education required in what they are doing?  Should programs that are studio-based get 
more space per student than other programs, and if so then how do you deal with that 
kind of issue?  Then there are the three magic letters RTP, which is now going to be at 
the department, division, and college level with people coming from different 
background. What you are going to get at least for a number of years is trench warfare 
among the departments, not collaboration, when you are forcing them together.  Now 
surely I think it is going to be better if you draw out interested faculty into a variety of 
interdisciplinary projects that might ripen into new centers or institutes we can see.  That 
would give us distinction and sustainability.  We can call them what we want.  We 
already have templates for that.  We have an interdisciplinary minor in GIS.  We have the 
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CRS grad program and so on.  We know how to do it.  We can do and I think it would be 
immediately productive, more efficient, nonthreatening, and very flexible.  You can vary 
it.  But combining a new college is not going to be a very flexible thing to do.  You 
cannot go back on it very easily.  It takes about ten minutes to read everything that the 
P&R Committee had to say about this new College of Sciences and Ag and so on.  I 
would suggest that you tell the president that their totally unstudied assumptions are 
insufficient for making this drastic change and there are better ways that we could easily 
get into.  Thank you. [Applause] 
 
Dan Hostetler (Plant Sciences): Hi.  I am Dan Hostetler, Chairman of Plant Sciences in 
the College of Agriculture.  I want to address the College of Agriculture going into a 
large College of Science.  What I want to do today—I do not know how this format 
works, but I want to start with five quotes real quick and then I have another two minute 
block that I will come back and do later.  How is that?  Does that work? 
 
Steering Committee: Yes. 
 
Dan Hostetler (Plant Sciences): Okay.  “Agriculture manages more money with greater 
risk, uses more technology, buys more goods, creates more jobs and contributes more of 
the world’s trade and economy than any other industry on planet earth including 
agricultural organizations.”  Okay?  “A nation is only as secure as its food and natural 
resource supply.”  We do not know who said that but we like the quote.  Okay.  “Sixty 
percent of the nation’s agricultural leaders in the USDA will retire in the next decade and 
there will be a 32,000 person shortfall in qualified replacements predicted by agricultural 
graduation rates nationwide.” USDA, CSREES.  Fourth one: “The CSU is the economic 
powerhouse that provides highly skilled professionals to industries that make California 
successful, industries like agriculture, engineering…” Charles T. Reed, CSU Chancellor.  
How is that _____ (15:34)  Five:  “CSU provides more than 52 percent of the state’s 
graduates in agriculturally-related majors.  That is about 1200 job-related graduates every 
year who invigorate the state’s economy.  Were it not for this highly qualified work 
force, California agriculture simply would not enjoy the prosperity that it does today.”  
That is Charles Reed, too.  Okay.  And I want to tell everybody in this room that equates 
to about $500 billion a year not only the farm _____ (16:05) but all the associated 
industries with that.  Okay.  The point is this, okay: agriculture needs strong leadership.  
It needs it here.  It needs it in the state.  It needs it nationwide and it needs it worldwide.  
Okay.  Two minutes.  You got it. 
 
Doug Lewis (Human Nutrition and Food Science): Thank you very much for having 
this forum.  My name is Doug Lewis.  I am chair of the Human Nutrition & Food Science 
Department.  I am going to read a statement.  Here is what I say within two minutes.  The 
P&R Committee recommends combining ENV, Ag & Science into a mega-college of 25 
really disparate programs.  ENV & Ag programs include nationally accredited programs 
that could be put at risk and they produce highly specialized graduates who apply art, 
design, and the sciences to specific industries.  Ag graduates directly in their fields in 
human and animal health care, food industry, food safety, and ag product businesses.  



Cal Poly Pomona Prioritization and Recovery Initiative 
Academic Program Recommendations 1-5 

Open Forum – Nov. 8, 2007 (Bronco Student Center) 
 

Page 7 of 34 

P&R recommends combining ENV and Ag-specialized programs to science, which has 
four different, important responsibilities.  Science is responsible for all the GE for every 
student in areas B-1, B-2, B-3, and most of B-4.  Science also is responsible for providing 
key support courses for many campus programs.  Science also provides for its own major.  
Science also provides or is burdened with a huge math _____ (17:40).  Now I ask the 
Steering Committee to evaluate this recommendation in terms of who are you going to 
find qualified to meet such a disparate and eclectic mix of programs that have to be led to 
become excellent?  And excellent programs attract good and better students.  Now here is 
the problem with the new college from my perspective of Food and Nutrition:  I will be 
asking the new dean for lecture support for Spanish Nutrition to create dieticians to go 
out and interact with the public in increasing important population.  I am going to ask for 
money for – okay, the bottom line is I have to compete with a tsunami wave of math and 
remediation for those finances. [Emphatic applause] 
 
Bonnie Burns-Whitmore (Human Nutrition and Food Science): Hi.  I am Dr. Bonnie 
Burns-Whitmore, Human Nutrition and Science, College of Ag.  I have a question I am 
kind of confused about—probably the blonde hair has something to do with it—but I am 
kind of confused about how much we are actually going to be saving in terms of 
monetary, you know, savings when – you know, if this does take place.  I heard a figure 
of $800,000.  Is that what, you know, $800,000, is that total, is that per year.  Eight 
hundred thousand. 
 
Steering Committee: Who is on the Academic Programs Committee who came up with 
that figure to provide us with appendix showing us how they derived that number?  We 
have not received that information. 
 
Bonnie Burns-Whitmore (Human Nutrition and Food Science): Yeah, because I 
would like to see that, too, because it does not make sense to me. 
 
Steering Committee: So would we _____ (19:28). 
 
Bonnie Burns-Whitmore (Human Nutrition and Food Science): Okay.  That – yeah, 
that would be very important, and then for us to consider how much time and energy 
have gone into these meetings, how much time we have taken away from our students, 
you know, as faculty members having to make up, you know, 500 word paragraphs, 
things like how much it is going to cost to change all of the letterhead, our business cards, 
all these things.  Where is this money going to come from?  Just a question.  Thank you. 
 
Steering Committee: Thank you. 
 
[Applause] 
 
Steering Committee: Somebody else want to come to the mike? 
 
Unidentified: Yeah, if no one else is left… 
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Steering Committee: I think – well, there is someone coming up. 
 
Dana Becker (HNFS): I am Dana Becker from Human Nutrition and Food Science of 
College of Ag and I just have a kind of a general observation of… 
 
Dana Becker (HNFS):Okay – of – when I am just out in the community talking about – 
when I just state that I go to Cal Poly Pomona everyone says, oh, that is the College of 
Ag.  That has – I heard that has a great agriculture program.  I can pride myself on saying 
that is one of the only and best ones in California as far as food – Nutrition and Food 
Science, and this hearing that this is happening is just really kind of taking a blow to all 
of this _____ (20:53).  We can – if this happens no longer be able to say about this – 
having the College of Agriculture and everyone knowing Cal Poly as the College of 
Agriculture and how – and the Food and the Food Science aspect and combining 
everything into one is just kind of a sign of the times of this – everything – trying to 
combine everything into one – I do not even know how to explain it.  It is just one big – 
and all it is like everything is becoming like mechanical.  Everything is the same.  It is 
just combining into one mega-thing just like everything is happening in the world and we 
can no longer pride ourselves on saying that we are an individualized college.  So.  
Thanks. [Emphatic applause] 
 
Steering Committee: The second seat up there is – if you do not mind sitting kind of up 
front… 
 
Steering Committee: We do not bite. 
 
Steering Committee: Most of us do not bite. 
 
Rick Willson (Urban and Regional Planning): Is it okay to do a second? 
 
Steering Committee: Yeah, as long as… 
 
Steering Committee: Go ahead. 
 
Steering Committee: Go ahead. 
 
Rick Willson (Urban and Regional Planning): Rick Wilson again, from Urban and 
Regional Planning.  I am sure are aware of it, but… 
 
Steering Committee: Rick, why do you not let them pass _____ (22:07) do not interrupt 
a bit.  We will not count that against your time. 
 
Steering Committee: Rick, think of this as a big buffet table. 
 
Steering Committee: _____ (22:15) we do not bite. 
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Rick Willson (Urban and Regional Planning): Rick Wilson from Urban Planning.  
You may be aware but since this proposal was released in June we have received 
statements from the National American Planning Association, Association of – American 
Institute of Certified Planners in opposition of the proposal, the state chapter of APA, the 
local chapter is opposed.  Our alumni are opposed.  All three of our distinguished alumni 
have written letters of opposition.  Faculty emeriti have written letters of opposition.  The 
faculty in the department have written letters of opposition.  The students have written 
letters of opposition.  No one has thought this was a good idea for Urban Planning.  And 
the Academic P&R Committee was aware of this opposition and for some reason went 
ahead in their second report to continue to recommend something that went against all the 
good advice from the Urban Planning Department.  Last night Danny Woo, one of our 
alums, came to the Alumni Session and pointed out that after he went to Cal Poly he went 
to UCLA and when he got to UCLA the Planning Department and Architecture 
Departments were split.  Planning went into Public Policy and his words were that the 
department has never recovered from that.  Its reputation is lower.  Its quality is lower 
because it no longer has connection to designers.  How am I doing?  Done?  Ten 
seconds?  Okay.  Part of what we have achieved in ENV already is because we are 
housed together.  We have interdisciplinary design, interdisciplinary history classes.  We 
have an Architecture-China collaboration—sorry, Architecture-Planning collaboration in 
China each summer.  We have interdisciplinary capstone studios.  We have team 
teaching.  We have collaborative research.  We have everything that I think the Academic 
P&R Committee wanted to make happen and it is already existing in ENV.  Thank you.  
[Applause] 
 
Philip Pregill (Landscape Architecture): Good morning.  I am Philip Pregill 
(Landscape Architecture), Acting Chair of Landscape Architecture.  I spoke last evening 
at the alumni meeting and so I will not go into that again. 
 
Steering Committee: Spoke very eloquently _____ (24:39). 
 
Philip Pregill (Landscape Architecture): I just wanted to say that the faculty of the 
Architecture Department supports and agrees with the commentary that Rick Wilson 
made early regarding the arguments against the separation of the departments in the 
College of ENV.  The – I think the critical – and Rick also mentioned the different 
professional organizations that are opposed to this and the president of the Southern 
California chapter of the American Society of Landscape Architects, who is one of our 
alumni, spoke last evening, and he is also in opposition of this and feels that the national 
ASLA will support the same opposition.  So primarily the Department of Landscape 
Architecture is opposed to the dissolution of the College of Environmental Design.  
Thank you.  [Emphatic applause] 
 
Ileana Apostol (URP): Hello, everybody.  My name is Ileana Apostol and I am an 
Assistant Professor in the Department of Urban Planning and so I have direct knowledge 
in the architecture, urban design and planning and I was trained in Europe before coming 
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for my doctorate this year.  I got my doctorate in Planning at USC.  And I chose this job 
because of the character of the College of Environmental Design because it is the closest 
in the US to European school which integrates all the programs, so now one year after 
that I am facing the future of being part of the College of Sciences and I _____ (26:24) 
that this would be only a separation in form but that is not in essence because the field, it 
is already _____ (26:33) integrated.  What is difficult to do, although we all know that in 
essence is integrated, is to agree upon the field.  So the separation in form would make it 
even more difficult for the practitioner to agree upon what the field means.  Thank you.  
[Applause] 
 
Steering Committee: Anybody else like to speak? 
 
Steering Committee: One of the things that is very eloquent and very articulate and very 
rational and very, very _____ (27:10) your comments with _____ (27:11) that I want to 
stress is that go on Blackboard, put your comments on that and even more importantly, is 
get on that public website, send in those forms, those recommendation forms, and put 
what you have heard – seen today, or heard today, what you have said today, put those in 
the same way you have said it right here, those very powerful arguments.  And I promise 
you that we will see every one of those.  All of these are transcribed.  All of these are 
going to be recorded.  They will be transcribed and they will be on the public website so 
that everyone can see exactly how we arrived at what we think will be the best—and right 
now no decision has been made.  We are still trying to understand a lot of this.  As you 
very well pointed out, we – it is hard to be – know everything about every program. One 
of the wonderful things about being on the Steering Committee is that we have really 
gotten to know a lot of programs like this—and colleges—that we have not been made 
aware of or had interaction with, and I am telling you, I am stunned at how good the 
colleges and the programs are and I had no idea about it.  So this is really good in that 
case.  But I implore you to go those forms, go to that website, go to the Blackboard, and 
get those forms and send them in.  Very powerful arguments that we have heard here. 
 
Steering Committee: Well, I was wondering what Recommendation Two has to do with 
Apparel Merchandising and Management and the College of Business administration?  Is 
anybody here from either of those places that would like to speak?  Would you like to 
come up and say something? 
 
Stacy Carpenter (student): I am from Apparel Merchandising and Management and I 
am a student.  I just have to say that the Arts Department… 
 
Steering Committee: Please state your name, please. 
 
Stacy Carpenter (student): Oh, I am sorry.  Stacy Carpenter.  Our program is amazing.  
We get a Bachelor’s degree – Bachelor of Science degree in Apparel Merchandising and 
Management and we are the best program in Southern California.  That is – I do not 
know how saving money – I do not know you can put a price on education like that.  I do 
not know.  It is just – our program – it is so diverse than if we were merged into the 
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College of Business we will not have all the resources and the special teachers that we 
have for AMM instead of having—I do not know—our marketing teacher we are going to 
have – we have right now retail specialist teachers instead of – you know, and production 
teachers – it is so specialized – it is great to be a part of Cal Poly and a specific 
department instead of being – I do not know.  We would be – we would probably not be a 
department if we were merged, and I think that would harm it. 
 
Steering Committee: [Overlapping voice] what it says is you would go into – your 
program would be taken out of that and gone into the College of Business.  How do you 
think that will affect the program, because the program would go intact? 
 
Stacy Carpenter (student): I – if the department is held intact with all the teachers, all 
of that, all of our resources specifically to us?  Then that is a different story.  But I think 
as of right now, with the information I have heard, it will dilute the department and the 
department will disappear in a matter of years.  A few years. 
 
Steering Committee: Why?  Why would that happen? 
 
Stacy Carpenter (student): Because some of the business departments have said that 
they offer their marketing teachers to teach our retail classes, which marketing specialist 
teachers versus retail specialist teachers are two totally different things.  They do not 
have the same interest in apparel merchandising as our teachers do.  That is not even 
going to say our production department – like it is two options, retail and production. 
Would we have the same building?  Would we have the same resources? 
 
Steering Committee: Thank you. 
 
Unidentified: Can I go again if I do not talk about _____ (31:44)? [Laughter] 
 
Steering Committee: Man 3: Oh, _____ (31:49) but he is _____ (03:51) quite so I will 
go set the time.  [Laughter] 
 
Unidentified: I want to ask the committee that the P&R Committee made a reference to 
four other universities and colleges that it is following the lead and saying that the 
journey that Cal Poly was going to go on—I just love that phrase journey—it is like a 
road paved to you-know-where and here is the problem: I insist that you look at those 
universities and colleges and look at the changes that they went through and why did the 
P&R Committee not look at Northern Arizona University whose goal was to look more 
like its peer universities?  We are not trying to compare ourselves to peer universities like 
Cal Poly SLO or Fresno, UC Davis.  Why are we comparing ourselves to 1,000 
enrollment Catholic school in the middle of America to a 2007 enrollment school in 
Nebraska to a 10,000 enrollment school in the middle of Missouri to a rural school in 
Tennessee?  That just does not make sense to me.  [Applause] 
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Rick Willson (URP): Rick Willson again.  I would like to talk about the broader 
institutional issues in the proposal.  One is that the large college model is a good idea.  
We did not see any evidence of that and I think large colleges are more bureaucratic and 
less innovative.  Science is a large college and they have an $800,000 debt.  So I do not 
know how the experience in our campus [laughter] shows that a large campus is better 
run; and certainly if we were put into Science we do not want to be part of the $800,000 
debt.  Number two, the claim that the proposal will save money is just – it is wrong.  My 
analysis is you get rid of three deans and you add twelve directors or division heads, so I 
ran the numbers of how much they would be paid and it – for me it is a plus $1 million of 
administrative costs per year because you have reduced a small number of deans and 
added many new division heads.  I know it has already been said, but when we look for 
the logic of this work, some of the reasons given for putting colleges together were 
because their buildings were close together, and that is just not how you do strategic 
planning for a university. [Applause] 
 
Dan Hostetler (Plant Sciences): Dan Hostetler, College of Agriculture.  I wanted – after 
the quotes that I gave you I want to give you some concrete examples as to why I think 
this will not work because the College of Ag has had a five month trial period on this.  
We have been merged now, theoretically, with an interim dean for the last five months.  
Okay?  Six – or about four months ago all the colleges of agricultural in the state of 
California converged on Sacramento.  We all had a meeting up there.  All the department 
chairmen, all the deans were there, and we talked about common problems, food safety 
issues, water issues, every other issue that is prominent in California.  Our interim dean 
was supposed to attend with us.  He was supposed to come with us but at the last minute 
was called away to a P&R meeting.  He was called away to a P&R meeting which was 
then cancelled.  So here we are at the second largest CSU, second largest ag college in 
the state and we are up there represented without a dean.  And everybody else is saying 
where is our dean?  The point is the administrative structure is dysfunctional.  It is not 
working.  Even though Dr. _____ (36:06) is doing his best to keep up with it he has too 
much on his plate and he is going here to there to there.  I used to be able to plan out five 
to ten years with my department.  Today, right now, I am planning out five to ten weeks 
at best.  That is as much as I can plan out.  My development function will be gone.  I do 
not have anybody to help me with development, recruitment—which this department 
definitely needs.  So that is – I am very, very concerned about having a leader there with 
me to go down.  My ability to see my leader is once a week on a Wednesday morning I 
can drop in and see him for one hour.  And that is as often as we can get.  Seth?  
[Applause] 
 
Unidentified: Hi.  Alec _____ (36:56), College of Agriculture.  I am still trying to wrap 
my mind around some of these things because I am a fresh newbie and I was rather 
emotional on the last time up.  Because several things came out and I think there were 
some mistakes in the earlier recommendations that need to be corrected.  And in – as 
such, for example, under the academic recommendations, we have one report that comes 
out saying that my program should be discontinued while other programs that are already 
in place such as the program reviews that come out just came out as well which had the 
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opposite report.  So we have two functions going on at the university—the regular review 
process that programs go through and the P&R process that goes through that—reviewing 
programs and come up with two distinctly different determinations.  Another portion of it 
is I came on board here – a lot of this occurred before I came on board, but I came on 
board here because of the fact that the program that I joined was top notch and also 
recommended through an outside commission on teacher credentialing review of the 
programs here.  They lauded ag education and kinesiology as some of the top performing 
education programs at the university; but it appears that those programs on this particular 
list have been separated from what made them strong and made them a highlight of Cal 
Poly University.  So I am trying to figure out how that came about through that as well.  
The other opportunities if I get more time will be to talk about some of the financing and 
will hopefully have room to get up to the mike again, but thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Valentina Knox (student): Hi.  Valentina Knox again from URP.  I just wanted to say 
that if this had happened a couple of years ago I probably would not have come here.  I 
would have said to myself, wow, this college really does not have an understanding of 
how urban and regional planning is related to other fields, and that would have been sad 
because I loved my education here and I loved my teachers and it has been such a great 
experience.  But I think that is a factor that needs to be taken into consideration with the 
budget issue is how many students are going to say wow, they do not know what they are 
talking about, that makes no sense, I do not want to go there because I cannot guarantee 
how good of an education I will get and so – I mean that is kind of going along with this 
whole issue that all this research so far has been kind of qualitative.  It has not been like 
proven.  It is not quantitative.  There is not any definitive like scientific analysis of it.  
And so if we are going to continue—if the committee is going to continue to work on 
these assumptions—I said it before in an email that I thought that there needed to be a 
separate committee formed that just focused on statistical analysis and how they did their 
research before and find if these findings are actually relevant, to see if they actually 
represent what we think what they are supposed to.  So I would encourage for the 
committee to find another group of maybe statisticians or someone that works with the 
social science research and all of those sorts of things and form a new committee also an 
addendum. [Applause] 
 
Unidentified: Hi.  Elisa _____ (40:35), Urban and Regional Planning.  Like Valentina I, 
too, came here because Urban and Regional Planning was connected with Architecture 
and Landscape Architecture, and my concern is how – if we dissolve that bond, if it will 
really be able to serve our greater community the way we need to at this time with 
increasing concerns, planetary climate change and just all the things – the fires a couple 
weeks ago were perfect examples of how we need to be better planners.  As far as land 
management and land planning we need to be better architects.  As far as building better 
we need to be better landscape architects.  And these disciplines are not – do not function 
in a vacuum.  And so I think it would be a real tragedy if you would split this up.  
[Applause] 
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Unidentified: Good afternoon.  Antonio _____ (41:44), College of Ag.  I think it is 
crucial that we maintain the structure, the college structure of the university.  It is – just 
like it evolved from the beginning to this and we will combine those – it is like slandering 
the structure.  Common sense is that if you slander the structure of a foundation it will 
collapse.  It would be catastrophic, maybe, and other colleges might just grab onto what 
is left.  So I hope I drive my point across.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Doug Lewis (HNFS): You know, one of the tricks – essential university goals is to 
promote research and scholarly activity.  Also that President Ortiz wants to increase 
external funding from $10 million to $50 million on campus.  Okay, Steering Committee, 
I want you to ask yourselves this question: how come five of the eight programs 
recommended for merger or discontinuing were noted as having the strength in research 
and creative activity, whereas six of the 20 enhanced programs had no such strengths?  
This is not consistent with the university goal.  It is not consistent with Dr. Ortiz.  Also I 
want to defend kinesiology.  It is not my department.  I am Doug Lewis, Human 
Nutrition Food Science Department.  Kinesiology Grant Program has been slated for 
dismissal – or – I guess dismissal is a good word.  Yet its strength was external research 
funding.  That program should have been recommended for merger with my program 
_____ (43:38).  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Renee Roberts (AMM): My name is Renee Roberts and I am in the AMM Department. I 
am only a freshman and I – honestly when I first got here was wondering why the AMM 
was in the Ag Department.  I thought it was kind of silly, but being here only in this first 
quarter I have realized so much of how important it is to be in this college and the – just 
the powers that this department has and the resources that they have and just how the 
thought it might be if we do get moved into business if we lose that character that we 
have.  The reason why I came here—I looked at Long Beach State and other schools that 
had an Apparel Merchandising program and this school just stood out so much far 
beyond because of the character that they have.  And I think like _____ (44:32) said 
earlier that Marketing teachers are teaching all retail classes.  That will just be – it would 
just be so sad.  And I think also why – this school is so close to LA and the rising market 
and this is such a big _____ (44:48) for fashion.  Employers are going to look at us and 
see that we have an _____ (44:53) merchandising specific degree.  That is going to be so 
much more important than just another marketing degree.  They are going to see that and 
the experience that we have and that what we have learned here about poly tech and how 
it is learning by doing and the sources that we have.  So that is going to put us so much 
farther ahead of the competition than other schools than if we would just – had another 
merchandise – or marketing degree.  So. [Emphatic applause] 
 
Steering Committee: There are some seats in here, too, if you would like to come sit 
down. 
 
Jared Stallones (CEIS): I am Jared Stallones.  I am the Chairman of the Department of 
Education and I am here to speak briefly to Phase II Recommendation 74, which is to 
discontinue the History Graduate Program.  Can we speak about Phase II? 
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Steering Committee: Sure. 
 
Steering Committee: Actually we are here for the recommendations One through Five, 
but go ahead. 
 
Jared Stallones (CEIS): Okay.  This will be real quick.  One of the reasons that the 
History Grad Program was slated for discontinuation is because of low enrollment.  The 
Department of Education, the Department of History, and Hacienda la Puente School 
District in July received just under $1 million in funding from the U.S. Department of 
Education for a three year program that will take 20 Hacienda la Puente school teachers 
through the MA program in History.  If we discontinue the History Graduate Program we 
are going to have to give back $1 million and I do not want to do that.  Thanks.  
[Applause] 
 
Steering Committee: Well, is anybody here to speak about Recommendation One, about 
the College of Agriculture?  Anybody else want to speak about the College of Agriculture 
_____ (46:59)? 
 
Unidentified: Alec _____ (47:03) again on Recommendation Number One and actually 
it relates to Number Two.  Several of the points have been stated but one of the things I 
had hoped the Steering Committee would consider is the impact that this is having at the 
very moment since the information has come out during application period where I am 
trying to assure applicants currently that nothing has occurred yet, that these are in the 
recommendation format.  But this is changing the minds of applicants right now.  So I 
hope that is a consideration about the impact that this report is doing.  The other item is 
the nature of a comprehensive College of Agriculture in and of itself has the ability to 
obtain grants or not obtain grants.  I currently have signed a letter of intent with Interim 
Dean Strainey [SP] 48:03 and the National FFA to try and get a grant around $375,000 
grant to help recruit minority students into different—not just ag ed—but into different 
majors within agriculture, and part of that grant is that it is going to a comprehensive 
College of Agriculture, not a College of Science that has an Agriculture focus with this 
particular major hidden under here.  It is not going to the College of Science that has an 
area of focus of Agriculture, but it is going to a College of Agriculture that has 
comprehensive unit across the multiple agriculture disciplines.  And one of the strengths 
our college has—I do not know if it has been articulated, but I will try to re-articulate it—
is that the multiple programs are interdisciplinary in and of themselves to address 
different issues such as food safety and nutrition when you get across education about 
food and health – food safety concerns when you are talking about students who have – 
students and professors with an interest in animal science crossing over and working with 
students that have an interest and expertise in the plant sciences in working with ag 
educators to deliver that information out to the public.  So thank you. 
 
Steering Committee: May I ask you a question? 
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Unidentified: Yes. 
 
Steering Committee: There is a lot of talk about the duality and the multiple disciplines 
that are chewing up resources and stuff like that, but one of the – I think that kind of may 
be something that sounds good, may be it is not good, but you brought it up on this 
Number Two _____ (50:01) Apparel Merchandising and Management.  It would sound 
like just following the reasoning here that when you are talking about ag science and food 
science kind of blend together, then you kind of have that apparel managing and 
marketing and that does sound like it is liable _____ (50:19) from business – 
management and merchandising. 
 
Unidentified: By title, but then when you are talking about – it is sort of like math is to 
engineering as science is to agriculture.  We are the applied aspect of theory.  One of the 
key features within each of our disciplines that are housed in the College of Agriculture is 
that we have the applied focus that is relative to people’s needs and relevant to industry, 
so it is not just marketing, but it is understanding that it is marketing, supply chain 
math—it is a focus on the entire system from dirt to shirt which is similar that we do 
across in the other disciplines.  My particular students take business classes so that they 
have some understanding of accounting principles and other issues as they relate to food 
products, perishable items, specialized and unique crops and products in California, so 
that it is very specialized, but it is also a specialized need of the state to have people with 
expertise in these areas that overlap in any particular area—so overlap in their 
understanding of each segment within the agricultural food system and the food chain is 
more than just one piece, it is across a broad area. 
 
Dan Hostetler (Plant Sciences): Thank you.  [Applause]  I just want to follow up with 
Alec on that point because Ag really does – do I got say my name again?  Dan Hostetler, 
College of Agriculture.  Ag really does give an applied professional focus to an industry 
that needs the _____ (52:18).  Can you get a job in agriculture being a bio graduate, a 
botany graduate?  Could you get a job in ag being a landscape architect?  Yeah.  All those 
careers are in the USDA.  But what people in ag are looking ag are looking for is people 
that could hit the road and get to work, okay, and that is what we provide to this industry.  
And this industry needs the help, okay, and that is why we need that leader.  You know, I 
want to follow up on something Rick said, too.  You know, yeah, we are – all three of us 
– we are in real close locations.  Really, really close to each other.  Now ag being right in 
the middle.  Are there a lot of bridges that ag can build over to ENV?  Or ag can build to 
science?  We already have those, okay?  We have those.  We work together with 
programs, things like that.  Is there more bridge building that can be built?  Yeah, there 
is.  Okay?  And this process will probably make it happen.  But build the bridges, you 
know, not the mergers.  I think the bridges are a more effective way to go.  I really do.  
[Applause] 
 
Steering Committee: I wonder if the gentleman last night at the Alumni Forum came 
from the – was an alumni of the College of Ag and I will never forget the line he said, 
“Agriculture is not just cows, sows, and plows.”  But from dirt to shirt. 
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Debby Lyons (student): Hi.  My name is Debby Lyons.  I am a food service professional 
that came back to school in order to get a bachelor’s degree.  I had an AA degree from 
_____ (53:51) in Food Service Management.  I chose the Food Science program here.  
Looking at all the other aspects that I could have chosen I know it is very small and there 
are a lot of time conflicts and I am having a difficult time getting classes, but, you know, 
that is part of being program.  I would ask you not to dissolve our program.  You all eat 
food.  Do you all like convenience foods?  Food scientists – we do not – our focus is not 
on actually preparing the food but like the commercial food says, our focus is on making 
your food better, making your food more convenient, safer, and all those aspects.  We 
call it _____ (54:41) work.  So we still have the same type of slogan.  I am also a mother 
of a graduate, an alumna.  She came here – I am sorry, I am getting a little nervous and 
my voice is a little shaky. I will try to maintain.  She came here dyslexic, having a hard 
time learning.  She came here because the focus was applied.  Her grades were very good 
in high school because I helped her along.  She had very much competition from her 
brother who is a Harvard graduate now, but she had very high standards to try to keep up 
with.  She came here doing a few of the remedial courses because she does not test very 
well even though she is very smart.  The applied sciences is where – well, actually she 
came in as a science student, quickly found out that her goal to be a veterinarian – more 
alumni from the College of Ag were being chosen into veterinary schools than from the 
Science Department.  So she switched and went into the College of Ag and found herself 
right at home.  She was a former FFA—that is Future Farmer—in high school.  And so 
she found herself right at home there and did very well and graduated with high honors.  
So the applied science can really make the difference that are like on the margin like my 
daughter was, and it also is very specific to the industry that is being served.  Thank you.  
[Applause] 
 
Tracy Alba (AMM): Hello.  My name is Tracy Alba [SP] 56:48.  I am a senior in the 
Apparel Merchandising and Management Department and I have loved every single 
minute of it.  I am going to graduate this spring and if anybody ever asks me if I would 
do it again I would say yes, 100 percent.  I think this program is amazing and I love it.  I 
would choose it over _____ (57:05) any day.  And you said that our title is Apparel 
Merchandising and Management and yes, that is true, and we actually have two options 
which I am sure you know of, retail and production.  I am a retail student myself, but up 
until your junior year everyone is required to take the same classes, so you learn the 
business aspects.  You learn research and development, marketing, merchandising, visual 
merchandising, all of that, all that good stuff _____ (57:28) that you do not want to do; 
but then as far as production goes, we do learn what he said dirt to shirt.  We are required 
to take textile _____ (57:36).  We learn about fibers and yarns and probability and 
abrasion and all that kind of stuff.  And it really is – it is a lab class.  And if you have 
ever seen our sewing lab I think it is amazing, the – all the different kinds of machines.  It 
actually has got a body scanner which is an amazing improvement.  And I just think that 
being part of the College of Agriculture, every single major in this college is so 
specialized and I think that makes the diploma so much more meaningful.  And I think it 
is important that AMM stays in this college because I just think—I am sure you have 
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heard this before, sorry if it is really redundant—but if it went to the College of Business 
what is going to happen?  We will have marketing teachers teaching our regional classes.  
We will not really be learning what our professors can teach us because of their 
experience.  And what will happen to our sewing lab is what my concern is.  I spend 
about half my time in there.  It is so important to me.  I love it and it is really crucial to 
my education, especially for people who have never like _____ (58:29) stuff at home. 
 
Steering Committee: Why do you think your teachers now will not be teaching you in 
the College of Business if this program is moved to the College of Business? 
 
Tracy Alba (AMM): From my impression that was made—I heard someone say we had 
marketing teachers come into our college – into our department and then saying, oh, our 
teachers could teach your classes.  That is what I heard personally.  So this is the 
impression we have all been getting and that is what we do not want to happen.  I think I 
am finished.  Right.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Sean (URP student):  If I could, could I answer the question I keep hearing, too, before I 
start my time?  Is that possible? 
 
Steering Committee: Please state your name. 
 
Sean (URP student): My name is Sean and I am an Urban and Regional Planning 
student. Oh, that is okay.  There we go.  _____ (59:23) and we will be right.  You know, 
just – that part is _____ (59:28) fine. 
 
Steering Committee: Sure.  
 
Unidentified: Okay.  The question that keeps coming up is, you know, Apparel related to 
business.  I think a great example of this is the fact that my cousin is in the alpaca 
industry in Peru and one of the best things I can possibly tell you and the most vivid 
example of this is I went to go visit him at his factory.  He owns a factory and he is one 
of the wealthiest men in his town.  His factory, where he produces about every single 
alpaca label that comes in through the Gap, the store we have all heard of, anything there 
that is fine and Banana Republic, all of that comes through his factory.  His factory, 
where he produces all of this merchandise, is 50 percent alpaca farms, okay, 50 percent 
manufacturing, with an office in the back where they do all their sales and everything 
else.  If that is not the clearest example of how apparel is related to agriculture I cannot 
think of one.  The vest tells you that.  Now if I could begin my remarks.  Sorry.  The only 
reason this committee has given to proceed forward with P&R is that it will save money.  
That is the only reason, and whether the committee want to acknowledge it or not, on 
page seven of the Phase I Recommendations the report explicitly claims and excitedly 
that it is anticipated that the reduction in the number of colleges could save a projected 
$800,000 annually.  Eight hundred thousand dollars.  We are doing all of this for 
$800,000, an amount so small to this university that it represents not only four – excuse 
me, that it represents only four percent of the total budget – excuse me, point four percent 
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of the total budget.  That is not ten percent.  That is not three percent, but less than half of 
one percent.  Less than half of one percent.  But do the $800,000 look like?  Well, I found 
some examples to help the committee quantify $800,000.  So please consider the 
following.  Eight hundred thousand dollars would buy you 40 Arabian horses.  _____ 
(1:01:26) Business Administration college building with $800,000 could buy you 1.75 
classrooms.  The parking garage, $800,000 would buy you 50 parking spaces.  Eight 
hundred thousand dollars foots the tab for PeopleSoft update—you know _____ 
(1:01:42)?  That cost $500,000.  Eight hundred thousand dollars represents the cost of 
$1.3 days of operating this campus.  Think about it.  This whole proposal could be tabled 
if we just had Arbor Day off. [Applause, laughter, cheering] In fact, if you cashed the 
entire school budget into one dollar bills—do you know what this is?  A one dollar bill?  
Six inches long?  If you cashed the entire school budget out and placed them end to end, 
the budget would wrap around the entire earth.  Ironically it is about the width of 
California short of going all the way around the planet.  Right around the entire planet.  
To contrast that, do you know how far $800,000 laid end to end would take you?  From 
Santa Monica to San Bernardino.  [Laughter]  Is that what we are going to destroy this 
college for?  Fifty parking spaces?  Forty horses?  Less than two classrooms?  Thank you.  
[Applause, cheering] 
 
Steering Committee: We have not really heard anybody speak about Recommendation 
Number Two.  We sort of did tangentially about the School of Architecture going into the 
College of Engineering.  Would anybody like to address that recommendation? 
 
Rick Willson (URP): I would.  Rick Wilson from Urban Planning.  I want to make it 
clear I am not speaking for anyone in the Department of Architecture.  That is for them to 
do in their own process, so the only thing I would report on this issue is the American 
Institute of Architects California Chapter has written a letter in opposition to the proposal 
and the members of the ENV Partners Circle who are fundraisers for the college, the 
architecture members that I have heard speak, all speak in opposition to the proposal.  
The two Architecture alums that came to the Alumni Forum last night spoke against the 
proposal.  What I can say for Urban Planning is what we want is to be in a collaborative 
environment with Architecture where we are at an equal status, so we are concerned 
about changing the status of one program we think that might interfere with our ability to 
collaborate.  So thank you very much.  [Applause] 
 
Marcy Ruiz (College of ENV): Hello.  My name is Marcy Ruiz.  I am with the College 
of Environmental Design in the Dean’s Office and to answer or somewhere along the line 
of the question that Juliana Delgado said about Proposal Three, the School of 
Architecture.  I am not a very good speaker so I am just going to take an excerpt from a 
letter that came through our office.  Just this one paragraph sort of stood out for me and it 
said – I do not know if it is appropriate to say who it came from, if that is relevant, but I 
am just going to go ahead and read.  It says: “Reading between the lines of the 
committee’s report leads me to wonder if there may be faculty who feel ENV does not 
satisfy their personal ambitions.  If my assumption is correct, these faculty most 
emphatically advised to support the cooperative goals or ENV or look for other 
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employment that will satisfy their egos.  There is no place for primadonnas in ENV 
where cooperative and harmonious working relationships are essential.  Some years ago 
this situation arose and the Architecture Chairperson was remove for the overall good of 
ENV.”  This is not something I know about.  This was just in the letter, but it is about 
egos and perhaps some people wanting to have more power.  That is what I have heard.  
But I am just reading something that was sent to our office.  So.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified Female: Urban and Regional Planning.  I would like to speak to a process 
which I know many people have already spoken to, but it is my privilege, right?  Urban 
and Regional Planning is a discipline that is about change.  It is about creating 
progressive change.  It is about thinking about change.  In the past urban planners—we 
still make some mistakes, but in the past we made some real doozies.  In the 1950s and 
‘60s urban renewal tore down a lot of neighborhoods and put freeways through them and 
made other large scale changes in the urban fabric in the name of big things are better 
than small things.  For the most part the discipline regrets a lot of that and what is seen as 
having been lost in were the neighborhoods that were busted apart by freeways going 
through them, neighborhoods that were completely demolished by things like large 
stadiums and large civic complexes replacing the ground that they stood on.  So in 
hindsight we see that we lost a lot of small time fabric, a lot of personal connections, a lot 
of little neighborhoods relating to other neighborhoods where people had their habits of 
going back and forth and engaging in their lives in that way.  I think this is very 
analogous to the current proposal.  This is a proposal that says big is better and it has 
been done without any analysis.  The data that was _____ (1:07:51) – that was brought in 
was all data about the units, but not data about their connections.  So not only do those of 
us who thrive on those connections fear that this kind of change jeopardizes those 
connections, we also feel also like there is not even a record of those connections so that 
in the end we will know what was lost.  We are told sometimes in some of these meetings 
when we defend, you are just afraid of change.  But I would remind you that you are 
afraid of change is a line from the Bully’s Handbook.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified Graphic Student: My name is _____ (1:08:55) and I am a graphic 
designer.  I am a fourth year and I still have a few years to go because I have a few 
minors going on.  And it is my understanding that all this reorganization, the intent, the 
number one intent is to – deals with money, so it is – that is a monetary issue.  And I am 
curious to see if – when dealing with this decision you decide to consult the chairs or the 
faculty or the students as to if we want these things to happen, and I read a sheet 
yesterday and it said that Graphic Design is going to move into the new College of 
Business and that the objective of the above reorganization is to capitalize on the 
application of computer technologies including the use of the Internet to develop and 
promote graphic communications as well as business and sales strategies integrated 
across the division.  And I am reading this and I am in the Graphic Design program and I 
know what we do and it seems that we already do all these things that are listed here that 
_____ (1:09:59) from the change.  But these things we are already doing and we use 
laptops in our work and we use the classrooms.  We are on the Internet and we are getting 
information.  We – our _____ (1:10:09) are designated to communicate with the – a 
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potential client in a variety of manners and it shook – and this change shook me as 
strange because I came to this school, I applied to this school with the thought of getting 
a Graphic Design degree from the College of Environmental Design from Cal Poly 
Pomona.  And there was a certain level of prestige that went with that like, okay, this is a 
really good program.  But then it is going to be moved into the College of Business and I 
do not know what other graphic designers will think or graphic design firms that a 
graphic designer is coming from a College of Business.  It kind of lowers the prestige of 
that.  And changing the programs half way through my education seems like fraud.  I am 
paying for a certain education and it was – I came with an intent to get this certain _____ 
(1:11:02) things were a certain way and yet it is going to change on me half way through 
and that is not what I paid for.  That is not why I came here.  I did not come here to be 
part of the College of Business.  I came here to be part of the College of Environmental 
Design with all the architects, the urban planners, fine arts, graphic designers, et cetera, 
so I think that this change—it just sounds like fraud to me.  _____ (1:11:26) know it is an 
illegal action to be taken and I _____ (1:11:29) to be taken, but it just – it sounds really 
wrong to me.  So.  I thank you for your time.  [Applause] 
 
Steering Committee: Anybody else? Well, we really appreciate everyone coming here 
today and _____ (1:12:12) we can continue until 1 if that [overlapping voice]. 
 
Steering Committee: We can sit here in silence until somebody gets brave enough to… 
 
Flint Freeman (Professor Emeritus): Hi, Dr. Barnes.  I am Professor Freeman.  I am 
old and I am retired but I get to talk because I am _____ (1:12:24) person [applause].  
_____ (1:12:28) means that they tolerate me one quarter a year so I have the – all the 
rights of a full time faculty member.  Well.  I only have two minutes so I had better talk 
really fast if nobody wants to talk.  So I will take a little time.  Is that okay?  I have been 
here 30 years and I am in the College of Agriculture and in one of those programs that the 
committee said discontinue this program.  Oh golly gee.  I live in Tucson, Arizona, when 
I am not here so it is not going to affect me very much.  However.  In terms of the 
College of Agriculture, one of the comments made on a program in the College of 
Agriculture was that this is a legacy program.  Well, I do not know what that meant.  It 
was not defined, and if I were picking legacy programs I would not have picked that one.  
I would have picked the entire college.  Since I have been here it seems like more and 
more that rather than strengthen the College of Agriculture, actions are being taken to 
weaken it.  To weaken it!  Putting it with another college does not strengthen it; I do not 
care what anybody says.  We know better than that.  We know what the long term effect 
of that might mean.  Breaking it up into little pieces does not strengthen it either.  
Discontinuing programs in it does not strengthen it.  We are the only place our students 
have to go.  That is it.  They cannot go any place else.  Now I love the College of 
Business.  It is a wonderful place, but it is not the only place in Southern California you 
can go.  We are it.  We are it, folks.  We are the crown jewel in the crown – the crown 
jewel in this campus – on this campus.  [Applause, cheering]  We make it unique.  So 
why would we not want to strengthen the College of Agriculture and all the programs in 
it?  Even if you are not in the College of Agriculture and do not know anything about it, 
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when you drive on this campus you know we make this campus unique.  We attract 
students here that have nothing to do with the College of Agriculture.  So I think we 
ought to do things to make it bigger and make it better.  And some people say, well, the 
College of Agriculture is old fashioned.  It is stagnant.  It is just the status quo.  That is 
not true.  We have been challenged before at this university to change things.  Professor 
Hostetler remembers those times.  Had a president have us all for lunch one day up at the 
Kellogg House.  Gave us a great lunch with a bunch of wine and then he said, you guys 
are all—and it was all guys, by the way—you guys are in big trouble.  That was after he 
had a cigarette break, so you know who we mean, Dr. Barnes.  And our enrollment from 
over 2,000 to about 900.  We were in big trouble and he said, you guys have to fix it.  
Well, we fixed it.  We did.  We have 1500 students now.  We do not have all the 
programs we used to have in the College of Agriculture.  We have eliminated a 
department.  We have eliminated programs.  We have eliminated majors.  We have 
started new majors.  We have hundreds of students in programs that did not used to exist.  
We know how to fix ourselves.  There is no committee on this campus that can do better 
at that than we can do ourselves.  [Applause]  We can do it.  So we just want you to give 
us a chance to do that.  And I was going to say that no administrator can fix it either, but I 
have to be careful with those words; but I do not think they can either.  But we can.  What 
is it that you want?  And we can do that.  We can do it on our own.  And I think that is 
true of every program in every college on this campus.  If there are problems, we are the 
best ones to fix them, not committees, not administration.  Thank you.  [Loud applause] 
 
Steering Committee: Tucson, huh? 
 
Flint Freeman: Yes, it is beautiful in Tucson. 
 
Nancy Merlino (College of Ag): Good afternoon.  It is afternoon now.  I am Nancy 
Merlino, the Program Director of the Food Marketing and Agribusiness, College of Ag.  I 
would like to go a little further from where – yes, further.  And I think he set it up 
wonderfully to say that in order to do what he just said we need our own dean.  
[Applause]  As much as we like the dean we have right now, he is stretched and he is 
going to be stretched further when you – if in fact this mega-college is looked at.  And if 
you would look at the – agriculture.  Where is our next school that is closest to it in 
agriculture.  Anybody know?  Yeah.  How many millions of people do we have in 
Southern California that we are serving?  Twenty to 22 million?  In Southern California?  
Okay.  We have – I have so many jobs for my students I do not even have enough 
students for all jobs in non-agribusiness.  Okay.  There are tons.  All the food companies, 
all the – anything to do with landscaping, any management of any agribusiness firm is in 
the 20 million area – that is why all our students stay here in the Southern California to 
live.  They might want to go to school somewhere else.  I mean some people like slow 
just great.  It is a fine ocean.  Okay, but they – do they work up there?  No.  Okay.  So 
therefore we are a very vital part of agriculture and we need to continue that.  And in 
order to continue that we need our own dean.  We need our own champion to help us 
with industry, to help us with all the meetings that we go to—there was a big meeting last 
week I believe Stan had to go to.  We did not have a representative there.  I think that is a 
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shame.  It is a crime.  So I definitely believe that we need to look at that and I brought 
this up at the last forum, but I still believe Kellogg would roll over in his grave.  
[Applause] 
 
Dan Hostetler (Plant Sciences): Dan Hostetler, College of Agriculture.  I object to 
Freeman going over the two minute limit.  [Laughter] 
 
Steering Committee: But you liked his message. 
 
Steering Committee: Yes you did. 
 
Rick Willson (URP): You must be feeling by now that nothing can be changed because 
all the changes that were considered today everyone has spoken against and no one has 
spoken in favor.  So I understand your frustration of, so what do we do?  And I think 
following up on Professor Yuri’s [SP] 1:19:38 comment about planning process, what 
you are hearing is the passion and the commitment of the faculty that have worked in 
these programs over time.  I do not think you have heard anyone say, do not hold us 
accountable.  So if there are performance standards for number of students and budget 
and so on, that is fine, and maybe some programs cannot meet those performance 
standards, maybe some can.  I think what you have heard is a large scale restructuring of 
the university, in my experience, happens very seldom.  This is a much more radical 
transformation than I have seen proposed at other universities as a planner.  I think what 
you have heard that we can do is an interest and willingness to build bridges.  So rather 
than restructure I would suggest holding us accountable, letting us fix our problems if 
those exist, and helping us to build bridges across colleges so that we can really achieve 
what I think is the Cal Poly story, which is this innovative, experimental university where 
faculty talk to each other – where faculty are not in silos but talk to each other in other 
disciplines.  I am convinced in my field our faculty collaborate across the university far 
more than planning faculty in other institutions.  So we want to build bridges.  We are 
happy to be accountable to performance standards, but we are resisting this sort of design 
based approach to restructuring the university.  We would much rather have a bottom up 
collaborative approach with accountability.  Thank you very much.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified:  My name is _____ (1:21:26) from the Food Science program in the 
College of Ag.  Basically I am going to make it kind of simple today.  You have heard 
me talk about this before but there are a couple of new _____ (1:21:35) I had not seen last 
time so maybe they need to hear it as well.  Before I address the Food Science program I 
need to address the big issue first for the College of Ag.  As you are aware the committee 
is trying to put together the College of Agriculture, the College of Science, and the 
College of Environmental Design.  There is a big, big problem with that.  You are going 
to have one dean who is going to be in charge of a really large part of the school who is 
going to sit there and let us just face it the point of this is that the dean sits there looks at 
the paper in a couple of years and goes okay I have got $10 million and I can only afford 
to spend $5, what am I going to do?  Okay Food Science has got okay 50 students, that is 
gone.  Food nutrition has got this many students, that is gone.  Because let us face it they 
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are not going to cut chemistry.  They are not going to cut biology.  They are not going to 
cut physics.  They are not going to cut any of this.  Environmental Design has this many.  
Let us go.  It is gone.  That is the idea.  If the colleges get put together we may be saving 
the programs now specifically if I fight for food science alone and we save ourselves that 
is fine.  But I am also looking at a bigger picture here.  We are looking at these three 
colleges coming together and we are realizing that there is going to be this one dean who 
is going to be under a lot of pressure either by President Ortiz or whoever the president is 
at the time to realize that he only has so much money to spend and so many programs to 
spend it on.  He is not going to cut chemistry.  He cannot.  He is not going to cut biology.  
They cannot.  So they are going to cut back.  They are going to cut the smaller programs.  
They are going to cut the programs in Environmental Design and soil types and programs 
that are really just surviving because they are such an industry-specific program that they 
are there to support very specific groups.  For a while I thought we were a small 
program—Food Science.  We have 57 people right now and like I said last time, that is 
more than a 44 percent growth.  We serve 1500 companies in a 90 miles radius.  We have 
a program that has been very well strong standing with a lot of support from the industry, 
with a lot of support from companies.  I have seen several last time that are constantly 
looking for us, not anybody else.  They are not looking for – there is a big difference 
between us and the nutrition program which is the program that you are trying to merge 
us with.  They are not looking for nutritionists.  They are looking for somebody who can 
process the food, who can analyze specific data from labs.  That is us.  That is scientists.  
We are an applied science.  We are a direct science.  We are specific to an industry.  That 
is who we are.  We are not small.  We are –compared to other programs in the country we 
are actually a very average number.  Other states that have some of the largest programs 
do not have more than 60-70, at most 100 students.  It is a very, very small major 
everywhere.  So how could 53 students and three professors – other programs do it with 
seven, ten teachers.  And actually I was reading in the 200-some pages that you guys 
have right now in the Steering Committee and it says one of the reasons why we are 
being cut is because we are an expensive program.  It does not take much research to 
realize we are the second cheapest program on campus.  The second cheapest program on 
campus.  And one of the suggestions was that we are too expensive.  I mean – you know, 
I got four bucks in my pocket right now.  I am a poor college student and I know how it is 
to be – for life to be expensive, but when we are the second cheapest program on campus, 
give me a break.  I mean we talked about this before when we accepted that the data is as 
old as it is – it is two years old and it is not accurate any more but okay we can fix that by 
telling you we have grown that much, we have done this much.  As a matter of fact, 
President Ortiz came down and saw our cause and saw our quad development team from 
a year and two years ago and how far advanced we have gotten on a national level.  That 
quality is constantly getting – we are bringing a lot of light to Cal Poly because of our 
programs.  On a national level.  This is the nutrition.  This is the food science program.  
And to merge us like we – _____ (1:25:11) book about it last time.  We are already like 
the same program.  We already – our teachers teach their classes, their teachers teach 
ours.  We get advised by their teachers.  Their teachers advise our guys.  I mean we are 
such a – we are the same program already.  How much more is it going to be to merge.  
What is the idea?  It is just going to make it some option that is going to be easier for 
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somebody to cut later on.  So this is the insight behind it.  Again I urge you to look at the 
data and to look at how old it is and how – it is not accurate any more.  To say that we are 
an expensive program and we are the second cheapest program in the school—that is one 
thing.  And to say – to look at the data and that – with this many students we have grown 
this much – that is another thing.  I urge you.  You have a lot of power in your hand right 
now.  First and foremost do not mix the colleges together. Second, do not look at the 
small programs who have had a lot of growth and say, they do not belong here.  We do.  
We bring a lot of attention to Cal Poly.  If you think we are small, look, this whole side 
row right here is all Food Science students.  I brought our program with us.  So, you 
know, I mean we are here.  We care.  Everybody else is here for the big one for the 
college mixture so you have a lot of power in your hand and I urge you to look into it and 
to fix it before it becomes a serious problem.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Peter Kilduff (AMM): Peter Kilduff, Apparel Merchandising and Management. I said 
last week very – I said various views on this process and the recommendations for my 
program.  I would like to pick up on what our friend just said there that I think that the 
reorganization as proposed that it is not going to result in the savings that the university 
was saying it would, and I think the real savings are going to come from that 
rationalization process that takes place within these new mega-colleges, and I share his 
view that it is the politically disadvantaged programs rather than the weaker programs 
that are going to be cut.  And I think that is a real fear.  I think another aspect of this 
process is that the reorganization actually has redesigned the jobs of deans and it is 
effectively redesigning the jobs of department chairs.  In fact when I read the _____ 
(1:27:25) that was proposed in the summer, my first reaction to that was that departments 
are going to be dispensed with, and I have heard that multiple times since then.  I think it 
is going to be a grave, grave error if it dispenses with departments.  I think it would be 
something it would be very difficult to recover from.  Department chairs are people who 
are champions for their – for the programs under their jurisdiction and that the people 
who have got the expertise with their faculty on how to drive programs; and to take 
power away from departments and move it up and effectively centralize it, I think, will be 
a major error of judgment and one that would be very difficult, I think, for this campus to 
recover from.  So I believe departments should not be – the integrity of departments 
should not be messed with and I think, as I have said before, this process requires a lot 
more due diligence before organizational structures and the roles of deans and 
departments are modified.  [Applause]  I can say more if you want to. 
 
Nancy Merlino (College of Ag): Nancy Merlino again, Program Director from the 
College of Ag for Food Marketing and Agribusiness.  I want to bring up one thing.  We 
put on the Western Collegiate Student Marketing Competition and we, being Cal Poly 
Pomona, College of Agriculture.  Okay.  I am going to list some of the schools that come 
to this event and this year we – and it has always been at the Anaheim Convention Center 
or it has been in Pasadena.  This year we are holding it right here, which was always our 
goal, which was to make people come here, and this is who is coming: Colorado State, 
Arizona State, University of Nevada Reno, Slo [SP] 1:29:14, Chico.  We have had 
numerous other schools but those are just some and I just want to reiterate College of 
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Agriculture.  That is who we are and when we bring other schools in to our campus I 
think that it is important that we still stay the College of Ag when we bring those kind of 
people in for our competitions.  It is a two day competition now.  It has grown.  This will 
be our fourth year.  And I think to bring those kind of students from those kind of 
universities, it warrants again that we have our own dean that comes there, speaks to 
them, and we take them to _____ (1:29:54) for dinner, things like that, in our own 
College of Agriculture.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified:  I was fortunate enough to be able to get to the Alumni Meeting that you 
were able to put on last night and I appreciated that, and that you were doing that for the 
alumni, and a question was asked of one of the alumni after they talked about some 
points that were specific to Number 11, about Number One if they would be in opposition 
to a merger of the College into a title, basically, to them, and they gave an honest answer 
about how that particular move they could not comment on because it was not really 
defined. And I really do not think it is yet to be defined when Recommendations One 
through Ten are pretty much a power point presentation with an idea of an overarching 
theme of these items could be put together in a mega-college and separate out certain 
pieces and put them in other areas is really not a well defined presentation or 
recommendation that enables us to really speak soundly to, but just react to in that this is 
not something that has stemmed from the needs of the program.  And I know I am new 
and I am not as articulate as my wonderful counterpart who is _____ (1:31:37) and 
advising me and coming into the profession, but it does not again make sense to me that a 
university of higher learning that is – has the system that is based on the needs of the 
program – it appears top down and not bottom up.  I did not hear an uprising of the 
program saying we need this to support what we do so that we can grow, we can bring in 
more money and we can bring in more students.  It has been the other way of this is for 
efficiency and to save money or these are themes that we are all concerned about so this 
is a way to really focus, to be forward thinkers and lookers.  I just hope you consider that 
when you ask for comments from outside stakeholders, advisory members and alumni 
that you realize that they might respond just to the name and not really understand what 
that means to the structure.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified: I know these meetings are going to be recorded and transcribed so I 
wanted to enter something into the record.  There are – it is 12:30.  I think there are about 
100 people in the room – is that what you would say?  About 100 people.  Can anyone 
who is here in favor of P&R thinks it would help the college in any way shape or form 
raise their hands?  Okay.  No one raised their hand.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Debby Lyons (student): Hi.  My name is Debby Lyons and I know I spoke a few 
minutes ago, but there are a couple other things I thought of.  I was a student here in the 
1970s.  I transferred from Cyprus College and I came here from the semester system and 
I did not really do very well my first quarter because of the pace.  Then I took some time 
off and then I sent my daughter here.  I sent my daughter here for those reasons I talked 
of before.  Then once she graduated she encouraged me to come back.  She says Mom, 
you can do it.  I know you can.  Well, when I came back, spending almost 20 years being 
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a food service professional, I thought okay, well, what major could I go into.  I went to 
_____ (1:34:33) and got a degree in Food Service Management and then came here and 
thought about the _____ (1:34:40) and then I thought about my future and I thought, do I 
really want to spend another 20 years in food service management?  Well, the answer to 
that was no.  I really was looking for something different and so I am now in transition.  I 
chose Food Science because I really – I could have chosen Apparel and Marketing 
because I am a really good sewer and I really love apparel and I am really good at 
designing my own clothes too.  So I could have gone that direction but I did not.  I chose 
food because food is a part of us.  Food is our very nature, our being.  Without food we 
cannot survive.  Okay?  So I wanted to stay in the food industry.  So making this choice 
to come back to campus my first thought was, you know, coming from the ‘70s, okay, 
well, I will come back and I will get a Bachelor’s degree in Food and Nutrition and then I 
will go to a high school and I will teach home economics.  Well, to my surprise when I 
got back here Home Economics was not here any more and it had just passed away.  I 
mean it died the summer before I came in.  There was one last student who I actually 
knew who graduated that summer and told me when you come in it is not going to be 
here and I found out very quickly that okay, food and nutrition is not really where I 
wanted to be.  So exploring my options I could have either gone back up the hill to the 
Collins School and continued that way, which I had a lot of units coming from Mount 
_____ (1:36:21) that could have gone there, and actually I am doing a minor there—that 
is how I am using those units.  I decided on Food Science because it is really, really 
intriguing to me how food works together and how to make our food safer and how to 
make our food better for us and so that is the direction I chose.  Now had this program 
not been here I would not have had that option—and this is a brand new program, by the 
way.  That took the place of the Home Economics program.  So this is an innovative, 
brand new program that is meeting the needs of Californians because this is the only 
program in California that addresses food science.  We have so many companies coming 
here in California to do food production, so if you are going to disband our program and 
not have future food scientists here on this campus, then you are saying no more 
Californians will have this education.  Let us get all of our food scientists from MIT or 
somewhere else.  Let us import them instead of raising up our own children to do this.  I 
implore you to reconsider I think it is Number 15 on the list to disband our program, 
merge or disband our program.  Our program came from a need.  Please recognize that 
need.  And that is the future the food industry in Southern California.  Thank you.  
[Applause] 
 
Stephen Kim (student): Hi.  I am Stephen Kim, part of the Urban and Regional 
Planning Department.  I am a student and I just want to reiterate how disappointing it is 
for me to see this process played out.  I think as a student here there are a lot of 
opportunities for change and I would really love to see this campus become what we all 
dream it could be, and the fact is that this process has sort of failed us in that it has given 
us only one option and it has sort of created a lot of emotional and very strong opposition.  
And I feel that because of the lack of collaboration and the lack of openness by, you 
know, the previous process to gather this information and in creating these proposals that, 
you know, any future kind of recommendation, any kind of future opportunity to really 
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improve our departments, improve our colleges, improve this university, whether it 
comes from an academic standpoint, I know we are – you know, there is a lot of talk in 
the recommendations about increasing our research opportunity and funding for grants 
and that kind of, you know, opportunities to economically benefit our university, but you 
have to remember that as a Poly Technic, you know, our biggest concern should be actual 
practicality and coming from the Urban and Regional Planning Department, you know, it 
is a failure of the administration to really include students.  I know that this is the first, 
you know, opportunity, but this, you know, certainly has gone _____ (1:39:59) the 
faculty.  I have been here almost three years now and we have never received any kind of 
opportunity to input our feedback, our thoughts, and how, you know, our departments 
could be improved.  And so I just want to say that, you know, it is frustration I am sure 
on your parts, also on our parts, to really see any kind of serious change happen at any 
point after this.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified student: Hi.  I am Laurie.  I am a senior Apparel Merchandising and 
Management major and I am of the Apparel Production option and I would like to say 
when I was looking at programs because I transferred here I – one of the things I really 
loved about the Apparel Merchandising and Management program is that we are our own 
department and that when I go and I graduate I have a Bachelor’s of Science in Apparel 
Merchandising and Management.  And that was one of the things that really attracted me 
to this program.  The other thing that I just – that really made me say this is where I want 
to go—if I cannot get in here I will look at other schools—was the fact that we had the 
option of Apparel Production.  Most schools in the area only offer design or they offer 
buying, and as much as I think – as much as they are good parts of the industry, they are 
not the only parts of the industry.  Our program also teaches us about other than like 
apparel design and apparel pattern making they also do production, pre-production and I 
mean you learn about import and exporting and a lot of areas in the apparel industry.  
And so what I specifically am interested in is more of the production side, but not design.  
I am very interested in apparel production and so when I saw that this major was offered 
here and that as senior students we get to design our own line of clothing, which Ann 
Squared [SP] 1:41:47 offered – make you want to buy this at the Farm Store and I think 
_____ (1:41:53) here – I just was like really enthusiastic about that part because it is 
hands-on learning and that is what Cal Poly is all about.  And as far as us getting moved – 
the – we might be moved to the College of Business, the one thing I am very paranoid 
about is to say we might lose the production side of things because that I what I came 
here for.  That is one of the things – I looked at CSU Long Beach.  I looked at CSU 
Northridge.  I looked at a lot of other programs in the area and that is what I really loved 
about this one.  And the other thing I really loved about it is a Bachelor’s of Science in 
Apparel Merchandising and Management whereas a lot of the other programs in the area 
are Bachelor’s of Arts or Bachelor’s of Science in like Consumer Sciences and then you 
have like an option in apparel so it is not very specific.  And since I want to be in the 
apparel industry, this is one – you know, I wanted to come here.  And a lot of our 
graduates are very sought-after in the apparel industry for this area.  We have made a 
very good name for ourselves and I would not want to lose that.  I do not want to lose the 
apparel production side of the major and especially not for a student who just transferred 
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in as a freshman and where, you know, more time to expand their program and make it 
better and I really – I mean the more I see like what other departments are trying to do 
and the changes they are trying to make to improve our program, the more excited I get 
about it, the more loyal I am to this college and this major and this university and I really 
would just love to see it grow and for more options to be offered and for us to stay our 
own department, because to me I think that really preserves the integrity of it.  Because 
there are a lot of things that are very specific to the apparel trade that may not – that you 
– may not be touched on as far as like general business because business incorporates a 
wide range of things.  So you may not get as much as the – more of the technical and 
trade-oriented things that you need to know for apparel.  That is it.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified: So you did not hear I was going to talk _____ (1:43:56) today, did you?  
Because that is not me.  I wanted to bring to your attention one more thing today, too, is – 
really quickly.  Everybody here is aware that Cal Poly started out as an agriculture 
school.  In 1938, you know – I saw the history about the school.  It started out as an 
agriculture school.  And until today we still get support from Kellogg and that company.  
Last year I believe we got a $5 million grant from them for their Arabian horse center.  
To the College of Agriculture, not for anybody else.  And when they gave it to us he said 
this is for the College of Agriculture and it is to be used by them for that specific purpose.  
Kellogg, the company themselves, said College of Agriculture.  That is it.  So I mean if 
Kellogg would come by now and – I think he would be rolling over in his grave to hear 
that we are merging with the College of Science and the College of Environmental 
Design.  While they are great schools, these schools were not here when Cal Poly started. 
This is not – this was not the idea of Cal Poly.  This was not the idea that Cal had had.  
This is the College of Agriculture.  We are separate.  We are something unique.  We are 
something different.  Every program in the college has a purpose and has a reason for 
existing including ourselves, including the food science program.  I have talked enough 
about that, but I just wanted to make sure you understood that this College of Agriculture 
existed from the beginning and for the reason that this school was created was for this 
program—for this College of Agriculture.  And like I said until today we still get support 
from companies in large amounts of money.  And then you are fully aware of the pluses 
itself with P&R.  Last time one of the members actually got up and agreed that this—I 
think he is over here today—is that this _____ (1:45:31) is going to be kind of – it is 
tough.  How do you get the small minority of the school to agree with something that is 
going to benefit the large minority of the school?  It is hard.  It is very hard.  We do not 
make up a very big group in the school.  I am sure all of the engineers would love to get 
the support.  I am sure all of the College of Business you would – would love to get a 
new program coming in and everybody would be happy with the results that are going to 
take place except us.  So when you have 100 people or so in this room, what is our vote 
going to really count?  But you do have the option.  You do have the option as the 
Steering Committee to go to President Ortiz and to say this process itself was not fair.  
You can say that.  I mean you really can. You are not stuck to the decisions that – to the 
list of options that we have. [Applause] You are not stuck to that.  Obviously everybody 
agrees with me.  You are not stuck to these options.  You can go to President Ortiz and 
say this process was not fair.  The College of Agriculture students did not have enough of 
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a vote.  The College of Environmental Design students are few compared to the other 
students who are in a lot bigger numbers.  We do not have much of a voice and I am 
losing mine already.  _____ (1:46:44) a cold not because of this but you could see it.  
You know?  We are losing our voice and we are getting tired of it, but if this is what it is 
going to take we are here to save our college.  We are here to save our programs.  We 
care.  We want them to be here.  And I do not want to go out to the industry and 30 years 
later be telling somebody I have a degree in Food Science from Cal Poly and them going, 
oh, Cal Poly had a program?  I do not want to die, come on!  I am still young.  We have 
to exist and we have to be together and like she said we are the only program in Southern 
California for it.  Why do you want to kill us, you know?  We want to exist and we are a 
big program and we are nice people.  Come on, man, we are nice people!  So once again 
just take all that into account and we would really appreciate it if you would take these 
two suggestions and went to President Ortiz and said either this process was not fair or 
these programs really do deserve to exist and the College of Agriculture deserves to exist 
as one united unit by itself.  So.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified student (URP): Hi.  My name is Jennifer _____ (1:47:45).  I am an Urban 
Planning major.  I am a transfer here.  This is my first quarter.  When deciding to do 
urban planning I kind of researched which colleges were accredited and our accreditation, 
I hear, is up kind of floating around because they are not sure they are going to keep it 
with this merge of colleges.  That concerns me.  I decided to come to Cal Poly for urban 
planning because it is in the middle of a whole bunch of urban settings.  You can go out 
and study everything, and with our accreditation being lost, you go to _____ (1:48:19) in 
the middle of farm land where you cannot study as many urban settings.  What do you 
do?  I mean I got accepted at both and I chose to come here because it is in the middle of 
urban settings.  A lot of my friends who are transfers here and said well, we were all so 
robbed.  You know, we decided to come here for urban planning and now in the 
Environmental Design working with architects, working with landscape architects, 
working with the people who will be working with us, and we just feel robbed that 
everything is changing so quickly.  I mean we are trying to adapt to our new major, to our 
surroundings, to working with architects and everything, but is it a lost cause?  Thank 
you.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified student (Food Science): Hi, guys.  My name is Michael.  I am a Food 
Scientist student at the moment.  I have a few friends in here.  Anyway I am an extremely 
small minority because not only am I a food scientist but I also work on campus in the 
meat lab and my _____ (1:49:18) job there is a meat scientist. And I am sure that you 
guys have seen a lot of beef stuff going on the, you know, TV, recalls and so forth and so 
on.  And you know it does seem a little silly, but Cal Poly and the organization we have 
right now with ag is that I am able, you know, to take classes, you know, ABS 327 Beef 
Science _____ (1:49:37) and they will take food science and technology classes where I 
can go into the industry and be a competent meat scientist or a competent meat chemist or 
a competent microbiologist, whereas, you know, if you shuffle me through as a bio major 
I go out and, you know, I have no training whatsoever.  So if you guys want competent 
students who know how to do their job and are well educated in the field they are 
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supposed to be in, you need to keep intact these small programs because that is what you 
do with training students.  And you will not be training your students if you shuffle us 
through as science majors.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified student: My name is April _____ (1:50:22).  I am College of 
Environmental Design and I am _____ (1:50:25) student.  I would like to actually stick to 
two points, one being the Apparel Merchandising Management.  I have one of those 
degrees.  I graduated from San Francisco State Consumer and Family Studies—I cannot 
even remember the title.  Clothing design was a – no, Clothing was an option in Design, 
so I understand how they compromised my education being under the Consumer Sciences 
umbrella, and how it also made it complicated for me to go out into the workplace and 
explain what my degree was in, that I am actually Clothing Design.  However, I am now 
reentering school to study Landscape Architecture and I am concerned.  I urge the panel 
to let President Ortiz know that we should not be hasty about these decisions.  These are 
major changes and I can imagine that – I appreciate that it is expensive, that the College 
of Environmental Design is costly to run; and I understand the budget constraints having 
been in the CSU system.  However, I just want to stress how expensive is it going to be 
reinstate the College of Environmental Design, College of Agriculture, College of 
Science when we realize the loss from having their absence? Please do not be hasty about 
these decisions.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Unidentified: Calvin _____ (1:52:00) with Architecture.  I am just kind of wondering 
where the idea to merge us with the Engineering Department came from.  I know that it is 
going to benefit the Architecture Department in the money funding aspect of it, but it 
makes no sense to put us with the engineers.  Engineering and architecture are kind of 
two separate things in the industry as well.  You have an engineer.  They do the 
engineering portion of the building.  You have architects.  We are the designers.  We 
design the building.  And so it makes no kind of sense to put us with them.  We overlap 
in a small fraction of our classes.  We only take four structural classes out of the fraction 
of the total classes that we have to take and it is an enormous amount of load.  It is a five 
year program, and kind of like the Urban Planning we are going through accreditation in 
a few months here and it is kind of – makes me paranoid as well knowing that it is kind 
of in limbo like where we are going to go and stuff like that.  And so it is kind of 
disheartening to know that we could lose accreditation just due to the fact that we are 
going to be merged with the Engineering Department.  And also, out of California there 
are only a handful, three or four colleges, that offer architecture programs in an 
affordable setting that many students can afford and come to.  And so it is kind of sad – it 
is going to be sad if we lose that and be merged under the Engineering Department and 
kind of lose the aspect of an Architectural degree.  And so by putting us in the 
Engineering Department I feel strongly that it is just going to take away from the true 
meaning of what our degree means.  And we have heard it from professional places 
outside in the industry already that they are going to oppose the idea as well that it is 
going to lose the meaning of the design degree and what that actually stands for.  So I just 
wanted to bring that up.  [Applause] 
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Steering Committee: There is time for a few more people. 
 
Adrienne Gee  (student): Hi.  My name is Adrienne Gee [SP] 1:54:10.  I am a third year 
Landscape Architecture student and we are California Polytechnic School and we pride 
ourselves on learning by doing, which is the biggest thing on campus; and in Landscape 
Architecture and Architecture and Urban Planning you enter the program with an 
Environmental Design class, ENV 101, and you realize that in the real world you are 
going to work with urban planners and architects and that is mainly who you are going to 
be working with, and California Polytechnic works closely experiencing the real world 
before we get into it and so therefore the college should stick together.  Also I am 
minoring in _____ (1:54:47) studies and the first thing that is instilled in your mind is that 
localization is a lot better than globalization.  The smaller the program, the better it is, the 
more impact it has; and in the College of Environmental Design we are a very small 
college and that is what makes us so great because we are able to focus on what we need.  
And in Landscape Architecture we are one of, I think, four schools in the state that are 
accredited.  And that is pretty fantastic considering there are so many universities in 
California.  So basically I think the College of Environmental Design is important 
because it is so small and therefore I feel like I have a voice in what happens.  I mean me 
and one of my friends are actually trying to get another class instilled into the program 
and we feel that we could do that because we have a voice and the college is so small that 
we can have an impact.  And that is basically it.  [Applause] 
 
Gwen Urey (URP): Gwen Urey, Urban and Regional Planning.  I just want to make 
another historical comment.  I am really unhappy that Dave Veste [SP] 1:55:56 is no 
longer on the faculty here.  Dave Veste [SP] 1:55:58 was around when Landscape 
Architecture and Urban Planning were actually born out of the College of Agriculture 
and became something that eventually was established as the College of Environmental 
Design.  I do not think he would say, oh, now is the time to go back, you know, together 
with Agriculture as well as Science.  I think he would be opposed to this.  Like many 
scientists Dave had a collection.  He collected for many years and near the end of his 
career here at Cal Poly he was publishing papers and giving conference presentations 
about his collection.  I am not sure this collection would be that well understood or 
thought of as important in the College of Science.  What he collected were town songs 
and if he were here he would probably have one to sing to you.  But I am sorry he is not 
here and I am sure if he would he would be singing in opposition.  [Applause] 
 
Steering Committee: Anybody want to have the last few words here? 
 
Peter Kilduff (AMM): Let me say a couple of things.  Peter Kilduff from AMM.  Going 
back to what one of the other speakers—I had a phone call from one of my new faculty 
about 10 o'clock at night when they – when the documentation came out about two weeks 
ago and he was worried about whether he should continue with his house search.  He was 
deeply unsettled by what the future of the department is.  We had spent a lot of energy 
bringing him and another faculty member from back east to come and join us here in 
Southern California and we were very happy when we got them, so this whole process 
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has deeply unsettled them.  They – and they do not see it boding well for our department 
being merged into the College of Business, so – although I am glad to hear that the 
College of Business faculty have voted against us joining them.  So that will be nice.  So 
– but I think it is a real issue is what might happen to holding onto faculty when they see 
themselves as merging into programs where they do not feel they belong and where only 
bad things are going to happen.  It has been characterized about us being resistant to 
change, but one faculty member started their career in Sri Lanka.  The other started their 
career in Korea.  I started my career in England.  We are not resistant to change.  What 
we know is what are good domiciles for our programs and that is what we want to find.  
Another quick point I would like to make, and I alluded to this before, is, you know, I 
would really like to see that we have a vision for this campus.  What is the vision of what 
we want to be?  Do we not want to be the best in the CSU system?  Do we not want to be 
perhaps one of the best universities in the United States?  Do we not have that ambition?  
Do we not have that ambition and a strategy for how we are going to get there?  That is 
what I would like to see us focusing on.  After that comes organization.  Thank you.  
[Applause] 
 
Bill Sioux (Ag): My name is Bill Sioux from the College of Ag.  I realize as a committee 
drafting up this proposal that you may only look at it as a – from a – as a bureaucratic 
change.  I am not asking too much, but kind of rerouting the paper trail under which the 
financials flow.  But I mean call it a fallacy, call it what you want, but it is a very slippery 
slope that you are walking on here.  If – under the proposal that we move everything into 
an umbrella college it becomes very easy later on I mean perhaps not now but later on to 
feel that there is no room for some of these smaller colleges.  And I am sure we all agree 
that, you know, these smaller departments, these smaller majors and everything are no 
less important than say, business or engineering or any of those – or accounting.  But you 
know it is – that does not mean that they have the same footprint.  I mean we can come 
here and we can yell and scream all we want, but we still do not have the same number of 
people as say the College of Engineering.  And so when you look over this proposal, 
maybe you not just look in the short term but look in the long term.  I mean heaven forbid 
I should still be attending this school when, you know, those later consequences come up, 
but try to look down the line.  I mean these small changes now can have great 
repercussions later on.  Thank you.  [Applause] 
 
Christine Chan (Food Science student): Hi.  My name is Christine Chan.  I am from 
the Food Science program and I just want to say that I have been to two of the three 
forums that you guys have held already and you know what?  I have been hearing the – 
you know what?  I am sure you guys have heard the same exact stories from different 
accounts of different students and the thing is that I decide to come to Food Science and 
to Cal Poly because I felt like this is the school that I could be proud of and – excuse me 
– with all of this going on I do not see that in anybody here.  I do not see the enthusiasm 
that should be in the school.  And you need to reconsider all these things, all these 
accounts that everybody has said.  You know, I have been here for how many years?  It 
has been like – I think this is my sixth year and I want to leave this school on a good note.  
I do not want to leave the Food Science – my program or any of these people – I am sure 
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they do not want to leave their programs the way – how it is right now.  And I am going 
to speak from in here.  I am not going to think about all the data.  It is just I love this 
industry so much [sob] that it hurts me to see that _____ (2:01:8) to go away for – I just 
feel that – I think about – everybody still thinks that is the same thing about their 
industry, how much that they love it, how much effort, how much money and time that 
they invested in coming to school just to learn all these things to become somebody’s 
help or industry’s help – to help everything – help the world.  So please just consider and 
just be proactive in your decision because – you know, we spent all this time, all this 
energy here and so we all have like classes to go to, things to study.  We are in midterms 
right now.  We cannot afford to keep coming back and doing this over and over again and 
I am sure you guys are tired of hearing the same stories again.  So please if you guys 
could, you know, take action. 
 
Steering Committee: Time. 
 
[Applause] 
 
Steering Committee: We have passed the two hour limit. 
 
Steering Committee: Yeah.  I wanted to thank everybody for coming and please make 
sure that you do put your thoughts—wonderful, articulate, passionate thoughts—into 
writing.  Go online.  Your voices have been heard.  Thank you for being here.  We will 
have a transcript of this session.  And please contact us and keep coming back. 


