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2) Projednani vzniku studijniho programu Environmental and Sustainability Education
3) Navrh realizace Strategického zaméru FSS MU na rok 2023 — na védomi

4) Smeérnice FSS MU X/2022 Realizace pravidel hospodareni FSS MU — na védomi

5) Zamér dékana pfejmenovat k 1.1.2023 IVDMR na INPSY — na védomi
6) Informace o okupacni stavce
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1) Souhlas s novymi €leny Disciplinarni komise FSS MU

Dékan: Od zafi 2022 do dnesniho zasedani skongil mandat étyfem ¢lenim — tfem akademickym
pracovnikim a jednomu zastupci z fad studentd. Dékan navrhl nominovat Mgr. Jifiho BaroSe,
Ph.D.; Mgr. Vratislava Havlika, Ph.D.; doc. PhDr. Ivu Smidovou, Ph.D. a Mgr. Klaru Jonasovou.
Disciplinarni komise tak bude opét SestiClenna (tfi akademicti pracovnici a tfi studenti),
zastoupeni bude mit 6 ze sedmi fakultnich pracovist.

Horak: Zahdjil hlasovani o pfedloZzeném navrhu.

Usneseni: AS FSS MU souhlasi, aby dékan FSS MU jmenoval nasledujici osoby ¢leny
Disciplinér;ni komise FSS MU: Mgr. Jifi Baros, Ph.D.; Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D.; doc.
PhDr. Ilva Smidova, Ph.D.; Mgr. Klara Jonasova.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

2) Projednani vzniku studijniho programu Environmental and Sustainability
Education

Cin&era: Struéné predstavil zaméfeni oboru a divody pro vznik. Podobny obor najdeme pouze
na univerzité v Edinburghu — studium je zde zaméfeno vice prakticky. Proto vznikla mySlenka
pfipravit mezinarodni obor ve spolupraci se tfemi zahrani¢nimi univerzitami (Universitat Vechta,
Universitat Klagenfurt, Karlstad University). Program by mél byt dvoulety. Studenti by méli jeden
semestr studovat v Némecku, druhy semestr v Rakousku, tfeti semestr v CR a Ctvrty semestr
by mél byt vyhrazen na diplomovou praci.

Dékan: Souhlas akademického senatu pfedchazi projednani fakultni védecké rady. Finalnim
schvalovacim organem je Rada pro vnitfni hodnoceni MU.

Vesely: Otazal se, co bude zajistovat Svédska strana.

Cincera: Budou zaji$tovat online kurzy, studenti mohou do Svédska odjet ve 4. semestru, pokud
zde budou psat diplomovou praci.

Horak: Zah3jil hlasovani o pfedlozeném navrhu.

Usneseni: AS FSS MU souhlasi s navrhem vzniku studijniho programu Environmental
and Sustainability Education (navazujici magistersky, prezencni, v anglickém jazyce)
predlozenym dne 21. 11. 2022 dékanem FSS a doporucuje jej Védecké radé FSS ke
schvaleni.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

3) Navrh realizace Strategického zaméru FSS MU na rok 2023 — na védomi
Dékan: Zakon o vysokych Skolach neudava povinnost projednavat ro€ni plany pfed AS FSS

MU. | pfesto se vS8ak rozhodl ro¢ni plany davat k projednani AS FSS MU. Sdélil, ze
v nasledujicim roce by mélo dojit k prizkumu kreditové zatéZe. Bude obnovena debata o
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pfijimacich zkouskach do eského bakalafského studia. Letos by mél byt zasadné aktualizovan
anglicky web fakulty. Fakulta se dale zamé&fi na doktorské studium, tak aby zde fungovala dobra
praxe. V ramci naplfiovani spole¢enské role budou dale porfadany odborné debaty na dulezita
spoleCenska témata. Fakulta bude podnikat kroky k udrzeni ocenéni HR Research excellence.
Ceka nas také implementace nového Fadu vyb&rového fizeni, ktery Fadu mechanismU
sjednocuje napfi¢ univerzitou. Na fakulté bude dokoneno bezkontaktni odemykani u¢eben,
modernizace vodovodnich rozvodl. Dale budeme hledat dal$i cesty vedouci ke snizovani
energetické narocnosti budovy.

Fridrichova: Otazala se, zda je planovano navySeni doktorandskych mezd.

Dékan: Novela vysoko$kolského zakona je v sou€asné chvili posunuta do snémovny. Je zde
stanoveno navyseni doktorandské mzdy na 1.2 minimalni mzdy. Rektor v tuto chvili diskutuje
s fakultami, aby napfi¢ MU doslo k navySeni doktorandského stipendia. Pokud by nedoslo ke
zvyseni mzdy ze strany statu, fakulty jsou pfipraveny podniknout potfebné kroky vedouci ke
znacnému navyseni.

Fridrichova: Budou doktorandi participovat na zajistovani vyuky?

Dékan: Po novém roce by méla probé&hnout fakultni debata o povinnostech doktorského
studenta ve vztahu ke katedre.

Horak: Zahajil hlasovani o pfedloZzeném navrhu.

Usneseni: AS FSS MU vzal na védomi dokument Navrh realizace Strategického zaméru
FSS MU na rok 2023 ve znéni, které tvori pfilohu zapisu.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

4) Smérnice FSS MU X/2022 Realizace pravidel hospodareni FSS MU — na védomi
Tajemnice: Fakultni pravidla se opiraji o celouniverzitni pravidla. Snahou poslednich let je
pravidla co nejvice stabilizovat, aby se rok od roku néjakym vyraznym zptisobem neménila.
Bude provedeno nékolik mensich zmén (doplnéni seznamu excelentnich nakladatelstvi o CEU
Press €i nahrazeni IVDMR INPSY v pfipadé schvaleni zmény VR).

Clenové AS FSS MU nevznesli pfipominky.

Horék: Zahajil hlasovani o pfedlozeném navrhu.

Usneseni: AS FSS MU bere na védomi Smérnici FSS MU X/2022 Realizace pravidel
hospodareni FSS MU.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

5) Zamér dékana pirejmenovat k 1.1.2023 IVDMR na INPSY — na védomi
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Dékan: IVDMR vznikl pfed vice nez dvaceti lety a od svého pocCatku se zaméfoval na
psychologii déti a mladeze. Postupem Casu doslo k rozSifeni vyzkumného zabéru. Pfedloni
doslo k vyméné na pozici vedouciho institutu. V tuto chvili pracovnici preferuji nazev, ktery by
vice odpovidal jejich vyzkumnému zaméru — Institut psychologického vyzkumu (INPSY).

Horak: Zahdjil hlasovani o pfedloZzeném navrhu.

Usneseni: AS FSS MU projednal a podporil zamér dékana FSS MU, ktery hodla na podnét
vedouci IVDMR prejmenovat vyzkumné pracovisté Institut pro vyzkum déti, mladeze a
rodiny (IVDMR) FSS MU na Institut pro psychologicky vyzkum (INPSY) FSS MU (anglicka
verze: Psychology Research Institute), a to k 1.1.2023.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)
6) Informace o okupaéni stavce na fakulté

Dékan: Sdélil, ze pro néj bylo dullezité jednani, ke kterému doslo v patek vecer pred okupacni
stavkou. Zastupci Univerzit za klima nesouhlasili s vyklizenim fakulty v no¢nich hodinach.
Provozni fad budovy stanovuje jasna pravidla pro noéni fungovani fakulty. Bezpe¢nostni sluzba
prebira kontrolu nad budovou za smluvné stanovenych podminek. Studenti na fakulté v no¢nich
hodinach zlstali i pfes zakaz. Po poradé rozhodl, Ze bude zavfeno atrium, abychom
i symbolicky vyjadfili, Ze nepodporujeme tento zpusob protestu. Zpétné by udélal jinak dvé véci.
Nenechal by zavfit spolkovnu a fekl by lidem ze spravy budov, aby se jej nesnazili nijak kryt.
Chovali se zvlastné, vymysileli si zastupné davody, ze jsou ve spolkovné a v atriu havarie. On
jim nic takového nefekl. Na zavér chce uvést, Ze i kdyZ se to nemusi zdat, tak vedeni fakulty
zastavalo stfedovou pozici. Chodily nam e-maily od studentt i akademickych pracovnikd, které
fikaly jak to, Ze jsme moc restriktivni, tak to, Ze mame postupovat mnohem pfisnéji.

Binka: Informoval, ze odemknul Atrium, které dékan nechal uzamknout a sdélil své tfi divody
pro tento krok. Nebyl do stavky zapojeny, kdyz Sel v pondéli rano z Krmitka, zaslechl, Ze néktefi
studenti zvazuji slanovat se do atria, to mu pfislo nebezpeéné. Zadruhé slySel o téch udajnych
havariich, ty tam tedy realné nebyly, tento jeho divod pada. Zatfeti se domniva, ze téma
klimatické zmény pFesahuje technickou rovinu a je dilezité, aby se o ném diskutovalo.
Podminky mu pfisly relevantni a nechtél, aby stavka byla znemoznéna.

Albrecht: Prednesl nize uvedené sdéleni.

Vazené kolegyné senatorky, vaZzeni kolegové senatori, vazeny pane dékane, vaZzena verejnosti,

Jako studentska komora tohoto senatu chceme verejné vyjadfit svij postoj k jednani dékana
nasi fakulty béhem vysokoSkolské okupacni stavky za klima, ktera se konala mezi ¢trnactym
a Sestnactym listopadem na sedmndcti fakultach v Ceské republice véetné Fakulty sociélnich
studii. Nepfedkladame senatu Zadny navrh usneseni, ani nepfedkladame Zadné poZadavky

dékanovi fakulty — povaZujeme vSak za dulezité, aby zaznél nas pohled na néktera dékanova
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rozhodnuti a chceme, aby nade fakulta z tohoto déni vy$la v lepsi kondici, neZ v jaké byla

predtim.

Po zacatku stavky jsme se pokouseli monitorovat déni na fakulté a udélat si co nejpfesné;si
predstavu o tom, jak stavka probiha. Byli jsme v kontaktu s vedenim fakulty i se stavkujicimi.
Vnimali jsme, Ze debata uvnitf i vné fakulty velmi rychle nabyla ostrého razu. V utery vecer jsme
proto vydali stanovisko studentské komory k déni na fakulté, kterym jsme se snaZili oslovit
v8echny studujici bez ohledu na to, jaky postoj ke stavce zaujimali. V tomto vyjadfeni jsme
zminili mimo jiné to, Ze nesouhlasime s rozhodnutim dékana fakulty z pondélniho rana uzavrit

fakultni atrium a spolkovnu. Dovolte mi nyni, abych vysvétlil divody tohoto naseho tvrzeni.

Uz v na8em vyjadfeni z pfedminulého tydne jsme uvedli, Ze se domnivame, Ze k selhani debaty
mezi vedenim fakulty a stavkujicimi ved| nedostatek divéry na obou stranach. Rozumime tomu,
Ze dékan poZadoval jasné informace ohledné toho, jak bude stavka probihat a jak se hodlaji
stavkujici zachovat poté, co navecer konéi denni provoz fakultni budovy. Domnivame se vsak,
Ze na to, Ze stavkujici trvali na pfespani v budové fakulty, reagoval nepfimérené. V pondéli rano
bylo uzaméeno atrium a spolkovna, aby bylo zabranéno stavkujicim v zahajeni akce. Pokud
dékan uvedl|, Ze béhem denniho provozu budovy nema proti akci namitky, povazujeme za
nekonzistentni, Ze bylo atrium uzavfeno uZ rano, obzvilast kdyz dékan pfedem akcentoval
nutnost nenarusit bézny chod budovy. Nenachazime ddvody, pro¢ byl v takové situaci uzavren
jeden z nejdulezitéjSich prostort nasi fakulty. Pokud by existovala vzajemna ddvéra, pak by
bylo mozné béhem dne vyjednavat o tom, co se stane vecer, a bylo mozné dospét ke
kompromisnimu feSeni jako tfeba na prazské Filozofické fakulté. Uzavrieni atria misto toho zcela

naruSilo vztah mezi fakultou a stavkujicimi a vyostfilo vnitrofakultni debatu.

Nesouhlasime také s uzavienim spolkovny, ke kterému do$lo bez toho, aby byla informovana
studentska komora, ktera se za tento prostor citi byt spoluzodpovédna. Tato mistnost ma slouzit

Jako prostor ke svobodnému setkavani studujicich.

Za nejnestastnéjsi povazZujeme informacni Sum o ddvodech uzavieni obou prostor.
Zaméstnanci fakulty tvrdili stavkujicim i nékterym akademickym senatorim, Ze diuvodem
uzavreni atria i spolkovny jsou stavebni prace na havariich. Dékan fakulty v pondéli odpoledne

na poradé vedeni explicitné deklaroval, Ze oba prostory uzavrel s cilem zamezit konani stavky,
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stejné se poté vyjadfoval do médii. Neni jasné, odkud vznikl tento informacni Sum, avdak $koda
v podobé pocitu obelhani, kterou zptsobilo Sifeni misinformace, uz byla na fakulté napachana.
Jelikoz se jedna o dékanovy kroky, které byly Spatné komunikovany, povaZujeme za vhodné,
aby se dékan ke Skodé, kterou tento informacni Sum zpasobil, postavil zodpovédné a pokusil

se zminénou Skodu napravit.

Za nekonzistentni s obavou o bezpeci lidi i majetku béhem stavky v atriu, kterou dékan
akcentoval pri vyjednavani se stavkujicimi i pfi pozdéjsim oduvodriovani svych krokd,
povazujeme vypnuti elektfiny v atriu. To podle nas mirné zvySilo riziko zranéni osob Ci
poSkozeni majetku fakulty, jelikoZ stavkujici byli donuceni improvizovat s viastni technikou,
ktera nemusela byt tak bezpeéna jako fakultni zdroje. Vnimame tento krok jako konzistentni s
dékanovym bojem proti stavkujicim, ale zaroveri se domnivame, Ze zde zajem na bezpecnosti
osob a vybaveni fakulty mél prevazit nad zajmem zamezit stavce. Myslime si, Ze pfi exekuci
tohoto kroku mohl byt dékan proziravéjSi a mohl se pokouset rizika, z nichZz mél na zacatku

obavu, minimalizovat i v pribéhu stavky, se kterou nesouhlasil.

Velmi zadvaznym tématem se pro nas stala mozZnost, Ze na fakulté zasahne policie a Ze
stavkujici budou proti své vdli vyvleceni z budovy. Hluboce nas znepokojovala obava z toho,
Jaky obraz o na$i fakulté by podobny vyjev vytvofil pro zbytek Ceské i svétové akademickeé obce.
Fakt, Ze na fakulté pfespavaji lidé, byt proti vili dékana, by podle nas byl nedostatecnou
zaminkou pro zpochybnéni nedotknutelnosti akademické pddy — a to i pfesto, Ze tato
nedotknutelnost ve vztahu ke statnim organum od roku 1998 jiz neni explicitné zminéna

v zakoné o vysokych Skolach.

Dékan tuto nasi obavu nezmirnil. Zasah policie nevyloucil, ani explicitné nefekl, Ze si jej nepfeje,
a deklaroval, Ze nemuze rucit za to, Ze policii neprivola bezpecnostni agentura, ktera fakultu
prebira na noc. Nebylo jasné, zda se k privolani statniho organu dékan nechysta i v pfipadé, ze
stavkujici na fakulté budou jen pfespavat, to znamena nejen v pfipadé, Zze bude ohroZovano
néci zdravi ¢i majetek fakulty, nebot’ v dékanové komunikaci tyto dvé situace splyvaly. Zde
chceme uvést i to, Ze se dopadum hypotetického policejniho zasahu ¢lenové SKAS pokouseli
v pondéli odpoledne zabranit i debatou se stavkujicimi o rizicich jejich jednéni, nicméné situace
Jiz byla tak eskalovana a strany konfliktu si byly natolik vzdalené, Ze toto naSe presvédcéovani

nepadlo na urodnou pldu, stejné jako nase zpovidani dékana o jeho zamérech.
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Jsme radi za to, Ze nedoSlo k tomu, ¢eho jsme se obavali. Vi¢i obéma stranam nas mrzi
zpusob, jakym k otazce volani policie na fakultu pristoupila média, ktera do diskurzu kolem
udalosti zanesla termin ,vyhroZovani*, Jak ale dokazuje i nejistota nas jako jakési tfeti strany
v popisované situaci, dékanova rétorika nabizela interpretaci, ve které se zasah policie stava
legitimnim a snadno mobilizovatelnym prostfedkem v jeho jednani proti stavkujicim. Situace
nabizi i ten vyklad, Ze dékan moZzZnost zasahu policie zamérné drzel v mize s nadéji, Ze

stavkujici pfremuze strach a zZe budovu sami vyklidi.

| kdyZ vS8ichni doufame, Ze podobna situace zavinéna nedostate¢nou komunikaci se na nasi
fakulté nezopakuje, pfali bychom si, aby v takovych podminkach dékan pfisté komunikoval
Jjasnéji a transparentnéji a aby akademickou obci vyzyval k vét§imu klidu, nadhledu, dialogu
a mirnéni moralini paniky. Jeho jednani rozumime a respektujeme ho, to ale neznamena, Ze by
mélo byt nezpochybnitelné. Nékteré nekonzistence v jeho akcich a motivech nam naznaduji, Ze
misty previladl autoritativni odpor vuci stavce nad zajmem chranit budovu fakulty a osoby v ni

pfebyvajici a byt lidrem fakulty, na niz probiha svobodnéa akademicka debata.

Dékuji vam za vaS$i pozornost.

Pinkova: Pal€ivych témat je celd fada. VSichni dlouhodobé vime, Ze na fakulté se nesmi
ostatni témata a nez pravidla. Dlouhodobé se profesné vénuje prosazovani zajmu, sdélila, ze
si mysli, Zze cela akce danému tématu spiSe uskodila. Nejde o to, ze stavka byla proti vdli
dékana, ale o to, Ze byla proti stanovenym pravidliim.

Fridrichova: Pokud bychom pfijali logiku stavkujicich studentu, existuje pak vabec pfijatelny
zpusob, jak sdélit, Ze se néco na fakulté délat nebude? Pokud chceme hovofit o diskusi, nelze
akci organizovat s tydennim predstihem. Sledovali jsme rozpad komunikace v momentég, kde
dékan a cela fakulta dostala nGz na krk. Fakulta byla rukojmim toho, ze nékdo chtél zviditelnit
své téma.

Dékan: Nebyla splnéna dohoda se stavkujicimi. Nebyla nahlaSena jména osob, které ponesou
hmotnépravni odpovédnost. Pokud studenti cht&ji akci organizovat, staCi na fakulté najit
jednoho akademického pracovnika, ktery akci zastiti a zodpovédnost pfevezme. Podotkl také,
Ze nékdo ze stavkujicich svévolné zacal zasahovat do rozvadéCe. Stavkujici médiim
komunikovali to, Zze dékan nevyloucil pfivolani policie. V utery rano mu néjaky novinar fekl, ze
stavkujici védi, ze jim dékan policii nevyhrozuje, ale ze to takto fekli médiim, aby pfitahli
pozornost. Transparent zUstal na fakulté vyvéSeny az do d&tvrtka, byt akce nebyla
odsouhlasena. Podékoval Janu Albrechtovi za podporu béhem stavky.
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Soska: Stavkujici Zadnou takovou informaci do medialniho prostoru nevypustili. Neudélali jsme
zameérné nic, co by vyhrotilo situaci.

Dékan: Co bych mél délat tfeba v situaci, kdy by na vas nékdo zautocil? Mél bych podle vas
volat policii, nebo ne?

Doubravsky: Situace takto nebyla ramcovana. Prosli jsme si vSechna své tiskové zpravy jako
Univerzit za klima, vSechny naSe citace v médiich. Snazili jsme se komunikovat pozZadavky
akce, fikali jsme nanejvys, Ze dékan nevyloudil pfivolani policie. Dékan fikal, Ze to, Ze na fakulté
prespavame, je ohrozeni majetku, a pro Seznam Zpravy uved|, zZe nevylucuje pfivolani policie
v pfipadé ohrozeni majetku. To vedlo k tomu, ze si lidé mysleli, ze tato moznost je realna.

Dékan: Na schlizce v patek odpoledne jste sam fekl, Zze na vas v tydnu kolem 17. listopadu
policii asi nezavolam. Kalkulovali jste s tim, Ze se to nestane.

Doubravsky: Pro mé to byla realna moznost.
Stojarova: Nerozumim, Ze nechapete, Zze dékan z podstaty nemohl vylougit, ze policii nepfivola.

Dékan: Nesouhlasil jsem pouze s pfespanim a transparentem na budové. Ten byl vyvéSen,
a presto jsem s nim nic neudélal.

Albrecht: Domniva se, Ze uzavienim Atria vznikla rizikova situace.

Dékan: Uzamkl Atrium jako vyraz toho, Ze fakulta akci nepodporuje, jednalo se pouze o
symbolicky krok.

Pinkova: Pokud kazda skupina, ktera vstoupi do debaty s fakultou a nebude se jim libit zavér
této debaty, ma mit moznost vynucovat si dosazeni svych cilll vSemi prostiedky?

Vesely: Studentské okupaclni stavky se v zapadni sféfe dé&ji uz desitky let. DoCasné prekroceni
pravidel by mélo byt tolerovano za urcitych okolnosti. Kde jinde by méla probihat debata nez
na akademické pudé?

Pinkova: Jak pfespani na fakulté podporuje debatu?

Vesely: Jde o vefejnou debatu. Pfedstavme si hypotetickou situaci, kdy snémovni volby dopadly
jinak a Ceska vlada blokuje evropskou pomoc Ukrajiné. Kdyby studenti nasi fakulty vyhlasili
podobnou okupacni stavku s cilem vyslat signal navenek, Ze si pfeji zménu postoje vlady, také
bychom jim v tom branili?

Dékan: Poukazal na situaci na Univerzité Karlové, kde se rovnéz vyjednavalo a doslo se
k zavéru, Ze v noci akce probihat nebude. Dékan jasné komunikoval, Ze je ochoten nechat akci
bézZet az do pozdnich hodin pfipadné az do pualnoci, ale s tim, Ze bude budova na noc vyklizena.

Fridrichova: Navrhla nastavit zpasob, jakym maiji byt vedeny podobné diskuse. Jasna pravidla
davaji obéma stranam bezpecny prostor.
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Vesely: Studenti maji mit pravo touto formou vyjadfovat svoji akademickou svobodu. K jednani
stavkujicich v tomto konkrétnim pfipadé ma urcité vyhrady. Situaci, kdy se na fakulté objevi
plakaty a dékan v daném okamziku o avizované akci nebyl informovan, vnima jako nevhodny
postup. Stavkujici také napfiklad mohli jasné urcit, které osoby jsou zodpovédné za kontakt
s vedenim fakulty. V principu vSak povazuje za nevhodné, aby takovéto akce byly automaticky
vhimany za nepfipustné.

Clenové AS FSS MU celou véc diskutovali. Do debaty se zapojovali také pfitomni hosté,
nicméné debata nevedla k Zzadnému jasnému zavéru ¢i domluvé.

7) Nominace zastupkyné do ubytovaci komise

Albrecht: Do vybérového fizeni se pfihlasila jedna uchazecka — Jana Kolafova. Studentka ma
velky zajem o ubytovaci politiku, sama bydli na kolejich a dana problematika je pro ni dilezita.

Horak: Zahdjil hlasovani o pfedloZzeném navrhu.

Usneseni: AS FSS MU navrhuje, aby byla Jana Kolafovad jmenovana ¢lenkou komise pro
ubytovaci politiku.

(8 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)
8) Ruzné

Albrecht: Sdélil, ze obdrzel podnét s prosbou o doplnéni damskych hygienickych potfeb na
toalety.

Dékan potvrdil, Ze tento navrh podporuje a s pani tajemnici se bude vénovat zajisténi jeho
financovani.
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Prijata usneseni:

2022-11-28/1

Usneseni: AS FSS MU souhlasil, aby dékan FSS MU jmenoval nasledujici osoby ¢leny
Disciplinér:ni komise FSS MU: Mgr. Jifi Baros, Ph.D.; Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D.; doc.
PhDr. Iva Smidova, Ph.D.; Mgr. Klara Jonasova.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

2022-11-28/2

Usneseni: AS FSS MU souhlasil s navrhem vzniku studijniho programu Environmental
and Sustainability Education (navazujici magistersky, prezencni, v anglickém jazyce)
predlozenym dne 21. 11. 2022 dékanem FSS a doporucuje jej Védecké radé FSS ke
schvaleni.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

2022-11-28/3
Usneseni: AS FSS MU vzal na védomi dokument Navrh realizace Strategického zaméru
FSS MU na rok 2023 ve znéni, které tvori prilohu zapisu.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

2022-11-28/4
Usneseni: AS FSS MU bere na védomi Smérnici FSS MU X/2022 Realizace pravidel
hospodareni FSS MU.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

2022-11-28/5

Usneseni: AS FSS MU projednal a podporil zamér dékana FSS MU, ktery hodla na podnét
vedouci IVDMR prejmenovat vyzkumné pracovisté Institut pro vyzkum déti, mladeze a
rodiny (IVDMR) FSS MU na Institut pro psychologicky vyzkum (INPSY) FSS MU (anglicka
verze: Psychology Research Institute), a to k 1.1.2023.

(9 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

2022-11-28/6
Usneseni: AS FSS MU navrhuje, aby byla Jana Kolafova jmenovana ¢lenkou komise pro
ubytovaci politiku.

(8 pro, 0 proti, 0 se zdrzel)

PhDr. Pavel Horak, Ph.D. Mgr. Katefina Fridrichova, Ph.D. Bc. Jan Albrecht
prfedseda senatu mistopfedsedkyné senatu mistopfedseda senatu

Zapsala: Katefina Vesela
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PFilohy:

Plan realizace Strategického zaméru na rok 2023
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https://is.muni.cz/auth/do/fss/as/dokumenty_k_projednani_as/podklady_pro_jednani_as_fss_mu_28_11_2022/planrealizace23_AS.docx

Translated with www.DeepL.com/Translator (free version)

Academic Senate of the Faculty of Social Studies of Masaryk University
Minutes of the 230th meeting 28.11. 2022
Present (in alphabetical order):

e Bc. Jan Albrecht

e Mgr. Katefina Fridrichova, Ph.D.

e PhDr. Pavel Horak, Ph.D.

e Anna Literova

e Markéta Tereza Piackova

e Mgr. Aneta Pinkova, Ph.D.

e doc. PhDr. Véra Stojarova, Ph.D.

e Martin Vesely

e Shengyue Wang

Excused:
e Irena Kasparova, M.A., Ph.D.
e Assoc. Mgr. et Mgr. Oldfich Krpec, Ph.D.

Guests:

e prof. PhDr. Stanislav Balik, Ph.D.

e doc. Mgr. Prof. Bohuslav Binka, Ph.D.

e Petr Doubravsky

e doc. PhDr. Roman Chytilek, Ph.D.

e Mgr. Daniel Jirkt

e Ing. Pavlina KadI¢kova, DiS.

e Mgr. Jifi Némec

e doc. Mgr. et Mgr. Adéla Souralova, Ph.D.

e Bc. Marek Soska

e PhDr. Petr Suchy, Ph.D.

e Mgr. et Mgr. Veronika Veli¢ka Zapletalova, Ph.D.

Agenda:

1) Consent to new members of the FSS MU Disciplinary Committee

2) Discussion of the establishment of the study programme Environmental and Sustainability
Education

3) Draft implementation of the FSS MU Strategic Plan for 2023 - noted

4) FSS MU Directive X/2022 Implementation of FSS MU Management Rules - noted
5) Dean's intention to rename IVDMR to INPSY as of 1 January 2023 - noted
6) Information on the occupation strike

7) Nomination of a student representative to the accommodation committee
8) Miscellaneous

The agenda was unanimously approved by the AS FSS MU members.
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1) Consent to new members of the FSS MU Disciplinary Committee

Dean: From September 2022 until today's meeting, the mandate of four members - three
academic staff and one student representative - had expired. The Dean proposed to nominate
Mgr. Jifi Baro$, Ph.D.; Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D.; doc. PhDr. Iva Smidova, Ph.D. and Mgr.
Klara Jonasova. The Disciplinary Committee will again be composed of six members (three
academic staff and three students), with representation from six of the seven faculty
departments.

Horak: He started the voting on the submitted proposal.

Resolution: the AS FSS MU agrees that the Dean of the FSS MU should appoint the following
persons as members of the Disciplinary Committee of the FSS MU: Mgr. Jifi Baros, Ph.D.; Mgr.
Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D.; Assoc. PhDr. Iva Smidova, Ph.D.; Mgr. Klara Jonasova.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)

2) Discussion of the establishment of the study programme Environmental and Sustainability
Education

Chinchera: He briefly introduced the focus of the field and the reasons for its creation. There is
only a similar course at the University of Edinburgh - the study is more practically oriented. That
is why the idea to develop an international course in cooperation with three foreign universities
(Universitat Vechta, Universitat Klagenfurt, Karlstad University) was conceived. The programme
should be two years long. Students would study one semester in Germany, the second
semester in Austria, the third semester in the Czech Republic and the fourth semester would
be reserved for the thesis.

Dean: The approval of the Academic Senate is preceded by the discussion of the Faculty
Research Council. The final approval body is the MU Internal Evaluation Board.

Vesely: He asked what the Swedish side would provide.

Cingera: They will provide online courses, students can go to Sweden in the 4th semester if
they will write their thesis here.

Horak: Initiated a vote on the motion on the floor.

Resolution: the AS FSS MU agrees with the proposal for the establishment of the study
programme Environmental and Sustainability Education (full-time, full-time, in English)
submitted on 21 November 2022 by the Dean of the FSS and recommends it to the FSS
Scientific Council for approval.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)
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3) Proposal for the implementation of the FSS MU Strategic Plan for 2023 - noted

Dean: The Higher Education Act does not stipulate the obligation to discuss annual plans before
the AS FSS MU. However, he decided to submit the annual plans to the FSS MU AS for
discussion. He informed that a credit load survey would be conducted in the following year.
There will be a renewed debate on the entrance exams for the Czech Bachelor's degree. The
English faculty website would be substantially updated this year. The faculty will further focus
on doctoral studies so that good practice is in place. As part of fulfilling the social role, expert
debates on important social topics will continue to be organised. The faculty will take steps to
maintain the HR Research excellence award. We are also looking forward to the implementation
of the new selection procedure regulations, which unify a number of mechanisms across the
University. The faculty will be completing contactless unlocking of classrooms, upgrading of
water distribution systems. We will continue to look for further ways to reduce the energy
consumption of the building.

Fridrichova: She asked if there are plans to increase doctoral salaries.

Dean: The amendment to the Higher Education Act is currently being moved to the House. It
provides for an increase in doctoral wages to 1.2 minimum wage. The Rector is currently
discussing with faculty to increase the doctoral stipend across MU. Should there be no increase
in pay from the state, the faculty are prepared to take the necessary steps leading to a
substantial increase.

Fridrichova: Will doctoral students participate in the provision of teaching?

Dean: After the new year, there should be a faculty discussion about the responsibilities of the
doctoral student in relation to the department.

Horak: Began voting on the motion on the floor.

Resolution: the FSS MU AS took note of the document Proposal for the implementation of the
FSS MU Strategic Plan for 2023 as attached to the minutes.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)

4) FSS MU Directive X/2022 Implementation of FSS MU Management Rules - noted
Secretary: faculty rules are based on university-wide rules. The effort in recent years has been
to stabilize the rules as much as possible so that they do not change in any significant way from
year to year. A few minor changes will be made (adding CEU Press to the list of excellent
publishers or replacing IVDMR with INPSY if the change is approved by the GC).

The members of AS FSS MU did not raise any comments.

Horak: He started voting on the submitted proposal.

Resolution: the FSS MU AS takes note of the FSS MU Directive X/2022 Implementation of the
FSS MU Management Rules.
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(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)

5) Dean's intention to rename IVDMR to INPSY as of 1.1.2023 - noted

Dean: IVDMR was established over twenty years ago and has focused on child and adolescent
psychology since its inception. Over time, the research scope has expanded. The year before
last there was a change in the position of the head of the institute. At the moment, the staff
prefers a name that is more in line with their research focus - the Institute for Psychological
Research (INPSY).

Horak: He opened the vote on the motion on the floor.

Resolution: the AS FSS MU discussed and supported the intention of the Dean of the FSS MU,
who intends to rename the research institute Institute for Research on Children, Youth and
Family (IVDMR) of the FSS MU to the Institute for Psychological Research (INPSY) of the FSS
MU as of 1 January 2023.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)
6) Information on the occupation strike at the faculty

Dean: He reported that the meeting that took place on the Friday evening before the occupation
strike was important to him. Representatives from Universities for Climate did not agree with
the faculty evacuation at night. The building's operating rules set out clear rules for faculty
functioning at night. Security takes control of the building under contractual terms. Students
remained in the faculty at night despite the ban. After deliberation, it was decided to close the
atrium to also symbolically express that we do not support this type of protest. In retrospect, he
would have done two things differently. He would not have had the union hall closed and he
would have told the building management people not to try to cover for him in any way. They
were acting strangely, making up proxy reasons that there were accidents in the fellowship hall
and the atrium. He didn't say anything to them. He would like to conclude by saying that,
although it may not seem like it, the faculty leadership took a centrist position. We had emails
from students and faculty saying both that we were too restrictive and that we should be much
stricter.

Binka: He reported that he unlocked the Atrium, which the Dean had locked, and gave his three
reasons for the move. He was not involved in the strike, when he walked out of the Feed Room
on Monday morning he heard that some students were considering rappelling into the Atrium,
he thought that was dangerous. Secondly, he heard about the alleged crashes, so they weren't
really there, this reason of his falls flat. Thirdly, he believes that the issue of climate change
goes beyond the technical level and it is important to discuss it. He found the conditions relevant
and did not want the strike to be made impossible.

Albrecht: He made the following statement.

Honourable fellow senators, honourable fellow senators, honourable dean, honourable
members of the public,
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As the student body of this Senate, we wish to publicly express our position on the actions of
the Dean of our Faculty during the university occupation strike for climate that took place
between the fourteenth and sixteenth of November at seventeen faculties in the Czech
Republic, including the Faculty of Social Studies. We are not submitting any proposed resolution
to the Senate, nor are we making any demands of the Dean of the Faculty - but we do feel it is
important to make our views on some of the Dean's decisions known, and we want our Faculty
to come out of this event in better shape than it was before.

After the strike began, we tried to monitor what was happening at the faculty and get as accurate
a picture as possible of how the strike was going. We were in contact with the faculty
management and with the strikers. We perceived that the debate inside and outside the faculty
quickly became acrimonious. On Tuesday evening we therefore issued a statement from the
student chamber on what was happening at the faculty, which we tried to use to reach all
students, regardless of their position on the strike. In this statement we mentioned, among other
things, that we disagree with the decision of the Dean of the Faculty on Monday morning to
close the Faculty Atrium and the Common Room. Let me now explain the reasons for our
statement.

In our statement the week before last, we already stated that we believe that the failure of the
debate between the faculty leadership and the strikers was due to a lack of trust on both sides.
We understand that the Dean demanded clear information as to how the strike would proceed
and how the strikers intended to conduct themselves after the faculty building ended its daily
operations in the evening. However, we believe that he responded inappropriately to the strikers'
insistence on sleeping in the faculty building. The atrium and the fellowship hall were locked
Monday morning to prevent the strikers from taking action. To the extent that the Dean stated
that he had no objection to the action during the daytime hours of the building, we find it
inconsistent that the atrium was closed in the morning, especially when the Dean had previously
emphasized the need not to disrupt the normal operation of the building. We find no reason why
one of the most important areas of our faculty was closed in such a situation. If there had been
mutual trust, then it would have been possible to negotiate during the day what would happen
in the evening, and a compromise solution could have been reached, as for example at the
Prague Faculty of Arts. Instead, the closure of the atrium completely disrupted the relationship
between the faculty and the strikers and escalated the intra-faculty debate.

We also disagree with the closure of the common room, which took place without informing the
student chamber, which feels co-responsible for this space. This room is supposed to serve as
a space for students to meet freely.

We consider the information noise about the reasons for the closure of both premises to be the
most unfortunate. Faculty staff members have claimed to strikers and some academic senators
that the reason for the closure of the atrium and the fellowship hall is due to emergency
construction work. The dean of the faculty explicitly declared in a management meeting on
Monday afternoon that he had closed both spaces in order to prevent the strike from taking
place; he made the same comments to the media afterwards. It is not clear where this
information hype originated, but the damage in terms of the sense of being lied to caused by
the spread of misinformation has already been done to the faculty. Since these are the dean's
actions that were poorly communicated, we believe it is appropriate for the dean to take a
responsible approach to the damage caused by this information noise and attempt to repair said
damage.
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We consider the dean's shutting off of the electricity in the atrium to be inconsistent with the
concern for the safety of people and property during the strike, which the dean emphasized in
his negotiations with the strikers and in his later justification of his actions. In our view, this
slightly increased the risk of injury to persons or damage to faculty property, as the strikers were
forced to improvise with their own equipment, which may not have been as safe as faculty
resources. We view this move as consistent with the dean's fight against the strikers, but we
also believe that here the interest in the safety of faculty persons and equipment should have
outweighed the interest in avoiding a strike. We think that the Dean could have been more
prudent in executing this action and could have attempted to minimize the risks he initially feared
even during the course of a strike he disagreed with.

The possibility that the police would intervene at the faculty and that the strikers would be
dragged out of the building against their will became a very serious issue for us. We were deeply
concerned about the image that such a scene would create for the rest of the Czech and
international academic community. In our opinion, the fact that people are sleeping over at the
faculty, even against the will of the dean, would be an insufficient pretext for questioning the
inviolability of the campus - even though this inviolability in relation to state authorities has not
been explicitly mentioned in the Higher Education Act since 1998.

The Dean has not alleviated this concern. He did not rule out police intervention, nor did he
explicitly say that he did not want it, and he declared that he could not guarantee that the police
would not be called by the security agency that was taking over the faculty for the night. It was
not clear whether the dean was not going to call in the state authority even if the strikers were
only staying overnight at the faculty, that is, not only if someone's health or the faculty's property
was threatened, as the two situations were conflated in the dean's communication. We would
also like to mention here that the SKAS members tried to avoid the impact of the hypothetical
police intervention on Monday afternoon by discussing with the strikers the risks of their actions,
but the situation had already escalated and the parties to the conflict were so far apart that this
persuasion did not fall on deaf ears, nor did our questioning of the dean about his intentions.

We are glad that what we feared did not happen. On both sides, we regret the way the media
approached the issue of calling the police to the faculty, which introduced the term "threatening"
into the discourse surrounding the event. But as evidenced by our uncertainty as a kind of third
party in the situation described, the dean's rhetoric offered an interpretation in which police
intervention became a legitimate and easily mobilized means in his actions against the strikers.
The situation also offers the interpretation that the dean deliberately kept the possibility of police
intervention in the fog, hoping that the strikers would overcome their fear and clear the building
themselves.

While we all hope that a similar situation caused by a lack of communication will not be repeated
at our faculty, we would like the dean to communicate more clearly and transparently in such
circumstances next time and to call on the academic community to be more calm, more
detached, more dialogic, and to moderate moral panic. We understand and respect his actions,
but that does not mean they should be unquestioned. Some of the inconsistencies in his actions
and motives suggest to us that at times his authoritarian opposition to the strike has taken
precedence over his interest in protecting the faculty building and those who inhabit it, and in
being a leader of a faculty where free academic debate takes place.
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Thank you for your attention.

Pinkova: There are a number of pressing issues. We have all known for a long time that faculty
are not allowed to sleep over. It's not right if we think that the topic we're interested in is more
important than other topics and than the rules. A long time professional advocate, she
communicated that she thinks the whole event has rather harmed the topic. It is not that the
strike was against the will of the Dean, but that it was against the established rules.

Fridrichova: If we accept the logic of the striking students, then is there any acceptable way to
communicate that something is not going to be done at the faculty? If we want to talk about
discussion, you can't organize an action with a week's notice. We watched the communication
break down at the point where the dean and the entire faculty got a knife to the throat. The
faculty was held hostage by the fact that someone wanted to make their topic visible.

Dean: The agreement with the strikers was not fulfilled. The names of the people who will be
materially responsible were not reported. If students want to organize the action, all they need
to do is find one academic in the faculty to cover the action and take responsibility. He also
noted that some of the strikers had arbitrarily started interfering with the switchboard. The
strikers communicated to the media that the Dean had not ruled out calling the police. On
Tuesday morning, a journalist told him that the strikers knew that the Dean was not threatening
them with the police, but that they had told the media in this way to attract attention. The banner
remained posted at the faculty until Thursday, even though the action had not been approved.
He thanked Jan Albrecht for his support during the strike.

Soska: the strikers did not release any such information to the media. We did not deliberately
do anything to escalate the situation.

Dean: What should | do, for example, in a situation where someone attacks you? In your opinion,
should | call the police or not?

Doubravsky: The situation was not framed in this way. We went through all our press releases
as Universities for Climate, all our quotes in the media. We tried to communicate the demands
of the event, saying at most that the dean had not ruled out calling the police. The dean said
that faculty sleeping over was a threat to property, and he told Listen News that he did not rule
out calling the police if there was a threat to property. This led people to think that this was a
real possibility.

Dean: At the meeting on Friday afternoon, you yourself said that you probably wouldn't call the
police on you in the week around November 17. You were calculating that that wasn't going to
happen.

Doubravsky: It was a real possibility for me.

Stoyarova: What | don't understand is that you don't understand that the Dean, by definition,
could not rule out not calling the police.

Dean: | only disagreed with the sleepover and the banner on the building. It was posted, and
yet | did nothing about it.
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Albrecht: He feels that closing the Atrium created a risky situation.

Dean: He locked the Atrium as an expression that the faculty did not support the event, it was
just a symbolic move.

Pink: If any group that enters into a debate with the faculty and they don't like the conclusion of
that debate, should they be able to force their goals by any means necessary?

Vesely: Student occupation strikes have been happening in the Western sphere for decades.
Temporary overreach should be tolerated in certain circumstances. Where else should the
debate take place but on campus?

Pinkova: How does faculty sleepovers promote debate?

Vesely: It is a public debate. Let's imagine a hypothetical situation where the parliamentary
elections turn out differently and the Czech government blocks European aid to Ukraine. If the
students of our faculty were to declare a similar occupation strike in order to send a signal to
the outside world that they wanted a change in the government's position, would we also prevent
them from doing so?

Dean: He pointed to the situation at Charles University, where negotiations were also held and
it was concluded that there would be no action that night. The dean clearly communicated that
he was willing to let the event run until late or until midnight, but with the understanding that the
building would be cleared for the night.

Fridrichova: She suggested setting up a way for discussions like this to be conducted. Clear
rules give both sides a safe space.

Vesely: Students should have the right to express their academic freedom in this way. He has
some reservations about the actions of the strikers in this particular case. He sees the situation
where posters appear at the faculty and the dean was not informed of the announced action at
that moment as an inappropriate procedure. The strikers could also, for example, clearly identify
the persons responsible for contacting the faculty management. In principle, however, he
considered it inappropriate that such actions should automatically be perceived as
unacceptable.

Members of the AS FSS MU discussed the whole matter. The guests present also joined the
debate, but the debate did not lead to any clear conclusion or agreement.

7) Nomination of a representative to the Accommodation Committee

Albrecht: One candidate - Jana Kolafova - applied for the selection process. The student is very
interested in housing policy, she lives in the dorms herself and the issue is important to her.

Horak: Began voting on the motion on the floor.

Resolution: AS FSS MU proposes that Jana Kolafova be appointed as a member of the Housing
Policy Committee.
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(8 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)
8) Miscellaneous

Albrecht: Reported that he received a suggestion asking for the addition of feminine hygiene
products to the restrooms.

The Dean confirmed that he supports this suggestion and will work with the Secretary to secure
funding.

Resolutions Passed:

2022-11-28/1

Resolution: the AS FSS MU agreed that the Dean of FSS MU should appoint the following
persons as members of the FSS MU Disciplinary Committee: Mgr. Jifi Baro$, Ph.D.; Mgr. Jiri
Baro$, Mgr. Vratislav Havlik, Ph.D.; Assoc. PhDr. lva Smidova, Ph.D.; Mgr. Klara Jonasova.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)
2022-11-28/2
Resolution.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)
2022-11-28/3
Resolution.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)

2022-11-28/4

Resolution: the FSS MU AS takes note of the FSS MU Directive X/2022 Implementation of the
FSS MU Management Rules.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)
2022-11-28/5
Resolution.

(9 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)

2022-11-28/6

Resolution: the AS FSS MU proposes that Jana Kolafova be appointed a member of the
Accommodation Policy Committee.

(8 for, 0 against, 0 abstentions)
PhDr. Pavel Horak, Ph.D.Chair of the AS FSS MU

Mgr. Katefina Fridrichova, Ph.D. Vice-Chair of the AS FSS MU
Jan Albrecht Vice-Chairman of the SK AS FSS MU
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