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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, February 3, 1969 Room 350 Modern Languages

The Faculty Senate convened In regular session at 3:kO p.m. on Monday,
February 3, 1969, in the Modern Languages Building auditorium (Room 350). Forty-
three members were present with President Harvill presiding.

PRESENT: Ares, Armstrong, Brewer, Burton, Cockrum, Damon, Davis, Delaplane,
Dewhirst, DuVal, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Gould, Green, Hall, Harris,
Harvill, Hetrick, Johnson, Kemerer, Krebs, Krutzsch, Little, Marcoux,
Martin, McMillan, Murphy, Myers, Paulsen, Paylore, Resnick, Rhodes,
Roy, Shields, Skinner, Sorensen, Spicer, Steelink, Svob, Thompson,
Voris, Wilson, and Windsor. Mr. Richard Else, a student, was also
present at the meeting, by invitation.

ABSENT: Bingham, Blecha, Bok, Carlson, Gaines, Hull, Joyner, Kassander, Leonard,
Lynn, McDonald, Mees, and Patrick.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The minutes of the meeting of January 6, 1969 were approved
as distributed to members.

CATALOG MATERIAL: The Senate considered material for the 1969-70, 1970-71 biennial
catalog as submitted to the members of the Senate in suninary form at the January
meeting, plus additional Information distributed at this meeting in a supplement.
Mr. Windsor pointed out that in addition to the proposals listed in the printed
material, a Master of Science degree with a major in dietetics was proposed. He
also explained that the Advisory Council was reconinending to the Senate that the
general admission requirement of two years of high school laboratory science be
changed to one year, and that the specific pattern of subject matter for admission
to the College of Architecture be established as l years of high school algebra,
1 year of plane geometry, and 1 year of physics.

All of the material proposed was accepted by the Senate by consent. However
Dr. Hetrick asked that the record show that he did not approve of the proposed
curriculum of the College of Engineering.

REQUEST FOR INDIVIDUAL SUMMARY FOR EACH EMPLOYEE ITEMIZING DEDUCTIONS WITHHELD
DURING PREVIOUS CALENDAR YEAR, FURTHER DISCUSSION OF: Reference was made to the
question raised at the January Senate meeting as to whether or not the University
Business Office could resume the practice of mailing to each faculty and staff
member an itemized listing of the deductions withheld from paychecks during the
past year for various purposes, to assist Individuals In preparing income tax
returns. At the January meeting it had been indicated that Information would be
sought about this matter from Vice President Murphy.

Vice President Murphy explained that he felt there is not actually a
problem this year. It is not possible for the University any longer to mail
information to each Individual about his deductions since records of this sort
are kept in Phoenix in the Office of the State Auditor and detailed information
is not available on the campus. In recent years a faculty or staff member could
obtain information about his individual case by making inquiry to the University
Payroll section, where the information was calculated for each inquiry on an
individual basis. About 1/3 of the faculty and staff members have asked for this
Information each year, Mr. Murphy said, the information being calculated by hand.
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Thi s year the income tax W-2 forms mailed to all employees show the amount
withheld in 1968 for Social Security contribution, Federal Income Tax, and State
Income Tax. With his January 16 paycheck each individual received a detailed
chart reporting the amount of money withheld for Blue Cross-Blue Shield payments
for employees participating in such coverage both on ten and twelve month appoint-
ments, with variations for different numbers of dependents, etc. The only remaining
item of information which would be needed would be the State Retirement deduction.
This is a flat 5% of gross salary. Thus every need now seems to be cared for,
Mr. Murphy explained.

However, if an individual has a particular question he should make inquiry
to the University Payroll Department and the staff there will be glad to take care
of each Individual request. Apparently there is little need for such information
this year, Mr. Murphy said, since to date only two or three inquiries have been
received.

REPORT OF AD HOC FACULTY SENATE COMMITTEE ON THE ADJUDICATION OF DISPUTES RELATED
TO NONACADEMIC ACTIVITIES OF STUDENTS CONSIDERATION OF: The President asked Vice
President Johnson to present the report of the ad hoc Faculty Senate Committee on
the Adjudication of Disputes Related to Nonacademic Activities of Students, since
he had served as chairman of the committee. Mr. Johnson pointed out that two
members of the committee were present at this meeting in addition to himself--
Senator Dewhirst and a student member of the committee, Mr. Richard Else, who had
been invited to attend the Senate meeting today.

Mr. Johnson explained that the committee had been created upon the request
of the Faculty Senate. The charge to the coninittee had suggested that it "study
the matter of policies and procedures relating to student disciplin&', and that
it "not suggest specific and detailed arrangements in this area but rather study
the problem from the standpoint of whether policies and procedures are adequate".

The committee in its deliberations had followed three general steps. These
had been (I) a detailed examination of policies and procedures currently in
practice at the University of Arizona, (2) a careful evaluation and delineation
of the rights and freedoms of students at a number of institutions including the
University of Arizona, and (3) a general statement of suggested policies and
procedures which appears to the committee to protect the rights and freedoms of
students. Mr. Johnson pointed out that the bulk of the coniiiittee's report related
to Point 3, and in keeping with the original charge, the report did not recomiend
specific and detailed arrangements.

(A copy of the report had been furnished each member of the Senate several
weeks earlier.)

To bring the proposal before the body formally, Mr. Johnson moved acceptance
and adoption of the report, and a number of seconds were heard.

The report was then discussed at length, certain segments receiving very
thorough discussion. The wording of particular Sections was modified slightly
by agreement among the senators present. Questions were raised about certain
points and Mr. Johnson, Or. Dewhirst, and Mr. Else answered these apparently
to the satisfaction of the questioners. In Section VI entitled "Procedural
Standards and Disciplinary Proceedings", under Sub-Section 0, "Hearing Committee
Procedures", Paragraph 3, the proposal of the committee read "The student appearing
before the hearing coninittee should have the right to be assisted in his defense
by an adviser of his choice from the faculty, staff or student body." Dr. Davis
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said he felt this section should also provide that the student has the right to
be assisted in his defense by legal counsel. Mr. Johnson stated that much time
had been given to this particular paragraph. The committee had concluded that
due process did not necessarily require outside legal counsel's being available.
Mr. Else explained that the committee had felt that the situations contemplated
here would be University matters involving students, and they should be handled
internally. There was a wish not to involve outside legal help and thereby risk
receiving unfavorable publicity in the press, for Instance. It was pointed out
that an individual who was unhappy with the way a hearing was conducted could
subsequently resort to the courts, of course.

Dean Ares said he saw no value In indicating that outside legal counsel
should not be available. He felt much would be gained by indicating that outside
counsel could be brought in if the student wished It. Dr. Davis then moved that
the sentence quoted above end, following the words " adviser of his cholce',
and this motion was seconded by Dr. Hetrick. The question was then asked If any-
one could then be brought In as an adviser, for instance, a grandfather. Dr.

Harvill referred to the fear that many university administrators are feeling
that the involvement of outside groups In university affairs can threaten the
autonomy of the institutions. Some members of the Senate said they were aware
of this concern, but felt that it did not pertain to a situation such as a
student hearing.

Dr. Cockrum said he was surprised at the objection to the sentence as
it was submitted. The reference here was to our own University business. He
said he hoped the proposed change would not be approved. Dean Myers said if a
student could have legal counsel, could not the hearing committee have its own
counsel? The cornent was then heard that the University did have access to legal
counsel in such Instances.

At this point Dean Ares said he felt that the legal profession was being
impugned. A lawyer's job here would be to defend an individual. He rejected
the notion that a lawyer was an invidious person or a disruptive one. Students
might go to the newspapers, for instance, just as readily as would a defense
lawyer.

It was pointed out that It had been assumed In the committee that advanced
law students or law professors, members of the University community, would be
available to assist students if needed. Dean Ares said he had a question about
how much time might be involved if the law faculty were asked to take on this
responsibility.

Dr. Cockrum said he wished to apologize if his remarks had been interpreted
as disrespectful of the legal profession.

When the vote was taken on the proposed change in statement VI, D, 3, the
motion to shorten the sentence as proposed by Dr. Davis lost.

The discussion continued with several other changes of wording being
agreed to.

The question was then called for on the original motion that the entire
report be accepted and adopted, with the changes in wording as agreed to, and
the motion carried with no negative Vote being heard. A copy of the report as
revised in the Senate is attached to these minutes.
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President Harvill thanked the coninittee for Its work In preparing the
report. Many members of the Senate complimented the coninittee on its work in
developing this document.

Dr. Gegenheimer then moved that the coninittee not be discharged but now
be asked to formulate and bring to the Senate specific reconinendatlons to Implement
the report which the Senate had just accepted. Dr. Damon seconded the motion and

it carried unanimously.

The meeting adjourned at 5:25 P.M.

David L. Windsor, Secretary




