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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, March 6, 1978 Kiva, Room 211 of the College of Educatïon

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session on Monday, March 6, 1978,
in the Kiva, Room 211 of the College of Education. Fifty-eight members vere
present with Vice President Weaver presiding.

SENATE MEMBERS PRESENT: Altschul, Arenz, Atwater, Bartlett, Beach, Benjamin,
Boone, Briggs, Butler, Carr, Chin, K. Clark, R. Clark,
Cole, Coxon, Dinham, DuVal, Edwards, Finical, Guptill,
Hawkins, Heusinkveld, Hull, Inman, Kassander, Laird,
Lebowitz, Linkhart, Maries, Matlock, Meredith, Metcalfe,
Miller, Munsinger, Ìrers, Nelson, Odishaw, Paplanus,
Paulsen, Peterson, Pickens, Rehm, Rosenberg, Roubicek,
Sigwprth, Skinner, Steelirik, Sumner, Svob, Thompson,
Townsend, Weaver, Webb, Wiersma, Windsor, Witte,
Woloshin, and Wrenn. Dr. Robert Sankey was present
as parliamentarian.

SENATE MEMBERS ABSENT: Barefield, Blackwell, Caldwell, Crist, DeWalt, Dresher,
Ehrenkranz, Epperson, Gaines, Garcia, Gourley, Graham,
Hall, Henderson, Hyla.nd, Johnson, Jones, Kettel, Kneebone,
LaBan, Malik, Manning, Marchello, Mautner, Nigh, Prosser,
Ridge, Rosenblatt, Rush, Rusk, Schaefer, Seibert,
Sorensen, and Tomizuka.

ELECTION OF KEN CLARK AS COLLEGE OF ARCHITECTURE SENATOR: Dr. Weaver reported
to the Senate that the faculty of the College of Architecture had nominated
Professor Ken Clark to be the representative of that college filling the
vacancy created by the leave of absence of Professor Harry Boghosian. On
motion by Dean Windsor with several seconds, Professor Clark was elected by
acclamation and immediately was seated in the body.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The minutes of the meeting of February 6, 1978 were
approved as distributed, with the following correction. On page 142 of those
minutes, in the third sentence of the next to last paragraph, there was an
erroneous reference to the College of Agriculture that should have been a
reference to the College of Architecture. The sentence should read, "He pointed
out that the recent memorandum distributed by the Faculty Elections Committee
contained an error in that the College of Architecture, with one senator to
elect, was omitted." The next sentence should be stricken.

REPORTS FROM THE SECRETARY OF THE SENATE, THE CHAIRMAN OF THE FACULTY, AND THE
PRESIDENT OF THE ASSOCIATED STUDENTS: Dean Windsor informed the Senate that
the Academic Affairs Committee of the Board of Regents had recently set the
academic calendars for the three Arizona universities for the next decade,
beginning with the year 1979-80. He said the calendars conformed closely with
the guidelines developed by the University of Arizona Faculty Senate. Dr. Weaver
commented that these guidelines had been most helpful to the Academic Affairs
Committee in developing the calendars.

Dean Windsor announced that the April meeting of the Senate would
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be held on Friday, April 114, rather than on Monday, April 3. Regular business
will be conducted from 3:00 to 14:00 p.m. At four o'clock the Regents will
join the meeting for discussion with the Senate of any matters of interest
to the faculty.

Mr. Windsor referred to distribution to members of the Faculty Senate
of copies of Student Resolution 13 recently adopted by the Student Senate
concerning procedures and guidelines for CIA-related activities on the U of A
campus. This had been submitted to the Student Senate by Mike Arenz. Mr. Arenz,
who is also a student representative in the Faculty Senate, had then submitted
the same resolution for consideration by the Faculty Senate. The Senate
Executive Committee had referred the resolution to an ad hoc committee for
study, the members to be appointed by the President. The membership of the
ad hoc committee had been indicated in an attachment to the resolution when
it was distributed. Mr. Windsor reported that some of the persons named to
the committee had declined to serve. Therefore no committee was yet in place.
He added that he understood that later in this meeting under the agenda item
of New Business Vice President Kassander intended to make a statement about
this resolution.

Faculty Chairman Myers was then called on and he said he wished to
take occasion to acknowledge before the Senate the excellent work of the
Committee on Committees. Much effort had recently been required of that
group in nominating a large number of individuals for consideration for
selection to important committee posts.

He reported that Peter Stoss, engineer with the Physics Department, was
continuing to lobby effectively for legislative approval of optional retirement
plans for University personnel still under the "old" retirement system.

He reported that he had been successful in arranging workshops for
University department heads concerning the implementation of Title IX.
Information about these would be distributed shortly.

He informed the Senate that he and Dr. Steelink would be leaving
within a few minutes to join a group of other University of Arizona representa-
tives who would be traveling to Phoenix for a dinner meeting of the Faculty
Legislative Conference. The Conference is made up of faculty members of the
three universities and certain Arizona legislators.

The chairman next recognized Mr. Webb. He called the Senate's
attention to the display in the Student Union of models of plans for a shopping
mall encompassing Park Avenue for several blocks along the west border of the
main campus. Developing these plans had been a project of students in the
Landscape Architecture program. The closing of Park Avenue to vehicular
traffic is a move that is supported by student leaders, Mr. Webb said.

Mr. Webb reported that installation was progressing at the inter-
section of Speedway Boulevard and Olive Road of pedestrian-activated flasher
signals. This action, the result of University and city cooperation, was the
latest effort to find a means to control pedestrian traffic at this intersection
on the north boundary of the campus. A proposal for such an installation made
a year ago had been turned down but it had now been agreed by University and
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city officials that the flasher signals might be an appropriate solution to
the problems which exist at that intersection.

Mr. Webb said all concerned hope that this arrangement will prove
successful.

Mr. Webb reported that ASUA general elections vere to be held on
Wednesday and Thursday of that week.

He said that the Arizona House of Representatives had recently
approved a bill which would place a student liaison representative on the
Board of Regents. It passed by a J43 to il vote. The student representative
would be nonvoting and could be excluded from executive sessions of the Board
by a two-third vote of the members. Student leaders were hopeful the bill
would have similar success in the Arizona Senate.

Mr. Webb said that inasmuch as this was his final meeting as a
student member of the Faculty Senate and since he had served in this body for
three years, he would like to make a few observations. He said that student
leaders realize that the student body is a fragmented group made up of
students living in residence halls, commuters, members of fraternities and
sororities, apartment residents, etc. Yet all must be dealt with in the
common community of the University campus. All have student status in common.
The University community- itself is made up of administrators, faculty, staff,
and students. Here again all elements have certain areas of common concern.
Cooperation must be sought at all times, he said. He said that student leaders and
student groups have found faculty bodies, like the Faculty Senate, a worthwhile
resource. He hopes the faculty will consider student groups an equally worthwhile
resource, even more so in the future than heretofore. The aims of all the several
groups are the same, he pointed out--to make the UnIversity a better institution and
a more productive one and to asure its being the best university in the state.

Mr. Webb received a round of applause upon completion of his remarks.

REPORT 0F STANDING COMMITTEES: Dr. Weaver called for a report from the Academic
Procedures Committee and this was made by that group's chairperson, Dr. Dinham.
She said the committee had been considering faculty concerns about promotion
and tenure, sabbatical leave, and retirement procedures and was seeking a way
to facilitate Vice President Weaver's transmitting to the Senate information
on the disposition each year of all cases in these areas. The committee had had
made available to it a review of sabbatical leave procedures which was completed
not long ago by the Committee of Eleven.

Dr. Dinhani said that another topic under study was the procedure
for reviewing the performance of administrators. She said that the Senate ad
hoc Committee on the Review of Administrators chaired by Professor Davis had
recently referred to the Academic Procedures Committee the draft of its
report and the committee had made such a review, thus providing the Davis
committee with feedback that hopefully would be helpful. The Academic Procedures
Committee is trying to identify ways in which the review process can be strengthened
and has now obtained from all the colleges on campus but one, information about
the procedure used in each respective college in the review both of department
heads and of the dean.
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Another area of concern is Chapter X of the Faculty Manual. The
committee will be working with Dr. Weaver and other staff personnel on this
matter, she said, and is anxious to know of any proposed changes.

The committee of course will also be concerned with other matters
as they arise, Dr. Dinham said. The committee meets monthly and would welcome
comments or ideas from faculty members at any time. She said she would
continue to report to the Senate periodically.

In the absence of Dr. Steelink who had departed by this time to
attend the Faculty Legislative Conference in Phoenix, Dr. Woloshin reported
to the Senate on the work of the University Planning Committee. Dr. Woloshin
said the committee members include the following: Dr. Clark Hawkins, Economics;
Dr. Roger Caldwell, Plant Pathology; Dr. Gerald Matlock, Soils, Water, and
Engineering; Mr. Marshall Townsend, University of Arizona Press; Dr. Cornelius
Steelink, Chemistry; Dr. David Woloshin, German; and Ms. Janet Guptill, student.
Dr. Woloshin said the committee had met with Dr. Munsinger, Vice President for
Planning and Budgeting, who had been most helpful. The committee, however,
needed more help, namely from the members of the Senate. Therefore a question-
naire had been developed and would be sent to all senators. He requested the
help and cooperation of each member of the Senate in providing the necessary
information for wise long-range planning for the institution. The University
Planning Committee wants the Senate membership at large to be involved in
the planning process. The questionnaire would be distributed, Dr. Woloshin
said, within the next weék.

APPROVAL OF DEGREES CONFERRED DECEMBER 31, 1917: Dean Windsor pointed out
that in advance of this meeting each Senate member had received a listing of
all recipients of degrees completed on December 31, 1977. These had included
9I3 bachelor's degrees, 392 master's degrees, 18 Juris Doctor degrees, 6 Doctors
of Medicine degrees, 7 Specialist degrees, and 77 Doctor's degrees (Graduate
College) for a total of l,1h3 mid-year degrees. Dean Windsor moved that the
degrees be approved as reported and the motion was seconded and unanimously
approved. (A list of the names of these degree recipients and each respective
degree is attached to the Secretary's official file copy of these minutes.)

STATEMENT BY VICE PRESIDENT KASSANDER RE STUDENT RESOLUTION CONCERNING CIA-
RELATED ACTIVITIES: The chair recognized Vice President Kassander. He said
he wished to address the Senate concerning Student Resolution 13 providing
for "the institution of necessary procedures and guidelines for CIA-related
activities on campus." Dr. Kassander's remarks folipy:

"There was circulated with the agenda for this meeting a copy
of the Student Senate S.R. 13 'Providing for the Institution
of Necessary Procedures and Guidelines for CIA-related
Activities on Campus.' The faculty Senate may determine that
such procedures and guidelines are necessary and superimpose
its collective wisdom and ethics on its faculty colleagues.
However, the CIA is only one agency operating in the inter-
national intelligence field although it has received the most
publicity of late. If it ¡s the purpose of this resolution
to protect the faculty or student body from becoming unwit-
tingly involved in clandestine foreignintelligence activity,



- 52 -

a likely final result might be to resolve that the faculty
and student body not become involved in international ac-
tivity at all and to direct the Administration not to
accept any contract or agreement with an agency operating in
the international area since any such agency is a likely
suspect as a front for the CIA, as have been a nuniber of
private foundations and business operations.

" Since this is a rather serious matter I would like to ¡ndulge
the patience of the Senate to hear my perspective on the
background of this resolution. Almost exactly a year ago my
office was contacted on this subject by Messrs. Tim Coker and
Ed Errante of the ASUA. I spent quite a bit of time with
them. Their interest was stimulated by the attached January 11, 1977
letter to Pat Mitchell, then President of ASUA, from a

Christy Macy, an Associate of Center for National Security
Studies, a private organization on whose stationary is stated
that ¡t is 'a project of the fund for peace.' The center
exists and has an office at the address given. Christy Macy
is no longer there. I will now read the letter into the
record.

Center for National Security Studies
122 Maryland Avenue, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20002
(202) 544-5380

January 11, 1977

"Pat Mitchell
Associated Students
University of Arizona
SU 106
Tucson, AZ 85721

"Dear Pat,

"It was good to talk with you the other day, and I hope we can
work together on this issue of CIA and the university. I am
enclosing a packet of material, which includes articles on differ-
ent aspects of CIA involvement on campuses, plus excerpts from
the Church Committee report, and resolutions passed by the National
Student Association and the American Association of University
Professors.
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"Per our conversation, I am also sending you a pamphlet on how to
file for information under the Freedom of Information Act, plus
a model letter that has been used for the academic stuff. I also
want to recommend that you get hold of Ron Ridenhour at the
office of New Times. He is an excellent source on the intelligence
agencies in general, and I am sure could help you follow up on
leads at the University of Arizona. He is also a very good speaker,
and might be willing to give a talk to the studt body, or faculty,
etc. If you have enough money in your speakers bureau, it would
be good if you could arrange for John Marks, co-author of CIA and
the Cult of Intelliqerice to come out also. (He is an associate
here at the Center) . Although I do not know if the following will
help, these are AID contracts at the University of Arizona. You
should at least check them out:

Contract # AID/AFR-C-1174, Uof A, $45,000 1975
Provide technical backstop corisultancy to the Ghariian
Council for Scientific & Industria]. Research

Contract # AID/TA-G--llll, U of A, 1974-9, $1,045,000
Grant assistance for program in connection with resources
planning management of arid lands.

Contract CSD-3l63, U of A, 197l-76, $119,255
Training of participants assigned by AID in various fields

Contract #AID/CSD-2457, U of A, 1969-77, $665,000
Grant to strengthen existing watershed management program

Coritrac't #AID/TA-BOA-1166, U of A, 1974-75, $ Open
Technical services in the improvement of water managmeent
for crop programs.

"I wish you luck on all of these endeavors. If I might suggest a
general course of action, it would be the following. That you
do whatever you can in terms of raising the issue on campus, i.e.
speakers, getting literature around, speaking with faculty members,
etc., writing editorials, put on a radio program, debate, etc.
Most important, I think, is to get a resolution passed by the student
body. You might want to follow the one passed by the National Student
Association, as it covers the general issues involved here. Even if
you can't convince everyone that the CIA is present at the University
of Arizona (which may or may not be very difficult) , you can at least
convince them that there is a strong possibility, and that it is
important to pass guidelines/rules that professors should follow,
such as no spying overseas, no CIA research unless it is public
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knowledge, no collaborating with CIA in the writing of books or
articles unless that is public knowledge, the disclosure of who is
recruiting secretly for CIA among the faculty, etc. Then if some-
one is discovered, or a CIA contract does come up, there is a

standard by which these people could be judged.

"Please let me know what I can do to help you, who else I could
send this packet of material, etc. I really hope we can get something
going there, and do get hold of Ron. He is too good to waste.

"Please keep in touch. I look forward to hearing from you soon,

"With the letter to Mr. Mitchell is sent a pamphlet entitled
'CIA on Campus. . . (and what you can do about it).' The
principal source of information cited ¡n the document is the
report of the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, fre-
quently termed the 1Church Committee' after its Chairman,

Senator Frank Church. The pamphlet refers to a number of
general allegations about CIA clandestine ties with univer-
sities, but it nowhere mentions the Agency for International
Development (AID). I don't know what prompted Ms. Macy to
urge Pat Mitchell to check out U of A AID contract8 or Senator
Arenz to focus his attention on them as a front for certain
clandestine CIA activities. The AID ¡s the principal agency
for U.S. support in the developing countries and involves
tens of thousands of U.S. personnel abroad. The University
is extremely proud of its activites under AID sponsorship,
none of which have involved either covert or overt activites
of the CIA to my knowledge, and I think I would know if they
did. In any case, it is a rather easy but irresponsible jump
from CIA to AID to U of A by the Macy insinuation and I was

and continue to be disturbed.

" Messrs. Coker and Errante requested information on the five
contracts mentioned in the letter. Because my office does
not file by sponsor number and no other information was
given, such as department or principal investigator, it took
a lot of work to provide the information requested. We have

over 3,000 items in the University portfolio of sponsored
activity and many of our earlier grants and contracts never
reached our computer file and are now on microfilm, accessible
but with some difficulty.
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I spent considerable time with Messrs. Coker and Errante,
partly because they appeared not to know what the AID was or
how ¡t functioned as the U.S. delivery system for nonmilitary
foreign assistance. On February 17, 1977 Mr. Peyton of my
office supplied them with basic information on four of the
five contracts and offered to be of further assistance if
needed. No acknowledgement of receipt of the material or of
thanks for the effort was given, nor was any indication of
further information desired.

" Late in January of this year, Senator Arenz contacted me on
this subject. I was a bit short with him, telling him that
my office could not afford to go through this particular
exercise again, especially noting that the previous information
had apparently been put to no use and that we had no further
communication from Messrs. Coker and Errante. Senator Arenz
said that he only wanted additional information on the missing
contract. I told him that we had not been able to find it
but would try again. He was to call back ¡n a few days. He

never did.

"We did find it. It is a so-called 'Basic Ordering Agreementt

in the College of Agriculture which permits AID to engage our
faculty for occasional technical missions on short notice as
well as support foreign students here. Since it is an 'open-
ended' type of agreement, funded by reimbursement as required,
¡t was not logged into our system as is typically done for a
grant and has been handled more like a purchase order. All
information related thereto is public. On February 2nd I sent
material on this agreement to Senator Arenz. His answer ap-
parently is S.R. 13.

"Although I have considerable trouble with much of the innuendo
of S.R. 13 I will limit my comments to two specific places.
Firstly, I believe there is absolutely no basis for the state-
ment of Section 2., Paragraph 2., that the CIA, sometimes
through the AID, awards contracts to the UA, some of which are
not made public. If Senator Arenz has information supporting
that, other than the fact that my office could not instantly
find the one document, he should produce it immediately and I

will as quickly apologize for my use of the word 'irresponsible.'

"While searching for the missing document I contacted a person
in Washington to examine the material supplied to the Center
for National Studies under the Freedom of Information Act and I

am advised that no evidence exists tying the UA and CIA to-
gether through these or any other AID contracts. I look for-
ward to information to the contrary from Senator Arenz.
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"Secondly, I find Section 3. Campus Procedures and Guidelines
especially troublesome because it suggests that there are or
have been covert contractual arrangements or agreements with
the CIA which have not or could not have been made public.
Further, the Administration could be, may be, or may have been
part of the arrangements with the CIA, overt or covert, in
which faculty and/or students were unwitting or unwillingly
participants. I categorically state by this memorandum that to
the extent of my knowledge of affairs at this institution any
such statement is false.

"As I stated in the beginning of this lengthy document for which
I apologize, the Faculty Senate may impose constraints on the
faculty in this or any other subject area ¡n which the faculty
might choose to do supported study or investigations. Academic
freedom may or may not be involved. However, in the matter of

supported research or other activities, Administration only
becomes involved to approve initiatives of the faculty.

"Academic freedom is very much ¡nvolved ¡n this event. My re-
servation about the manner in which S.R. 13 comes to us is that
by the flimsiest reasoning (from information available to me)
the faculty and/or Student Body of the University of Arizona is
made to appear to have been possible unwilling particpants in covert
CIA activity to which the Administration may have been party.
I reject any such implication on the basis of any evidence
which has been provided. Senator Arenz owes us some detail."

Dr. Kassander said that he had recently asked that he not be a
member of the ad hoc committee created by the Senate Executive Committee for
several reasons. He did not feel he himself could devote any more time to
this matter. Second, he questioned whether the subject is properly one
that should be of concern to the Senate. And finally, because of his
University position, he felt that he should not be a member of a committee
where detractors could later claim that he might have been responsible for
a "whitewash". He said he did indeed wonder if the Senate wanted a committee
to proceed with consideration of this matter. He said the implications of
what was proposed in the resolution to him were as disturbing as the witch
hunts of the Joe McCarthy era.

Mr. Arenz responded to Dr. Kassander's statement. He said the
resolution contained little except the recommendation that procedures and
guidelines be established which he felt would not be difficult to comply with,
from what Dr. Kassander had just stated. Further, he felt the Faculty Senate
should consider this type of matter. He did not think the Faculty Senate
should deal only with educational concerns. He said that the faculty's
judgment on a wide range of University-related issues ïs valuable.

As for the resolution itself, he said he supported the CIA, the
FBI, the National Security Agency, and other government intelligence gathering
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agencies. In his resolution he said he was not asking that government
security activity be completely removed from the campus. The resolution
asks that any such activity be made public. He said that under the
provisions of the freedom of information laws he had reviewed the activity
of the intefligence agencies at the U of A with the FBI offices in Phoenix
and in Washington and with offices of the National Security Agency and the
Central Intelligence Agency. All of these offices had been helpful. Both
FBI offices had informed him that they had nothing for him. The National
Security Agency had provided him certain information which he was retaining
in his files. He was currently waiting for further information from the CIA
itself, the CIA having indicated that it was assembling for him the information
he had requested.

He said there were reasons why he had concerned himself with this
issue and there were reasons why he suspected that everything that goes on
at the University is not made public.

Mr. A.renz noted that Dr. Kassander had made special reference to
Section 2.2 of the resolution which states, "Although the great majority
of the contracts are aade public, some are not." He said that this statement

was based on jnformatlon furnished him by Blair Benjamin, legal advisor to
the Arizona Board of Regents. He had not questioned such information from
Mr. Benjamin.

Mr. Arenz said that FBI and CIA representatives had maintained
to him that they had discontinued campus surveillance activities in 19714.

Yet he knew some people in the room would remember Conrad Goeringer who
published a protest newspaper on the e&mpu.. Mr. Goeringer had sought
to learn, under the freedom of information authority, just what files
might exist on his newspaper. He learned that at least one of the agencies

had maintained a separate file on this newspaper, and. this newspaper had

not begun publication and distribution on the Arizona campus until 1976.
This is one of the reasons Mr. Arenz said he believed the possibility of
surveillance still exists.

He said he wanted again to emphasize that the resolution does not
accuse anyone of anything. It simply points out that the potential for
abuse exists and that procedures and guidelines should be set up to maintain
a free environment for the University connnunity. Mr. Arenz said he could

produce documents from the Center of National Security Studies showing that
the U of A did participate in a program in which one member of the Placement

Office staff was a contact for the CIA. This was known only to an "appropriate

senior official" at the U of A.

As for the procedures and guidelines called for by the resolution,
he said the resolution simply says that all contracts should be made public,

all agreements between personnel should be made public, and. all personnel

relationships should be made public. The resolution further asks that the

U f A administration prohibit any projects that are not made public,
prohibit the presence of secret agents on campus for surveillance or any other
purpose, and prohibit any information concerning students or faculty going to

the CIA without prior written approval from the person or persons involved.
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The resolution also asks that the University administration seek assurance from
the CIA that abuses wIll not take place. In other words, Mr. Arenz concluded,
he was not asking for the CIA to remove itself from the campus but rather
that all of that agency's activities be made public.

Professor Robert Clark asked Mr. Arenz if he had correctly understood
him to say that Blair Benjamin had told him that the CIA had made contracts
with the University of Arizona through AID that had not been made public.
Mr. Arenz answered Dr. Clark that he had not said that. He said Mr. Benjamin
had told him that there had been some contracts with the U of A that had not
been made public.

Dr. Kassander stated that every research contract on this campus
passes through his hands. Never under his administration has a contract
been made that was not reported to the Board of Regents in open session.

Dr. Weaver said that assurances had been requested and given before
in this Senate that the University of Arizona was not party to secret contracts.

Dr. Peterson asked how this subject might be appropriately disposed
of by the Senate. Dr. Sankey said that one way to go would be to postpone
consideration of the matter. Dr. Sankey explained that such action would
mean that no further effort to create the study committee authorized by
the Executive Committee would be taken since the Senate was in fact over-
ruling its Executive Committee which was entirely appropriate. The Executive
Committee is only the servant of the full Senate.

Heusinkveld
Dr. Honderson moved that further consideration of this resolution

by a Senate ad hoc committee be postponed indefinitely. Several seconds were
made. Mr. Linkhart asked if this matter was even before the Senate. Dr.

Sankey explained that the Executive Committee quite properly had received the
resolution and decided it should be referred to an ad hoc study committee
before coming before the Senate.

Dr. Hawkins said he was opposed to the resolution but was against
Dr. Henderson's motion. He urged that a study committee be appointed and
permitted to go ahead and study the matter. Dr. Bartlett supported Dr. Hawkins'
remark. Mr. Linkhart said he felt the matter should not be disposed of at
this juncture before an ad hoc committee had even been formed and had studied
the question.

Dr. Witte said she thought any action should be deferred until
Dr. }rers and Dr. Steelink could be present.

Heuinkveld
Dr. Hcndcroon said he wanted to support his motion because he felt

that Dr. Kassander's statement fully answered the resolution. Dr. Kassander
commented he would not vote on the motion before the house.

Dr. Kassander noted that the copy of the resolution circulated to
the Senate members did not carry the signatures of Carla Blackwell, the student
body Executive Vice President, or Mark Webb, the student body President.
Did the resolution pass the Student Senate? Mr. Webb explained that the copy
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circulated was one reproduced before the Student Señate action. - -

The resolution in fact had passed the Student Senate and subsequently had been
signed by Ms. Blackvell and Mr. Webb.

Dr. Robert Clark said he questioned the appropriateness of voting
on the motion because the resolution itself was not actually before the house
and he wondered if some senators even knew what they were voting on. Dr.
Sankey said the Executive Committee had acted appropriately for the body in
referring the resolution to a study committee, but the Senate could overrule
the Executive Committee action and if the Senate did, the matter was of course
referred to oblivion.

The question was called for and the vote was 21 - 21f. Dr. Sankey
pointed out that a tie vote on a motion means the motïon failed. It was
understood that the President would resume efforts to find members of the
faculty willing to serve on the ad hoc committee authorized by the Executive
Committee.

NOTE: At this point the Senate went into executive session.

APPROVAL OF HONORARY DEGREES: The Senate considered and approved three honorary
degrees to be conferred at the 1978 Commencement. These next will be acted
upon by the General Faculty of the University.

The meeting adjourned at lL:15 o'clock.

'oJZ
Dá'vkïd L. Windsor, Secretary

24d//4)
David Butler, Assistant Secretary

MOTIONS PASSED AT MEETING OF MARCH 6, 1978:

Election of Professor Ken Clark as representative of the College of Architecture.
Approval of minutes of February 6, 1978.
Approval of degrees conferred December 31, 1977.
Approval of honorary degrees to be conferred at 1978 Commencement

ACTION ITEMS PENDING:

Study of question of developing means of review of institution's administrators
at the college and university level.
Development of Faculty Manual statement concerning the status of tenured personnel
being released because of the lack of financial support, because of the curtailment
or termination of program, or because of a redirection of the goals of department.
Study of ASUA proposal for increased student participation in policy making and
budgeting for student fee-budgeted and student service-oriented activities.

. Consideration of resolution passed by the Student Senate re procedures and
guidelines for CIA-related activities on campus.




