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87/88-44

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA

Monday, December 7, 1987 Room 146, College of Law

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:05 p.m. on Monday,
December 7, 1987, in Room 146 of the College of Law. Fifty-nine members ware
present. Presiding Officer of the Senate Thomas R. Rehm presided.

SENATE MEMBERS PRESENT: Aleamoni, Andreas, Aquilano, Atwater, Austin, Bayless,
Beigel, Billo, Butler, Carranza, Cartee, Chisholm,
Consroe, Cosgrove, Cusanovich, Daly, Epstein, Ewbank,
Fagan, Fahey, Fenstermacher, Figler, Fleming,
Goetinck, Hasselno, Hetrick, Horak, Irving, Jones,
Larson, Logan, Mautner, McConnell, McGraw, Mishel,
J. O'Brien, S. O'Brien, Paplanus, Patterson, Peterson,
Phipps, Reed, Rehm, Ridge, Roemer, Rollins, Sander,
Silverman, Steelink, Stender, Streitmatter, Swaim,

Tomizuka, Triffet, Watson, Weiss, Wilkening, Woodard,
and Woolfenden. Dr. Robert Sankey served as Parlia-
mentarian.

SENATE MEMBERS ABSENT: Bootman, Boynton, Brown, Chase, Chen, Cunningham,
Dickstein, Drake, Flint, Fulginiti, Ganapol, Koffler,
Krutzsch, Marcus, McCullough, Parsons, Ruiz, Sharkey,
Sigelman, Smith, Sobelman, Stedman, Tollin, Tuchi, and
Witte.

WELCOME EXTENDED TO NEW FACULTY SENATORS: Dr. Rehm welcomed Dr. Vincent
Fulginiti, Actirg Dean, College of Medicine and Dr. Timothy Fagan, Department
of Internal Medicine, newly elected College representative from Medicine.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 0F NOVEMBER 2, 1987: There being no requests for changes
to the minutes of November 2, Dr. Rehm declared them approved as distributed.

REPORT FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNIVERSITY: Dr. Rehm noted that President
Kof f 1er is in Phoenix today with the Council of Presidents.

REPORT FROM THE PROVOST OF THE UNIVERSITY: Dr. Hasselmo reported on the
December 4-5 Board of Regents meeting: the undergraduate major in Computer
Science was approved and will be instituted as soon as Decision Package funding
is authorized. Also approved was a new Interdisciplinary Center for Insect
Science which will be funded with outside grants.

"They did, at our request, authorize the retention of the additional tuition
income that we have generated this year because of the increase in enrollment.
This will be available for providing some additional sections in the spring
term. However, as you also have probably read in the newspapers, the Governor
has informed us that there will be a request forthcoming, and as a matter of
fact it was presented to the Board of Regents, to have the universities
participate in an expenditure reduction again this year. I would like to
briefly quote what the President of the Board of Regents said in response to
that request. This is Mr. Shropshire's prepared statement:

'The University system is an integral element of our state, and we there-
fore share the Governor's concern about the condition of the state budget.
My primary concern, however, is the harmful effects that another mid-year
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budget reduction could have on our system of higher education. In the
past several years the universities have contributed much more than their
share when the state has experienced budget shortfalls. However, the
budget problem this year appears to be a function of the need for a $49
million supplemental appropriation for the ACCESS program, in combination
with state revenue shortfalls. We will carefully consider the facts
regarding the projected revenue gap and try to steer a judicious course,
balancing the needs of the state with the needs of the universities. I do
not anticipate any formal action on the Governor's request by the Board at
this time. I have asked that a detailed analysis of the suggested cuts be
prepared to assist us in our deliberations on this matter.'

"The Board did not take any formal action on the Governor's request, so as of
today we do not know to what extent that request will affect the finances for
the rest of this year. The suggested cut was for 2.9 percent, which means that
the main campus budget would be affected to the tune of a little over $5
million, and the medicine budget a little over $1.1 million if we were to meet
the requested 2.9 percent reduction. We will expect further information from
the Board of Regents over the next two or three weeks. In anticipation, we are
preparing a plan for how to deal with expenditure reductions; however, we are
placing top priority on providing instruction in the spring term. We have, for
example, released the 40 percent of the temporary allocations for the spring
term that we held from our earlier allocation. We hope that we can, fran the
additional tuition revenues that the Board authorized us to use, provide
instruction to the new students that we have. We are focusing especially on
English Composition, Mathematics, and on courses generally that would affect
the ability of incoming students to enroll in required courses. We are also
looking at the other end of the spectrum, trying to make sure that we provide
the instruction that is necessary for students to graduate on time. At this
time, we are working again against rather significant uncertainties, and I

regret that I cannot be more specific at this tine."

CHAIRMAN 0F THE FACULTY REPORT: Dr. Rehm reported that all Senate standing
coinnittees are now formed, the Budget Policy Committee being the last one. He
said that at its first meeting, the Budget Policy Committee had elected a
chair, Senator Lyle Bootman, and he called for a motion to ratify Senator
Bootman's election. It was so moved (motion 87/88-22), seconded, and
unanimously approved.

The General Faculty Census, in compliance with the new Constitution and Bylaws,
had been sent to all departments, Dr. Rehm said, and he is receiving modifica-
tions, additions and deletions to bring the list up to date. The corrected
census will be available to departments, colleges, or any other unit requiring
it.

At the November meeting, he said, Senator Silverman had moved, and the motion
had been seconded, that the Faculty Senate take a position in support of the
Faculty Regent concept. The Faculty Senate Executive Corrinittee had reviewed
that motion, and Senator Silverman had been requested to provide the Executive
Committee with a proposed motion for presentation at the January Faculty Senate
meeting.

Dr. Rehm said he wanted to respond to another matter, brought up by Senator
Witte, which was discussed at the November meeting: the naming of buildings.

He said there is and has been for a number of years a university Building
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Naming Committee, which meets when new buildings are to be named or older
buildings are to be renamed. That corrn'iittee consists of representatives of the
University of Arizona Foundation and the Alumni Association, the President of
ASUA, the Vice President for University Relations, the Vice-Provost, and the
Chairman of the Faculty. He said some clarification is warranted here: naming
of roans, hallways, courtyards, or buildings requires the approval of the Board
of Regents; only building names are reviewed by the Building Naming Corrnüttee.

REPORT FROM THE SECRETARY OF THE FACULTY: No report.

REPORT FROM THE PRESIDENT OF ASUA: Senator Carranza said the Faculty/Student
Interaction Fund will be offered again by the Associated Students in conjuction
with the Office of Orientation, Advising and Retention. The program was estab-
lished last year by the Vie President for Student Affairs to promote extracur-
ricular involvement between students and their faculty; funding totaled
$10,000, and all funds were awarded. He said the Office of Orientation,
Advising and Retention had completed a study which compared the GPAs of
freshman students who participated in funded projects with a control group.
Results indicated that freshmen who participated in the program had achieved
substantially higher GPAs than those in the control group. Criteria for sub-
mitting a proposal require that at least 40 percent of the students participa-
ting must be freshmen or transfer students. Proposals may be submitted by
students, faculty, or graduate teaching assistants who have teaching responsi-
bilities; GTAs without full teaching responsibilities may submit proposals with
supervising faculty support. Last year's funded proposals included Spanish
classes going to Hermosillo, faculty hosting dinners at their homes or brown
bag lunches on the mall. Senator Carranza encouraged individual Faculty
Senators' participation in this program.

Senator Carranza reported that ASUA will again offer $200 Tuition Prepayment
Fee Waiver Scholarships this spring. He asked Senators who might be aware of
students with financial difficulty to urge such students to apply; criteria
include Arizona residency, enrollment for at least 7 units, arid continuing
student status. He asked that reconinendations be sent to himself or the Dean
of Students Off i.

QUESTION AND ANSWER PERIOD: Senator Steelink asked Dr. Hasselmo about the
article in today's Wildcat, indicating the Regents had appropriated $1.1
million to provide extra teaching resources, particularly classrooms, for

students. He asked when the money would become available and when he could get
his hands on it, since one of the four departments mentioned was Chemistry.
Dr. Hasselmo asked Senator Steelink if he was referring to the Board's decision
on excess tuition income; Senator Steelink repeated the headline as he recalled
it. Dr. Hasselmo said that in his report he had indicated that the administra-
tion had requested, in view of the fact that [JA had more students enrolled this
fall than anticipated and more tuition income had been generated than had been
indicated in the Legislature's budget appropriations, authorization to use some
of that tuition income since it was not part of the original budget the univer-
sity was given. The intention, he said, was that those funds go entirely to
additional sections in the spring to meet the enrollment increase. The only
caveat, he said, is that now it is not known what effect the $5 million
proposal from the Governor will have on our overall resource situation. "It is
clear that one way of saving some funds would be to not spend alI of the
additional revenues, but at this point I simply do not know. What I do know is
that the President has indicated that we have to place top priority on
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providing classes during the spring term so we do not produce any unnecessary
dislocations in the instructional program. That means, obviously, that other
budgets are going to be hit very hard if the Board tells us that we have to
come up with an expenditure reduction. At this point, we are looking at what
those resources can be. For example, we may have to put a moratorium, as we
did last year, on certain remodeling and renovations. It means that some of
those projects are going to be postponed again for six months or maybe a year,
and that is very deplorable. We have to look again at major equipment
purchases that may have to be postponed, as we also did last year, to meet the
expenditure reduction. We are looking at all of those options at this point to
try to identify what would do the least damage to the institution if we have to
corte up with some specified amount."

REPORT FROM THE ACADEMIC PERSONNEL POLICY COMMITTEE: Senator Jones said he
wanted to report on two items raised at the Novenber Senate meeting. The first
was a question from Senator Witte regarding an affirmative action report that
he said he did not remember at the time. In checking into it, he discovered
reference to a 1983 report prepared by the ConTnittee of Eleven, addressed to
Dr. Celestino Fernandez, head of the Affirmative Action Office at that time,
with a recoiTtrtendation to him that the format of that report be followed and be
updated on a semiannual basis. A copy of the memorandum and the report had
been sent to the Senate for their information, but there was no action taken by
the Senate. He said he hoped this information will clarify the matter. He
said he had requested copies of the document for APPC; the committee will
review the report to see if there are ideas there that merit further consider-
ation, and he will report back to the Senate if that is the case.

Secondly, he said, there was a request from Senator Dickstein that APPC examine
the Promotion/nure statistics over the past several years to see if trends
discussed at the November Senate meeting were present in earlier years. The
committee had made significant progress; however, the previous two years'
reports did not break down Arts and Sciences into the four faculties, so the
carnúttee is awaiting addditional statistics to complete their review.

Senator Jones said that APPC will review Chapter 5, UHPAP1 dealing with Adminis-
trators, and will examine a proposal to introduce 2nd and 4th year reviews for
Professionals.

REPORT FROM THE BUDGET POLICY COMMITTEE: In Senator Bootman's absence, Senator
Paplanus reported that the committee had its initial meeting, as indicated by
Dr. Rehm, meeting jointly with the Faculty Senate Executive Committee to better
define the function of the Budget Policy Committee. He said it was decided to
begin by looking at the University's budget and planning process in order to
find an appropriate role for the committee in that overall process; while the
comnittee is just beginning, members recognized that tenure of more than one
year would be advisable for members, as they try to define a functional role in
which faculty can play a significant part of the overall planning and budgeting
process. He believed that planning and budgeting are inextricably interwoven.

REPORT FROM THE INSTRUCTION & CURRICULUM POLICY COMMITTEE: Senator Atwater
said the committee had been reviewing the changes occurring in IR1D in response
to questions that had been raised at the September and October Senate meetings.
She said the committee called a special meeting with Dr. Celestino Fernandez on
November 3 because he is the administrator to whom IRAI) reports. The corrrnittee
hoped to learn what specific plans for modification, expansion and
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restructuring were envisioned for the new IRAD, and to convey to him "our
strong desire as a committee and also speaking on behalf of the faculty that
our input and recommendations for teaching support services be maintained and
improved in connection with IRAD." Later in the month, at its regular meeting,
the committee found it was in close agreement on some surrmary points regarding
the IRAI) study and which it wanted to report to the Senate: (1) the scope, (2)

the structure and (3) the financing of IRAD.

"Regarding the scope, it was clear that Dr. Fernandez envisions a much broader
scope for IRAI) in the future than it has had in the past. He painted a picture
with broad strokes of some ways in which IRAI) might expand the quality and the
quantity of its services during coming years, but he is intent, and stated so,
on leaving the details of the implementation of these ideas to Dr. Volgy, the
new half-time IRAD Director. In addition to continuing to provide the services
that have been provided in the past, the expanded IRAI) is hoped to operate more
like a University teaching center. In fact, we questioned whether the name
IRAI) was still appropriate, and he said some thought had been given and will
continue to be given to changing its name to better reflect its broader scope.
Some of the services it might provide in addition to what has been done in the
past might be additional consultations with faculty, conduct of the workshops
in training of faculty and graduate teaching assistants, sponsorship of
conferences and colloquia on teaching, advocacy for faculty in the area of
teaching, and to have many faculty attached to the unit--ways and enticement
were not specified. The unit would also be responsible for classroom needs as
seen by the faculty. Dr. Volgy stated plans to reactivate the IRAD Advisory
Committee, which has not been abandoned, but which will be reactivated.

"Regarding structure, the new IRAI) will now include equinent services and
instructional support services, so it will have additional lines. The
remaining half of the line occupied by Dr. Volgy as director is hoped to be
used to acquire expertise in research on teaching and its improvement.

"Financially, he said that the new IRAD will have a much larger budget than in
the past and is already working to decrease the cost to departments of scoring
exams and summarizing student evaluations.

"In summary, our committee wishes to convey to you its sense of optimism for
the general plan of the IRAD reorganization, but its feeling of reserved
judgment as we wait to see how many and how fast these changes occur, and the
committee's promise to you to remain watchful and involved on behalf of faculty
in monitoring these changes. We plan to schedule a meeting with Dr. Volgy
early in the coming semester to convey our concerns to him and to ask for his
input on additional details he may have thought of in the reorganization.

"On another matter, our committee is continuing to pursue its project of
learning more about how teaching is evaluated in departments. We plan to work
through college deans in a letter we will send to ask for their help in
providing our committee with information on how each department does evaluate
teaching, particularly for merit. We are in the process also of working with
the Student Affairs Policy Cannittee to prepare a questionnaire similar to one
prepared and sent to faculty, deans and department heads in the past to survey
faculty opinions and perceptions on how well teaching is rewarded at the
department level. The information we gather we hope will be the content and
topic of our symposium, to be cosponsored by the Provost this spring."
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REPORT FROM THE RESEA1H POLICY COMMITTEE: Senator Cusanovich, in Dr. Witte's
absen, said the conTnittee is preparing for discussion of its Technology
Transfer proposals at the January Faculty Senate meeting and encourages all
Senators to read through those documents.

REPORT FROM THE STUDENT AFFAIRS POLICY COMMITTEE: Senator Mishel said that, as
noted by Senator Atwater, the committee is beginning to work jointly with the
Instruction & Curriculum Policy Coinnittee on developitent of the faculty survey
to examine the reward system for teaching and is also looking at ways in which
faculty can be involved in the Student/Faculty Interaction Program.

QUESTION AND ANSWER PERIOD: Senator Paplanus asked for an up-date on the
status of Chapters 3 and 4, UHAP. Dr. Hasselmo said that it is his understand-
ing the President is prepared to accept with some minor editorial revisions
Chapters 3 and 4 with the exception of the one provision in violation of Board
of Regents Policy, concerning written information about the reasons for refusal
of tenure or continuing status. He said the President is taking that issue to
the presidents of the two other universities for the purpose of determining
whether they are willing to join him in proposing to the Board that Board
policy be changed. Dr. Hasselmo called on Dr. Terence Burke for any additional
details. Dr. Burke said that the President would have commented on this
subject this afternoon had he not been called away to a meeting in Phoenix.

Senator Goetinck said he was asked to bring up two points at this meeting, and
he addressed then to Senator Atwater: (1) How is IRAD's scope going to be
broader whereas the Director is half-time. Senator Atwater said she couldn't
answer that. Senator Goetinck said the second point came up last year: the
difficulty caused by overlapping of times in the final exam period. Can the
examination period be lengthened? He said the faculty member who spoke to him
said classes scheduled at 1, 3 and 4 p.m. all have their exams on December 14
from 2 to 4 p.m. and this caused a lot of conflicts for faculty and students.
Senator Butler said the cause was the timing of the calendar: with the
semester starting later, and the desire to get the students home before it was
too close to Christmas, the exam period was cut short by one day, resulting in
conflicts such as the one mentioned. He said all concerned faculty were
contacted to try to prevent conflicts in the rooms, and to his knowledge it had
been worked out.

Dr. Rehm noted that the policy which calls for no exams (other than finals)
during the week in which finals are given does not apply this semester because
the last day of class is on a Friday.

Senator Pterson, coirinenting on the status of IRAI), said this semester when his
department went to ask for IRAI) forms, they had to fill out a lot of forms even
though the computer hadn't been installed yet, and were recently informed IRAI)
was out of CIEQ forms.

APPROVAL OF CURRICULAR M1TERIAL: Dr. Rehm called for comments or questions on
Curriculum Bulletin Vol. 12, No. 4, section I, Proposal for a School of Public
Administration and Policy. Senator Jones asked if the six full-time faculty
for the School were coming from within the College. Dr. Hasselmo said that the
establishment of that School is really the re-establishment of the Department
of Public Administration and Policy which existed until 5 or 6 years ago.
Faculty who were associated with the Department are to some extent being re-
affiliated with the School; others, with joint appointments, will come from
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within the College.

Senator Fahey wondered whether anyone could explain the concept of "school" as
opposed to department or division. Vice Dean, BPA, William Barrett, attending
the meeting in Dean Smith's absence, said this proposal developed from both an
internal review and external consultants examining the prospects of resurrect-
ing this program. It seemed clear, he said, that there had to be some dramatic
organizational changes; this was also apparent in BPA's accreditation review.
He said this particular model has been used very successfully by those
universities that have coupled both the programs dealing with private manage-
ment and college management, the most notable being Ohio State University. He
added that it provided clear, sharp, definite identity to students and external
constituencies, including graduate students who might go into various
develoiiental agencies, particularly at the state and local level. Dr. Rehm
asked if the use of "school" rather than department was in line with this
image. Dr. Barrett responded affirmatively, and noted that ASU has a School of
Public Affairs and the term school appears to be more distinct. In response to
further questions, Dr. Barrett said there are plans to appoint a Director to
guide the School, but this will not involve a new budget line; additional
resources that are anticipated are not for administrative purposes, but
primarily to upgrade the graduate program. Regarding enrollments, he said the
Master's program currently has between 20 arrl 25 and that within a few years it
would probably increase to the 50-60 range, but that he did not have equivalent
undergraduate enrollment projections at hand. The six faculty will serve both
the undergraduate and graduate programs.

Senator Paplanus asked Dr. Hasselmo if he could explain the difference between
school and department. Dr. Hasselmo said: "In certain areas we have a
terminology, and in order to make it clear to those particular constituencies
what this is, you use that terminology, and you can't be totally consistent
within the institution or the system because of the disciplinary situation."

Senator Ewbank, noting that the proposal had been approved by the Undergraduate
Council, asked if a member was present to speak to this issue. Senator
Peterson responded that some of the same questions introduced at this meeting
were voiced at the Council meeting; however, their mission is to inspect the
curricular validity of changes rather than the nature of the administration.
He felt that Dr. Hasselmo had answered the question, and "It's what you do in
your field." Academically, it made no difference, he said, and that's why the
Council approved it.

It was then moved (motion 87/88-23) and seconded to approve Curriculum Bulletin
Vol. 12, No. 4, section I. Failing to obtain a clear voice vote, the motion
was approved by a show of hands.

APPROVAL 0F CANDIDATES FOR DEGREES TO BE COMPLETED DEGEMBER 19, 1987: Dr. Rehm
called for questions or corrnients on the preliminary list of candidates for
degrees to be awarded December 19, 1987, students listed being subject to
completion of requirements. It was moved (motion 87/88-24), seconded, and
unanimously voted on a voice vote to approve the list.

ANNUAL REPORT 0F THE INTE10LLEGIATE WRITING COMMITTEE: Dr. D. Michael Sacken,
Chair of the Intercollegiate Writing COElnittee (I), called for questions on
the 1986-87 Report, which had been distributed to Senators (copy appended to
these Minutes).
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Senator Fahey said she did not understand the meaning of paragraph I.D. Dr.

Sacken said that there are two components: one has to do with the upper-
division writing proficiency exam, and the second with the writing enphasis
course. The writing enphasis course is that writing experience grounded in the
student's major disciplinary area, and what the paragraph tries to say is (1)

it's difficult to have uniform policy for writing anphasis courses other than
the requirent itself. So it is going to be more elusive for the corrinittee to
report how uniformly that policy has been adopted and implanented. And (2),
rather than trying to set up a monitoring agency, the corrinittee has basically
taken the position that = would be better served trying to build institutional
competence. In other words, he said, if there are particularly good examples
of writing nphasis courses, it is better to dissinate that information to
other faculty who may benefit from it rather than having other faculty submit
their syllabi to 1W. He responded affirmatively to Senator Fahey's question
if that is what was meant by informational activites.

Senator Flaing, referring to Paragraph I.E., said she was concerned with how
difficult it is to obtain graders for these exams. She said she participates,
and wondered whether Senators could suggest ideas for improving faculty
participation in grading. The alternative is for the University Composition
Board (tJB) to hire professional graders, but she felt that was contrary to the
spirit of the program. Senator Epstein said she had served as a grader several
times, but she wasn't called again. Senator Peterson suggestd that UCB address
the request to the deans, who could provide subtle encouragement for graders
and an indication of its importance.

Senator Figler asked if there is any sort of appeal process for someone who
receives an unsatisfactory grade. Dr. Sacken said there are basically two ways
in which a student who receives an unsatisfactory grade may obtain a review.
The student's program unit has the ultimate responsibility of providing some
response to that unsatisfactory performance; there is no institution-wide
obligation, and the UCB does not indicate what the next step is. So the
student may appeal the assignment of additional course work directly in their
own department or program. Secondly, he said, if the student wants the paper
individually reviewed by the UcB, the student just returns to UcB and asks to
sit down with somebody who will go over the paper, interpreting what went wrong
and providing technical information.

Senator Figler asked, in reference to "building institutional competence" in
section I.D, how the UCB is trying to improve institutional competence for
transfer students in relation to the statistics listed for transfer students,
and if the high proportion of transfer students who are receiving unsatisfac-
tory scores is indicaticative of last year's scores? Dr. Sacken said that
building institutional competence is related to the program by trying to ensure
that each student during the junior or senior year receives a mature writing
experience in the student's own field of study. He added that if someone
doesn't do their composition work here, it seems highly problematic that we
could do anything to better prepare them, but that the UCB has made an effort
over the last few years to try to coordinate this by working with both high
schools and corrrnunity colleges throughout the state, more or less to explain
what the goals of the upper-division writing proficiency exam.

Senator McConnell said there is a lot of information contained in the IWC
Report that individual faculty members could benefit from, and he wondered
whether a summary would be included in the Senate Minutes. Secretary Ridge
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said the report would be appended to the published Minutes.

Senator McGraw said that in examining the "total tested" failure rate on page
2, it increased successively in the three test periods. He wondered whether
suiwier rates are generally lower, or whether "worse and worse" essays were
being written. Dr. Sacken suspected that probably the smaller number of
students tested in the sumner produced a more random effect, but he believed
the overall figures have been relatively stable for the last three years in
terms of totals being anywhere from 22 to 26 percent.

Senator Peterson said he would like to corrtnent further on this subject. He
said the test is regarded as diagnostic; its purpose is to inform the student's
department that a student may have problems with writing the English larguage.
It is up to the department entirely to determine what, if anything, needs to be
done. This is why there is no review in the sense of reconsideration. As a
member of 1W, he said, he is aware that IWC and UCB urge all departments to
review the papers on which their students received unsatisfactory scores in
order to find out for themselves what needs to be done. Students frequently
ask if they can retake the exam, and the response is negative because the exam
is intended to be a diagnostic tool.

Senator Flailing said she wondered whether it is feasible for the deans and
department heads to try to make this a priority, perhaps by indicating numbers
from divisions or departments, and in some way see that individuals are chosen
to participate.

Dr. Rehm thanked Dr. Sacken for being present to respond to questions on the
Intercollegiate Writing Coitmittee's Annual Report to the Faculty Senate.

OLD BUSINESS: Senator Steelink said that a few months ago he introduced the
question of the use of Social Security Numbers required by the new system of
registration and at the time he did not have the exact public law. Thanks to
some research, he said, he located the section of the public law on disclosure
of Social Security Number under the Privacy Act. He said he would like to give
the copy of the law to the Secretary of the Faculty Senate so that it may be
appended to the Minutes, thus providing a copy to all members of the Senate and
the General Faculty. He said he would also like to request that the University
Attorney or representatives appear before this body at its next meeting to
explain why the University believes it is in compliance with the law. Dr. Rehm
said the Senate Executive Ccmriittee will take that matter under advisement.

The meeting adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

George W. Ridge, Jr., Secretary



MOTIONS PASSED AT MEETING OF DEXEMBER 7, 1987

87/88-22 Ratification of Dr. Lyle Bootman as Chair of Budget Policy Coirrnittee
87/88-23 Approval of Curriculum Bulletin, Vol. 12, No. 4, Section I
87/88-24 Approval of Candidates for Degrees to be Completed Decïiber 19, 1987

MOTIONS SCHEDULED FOR ACTION AT JANUARY MEETING

87/88-21 Motion to approve Faculty Regent concept

MATTERS PENDING

Research Policy Coinnittee: Four draft policies (Policy on Fraud in Research,
Conflict of Commitment Policy, Facilities Mis-Use Policy, University
Coirntittee on Ethics and Commitment)

DOCUMENTS ATTACHED TO THESE MINUTES

Intercollegiate Writing Committee, 1986-87 Annual Report to the Faculty Senate
Disclosure of Social Security Number, Section 7, Public Law 93-579
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