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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, January 17, 1983 Room 146, College of Law

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:00 p.m. on
Monday, January 17, 1983, in Room 146 of the College of Law. Síxty-fe six
members were present with Senate Chairperson Rebecca Kellogg presiding.

Barret t,
SENATE MEMBERS PRESENT: Aleamoni, Antinoro, Antley, Atwater, Barber,ABattan,

Chiasson, Dickstein, Duffy, Epstein, Erwin, Escamilla,
Ewbank, Fahey, Farr, Foster, Fox, Frank, Gallagher,
Garcia, Geiger, Goetinck, Gourley, Hegland, Henderson,
Irving, Jensen, C. Jones, D. Jones, Kellogg, Kinkade,
Koff 1er, Laird, L'Heureux, Mautner, Mayersohn, Moffatt,
Munsinger, Myers, Nevins, J. O'Brien, S. O'Brien,
Paplanus, Parisi, G. Peterson, Prosser, Reeves, Rehm,
Roby, Roemer, Rollins, Shanfield, Sigworth, Sippel,
Sorensen, Spece, Svob, Thompson, Titley, Tomizuka, Vogel,
Weaver, Windsor, Witte, and Zukoski. Dr. Robert Sankey
was present as Parliamentarian.

SENATE MEMBERS ABSENT: Berliner, Bleibtreu, Butler, Cardon, Cole,
Cosart, Crowder, DeWalt, Edwards, Gaines, Goodwin,
L. Jones, Kettel, Leebron, Maddock, Maher, McCullough,
Odishaw, Paulsen, R. Peterson, Scott, Smith, Steelink,
and von Teuber.

Upon calling the meeting to order Chairperson Kellogg said that many
members had not received today's meeting agenda and accompanying documents. It

became evident that persons with last names beginning with "J" and beyond in the
alphabet had not receivedthe mailing. Ms. Kellogg said that certain items on the
agenda would be postponed to the next meeting since so many members had not
received necessary background data.

DELAY IN ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES: The Chair asked if there were corrections to the
minutes of the December 6 meeting. Senator Myers called attention to the eighth
line on page 48, noting that the sentence "Senator Myers asked if the results
were considered to be reliable" did not correctly report what he had said. The
sentence should be corrected to read: "Senator Myers questioned the reliability
of the results." In the next sentence, "Senator Duffy answered," should be
changed to "Senator Duffy commented."

Senator Duffy pointed out that on page 43 in the fourth paragraph of
the Report from the President of the Associated Students the title ofthe new
student humor magazine should be the Arizona Gambler, not the Arizona Wrangler.

The Chair tentatively accepted the minutes with the corrections noted
above and said she would ask for acceptance by the body at the next meeting.

REPORT BY THE PRESIDENT: President Kof f 1er reported that his analysis of
Governor Babbitt's Executive Budget for 1983-84 had been completed. While the
Regents had approved a U of A increase of 7.3 per cent overall for the main
campus, the College of Medicine and the University Hospital which would
accommodate some of the cost of inflation and permit improvement in certain
categories, the Governor was proposing a 3 per cent cut below the 1982-83 budget.
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The U of A budget request had been carefully developed and was reasonable, but
"bare bone", with provision for some modest increases, Senator Koffler said.
The Executive Budget provided no opportunity to recover from the hurts of the
special $14,000,000 cutback in 1982-83. The Governor's budget failed to take
into account any merit increases, any increase in utility costs, any increase
in inflation. The reduction required would have to come from the only place
left, programs.

The Governor's budget for the University Hospital would present major
problems because it would remove all state subsidy. The subsidy is very small
now, not more than 7 or 8 per cent. A teaching hospital, of course, must have
higher costs than other hospitals. The Governor's budget would result in either
reducing hospital services or raising the cost to patients, possibly as much as
40 per cent.

In summary, Dr. Kof f 1er said, the Executive Budget would damage the
University in the areas of teaching, research and service. It is hoped the
Legislature will considerably modify the Executive Budget.

President Kof f 1er informed the Senate that in view of the University's
financial situation it seemed difficult to justify the expense of the Presidential
inauguration which was being planned for the spring semester. Therefore it had

been decided that there would not be a formal inauguration of Dr. Koffler as
University President.

President Koffler informed the Senate that he had appointed Judge
James L. Richmond to handle the responsibility of preparing answers to the
allegations of the National Collegiate Athletic Association about the U of A
intercollegiate athletic program.

Dr. Koff 1er said that Faculty Representative Sankey and Athletic
Director Dempsey had represented the University of Arizona at the recent annual
meeting of the National Collegiate Athletic Association in San Diego. He said
he was pleased to note that that body at last seemed to be making some definite
headway in establishing meaningful academic requirements for intercollegiate
athletes.

The President said Vice President Munsinger would answer particular
questions about the U of A financial situation. Senator Shanfield asked

Senator Munsinger what his prognosis was for the State's economy, particularly
for 1983-84. Senator Munsinger said that the forecast is not as hopeful as it

had been 4 or 6 months ago. Nationally, economic growth has been so small it

cannot be considered real recovery. Arizona's economy is dependent on the

national economy. Arizona's situation is healthier than that of many states,
and long-range he continues to feel that this state's situation should be good.

However he cannot pinpoint a particular date by which time he feels the turn-
around will have taken place in Arizona.

Senator Battan said he noted that certain legislators not known for
support of higher education were again speaking loudly in the press. Are certain

vocal senators reflecting the attitude of the entire Senate? Dr. Munsinger said

that certain voices are heard more loudly than others in any group. It should be

remembered that every senator has his or her own constituency and each has a mind

of his or her own. Legislators do tend to make independent decisions, he said. It
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is true that the welfare of the universities is not as important to all legis-
lative representatives as we feel it should be. The payoff on the State's
investment in universities is not immediate, but it certainly is an investment
for the future, Senator Munsinger emphasized. Every effort must be made to
convince public officials that strong universities are essential for the economic
vitality of the State. Of course, many different agencies are competing for

financial support.

Senator Reeves asked if the faculty would be involved in deciding
what significant program changes would be made, should worse come to worse.
Senator Munsinger answered that there is in place a University policy that in
times of financial crisis faculty input is part of the process to be used in
determining where cutbacks will be made.

REPORT FROM THE CHAIRMAN OF THE FACULTY: Senator Sigworth announced that the
final draft of the revised Code of Conduct had almost been completed and would
provide much simplified and more straightforward procedures. The elaborate
system of trial boards, appeal boards, etc. would be eliminated if the new code
were adopted. He hoped to have a further report on this at the February meeting.

Senator Sigworth said that the Arizona Universities Faculty Council had
recently had lengthy discussion of procedures whereby the Arizona universities
could offer incentives for early retirement. The procedure presently available

under the retirement system is not adequate. He noted that a proposal of
Senator Myers concerning early retirement was being studied by the University
Planning Committee. An advantage of that proposal is that it could be implemented
by the University of Arizona alone. Persons retiring early would be assured that
they could continue to teach part-time. However this plan would still be in-

adequate, many people feel. A wider program of incentives for early retirement
is therefore being studied by the Arizona Universities Faculty Council and will
be considered further by that group in March. It is hoped a proposal can be
presented to the Board of Regents either in April or May.

Senator Sigworth called the Senate's attention to the recently formed
Faculty Library Action Committee (FLAC). This group feels that the announced cuts
in the library materials budget was discriminatory in that other units of the
University were being required to cut lesser proportionate amounts. It is hoped
that through the efforts of FLAC and other groups some of the contemplated cut in
library funding will be restored.

REPORT FROM THE ASSOCIATED STUDENTS: Senator Duffy introduced a new student member

of the Senate, Jeff Sippel.

He informed the Senate that tickets were still available for the Kenny
Rogers-Crystal Gale concert being presented January 19 under the sponsorship of

ASUA.

He said that the proposal of Senator Taylor of Mesa to charge $5 for
each visit to the campus health service by students in the Arizona universities
to generate income for the universities had been dropped. Senator Taylor
apparently had not realized that students were already paying for health service
through their registration fees. He said the students would be monitoring other
bills in the Legislature that affected the students, including bills that would
raise tuition and fees.
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Senator Duffy said that the presidents of the three Arizona university
student bodies had recently met with Mr. William Jacquin of the Arizona Chamber
of Commerce to discuss the so-called "free enterprise" bill. Mr. Jacquin had
indicated that the Chamber was not supporting many of the features of the proposed
"free enterprise" legislation. The Chamber was proposing some other legislation
which the student presidents were not opposing.

Senator Duffy said the annual University Club Fair would be held on
the Mall on Tuesday, January 25.

He said student leaders were conducting a study of the independent study
system versus the traditional class system in certain beginning mathematics courses
at the U of A. Are students learning mathematics or just preparing for test taking?
The results of the survey will be shared with the Senate.

Senator Battan said he understood that students were avoiding signing up
for the new writing proficiency examination which this body had adopted as a
requirement. He wondered if Senator Duffy could comment on the students' feelings
about this. Senator Duffy said he felt the students were not objecting to taking
the test, but were objecting to having to pay a special $10 fee. If English
proficiency has such a high priority within the University, the cost of the
examination should be paid by the institution and should not be one more charge
assessed the students.

Senator Peterson said that there is confusion as to who must take the
test. Senator Duffy said that every department should be cooperating with the
new program by developing its own respective writing course.

Senator Kinkade said that the requirement is a University-wide one
effective this year. The test must be taken by every student after earning at
least 45 credit hours toward a degree and before completion of the semester during
which 75 hours of degree credit have been earned.

Senator Parisi said it was his understanding that the requirement
applied only to students entering the University this year and later.

It was obvious there was much uncertainty among the senators as to which
students should be taking the proficiency exam. Chairperson Kellogg said she
would request a representative of the English Department to report to the Senate
on this matter at the February meeting.

Senator Sigworth said that there was justification for the examination
fee. It is expensive to administer an examination of this sort. It is not fair

to ask the faculty to perform extra professional work at no compensation. Ideally

the expense should be borne by the administrative budget. Since this has not been
possible, the only alternative has been the fee.

REPORT FROM THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Chairperson Kellogg said that the budget for
General Faculty and Senate printing had been somewhat reduced. Therefore she

and Faculty Chairman Sigworth would be attempting to reduce costs. She was asking

the secretary to reduce the length of the Senate minutes.
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The Chair referred to requests to find another meeting place for the

Senate. The opinion had been expressed that meeting in the Law College away
from the main campus accounted for the poor attendance at the December meeting.

Senator Kellogg reported that the Executive Committee had concluded that no

other facility was available that provided so well for seeing, fcr:.hear-i-ng,or

with as good acoustics. Apparently the poor attendance at the December meeting

was due to a number of scheduling conflicts. Meetings will continue to be held

in Law 146.

Chairperson Kellogg reported that the ad hoc committee on the Faculty
Manual is now made up of Senators Fahey, Spece, Dickstein and Henderson, with

non-Senate members Dr. Terence Burke, Dr. William Noyes and Mr. H. Charles Sakwa.

Individuals believing items should be added to the Manual should submit their

suggestions to Vice President Weaver.

REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEE ON ACADEMIC PROCEDURES: Senator Thompson noted that many

members of the Senate had not received the report on Faculty Status in the Academic
Community which was supposed to have been sent to all senators. The report will be

sent again to those who have not already received it, and Senator Thompson urged all
Senate members to study the document so that it could be discussed at the February

meeting.

Senator Epstein said she was aware that the Regents also had a Committee
on Academic Professionals and wondered how the work of that committee was

proceeding. Senator Kellogg said that she sat on that committee which would meet

again in the next week. The status of academic professionals varies somewhat from

campus to campus in Arizona. She said the document Senator Thompson referred to,
which would be discussed by this body in February, was being shared with the
Regents Committee on a confidential basis.

REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEE ON UNIVERSITY PLANNING: Senator Frank said that the

Committee on University Planning was studying two matters. One was the action

necessary to qualify contributions to the Arizona State Retirement System/Plan

for federal income tax deferment. This was to come up later at today's meeting

under "New Business". The other was bringing more flexibility into the State

Retirement System.

Senator Garcia asked if the Planning Committee was looking at budget

matters. Senator Frank said that the Committee had a subcommittee on budget.

It was expected to be quite active. However that committee would not be involved

with the budget for 1983-84, which was already in the final stages of development

in Phoenix. The committee would be extensively involved in preparation of the

budget for 1984-85.

RATIFICATION OF 1983-84 - 1984-85 ACADEMIC CALENDARS: The Senate considered the

proposed academic calendars for 1983-84 - 1984-85. Senator Peterson noted that

there had been interaction about the calendar between U of A representatives and

representatives of the other Arizona universities with Board of Regents staff.

A five-year calendar had been developed. While there were some modest changes

affecting the U of A after 1984-85, the calendar before the Senate today was
essentially the same as the one currently in effect. Senator Sigworth and

Senator Garcia asked to be on record as objecting to holding a University holiday

on the day of the Tucson Rodeo Parade.
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The Senate then approved the proposed calendars for 1983-84-1984-85.
These calendars are an addendum to the minutes of this meeting.

CONSIDERATION OF UNDERGRADUATE COUNCIL REPORT ON UPPER DIVISION REQUIREMENTS FOR

GRADUATION: The Senate continued its consideration of the Undergraduate Council
recommendation for a revised upper-division unit requirement (see "Curriculum"
bulletin, Vol. 9, No. 21, issue date of December 2, 1982). The Undergraduate
Council had examined the upper-division unit requirement for the baccalaureate
degree in response to a request from the Faculty Senate. The Council had polled
deans and department heads to determine the status of upper-division requirements,
had verified those responses with the catalog, and had then voted 14-to-i that
the requirement should be 30 units, the requirement applying to the degree and
not the major.

Senator Chiasson said that while he believed it should be the pre-
rogative of departments to decide this matter as it involved graduation of
students in their departments, he personally had no objection to the 30-unit rule.
It should be realized, however, that this would be a cosmetic adjustment and
quite meaningless. Many so-called upper-division courses on this campus are
upper-division only in that they carry a number of 300 or higher and they are
really lower-divísion when one considers their difficulty, prerequisites, etc.
He noted that in some curricula, some of those in engineering, mines, and
pharmacy being examples, 300-level courses are required in the sophomore year

of the program. Sophomores should not be in upper-division courses, he emphasized.

To him another incongruity was that in Romance Languages the intermediate
level of language study is numbered in the 200-series, while in Oriental Studies
the intermediate level language courses are numbered in the 400's. Inflation

exists all over the campus, he said, and it would be desirable for the Under-
graduate Council to study this and bring some recommendations to the Senate.

Dean Irving said he, too, was concerned about this matter, and he
urged a one-year delay of putting the new requirement into effect so that the

departments could study the situation. The Chair noted that Dr. William Noyes,
Assistant Executive Vice President, was in the gallery and asked him if a one-year
delay in implementation of the requirement would be serious. Dr. Noyes indicated

he saw no problem with a one-year delay.

Senator Myers said it was important that a distinction be made between
community college work and upper-division work. He wondered if a student could

take three years of work at a community college and then come to the University
of Arizona only for the 30 credit hours of upper-division work required for
graduation. Senator Windsor pointed out that the University has a regulation
providing that credits transferred from a community college are to be accepted
only up to the maximum allowed by the University for the first two years in the
corresponding University curriculum, provided these credits are in courses

acceptable for transfer credit.

Senator Epstein asked what does constitute the level at which a course

is offered? What generically determines if a course should be numbered lOO, 200,

300, or 400? Dr. Noyes said the guidelines governing this are published in the

University catalog.

It was noted that the proposed 30-unit upper-division requirement came
before the body as a seconded motion. The question was called for and the motion

carried.
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Senator Irving then moved that the new requirement not be implemented
before the fall of 1984. Several seconds were heard. Senator Zukoski then
moved as an amendment to Senator Irving's motion' that the Undergraduate Council
sponsor a review by the departments of all upper division offerings to determine
if all courses so numbered are of the proper level. The amendment was acceptable

to Senator Irving. Several seconds to the amendment were heard.

Some senators noted that such a study could be a time-consuming job
for the Undergraduate Council, which already was very busy.

Senator Peterson noted that 1984 would not be a catàlg:year. Re-

quirements are imposed on students according to the catalog in effect at the time
the student enters the University.

Senator Shanfield noted that if this indeed would be an impossible task
he did not want to place that responsibility on the Undergraduate Council.

Senator Antinoro asked if the Undergraduate Council would have to do the
actual review, or would the Council be asking each department to do so.
Chairperson Kellogg noted that Dr. Zukoski's motion had provided that the de-
partments were to make the review.

Dr. Noyes noted that an ongoing review does take place all the time.
Referring to Senator Chiasson's comment about study at the intermediate level of
Oriental languages, Dr. Noyes said this matter had been looked into carefully and
had been determined that the intermediate level of an Oriental language was indeed
of such difficulty that 400 was the appropriate number level.

The amendment proposed by Senator Zukoski was adopted.

Senator Laird urged that the new requirement be implemented no sooner
than the fall of 1984. Senator Tomizuka said he found it difficult to think of
a student who in four full years of undergraduate study would not take 10 courses
numbered 300 or higher.

The question was called for and the nctiori carried tc .implèment t.hs new
requirement no sooner than the fall of 1984 and then only following a review by
the departments to determine that courses numbered 300 or higher are properly
upper-division.

It was suggested that the effective date of the new requirement be
indicated in the new catalog being published this spring.

ENDORSEMENT OF ACTION TO QUALIFY CONTRIBUTIONS TO RETIREMENT SYSTEM FOR FEDERAL
INCOME TAX DEFEEMENT: The Senate considered the following resolution submitted
by the University Planning Committee:

"The Faculty Senate of the University of Arizona endorses
taking the legal and administrative actions required to qualify
contributions to the Arizona State Retirement System/Plan and
Optional Plans for federal income tax deferment. The Senate
expresses its impatience at what appear to be inordinate delays
in implementing this highly advantageous step for all Arizona
state employees. It requests President Koffler, as a matter of
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urgency, to discuss the issue with members of the Arizona
Universities Presidents' Council, with the aim of having
the three State Universities and the Board of Regents exert
their full influence in support of this move."

Chairperson Kellogg said that this item came before the body as a
seconded motion. Senator Antinoro asked why the contributions do not now
qualify for income tax deferment? Senator Frank said he understood the Internal
Revenue Service had ruled in the beginning that participants in the system did
not qualify because certain categories of persons were included in the system,
for example, judges. Later these categories were removed from the system.
However no one had seen to it that the contributions of the remaining participants
were eligible for deferment.

It was felt there were now no major obstacles to this proposal if proper
officials would simply press for it. Certain people just must be prodded,
Senator Frank said.

The motion was called for and carried unanimously.

The meeting adjourned at 4:20 o'clock.

Dav1d' L. Windsor, Secretary

JQA1Dougla J. War , Assistant Secretary pro tem

MOTIONS PASSED AT MEETING 0F JANUARY 17, 1983:

Approval of motion to ratify academic calendars for 1983-84 - 1984-85.

Approval of recommendation from Undergraduate Council to establish a
graduation requirement of 30 upper division units.

Approval of motion to implement new upper division requirement no sooner
than fall 1984 and then only following review by departments to determine
that courses numbered 300 or higher are properly upper division.

Approval of resolution endorsing taking actions required to qualify contri-
butions to Arizona Retirement System for federal income tax deferment.

ACTION TTES PENDING:

1. Further consideration of Revised Code of Academic Integrity.




