Minutes
Faculty Senate Meeting #}
October 8, 1980

The Faculty Senate

et on Wednesday, October 8, 1980, at 3:30 p.m., in th

P

Senate

Room of the University Cqgnter with Rolland Smith, president, presiding. Senatdfs present
were Bacon, Blaisdell, Cdpica, Clements, Cochran, Collins, Dale, Denham, Dixon} Filgo,
Gipson, Harris, Higdon, rridge, Jebpen, Keho, Kimmel, Lee, McDonald, McGuire} McPherson,
Malloy, Masten, Mogan, Mdrris, Nelson|, Newcomb, Owens, Rude, Sanders, Schoen, [$hine,
M. Smith, Stewart, Tan, oub, Volz, Williams, Wilson, and Wood. Anderson, Hi]l and
Kellogg were absent.

The guests were Len Pinsworth, Apsociate Vice President for Academic Affajrs;
David E. Potter, Executi Committee,| Texas Tech University Health Sciences Cemter;
Ernest Sullivan, Parliamentarian; Bruge Kemp, Internal Vice President for Student
Affairs; Kippie Hopper, iversity Dajfily; and Preston Lewis, University News &|Publications.
SUMMARY OF BUSINESS CONDULTED
The Faculty Senate:
1. Approved the Annual Re¢port of the|Faculty Senate for 1979-80,
2. Heard a report from the Tenure and Privilege Committee,
3. Approved a resolution|regarding University Committee appointments,
4. Approved a change in the Senate Bylaws,
5. Discussed a.proposed fevision of the Tenure Policy,
6. Heard a report on recgnt developments in the Athletic Council,
7. Heard a report on the |TACT sponsorled meeting of heads of faculty councils,

senates, and other sudh faculty orjganizations.

Smith called the meefling to order| at 3:40 p.m., introduced and welcomed thp guests,
and announced that Profesdor Ernest W.| Sullivan of the Department of English hafl agreed
to serve as parlimentariar. He also apnounced that arrangements were being madp so
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IV. RESOLUTION REGARDING |CERTAIN UNIVERSITY COMMITTEES

At its September 10 rpeeting, the |Senate referred a resolution concerning ¢ertain
University Committees to fhe agenda cqmmittee for revision. Smith placed the redrafted
resolution before the Sengte for actign. Cochran moved its acceptance. The parliamen-
tarian, on a point of ordIr, proposed |several necessary changes, which Cochran|jaccepted
as friendly amendments. The Senate approved the following resolution:

Whdreas, The "Directory of Standing Councils and CommitHees
1980-81'| specifies that four committees (Biosafety Committee
Protectdon of Human |Subjects Committee, Radiation and Laser
Safety (Jommittee, and Warm-Blooded Animal Committee) are
"special] committees,” and "not standing committees of The
University;" and

Whdreas, Article V, Section 4 of the Constitution of th¢l Faculty
Senate df Texas Techi University (approved and adopted by the|[Faculty
Council,|] University President, and the Board of Regents)
states:

"THe President jof the University may establish and defi
comfposition of ad hoc or standing committees or council
of |Texas Tech University, Texas Tech University School
Medicine, and the Museum of Texas Tech University, or joint
conmittees or councils of the above, and may determine if
menjbers are to be elected or appointed. Texas Tech
Unilversity faculty members appointed to these standing
(byt not ad hoc) committees or councils shall be selected
frgm a list of mominees for each committee or council prpvided
by |[the Faculty Senate. The President of the University|may
spdcify the number of nominations to be supplied by the|[Faculty
Serlate for each such committee or council position.

Thg position of the chairperson of the Athletic Council
of |the Universiry shall not be open to nomination by thie
Faqulty Senaté'k therefore

Be |it resolved,’Ihat the Faculty Senate reminds the admipistration
that the responsibilﬁty for nomination to the four committeeir

(named dbove) resides with the Faculty Senate and has been viplated

in the flollowing mazter: by calling them "special" committegs,

and statling that they "are not standing committees of the Unjversity,"
when, ir fact, they Ere; and by publishing them in the directpry '"as a

matter df information;" and

1
Be |it resolved, That we request the committees be restorfed to
their fdrmer status.
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