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Faculty Senate Standirfg Study Committee 'D" report continued.......

Sullivan raised tthe question as to whether the Faculty Handbook was uiad as the

basis for their statement. He said that in the Faculty Handbook it clearly| states that
Faculty should assist |[in formulation of policy, and that Administration shquld implement
policy. The answer tq Sullivan's question from Owens was "no'".

Mayer-Oakes statdd that Owens' statement represented the views of the|pommittee. He
said faculty should adt in their own interest, however. The question is,"$hould the
Senate be involved in |[telling faculty whether to be involved in developing{procedures for
implementation of the |new tenure policy when we might be compromising the lpgal rights
of an individual faculty member?"

President Davis gsked for a vote by a show of hands. The results weref

Favor - 37
Oppose ~ 1
Abstain - 5

The motion carried.
B. Executive Committee Report - Davis

1. Thirteen Fgculty Governance Organizations have passed resolutiogp of
support foy the Texas Tech Faculty vote against the new tenure galicy.
Copies of tlhese resolutions were sent to President Cavazos and ¢p the
Board of Rggents.

2. On January |14, 1985 at 3:00 p.m. the Faculty Senate Officers willl meet with
President Lhuro F. Cavazos.

3. An ad hoc dommittee has been appointed by the TTU Board of Regenfs to hear
concerns, discuss issues, and exchange ideas regarding campus m3fters of
particular |interest to the faculty, students and administration(| The
committee ijs composed of Regents Larry Johnson, Jerry Ford, Rex{Fuller and
President Ljauro F. Cavazos. Johnson will serve as chairman of ghe committee.

The ‘ojjective of the committee is to work with respresentagfives of the
Faculty Serjate, the Horn Professors, Academic Deans, and other gfoups for the
development] of better communications and an atmosphere of more ¢poperation
within the |[University Community.

4. Owens gave |an update on faculty response to the Special Edition [pf Insight,

As a member of the Advisory Group for Insight, Owens askedpea Zeeck
if the Facylty Senate could make a response to the statement by |fhe Board
of Regents jon October 18, 1984. Bea said that she would take tljjis request
under consideration. In a verbal communique the Faculty Senate|paid that
they would |give Bea a response to publish before the Christmas H¥plidays.
On Decemben 7, 1984, Bea Zeeck wrote a letter to Mary Owens sayipg that
to publish |anything now would be history, not news.

Bea Zedck asked for a committee from the Faculty Senate to fieet with her
on future fews matters from the Faculty Senate. Sullivan said this is one
of the duties that should be assigned to the newly formed ad ho¢| Campus
and Communijty Relations Committee. Davis agreed and stated tha this committee
will be asdigned to meet with Bea Zeeck.
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