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MINUTESw#139 FACULTY SENATE
January 20, 1993

t on Wednesday, January 20, 1993, at 3:15 p.
iversity ¢enter with Benjamln H. Newcomb, P
present were Aranha, Bliese, Bradley, Burne
er, Curzer, Dunn, Dunne, Elbow, Fedler, Goe
don, Hopkins, Huffman, Kiecker, D. Mason, J.
, Payne, Shroyer, Strawderman, Trost, Troub,
rtman. Senators Benson, Green, Meek, Perl,
cause of University business. Senators Dagh
were absent with notification. Senators Dav
eman, Henry, and Reynolds were absent.

UESTS

INTRODUCTION OF

President Newcomb ca
following guests: Vi
Collins, Associate D
of Development; Stew
Library; Daniel O. N

m. in the
esident
t,

1,
Mason,
Urban,
Roy and
istany,
is,

led the meeting to order at 3:20 and welcom

d the

ginia Sowell, Associate Vice President; Jacquelin
an, College of Arts & Sciences; Denise-Jacksgon, Office

Kauffman, News and Publications; Mary Ann

igdon,

than, Philosophy; and Julie Hemby, Avalanchg Journal.

Professor Clarke E. fochran, Political Science, served as ParliaJentarian.

II.

CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES

The minutes of 9 Dece¢mber 1992 were approved.

III. NEW BUSI&ESS

Dean Jacq Collins (Afts & Sciences) presented an Academic Council

to change university

was to eliminate rigj

accommodate students
The new policy 1
a. Students may

grades of W through t

of a summer term.
b. Students maj
courses from the 31ls

policy on the W date. The purpose of the ng
|dity and the complicated procedures required
needing to withdraw from classes.

reads as follows:

on their own initiative drop courses and rec
he 30th class day of a long semester or the

=

day of a long semester or the 13th day of

proposal
w policy
to

eive
12th day

y, with the approval of the course instructoy, drop

summer

term through thée last day on which a student may withdraw from the

University ("no later

examination period")

=

They will receive grades of W or WF as de
rs.

the course instructo]
c. After the 1
rare and compelling
academic dean may, ©
instructor(s), drop

Discussion of the po
that the faculty inv
student's dropping a
with similar golicie
studied and adopted.
the administration p

IV. ANNOUNCEMENTS

President Newcomb an
adoption of college

st day to withdraw from the university and

ircumstances of a non-academic nature, the
a student's request and after consultation

hat student from classes with a grade of W

icy focused on the need for procedures to g
lved were notified and had actually approve
course. It was suggested that other Texas

than ten class days before the first day of the final

ermined by

nly in
tudent's
with the
r WF.

arantee
of the

schools

had mechanisms of faculty notification that could be

The motion to approve this policy and reco
hssed with: some dissent.

brep courses as requirements for admission t

L

i

end it to

nounced that the Coordinating Board will conleer the
b the
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{
}
university. |[This iésue is alﬂeady'being considered by Senate Stjudy

Committee C.

f
\

V. Provost;Haraga had been |invited to comment on a number of S

recommendatig due to the meeting of the Coordinating Board|he was

resident Newcomb directed senators to Provog Haragan's
3

1993 concerning grade replacement. The polilcy Haragan
reflect the senate's proposal; it eliminat the
it on grade replacement.

recommended ¢
Senate's 12-

OUNCILS AND COMMITTEES
tomb (report distributed to Senatoirls |and on

statement for TTU/
multicultural cours
discussed,

SC. No gction was taken on the freshman s¢minar,
s, or thefgeneric course evaluation, although |each was

ndace Hai%ler (report distributed to Senatofs and on
e)

1l meetingjof 14 December 1992 adopted a misgion
h

Academic Coungil--C
file in Sena

ming out ¢f the Academic Council involved tHe |[W date
nators questioned how this new policy dovetdilled with
eplacement and academic bankruptcy. Senatoy Haigler
ee of the |Academic Council was considering thils issue.
d that some method, possibly the revision o he

uld need ?o be adopted to notify faculty of |these

The main pro
discussed ab
proposals on /grade
noted that a commit
It was also suggest
faculty handbbok, W
changes. i

Research cQunLil --]Fred P. W#gner, Jr. (report distributed to Serlators and
on file in the Senage office),

Senator Wagner repojted that the Research Council wanted informdtilon from
the faculty what |established research areas at TTU had potentiial for
becoming "areas of ¢xcellence'! and what new or young research a e:s might
be nurtured tio becoge "areas of excellence." Those with informdtilon on
this should cpntact]Senator Wagner (2-3538).

| I
VII. REPORTS FROM STANDING C?MMITTEES ;

Committee on Commitflees--Pat Dunne
The Committee on Cofmittees presented a list of candidates availablle for
the nominati commjttee. Senators Benson, Elbow and Goebel weife elected

as the nominating cgmmittee.

; { : ’
Study Commit%ge B~--Robert Web+r (report distributed to Senators|and on file
in Senate ofiice) |

Study Committee B cqinsidered adoption of the AAUP Statement on
Intercollegiate Athjjetics. The committee recommended that the $enate

reject the P staflement. It concluded that "the athletic progr at

Texas Tech has not f#bused the|athletes or ignored the academic gomponent”

and recommended a nlimber of specific changes that it deemed achjevable '
concerning travel, gractice schedules, and the role, selection an
privileges of membejfs of the Athletic Council.

Daniel Nathan, vicefjpresident|of the TTU chapter of the AAUP pr:sented a
response to the compittee's report. Professor Nathan questioned the

it




committee's cohclusig
athletes. He pointed
athletes did not qual
worst among football
football players was

worst in the nation among Division 1-A schools.

for minority athletes
football or basketbal
years. Nathan also

funding of athletics
athletics as "commen
the recommendation ofj

Rising to respond to
much of Study commit
He felt that while t
some of the committee
in total. It did not
inappropriate for Diwvj

1 scholarships in 1985/86, only one graduated in six

;

's recommendations, it was not "worthy of acy

ision I schools.
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ns regarding the admission and exploitation pf

out that the majority of TTU's 91/92 scholafship

ify for regular admission, that the situatioh was
players, and that TTU's 6-year graduation rate for
the lowest in the Southwest Conference and ohe of the

This was particularly true
Of the 18 African Americans admitted to TTU with

estioned the committee's conclusions regard
nd its evaluation of elected faculty superv
ble" but unachievable. He asked the Senate
Study Committee B and adopt the AAUP statem

ng the
sion of
to reject
ent.

written
members.
ad led to
eptance"
reflect the situation at TTU and was unrealistic and
Goebel stated that the compittee

he AAUP, Senator Goebel stated that he had
e B's report with input from other committee¢
AAUP statement has some good elements and

report had examined mpny issues; it had not examined others, such|as

graduation rates, and
Department and the ad
thick NCAA report on
invited others to "wa
the AAUP proposal was
what was going on
imposing any mgre
students or thdse

elected provoked comm
already rejected any
Since this goal was u
change in the method
to the president. Se
the faculty should no
noted that the ‘Senate
time; while the Senat:
administration policy
before. The faculty
then negotiate. Sena]
proposals were good;
that might be desired
out that some of its
Department.

]

Throughout the discus
explain contradictory
about actual graduati
the report or those i
sources of informatio
that the athletic bud
operating funds and a
institutional appropr
revenues; and about w
pointed out that alth
as the bookstore migh
budget, such monies w
library's journal sub
of athletics and acadg

ministration.
I'TU athletics that the committee had utilizedg
He through" it if they wished.

o
-

ror Dunne argued that many of Study Committee
bven if the committee had not called for everything

had relied on information provided by the Athletic

At one point Senator Weber held up the
and

He also asserted that
unrealistic and that the committee was concé¢rned with

at PTU itself. Senator Hensley questioned the igea of
reskrictive change unless change had been demanded by the
in ghe athletic department.

‘Study Committee B's dpcision not to recommend that the Athletic Cguncil be

nt. Senator Goebel stated that President Lawless had

rhange in the composition of the Athletic Coyncil.
hattainable, the committee recommended more
by which the Senate would elect the nominees|it sent
hator Elbow expressed concern with the attityde that

imited

request something because it might be rejeqted. He

had just gone over the W/WF policy for the third

p's original proposal had not been accepted, |the new

was closer to the faculty's position than it had been
should ask for what it felt was proper and |1ght and
B's

| its proposals were a step forward. Weber pointed

recommendations would not be favored by the Athletic
ion, senators requested that the committee pesolve or

statements made in its report. Concerns wele raised

n rates; about which figures were correct, those in
the AAUP document, and about what figures gnd

should be used; about the report's conclusions both
et was separate from the university's genergl
so that the Athletic Department received funds from
ations, student activity fees, and bookstorg
o actually controlled the athletic budget. |It was
ugh the monies going to Athletics from sourges such
make up only a small part of the Athletic Department
uld make a significant contribution to protgcting the
criptions. In the context of cutbacks, the [funding
bmics needed serious consideration.
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vote of 13 yes, 18 nd The Senate adopted a motion that senators |b
allowed two wegks in [vhich to address their questions to the study
committee in whiting [and that t

The motion to ;ccept fhe recomm indations of Study Committee B fai]eg by a

e committee issue a new report. '

It was moved and sec
Senator Troub stated
was a request that t
more input over athl
to allow athlekes ti
life. He suggested
separate from the is
The motion to dadopt

UP statement seemed to be "innocudus." It

pport a national policy to give fgculty

emedies for exploitation were mil imits
and to integrate themselves in stydent

ate endorse the AAUP statement, whic¢h was
things TTU did well and which it |d}id not.
tement failed.

ics; its

ded thatA}he Senate adopt the AAUP guidelin
to study

o

ﬂ

ct

=3

o

- U

<
--#—#—5——

ttee--Gary Elbow (report distrlbufe to

ffice)

ommittee examined a complaint on er

tee found no need for action; the‘gggue was
stated that a grievance policy existed
this sort. The grievance committee|reports
culty. The report was accepted by the

to the administration| not the £
Senate. ‘

e

VIII. OLD BUSINESS

No old business was rpised.

IX. OTHER BUSINESS .

President Newcgmb notpd that the Avalanche Journal had mentioned regent
selection; he asked if the Senate wanted to take any action on this|matter.
Senator Elbow suggestpd that gipen the situation on campus, it wa
important to have minprity repregsentation on the board of regents He
suggested that|the Sehate write| to the governor and urge her to fin
gqualified minority m ers for the regents. President Newcomb stated that
he would do this. .

X. ADJOURNMENT i

The Senate adjourned pt 4:54 p.h.

; Respectfully submitted,
f | A{.(Zk&dng AMilley”

f M. Catherine Miller
? Secretary 1992-93
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