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AGENDA 

FACULTY SENATE 
The Wichita State University 

Room 126CH 

Meeting Notice: Monday, September 30, 1991 

Order of Business 

I. Calling of the Meeting to Order 

I I. I nforma 1 Proposa 1 s and Statements 

III. Approval of Minutes 

IV. Old Business 

3:30 p.m. 

a. Report of the Task Force on Undergraduate Experience 
(Second Reading) 

V. New Business 

a. As May Arise 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

A. J. Mandt, President 3125 Box 74 
James Clark, Vice President 3220 Box 78 
Joyce Cavarozzi, Secretary 3541 Box 53 
Kathryn Griffith, President Elect 3165 Box 17 
Albert Gosman, Elected by Senate 3402 Box 35 
Robert Wherritt, Elected by Senate 3160 Box 33 
Anneke Allen, Appointed by Senate President 3120 Box 51 
David Alexander, Past President 3190 Box 32 
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The Wichita State University 
INTERDEPARTMENTAL MEMO 

To: Faculty Senators, !Tech and EAS Faculty 

From: Chuck Romig, Faculty Senate 

Date: 9/30/91 

Subject: Memo dated 9/25/91 from Jim Clark, Vice-President, 
Faculty Senate 

I wish to provide additional information regarding the 
timeline described in the 9/25/91 memo. As you are aware, 
the matter concerns filling the Senate seat vacated by Ron 
Davison, who was representing the departments of !Tech and 
EAS. I wish to address two specific points regarding the 
timeline of events. 

1. At the September 23 Senate meeting, Education Senators 
Bair and Burk indicated they had not been contacted 
regarding the election possibility for filling the vacant 
seat. This is significant, given that the 9/25 memo (point 
10) states that "Senator Romig was asked to discuss the 
question with the other Senators from Education and to 
forward any concerns they had to Senator Clark before the 
Senate meeting of September 23; no such concerns were 
forwarded." My recollection of the September 18 phone call 
with Senator Clark differs. I ended the conversation with 
the understanding that he would contact the other Education 
Senators. He and I discussed this on September 27 and both 
agreed that a miscommunication apparently occurred, with 
each of us expecting the other to contact the Education 
Senators. As a result, Senators Bair _ and Burk were not 
contacted or involved in any discussion of the election 
possibility. Had that occurred, this matter would likely 
have been resolved at the September 23 Senate meeting. I 
believe the primary reason for the delay in filling this 
seat, since the September 16 Senate meeting, has been due to 
miscommunication and the misperception that I was operating 
in the role of spokesperson for the Education Senators. 

2. A far more important matter, in my opinion, has to do 
with how two nominations came to be presented at the 
September 16 Senate meeting. At the August 26 Senate 
meeting, the Education Senators were given the charge to 
make a nomination for the vacant seat. The Education 
Senators met that day and unanimously voted to nominate 
Claradine Johnson. I sent a memo to Senate President Mandt 
on September 3 with the nomination and requested a Senate 
vote on September 9. No action occurred until I was 
contacted by President-Elect Griffith on September 15 and 
was told that a second nomination would be made as a result 



of the petition presented to the Rules Committee. None of 
the other Education Senators were aware of this petition 
until just before the Senate meeting on September 16. I did 
not inform them prior to the meeting, since I assumed they 
had also been contacted by a representative from the Rules 
Committee. It was at that meeting that I moved to postpone 
a Senate vote on the two nominations until the Education ·· 
Senators had an opportunity to discuss the matter with the 
Rules Committee. Such a meeting never took place, only 
informal discussions that did not include all Education 
Senators or members of the Rules Committee. 

I continue to be distressed over the fact that the Education 
Senators were given a charge to make a nomination (which I 
assume is appropriate procedure), but were not told by 
Senate leadership that a petition was in process. The 
Senate President and President-Elect knew during the summer 
of the possibility of a petition, yet failed to inform 
Education Senators. This was obviously done deliberately. 
I have no doubt that we, Education Senators, would have 
dealt with the matter differently had we been given such . 
information, and, in all likelihood, would have suggested 
having ITech and EAS h~ld an election. 

I believe the withholding of this information has brought 
the credibility of the Education Senators into question. 
Surely Senators, as well as faculty in ITech and EAS must be 
asking, with good reason, why the Education Senators 
nominated one person while the majority of the faculty in 
their units nominated someone else. I fear that some of the 
affected faculty, and perhaps some Senators, may question 
the motives of the Education Senators. Suspicions may well 
have been aroused and I put responsibility for this 
primarily on the Rules Committee. The issue at hand now 
involves not only establishing and implementing a procedure 
for filling the seat, but some resolution of the reasons for 
the withholding of information regarding the petition from 
Education Senators. 

To date, I have been given no explanation from members of 
the Rules Committee for the fact that they withheld 
information regarding the petition from the Education 
Senators. I find it ironic that a detailed timeline to 
clarify these events can be prepared by the Rules Committee 
and distributed to the entire Senate and other faculty in a 
matter of days, yet Education Senators, did not learn of the 
petition until less than 24 hours prior to the September 16 
Senate meeting, even though it seemed to be in process for 
at least a few weeks. 

The Senate has more substantive matters to address, so I 
would like to see this resolved without delay. 
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TO: Faculty Senators, Rules Committee Members, Sept. 25, 1991 ~ 

Faculty in the Departments of Industrial Technology and Educational ~ 
Administration & Supervision 

FROM: Jim Clark~e-Presldent, Faculty Senate 

SUBJECT: Filling of Senate Vacancy, Departments of Industrial Technology and 

Educational Administration & Supervision 

At its meeting on Monday, September 23, the Faculty Senate discussed the 

process for filling the Senate vacancy created by the departure of Ron Davison. 

The discussion was brief, ten;ninated abruptly, and was marked by incomplete 

information on all sides. The attached time-line of events is intended to provide 

fuller information on the events and issues to the Senate, to the faculty in the 

affected departments, and to the Faculty Senate Rules Committee, which will be 

involved in resolving the issues. 

At present, Kathryn Griffith, Chair of the Rules Committee, is in the process of 

• setting up a meeting between the Rules Committee and the current Senators 

representing the College of Education: Sue Bair, Kenneth Burk, Jeri Carroll, and 

Charles Romig. If you have any comments, information, or concerns you would 

like to provide to the Rules Committee on this or related matters, please contact 

me at Box 78 or x3220, or contact other members of the Rules Committee or the 

Senators from Education . 

• 



• 

• 

• 

Time Line of Events 
~ Sep. 24, 1991 ~ 

1. End of Spring Semester, 1991 - Ron Davison, Senator representing the 
departments of Industrial Technology and Educational Administration 
& Supervision, resigned from the Senate and University. 

2. Summer, 1991 - Several faculty members from these departments and 
others in the College of Education requested a meeting with the Senate 
President and President-elect to discuss concerns, including the cho1ce 
of a replacement Senator. These faculty were informed of the Senate's 
rules regarding replacement Senators, and were told that they may 
petition the Senate Rules Committee with an alternative nominee. 

3. September 3 - Rules Committee Chair (Senate President-elect Griffith) 
received a nomination of Claradine Johnson from the Education 
Senators, and also received a petition from six of the eleven members of 
the departments of Industrial Technology and Educational 
Administration & Supervision nominating Rodney Muth for the position. 

4. September 10 - Senate Executive Committee discussed the procedures 
for dealing with the two nominations and sent the matter to the Rules 
Committee for recommendations. 

5. September 13 - Rules Committee met and voted unamimously to 
recommend that the Senate elect Rodney Muth as replacement 
Senator, because Muth received the endorsement of a majority of the 
members of the electorate for the position. Both nominations were to 
be presented to the Senate, along with the Committee's 
recommendation. 

6. September 16 Senate Meeting - Both nominations, and the Rules 
Committee's recommendations, were presented to the Senate. 
Following objections from some of the Senators from Education, a 
motion was made by Senator Romig (Education), seconded by Senator 
Carroll (Education) and others, that the Rules Committee meet with the 
Senators from Education to discuss the matter; the Senate approved 
tlie motion. ' 

7. September 16 - following Senate meeting - Senators Romig and Carroll 
discussed their concerns with Rules Committee members Griffith 
(Senate President-elect) and Clark (Senate Vice-President). Three 
points emerged from the discussion: 
1. Due to schedule conflicts, it would be impossible to set up a prompt 

meeting between the Education Senators and the Rules Committee, 
leaving the departments involved without Senate representation for 
a significant period of time; 

2. The idea of holding a prompt election to fill the position seemed to 
all to be a reasonable solution to the problem, and would be 
discussed by the Senate Executive Committee; 

3. There was concern about the lack of communication . 

8. September 1 7 - Senate Executive Committee discussed holding an 
election, and agreed to present that option to the Senate, if that option 
were acceptable to the makers of the motion that referred the issue to 
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the Rules Committee, and to the other Senators from Education. 

9. Evening of September 1 7 - Senator Griffith discussed the election 
possibility with Senator Carroll; Senator Carroll indicated that holding 
an election was acceptable, and satisfied the intent of the motion to 
refer the issue to the Rules Committee. 

10. September 18 - Following Senator Carroll's agreement with the 
election possibility, Senator Clark discussed the possibility with 
Senator Romig. In that discussion, Senator Romig agreed that an 
election satisfied the intent of the motion to refer; Senator Romig was 
asked to discuss the question with the other Senators from Education, 
and to forward any concerns they had to Senator Clark before the 
Senate meeting of September 23; no such concerns were forwarded. 

11 . September 18 and 19 - Senator Clark discussed the election possibility 
with Muth and Johnson, the previous nominees, and with the other 
signers of the petition nominating Muth (two signers did not return 
phone messages before the September 23 Senate meeting). All 
individuals contacted were agreeable to holding an election. 

12. September 23 - As the Senate officer responsible for elections, Senator 
Clark prepared a draft cover letter to go out with nomination ballots, in 
the event that the Senate approved the proposed election process. 
Copies of the draft cover letter were given to the Education Senators in 
attendance at the Senate meeting, with the intent of soliciting 
suggestions for changes before the letter was mailed to the electorate . 

13. September 23 Senate meeting - following a confused and incomplete 
discussion, the Senate referred the matter back to the Rules 
Committee. 

14. September 24 - Senate Executive Committee discussed the events of 
the previous day's Senate meeting, and approved sending this time line 
to Senators, members of the departments of Industrial Technology and 
Educational Administration & Supervision, and members of the Rules 
Committee. · 

15. The Rules Committee Chair is at present working on setting up a 
meeting between the Rules Committee and the Education Senators, as 
required by the Senate. At that meeting, possibilities will be discussed 
for ways to fill the current Senate vacancy. The Rules Committee will 
then present its recommendations to the Senate for Senate action . 



• 

•• 

• 

FACULTY SENATE 
The w;chita State un;vers;ty 

Minutes of the Meeting of September 30, 1991 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Alexander, Allen, R. Armstrong, Bair, Bajaj, Behrman, Benson, 
Bereman, Billings, Brady, Burk, Carper, Carroll, Cavarozzi, Christensen, Clark, 
Daugherty, Duell, Erickson, Farnsworth, Gosman, Griffith, Gythiel, Hawley, Hay, Horn, 
Hoyer, Hubbard, Jeffers, Kahn, Kitch, Koppenhaver, Lee, Mandt, Martin, Masud, Merriman, 
Murdock, Olivero, Parker, Parkhurst, Paske, Perel, Rogers, Romig, Wherritt, Widener, 
Yeager 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Baxter, Campbell, Johnson, Sethi, Sweney, Teague, Zyktow 
GUESTS: Bennett-Kastor, Blakeslee, Brunner, Millett, Sutterlin, Zoller 

Summary of Action: 

The Task Force for General Education proposal vote was a tie. Motion to send the 
proposal without recommendation to the General Faculty passed. 

I. 

II 

CALLING OF THE MEETING TO ORDER. 
order at 3:30. 

INFORMAL PROPOSALS AND STATEMENTS. 

President Mandt ca 11 ed the meeting to 

Vice President Rhatigan notified the Senate of a Handicapped Access Protest to 
take pl ace on campus October 1 . He requested everyone be responsive to our 
guests. 

Senator Duell reported that Roger Lowe has raised the issue of the possibility 
of tuition waiver for faculty, staff and dependents of Regents' institutions. 
President Mandt referred it to the Executive Committee and put it on the October 
14 agenda. 

Professor Fridman requested the Senate make mandatory that everyone up for 
election for the Executive Committee, Vice President and President have resumes 
available for all faculty to see. President Mandt requested Professor Fridman 
to submit the request and it would be sent to the Rules Committee then to the 
Senate. 

Senator Perel said he had spoken to Dr. Rhatigan about the October 1 rally, and 
other faculty might want to observe the rally in case there were questions about 
what happened. 

Senator Erickson said that at the beginning of the semester it had been said that 
Mr. Suderman had not told the truth to the City Commission. Has the Commission 
been told? President Mandt said a process of consultation has taken place and 
he would bring it to the Executive Committee Tuesday, and will then bring it to 
the Senate. 

Senator Farnsworth stated that at a joint meeting of the City Council-County 
Commi ssion it was brought up that if mill levy money were to be used for a 



building such as the Elliott School of Communication that it had to come back to • 
the City Council for approval. 

Senator Romig said that regarding the memo from Senator Clark about the time 1 ine 
regarding the Education Senator seat, that he had his own to distribute. 
President Mandt asked him to do so. 

Senator Kahn requested that, with the exception of submitting proposals, that a 
five minute limit be placed on responses in the regular meeting. 

President Mandt announced the Fall Honors Convocation would be October 6. 
Senator Merriman will speak. 

Senator Alexander said the Ad Hoc Committee on Tenure and Promotion now had a 
full complement of members and he had mailed a memo to set the first meeting 
date. 

President Mandt reported that the search of Executive Director of the endowment 
Association would have no formal committee, but sub groups. One of the groups 
include President Mandt and President Elect Griffith. President Mandt asked any 
Senator interested in serving in this search, outside the Executive Committee, 
to tell him. 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES. The minutes of September 9 were corrected as follows: Page 
2 Line 4. Senator Daugherty said the ombudspe rson might or might not do 
research. The minutes were approved as. corrected. 

IV. OLD BUSINESS. 
a. Report of the Task Force on the Undergraduate Experience. • 
President Mandt said the options for voting were: endorse, reject, endorse as 
amended, substitute or divide the question. Senator Farnsworth commented on 
questions asked at the last meeting. Senator Masud had asked about the 21 hours 
in humanities and social sciences required, and the addition in hours that would 
mean for engineering. Senator Farnsworth said the sciences can be used all the 
way through in engineering, and the division would be 9-6-6. In response to the 
number of sections needed, Senator Farnsworth said, based on 35 in each section, 
with 1218 students to be served in a given year, there would be 35 sections per 
year, per division, or 140 sections a year needed. That is fewer than the G and 
Q classes offered now. Senator Alexander replied that most Q courses in natural 
sciences would have to be taught at level 2 or 3, and 10 to 12 additional courses 
per semester would have to be taught. Senator Merriman said the additional 
sections required would put programs in jeopardy. We are losing faculty and who 
is to teach these courses? Dr. Billings said she was horrified at the singl i ng 
out of any main stream newspaper being used as a common news source. Senator 
Alexander said in the natural sciences, "Science News" was a better source than 
newspapers. Senator Farnsworth said the General Education Committee could 
address this issue. Senator Hawley asked if all integrated courses are new ones? 
Senator Farnsworth said yes, but could use old courses and introduce 
interdisci plinary aspects. Senator Daugherty asked what progress the committee 
had made in specific requirements and content of integrated courses . Senator 
Farnsworth said the Task Force didn ' t want to di ctate. Senator Wherritt pointed • 
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out that some integrative courses could cut across several areas. He asked where 
they would fit. Senator Farnsworth said they could be dealt with in either area. 
He also said courses should be structured and evolved over time, but not changed 
from year to year. The integrative courses are the last stage, and not taught 
for 3 years. They are looking for faculty who are interested in teaching 
integrative work. Senator Perel asked if the committee had discussed having or 
not having a math requirement. Senator Brady, chair of Basic Skills in 
Mathematics said the problem we have is that high schools haven't produced 
students with math ability. We have prerequisites on other levels, but haven't 
discussed any to college math. Algebra has a 30-50% non completion rate now, and 
we are trying to find a solution to a badly posed problem. There are assessment 
problems and transfer problems. If the math course being contemplated is not 
algebra, who is to teach it? If statistics added, who is to teach it? Senator 
Farnsworth said that it had been labeled college math to give as broad a context 
as possible to the math course. Senator Brady said if it is college algebra, it 
is not satisfying the need across campus. Professor Fridman said these were 
personal comments on 1 y from the math senators. It was never discussed in 
department meetings, and there is a need to do that. Senator Alexander asked if 
the proposal was passed, when would implementation begin? Senator Farnsworth 
said 1993. Senator Alexander said that would mean level 4 courses implemented 
in 1996. The first class would take all of the integrative courses in the last 
year. In science and engineering, the last year was very heavy. Senator 
Farnsworth said some adjustment would have to be made. Senator Billings said she 
would like the document sent to respective departments and let the people come 
up with recommendations. She wants to recommend allowance for options. Senator 
Millet said the task force was here to hear what was said, and could discuss 
options. Senator Farnsworth said the proposal was far less structured than 
initially. Senator Billings suggested space for electives. Senator Kitch said 
on page 10 of the document it is stated, "It must not be 1 eft to chance that a 
student may take a course that exposes him or her to problems of sexual or racial 
discrimination ... " She said she had worked in this area and knows the problem 
of gender bias. It would take some training and a lot of volunteering to 
accomplish this. How is the training envisioned? Monitored? Senator Farnsworth 
said a person on the General Education Committee would be the watchdog. Where 
appropriate, gender discussions would be included in a course. The Task Force 
hopes for workshops supported by grants. Senator Kitch asked about the criteria 
for and the approval of faculty to teach these courses. Senator Farnsworth said 
they didn't put pre-approval of faculty, but pre-approval of course. Committee 
member Millet suggested to start with faculty who volunteer, and hope to require 
new faculty to participate in workshops. Senator Brady asked if there was no 
prerequisite to the math course. Committee member Blakeslee said they weren't 
seeing any huge modification with the present college algebra course. We can't 
institute new course and double math requirement. We have to integrate math 
requirement. Senator Rogers expressed concern about the structure students move 
through and requirement of department to supply course. Large classes may still 
be taught where writing requirement is hard to do. Senator Alexander said he 
required Astronomy to write every week, and that amounts to 10,000 pages a 
semester. Senator Gosman expressed concern that the Math Department had not yet 
discussed this requirement. How was this to be handled? Senator Farnsworth said 
the committee thought the department had discussed it. They never intended to 
scrap algebra, but hoped for some inclusions. Senator Gosman pointed out that 
if math is to be used across the curriculum, the Math Department needs . to know 
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how other courses will use it. Committee member Millet said the Task Force 
question was what does the Math Department suggest is the appropriate general • . 
education course? We can't endlessly say, "They can't do anything." Professor 
Fridman agreed the Math Department should play its role. Committee member Mil let 
said that was why the first year was for designing courses. Senator Perel said 
a member of the math faculty should have been on the commi ttee to solve this 
problem. Senator Bereman moved the Faculty Senate endorse .the draft proposal. 
Senator Rogers seconded. Senator Clark remarked that page 20 of the draft posed 
an important question. "Is this better than what we've got?" Senator 
Farnsworth said it was not the ideal, but a great number of factors, including 
the student, had been considered, and he believed it was better, more 
explainable. Senator Billings suggested the draft be sent to all faculty for 
departments to make recommendations. Senator Bereman said this goes to the 
general faculty in October and we need to put an end to our discussion. Senator 
Paske asked if the motion is defeated, does the proposal go to the faculty? 
President Mandt sa i d no. Senator Farnsworth replied it could go on petition. 
Senator Paske moved the previous question. Senator Perel seconded. There was 
no objection to voting. A count was requested for the record. There were 20 
yes, 19 no. The President chose his option to vote as a senator. The vote was 
tied 20-20. Senator Paske moved to refer the proposal to the general faculty 
without recommendation. Senator Billings seconded. Motion passed. 

Meeting was adjourned. 

Joyce Cavarozzi, Secretary 
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