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SENATE MINUTES
YOUNGSTOWN STATE UNIVERSITY

Friday, January 5, 1973

PRESENT: Mr. Charignon, Mr. Krill, Mr. Livosky, Mr. Swan, Mr. Ringer, Mr. Looby,
Mr. Rand, Mr. von Ostwalden, Mr. Foldvary, Mr. Richley, Mr. Earnhart, Mr. Gould,

Mr. Yozwiak, Mr. Of Neill, Mr. Lucas, Mr. Rost, Mr. Barsch, Mr. DeGarno,Mr. Foster,
Mr. Sur.lpter, Mr. Fisher, Mrs. Mackall, Miss Boyer, Mr. Spiegel, Mr. Ives,
Mr. Hotchkiss, Mr. Dillon, Mr. Hurd, Mrs. Hotchkiss, Mr. Ellis, Mr. Scriven,
Mr. Pejack, Mrs. Sr.lith, Mr. Aurand, Mr. Byo, Mr. Greennan, Mrs. Nieni, Mr. Ward
Mr. Wales, III, Mr. Cohen, Mr. SirJan,Mr. Dflsa, Mr. R. Jones, Mr. Flad, Mr. Hovey,
Mr. Petrych, Mr. Deiderick, Mr. Kramer, Mr. Bertelsen, Mrs. Miller, Mr. Salpietro,
Mr. Esterly, Mr. Cernica, Mr. Paraska, Mr. Fortunato, Mr. Miller, Mr. Jonas,
Miss Mead, Mr. Katz, Mr. Hanzely, Miss Sterenberg, Mr. Zetts, Mr. Shipka,
Mr. Morris, Mr.. Rondy, Mr. Toskas, Mr. Larene, Mr. Kessler, Mrs. Saulino,
HI'S. Budge, Mrs. Heffr.mnn, Mr. Vanar.w.n, Mrs. Braden, Mr. Hill, Mr. Koss, Mr.Satre,
Mr. DOTaonkos, Mr. Roberts, Mr. Reid, Mr. Abran, Miss Hakojarvi, Mrs. Hille,
Mr. LaitrLlan, Mr. Betres, Mr. Gay, Mrs. Kennedy, Miss DeCapita, Mr. Almond,
Mrs. Miner, Mr. Miner, Mr. C. Hankey, Mr. Hahn, Mr. Zaccaro, Mr. Davis,
I"Irs. Dykema, Mr. Shuster, M:i..ss Jenkins, Vice President Rook and Vice President
Edgar.

PRESIDING: VICE PRESIDENT EARL E. EDGAR. TIME: 4:00 p.r.l. SCHWEBEL AUDIT.

Since President Pugsley was out of town Vice President Earl E. Edgar presided
at todayfs Senate neeting.

Dr. Edgar called for the approval of the Minutes of the previous r.1eeting (Fri
day, Decenber 1, 1972). There being no corrections, additions or modifications
Dr. Edgar then declared those Minutes approved as dis"tributed.

REPORT OF CONSTITUTION AND BYLAWS COl1MITTEE: (Jack Foster)

The Constitution and Bylaws Connittee offered the following Motions at the
regular Senate meeting today (January 5, 19731):.

(a) Motion to anend Bylaw II, Section 2 on Nominations, Subsection b. !he
present subsection b proposed to become b (1) with b (2) to be added as shown
below:

(What this deals with is the process of nominating people who may not be
able to serve on the Senate and we are trying to straighten this out).

The Section will now read as follows:

MOTION: Section 2. Nominations.
b (1) There shall be no nominations for the faculty membership of the

Senate, but every full-service faculty member, except ex-officio
members of the Senate, shall be listed as a nOl:Jinee.

(2) Notwithstanding, a full-service faculty member may have his/her
name removed from nomination by submitting a signed written re
quest to hiS/her Departr.1ent Chairman and a copy thereof to the
Secretary of the Senate. Such notice shall be received by the
Department Chairman and the Secretary of the Senate by March 15.
Seconded.
AYES HAVE IT. MOTION CARRIED.-_.._--- ---._--

~SEE NF.xT PAGE FOR D1SCUSSION, ETC.", BEFORE PASSAGE)
(CONTfD. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CaNT rD. : (January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CONSTITUTION AND B'{LAWS COMMITTEE CaNT 'D. : (Jack Foster)

AMENDMENT:. Mr. David Ives r.1oved to Amend the Motion Section b (2)
(on the preceding page) in two places where we have
his/hers to the use of the masculine pronoun which is
conmon in English.
Seconded.
MOTION DEFEATED.

(SEE DISCUSSION BELOW BEFORE MOTION DEFEATED)

DISCUSSION:
1) Dr. T. Miner: I object to Mr. Ives' remarks.

I prefer his/her. Women are around.
2) ~r. Ives: They have always been.
3) Dr. Roberts: Why is the request nade to go to the Department Cha:i.rr.1an?

Dr. Foster: Sir.~ly because he is most accessible.
4) Dr. C. Hankel: The other point is the Department Chairman provides the

Secretary of the Senate with the list.
Dr. Foster: That is correct.

This change makes provision for filling temporary vacancies)

(b) Motion to Amend B,ylaw II, Section 8, on Vacancies.
statements are enclosed in parenthesis; deleted nnterial has
it.
(~:

Added phrases and
a line drawn through

MOTION: B,rlaw II. Section 8. Vacancies.
Vacancies, (whether temporary or permanent), involving elected
positions, shall immediately be filled by the Secretary of the
Senate, who shall appoint the candidate who received the next
highest nunmer of votes ~8-tRe-VRe~ipee-te~. In case of a
tie the Secretary shall supervise a drawing of lots to decide
the appointment.

(Appointments to fill vacancies shall terminate upon the re
turn of a person being replaced or upon the expiration of the
term of office, whichever occurs first).

The filling of a vacancy is to be reported at the next Senate
meeting.
Seconded.
MOTION PASSES.

(SEE DISCVS$ION B:E;LQ1rLB~q~:eASS.A<.t.~_O:F !10TION).

DISCUSSION:
1) What, if for some reason, there is no candidate (Who, for some reason) has no

next highest number of votes?

Dr. Foster: There always happens to be. I don't think we have a situation
in which that-r8 -~.rlle un]eRs it, is in t.he student. rt:t'Orl_. And -t.hrd; T don'~. know nhOll+...

(CONTID. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONT'D.: (Friday, January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CONSTITUTION & BYLAWS COMMITTEE CONT'D.: (Jarsk Foster)
DISCUSSION CONT'D.:

~) Is there any provision for the student replaceraent in the Constitution any
where? If there isn't, shouldn't it be included in this B,ylaw?

Dr. Foster: We are interpreting that that is what this means. If there is a
vacancy to whatever extent the Constitution deals with student appointments or
student elections this would apply.

It does not say anything about faculty or non-faculty. It simply
just says vacancies. This is how it would be construed.

If any of the committee differ with me on this please speak up but
I think it is the correct interpretation.

3) Mr. Ives: Vacancies involve the elected positions?

Dr. Foster: This is as opposed to ex-officio.
This deals with the persons who are on the Senate by means of

election. It does not refer to vacancies in the area of ex-officio members, depart
ment chairmen or adlninist.rative merabers. They are not filled in this way. What we
are discussing deals with the election processes.

4) Student: My position will become vacant this Spring Quarter. There was no
one in the election who opposed me. How will the position be filled? What will be
the procedure? There are 13 voting students on the Senate.

Dr. Foster: Probably have another election, but I don't know. It may remain
vacant. This is what has happened heretofore if there were none. Perhaps that is
something we would look into to.

The reason this came up is because for faculty, when the person
left, the chair was vacant. What we are trying to do now is provide an orderly
process for its being filled temporarily even if the temporariness might mean the
remainder of that term.

If, in fact, it turns out that there is no one else on the list
I suppose we will have to give some kind of consideration to that kind of procedure.
I don't know what the answer to that is.

I would say that whatever we would come up with would not be in
violation of this. It would be an Addendum to this so I would urge the moving of
this and then we will take a look at the problem you pointed out.

PARLIAMENTARIAN: Members of the Senate are to stand to be recognized.
(Mrs. Dykema)

REPORT OF SENATE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE: (Esther Niemi)

Dr. Niemi stated the Senate Extecutive COInr.littee had no report at this time.

REPORT OF CURRICULUM COMMITTEE: (Richard Jones)

The Curriculum Committee Report today is in two (2) Parts. Dr. Jones stated he
wished the Senate to consider these two Parts separately.

Dr. Jones checked the Roll to determine whether or not Chairmen or their
representatives were present at today's Senate meeting for Depa.rt-.ments having course
changes coming up from the Curriculum Committee.

All Departments having changes had Cha:i.1'ldBIJ O~· a representative present.

(CONTfD. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONT'D.: (Friday, January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CURRICULUM COMMITTEE CONT fD. : (Richard Jones)

MOTION: Dr. Richard Jones moved on behalf of the University Curriculum
Committee Senate approval of PART I of todayfs University
Curriculum Report. This constitutes changes in courses in
the College of Arts and Sciences: Psychology, Foreign
Languages and Literature (German, Spanish, Italian, Russian,
French); and Economics.
Seconded.
AYES HAVE IT. MOTION PASSED.
(SEE DISCUSSION-BELOW BEFORE PASSAGE OF ABOVE MOTION).

DISCUSSION:

1) Dr. Swan:

AMENDMENT TO MOTION: Dr. William O. Swan moved to Amend the Motion to
delete the addition of Psychology 620,
(Woman: A Psychological Study; 3 q.h.)

Seconded.

D~. Swan cont'd.:

Dr. Swan stated his reasons for wanting the course, Psychology 620 deleted:
1) I believe it to be discrindnatory; (2) I believe it is possibly re

strictive in the an~'xnt of time in a wonan's life it covers; (3) if there is going
to be a course for Women there should be one for Man; (4) there should possiblY'
be one for those who are uncertain as to their Gender.

This course was in the Curriculum Committee for at least two (2) years
running while I was a member of the Committee and it was sent back each time. I
question the wisdom of its being submitted this time.

a) Mr. Toskas: As to such time as those courses are adopted I feel we should
(Student) adopt this one and wait patiently.

3) Student: As a female student of this University I think it is absolutely dis
gusting you would want to have a course about the role of a woman as a sexual
object. That's all I have to say about it.

QUESTION CALLED FOR.
Dr. Edgar stated:

MOTION: You are voting to delete Psychology 620 from th~ee offerings.
(If you vote 'Aye' you are voting to delete the course).
(If you vote 'No' you are voting "to retain the course).

AYES HAVE IT.

A COUNT WAS ASKED FOR ON ABOVE MOTION:
AYES: 35. NAY'S: 3-7.

THE MOTION FAILS.

4) Dean Miller: Could we have a count again? We didn't hear the count.

Dr. Edgar stated: AYES: 35. NAY'S: 37.
THEMOTION FAIIS.

(CONTID. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONTID.: (Friday, January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CURRICULUM COMMITTEE CONTID.: (Richard Jones)
DISCUSSION CONT 'D. :

5) Dean Miller: Could we have a recount because there was a little misunder
standing about the way the MOtion was presented?

6) Dr. Sanford Hotchkiss: I object to that, really. I have been put through
this jeopardy for so many years I don't care whether the course is offered or not;
but the point is that we have been asked to offer the course; that it was proposed
by the ex- Dean of Women who is no longer here; who was a firm advocate of Women's
Liberation; that other people have asked us to present the course and when we get
through with this we will put in a course on the 'Psychology of Men' and one on
the 'Psychology of Other People'.

7) Dr. Swan: I would like a recount. I think the course is still inadequately
conceptualized. If it were a bad course before, it is equally bad now in spite of
wlJoever recommended it.

8! Dr~ _~~~!:~: People are talking to a Motion that has already been d~feat~d.
I fl.nd ~t d~ffl.clllt to understand how a group of College Faculty members m this
day and age, when the whole woman question its being reexamined can question the
necessity of offering a course on Women; and also find it difficult to understand
how a group of Faculty members in this day and age oan refer to people as being con
fused in their gender. They are not confused in their gender••••••

INTERRUPTION AT THIS POINT BY:

Miss Boyer: Point of Order.
Is this to the point?

Dr. Edgar: A request has been made for a recount;
If you vote fAye I you are voting for the Motion, which is to

delete the course.
If you vote 'Against r the Motion, which is to retain the course.

RECOUNTt AYES: 36. NAY 'S : 44.-THE COURSE IS RETAINED.

BACK TO THE ORIGINAL MOTION: Part I of Curriculum Committee Report.
AYES HAVE IT.

Dr. Richard Jones:

Part II of the University Curriculum Cor.mdttee Report to Senate today concerns
a ~roposed new degree, Bachelor of Science in Applied Science with areas in three
(3) Progranm (Civil Engineering Technology, Electrical Engineering Technology, and
Mechanical Engineering Technology).

Dr. Jones gave a faw corrections pertinent to pages connected with this
Motion in the University Curriculum Report as follows:

1) Civil Engineering Technology Program:
Under Topic #2, Mathematics and Physical Science: above the

Math 670, Applied Math II sbJuld be entered 'Science electives and then
in parenthesis Non-Math, 4 q.h.'

This is on the page entitled Bachelor of Science in Applied Science,
Civil Engineering Technology, approxima.tely 6th page i'rom the end of the
Report (pages of Cul'ricul1lT.1 R.eport were nO'1; numbel'ed). Also, in the same

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CO NT ID. : (Friday, January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CURRICULUM COMl'1I'I"I'EE CONTID.: (Richard Jones)

Section 2, opposite fCompleted in the Socciate Degree change the 27 q.h. to
23 q.h., so that the total still adds up to 35 q.h.

2) The exact same change should be made under the Mechanical Engineering
Technology Program two (2) pages over.

Under Topic #2, Mathematics and Physical Science, above Math 670
Applied Math II add fScience Electives., (Non-Math) 4 q.h.; also, in the
same Topic #2, Completed in the Associate Program change the 27 q.h. to
23 q.h. so that the total in Topic II adds up to 35 q.h.
Dr. C. Hankel: An editorial change. Please have the's' removed from

Communications.
It should be fCommunication'.

Dr. Richard Jones stated he was going to make three (3) separate Motions con-
cerl!ing PART II of today ' s University Curriculum Committee Report as follows:

1) Approval of Programs;
2) Approval of Degree Title;
3) Approval of courses.

MOTION: Dr. Richard Jones moved on behalf of the University Curriculum
Committee Senate approval of the Degree Programs in the areas
of Civil Engineering Technology, Electrical Engineering
Technology and Mechanical Engineering Technology.
Seconded.
AYES HAVE IT. PROGRAIvS APPROVED.

(SEE BELOW THE DISCUSSION BEFORE PASSAGE OF THE PROGRAM3).

NOTE: SEE SENATE MINUTE BOOK FOR DETAIlS OF PART I AND PART II OF
UNIVERSITY CURRICULUM COI'lIMITTEE REPORT AT TODAY'S SENATE MEETING.

DISCUSSION:

1) Dr. Sally Hotchkiss: Since this seems to have a rather fuzzy line of de
markation with the courses presently offered in the School of Engineering I would
hope we could receive some reaction froQ a representative of the School of En
gineering.

2) Mr. Ellis: You say, Dr. Jones, you have three (3) Motions to offer and you
mention only one (1). It seems to me if we pass the first Motion there is no point
in passing the other two, whatever they are.

Dr. Jones: The other Motions are: Approval of the Title of the Degree;
and Approval of the Courses.
It appears to me if I moved approval of the Programs of the De

gree that this could be interpret.ed as Senate approval, meaning that it approved
the Degree with only these three (J) Programs; so I moved approval of these
Programs. That is acc~ting the fact that a new Degree will be offered.

(CONTfD. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONTfD.: (Friday, January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CURRICULUM COMMITTEE CONTfD.: (Richard Jones)
Dr. Jones contfd.: Then I will nove Approval of the Title of that Degree, that
it be Bachelor of Science in Applied Science. If I made this in one Motion it
might, in the future, be interpreted that the Senate is approving this Degree in
only these three (3) areas and no other.
3) Mr. Ellis: And your third (3rd) Motion?

Dr. Jones: The 3rd Motion is to Approve the Courses and that Motion is con
tingent upon it.

4) Mr. Ellis: I still feel that if your first Motion is passed the other two
Motions are minor.

5) Dr. Cohen: A question about the Program.
You corrected the number of Science hours in 2 of the 3 Programs;

but the number of Science hours is still deficient by 1 1/3. The total number
of' 8clence courses is 11 q.h. in Electrical Engineering Technology instead of
the University requirement of 12 q.h.

I think you could add a Physics Lab. 503 to make it reach the
same requirement as the University.

This also has in it another feature that puzzles me. You require
a student to take a choice, apparently of getting an Associate Degree at the
end of 2 years or continuing for a Bachelors and you apparently do not allow
him the option of doing both.

I don't know why we cannot allow a student to have an Associate
Degree if he so wishes. He will if he transfers from som place else and also
continues for a Bachelors Program here.

I wonder about the one (1) hour credit in Science in Electrical
Engineering Technology and I wonder about the course of choice at the end of
two (2) years.

6) Dr. Richley;: During the first two-years of the Electrical Technology Program
the student will take a 5-hour course in Math.; 4 hours in Chemistry (for a
total of 9 q.h.) and 4 in Physics (for a total of 13 q.h.), and he will take
a Science elective Non-Mathematics for the other 3 q.h. He will then have
completed his Science requirement.

7) Dr. Cohen: Since requirement includes 12 hours of Non-Math, Science and it
has 4 q.h. of Chemistry and 7 of Physics; a 4-hour course and a 3-hour
course with Laboratory and that is only 11 q.h.

And he has a Non-Math elective.

Whe3re is that?

Dr. Richley:

Dr. Cohen::

B)

9)

10) Dr. Richley: That is in the first two-years. That is in the 2-year Prograr;l
and that is not shown on the sheet given out today.

You can rest assures, Dr. Cohen" we did not mean to usurp the Science re
quirement for the Baccalaureate Degree.

ll) Dr. W. Miner: There is a request on the floor to hear from the School of
Engineering. We have not yet heard.

12) Dean Chalrignon: The Prograns as outlined meets the requirements of
Technology.

It gives the student an additional option in a course that he might wish
to follow. There is nothing academically wrong with the Curriculum. The
Technical Instit,ut,c and the Engjnecri ng S~hool spent, t.hree or four hours in

(CONTfD. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONTID.: (Friday, January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CURRICULTJr1 COMMITTEE CONTID.: (Richard Jones)

Dean Charignon cont'd.:
one session and we had quite a lengthy report. It was agreed that it is a
necessary Program. It is academically sound. It serves a need for the student.
Whether it is an infringement on Engineering or not is a matter of what you
think personally.

In other words, the Engineering Technologist has the same position with re
spect to the Engineer as a Medical Technologist as to an M.D. I think that is
what is bothering you.

If someone else has a question I will answer it or I will stop talking.

13) Mr. Ives: In Section I in all 3 Programs: Social Studies elective - (700
level) -- need 1fuat be restricted to the 700-level?

Dr. Jones: Yes, at least 700-level.

14) pr_...G.()h~n: I am sure Dr. Richley nor anyone tends to subvert requirements
1i1.l.1". I find in ~.he Catalog no mention of a Science elective in the first 2 year...
111ere is only 7 hours of Physics and 4-hours of Chemistr,y for a total of ll-hours
of Sci.enee inst.ead of 12 q.h.

Dr. Richlel,: There will be a revision in the next issue of this Catalog
that. will lneorporate that, Dr. Cohen.

MOTION: Dr. Irwin Cohen moved that a student may have the Option of
getting the Associate Degree and also of continuing for the
4-year Degree Program.
Seconded.

(SEE DISCUSSION BELOW).

DISCUSSION:

1) Dean Paraska: I will speak on that. I think that is superf'1uous. That is,
itrs intended that the students who take the 2-year Program receive the Degree.
It is not intended that the student not get the Degl'ee. He can comp1ete the
2.-year Program and if he wants to go out and work he works and if wants to
come 'back that is what he would do.

I think if there is anything different than that it is a misintel'pretat,j.orJ
of what we intended. If you feel this is a necessary part then we certainly
do not object, because that is our intent.

2) Dr. Cohen: I Would have thought so. In PART II it says that the student
has the option, etc........ If we .Amend that by adding saylor both' I guess
it will satisfy your intent and make it clear that the student can get both.

Dr. W. Miner: This can be taken care of editorially without taking
a vote.

3) Dr. Hanzely: The Program as presented is educ{ltionaJly sound.
What I would like to crit,icize, however, is the jl1st:Lficat.ion

for the Program:

1) The Report from the Curriculum Committee mentions a 56-page Report
that was sUtmlitted ~ the T & CC to the Board of Regents. I don't think too
many members of the Senate have had a chance to read it. I have read it and
I would like to bring up the follow-lng cri:t.i.eisJus of jus-t.:ificat.ion:

1) The argument 1s made that the Program should not be offered under
Engineering because; t. would provide second C]ASR cit.izens in the School

(CONTID. NRXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONT'D.: (Friday, January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CURRICULUM COMMITTEE CaNT 'D. : (Richard Jones)
Dr. HanzAly cont'd.: of Engineering.

I believe that by simply having to designate this new 4-year Program by ~

different Degree, other than a Bachelor of Science Degree, in itself indicates
that it creates something other than what would normally be considered a
Bachelor of Science Degree. By implication alone we are creating a second-class
citizen because we are designating the Degree by something other than a
Bachelor of Science Degree.

22) Another statement that was made in the Report was that current Associate
Degree holders are finding difficulty getting employment in the Youngstown
Vicinity. .

Basically this Associate Degree Progranl, the Technology Program, is de
signed to produce graduates which can be absorbed in the imnrediate vicinity
where!",he Program is offered.

The sugges~ed Flo].ution to this dilemma is to provide an opportunity for
!",Il"'! j u(liv] dl1A.l to get added specialization and hopefully improve his chances
for empJ.oYIilent.

My argument is that this is faulty. It can be well documented that if
an individual specializes he limits rather than broadens his opportunities for
employment.

I think an individual with an Associate Degree having dif£iculty finding
employment in the Youngstown area surely will have more difficulty finding em
ployment with 4-years of training~ His asking price is going to be higher; his
areas of application are going to be restricted, etc.

I can cite the Board of Regents Master Plan which states and I quote:
"a high degree of specialization in Programs and courses in Engineering Technology
should be avoided as a possible hindrance to possible displacementJl •

I think perhaps what should be done instead of extending this Program to
a 4-year Program right now is to look into the possibilities of providing
alternate periods of instruction and on-the-job training for these individuals
rather than giving them in-class specialization•.

As to the effect of the Program on the Engineering School I can only
say that the enrollment figures indicate as of last Fall that the Engineering
School suffered the greatest loss in enrollment percentage-wise, while the
Technical and Community College showed the largest gain (or at least the
second largest gain -- I cannot remember specifically).

MOTION: Dr. Stephen Hanzely moved that before Senate members can
vote intelligently on this Proposal they should take a
look at the 56-page document we are referring to; ~
that we postpone discussion on this particular Motion
until next time.
Seconded.

4) Miss Boyer: Was your Committee aware of the Report and did your Committee
consider it, Dr. Jones?

Dr. Jones: All members of the Curriculum Committee did read the Report.

S) Miss Boyer: Did you take some sort of action, Dr. Jones, that would make
d-afinite the opinion of the CurriCllll.lm Committee? Was there a vot-e? A consensus?

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CaNT ID. : (Friday, January 5, 1973)
R.EPORT <F CURRICULUM COMMITTEE CONT ID. : (Richard Jones)

Dr. Jones: There was a vote. We passed three (3) Motions:
1) to approve the Programs
2) to cwrove the Degree Title
3) to approve the Courses.

6) Miss Boyer: In your judgt1ent, as Chairman, do you think the Committee
adequately considered this Report that is being considered?

Dr. Jones: Yes. We spent a long time on this. We spent, over a month
on this Program.

7) Mr. Ellis: Another question of the Committee. It is my understanding that
when the State of Ohio began the T & CC School with a 2-year Program that the
students could go on from there to a 4-year Program in the regular University
or College if they wished without any loss of credit?

We did not envision another 4-year Program in the T & CC School as far as
r know. What are the reasons for mating an extra 4-year P.t"ogI"am then if
supposedly p1.'V\Tlslon was made for the 2-year students to go into 'the h-year
Schools? Did yOTr ConBUi'ttee consider 'that? The reason for it, etc.

Dr. Edgar: Excuse me, Professor Ellis - we are talking about
postponing the vote.

8) Mr. Toskas:
(StUdent)'"

Point of information.
Postponement is equivalent to what? Laying it on the table
or what? Can we retrieve it any time we wish?

It was postponed to a definite time, next meeting.Parliamentarian:
(Mrs. DykemaJ

9) Dr. Bertlesen: Against the Motion for postponement speci1ically on the
reason for doing so -- the Master Plan of the Ohio State is sadly out-of-date
if anybody has looked at it recently. I think the people in the T & CC and
the School of Engineering are more aware of the Job Market Problems than we are.
I did a study of Placement in the Job Market two years ago and you can draw
any kind of conclusion you want from the figures you get.

We are also in cOTilpetition with other Universities in the area, namely
Akron. I believe they do have such a Program.

Dr. Edgar: We must discuss the issue as to whether or not it is
desirable to postpone this vote.

10) Dean Paraska: I would like to speak on the desirability of whether or not
we should postpone. I Would like to point out that for nine (9) months we have
been trying to get this before the Senate and get it approved.

A study was made by the Curriculum Committee and other members who are
specifically interested in it. To postpone this is going to merely int-roduce
an additional delay which is going to make it quite difficuJt for us to
present this to the Board of Trustees at their next meeting (January 20, 1973).
If we don't present this at their January 20th meeting it is going to mean
that we are going to have to delay presenting it to the Board of Trusl:.ees until
the April meeting. It is going to be ex-cremely dif.ficult .for us then to get it
before the Board of Regents.

I strongly urge that we Defeat the Motion to postpone and let us vote
, on the Program.

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)



Page #11
SENATE MINUTES CONTID.: (January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF CURRICULmrCOMMITTEE CONT 'D. : (Richard Jones)

11) Dr. Richler: I would also like to speak against postponement. If we wait
a.: few more months it will be exactly one year since this Proposal was completed
and submitted to the Curriculum Committee.

To postpone it will do nothing but delay the answer to the questions I
get daily from a great number of people WlO a.re interest in the Program.

I think that the University Senate members ought to know that there are
already more than 15 people in the University who are currently enrolled in
general University requirement courses which apply to this Degree who are
patiently waiting for us to get it through Senate.

12) Dr. Shipka: I would like to speak against postponement and in favor of the
Program. I think with any innovative Curriculum suggestion such as this there
are always a series of problems which legitimately cause hesitation.

I myself, and from the point of view of the OEA, in our concern of Staff
Hi '7.08 and the impact of this kind of Program on faculty sizes in Engineering
I WJ:u!-.e \-.0 the Deans of the two Colleges and I have invest.igat,ed t.his Proposal
on my own qllite ext,ensively.

Although I share some of Dr. H'anzely's concerns I think the Program has
been very tht'roughly const,ruc1;ed and carefully thought through and I would very
much urge its passage.

I think the postponement really serves no use.fuJ. purpose.
There are a couple of questions that I think need to be raised. Essen

tially, I think, it is a sound Program. It is the kind of innovative Pl'ogran
that we need to look to in the years ahead if we are going to maintai. n our en
rollments and increase them.

It may well be that the Program falls on its face but I think it should be
given a chance for a period of years.

I would urge the Senate to Defeat the Motion for postponement and to
support the Proposal of the Curriculum Committee.

Dr. Edgar: Are you ready to vote on the Motion?

MOTION: Is to postpone until next time.
NO'S HAVE IT. MOTION DEFEATED. IT IS NOT POSTPONED.

13) Dr. Cohen: I think there is a lot of concern and I think very understandably
about the impact of the Program on the University.

T & CC was a 2-year College. It is evidently not the 2-year College now.
What is it, is a question that bothers me especially on these things? I think
we should have a rather complete explanation of this kind as to what T & CC is;
why this Program is in T & CC; the effect of these Programs on the remainder of
the School. People are very concerned about it.

As I imagine it, T & CC has now emerged as another 4-year School devoted
to Technology as opposed to Science; or Engineering Technology as opposed to
Engineering Science.

If this is the purpose of T & CC, as I understand it, as opposed to
being a 2-year College, but this is my own understanding.

I would like to ask the Chairman here to explain what is the role of
the T & CC on this campus at present?

Why this Program is put in T & CC?
I think the faculty is concerned about these things. I think you can

answer these things and they should be not only for the Senate but they should
be in the Minutes for all t.he faculty to read nnd understand the situation a
little better.

(CONTID. NEXT PAGE)
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14) Dr. Ward: To correlate Dr. Cohents remarks I would like to ask Dean Paraska
one question concerning the effect of this on the College of Arts and Sciences.

As I understand this the students who are now taking the Bachelor of
Science Degree would be exempted from the requirements for the Bachelor of
Science Degree as they are applicable to the College of Arts and Sciences?

You have students who take a Bachelor of Science Degree; can these
students now option for this new Degree?

Dean Paraska: The purpose of this Motion is to establish the new Degree,
Bachelor of Science in Applied Science and is specifically for these purposes.
If this is approved through the University channels, our Board of Trustees
and the Board of Regents then the C'niversitywould be authorized to utilize
this Degree for other Programs.

I would envision that any other Program that would be entitled to
owa-r'd t,his Degree would be approved through appropriate University channels.

15) Dr!.........W~: Is it anticipated that there will be students who will take
this new Degree who won't, let us say, have to satisfy the new revision on
the Language requirement? So there will be wi'thdrawal from income from the
College of Arts and Sciences then from this new 4-year Program?

Dean Paraska: I donlt know specifically what impact that would have, if any.
In two (2) years of these Technology Programs not over 24 hours of

specialized courses that do not already exist within the College of Arts and
Sciences, School of Business Administration, etc., so basically this is not taking
students out of the College of Arts and Sciences.

It may have some future impact on the Language Department if the other
Programs that are now requiring Language, for instance, Criminal Justice, etc.,
are later cu thorized to use this Program. But, this is not the major purpose
of this Degree.

Our original intention on the Degree was that we should not seek a new
Degree but that we should use the Bachelor of Science Degree.

We are seeking to tag the Degree only because there seems to be a lot of
concern within the College of Arts and Sciences about the T & CC usurping one
of their Degrees.

I feel that that has been somewhat the general feeling, that the Bachelor
of Science Degree ought to be solely an Arts and Sciences Degree and this was
one of the motivating factors.

Dr. Foster: MOVED THE PREVIOUS QUESTION.
Seconded.
MOTION PASSES.

QUESTION ON THE MOTION.

Dr. Jones: The Motion is to approve the 3 Programs, Bachelor of Science
in Applied Science (CiVil Engineering Technology); Bachp~or

of Science in Applied Science (Electrical Engineering
Technology); Bachelor of Science in Applied Science
(Mechanical Engineering Technology).
Seconded.
MOTION PASSES. PROGRAM:> APPROVED.

(SEE DISCUSSION_Q1!-NEJC_T.lAGlt.BEFORE PASSAGE).
(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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DISCUSSION:

1) Mr. Ives: If I understand the Chairman a Motion regarding the Title,
the name of the Degree will be in a separate Motion?

Dr. Jones: YES.

2.) Dr. Cohen: NoMthstanding the passage of the Motion I wonder if you
would still discuss the role of the T & CC on this campus':at this time lIrefore
the next Motion?

Dr. Jones: Are you speaking to me, Dr. Cohen or to the Chair (Dr. Edgar)?

3) I am speaking to Dr. Edgar.

Dr. Edgar: I would refer to Dean Paraska, I think, on that.
~ hf Miss Boyer: Point of Order._ , -.,~------.-,

1'here is a rather long agenda today.
Is this a moment for broad discussion of these points or is

this something that can wait? Simply as a Point of Order.

5) Dr. Foster: I think the question is mute because from the inception of the
T & CC I have been a part of it and have awarded Degrees in Criminal Justice at
the Baccalaureate level. Never before, other than the academic questions that
get raised occasionally on the Senate floor, has it ever been a problem.

It has been a Baccalaureate awarding College from its inception. It
happens to be a confusion on the part of some people because of its title,
that it was a 2-year Cor.nnunity College.

We all know the politics surrounding that and I think it doesn't de
serve a discussion at this point. It's historic, in other wordsJ

Dr. Edgar: Since I have been asked the question I will say it does
deserve discussion but I guess not at this point.

MOTION: Dr. Richard Jones, on behalf of the University Curriculum
Committee moved Senate approval of the title of the new
Degree: Bachelor of Science in Applied Science.
Seconded.

MOTION: Mr. David Ives moved to Amend the Motion that the name of
the Degree be: Bachelor of Applied Science.
Seconded.

Dr. Edgar stated: Motion is to change the name of the Degree to
Bachelor of Applied Science.

6) Dr. Cohen: I think, at this point, this discussion on the nature of the
T & CC would be very important. As I see it, and I am not sure, but T & CC now
stands as a School of Technology differentiating very sharply Technology from
Science. Otherwise, the Programs would be in Arts and Scien~esj and di.fferen
tiating Engineering 'fechnology f:rOlrJ F.ngi neering.; ot.he):wj se, the Programs would be
in Engineering.

Since the reason for this School is Technology and we are recognizing

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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Dr. Cohen cont'd.: now that Technology is worth a 4-year Baccalaureate Program
the obvious name for this Program should be: Bachelor of Technology. I see no
need to have any Science in this and I certainly agree with Mr. Ives' comments.

Our Engineering School, I might say, is the only one who proudly says
Bachelor of Engineering and not Bachelor of Science in Engineering.

I, therefore, think the Amendment should be defeated so we can put in
something else like Bachelor of Technology for this Program.

Dean Paraska: The question of the name for the Degree received considerable
study. One we finally arrived at was one we thought to be most appropos in
line with the customs at this Uni"ITersity and other Universities. There are
other Degree names. Miami University utilizes specifically the Degree, Bachelor
of Science in Applied Science for Programs of a similar character that we have
in a Technical institution, and for this reason I thought it would be appro
priate to use this particular designation for the Degree.

It has precedent within the State, and I think we have precedent within
the University, using the Bachelor of Science in Education and Bachelor of
Science in Business Administration.

7) Mrs. Smith: I think we should remember that the State of Ohio gives us
the right to grant Degrees. In the President's Office, I know there is infor
mation in the files, I am sure as I used to help Miss Boyer do the filing and
I can remember Dean Dykema coming over to see the information in those files;
we are granted the right by the Legislature to grant a Degree, Bachelor of Arts
or Bachelor of Science in some area or what have you.

Now, we would have to go back to those files,unless the rules have all
changed, to get the right to grant a Bachelor of Technology because we have not
been given the right, at least as far as I mow, to give that Degree. This
might take a little time and a little doing.

I am not saying it is impossible.
I ran into this and some of you were here when we used to put on the Diploma

Bachelor of Arts with a major in Sociology, English, etc. I was called to account
for it by the State of Ohio who said the School did not have the right to grant
a Bachelor of Arts Degree with a major in Sociology. You may grant the major
in Sociology but the Title of the Degree is 'Bachelor of Arts' so we remembered
it from our Diplomas.

I offer this only as information.
We may not want to go for Bachelor of Technology. The Schools that I am

familiar with are giving a Bachelor of Science in Technology rather than Applied
Science but the Degree is still 'Bachelor of Science'.

Dr. Edgar: I understand, Dean Paraska, we will have to get approval
from the Board of Regents to award this new Degree?

Dean Paraska: Yes, that is correct.

8) Mr. Toskas: It seems to me that we are really backing into this question
(StUdent) of naming of the particular Degree.

As the time is limited and we cannot. r6o.U-ly adequately discuss
the matter of naming of the Degree entirely I suggest we pass the Degree
as it is named and take up the matter in toto at some future time.

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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(9) Dr. Shuster; I am confused by the use of the name for a number of reasons.
This 2 + 2 Program seems to me to present further possible implica-

tions.
Is there a possibility that at some future date we might have someone

instructing a Curriculum in a 'Bachelor of Applied Business'? What would that
do to the Bachelor of Science in Business Administration Program?

I have a basis for asking the question. The University of Detroit
issues two (2) Degrees. They issue a 'Bachelor of Business Administration' and
a 'Bachelor of Science in Business Administration', the latter being con
siderably more rigorous in its Curriculum than the former, and I think we should
be careful in naming this Degree because of the implications.

You are now voting on the Amendment to the Motion:
The Amendment to the Motion is to approve the Title
of the Degree as Bachelor of Applied Science.
Seconded.
NO'S HAVE IT. MOTION FAILS.

MOVED THE ORIGINAL QUESTION.

10) Dr. Cohen: I would like to move that this be Amended•••••••

Dean Paraska: I moved the question.

11) Dr. Hanzely: A point of clarification.
I would really like to know that what we are voting on and

that these new Degrees would be rest.ricted to th£a3 three 3 Programs; and that
any additional Programs in the T & CC, as it might eventually deserve our con
aideration for this new Degree, will have to come to the Senate again. Is
that right?

Dr. Jones: The Senate has only approved the three 0) Programs.

Dean Paraska: Point of Order.
Didn't I move the previous question? Doesn't that call for

a vote?

Parliamentarian:
(Mrs. Dykema)

There was no second until after Dr. Cohen had been
recognized.

Dr. Jones: The Senate has only approved these three (3) Programs.
Any new Program which would come under this Degree would have

to be approved by the Senate.

AMENDJV.lENT:
TO MOTION:

Dr. Irwin Cohen moved to Amend the Motion by substitutjon
of the phrase 'Bachelor of Technology' for t.he phrase
'Bachelor of Science in Applied Science'.
Seconded.
NO'S HAVE IT.

Dean Paraska= MOVED THE PREVIOUS QUESTION.
THIS IS TO CLCSE DEBATE.
AYES HAVE IT.

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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Dr. Edgar: You are now voting as follows:
ON THE TITLE OF THE DEGREE: Bachelor of Science in
Applied Science as recommended by the Chairman of
the University Curriculum (on behalf of the Curriculum
Committee), Dr. Richard Jones.
AYES HAVE IT. MOTION PASSES.

MOTION: Dr. Richard Jones, on behalf of the University Curriculum
f:omrnittee moved Senate approval of the new courses in the
three (3) areas as described in today fs Curriculum Comrnittee
Report.
These courses are in: Civil Engineering Technology, Elec
trical Engineering Technology, and Mechanical Engineering
Technology.

NOTE: Should this Program not be approved by the State
Board of Regents these courses will not be added
to the University Inventor,y of courses.

THIS MOTION INCLUDES ALSO: The addition of three (3)
courses in Mathematics in College of Arts and Sciences.
NOTE: Should the Program not be approved by the State

Board of Regents the three (3) courses in
Mathematics also should not be added to the Uni
versity Inventory of courses.

Seconded.
AYES HAVE IT. MOTION PASSES.

Dean Scriven: On the next to the last page of the Curriculum Report, Dr. Jones,
MET 820; Machine Systems. The number of q.h. has been omitted. Should it
not be 4 q.h.?

Dr. Jones: Yes, it should be 4 q.h. Please correct copies.

ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE REPORT: (Matthew Siman for Earl E. Eminhizer)

Since Dr. Eminhizer was unable to attend today's meeting Dr. Siman made the
Report for him.

MOTION: Dr. Matthew Siman moved on behalf of the Academic Affairs
Committee that the last day for a student to change from
Credit to Audit in a course be moved to the end of the
eighthlweek with the footnote:
depending on how late the Records Office can make these
changes in the Quarter.
Seconded.

NOTE: There are 8 reasons for this Proposed Recormnendation on Audit.
They are listed on attached Report.

(CONTfD. NEXT PAGE)
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DISCUSSION:
1) Point of information, for myself.

Is not the reason a student wants to change from CREDIT to AUDIT in order
to avoid an "FII?

And if, in fact, that is w~ he is doing this w~ don't we move the Dropping
period to the 8th week and settle the issue this way?

Dr. Siman: This is one of the reasons stated.
See attached sheet for the 8 reasons.

2) Dr. T. Miner: I am bewildered by this. It seems to suggest that we are
doing --away c-ompletely with the "W"; I wouJd pre±'er myself to keep the "WI at the
end of the 6-weeks period. If we add this recommendation I think we are going
to be in a state of real confusion.

Either the 'Audit' or the "w" it would seem to me; but not both at two
different dates.

I would like some further explanation. The reasons do not convince me.

3) Dr. C. Hanker: I would like to suggest that the first reason is misstated.
The change will not resolve the problem of CR/NCR or Pass/Fail Proposals.

It is a "cop-out". This is in insult if it were adopted by students who in
the first week legit.imately registered for an "Audit" for perf'ectly good
reasons of their ONn that we have aJ.ready appraved. This puts them in the
bag with these others. I object strongly to this; to the whole move.

I would like to point out also, if it is still in order, that the
Committee had enough feed-back from the Senate last time the Pass/Fail was up
to suggest that this was not one of the better solutions.

That is, there is nothing objectionable in it if' applied only to problems
of 'Audit' but it is obviously meant to solve other problems.

4) Dr. Bertlesen: What does the Footnote mean on the 'Proposed Recommendation
on AUdit'?

Would the Records Office be able to do this in the 8th week?

Dean Scriven: YES.

Dr. Bertlesen contI d.: I am assuming that the reason for the 8th week is
that that is when most of the Finals are.

(All did not agree that finals were given then).
As far as being discriminatory against those that "Audit" a course I

don't see how. If they "Audit" they "Audit". I don't see how it affects
them at all. I just don't see what the problem is, or why there are any
real objections -- not that I accept all the just.ifica:cions for it.

I simply don't see why not. I haven''t heard a good reason yet why no't.

5) Dr. Foster: Again we are backing into CR/NCR. I don't see why we don't
face the issue added up before us here a while back. I think this is a "cop-out",
I agree.

I think we have, in effect, said we don't want 'to give "F's·/I any more
and if that is the way we feel and I concur wi'th that 'then let's go that route.
Let's stop playing grolles wit,b t,be C:rodits, Audit,s" Drops" Adds, etc. Let's call
it by its right name.

(CONTID. NEXT PAGE)



Page #18
SENATE MINUTES CONT'D.. : (January 5, 1973)
REPORT OF ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE CONTtD.: (Matthew SinIan)
Dr. Foster conttd.: I think that ought to be defeated and letts get back to

CRINCR where the real issue lies. Letts deal with that.
'Audits' should mean just what they are, and you start the course to tAudit'

it and it doesn t t get counted in your load. You just pay for it and you
give the student a chance to do this.

It is going backwards into a No/cR. Soon "Ftsll won't exist simply because
we have five (5) gimmicks to get around it.

6) Dr. Rand: One of the things that existed at schools for many years was
cramming for final examinations. In many cases it is very successful for students.

If a student is not doing very well perhaps earning a 'Dt or an 'F' by
the time he reaches the 8th week feels nIDybe I won't make it or perhaps I can
take the pressure off by changing to "Audit"; then he loses the benefit of the
p1:e!'1S11re of cra:mraing for a course.

r t,hink there are other ways more satisfactory than this to help a student
get into Courses that he may wish to take without being sure that he can pass
it.

One of the Proposals submitted to the Academic Affairs Co:m:mittee addressed
itself to this responsibility; something on the order of the A, B, C, No Entry,
"I", with possibility of a tD' for those students who didntt care what the grade
was other than the "F"; just, to have a credit. This was present.ed accordingly
wi th the idea that we are doing away with "F' s II, particularly on the lower-level
courses. These students are just trying to find their way.

I urge defeat of this Motion.

7) Mr. Toskas: I agree that this particular Proposal is, very obviously, a
cop-out.in teims of our approach to the concept of Pass/Fail.

It is a cop-out because it tends to deal mechanically with the matter
which is~ largely a perspective of education.

CRINC is not merely a way to eliminate failures so that you can keep en
rollment higher but a basic reflection of a particular attitude, of a particular
approach on certain concepts of education.

It reflects a particular view of education; it is not a tactical matter.
This attempts to make tactical revisions which through compromise will result
in a Program which largely is ineffective educationally.

We have to take a systems approach here. Review the whole Program. Get
dmm to the issue of CRINCR whether we need the adoptable philosophy behind
that or we don't.

I urge defeat of the Motion.

QUESTION CAILED FOR:

MOTION: The Motion is that for the last day for a student to change
from Credit to Audit in a course be moved to the end of the
8th week.
NO'S HAVE IT. MOTION DEFEATED.

Mr. Kl.1is: Is there a last date from which a student can change from Audit
to Credit? Can a student nhange hjfl miud o'l.'ter regist.erjng .cal:' Audit?

2. : End of the first week.

(CONTtD. NEXT PAGE)
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UNFINISHED BUS INESS : NONE.

NEW BUSINESS:

Mr. Gilbert Rondy: Due to the fact that with all this interest in students,
(Student) in athJe tic programs and due to the fact that from

various sources I hear that student jobs will be cut
down and there will be less work for students on

campus I make the following Motion:

MarION: Mr. Gilbert Rondy moved that a Committee be set up to study
the advantages which could be attained by either the curtailment
or total elimination of the current Football Program. I
further move that the Committee be formed from an equal number
of students and faculty members of the Senate who are not
connected with the Athletic Department.
Finally, that this Committee should report back to the Senate
in March with its recommendations towards the Football Program.
Seconded.

(SEE DISCUSSION BELOW).

Mr.~q!1dy__stated: We spend ~~lOO,OOO a year on Football. Students I don't
think want tM.s. I can think of a lot better things to do with my $15. 8J.

year. I feel that there is enough support, enough voice from the student
body that they rea.lly don't want this.

If you are going to cut jobs and you worry about enrollment let Is
make some jobs so people can go to work around here so that they can be
able to get through College.

Dr. Edgar: Your Motion is to establish this Committee to study this
question and to report back by March?
The Motion was Seconded.

Mr. Rondl: Yes.

DISCUSSION:

1) MiSS Boyer: Is there a Standing Committee to which this might possibly be
addressed?
I don It know whether the Senate Ex:ecutive Committee Chairman

v.'Ould be the person to answer this or who the further responsible authority
is on Committee jurisdiction.

Dr. Niemi: The only Committee I can think of that would probably handle
this would be the Athletic Commission or the Athletic Committee and it would
probably have to have a Sub-committee formed to take on this particular question
because various Proposals regarding t.he At,hletic Program cert.ainly come from the
Athletic Committee.

Is Dr. Baldino here?

(Dr. Baldino was unable to attend today's meeting).

Dr. Niemi contI d.: But other than that this could be an Ad Hoc Committee es
tablished to study this one particular question; a Sub-committee of the
Athletic Committee.

(CONT'n. NEXT PAGE)
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Dr. Edgar: Your Motion (this addressed to Mr. Rondy) included a Com
mittee did it not; one-half students and one-half faculty
members from the Senate who are not connected with the
Athletic Department and these to be presumably cppointed
by the Ex:ecutive Committee of the Senate?

Mr. Rondl: Yes. The reasons for this is that in current Committees we are
going to get bogged down with what our responsibilities are. We already have
certain responsibilities.

I think that you need a new Committee made up of students and
faculty that is actually going to get down and deal with this as a separate item.

I think there are too many self-interests to allow for any other
r;ommit,tee to review this on its own.

~) Dr. Tarant-ine: I think if we are going to have a Committee formed of
01.1 I i n°· type :t. thiiik' yOll should include people from outside the Universi ty
COlflll1Utd.~-.y; because our Football Program, if we think in terms of con.fining it
only to the Universlty community that is one thing; but I think t.hat is not
the case with a Football Program:

. A F~otball Program does more for exposure for a University outside
the Un~versJ.ty community more so than any Program that you have.

I t~ink if we are going to conduct this type of study it should in
clude Alumn~ members; it should include people from the Community as well.

I think we sllould Defeat the present Motion.

3) Dr. Bertlesen: I want to speak in terms of keeping the present Athletic
Council. The Athletic Council is a Type TBT Committee

reporting to the Administration in terms of athletics.
I think from the Motion itself though that they wish to

have those who are not associated with Athletics. There are people on
the Committee who are ex-officio.

Dr. Edgar: (Repeated synopsis of Motion at this point).
The Motion, as I have it before me, Mr. Rondy,further
moves that the Con~ittee be formed from an equal nmnber
of students and f aculty members of the Senate who are
not connected with the Athletic Depart.ment.
(MOTION COMPLETELY WRITTEN ON PREGF.DING PAGE).

QUESTION CALLED FOR.
AYES HAVE IT. MOTIQW. CARRIED.

Dean Scriven asked for a Count.

IN FAVOR OF MOTION: 48
(To Create this Com

mittee)

MOTION CARRIED.

MEETING ADJOURNEDl

AGAINS~_~9TION: 35
(Against Creating +,hi8

Committee)

Hespec 1:-.1'1]] 1 Y Gllbmi.tted,

Vera Jenkins
SECRETARY OF THE SENATE
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MOTION DEFEATED AT TODAyrs SENATE MEETING, FRIDAY, JANUA~ 5't-,:?73>. ,
tJ. J.(.~ruv""j1Al./

Sec rv. of Senate

29 November, 1972

TO: UNIVERSITY SENATE

FROM: DR.' EARL E. EMINHIZER, CHAIRMAN
ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

SUBJECT: A PROPOSED RECOMMENDATION ON AUDIT

The Academic Affairs Committee recommends to the University Senate
UJat the last day for a student to change from credit to audit in a
course be moved to the end of the eighthlweek.

REAS_0N.~: (1) Such a change will resolve the problem of credit, no-credit
or p~ss-fail proposals and others which would change drastically the
present grading system and methods of keeping records.

(2) It will, within the present system, allow students to elect
no-credit in courses where failure seems likely. Also, a student could,
by use of this option, avoid being given other grades he may not want
on his record.

(3) It retains on the student rs record the fact that he did take the
course, which the no-entry does not do. There are objections to not
shoWing the complete record on the transcript.

(4) It will allow a student to elect to take courses which he may
have some question about his ability to pass, without endangering his
record.

(5) It will allow students new to college to be able to make adjust
ments without adverse effects on his record.

(6) It will help cut down on drop-out due to aoademio failure.

(7) It will require the students to assume responsibility for his
own decisions.

(8) It allows retention of present academic standards and should.
encourage strengthening them since students will not be academically
threatened by higher standards.

lDepending on how 1.'3.t.e the records o:ffice can make these changes
in the quarter.

EARL EUGENE EMINHIZER



#1

REPORT

OF

FACULTY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

TO

THE CHANCELLOR-STATE BOARD OF REGENTS

by Victor A. Richley

MEETING OF OCTOBER 25, 1972

The Faculty Affairs Committee to the State Board of Regents, in
a morning meeting at Ohio State University, discussed and identified
the following agenda items for an afternoon meeting with Acting
Chancellor Coulter.

1. Progress report on the management improvement program
for Ohio state assisted institutions.

2. Board of Regents position with respect to the Millet Plan.

3. Alternative funding plans for higher education in Ohio.

4. Board of Regents position with respect to "affirmative
action" activities on state campuses.

5. Enrollment picture in state assisted institutions.

6. Board of Regents position with regard to Issue 2 on the
November ballot.

7. Possibility of the Faculty Advisory Committee functioning
as a screening committee for nominations to the Chancellor's
position.

In an afternoon meeting with Acting Chancellor Coulter the
following areas of discussion were heard:

1. The Acting Chancellor distributed an up-dated copy of
the Management Improvement Program being developed to
improve institutional planning, program budgeting,
personnel management, student registration and class
scheduling, and computer services in state assisted in
stitutions. A manual of best practices for each of the
five areas listed is to be developed by June 30, 1973.
The regents do not have the authority to implement th@Re
best practices at this time. They are consi.dering the
recommendation of legislation to this ATfect.

(CONTI D. NEXT PAGE)
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2. The Board of Regents have not studied the Millet Plan
systematically, but have considered a variety of ways of
funding higher education in the state. A funding plan
of the Millet type may be presented to the legislature
depending upon the overall financial picture and the
plans of the Governor.

3. The Board of Regents are tentatively recommending increases
in the bUdget models of universities of approximately 10%,
slightly higher in the technical and masters models. This
increase is to offset a 6~ spending increase per student
for each year of the biennium.

4. With regard to issue 2, state j~stitutions have been
asked to solicit funds from friends, alumni, and other
sources in order to compile a $50,000 war chest. Prece
dent for this kind of activity has been set in the past,
it is totally legal, and institutions are to decide for
themselves how they can best contribute to the war chest.

5. Board of Regents have taken no official role legally or
otherwise, regarding affirmative action. Each institu
tion should handle their problems based on local conditions.

6. The enrollment picture for the state shows that total en
rollment was up by 1%. Technical institutes increased
by 26%, while four-year schools decreased by 0.2%. Com
munity colleges increased by 14.6% and branches decreased
by 3.6%. No information was available regarding the en
rollment picture at private institutions in Ohio.

7. Acting Chancellor Coulter indicated that he would be
happy to act as an intermediary to make the Faculty Ad
visory Committee's views known relative to the screening
of applicants for the position of Chancellor. He suggested
that we prepare a letter explaining our position and our
request and attach to it evaluating criteria which could
be used to supplement the Boards criteria in the search
for the new Chancellor.

8. The next meeting was set for December 12, 1972 at the
Ohio State Union Building in Columbus.

Respectfully submitted,

VICTOR A. RICHLEY
FACULTY REPRESENTATIVE TO THE
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

VAR:VJ
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Report of the University Curriculum Committee
to the University Senate, 5 J~nuary 197~

January 5, 1973.

se~:~~~~~:~~

This report of the University Curriculum Committee to the
!J11 i vcr sit y Senate i s d i v idetli II t. 0 two par t s . rart I conc ern s
proposed curriculum chanpes in existing programs. Part II
concerns a proposed new degree, Bachelor of Science in Applied
Science, with programs in the areas of Civil Engineering
l'echnology, Electrical Engineering Technology, and ~echanical
Engineering Technology; and includes proposeJ new courses for
these programs.

Part I

Following (a) initiation by the Department, and (h) the scrutiny
ano approval of both the school and university curriculum
committees, the university curriculum committee submits said
proposals to University Senate for final determination.

COLLEGE OF ARTS AND SCIENCES

Psycholo~U:.

Addition of 620; Woman: A Psychologic<.ll Study; 3 o.h.
Prereq: Psychology 501 or 601
Description: l\ systematic exploration of the psychology

of woman including questions of her social
and personality development in terms of
institutional, interpersonal and intraper
sonal factors. Woman will he surveyed in
her many roles such as mother, sexual ohject,
consumer, worker and creator. Applicable to
major with consent of department chairman.

Foreign r,.anguages and Li teratures

~eletion of following courses:

Study Abroad
Study Ahroad
Study Ahroad
Study Abroad

St'Jdy Ahroad

German
Spanish
Italian
Russian
French
Italian
Russian
Russian
German
German

876
876
876
876
876
873, 874, t~ 875;
873,874, & 875;
804:
705 ti 706;
760, 761, & 762;

German:
Spanish:
Italian:
Russian:
French:
Seminar
Seminnr
Russian Literature from 1100
Survey of German Literature,
Convers<.Itional German

to 1800
r & I I

AdJ.i!.-io..!:_ of 765; Advanced German Conversation, 4 q.h.
T'rercq: (;errnan 661 or equivalent.
Description: Facility in oral expression developed through

exercises and discussions of assigned topics
and through prepared and extemporaneous
situational dialogues at an advanced level.
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ChiJnge of German 800; Early (,erman LIterature; 4 q.h.
Prereq: German 615 or permission of the instructor.
Descrintion: Intensive study of important works (incluJ-

ing the Nibelungenlied) from the eighth
century through the seventeenth century
with emphasis on the medieval ~luetezeit.

Change from 3 to 4 q.h., change in prerequisite and
description.

Change in German 61], fi12; Scientific German; 4, 4 q.h.
Prereq: German 503 or equivalent and one year of a

laboratory science.
Description: A basic course designeJ to develop expedi

tiously an ability to read scientific
literature in German.

Change from 5 to 4 contact hours, chiJngc in prerequisites.

Change of Russian 611, 612, Scientific Russian; 4,4 'l.h.
Prereq: Russian 503 or equivalent and one year of a

laboratory science.
Description: A hasic course designed to develop expedi

tiously an ahility t.o read scientific
literature in Rus5ian.

Change from 5 to 4 contact hours, change in prerequisites.

Change in Spanish 725, 726; Review of Spanish Grammar, 4 + 4 q.h.
Prereq: Spanish 602 or equivalent
Description: A review of Spanish grammar through analysi~, of

stylistic devices of literary works and through
exercises, translation, and original composition.
Prereq.: Spanish 602 or equivalent. 4 + 4

Change in title and description.

Change in Italian 60]; Intermediate Italian; 4 'l.h.
Prere'l: Italian 503 or equivalent
Description: Grammar reviewed through oral and written

exercises. Read ing of modern Ital ian prose
and poetry.

Change from 5 to 4 contact hours, chanp,e in prerequisites.

Change:. in Russian 6nl; Intermediate Russian; 4 q.lt.
Prere'l: Russian 503 or equivalent.
Description: ContilJuation of inductive grammar. fmphasis

on readings in prose and poetry. Oral and
written practice hased on readings.

Change from 5 to 4 con!.act hours, change in prerequisi tes.

Addition of German 66(): Intermediate German Conversation I,
"""2 q.h.

Prereq: German 503
))esc rip t ion ': /\ c 0 u r s e inc 0 nv e r sat iona 1 Germant 0 he 1p the

student gain fluency in the spoken language.
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Addition of Cerman (161, Intermediate Ccrman Conversat ion I I,

2 <1.h.
Prereq: German 503
Description: A course on the same level as 660, but using

different materials. Hay he taken before
completing 660.

A(hlition of German 615; rnterrneuiate German Readings; 4 q.h.
Prereq: German 602
Description: Intensive rcadin)'s or modern authors, intended

primarily to prepare students for advanced
literature courses in German.

Economics

Add i t ion 0 f 801; r: con0 mi c s 0 fIndu s t ria 1 nr gani za t ion; 4 q. 11 .
Prereq: Economics 622
Description: A systematic analysis of the structure, con

duct, and performance of American industry.
Special emphasis will he riven to a quantita
tive analysis, complemented by a comprehensive
review of the theoretical models of the mar
ket, firm hehavior, and performance.

Change of 803R; Business and Government, 4 q.h.
Prereq: Economics 801 or consent of instructor.
Description: An analysis of the influence of the common law

and the development, the growth, and the
present status of competition, imperfect co~'1

petition, and monopoly in the American econumy.

Change of number (803 to 803R) and prer~quisite.

Addition of 899; Individual Study in Economics; 2-5q.h.
Prereq: .Tunior or senior standing; consent of instructor

and department chairman.
Description: A cour~e for a student wanting to pursue a

study of a topic, area, or problem in economics
requiring in-depth reading, a project, and a
written report. The course may he repeated
once for a different topic, area, or prohlem.
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On 21 April 1972 the Technical and Community College, through
Dr. N. Paraska submitted to the University Curriculum Committee a
proposal for establishing a new degree. Bachelor of Science in
Applied Science (B.S. in A.S.), at Youngstown State University with
programs in the major areas of Civil Engineering Technology, Elec
trical Engineering Technology, and Mechanical Engineerinr Technology;
and including five new specialty courses for each program area,
three new courses to be offered by the Department of Mathematics,
and one new course to be offered by Computer Technology. The pro
posal, prepared after many months of work by Dr. Richleyand his
staff, was in the form of a 68-page report. This report presented
objectives of engineering technology; described the de~ree pro
grams, curriculums, and new courses; discussed program administra
tion, justifications, prospective enrollments, available resources,
and required resources; and listed faculty resumes. Because
numerous other proposals had heen submitted to the committee prior
to 21 April 1972, and because of questions relative to administra
tive aspects of the degree, no deliberative action regardin~ the
T. &C.C. proposal could be taken hy the University Curriculum
Committee before the end of the 1971-1972 academic year. On 13
November 1972 the committee began its deliberations on tpe pro
posal. The committee members discussed in detail the numerous
aspects of the proposal, hearing from IJr. Richley and Dean Paraska
concerning the nature and justification of the programs, and from
Dr. Edgar concerning the question of the administrative location
of the programs. On 7 December 1972 the University Curriculum
Committee approved the following: (1) the programs in the major
areas of Civil, Electrical, and Mechanical Engineering Technology;
(2) the title of the new degree "Bachelor of Science in Applied
Science"; and (3) the new course for the three programs.

The University Curriculum Committee recommends Senate approval,
which will he moved by the committee chairman, of the proposal to
establish a new degree, B.S. in A.S., at Y.S.U. with programs in
the major areas of Civil, Electrical, and Mechanical Engineering
Technology. Committee approval of the new courses was contingent
upon approval of the proposal hy the State Roard of Regents. The
committee recommends Senate approval, with the same contingency,
of the new courses in the programs. Should the proposal not re
ceive approval by the State Board of Regents, the committee recom
mends that the new courses not he added to the inventory of
university courses.

Description of Proposal

Ilegree requirements in the proposed programs fulfill the
general university graduation requirements for a "tagged" bacca
laureate degree such as B.S. in Ed. or B.S. in B.A.~ and approxi
mate the guidelines for accreditation established hy the Engineer
ing Council for Professional Development. The proposed degree
programs are designed as two-plus-two programs. No changes are
required in the existing two year programs leading to the asso
ciate degree in the same major areas. Two morc years are required
in order to fulfill the general university graduation requirements
for the baccalaureate degree, and to extend technical competence
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in the major areas. At the end of two years a student has thi
option of either graduating with the associate degree, or con
tinuing in the baccalaureate program. Associate dC11,ree students
from other institutions will he admitted at the junior level to
complete the last two years of the haccalaureate.

Five lIew speciality courses (descrihed in this report) are
required for each major area, plus three new courses ill mathe
matics and one course in computers will he usc<l in all threc
areas. I n order to meet the un i ve rs j ty requ i rement, for the
baccalaureate degree, that a minimum of 60 quarter hours he in
courses numbered 700 or higher, it is necessary to require 700
or higher level courses in the areas of humanities, social studies,
and in one program the free electives. Tn some cases specific
courses will be required in the social studies area (see curri
culums helow). These specific courses are most appropriate for
the particular major area. The new programs require 196 quarter
hours for the degree, of which 96 hours arc completed in the
associate degree program. Of the 196 quarter hours required for
the degree, 160 quarter hours arc carned from existing Y.S.U.
courses. Curriculums for the three major areas are descrihed
below.

Curriculums of Proposed Prog!ams

Curriculums of the three proposed programs are shown on
following pages.
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BACHELOR OF SCIENCE IN APPLIED SCIENCE

CIVIL ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY

1. COW'1UNICATIONS, HUMANITIES, SOCIAL SCIENCE

English 527 Communications III
Humanities Electives
Economics 704 Economics and Social Statistics IGeography 805 Geography of Environmental PlanningGeography 807 Geography of Urban Regions
Health & Phys. Ed. Activity
Completed in the Associate Degree

CREDITS

4
10

4
3
4
3

20
48 q.h.

2.

3.

MATHEMATICS AND PHYSICAL SCIENCE
(jJ?eleFY'0t3 Zleet1t/ e~ (I'i0.IV-$AT-1) Math 670 Applied Math II

Math 770 Applied Math III
Completed in the Associate Degree

TECHNICAL ELECTIVES, MANAGEMENT, PLANNING

CREDITS
.- ---- fZ

4
4

~t<3
35 q.h.

CREDITS

Compo Tech. 601 Scientific Programming I 4Management 715 Business Law 4Elec. Engr. Tech. 501, SOIL, Circuit Theory I and Lab. 4Management 725 Fundamentals of Management 4Geography 809 Geography Aspects of Cit¥~qional Planning 4Geography 808 Land Use and Transportat~on __~4__~
24 q.h.

4. TECHNICAL SPECIALTY (CIVIL ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY)

~mT 700 Physical Measurements
CET 712 Architectural Technology I
CET 724 Public Works Technology
CET 730 Transportation Technology
CET 800 Building Systems
CET 817 Construction Management
Completed in the Associate Degree

5. FREE ELECTIVES

Electives

TOTAL PROGRAM REQUIRES

CREDITS

4
4
4
4
4
4

55
79 q.h.

CREDITS

12

198 g.h.
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BACHELOR OF SCIENCE IN l\PPLIED SCIENCE

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY

1. COMMUNICATIONS, HUMANITIES, SOCIAL SCIENCE

English 527 Communications III
Humanities Electives
Humanities Elective (700 level)
Economics 704 Economics and Social Statistics I
Social Studies Elective
Social Studies Elective (700 level)
Health and Physical Ed. Activity
Completed in the Associate Degree

2. MATH AND PHYSICAL SCIENCE

Math 670 Applied Math II
Math 770 Applied Math III
Completed in the Associate Degree

3. TECHNICAL ELECTIVES, MANAGEMENT, PRODUCTION

Civil Engineering Tech. 604 Stgth. & Prop. of Mtls.
Mech. Engrg. Tech. 630 Manufacturing Techniques
Compo Tech. 701 Sci. Prog. Applications
Management 715 Business Law I
Management 725 Fundamentals of Management
Management 819 Production Management

CREDITS

4
6
4
4
3
4
3

20
48 q.h.

CREDITS

4
4

26
34 q.h.

CREDITS

4
4
4
4
4
4

24 q.h.

4. TECHNICAL SPECIALTY (ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY) CREDITS

MET 700 Physical Measurements
EET 710 Networks
EET 720 Pulse Circuit Design
EET 730 Logic Circuit Design
CET 800 Building Systems
EET 810 Electrical System Design
EET 820 Power Transmission
Completed in the Associate Degree

5. FREE ELECTIVES

Electives

TOTAL PROGRAM REQUIRES

4
4
4
4
4

50
78 q.h.

CREDITS

12

196,q.h.
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BACHELOR OF SCIENCE IN APPLIED sCIENCE

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY

1. COMMUNICATIONS, HUMANITIES, SOCIAL SCIENCE

English 527 Communications III
Humanities Electives
Humanities Elective (700 level)
Economics 704 Economics and Social Statistics I
Social Studies Elective
Social Studies Elective (700 level)
Health and Physical Ed. Activity
Completed in the Associate Degree

CREDITS

4
6
4
4
3
4
3

20
48 q.h.

2. MATHEMATICS AND PHYSICAL SCIENCE 1--1\
~fJ/ e/}/~e 8eet;yes(!!0/J/-Jl}/lth'J -
~ath 670 Applied Math I
Math 770 Applied Math III
Completed in Associate Program

CREDITS
y.;
4
4

~t:J
35 'l.h.

3. TECHNICAL ELECTIVES, MANAGEMEN'r, PRODUCTION

Compo Tech. 601 Scientific PrograMMing I
Compo Tech. 701 Scientific Programming Applications
Elec. Engrg. Tech. 501, 501L, Circuit Theory & Lab
Management 725 Fundamentals of Management
Management 819 Production Management
Management 820 Production Control

4. TECHNICAL SPECIALTY

MET 700 Physical MeasureMents
MET 706 Mechanisims
CET 800 Building Systems
MET 806 Machine Systems
MET 820 Advanced Tool Design
MET 830 Manufacturing Systems Analysis
Completed in Associate Degree

5. FREE ELECTIVES

Electives
Elective (700 level)

TOTAL PROGRAM REQUIRES

CREDI'J'S

4
4
4
4
4
4

24 g.h.

CREDITS

4
4
4
4
4
4

53
77 q.h.

CREDITS

8
4

12 g.h.

196 g.h.
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(1) Addition of following courses in Civil Engineering Technology:

eET 712; Architectural Technology I; 4 q.h.
Prercq: CET 617
Description:

Emphasis on overall planning and layout techniques. Tech-

niques of reading building and plot plans. Studies of the

relationships among the planner, architect, engineer,

constructor, owner and pertinent pUblic agencies or gov

ernments. Architectural design projectS.

Two hours lecture, four hours laboratory per week.

CET 724; Puhlic Works Technology; 4 q.h.
Prereq: CET 624
Description:

A first course in technological aspects of Public Works

emphasizing overall environmental design. Simplified

Technical solutions to problems involving man in modern

society. Emphasis on the accountability of public works

agencies to society in terms of providing of services

and mobility. Natural resources and waste management

will be heavily emphasized.

CET 730; Transportation Technology; 4 q.h.
Prereq: eET 624
Description:

Application of knowledge in construction materials, soil

mechanics, structural technology and environmental

analysis towards support of the transportation engineer

and planner. Office procedures in route p·lanning.

Procedures in subsurface preparation, control and

inspection. Emphasis on the ecological and social

impact of transportation routes. Guest lectures by

highway/transportation experts. Field trips to office

and field sites.

CET 800: Ruilding Systems; 4 q.h.
Prereq: liET 501
Description:

An integrated course reflecting the relationship between

the environmental and structural systems of building

structures. Included are water supply and drainage systemc.;,

sanitary systems, heating and air conditioning systems,

electrical and electronic systems, lighting and sound

systems and security systems.

Three hours lecture, three hours laboratory per week.
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Prereq: CET 617
Description:

A continuation of eET 617 with emphQsis On planning, csti
rna ting and scheduling. Discus~;ions of contracts and
specifications. Relationships among architect, buildcr~

engineer and owner. The CO\lt'~;C will include field trips
to office and field Edte:; to ()J)~:;erve the duties of tech
nologists and supervisor~; in construction.

NOTE: Approved and passed at today's Senate meeting

(2) Addition of following courses in Electrical En~ineering

Technology:

EET 710; Networks; 4 q.h.
Prereq: EET 503
Description:

An introduction to the Laplace transform and its application
to the analysis of electrical networks, including coupled
circuits, filters, attenuators, and equalizers.

Three hours lecture and three hours laboratory per week.

EET 720; Pulse Circuit Design; 4 q.h.
Prereq: EET 607
Description:

A study in the analysis and design of active circuits
employed in electronic switching applications and in
the generation of non-sinusoidal waveforms.

Thr'ee hours lecture, three hours laboratory per week.

EET 730; Logic Systems Design; 4 q.h.
Prereq: EET 607
Description:

An introduction to Boolean algebra and Karnaughmaps,
and the design of combinational logic circuits and
sequential switching systems.

Three hours lecture, three hours laboratory per week.

EET 810; Electrical Systems Design; 4 q.h.
Prereq: EET 607, 611
Description:

A course concerning the design and layout of electrical
systems for power, lif,ht, heat, signals and communications
in commercial, industria], and residential buildings.

Three hours lecture and three hours laboratory per week.
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EET 820; Power Transmission; 4 q.h.
Prereq: EET 810
Description:
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An introduction to power sy~~·~·(.'m ana] ysis ~ transmissiorJline parameters and calc~lat]ons, and s~~ddy state
power system representatl~n.

(3) Addition of following courses in Mechanical Fngineerinr
Technology:

MET 700; Physical ~feasurements; 4 'l.h.
Prereq: EET 501
Description:

Prclctice in the use and selection of instruments formeasuring pressure, temperature, strain, force, flowrate, vibration etc.

Three hours lecture, three hours laboratory per week.

MET 720; Mechanisms; 4 q.h.
Prereq: MET 607, CPT 601
Description:

Graphical, analytical and computer solution of
problems ~nvo~ving d~splacement, velocity,and
a~celeratlon ln ~achlne mechanisms. Design ofllnkages to provlde required motions in machinemembers.

Three hours lecture, three hours laboratory per week.
MET 810; Manufacturing Systems Analysis; 4 q.h.Prereq: MET 630, Econ. 707
Description:

Study of manufacturing systems including process,
dcsi~n value analysis, manufacturing process analysis,selection and sequencing; machine tool cost andfunctions, manufacturing economics, system characteristi2s.::md post production analysis.

~1ET 820; Machine Systems - - - - - ~ 1')"Prereq: MET 720, EET 501
Description:
Analysis and design of complex machine systems
incorporating electrical, pneumatic and hydraulicsubsystems. Students will work on comprehensive
projects.

Three hours lecture, three hours laboratory per week.
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MET 840; Advanced Tool Design; 4 q.h.
Prereq: MET 820, MET 620
Description:

~, I
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Advanced tool design projects including the design of
bending, forming and drawing dies, ~nspection and ~aging,
and associated subsystems and materlal feed mechanlsms.

Three hours lecture, three hours laboratory per week.

(4) Addition of following course in Computer Technology:

CPT 701; Scientific Programming Applications; 4 q.h.
Prereq: CPT 601, Math 550 or Equivalent
Description:

Use of computers to solve basic technical problems in the areas of electrical,
. chemical, structural and mechanical design. Three hours lecture and three hours
of programming laboratory per week.

(5) Addition of following courses in Department of Mathematics,
College of Arts and Science:

MATH
-~ 570,670, 770; Applied Mathematics I, II, Ill: 5+4+4 (j.h.

Prereq: Math 502 and 503, for 570; 570 for 670;67D for 770
Description:

The elements of differential and integral calculus, with emphasis
on applications. Analytical geometry, differentiation and integration
techniques, series representations, and numerical methods. Introduction
to differential equations, transform calculus, and ~ Fourier analysis.
This is a basic methods course particularly adapted for those who require
applied topics in mathematics. It is not applicable toward the mathematics
major.

Respectfully submitted

, l
.--/..,'/ i, /' ) .; /'{ I .
--I--+,J,(..;:;"':::~..';:'v~,~,;:,," ..=""<-..:.-' ~l- ,. l,.. """ ~

Richard \~, Jones, C airman
lIniversitv Currie urn Committee
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The Engineering Technology Department submits this Information as a .

supplement to that to be presented by the University Curriculum Committee
at the January 5, 1972 Senate meeting.

I. The Proposal
Victor A. Richley
December 22, 1972

a. It is proposed to establish a new degree at YSU - the Bachelor
of Science in Applied Science (B.S. in A.S.). General uni
versity requirements for the degree are identical to those for
the B.S. in Ed. and the B.S. in B.A. as recorded in the 1972-
73 YSU catalog. The degree is intended to recognize the applied
character of those baccalaureates offered by the T. & C.C.

b. It is further proposed that the following degree programs lead
ing to the B.S. in A.S. be establ ished.

Civil Engineering Technology
Electrical Engineering Technology
Mechanical Engineering Technology

I I. The Proposed Curriculums

The proposed degree programs are designed as two-plus-two programs
which leave the existing two-year programs unrevised and devote two more
years toward meeting university requirements and extending the technical
specialty. At the completion of their two-year programs, students will
have the option of either graduation to industry or initiating a bacca
laureate. Associate degree graduates from other schools wi II be admitted
at the junior level to complete the last two years of the baccalaureate.

EXIT WITH
BACCALAUREATE
DEGREE

EX IT vII TH
ASSOCIATE DEGREE

TWO
YEARS

TWO
YEARS

ENTER ASSOCIATE
--GRADS FROM OTHER------~

SCHOOLS

ENTER
-YSU

FRESHMEN

- TWO-PLUS-TWO-
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The proposed programs are charted below showing work completed in the
associate program, areas expanded in the baccalaureate, % total achieved in
each area and:S total recommended by the accrediting body, ECPD.

Completed In Increase In Total %Of Total % Of Total
/I,ssociate Program Bachelors Program Hours Achieved Recommended

Engl ish 8 q. h. 4 q.h. 12 Q01}Soci a'i Studies 9 q.h. 11 q.h. 20 q.h. 24 18

Humanities 0 10 q.h. 10 q. h.
H & PE 3 q. h. 3 q.h. 6 q. h.
Science/Math 27 q.h. 8 q. h . ,',,"- 35 q.. 18 18

Mqt. , Prod. ,
Tech. Elec. a 24 q.h. 24 q. h. 13 14
Technical
Specialty 53 q.h. 24 q. h. ;': 77 q.h. 39 40

Free Electives 0 12 q.h. 12 g.h. 6 10
96 q.h. 100 q. h. 196 q.h. 100 100

**New Math Courses,*New Major Area Courses - See Descriptions

III. Program Administration

The proposed programs are to be administrated by the Engineering Tech
nology Department of the T. & C.C. which also administers the two-year pro
grams in Engineering Technology. This is in keeping with the practice in
our sister institution University of Akron, is recommended by the univer
sity administration and is recommended by the nationally prominent Amer
i~an Society for Engineering Education.

i'J. :"'')gram Justification

Justification is provided by 1) the need to provide for the upward
academic mobility of YSU's associate degree graduates 2) the need to keep
YSU's offerings abreast of her sister institutions currently offering such
programs 3) the need to attract associate degree graduates from nearby two
year schools and 4) the need to respond to industrial interest as expressed
by Advisory Committees.

V. Prospective Enrollment

The latest poll taken of associate degree students at YSU showed
that 54% of 244 students were interested, either full or part time, in
the proposed programs. An additional 83 students were not polled.
Fourteen nearby two-year schools represent a system of feeder institu
tions supplying associate degree graudates to the proposed programs.

VI. Requ i red Resources

Since more than 80% of the courses required to form the proposed
programs are current YSU offerings, no new faculty wi 11 be required to
staff the programs during its first year. Future faculty needs wi II be
filled with qualified YSU faculty as available. Ample physical plant
is either currently available or planned in the new T & CC building.
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