
r~INUTES

ACAOEMIC SENATE
May 20, 1q8l

8.TInWANCE (See attached roster)

CALL TO ORDEr "

After establishing that a quorum was.present, Or. Jean Kelty called the
11'l~~tinq to orner at 11:"6 p.m. \.

CORrECTIONS TO 1'-HNUTES OF APRIL 1, 19~1

Dr. Ke:lty noterl that Mr. Esterly had been referred to as "Dr. Esterly"
throuflhout thE minut~s, and he would like that corrected.

APPROVAL OF Mlm'TES

The minutes of Apri 1 1, 1981 ""ere al1Proverl as amended.

REPORT FROM. CHf\.RTER & I3YLAVIS C()1MITIEE

Dr. Murphy reported on the mail ballot that was held on the reV1Slon of
the Academic Senate Charter, Article 4, Section 1. The ballots were counte~

on Apr; 1 27. According to the Charter, at least Jz of the facul ty had to
vote, and they recei ved 258 ballots returned which constt~~· a leClal elec
tion. Two-thirds of those hal lots retumed needed to be'fn favor of the
change in charter for it to pass. The final count was (33 for, 22 against,
and 3 invalid, for a total of 25R. 172 votes were needed to pass the
revision; r:onsequently, the amendment to the Charter, Article 4, did pass.

Dr. tv'urphy also extended her thanks to Dr. Aqnes Smith (History) anri
Or. Steven Sniderman (English) who helped Dr. Susan Mason, secretary, tally
the ballots.

NmlINATIONS FOR CHi\! R~~AN OF THE SENATE

IIr. Rn=' en noJT1inater:t Or. Jean Kelty.
Dean Sutton nominated Dr. Grati a r'urphy.

/\ motion was f"1ade, and seconded, to close nominations. t~otion passed.

NO~INATIOnS FOR ~EMRERS OF THE CHARTER PJ P,YLAI,'S COfJMITTEE

The three faculty members that are held over are: Or. ~ratia ~'urphy,

Or. Jenkins, and Or. Phillil1.

The followi .ng were nom; nated:

Or. Kahn (Rusiness)
Or. Ri chard \.lones (Engineering)
Or. Koknat (Chemistry)
Or. Ch1rles Singler (Geology)
Dr. Pi",rce (Criminal ,Justice)
Dr. LOll is Hi 11 (Educa ti on)
Dr. Larry Esterly (declined nomination)
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A, motion was made, and seconded, to close nominations.
Motion passed.

REPORT OF SENATE EXECUTIVE COt1MITTEE

Dr. Kel1:y reported that first, since there has been a delay in the
implementation of the new ByLaws, and because of other deliberatec matters,
~[C has decided to choose corrmittees in the fallrathar than in th?:: sprin~.

So in fall, Sena te members \'Iill recei ve a s il1"!"l Hied form ask ing "I!:a t
committees meMhers would like to serve on. Thus appointments \'Iill be made
r'urina the first 'tleek of the fall quarter.

Secondly, an ad hoc corrmittee has been appointed by SEC to stlJdy the
rel~tion of' the Graduate School to the Academic Senate. t~embE:rs anpointed
to this committee are Ed Largent, Lawrence Schroeder, nari Lateef, Calvin
Swank, Di ck Jones, and llames Dou0lass.

Thirdly, SEC is in receipt of a challenge from the President on the
revisions to RyLaw n that were passed at the last meeting. At its meeting
on April 22, SEC referred the matter of the Presidential challenge to Charter
and ByLaws corrrnittee and the subcorrmittee on commi ttee reorgani za ti on in an
attemnt to reconcile the problem. Charter &RyLaws committee and the sub
committee r.1et with President Coffelt and Dr. Gill is on April 27. This
r1eeting was devoted to discussion of the structural and languar1e problems
that lie at the basis of the administrative objection. Every indication
was that the problems could be solved through further work and it was
decided that Charter .oj ByLaws should decide what course of action should be
sought. At its meeting on May 1, Cha'rter ,". 13yLaws passed the follo\t.Jinq
motion: "that the Charter & ByLaws request the delay of the Senate vote on
the Presidential challenge of ByLaw 6 changes and proceed to seek a com
promise with Presi dent Coffel t to be presented to the Senate at the June 1
f11eetino." Therefor:!, no vote of the challenge was made at that time.

REPORT FPm' THE ADVISORY COM~InEE TO THE CHAIRf~AN

Dr. Largent reported that the last rneetinq of the Faculty Advis()~y

Committee to the Chancellor was held on May 6 in Columbus. He discussed
matters taken ur at the rreeting (see attached minutes of FflCUlty ,l\dv;sory
Committee meetinqs, December lWW - May l'!Rl).

REPORT FRO'" FLECT IO~lS &! BALLOT! Nr, - none

REPORT FRm' ACJI.DHnC AFFAIRS COMt.1ITTEE

Dr. Khal'laja reported that there were three proposals before the ~:::nate:

1. Class Honors (circulated with the May 6 agenda). On ~~ay 12., l f1 79
Academic Events Corrmittee presented a revision in class honors. fIt thnt tilJ¥:,
Senata felt that it should have scrutiny from the Academic Affairs Committee,
thus joint consultation was conducted. The proposa 1 ; s the consensus of
Academic J\ffa irs and Academic Events on the proposed chan(]es of cl ass honors.

Dr. Khawaja moved to accept til; s report from Acaderr.i c Affai rs on the
proposed chanqes of cl ass honors. Motion seconrled. t~otion passerl.



? Th is proDosa1 deal t with a four year program inA 11 ied H2a 1th
(circulated for May () agenda).

'lr. '<hawaja moved the Senate approve the new proqram in Allied Health.
Mati on seconded. Moti on passed.

1. The third pronosa1 involved a channe in the name in the r)epartment
of Home Economics, (attached with May 2n anenda). The Home Fconoplics f)ept.
\.,rould like to chimge their rlenartr.·ent proqram name from Gen~ral Home Econo
mics to Home Fconorrdcs Services.

Dr. Kha\>/aj a moved that Senate vote to acce t the oro osed chClnqe in
Home Economics. Motion secon ed. Motion passed.

A mot ion was rna de to set asi de the rul es in order to move the Li hrar
Report to consideratlon at thlS tllTle. Motion seconrle. ~otlon passerl.

rrpOPT FROM LIPR,l\RY C<J.1MITIEE

Dr. Agnes Smith reported that the Library Corrrnittee made thE recommender
tion based on the assLnnption that the library budget would be thE same as
for the current year. The dollar amounts that were 1isted in thE': arjenda
for each department were identical to those that departments werE: f1iv.c:n
in the first Cl110cation for this year. The corrrnittee recommendation \'/as
that each d~pa rtment ha ve the same do1la r amount of 1ibra"y hook hurlnet
allocation as last year. A remainder of $86,1.'31 for a second allocatioYl
','/ith the ,=xception of the cost of binding. The 1ibrar:Y committee would
likf; to take the n~cessaf"\j money from th~ second illlocation for increased
bindina and then tak~ requests frOl"l departrrents for srecific allocations.

Dr. Aqnes Smith moved to adopt this report. Motion seconded.

[)ean Sutton noted that the allocation of ilr)proximately $2n per student
from the School of En0in~erinq and $lln ner student from J.\rts !/,. Sciences
is out of halClnce. Each school out of' Arts & Sciences has a sm(\ll allO"'lance.
Inflntion h~s caused them to cut off subscriotion lists to meet the hudqet.
T~is is Cl s'?rious rrohlern which is qettinCJ worse.

Dr. Smith stated that this was a serious problem. The co~mitte~ had
met weekl'! considerinC! allocation formulas used hy other schools. TI'EY felt
that the second allocation process permits them to remedy some past neqlect.
She noted that no soecific reCluests had been made by Dean Sutton's sr:l1oo1.

One p,,=rson noted that the lab for the College of' I\rts ~ Science,; is the
library.

I\nother rerson noted that he hoped that th~ nrocedure for the second
allocatior. would be made knONn.

~"

(

One memb::::r stated that the rule of precedence should be chanqed.
car. '10 lonrter go on an oveY'\'/helminn, demanrl.

Dr. !'I a1di no no te r! his objection to f) recedence.

A oUe>stion was asked concerninq the lItil i7:ation of the lihrary.

You
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Or. Smith ~r>lied that the library was movinq to computerizi'lg ann is
ahle to Clive utilization by the Library of Congress number to thE ~xtert thrtt
it may refer to a department nurrtJer. However, this is not always true; they
can give usage fioures.

The question Vias called. 19 for, 20 against.

Dr. Kelty called for a recount since it was so close.

The second count was 23 for, 21 aqainst.

Dr. Baldino wished to be on record as appealing the decision of the
chair. A vote to sustain the decision of the chair (the second count) was
taken: 20 for, 23 a(]ainst. The chair was overruled and the first count
~ccepted. Therefore, the original motion failer!.

DEPORT FRm~ Cm1PUTER Cm1~HTTEE - none

':E I1ORT FROt1 CONTHlUING EDUCATION - none

nEPORT FRO~J, CURRI CULUM CO"t.1ITTEE

nr. Podfono rAported that he would like to withdraw the JTlotiNl mi'lde at
thE ADril JTleeting.

Also, he noted a correction on the agenda. On the 1ast page, the courg:;
'~l-lll; the Business Tech. people used th~ old number. He was askp.d by
the R=9istrar's Office to change it to 6118 instead of G117.

EDUCATIONAL MEDIA REPORT

The comnittee has undertaken three projects, one of which was the study
of the copyriqht law as it aoplies to the rredia center and the print shop.
The study benan by looking at the media canter and tryina to develon a
policy that would apply to it and all situations. 1,lhen they contacted the
Administration, they were asked to hold up on the study so that the AdJTlini
st.ration miqht dEvelop its own policy for the print shop. This \>las rlon::,
ann is pm'! c!istrihuted to chairpersons and deans. The committee \',anterl to
00 on record as sayina from their minutes that while the committEE comm::nds
thE: l\dJTlinistration for institutina ~ written policy on copyriQhtinrl, it
'dishes to express its disappointmE:nt in the procedure followed and lack of
aJk:quat~ inout from the Edllc~tional r,1edia ComMittee.

Also, they announced that there is a slinht chanqe in the ~AI=riia Center
oolicy in fom (distributed with the minutes). Instead of lI au thorized
sinnature ll in thl;; riaht hand comer of the form, they decided to use
IIrequest2:rl by. II This takes away the responsihil ity of thos,e allthori7.~n

tn first investigate it to make S'Jre it is within the conyrif1ht lal'J. The
pErson who requests thE duplication becomes r\:'sponsible for reading and
urrlerst'lndin~ the 1(l1".

REPORT FRm1 STUOnn ACADEMIC GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE - none



Or. Kelty extended her deep appreciation to Larry EstErly who served as
Parliamentarian and to Susan r1ason who served as Secretary.

UNFEHSHED RUSPIESS - none

~IEH BUSINESS - none

Meeting adjourned (d:4S r.m.)

c



FACULTY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TO THE CHANCELLOR OF THE

OHIO BOARD OF REGENTS

'nutes of the Meeting of December 11, 1980.

Chairman Gump called the meeting to order with the following members present: R. Boyer,
J. Coady, P. Falkenstein, H. Flory, L. Frenkel, S. Givens, R. Gump, E. !Iauser, T. Hensley,
P. Jastram, .l. Jordan, E. Largent, L. Laushey, .l. McComb, C. r.loseley, G. Nankervis,
R. Niedzielski, J. Rakowsky, G. Reagan, T. Teyler, S. VanderArk, and .l. Woodworth.

MORNING SESSION

~-linutes

Boyer Reso
h:tion

1980-81
Salary
Increases

HB 629

Budget
Crunch

Budget
Crisis

The Minutes of the meeting of October 23, 1980 were approved as circulated.

A resolution honoring Richard E. Boyer for his seven years of leadership
of the Faculty Advisory Corr~ittee was made by Givens and seconded
anonymously. A vote was taken which passed with 7 for, 6 opposed, and
10 abstaining. The resolution will be formally presented if Chairman
Gump can find time to get it typed and worked into FACs busy agenda.

Laushey enquired about the general percentage increases that were implemented
in this year's faculty salaries. The information that was garnered was:
BGSU - 10% COL and 2% merit; Cincinnati - 9/1/80 $1030 across the hoard plus
2% on base, and 1/1/81 3% on new base plus 0.75% merit; Hocking - 10%
COL plus merit; Lakeland - 7% increase on schedule plus 5% if not at top
step and 1% if at top; MCO - 9% average; Miami - 10-11%; OSU - 5% plus
3%, plus other possible 3%; OU - NA; Sinclair - 10%; UT - 9% COL and 4%
merit; and YSU - 9.25% .

.lastram reported that HB 629 had passed both houses of the legislatllrc.
The bill permits an employer to pick up the employe~;s portion of the STRS
payment. For an employer to do so, he must have majority support of the
employees. The bill provides that income tax in Ohio must be paid on the
picked up part, but, precedent indicates, federal income tax need not be
paid.

.lastram indicated that a good deal of political jostling was going on
over how best to attack the budget deficit. Both parties want to be sure
that the approach (responsibility) is bi-pal'tisan. Th~ Denlocrats gellt:,cally
oppose a sales tax increase, but realize that it is the only way to generate
tax funds quickly.

AFTERNOON SESSION

CM expressed great concern over both the short and long range implications
of the present budget problems. The crisis is both a loss of revenue and
a cash flow one. The latter has cost universities much in the loss of short
term investment income. The longer range problem centers also on the whole
attitude of the legislature toward the next biennia] budget.

CM indicated that OBOR was going to argue for continued proper funding on
the grounds of the growing demand for an educated lahar f(\rce. Additionally,
a cut in funding would lead to a limit on enrollments, which runs contrary
to the 'long standing philosophy of the state and its own best interests. On

6



Revision of
Rule 2

Subsidy
Revision

the question of how full funding would be accompl ished, 01 stated that his
view was that OBOR should emphasize the needs, and not how to implement them.

In the late 1960's the legislature imposed enrollment ceilings on the five
residential universities. OBOR was given the responsibility for monitoring Lt.
To do this Rule Two was promulgated which states that when a university exce,~ds

its limits the additional FTE will be funded at the General Studies One level.
However, the law is clear, according to CM, in stating that the limit should
not be exceeded. In the past year or two several schools have e~ceeded the
total. CM holds that this should not be allowed, and has attempted futilely
to stop it through voluntary action. He now asserts that OBOR is going to
have to revise Rule Two so as to put more teeth in the law. lie stated,
however, he did not intend to be arbitrary in his enforcement, but rather
to review each situation separately but firmly.

In response to the current status of the subsidy reVISIon formula, CM
replied that discussions are going on with the OBM. He is under orders
from OBOR to argue for the revision in the legislature, if the Governor turns
it down. He admitted that the revision is not perfect - it does not re,,,ard
efficiency of service or usage, for example.

Quality
Education

CM briefly hit on the question of quality education through
and the regional approach. This has become a regular topic
meeting. (See past minutes for e laborat ions of his views.)

PrO<Tram reviewc":>

for each FAC

Faculty
Salaries

Fee Waiver
Reciprocity

CM referred FAC to the respective members schools for information about
salary increments. He stated that the only information that OBOR had
available to use was that found in the Source Book.

CM agreed to give FAC some staff help on marshalling material concerning
the possible implementation of a fee waiver reciprocity plan.

(

Next
Meetings

The next two meetings of FAC were established. They will be on Tuesday,
January 20 and Wednesday, February 25. Both will be held in the OBOR Conference
Room with the morning sessions starting at 10:30 a.m. and the afternoon sessions
at 1:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Stuart R. Givens
Secretary

<.
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FACULTY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TO THE CHANCELLOR OF THE

OHIO BOARD OF REGENTS

Minutes of the Meeting of January 20, 1981.

t ~rman Gump called the meeting to order with the following members present: R. Boyer,
J. Coady, H. Flory, S. Givens, R. Gump, J. Jordan, L. Laushey, J. McComb, G. Nankervis,
D. Pabst, J. Rakowsky, G. St. Pierre, T. Teyler, and S. VanderArk.

MORNING SESSION

Minutes

Miscellan
eous

Boyer Reso
lution

The Minutes of the meeting of December 8, 1980 were approved with a correction
in the meeting date from December 11 to December 8.

Don Pabst was introduced as the new Alternate from Wright State University.
The Chairman informed FAC that CM had assigned Rosemary Jones to assist in
gathering any information on fee waivers. CG will ask her to provide whatever
material OBOR has available. The rest of the morning session was devoted to
the development of the afternoon agenda.

AFTERNOON SESSION

Chairman Gump presented former Chairman Boyer with the formal resolution
recognizing his seven years of leadership to FAC.

CM indicated that the next biennial budget would be a tight one. He affirmed
that the Governor's budget would be a balanced one which means one based on
a conservative estimate of tax revenues. That could mean a budget as low as
the present one which is 93% of the approved budget. He hopes that it will
be higher, but felt that all should be prepared for the worst. He does hope
to get added to the budget the funds necessary to cover the enrollment increases
of the current biennium. He thought that the new support formula would be
generally accepted, but cautioned that such acceptance per se would not mean
more money in the upcoming budget.

Program Mora
torium

(

Biennial
Budget

CM was asked if OBOR had ordered
programs. He said no, and added
the vitality of any university.
present moment might be merited,

or suggested an 18 month moratorium on new
that such an approach would tend to stifle
He did indicate that some moderation at the
however.

Enrollment
Limitation

HB 629 Veto

eM asserted that highf'T education was faced with the task (If justifying to
the legislature in bad economic times why its share of the tot~l budget should
not be decreased. A major job for OBOR and individual universities will be
to present its case for educating for the future against that of the very real
demands of the present moment such as welfare and prisons.

CM was asked what the law provides regarding enrollment limitation. He replied
that it is possible on a selective basis of subject requirements. A student
can not be denied admission on the basis of examinations or grades nor can a
student be denied total admission to a university. Some area of study must be
available to an individual seeking admission to any state university.

Despite the wording of the veto message of the Governor, (M felt that the main
reason for the veto of 11B 629 (employer pickup of employee's sh;lre of STRS/PERS)
was the timing of the passage. The bill seemed to indicate a slJhstantia l cost
to the :;tilte would result from the action. lit- indic;ll!'d llidt onOH would support
such lcgis1:JtiulI againif it is reintroduced.



Program
Review

Master
Plan

Off-Campus
Standards

Next
~eetings

-2-

The Chancellor was asked what he saw the linkage to be between program review
at the individual university level and OBOR's concern for quality control.
He answered that such a review, first of all, had value in itself. He added
that OBOR will have to devise a means by some sort of external audit so that ..
the relation of programs to the total system can be measured. The goal is to ~~
mesh programs both in the various regions of the state and statewide. J. Coady'
suggested that OBOR could help by developing some norms for programs to measure
themselves against. He also recommended that the original information OBOR
collects be recycled once just to check on its accuracy.

CM asserted that he was going to start implementing the new Master Plan. OBOR
intentions are to hold a number of hearings throughout the state in which the
views of all will be solicited upon future directions. From the hearings a
number of position papers will be developed which in turn will be circulated
for further discussion and reaction. He invited FAC to take an active role
in the process. The end result will be to help establish broad policy directions
for OBOR.

The Chancellor informed FAC that the graduate deans and others had agreed upon
standards and directions to be followed in carrying on off-campus programs.
He congratulated all for their cooperation and added that the results would be
most useful to him in enforcing a standard for all such programs.

The next two meetings of FAC were established. The next meeting as already
set will be on Wednesday, February 25. The following meeting will be on
Thursday, April 2. Both meetings will be in the OBOR Conference Room with
the morning sessions starting at 10:30 a.m. and the afternoon sessions at
1:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Stuart R. Givens
Secretary

(



FACULTY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TO TIlE CHANCELLOR OF THE

OHIO BOARD OF REGENTS
('

Mi ~es of the Meeting of February 25, 1981.

Vice Chairman Laushey called the meeting to order with the following members present: R. Boyer,
V. Calo, Glenn Clark, J. Coady, H. Flory, L. Frenkel, S. Givens, E. Hauser, P. Jastram,
J. Jordan, L. Laushey, C. Moseley, R. Niedzielski, D. Pabst, J. Rakowsky, T. Teyler, and
S. VanderArk.

MORNING SESSION

Minutes

~1el!lbership
Changes

Professional
Liability

Cu~ '~nt

Bu .:t

5i tuation

Biennial
Budget

Biennial
~ Budget

The minutes of the meeting of January 20, 1981 were approved as circulated.

Two new persons have been chosen from Cuyahoga Community College to serve on
FAC. They are Elizabeth Redstone and Vince Cala (Alternate). Vince Cala
attended the meeting ffild was welcomed to FAC. Ed Hauser has a new home telephone
number. It is 216/354/2821.

Frenkel enquired what the experiences of other schools were on professional
liability coverage. He stated that MCO had coverage from private funds, but that
the role of the state was unclear. His interpretation is that if the liability
is clearly school associated then the state Attorney General would help, but if
it were marginal, then, he probably would not. Various FAC memhers agreed that
the best approach to the question was for individuals to take out the Ohio
College Association coverage which is $1 million dollars for a $30 premium.

All the FAC members reported on how the budget crunch was being handled at their
school. While there were variances the general pattern included: hiring freezes,
cuts in operating budgets, limitations on travel, and some cutting of staff.
Additionally, most have either instituted or are going to institute fee increases.

FAC discussed at length the outlook for the next biennial budget. It was generally
agreed that the prospects for more than a continuation budget were slim. Moreover,
there is the added uncertainty of the impact of federal cuts in higher education.
All agreed that FAC should urge CM to make as strong a presentation to the legis
lature as possible.

AFTERNOON SESSION

eM indicatzd that OBOR would fight hard for its budget which is $200 million over
the Governor's. He ass'C'Tted, that while he was not optimistic about success, the
demonstrable need in the budget needed to be argued. Parenthetically, he said that
there was possibly as much as a half billion dollar down side risk in even the
Governor's budget. He added that there was little new in the OBOR Budget. The
main additional items were money for a fund for distinguished professors, libraries
and catch-up for urban schools.

CM listed two priorities for funding. These are: 1) a, increase in the state's
share of funding the model rather than depending increasingly on student fees, and
2) the creation of a growth FJol. Another potential problem facing the universitie
is the passage of an unfunded civil service pay bill.



Enrollment
Projections

Master
Plan

Miscellan
eous Topics
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.Several FAC members enquired about the enrollment projections issued by OBOR.
CM replied that they were projections and were still open to change. However,
he held that they were based on information given by the schools in the system. .
Some of the variances occur because buffering is ending for some institutions ~~
or because of a change in the formula mix. "."

CM announced that four regional meetings are scheduled to enable the general
public to express their views about the Master Plan. These meetings will be:
3/19 Columbus, 3/26 Cincinnati, 3/29 Cleveland, and 3/30 Toledo. He added that
the university presidents were being asked separately to submit their views to
OBOR. He expressed the hope that everyone involved will deal with such specific
issues as: program review; public-private institution relationships; urban
university grants; public service role of higher education; and, the relationship
of universities-government-industry. He reiterated his interest in FAC views.

Several topics were touched upon briefly during the afternoon's discussions. They
included: 1) an update on remedial education efforts; 2) a statement that all
schools should remain open to new programs even with budget restraints; 3) a
positive clarification on the powers of OBOR to end graduate programs; and 4)
an assurance that OBOR will not ask for an interpretation of the $55,000 salary
ceiling.

The May meeting of the FAC was established for Wednesday May 6. The next meeting will be held
on Thursday, April 2 in the OBOR Conference Room with the morning session commencing at 10:30
a.m. and the afternoon session at 1:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Stuart R. Givens
Secretary



FACULTY ADVISORY COI1MITTEE
TO THE CHANCELLOR OF THE

OHIO BOARD OF REGENTS

"lutes of the Meeting of April 2, 1981.

Chainmm Gump called the meeting to order with the followinp; members present: R. Boyer,
V. C:clo, J. Coady, G. Clark, P. Falkenstein, H. Flory, S. Givens, R. Gump, C. Hartman,
E. 11::.user, P. Jastram, J. Jordan, E. Largent, L. Laushey, J. lvJcComb, C. Moseley, G. N'mkervis,
R. Niedzielski, J. Rakows~y, E. Redstone, T. Teyler, and J. Woodworth.

MORNING SESSION

;,'!inutes The minutes of the meeting of February 25, 1981 were approved riS circula',ed.

!:ii scellany Chairman Gump informed FAC that the agenda
to be only suggestive and not definitive.
Calo's name in the mailing list was noted.

which was recei'1('d i'rom eM wa:; intended
An error in the printing of Vincent

(Please correct your list to Calo.)

the budget (House Ei 11 167)
Arnone; the m:-c,jor points he'

Master
Plan

Eudget

Most of the discussion during the morning centered around the budp;et. Jastram
indicated that the chances for higher education to get any increase above the
Executive Budget level was slight. He also said that the budgeting process
seemed strongly to indicate that the legislature would only appropriate for one
year. He added that many legislators are worried about an estimated $500 million
short-fall in anticipated revenues which colors their willingness to enact a more
generous budget.

Largent raised the point of whether CM might be willing to give support to the
idea of a referendum. Several members pointed out that he had expres:3ed a
negative view of the referendum approach.

Following di:3cussion about the state wide meetings that had just concluded, FAC
agreed that it should urge CM to involve it actively in the process of dl'awing
up the final statement. Additionally, several felt that he should be encouraged
to urge OBOR to issue a policy statement concerning the need for evaluation
and tenure at the two year schools.

AFTERNOON SESSION

CM expounded at length about the current status of
and his views of the prospects for its final form.
made ,,,ere:

1. In spite of 'projected defie it, the House will pass a bill very c18:c'e
to the Executive Budget proposal.

2. The new subsidy formula is set even though the approprLl.tions '.rill ',::
completely fund the models.

3. It is highly lii\.ely that the ler;islature will cut the enrollment lag
period from two years to one year. CM thinks in time it wlll be restored to two,
however.

t. F1.mds for remedial educatir,n are still in the proposed budget.
5. ':The HoU';e has cleared the way for lifting the sal:lry 1.jmit~; on unilJcr:3ity

presiel2nt,~, herrlth officers, etc. CM cautioned against too muer] optimi~;m b,:cause
there is opposition in the Senate anel potenti:illy with thr Governor.

6. Hir;hc~r' (;nuc:lti (,n h'LS rd I~h priori t,Y ill i.r,(. l'l~i :~l;li Ilf'(~, hut Lh" ~)cl1:JLp

j;; '!"ry "')[II't,r'fj"rl :I,h)uL 1n,lrmcilil'. t,}j(' bllr]I~('i. 'Inll, !.'llt'I'I'I'(H" , will Trill:;!, I il",ly
(,Ill, l,,!I:'!.I'VI·!' ('Illne:; "Ill. ()f 1.11,', 1[1)\1:;('. 'I'hr: IJ11!."<lIOI" 1',,'()[!1 ("'li!"""'[1,'" I:; 11111']":1.1'.

'r. 'I'hl' Chl'i~;l,rrl'L'; L:tXl:':; (:;'L1,':; 1.:1X) will I", :l.ll,,\:,'d I." "xpil"'.11. it;

:1.::;:11111,',,1 Llut (11" ll('l'r! !'o," L:l.Xl':: v,jJl1J"'(l1IJll' c l":ll' :trlil pilb 1 i ,( {' 1:I/II"!' wi 11 Lh,'n
al'low :1 ::Ullpl"I:I,'liI:1 1 l)udl~t2't 1.0 be 1'11~I{'t.('d lil:lytH' in lJtt.,~ ~;Ulflrn(:r.



Ci'fil Rights
I"k'view

Linkage

t.hster
Plan

Off-Campus
Programs

~.cciproci ty

8. OBon was able to salvage $6 million from its buO",;[, when the State
Department of Educat ion Figreed to pick up that amount for fund i.lll~ Jpr-e-s,~cv Lee
training, which W2S dictated by the Teacher Redesign :)rol"·;ur.. CM ,;aic1 that
the money \-lOuld be used to help fund the Di~,placed Ho;:\crrn]-;er Pl'op;ram, OIC::;,
and th~ Outside Scholar Program.

9. Fee increases are inevitable. Based on the I';xecut ive Budget SCh001(?
to hold even would have to increase fees "ty $100 a quarte l'. He cautioned ,;.~

against that much of a raise, but added that some incl'cas,' was mandatory.
10. A Capital Improvements Bill i.s li}::ely to be int roducecl in Ma,y.

Current rumor puts the amount somewhere in the range of $1>00 to $900 mi 11 ion.

CM alerted FAC to the fact that the Civil Hip;hts Cormn issilJ!1 is invcstir;aLinp;
possible infringement of Title VI. The charp;es center on racial student body
imbalance at cec Metro and Western Campuses, graduate COUt';;e dis tribut ion
between HSU and Central State, and total minority enrollmr'nt at Hiami. The
Attorney General is involved in the case, ~L!1d mlOR has a1',"ued that j t is not
the controlling agency for hi gher education for the ,;tat,·. A point trlat hal,
been ignored, CM added. The outcome' is unclear, but the danger is in felleral
funding, \·rhi eh is to the whole state and not to indi vidu:'.: in:.;ti tutions.
Therefore, if fault is found and funding suspended it woulcl be to all. (lEUR
has been told that it would hear something by April 15.

OEOR is making contacts with business and labor in nn ef:'0rt to promote i,;re.'l.ter
cooperation between them and higher education. It \-TOuld 1 ike to offer 1.:10
resources of schools to help both in their training prOCY:1C1S aui rcc;caccl1. The
goal is not to lower standards, but to be flexible enough :l~: to b:' of ~~l~l·V;\'C.

CM argues that all stand to profit from such linkage.

CM announced that the hearings on the Master Plan h:ld bC",1 succ,:~;~;ful atlt1 that
GEOR was now ready to write up position papers for comment. He ho[x'c; that ~h'

papers will be ready by e2.rly Fall. OBOR aims for ,?arly 1982 '\)r U,:e, fin'il(
plan to be released. He assured FAC of a role in rcvievinr,; Lh,~ DO.;l~l.O:' '1),DC'!'.'.

On the issue of evaluation and tenure for two year :3(~hooL;, CI·l:lgL"~'?d to t:le

merit of the idea, but did not endorse it.

CM rei torated hi s concern about the quality 0 t' off-camp1];~ pduc,tt Lon. Tha t
included matters of institutional cooperation and avoiunrJce of overlilp. 11-'
stated that whiJe he did not want to publ ic i z':: hi s effort:3, 'ne 1;[3.:3 ha virw Sl)mC
success. He further mentioned that the new budget bill hilS a provi3ion Wllich
gives OEOH authority for all degree programs 8.bove t,he as;cociate lev,::l irL:luditl
proprietary schools.

In response to questions from UT about reciprC)city, eM repLed tlcat the' ; i tna
tion has been cleared to the point that he can nm, attempt to ne:goti;•. r.<.: ;1 Yh"d

contract with Michigan. r[,he holdup has been UT I S nn"li n ; '1.rnO:3 c~ to rCHiOV" t h,)
word "equal" from their proposal. rrhe equal refer.; to t le flo\{ or ,; t U\1211L~;

from Ohio to Michigan and vice versa.

'1'he next meeting of FAC will be on 'rlednesd3.Y, May 6. The following me,': inft, will b"" on
Thursday, June 11. Both meetings will be held in the OBOR Confer"nceJom and will convene
at 10: 30 a.m. for t.he morning session and 1 :15 p.m. for the afterrloon ; ssion.

Respectfully suomitt,>d,

Stuart R. Givens
Secretary

13



FACULTY ADVISORY COM/'-IITTEE
TO TIlE CHANCELLOR OF TIlE

OHIO BOARD OF REGENTS

r 'utes of the Meeting of May 6, 1981.

ChairmJn GU~p called the meeting to ord8r wit~ the following members present: R. Boyer,
V. Calo, J. Carson, G. Clark, J. Coady, H. Flory, S. Givens,R. Gump, J. Jordan, E. Largent,
L. Laushey, G. Nankervis, R. Niedzielski, D. Pabst, G. St. Pierre, T. Teyler, and
S. VanderArk.

MORNING SESS ION

Minutes

Salary
Pl'ospects

Budget
Prospects

The Minutes of the meeting of April 2, 1981 were approved as circulated.

The members of FAC shared information on the current status of salary
proposals for next year. It became obvious that the development of such
budgets varied considerably. In brief the reports were:

1. Akron. Contracts are out with a flat 3 1/2% increase. If narc fund:;
become available the money will be distributed based on departmental recommen
dation.

2. Bowling Green. No contracts have been extended and the liklihood is
for letters of intent to be issued this Spring. The likely figure for an
increase is approximately 7%.

3. Cincinnati. No contracts yet. The University proposed 6% increase.
AAUP proposed a two year contract with $2,000 across the board with an added
6% plus 2% merit for the 1st year, and $2,100 across the board plus 5% merit
and another 2% at mid-year. The best guess is that the increase will be
on the order of 8% for next year.

4. CCC. In the 1st of a 3 year contract which calls for 8% for next year.
Discussion is going on over an increase in the contract hours. If they are
increased salary adjustments will be made.

5. Jefferson Tech. 'Contracts are out and increases by rank are $450,
$550, and $650. If more money than anticipated is generated there will he
a reevaluation.

6. M.C.O. Clinical faculty will receive a 4 1/2% increase and the Pre
Clinical an average 6% with a 10% top limit.

7. Miami. No contracts yet, but recommendations average 8-9%.
8. O.S.U. No contracts yet. Owing to cut backs the faculty lost 4%

of proposed increases during the current year. The hope is for increases in
the range of 12-13%.

9. Toledo. A letter of intent will be issued with exact salary and contrac1
to be determined later. The feeling is that it will be in the 8-9% range.

10. Wright State. Contracts including the STRS pickup have been proposed a-::
10.3%. The administration has replied with a minimum offer of 7.6%.

11. Youngstown State. There is "an ominous silence" on the issue. The
target is 11%, but~hat is felt to be an unrealistic goal.

AFTERNOON SESSION

CM sununarized the current budget situation and also expressed his views On
how the whole question might be best approached.

1. The'Situation. While the House treated higher education equitably, the
Senate -rs-faced with the reality of the current shortfall in revenues. 1\ cut
of the House hill by as much as 7% is likely. There is no chance of a gain.

ILl
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It is possible that the Senate bill will be up to $150 mi Ilion under a
continuation budget. The Christmas taxes will be allowed to expire, as promised.
If there is sufficient reaction a new tax bill will be passed which might
generate enough to fund higher education at or above the current House budget
level. £;

2. CM's Views. Higher education must stand together and make clear to ~ft
the legislature and the public what can and can not be done with the proposed
budget. This is not a time for division or competition wnong the various
segments of the higher ed. community. CM emphasized th~t an important facet
of higher education's argument for funds is to demonstrate efficiency and a
lack of duplication. For that reason both local progr~n revenue and some
auditing and coordination of it by OBOR is necessary.

Proposed
Y-las ter
;'lan

1'i tle VI
Compliance
Review

Reciprocity
\dth State
of r.!ichigan

Commission
on Articula
tion

Tenure Caps
or Quotas

CM distributed a DRAF1' copy of a "Summary of Major Master Plan Topics." He
conunented on a couple ideas that will be dealt with in the-plan. He is convinced
that general education has been tested for the past twenty years and has failed.
Also, CM averred that the concept of non-traditional learning is polariZing the
academic community and~ therefore. must be studied to see if it works. One
other conjecture posited was that faculty advising is a major key to academic
success and meaningful progress. CM pointed out a number of problems that must
be solved. Among them are: the role of education by television; the tn1es of
degree programs that should be offered; issues of inter-institutional review
and cooperation; and. the question of quality versus quantity in evaluating
continuance of programs.

CM announced that the whole matter of the review by the Office of Civil Rights
on state-wide Title VI compliance has been delayed for a month. GROn has
been told that they will be informed of the decision by May 15th.

CM stated that the issue of reciprocity with Michigan as discussed at the I af
meeting of FAC has been clarified. He thinks that the legislature wi 11 enact
a one year continuation of the arrangement with wording that clearly makes the
exchangeequal. If that is done and the Governor signs, CM will recommend
OBOR approval.

CM said he has been nonplussed by many of the reactions to the "Report of the
Advisory Commission on ArtiCUlation Between Secondary Education and Ohio
Colleges." He asserted that he viewed the approach as one of "truth in adver
tising" and not as a proposal to make college entrance difficult. The emphasis
is on improving the chances of a person succeeding in college and gaining the:
maximum benefit from the experience.

CM was asked his or OBOR' s view on the desirabi Ii ty of tenure caps or quot as.
He responded that there A2S -no general 0::.:' gcod answer to that issue.

Thp next meeting of FAC ","'ill be on Thursday, June 11 at 10: 30 a .m. in the OBOR Conference
Room, The morning session will convene at 10:30 a.m. and the aftel~oon at 1:15 p.m< It
,,'as agreed that the Summer Social l-leeting would be held on Monday. July 20th.

Respectfully suomi ned,

/1;

Stuart R. Givens
Secretary l



SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING

SCHOOL OF EDUCATION . E~ ( j.DMINISTRATION
WIW5TO/v ffS Ni..E!1AAI.~.r- .. -;iff
Joseph Kirschner Taylor Alderman ~~~

George Levitsky 1 Charles HcBriarity
Jack Dunsing James Scriven ~"

Neil Humphrey ---
At Large.... - Bernard Gillis .. .'-,-

•

. James Douglass - __
Peter Baldino ; John Yemma
Edward Tokar 6"": Frank Siebold ===_-_~_-_-
Edgar Cobett Lee Rand

Bernard Yozwiak
Nicholas Paraska
Robert Dodge
William McGraw
George Sutton
David Ruggles

,',!}JC/

~.:vv....?11iivv',> ,
<.. .

\

Geology
Richard Bee
Edwin V. Bishop
Hugh Earnhart
Jack Neville::
John W. Manton
James Morrison
James P. Poggione
Nicholas Sturm
Mario Veccia

ARTS & SCIENCES

C Jmas Dobbelstein
';"L1liam Eichenberger
Beverly Gartland
'lqrt in Greenman
Susan Mason

At-Large .... At Large ....

STUDENT HEMBERS

At Large ...

FINE & PERFORMING ARTS

.James C. Nevis
Edgar Manning
Paul M. Audey
Laurie Airhart
Rainer Kangas
Nan Hudak
Brenda Cipriano
Catherine Simpson
Crystal Shells
Mark Mook

Donald Byo J..q __"~~en Lewandowski.
Edward Largent [;tdb~fti,~-;;.Ray Nakley
Joseph Lapinski 1 *Ed Salata
Elaine Juhasz ------------ *Jeff Laret==:;;.;;..::.-.;::-::;;==----- --------

i"Dean Deperro

Sidney Roberts
Gratia Murphy
Lowell Satre
Larry Esterly
Jean Kelty
Anthony Stocks

ederick Blue
~corge Beelen
Taghi Kermani
Ikram Khawaja
l.Jilliam Jenkins
Agnes Smith
Friedrich Koknat
Mark Masaki
John White
William Binning

June 15
& TECHNOLOGY

. ~~ / _* Term Expires

-;1Jz61. 7, v-<-(/--<JI';'-'

- :1--

APPLIED SCIENCE

Mary Beaub ien
Toan Boyd
Ralph Crum
Cynthia Peterson
Patricia McCarthy
C. Allen Pierce

ADMINISTRATION

At Large ....

Mervin Kohn
Terry Deiderick
Raymond Shuster

-me Simmons

A
\\~u
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