
1 NUTI-S 

Of The M e e t i n g 

Of 

THE ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

Th u r s d a y , 
3:30-5:00 
Room 215 

F e b r u a r y 7, 1980 
p.m. 
E n g i n e e r i n g S c i e n c e 

P r e s e n t : 
Dr. Hahn 
Dr. H i l l 
Dr. Hovey 

Dr. B a l d i n o Dr. K o u g l 
Dr. Munro 
Dr. R i c h l e y 
Dr. S c r i v e n 

Dr. Khawaja 

ACTIONS 

1. Dr. H i l l c a l l e d the m e e t i n g to o r d e r . He asked f o r the committee's 
p l e a s u r e w i t h t h e m i n u t e s . Dr. B a l d i n o moved, and Dr. Munro seconded. 

A committee member had a q u e s t i o n about the s t a t e m e n t on page t h r e e , 
second to l a s t p a r a g r a p h from the bottom. The f i r s t s e n t e n c e was 
changed to "A committee member then asked the g u e s t s what i t i s t h e y 
want from the Academic A f f a i r s Committee." 

A n o t h e r member r e f e r r e d t o page two, p a r a g r a p h two, and s u g g e s t e d 
the word " s p e c i f i e d " be i n s e r t e d b e f o r e the word e l e c t i v e s . The 
amendment was made. 

The m i n u t e s were approved u n a n i m o u s l y . 

2. The c h a i r m a n i n v i t e d d i s c u s s i o n about the g r a d i n g system f o r competency-
based c o u r s e s . He asked Dr. S c r i v e n t o e x p l a i n why he f e e l s the I 
i s a p p r o p r i a t e t o use. 

Dr. S c r i v e n s a i d he went back t o t h e m i n u t e s of the Senate t h a t were 
r e c o r d e d p r i o r t o the a d o p t i o n of t h e t f ; the I grade was mentioned 
and the f a c t t h a t i t c o u l d be used i n e x t e n u a t i n g c i r c u m s t a n c e s . 

Dr. H i l l asked i f i t would be h i s judgment t h a t some message go out 
t h a t the I c o u l d be used. 

Dr. S c r i v e n s a i d i t would be a p p r o p r i a t e to r e s p o n d . 

Dr. H i l l a s k e d i f the committee g e n e r a l l y a g r e e s t h a t as f a r as t h e y 
can d e t e r m i n e , the use o f the I w i l l a l l e v i a t e Mary Loud's c o n c e r n s . 

Dr. H i l l asked i f any a c t i o n i s needed o t h e r than to have e i t h e r 
Dr. S c r i v e n o r h i m s e l f p o i n t o u t t o h e r t h a t the I grade i s an o p t i o n . 

Dr. Khawaja moved t h a t one of the two men i n f o r m Mary Loud. Dr. R i c h l e y 
seconded the m o t i o n . The m o t i o n was approved. 



3. There was b r i e f d i s c u s s i o n c o n c e r n i n g the Honors i s s u e b e f o r e 
i n v i t i n g t he g u e s t , M i s s B r o w n l e e , i n t o the m e e t i n g f o r f o r m a l 
d i s c u s s i o n . 

I t was s t a t e d by one member of the committee t h a t t h i s r e f e r s t o 
Honors Day and has n o t h i n g t o do w i t h the Honors Program. 

There was d i s c u s s i o n as to whether i t f a l l s under the char g e o f the 
Academic A f f a i r s Committee. I t was f i n a l l y e s t a b l i s h e d t h a t i t 
does come under t h i s committee's c h a r g e . 

M i s s Brownlee was i n v i t e d i n t o t he room. Dr. H i l l asked M i s s Brownlee 
to g i v e a l i t t l e b ackground on the r a t i o n a l e f o r the new pro p o s e d 
r u l e s and t o make any comments t h a t she would l i k e t o make r e l a t i v e 
to them. 

She s a i d t h a t she s e r v e d as a member of the Academic E v e n t s Committee. 
Two y e a r s ago (1978) they s t u d i e d the r u l e s and r e g u l a t i o n s t h a t 
she had always based the honors on, and th e y came up w i t h a few 
s u g g e s t i o n s . 

(1) The o r i g i n a l r u l i n g was t h a t a s t u d e n t must have c o m p l e t e d 18 
ho u r s a t Y.S.U. t o be e l i g i b l e , r e g a r d l e s s o f r a n k . They d i d n o t 
f e e l t h a t was r i g h t , so t h e y came up w i t h a p r o p o s a l t h a t i t be 
changed. They f e l t t h a t freshmen s h o u l d have 18 h o u r s but beyond t h a t , 
u p p e r c l a s s m e n s h o u l d have c o m p l e t e d more t h a n 18 h o u r s t o be e l i g i b l e 
f o r h o n o r s . 

(2) N e x t , i t was f e l t t h a t one must be i n a t t e n d a n c e at Y.S.U. f o r 
the q u a r t e r i n w h i c h t h e honors i s d e t e r m i n e d , the w i n t e r q u a r t e r 
p r i o r t o the s p r i n g Honors Day Program. (She s a i d t h i s has always been 
a r u l e ; i t i s j u s t w r i t t e n a l i t t l e d i f f e r e n t . The o r i g i n a l s a i d t h e . 
s t u d e n t must be i n a t t e n d a n c e , b u t i t d i d not say what q u a r t e r . ) 

(3) They pr o p o s e d t h a t f r eshmen, sophomores, and j u n i o r s would be 
computed on the top 1 p e r c e n t by s c h o o l ; and t h a t s e n i o r s , anyone 
h a v i n g 3.8 o r above, would be e l i g i b l e . The r a t i o n a l e was t h a t t h e r e 
c o u l d be a number o f p e o p l e i n a s m a l l s c h o o l who have a 3.8 and a r e 
not e l i g i b l e f o r honors because e n r o l l m e n t i n t h a t s c h o o l i s v e r y 
s m a l l , and perhaps o n l y one s t u d e n t would be awarded an honor. I f 
t h a t s t u d e n t had a 3.9, i t would be u n f a i r to the s t u d e n t s h a v i n g 
3.89, e t c . (The language s h o u l d p r o b a b l y r e a d , top 1 p e r c e n t o r 
t h o s e h a v i n g 3.8 o r above, w h i c h e v e r i s l a r g e r . ) 

A member of the committee r e f e r r e d to l e t t e r f. of the r u l e s t h a t 
r e m a i n the same; he s a i d t h a t i f the word "count"'were i n s e r t e d a t the 
end o f the s e n t e n c e , i t would make i t l e s s c o n f u s i n g . 

A member asked what the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the w i n t e r q u a r t e r i s . M i s s 
Brownlee s a i d t h a t i s the q u a r t e r i n w h i c h the hon o r s w i l l be d e t e r ­
mined . 

A n o t h e r member q u e s t i o n e d why the s t u d e n t must be i n a t t e n d a n c e w i n t e r , 
q u a r t e r , i f the c o m p u t a t i o n s a r e made d u r i n g t h a t q u a r t e r , b u t a r e based 
on f a l l q u a r t e r i n f o r m a t i o n . 
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M i s s Brownlee s a i d she asked Mrs. S m i t h , who was on the Committee 
o r i g i n a l l y , and she i n d i c a t e d t h a t they f e l t t h a t the f a l l e n r o l l ­
ment was the h i g h e s t e n r o l l m e n t , w h i c h i s t r u e s t i l l . They f e l t 
t h a t t h i s i s the e n r o l l m e n t count t h a t they s h o u l d base the p e r c e n t ­
age on. 

A member asked i f i t would be d i f f i c u l t or p o s s i b l e to have t h e computer 
s u p p l y a l i s t o f p e o p l e a t t h e end of f a l l r a t h e r t h a n t h o s e c u r r e n t l y 
e n r o l l e d . M i s s Brownlee s a i d i t c o u l d be done. 

I t was e s t a b l i s h e d t h a t they a r e u s i n g f a l l q u a r t e r t o get the 1 p e r c e n t . 

M i s s Brownlee s a i d t h a t the computer c e n t e r g e n e r a t e s a l i s t i n g o f 
a l l t h o s e i n s c h o o l a t the end o f the w i n t e r q u a r t e r by s c h o o l , by 
ra n k , and by p o i n t a v e r a g e . Then, she s i m p l y goes t h r o u g h and makes 
s u r e o f the top 1 p e r c e n t , w h i c h i s based on the e n r o l l m e n t count o f 
the f a l l q u a r t e r , t a k e s the top 1 p e r c e n t and chec k s t h e i r r e c o r d s . 

A member asked why c o u l d not the end o f the w i n t e r q u a r t e r numbers 
d e t e r m i n e t h e 1 p e r c e n t . 

A n o t h e r member responded by s a y i n g i t i s p r o b a b l y t h e t h i n k i n g o f the 
p a s t t h a t more p e o p l e would r e c e i v e honors t h i s way. 

The member the n a s k e d , why not i n f l a t e the number from 1 p e r c e n t to 
1.2 p e r c e n t ? E v e r y t h i n g c o u l d be based on the count and grade p o i n t 
at t h e end o f the w i n t e r . He s a i d , i t seems d i s j o i n t e d . 

M i s s Brownlee s a i d t h e r e would be no o b j e c t i o n ; t h a t was j u s t how i t 
was o r i g i n a l l y done, and t h e Committee d i d not see any r e a s o n to 
change i t . 

A member s a i d t h a t he sees a pro b l e m no m a t t e r where the l i n e i s 
drawn. A p e r s o n c o u l d a t t e n d s p r i n g o r f a l l q u a r t e r f o r t e n y e a r s and 
get a 4.0 and n o t be e l i g i b l e s i m p l y because o f t h e mechanism o f 
e n r o l l m e n t and n o t because o f academic p e r f o r m a n c e . 

I t was asked how they f i t t h e December g r a d u a t e s i n t o t h e w i n t e r group. 
M i s s Brownlee s a i d i t i s done m a n u a l l y . 

A member o f the committee asked i f i t would be any t r o u b l e t o change i t 
to t h e w i n t e r q u a r t e r . The g u e s t s a i d , no. 

A member s a i d t h a t b e f o r e t h i s committee makes a d e t e r m i n a t i o n , he 
t h i n k s t h a t i t s h o u l d l o o k a t numbers and see how many fewer we a r e 
t a l k i n g a b o u t . 

M i s s Brownlee s a i d i t w i l l r e d u c e the number c o n s i d e r a b l y . 

A member s a i d t h a t the w i n t e r count as opposed to the f a l l count and 
c h a n g i n g t h e minimum f o r u p p e r c l a s s m e n w i l l b o t h reduce the number. 

I t was s a i d t h a t the o n l y s t u d e n t s t h i s would a f f e c t would be t r a n s f e r s . 
I t was asked what p r o p o r t i o n o f s t u d e n t s a r e t r a n s f e r s . I t was f e l t 
p erhaps 10 p e r c e n t . 



Dr. H i l l asked f o r a d d i t i o n a l d i s c u s s i o n . There were no a d d i t i o n a l 
q u e s t i o n s , so M i s s Brownlee l e f t . 

T here was c o n t i n u e d d i s c u s s i o n a f t e r t he guest l e f t . Dr. H i l l asked 
i f the committee would l i k e to t a k e a c t i o n today or w a i t u n t i l t he 
ne x t week so t h a t t h e y may have a d d i t i o n a l time t o t h i n k . 

A member asked i f i t would be out o f l i n e f o r t h e committee t o recom­
mend t o t h e Academic E v e n t s Committee t h a t f o r t h e Honors Day C o n v o c a t i o n 
f o r 1980, the r u l e s c u r r e n t l y i n e f f e c t be c o n t i n u e d ; and t h a t the 
committee w i l l a t t e n d to the c o n c e r n s d u r i n g the y e a r s i n c e t h e r e i s 
not t i m e enough t o c o n s i d e r i t and put i t t h r o u g h the Senate b e f o r e 
M i s s Brownlee must b e g i n p r e p a r a t i o n . 

Dr. S c r i v e n moved, and Dr. R i c h l e y seconded. I t was a c c e p t e d by the 
committee; the m o t i o n was a p p r o v e d . 

The committee t u r n e d to t h e i t e m on the agenda about t h e McCracken 
p r o p o s a l . Dr. H i l l s a i d t h a t i t does not appear t h a t a l l the r e q u e s t e d 
changes were made. 

Dr. H i l l s a i d t h a t the p r o p o s a l has a l s o been s u b m i t t e d t o t h e C u r r i c ­
ulum Committee, w h i c h i s l o a t h to move u n t i l h e a r i n g from t h i s commit­
t e e ; however, t h e i r d e a d l i n e f o r t h e c a t a l o g i s t h i s week. He s a i d 
t h a t s i n c e t h e r e i s not enough r e m a i n i n g time a t t h i s m e e t i n g to 
come t o any c o n s e n s u s , t h e committee may want to c o n s i d e r m e e t i n g a g a i n 
the n e x t day i f i t i s f e l t t h a t i t i s i m p o r t a n t enough t o m e r i t d o i n g so. 

He a l s o proposed a d v i s i n g the Committee t o go f o r w a r d and do wha t e v e r 
i s n e c e s s a r y , and the n a f t e r w a r d s , t h i s committee would make any 
o b j e c t i o n s i t h as. 

A member s a i d he had t a l k e d t o McCracken e a r l i e r t h a t day; he s a i d i t 
i s n o t needed u n t i l the end o f s p r i n g q u a r t e r . 

I t was d e c i d e d to w a i t u n t i l n e x t week. 

The m o t i o n to a d j o u r n came from Dr. Hovey and was seconded by Dr. R i c h l e y . 
The m e e t i n g was a d j o u r n e d . 
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