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Opening Mass

The Mass to celebrate the formal opening of the academic
year will be held Sunday, September 10, 1995, at 10 a.m.
in the Basilica of the Sacred Heart. The presiding cel-
ebrant will be Rev. Edward A. Malloy, C.S.C., University
president, and the homilist will be Provost Timothy
O'Meara.

President’s Brunch for New Faculty

The president will host a brunch for new faculty members
in the South Dining Hall immediately following the
Opening Mass, at approximately 11:30 a.m.

Lilly Faculty Open Fellowship
Program

Last May the University of Notre Dame received word
from Ralph Lundgren, vice president for education at
Lilly Endowment, that after 21 years the Lilly Faculty
Open Fellowship Program was being discontinued. The
University regrets the end of this unique fellowship but
is pleased to have had 16 winners during the course of
the program.

Lilly’s Summer Stipend Program has also been
discontinued.

Architecture Library Temporarily
Relocated

Due to the remodelling of the Architecture Building, the
collection and services of the Architecture Library have
moved to the Hesburgh Library. The architecture collec-
tion is temporarily housed in the northwest corner of the
second floor of Hesburgh, with the exception of recent
issues of journals (which are now in the Current Periodi-
cals Center), materials for reserves (which are now in the
Reserve Book Room), and selected reference works (which
may now be consulted in the Reference Department).
Service for architecture materials is provided at the usual
points in the Hesburgh Library — Reference, Circulation,
Reserve, Interlibrary Loan and the Current Periodicals
Center.

The Architecture Library will remain in Hesburgh until
January 1997, when the remodelling of the Architecture
Building is expected to be completed. The records in the
libraries’ online catalog have been adjusted to reflect the
temporary change of location. Telephone numbers for
Architecture Library personnel (who have relocated to
205 Hesburgh) remain the same.

For further information, please contact Sheila R. Curl, en-
gineering/architecture librarian. Voice: (219) 631-6692;
Fax: (219) 631-9208; E-mail: Curl.2@nd.edu.
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Honors

Panos Antsaklis, professor of electrical engineering, was
elected president of the IEEE Control Systems Society at
the Board of Governors meeting in Seattle, Wash. He will
serve as president-elect in 1996 and president in 1997.
The IEEE Control Systems Society is internationally recog-
nized as the premier scientific and engineering organiza-
tion dedicated to the advancement of the theory and
practice of systems and control. Antsaklis is currently
vice president of the IEEE Control Systems Society.

Peri E. Arnold, professor of government and interna-
tional studies, has been appointed to membership on the
editorial board of Polity, the journal of the Northeastern
Political Science Association.

Jeffrey H. Bergstrand, associate professor of finance and
business economics and fellow in the Kroc Institute, was
appointed to the editorial council of the Review of Interna-
tional Economics which publishes theoretical and empiri-
cal papers on international trade and finance. The Review
is sponsored by the International Economics and Finance
Society.

Teresa Ghilarducci, associate professor of economics,
was appointed a delegate to the White House Conference
on Aging in Washington, D.C., May 2-5. She was ap-
pointed to the advisory board for the Pension Benefits Re-
porter of the Bureau of National Affairs in Washington,
D.C., for a three-year appointment which began in April.

Paula Higgins, associate professor of music, has been ap-
pointed by the president and board of directors of the
American Musicological Society, a constituent member of
the American Council of Learned Societies, to a three-
year term (1996-98) as editor-in-chief of the Journal of the
American Musicological Society, the premier journal in the
field of musicology.

Paul J. McGinn, associate professor of chemical engineer-
ing, was appointed the representative of the Electronic
Materials Division to the Student Affairs Committee of
the Minerals, Metals and Materials Society.

Anthony N. Michel, McCloskey dean of engineering and
Freimann professor of electrical engineering, was ap-
pointed a distinguished lecturer of the Circuits and Sys-
tems Society of the Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers for two years. Michel was reappointed to the
editorial board of Circuits, Systems and Signal Processing for
a three-year term.

Robert C. Miller, director of libraries, was elected chair-
man of the New Indiana Network Interim Group at their
meeting in Indianapolis, Ind., Aug. 8.

Morris Pollard, Coleman director of the Lobund Labora-

tory and professor emeritus of biological sciences, was ap-
pointed to the editorial counsellors of The Prostate under

the auspices of John Wiley & Sons, Inc.

Rev. Hugh R. Page Jr., assistant professor of theology,
was named to the book review team of the Journal of the
American Academy of Religion.

Dennis J. Stark, assistant professor of physical education
and director of aquatics, was re-elected for a second term
as president of the board of directors of Corvilla, a non-
profit organization providing residential services for
people with developmental disabilities in St. Joseph
County, Indiana.

James I. Taylor, associate dean of engineering and pro-
fessor of civil engineering and geological sciences, re-
ceived the 1995 Wilbur S. Smith Distinguished Transpor-
tation Educator Award at the Institute of Transportation
Engineers annual meeting in Denver, Colo., Aug. 6.

James P. Thomas, assistant professor of aerospace and
mechanical engineering, received the Faculty Teaching
Award from the Department of Aerospace and Mechani-
cal Engineering for the 1994-95 school year.

Activities

John Adams, assistant professor of biological sciences,
presented a seminar titled “Variation and Conservation of
Erythrocyte Binding Proteins of Malaria Parasites” at the
Laboratory of Parasitic Diseases of the National Institutes
of Health in Bethesda, Md., June 14.

Mark Alber, assistant professor of mathematics, gave an
invited lecture “"New Types of Solutions for Nonlinear
Equations” at the conference on Nonlinear Coherent
Structures at Heriot-Watt University in Edinburgh, UK.,
July 11. He presented the talk “Complex Hamiltonian
Structures for Nonlinear Schrodinger Equations” at the
workshop on Optical Solitons and Geometric Phases at
the Basic Research Institute in Mathematical Sciences at
Hewlett-Packard Labs in Bristol, U.K., July 14.

Matthew Ashley, assistant professor of theology, pre-
sented the guest lecture “Karl Rahner, Johann Baptist
Metz and the Problem of Human Suffering” for a seminar
on Karl Rahner at the University of Chicago Divinity
School in Chicago, I, May 24. He gave the presentation
“Apocalyptic Spirituality as a Source of Hope and Resis-
tance Today” at the College Theology Society in Worces-
ter, Mass., June 3.

o
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ﬁjoseph P. Bauer, professor of law, served as the invited
moderator of a session on “Revised Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure Rule 26” sponsored by ABA Torts and Insur-
ance Practice Section at the annual meeting of the Ameri-
can Bar Association in Chicago, IlI., Aug. 7.

Ikaros Bigi, professor of physics, gave the invited lecture
“Lifetimes of Heavy-flavour Hadrons — Whence and
Whither?” at the sixth international symposium on
Heavy Flavour Physics in Pisa, Italy, June 6-10.

Jay W. Brandenberger, associate professional specialist
in the Center for Social Concerns and concurrent assis-
tant professor of psychology, presented “Developmental
Implications of Service and Experiental Involvements:
An Analysis of College Student Outcomes” at the annual
meeting of the Midwestern Psychological Association in
Chicago, I1l., May 6.

Scott D. Bridgham, assistant professor of biological sci-
ences, presented an oral paper titled “Laboratory Tests to
Predict the Phosphorus Removal Capacity of Constructed
Wetlands” and presented a poster titled “Constructed
Wetlands in N. Minnesota for Treatment of Aquaculture
Wastes” at the annual meeting of the Society of Wetland
Scientists in Cambridge, Mass., May 27-June 2. He pre-
sented the talk “Trace Gas Responses in a Climate Change

_ Experiment in Northern Peatlands” with co-authors John
' Pastor, Karen Updegraff, Jan A. Janssens and Thomas A.

Malterer, all of the University of Minnesota, at the 1995
annual meeting of the Ecological Society of America in
Snowbird, Utah, July 30-Aug. 3. He co-authored the talk
“Temperature Influences on CO2 and CHg Fluxes in In-
tact Cores from Minnesota Wetlands” given by Karen
Updegraff at that meeting.

Danny Z. Chen, assistant professor of computer sciences
and engineering, gave the invited talk “Shortest Path
Queries Among Obstacles in the Plane” in the Depart-
ment of Computer Sciences at York University in North
York, Canada, July 6.

Peter Cholak, McAndrews assistant professor of math-
ematics, helped organize the workshop “The Recursively
Enumerable Sets” and gave a talk of the same title at the
Greater Boston Logic Conference at the Massachusetts In-
stitute of Technology in Cambridge, Mass., May 27-30.

Kevin J. Christiano, associate professor of sociology, pre-
sented an invited paper titled “From TCA to Air Canada:
The Political Patterns of a Future Prime Minister” to a fac-
ulty colloquium in the School of Public Administration at
Carleton Unijversity in Ottawa, Ontario, Canada, July 18.

Edmundo Corona, assistant professor of aerospace and
mechanical engineering, presented a paper titled “Buck-
ling of T Beams Under Bending” at the ASME Applied Me-
chanics and Materials Divisions joint summer conference
in Los Angeles, Calif., June 30.

Daniel J. Costello Jr., chairperson and professor of elec-
trical engineering, presented “MAP Decoding of Cata-
strophic Encoders” at the 29th annual CISS at Johns
Hopkins University in Baltimore, Md., March 22. He
gave the seminar “Sequential Decoding of Trellis Codes”
at the Technical University of Munich in Munich, Ger-
many, May 19. He presented “Are Catastrophic Encoders
Really Bad” at the IEEE Information Theory Workshop in
Rydzyna, Poland, June 26. Costello presented “Serial
Concatenation of Convolutional Codes” at the third in-
ternational symposium on Communication Theory and
Application in Lake District, U.K,, July 13.

Michael J. Crowe, professor in the Program of Liberal
Studies and Program in History and Philosophy of Sci-
ence, served as local arrangements chair and co-program
chair for the second Biennial History of Astronomy Work-
shop held at the University of Notre Dame’s Center for
Continuing Education in Notre Dame, Ind., June 22-25.

James T. Cushing, professor of physics, gave a seminar
“Chaos and the Classical Limit in Bohmian Mechanics”
at the History and Philosophy of Science Department at
the University of Cambridge in Cambridge, United King-
dom, July 18. He co-organized the conference “Quantum
Theory Without Observers” and chaired the workshop
“The Quantum Mechanics of Time Measurements” held
at Bielefeld University in Bielefeld, Germany, July 24-28.

Patrick F. Dunn, professor of aerospace and mechanical
engineering, was guest editor for the July 1995 special is-
sue of Aerosol Science and Technology that focussed on “In-
teractions of Particles with Surfaces.”

Elizabeth D. Eldon, assistant professor of biological sci-
ences, presented a talk titled “Searching for Function: 18
Wheeler in Development and Immunity” at the Chicago
Area Fly Meeting held at the University of Chicago in
Chicago, Ill., June 3.

Malcolm J. Fraser Jr., associate professor of biological sci-
ences, gave an overview of his research at Notre Dame at
the satellite symposium on Baculovirology at Texas A&M
University in College Station, Tex., July 6-8. His students
gave the presentations “Characterization of a 505 BP In-
sertion Frequently Associate With Several FP Mutants of
Autographa californica Nuclear Polyhedrosis Virus Derived
Upon Passage in the TN-368 Cell Line” and “Analysis of
Genomic Representatives of the IFP2 Lepidopteran
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Transposon Frequently Associated With Baculovirus Mu-
tations” at the American Society for Virology meeting in
Austin, Tex., July 8-12.

Alejandro Garcia, assistant professor of physics, pre-
sented the invited talk “Efficiency of the 37Cl Neutrino
Detector, Charge Exchange Reactions, and the Beta Decay
of 37Ca” at the University of Wisconsin in Madison, Wis.,
May 25.

James A. Glazier, assistant professor of physics, gave the
invited seminar “Quantitative Thermodynamics of Cell
Sorting” at the Kyoto Conference on Nonlinear Physics at
Kyoto University in Kyoto, Japan, July 10. He gave the
seminar “Thermodynamics of Cell Sorting” at Los Alamos
National Laboratory in Los Alamos, N.Mex., Aug. 9.

Philip Gleason, professor of history, presented the paper
“Immigration and Multiculturalism” at the conference
“The State of Historical Writing in North America” co-
sponsored by Brown University and the Scuola Superiore
di Studi Storici of the Universita di San Marino in San
Marino, June 6-11. He presented the plenary session lec-
ture titled “Adventures in Inculturation: A Historical Per-
spective on American Catholic Higher Education” at the
Marquette University conference on Theological Educa-
tion in the Catholic Tradition in Milwaukee, Wis., Aug. 7.

Paula Higgins, associate professor of music, gave the in-
vited lecture “Musical ‘Parents’ and their ‘Progeny’: The
Discourse of Creative Patriarchy in Early Modern Europe”
on the 1994-95 Musicology Colloquium Series of the De-
partment of Music at the University of Chicago in Chi-
cago, Il1., April 14. She delivered the invited paper “Gen-
der, Genius, and the Woman Composer: The Creative Di-
lemma of Fanny Mendelssohn Hensel” on the lecture se-
ties of the faculty of music at Oxford University in Ox-
ford, England, June 7.

Ahsan Kareem, professor of civil engineering and geo-
logical sciences, presented a paper titled “Feasibility of
Computational Modelling of the Lifecycle of Windborne
Debris” at the workshop on Missiles in a Wind Field
sponsored by the Insurance Institute for Property Loss Re-
duction in Washington, D.C., Feb. 10-11.

Charles F. Kulpa, professor of biological sciences,
copresented a poster titled “Biodegradation of MTBE by
Pure Cultures” with postdoctoral researcher Kaiguo Mo,
at the American Society for Microbiology in Washington,
D.C., May 17-27.

Gary Lamberti, associate professor of biological sciences,
presented a paper titled “Dispersal and Limiting Factors
for Zebra Mussels in Streams” at the annual meeting of
the North American Benthological Society in Keystone,
Colo., May 30-June 3.

A. Eugene Livingston, professor of physics, presented in- @
vited seminars on “Measurements of Relativistic and QED
Effects in Highly-Charged Ions” at the University of
Kassel, Germany, June 13; University of Liege, Belgium,
July 6; GSI-Darmstadt, Germany, July 12; and University
of Kaiserslautern, Germany, July 18. He presented a lec-
ture series titled “The Atomic Physics of the Helium Atom
and Helium-like Ions” for the “Graduiertenkolleg” at the
University of Giessen, Germany, July 5,11.

George A. Lopez, professor of government and interna-
tional studies and fellow in the Kroc Institute, was an in-
vited participant in the seminar on “Economic Sanctions”
held by the Carnegie Commission on the Study of Vio-
lence in Washington, D.C., May 24. He presented re-
marks on “Policy Choices in Economic Sanctions and In-
ternational Relations” co-sponsored by the Kroc Institute
and the Fourth Freedom Forum of Goshen, Ind., May 25.

Mark J. McCready, associate professor of chemical engi-
neering, presented an invited paper titled “Secondary Dis-
turbances in Cocurrent Gas-Liquid and Liquid-Liquid
Flows” at the AMS-IMS-SIAM summer research conference
on Analysis of Multi-fluid and Interfacial Instabilities in
Seattle, Wash., July 23-27.

Paul McGinn, associate professor of chemical engineer-
ing, presented an invited talk titled “Flux Pinning En- @
hancement in Melt Processed YBazCu3zO7-5 Through Rare '
Earth Ion Substitutions” at the 1995 international work-
shop on Superconductivity in Maui, Hawaii, June 20. He
presented a talk titled “Flux Pinning Enhancement in
Melt Processed YBazCu3O7.5 Through Rare Earth Ion
(Nd,La) Substitutions” and co-authored poster presenta-
tions titled “The Demonstration of Y2BaCuOgs Particle
Segregation in Melt Processed YBazCu3O7.x Through a
Computer Visualization Model” and “Nd Substitution in
Y/Ba Sites in Melt Processed YBazCu3O7.5 Through
Nd203 Additions” at the MISCON group meeting at the
University of Missouri in Columbia, Mo., July 12. He pre-
sented an invited talk titled “Texturing of 90Ag-10Pd/ Y-
123 Composite Wires by Reduced pO2 Melt Processing
and served as chairman of the session titled “YBCO Bulk
Materials” at the International Cryogenic Materials Con-
ference held in Columbus, Ohio, July 20.

Ralph MclInerny, Grace professor of medieval studies, di-
rector of the Maritain Center and professor of philoso-
phy, taught the Elderhostel Course “Catholic Authors” at
Notre Dame, Ind., July 10-14.

Anthony N. Michel, McCloskey dean of engineering and
Freimann professor of electrical engineering, presented an
invited talk titled “Qualitative Limitations Incurred in the
Implementation Process of Artificial Feedback Neural Net-
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works” at the 199S international conference on Neural,
Parallel, and Scientific Computation in Atlanta, Ga., May
28-31.

Karen M. Morris, assistant professional specialist in
chemistry and biochemistry, presented a workshop titled
“Hands-on Science for Preschool Age Children” during
the Early Childhood Development Center’s professional
development week at the University of Notre Dame,
Notre Dame, Ind., Aug. 11.

Joseph E. O’Tousa, associate professor of biological sci-

ences, presented a talk titled “Rhodopsin’s Role in Droso-
phila Retinal Degeneration at the FASEB meeting on “Bi-
ology and Chemistry of Vision” at Copper Mountain,
Colo., July 7-16.

Rev. Hugh R. Page Jr., assistant professor of theology,
preached a sermon titled “Perceiving God in the Sounds
of Silence” at the 110th anniversary celebration of the
Sharon Baptist Church in Baltimore, Md., May 28. He
preached a homily titled “Asking the Tough Question —
Abraham, Sodom, and the Task of the Contemporary
Theologian” at St. David’s Episcopal Church in Elkhart,
Ind., July 30.

Joachim Rosenthal, associate professor of mathematics,
gave the invited seminar talk titled “Inverse Eigenwert
Probleme und die Verbindung zum Schubert-Kalkuehl” at
the Universitaet Wuerzburg in Wuerzburg, Germany,
June 30. He presented the joint papers “A Realization
Theory for Homogeneous {AR}-Systems, an Algorithmic
Approach” and “Linear Systems Defined over a Finite
Field, LQ Theory and Convolutional Codes” at the IFAC
conference on System Structure and Control held in
Nates, France, July 5-7.

Steven T. Ruggiero, associate professor of physics, gave
the talk “Transport and Far-Infrared Properties of YBCO
Thin Films” at the MISCON summer meeting in Colum-
bia, Mo., June 185.

Mei-Chi Shaw, professor of mathematics, gave an invited
talk titled “Solvability and Estimates for the Tangential
Cauchy-Riemann Complex” at the international confer-
ence on Partial Differential Equations and Complex
Analysis at Sao Calos, Brazil, June 13.

Donald Sniegowski, associate professor of English, gave
three lectures on Chinua Achebe and Contemporary Afri-
can Literature to the African Institute held at Moreau
Seminary, Notre Dame, Ind., June 14, 16, 24.

Dennis M. Snow, associate professor of mathematics, was
an organizer and gave two lectures “Teaching Advanced
Calculus with Mathematica” and “Complex Homoge-
neous Spaces” for the 33rd meeting of the Clavius Group
held at the Department of Mathematics, University of
Notre Dame, Notre Dame, Ind., June 26-Aug. 4.

Billie F. Spencer Jr., professor of civil engineering and
geological sciences, coauthored a paper “New Insights on
the Application of Moment Closure Methods to Nonlin-
ear Stochastic Systems” with S.F. Wojtkiewicz, University
of Illinois, and L.A. Bergman, University of Illinois, pre-
sented at the JUTAM Symposium on Nonlinear Stochastic
Mechanics held in Trondheim, Norway, July 3-7. He re-
ceived a travel scholarship for the Japan Society of Civil
Engineering (JSCE) which supported a two-week visit to
Japan in the beginning of August. He gave the keynote
lecture at the JSCE Colloquium on Structural Control in
Tokyo, Japan, Aug. 7-8.

Rev. Oliver F. Williams, C.S.C., associate professor of
management, presented “The Apartheid Struggle: Learn-
ings from the Interaction Between Religious Groups and
Business” to the Society for Business Ethics in Vancouver,
British Columbia, Aug. 4.

Hong-Ming Yin, assistant professor of mathematics, pre-
sented a special analysis seminar talk titled “Campanato
Estimates for Parabolic Equation and Applications” at the
Courant Institute at New York University in New York,
N.Y., July 27-Aug. 3.

Deaths

Edward J. Murphy, Matthews professor emeritus of law,
July 24. A native of Springfield, Ill., and an alumnus of
the University of Illinois, Murphy joined the Notre Dame
Law faculty in 1957 after spending three years in private
practice in Springfield and three years as a law clerk for
Justice H.B. Hershey of the Illinois Supreme Court. In ad-
dition to teaching classes in contracts, jurisprudence, ne-
gotiable instruments and remedies, he served as the Law
School’s acting dean in 1971 and directed the
University’s summer program in Japan in 1974. He was
the founding president of the Faculty Senate. He also was
coeditor of the American Journal of Jurisprudence and coau-
thor of two books, Studies in Contract Law, a widely used
casebook for first-year law students which is now in its
fourth edition, and Sales and Credit Transactions Hand-
book. When he retired last year, Murphy had taught
more students than any professor in the Law School’s
125-year history.
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Kenneth J. Hendricks, formerly a tax manager with
Coopers and Lybrand, has been appointed assistant direc-
tor of planned giving. A Chicago native, he was gradu-
ated from Notre Dame in 1981 with an undergraduate de-
gree in business administration. In 1984 he was gradu-
ated from the Notre Dame Law School. Before joining
Coopers and Lybrand in 1988 he worked for three years
in Chicago with the Grant Thornton accounting firm. He
has been active in several community service projects and
is a member of the Protective Services Board of Logan.

Honors

Adele M. Lanan, assistant director of student activities,
has received the College Media Advisers 1995 Distin-
guished Adviser award for her contributions to journal-
ism education.

David R. Prentkowski, director of food services, has been
elected president-elect of the 600 institutional member
National Association of Colleges and University Food Ser-
vices. He will serve as a member of the board of directors
for three years; during the second year he will serve as.
president and chairman of the board. @

Publications

Alan S. Bigger, director of building services, and Linda
Thomson, assistant director of purchasing, wrote “Are
You Throwing Out the BUDGET with the GARBAGE?”
published in the July issue of Maintenance Solutions. Big-
ger wrote “You Can Mop up on Savings” published in the
August issue of Executive Housekeeping Today.

Mary Ellen Koepfle, internal auditor, wrote “A-133 Revi-
sions Proposed” published in the April issue of the Asso-
ciation of College and University Auditors (ACUA) Ledger.
She wrote “NSF Releases OIG Report” published in the
August issue of the Association of College and University Au-
ditors (ACUA) Ledger.
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Academic Council Minutes
April 4, 1995

Members in Attendance: Edward A. Malloy, C.S.C.,
Timothy O'Meara, E. William Beauchamp, C.S.C., Roger
Schmitz, Timothy Scully, C.S.C., Patricia O'Hara, Nathan
Hatch, Harold Attridge, John Keane, Eileen Kolman,
David Link, Anthony Michel, Richard McBrien, Stacey
Kielbasa, Frank Bonello, Cornelius Delaney, Michael
Francis, Gary Gutting, Jean Porter, John Roos, Thomas
Swartz, Mario Borelli, William Shephard, Andrew
Sommese, Stephen Batill, Edward Conlon, Fernand
Dutile, Lorry Zeugner, Regina Coll, C.S.J., Kathleen Maas
Weigert and Margaret Egan

Observers in Attendance: Andrea Midgett and Dennis
Moore

Guests: Jerry Marley and Walter Pratt Jr. (for the second
agenda item), and Jonas McDavit (1995-96 Academic
Commissioner, Student Government)

Prof. O’Meara opened the meeting at 3:05 p.m. with a
prayer.

1. Article changes regarding Vice President and Asso-
ciate Provost positions. Following the discussions of the
previous council meeting, the Executive Committee pre-
sented changes in the wording of the Academic Article II,
Sections 1 and 2 regarding the appointment and review
of Vice Presidents and Associate Provosts. (See Attach-
ment A.) Without further discussion, the council voted
in favor of the changes. There were no dissenting votes
and no abstentions. Fr. Malloy said that he would recom-
mend to the Board of Trustees that these article revisions
be formally approved.

2. Proposal for a dual degree program in Law and En-
gineering. Dean Michel opened the discussion of a pro-
posed dual degree in law and engineering, aided by Prof.
Pratt, associate dean in the Law School, and Prof. Marley,
associate dean of the College of Engineering. Dean
Michel said that the proposed joint Master of Engineering
Degree and Juris Doctor Degree would provide those law
students who have an undergraduate background in engi-
neering an opportunity to further their studies in engi-
neering while pursuing a law degree. The proposed pro-
gram would not require any new resources for the Law
School, the College of Engineering, the library, or any
other entity.

Prof. Marley explained that a student pursuing the joint
degree would complete 75 credit hours in law and 24
credit hours in engineering for a total requirement of 99
credit hours. (See Attachment B.) A law degree alone re-

@}7 quires 90 credit hours. The additional nine credit hours

required for the joint degree could be completed within
the normal three-year Law School program, with an aver-
age increase of 1.5 credit hours per semester. The engi-
neering component of the joint degree would be a non-
thesis program in advanced studies in engineering or sci-
ence as approved by the department through which a stu-
dent was pursuing his or her Master of Engineering de-
gree. This particular degree program would be open only
to law students. Admission to the joint degree program
would be controlled by both the Law School and the Col-
lege of Engineering; admission standards would not
change.

Prof. Pratt said that there is an increasing need for law-
yers with appropriate technical skills to practice in such
specialized areas as environmental law and patent law.

When asked to comment on the proposal, Prof. Hatch
said that he favored the proposal and that the Graduate
Council approved it without dissent. He added that the
Graduate Council had asked for, and received, several
qualifications: A student pursuing the joint degree would
be classified as a law student. Funding for tuition would
be through the Law School. Further, it might take a stu-
dent longer than three years to complete the degree, but
it would have to be completed within five years.

Fr. Beauchamp asked what courses would be eliminated
from the Law School’s regular requirements for a student
pursuing the joint degree. Prof. Pratt answered that 15
credit hours of law electives would be replaced by engi-
neering courses.

Fr. Malloy asked about the history of similar joint pro-
grams, at Notre Dame or elsewhere. Prof. Pratt answered
that he is unaware of a like program anywhere in the
country. Though two schools offer a joint program in
law and environmental studies, they do not lead to a sci-
ence or engineering degree. Judging from preliminary
surveys and letters, the Law School anticipates that six to
10 students each year would be interested in the joint de-
gree program.

Prof. Swartz asked what kinds of engineering courses
would be appropriate for students pursuing the joint de-
gree. Prof. Marley answered that a student interested in
telecommunications, for example, might choose graduate
courses in linear systems, data networks or digital
communications.

Prof. Borelli asked at what stage the technical background
of students in the program would be assessed. He felt
that students pursuing the joint degree should have, at a
minimum, an undergraduate minor in a hard science.
Prof. Marley said that student capability would be re-
viewed at the admissions stage. He agreed that students
accepted into the program would likely have an under-
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graduate degree in engineering, though the College of En-
gineering does not want to limit itself with such a de-
fined policy.

Prof. O’Hara remembered that the University offered a
similar joint program in law and environmental studies
in the mid 1970s. Many of the students who participated
in the program were hired by the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency or its state equivalents. The program was
dropped when government funding for it ended. Dean
Link said that anyone with dual training in law and envi-
ronmental engineering and/or sciences is easily placed in
the job market. He said that the proposed program holds
the same attraction as that offered in the 1970s, but with-
out external funding. Dean Michel added that the pro-
gram Prof. O’Hara mentioned is fairly common; it basi-
cally combines a law degree and an undergraduate engi-
neering degree. He said that while environmental issues
come quickly to everyone’s mind as an area of need for
such combined programs, issues concerning other areas
of technology are rapidly moving to the fore.

Prof. O'Meara and Prof. Borelli asked if students inter-
ested in the joint degree would apply for both when they
applied to the Law School. Could a student be accepted
into the Law School and then apply for the joint degree?
Could a student be accepted into the joint program and
then decide to pursue law only? Prof. Pratt answered that
students would normally apply for the joint degree before
they arrived on campus; admission into the Law School
and the College of Engineering would be simultaneous.

If a student in the program changed his or her mind and
decided to study law only, he or she would have to meet
the normal requirements for a law degree, which would
include making up whatever portion of the 15 law credits
that would have been replaced with engineering courses.
Dean Michel added that the reverse would not work: Stu-
dents in the program could not decide to complete only
the engineering degree. The engineering component of
the program would not constitute a stand-alone degree.

Prof. Roos asked if it was Prof. Hatch’s understanding that
the dual program would not lead to additional graduate
assistantships or increased stipends for engineering pro-
grams. Prof. Hatch said that such was the understanding.

Prof. Batill said that, as he understood it, individual engi-
neering departments would formulate appropriate 24-
credit programs for law students pursuing the joint de-
gree. These students would be enrolled with other gradu-
ate engineering students; no new engineering courses are
planned. Therefore, students in the proposed program
would take the same courses and complete the same core
requirements, where applicable, as other engineering
graduate students. They would, presumably, bring an ad-
ditional perspective to their engineering classes as they
matured in their understanding of the law.

Responding to a question from Fr. Beauchamp, Prof. Pratt @
said that the number of law credit hours required for the

dual degree, 75, would meet the requirements of the
American Bar Association.

Fr. Malloy called for a second and a vote. The proposal
was passed without opposition.

3. Report by the Undergraduate Studies Committee on
merit scholarships and fees for the Fine and Perform-
ing Arts. (See Attachment C.) Dean Attridge said that
this report of the Undergraduate Studies Committee was
in response to the council’s charge to study the issues of
merit scholarships and a fine arts fee. The charge was
given as a follow-up of two recommendations of the Post-
Colloquy Committee on the Fine and Performing Arts
and Architecture.

Concerning merit scholarships, the Undergraduate Stud-
ies Committee recommended (1) that the University’s
plan to increase student aid should include efforts to
identify sources of endowment to support undergraduates
in the fine and performing arts on the basis of merit, and
(2) that exceptional talent in the fine and performing arts
should be included in the set of criteria for determining
eligibility for full financial aid to meet need. The com-
mittee felt that highly talented fine and performing arts
students should be included in the same general category
as Notre Dame Scholars, based upon criteria that are not
currently considered.

Concerning a fine arts fee, the Undergraduate Studies
Committee advised that the idea be tabled until the
planned new building for the performing arts is com-
pleted, when major changes could take place in both fine
arts programming and funding.

Prof. O’Meara inserted that the Undergraduate Studies
Committee did not discuss the question of whether merit
scholarships should exist in general. They addressed only
the specific question of merit scholarships for the fine
and performing arts. Prof. Shephard asked if the commit-
tee planned to discuss merit scholarships in general.
Dean Attridge answered no, but said that the committee
would be open to doing so.

Prof. Batill remembered that the general question of merit
scholarships was raised briefly when the Undergraduate
Studies Committee met with representatives from the Of-
fices of Financial Aid and Admissions. Those representa-
tives felt that inasmuch as the University was so far from
meeting full financial needs, trying to justify general
merit scholarships would seem inappropriate.

Ms. Kielbasa said that the Student Academic Council
Committee supported the idea of merit scholarships for
the fine and performing arts. That committee felt that 6)\
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individuals of unusual talent in the fine and performing
arts could contribute in unique ways to the cultural cli-

mate of the University.

Prof. Gutting expressed confusion about the status of aca-
demic merit scholarships. If the operating principle is
that the University should not consider merit scholar-
ships until it has reached its goal of meeting full financial
need of students, why consider and recommend merit
scholarships for the arts? Meanwhile, the University al-
ready offers scholarships for athletic merit, also against
principle. Prof. Gutting asked if there was some reason
for the specific exclusion of a discussion of academic
merit schiolarships in all disciplines.

Dean Attridge answered that the matter was not one of
exclusion, but of focus. The Undergraduate Studies Com-
mittee felt that students who would qualify for artistic
merit scholarships could make singular contributions to
the cultural life of the University and should therefore re-
ceive special consideration. Prof. Gutting asked if im-
proving the University’s cultural life posed a greater need
than improving the academic quality of the student
body. Dean Attridge answered that the need for artistic
merit scholarships was a discrete one that could, at
present, be addressed with a particular program. The
committee did not prioritize between academic and artis-
tic merit scholarships. Rather, they responded to a par-
ticular set of recommendations. Prof. Gutting argued
that the committee did prioritize by considering one and
not the other, which concerned him because the Univer-
sity has difficulty recruiting top students who are offered
academic merit scholarships from other universities.
Dean Attridge restated that the issue of merit scholarships
in general was not formally discussed, though he felt it
would be justified to refer the question to the committee.
Prof. Gutting agreed. '

Prof. Borelli remembered the directors of financial aid
and admissions making the point that academic merit
plays a heavy role in determining financial aid, even
though the primary criteria is that of need. Fr. Malloy
said that merit is considered for both Notre Dame and
Holy Cross Scholars, but that the funds the University has
available for scholarships is ultimately distributed accord-
ing to need. Furthermore, he said, it is the judgment of
those directly involved with admissions and financial aid
that to move in the direction of merit scholarships in
general without consideration of need would be counter-
productive. Fr. Malloy welcomed further discussion of
the issue as long as the amount of money available for
scholarships is kept clearly in mind. Prof. Gutting replied
that academic merit scholarships could have independent
funding like that proposed for artistic merit scholarships.

£ Prof. Shephard expressed discomfort with the idea of

- 'separating exceptional artistic talent from exceptional tal-

ent in other fields. He said it was implied that excep-
tional talent is not currently considered when determin-
ing eligibility for financial aid. Dean Attridge replied that
the implication was correct. Dean Kolman added that
the University currently has no criteria for judging artistic
or performance merit, even if such recognition does not
involve money, as is the case for some Notre Dame Schol-
ars. At the very least, the committee’s recommendation
called for a way to recognize this area of student potential.

Prof, Delaney said that the committee ultimately felt that
the impact on the University as a whole, across all disci-
plines, would be far greater by five or 10 accomplished
students in the fine and performing arts than by the same
number of students in other academic disciplines.

Prof. Batill said that the committee learned a great deal
about the current methods for weighing student need
and merit. Certain types of accomplishment, such as aca-
demic or athletic, bring individual students to the top.
Currently, students with singular expertise in the arts
find it very difficult to rise high enough in the weighing
to become Notre Dame Scholars and to share in the lim-
ited resources made available. Prof. Batill did not feel that
the methods needed complete reworking, but that a place
should somehow be made for top students in the arts.

Prof. Delaney said that the committee viewed its two rec-
ommendations as a closely-connected pair: making sure
that exceptional talent was added to the criteria for eligi-
bility for full financial aid, and raising independent
money through endowment to support students on the
basis of artistic merit. Unless the Office of Admissions in-
cludes exceptional talent in its “formula” for admission
as a Notre Dame Scholar, it is useless to discuss merit.
Further, if top fine arts students do not get into the group
whose full financial needs are met, adding merit scholar-
ships alone would do little more than put Notre Dame
behind other universities competing for top students in
the arts. However, Fr. Malloy said, one could argue for
accepting the second recommendation and not the first.
Prof. Delaney agreed, but added that there would be no
point in arguing for the first without the second. Prof.
Roos said that the second concerned general policy. He
added that as slow as it may be, the University is getting
closer to meeting full financial need. However, he sensed
that the University does not have a strong alumni donor
community in the arts, another reason for giving special
attention to scholarship needs in this area.

Fr. Beauchamp cautioned the council that though the
University has doubled the number of Notre Dame Schol-
ars in recent years, it still has a long way to go before it
reaches its goals for financial aid. The University’s goals
could not be met by the year 2000 even if fund raising
stays on track every year between now and then. The
University has chosen to fund financial aid through en-




dowments, not through tuition as many other institu-
tions do.

Dean Attridge said that the Undergraduate Studies Com-
mittee recognized both the restraints under which the
University operates concerning financial aid and the
principles that currently govern the distribution of aid.
The committee also recognized the fact that the Univer-
sity currently awards some merit scholarships to a small
category of students who contribute to the good of the
entire University in a few, select areas. The committee
recommended that highly talented students in the fine
and performing arts be placed in such a category of their
own.

Fr. Malloy said that SAT and/or ACT scores cannot ad-
equately measure artistic talent. Some highly talented
students might test lower on standardized tests than the
average Notre Dame Scholar. However, that would be the
only area of comparison where they would fall behind.
Prof. Batill recalled the director of admissions indicated
that students in the fine and performing arts score com-
paratively well on standardized tests. They might not,
however, score as well in assessments of leadership. If the
criteria for eligibility included artistic merit, they would
be rated as high as other Notre Dame Scholars.

Prof. Delaney said that one objection raised by the Office
of Admissions pertained to secondary schools that serve
as feeders for the University. For example, a feeder might
have 15 students who apply to Notre Dame. Students
ranked one through three would become Notre Dame
Scholars; those ranked four through 15 would not. How-
ever, what if student number 15 were an extraordinary
violinist? What kind of message would be sent if he or
she became a Notre Dame Scholar? Prof. Delaney and
members of the committee felt that the message sent
would be an appropriate one: Notre Dame is interested
in students with artistic merit as well as students who
score high on tests. Students ranked four through 14,
who did not become Notre Dame Scholars, would know
of their classmate’s extraordinary ability and would not
consider the selection of him or her as a Notre Dame
Scholar to be a capricious act.

Prof. Conlon asked if the imaginary student violinist
would have to play the violin while at Notre Dame.
Could he or she be an engineering major and decide not
to play the violin? Prof. Delaney answered no, the stu-
dent would be expected to play the violin unless the Uni-
versity excused him or her from doing so.

Dean Kolman said that the Admissions Office may. prefer
another designation for students with artistic merit,

something like Notre Dame Performing Artists instead of
Notre Dame Scholars. The committee did not come to a
conclusion about a possible designation because of their

desire to avoid micro-managing. Whatever the students
would be called, their talent would be determined and
evaluated by specific departments in the fine and per-
forming arts.

Fr. Malloy asked if the members of the Undergraduate
Studies Committee wanted to continue the discussion, or
if they felt ready for a vote. Prof. Delaney answered that
the committee wanted to see both recommendations ap-
proved as a package. Fr. Malloy agreed, but asked the
council to vote first on the second recommendation, then
on the first. Both recommendations were approved.

Fr. Beauchamp asked if some group would follow through
and elaborate on how the criteria for artistic merit schol-

arships would be established. Fr. Malloy asked the Under-
graduate Studies Committee to assume that responsibility.

Prof. Delaney concluded by saying that though the Un-
dergraduate Studies Committee offered no recommenda-
tion regarding the proposed fine arts fee, the issue was
discussed. Ultimately, the committee felt that the discus-
sion was premature, at least until the planned new build-
ing for the performing arts is a reality.

4. Standing Committee reports. Prof. Delaney reported
that the Undergraduate Studies Committee had begun
discussing the Curriculum Report and that the committee @8
hoped to present a report to the Executive Committee be- & *
fore the year’s final meeting of the council.

Prof. Roos reported that the Graduate Studies Committee
is open to finding new ways for graduate students to con-
tinue teaching if the proposed curriculum changes re-
garding Freshman Seminar are adopted.

Fr. Malloy expressed his hope that the Graduate Studies
Committee would assess the current dismal employment
situation for new Ph.D.s. He wondered if the situation is
cyclical, though evidence would suggest that it is not,
and what its implications are for education in general.
He suggested that the committee request from the deans
the number of candidates applying for open faculty posi-
tions at Notre Dame, which might indicate how many
graduate students are looking for teaching jobs. Prof.
Roos said that placement of Notre Dame graduate stu- -
dents concerns the committee, and that it is the commit-
tee’s perception that this will be a long-lasting problem.

Dean Link reported that the Faculty Affairs Committee
continued to discuss the overlapping responsibilities or
jurisdiction of the Academic Council, the Executive Com-
mittee of the Council, and the Provost’s Advisory Com-
mittee. The committee designated two members to pre-
pare language for purposes of clarifying jurisdiction, pro-
cedures, and routing of academic proposals. Their pro-
posal will be included in the committee’s annual report.
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5. Other items. Fr. Beauchamp said that a report from
the Faculty Board in Control of Athletics would be dis-
tributed in advance of the next council meeting. The re-
port follows from a Colloquy recommendation that the
board review its composition, function, responsibilities,
name, etc. On a related matter, he said the board would
also respond to a Faculty Senate resolution regarding Aca-
demic Article IV, Section 3(j). (See Faculty Senate Jour-
nals of September 7, 1994, published in Notre Dame Re-
port, Number 6, November 18, 1994, and of November 9,
1994, ibid., Number 9, January 20, 1995.)

Fr. Malloy then relayed concerns regarding the volatility
of education-related discussions in Congress. He said
that the Department of Education feels particularly vul-
nerable right now, especially since some groups are call-
ing for it to be dismantled. In addition, Congress is con-
sidering many education-related recession bills. It is
likely, he felt, that at the very least there will be signifi-
cant setbacks for financial aid, government-supported re-
search, the National Endowment for the Humanities, and
the National Endowment for the Arts. He hoped that the
faculty would stay apprised of the situation and would
lobby as appropriate. Prof. Borelli asked if it would be ap-
propriate to ask colleagues to send letters to various sena-
tors and lobbying groups. Fr. Malloy replied that such ac-
tion would be legal, and welcome.

G" Prof. Bonello thanked Fr. Malloy for distributing materi-

als regarding educational matters to members of the
council. He found the information on the growing de-
bate on tenure to be particularly interesting, and asked
where the issue stands at Notre Dame. Specifically, has
the Board of Trustees seriously discussed tenure? Fr.
Malloy answered that tenure has not been seriously dis-
cussed among the trustees or the officers. However, he
said, it would be entirely appropriate for the Faculty Sen-
ate, the Academic Council, or the Provost’s Advisory
Committee to articulate, in a non-defensive way, a ratio-
nale for tenure for the large percentage of the population
who have no idea how or why it works. He added that he
is a member of a group called the Business Higher Educa-
tion Forum, comprised of CEOs and university presidents,
that is working to provide a forum on tenure at the na-
tional level to discuss its merits and opposition.

Before closing the meeting, Fr. Malloy introduced Jonas
McDavit, the new Academic Commissioner of the Stu-
dent Government, who will replace Ms. Kielbasa at the
end of the academic year.

There being no further business, the meeting was ad-
journed at 4:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

R Roger A. Schmitz
- Secretary of the Academic Council

Attachment A

Academic Article II. Academic Officers
Section 1/The Provost

The Provost is elected by the Board of Trustees for an in-
definite period upon recommendation of the President.
The appointment is subject to formal review every five
years.

When such an appointment is‘to be made, the President
so advises the University through the Academic Council.
The Council then elects five members from its elected fac-
ulty representatives and one from its student representa-
tives to constitute a committee chaired by the President.
This committee receives and considers nominations in-
cluding those received from the faculty. In addition, the
President and the Board of Trustees receive nominations
from appropriate sources, both within and without the
University. When this procedure is completed, the Presi-
dent consults with the elected faculty members of the
Academic Council regarding all serious candidates. Later,
the President reports the complete results of this consul-
tation to the Board of Trustees, along with a personal rec-
ommendation. For the five-year review, a similar com-
mittee is constituted, except that the President does not
chair it. The five-year review shall include the Associate
Provosts.

Within the framework of University policies and proce-

dures, the Provost has responsibility, under the President,
for the administration, coordination, and development of
all of the academic activities and functions of the University.

The Provost is assisted in the duties of office by the Vice
President and Senior Associate Provost, the Vice President
and Associate Provost, as described in Section 2, and by
Associate/Assistant Provosts who are appointed by the
President. The Associate/Assistant Provosts perform such
duties and exercise such authority as may be delegated by
the Provost.

Section 2 / The Vice Presidents and Associate Provosts

The Vice President and Senior Associate Provost and the
Vice President and Associate Provost are elected by the
Board of Trustees for an indefinite period upon recommenda-
tion of the President.

When such an appointment is to be made, the Provost con-
sults with the Provost’s Advisory. Committee and reports the
complete results of this consultation to the President, along
with a personal recommendatinn. Later, the President reports
these findings to the Boarc of Trustees, along with a personal
recommendation. [te-assist-theProvost-hrtheworkofaca-

demie-administrationir-whateverway-the Provostmay
desire.]
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In the absence of the Provost, the Vice President and Se-
nior Associate Provost acts as Provost. In the absence of
the Provost and the Senior Associate Provost, the Vice
President and Associate Provost acts as Provost. Both the
Vice President and Senior Associate Provost and the Vice Presi-
dent and Associate Provost assist the Provost in whatever way
the Provost may desire.

Attachment B

Proposal for a Master of Engineering Degree with a Con-
centration in [Engineering Discipline] Engineering to
be Earned in Conjunction with the Juris Doctor Degree

Background

Discussions between the Deans of the Law School and the
College of Engineering have indicated interest in a dual
degree program in law and an engineering graduate pro-
gram. It is believed that law students who might wish to
pursue careers in areas such as patent, environmental,
telecommunications or similar law specialties and who
had the undergraduate background to do so, would be in-
terested in a graduate program in engineering in conjunc-
tion with their law studies. Further discussions among
the faculty of the Law School and among the Department
Chairs in the College of Engineering and at the Engineer-
ing College Council have resulted in a proposal for a new
Masters degree administered by the Division of Engineer-
ing in the Graduate School in conjunction with a dual
degree program with the Law School.

Proposal

The title of the degree program is the Master of Engineer-
ing. The student record would indicate a concentration
in one of the engineering disciplines offered in the Divi-
sion of Engineering (e.g., Electrical, Mechanical, etc.).

To be eligible for this degree, the candidate would also
have to be a candidate for the Juris Doctor degree in the
Law School. A candidate for the Master of Engineering
degree would have to complete twenty-four (24) credit
hours of engineering, mathematics, or science courses ac-
ceptable to the Department of the engineering concentra-
tion and six (6) credit hours of appropriate law courses.
To be eligible for both the Master of Engineering and the
Juris Doctor degrees, the candidate would be required to
complete a minimum of ninety-nine (99) credit hours,
seventy-five (75) in law and twenty-four (24) in the engi-
neering program.

Students would be required to be admitted to each pro-
gram and the admissions decisions would be made inde-
pendently by the Law School and by the appropriate En-
gineering Department and the Graduate School.

A schematic sample program is enclosed in Appendix A.

Discussion

Because the proposed degree program is a course work
only program, the Master of Engineering degree titled is
proposed to distinguish it from the normally research ori-
ented Master of Science in [engineering discipline] Engi-
neering programs. The program is seen as one that might
be attractive to a law student with the appropriate under-
graduate background in engineering but would not ordi-
narily be available as an individual degree program.

The cost of the program should be minimal in that there
are no new courses required nor are there library and in-
frastructure resource requirements not already needed for
existing and established programs. Costs associated with
the program should be limited to the administrative work
associated with admission to two programs and the fac-
ulty advising of students in the dual degree program.

Details of the operation of the dual degree program
should be determined by the Deans of the Law School
and the College of Engineering.

Possible Curriculum

Master of Engineering and J.D. Concentration in [ ]
Engineering

Torts

Contracts I

Procedure I

Intro to Law and Ethics
Legal Research I

Legal Writing
Engineering Course

VW DN = = W W W

ey

Engineering Course
Engineering Course
Criminal Law
Property II
Constitutional Law

OV W W W W

—

Engineering Course
Business Assoc
Secured Trans

Law Elective

Law Elective

Law Elective

—

—

Torts II

Contracts II

Procedure II

Property I

Legal Research II-Moot Court
Engineering Course

NN W Wwww
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@ Engineering Course
Engineering Course
Criminal Procedure
Evidence

Federal Income Tax
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—

Engineering Course
Jurisprudence
Property Settlement
Ethics II

Law Elective

Law Elective
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Attachment C

To: Academic Council

From: Undergraduate Studies Committee
Re: Report of the UG Committee

Date: 3/29/95

The Council referred to the Undergraduate Studies Com-
mittee two recommendations from the Post-Colloquy
Committee on the Fine and Performing Arts and Archi-
tecture: the institution of an arts fee and a policy on
merit scholarships. The Committee discussed these issues
. over several sessions with Kevin Rooney, Joseph Russo,
¥ William Kremer (Art) and Ethan Haimo (Music).

1. Merit Scholarships

On the matter of merit scholarships in the fine and per-
forming arts, the committee noted that the issue was dis-
cussed during the consultations of the Colloquy for the
Year 2000, in the preliminary task force on the Fine Arts,
in the Academic Affairs Committee and in the Committee
of the Whole. Recommendation 13 of that report en-
dorsed the proposal to fund merit scholarships.

In order to attract and enroll the most qualified stu-
dents, financial aid packages for the top 10 percent of
students should be made more attractive by the inclu-
sion of more grant money and less loan money. There
should also be support for merit and talent scholar-
ships, awarded on a highly selective basis, to attract
and enroll the most outstanding students who will be
leaven in their respective academic programs.

The post-Colloquy Committee on the Fine and Perform-
ing Arts and Architecture offered a specific plan for
implementing this recommendation, specifying that such
merit and talent scholarships should be supported by spe-
cific endowment:

The University should seek endowment that would pro-
vide tuition scholarships, in amounts of up to $5,000,
% for students in the arts. Four to six such scholarships
*  should be created for each unit per year. A total of 64

such tuition scholarships, or $6.4M in endowment,
should be sought. (Notre Dame Report 24, 2; p.52)

The Undergraduate Studies Committee reviewed the is-
sue. It noted, with Msrs. Rooney and Russo, the desirabil-
ity of funding student aid to meet full financial need. The
Committee was also persuaded that such a goal is not in-
compatible with the need for a pool of merit scholarships,
particularly in the arts areas. Three considerations influ-
enced the committee: the overall contribution of the cul-
tural life of the University that talented students in the
fine and performing arts can make; the competition from
several universities with whom we do compete for stu-
dents in these areas; and the character of students in the
fine and performing arts. The Committee therefore en-
dorsed the following resolutions by unanimous vote:

1. The University’s plan to increase student aid should
include efforts to identify sources of endowment to
support students in the fine and performing arts on the
basis of merit.

2. Exceptional talent in the fine and performing arts
should be included in the set of criteria for determining
eligibility for full financial aid to meet need.

2. An Arts Fee

The post-Colloquy committee on the Fine and Perform-
ing Arts and Architecture recommended:
Exploration of an “arts fee” for all students, the pro-
ceeds of which would be used to support significant
visiting artists. (Notre Dame Report 24, 2; p. 53)

The Committee explored the current state of student fees
in general, with a view to restructuring them to include
support of the fine arts. For some years now these fees
have been part of the general revenue of the University,
which, among other things, is used to support the non-
salary expenses of the various colleges. The Committee
did not believe that it would be feasible to disagregate or
redistribute the current fees.

The Committee also explored the goals to be achieved by
imposing a new fee and it did not reach consensus. Some
members believed that it would enhance the interest in
and support for the arts; others believed that it would be
counterproductive.

Finally, the Committee noted that the post-Colloquy
Committee on Fine and Performing Arts called for more
intensive development of the arts at Notre Dame and sug-
gested various mechanisms for doing so. It was noted
that the “arts fee” in part was meant to support perfor-
mances in the planned Marie DeBartolo Performing Arts
Building. The Committee proposed that further explora-
tion of an “arts fee” would be appropriate in the context
of the further development envisioned for the arts. With
one negative, the Committee voted to defer further con-
sideration of an “arts fee.”
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Academic Council Minutes
April 26, 1995

Members in Attendance: Edward A. Malloy, C.S.C,,
Timothy O’Meara, E. William Beauchamp, C.S.C., Roger
Schmitz, Timothy Scully, C.S.C., Patricia O'Hara, Nathan
Hatch, Harold Attridge, John Keane, Eileen Kolman,
David Link, Anthony Michel, Richard McBrien, Stacey
Kielbasa, Frank Bonello, Cornelius Delaney, Michael
Francis, Gary Gutting, Jean Porter, John Roos, Thomas
Swartz, Mario Borelli, William Shephard, Andrew
Sommese, Hafiz Atassi, Stephen Batill, Carolyn Callahan,
Edward Conlon, Fernand Dutile, Dennis Doordan, Lorry
Zeugner, Regina Coll, C.S.]., Kathleen Maas Weigert, Mar-
garet Egan, Matthew Gasaway and Kathleen Medeiros

Observers in Attendance: Dennis Brown, Andrea
Midgett and Russell Pickett

Guests: Jonas McDavit, 1995-96 Academic Commis-
sioner, and the following members of the Faculty Board
in Control of Athletics: George Craig, JoAnn DellaNeva,
Alexander Hahn, Kathleen Halischak, George Howard,
Sheryl Klemme and William Nichols

The meeting was opened at 3:05 p.m. with a prayer by
Prof. O'Meara.

1. Initial discussion of the report by the Faculty Board
in Control of Athletics. Fr. Malloy reported that the Ex-
ecutive Committee had recommended that the report of
the Faculty Board in Control of Athletics would be dis-
cussed only briefly at today’s meeting. The council
would meet one additional time before the end of the
current academic year to conclude the report and to take
any appropriate action.

Fr. Beauchamp, chair of the Faculty Board in Control of
Athletics, introduced board members who were present.
He then asked Prof. Dutile to present the report itself.
Prof. Dutile said that the report issued from recommenda-
tions that the board had considered from the final report
of the Colloquy for the Year 2000 and from the Faculty
Senate resolutions. (The latter are in Attachment A.) Sec-
tion I of the report documents the board’s reaction to the
Colloquy recommendations, proposals for appropriate
changes in the Academic Articles, supporting data and
subcommittee reports. Prof. Dutile said that the council
would need to refer extensively today to the yellow sheet
found in Section I of the report. (That sheet is in Attach-
ment B; due to its length, the report itself is not attached
to these minutes.)

Section II of the report contains the board’s response to
the recommendations of the Faculty Senate. It also con-

AN
tains Fr. Malloy’s 1987 Statement on Intercollegiate Ath- @
letics. Prof. Dutile said that the board feels strongly that
Notre Dame’s mission statement on athletics should be
its own, not simply the adoption of the recommenda-
tions of the American Association of University Professors
(AAUP) or the Knight Commission. Toward that end, the
board considers Fr. Malloy’s statement to be a superior
platform for a University statement on athletics. Section
Il provides additional information and data on the aca-
demic profile of the University’s athletes, a revealing set
of data, Prof. Dutile commented, in which the University ’
should take considerable pride.

Prof. Dutile then turned his focus to actions that the
board recommends with regard to the Academic Articles,
specifically Academic Article 1V.3(j) — primarily in re-
sponse to Colloquy recommendation 34. That recom-
mendation asks the board to review its mission, member-
ship, procedures and name. First, the board views itself
as an oversight committee. Though earlier statements
speak of the board as a supervisory body, Prof. Dutile said
that the board has never, and can never, serve in that ca-
pacity. Therefore, the board proposes that the word “su-
pervision” in Article IV.3(j) be changed to “oversight.”
(See Attachment B.) Moreover, that article presently
states that the board will “supervise intercollegiate athlet-
ics,” which the board has never done. Instead, the board
proposes that it have oversight over “the academic com-
ponents and implications of intercollegiate athletics and
policies” at Notre Dame. Prof. Dutile said that the pro-
posed changes would emphasize the academic, advisory
role of the board. Though “academic” in this context is
difficult to define, the board feels that there is little the
Athletic Department could do that would not, at least in-
directly, reflect upon the academic mission of the Univer-
sity. The board recognizes its broad role, and considers it
appropriate and desirable to have as many matters as pos-
sible brought to its attention, even those without imme-
diate academic implications.

Academic Article IV.3(j) currently lists individual respon-
sibilities of the board, which are considered to be too spe-
cific and limiting. Thus, the board recommends adding
the phrase “help maintain and foster institutional control
of intercollegiate athletics and the University’s commit-
ment to academic integrity within the athletic program.”
Prof. Dutile said that the word “help” is very important,
for the board alone is not responsible for maintaining
academic integrity within athletics. That responsibility
begins with the president, goes to the vice presidents, to
the deans, to the faculty, to the director of Athletics, and
to every coach. “Maintain” is another important word in
the proposed revisions; it evokes the pride that the board
takes in Notre Dame’s outstanding record of academic in-
tegrity within athletics.
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Some phrases that the board recommends dropping from
the article describe responsibilities that now belong to the
National Collegiate Athletic Association (NCAA) or are
done by the official athletic representative of the Univer-
sity, Fr. Beauchamp. The board would drop the specific
reference to academic or disciplinary ineligibility, which
is covered later in the article. It would add one responsi-
bility, that their body consider standards for the appoint-
ment of coaches. The proposal also specifies that the
board assess admission data, ineligibility, progress toward
a degree, etc.

Prof. Dutile said that the board had extensive discussions
on the composition of its membership, which is divided
into three categories: ex officio, elected and appointed.
The board proposes that the director of Academic Services
for Student Athletes be added to the current list of ex-
officio members, for a total of four. Most responsibilities
that the board is charged with intersect at some point
with that office, and the director of the office plays a sub-
stantial role in board meetings. Therefore, it seems ap-
propriate that the director become a full-functioning
board member.

The proposal would maintain the current number of nine
elected and appointed board members. Five members are
elected by and from the faculty, one from each college
and one from the Law School. Three faculty members are
appointed by the president; the board proposes that the
provost recommend those appointments to the president.
The last appointed member is a student, traditionally in
the Graduate or Law School, with varsity experience.

The proposed members of the board would total 13: four
ex officio, five elected and four appointed. At least eight
of the members would be faculty. The proposal main-
tains current, staggered three-year term limits, except for
the student representative, who serves one year.

Prof. Dutile said that board agreed with virtual unanimity
that the executive vice president should continue to chair
the board. He is the person most able to give large
amounts of time to the job. (Fr. Beauchamp estimates
that 30 percent of his time goes to athletics.) Also, the
executive vice president is the appointee of the president,
and his presence as chair of the board allows a way for
the president to exercise institutional control. At many
institutions, the director of athletics reports directly to
the president, which, because of a president’s numerous
duties, virtually gives athletics free reign. Finally, the ex-
ecutive vice president devotes a considerable amount of
time to certifying players for eligibility. If he were not
chair of the board, the board would face the danger, over
time, of becoming marginalized, or would be left unin-
formed about situations in the Athletic Department that
bear on academics.

Addressing a final point, Prof. Dutile said that the board
has, over the years, heard opposition to its name, espe-
cially to the phrase “in control of athletics.” The board
has never controlled athletics; it would be impossible for
it to do so. Therefore, it is proposed that the name be
changed to “Faculty Board on Athletics,” which, in terms
of language, is consistent with other committees and like
entities described in the Academic Articles. The board
discussed at length whether “faculty” should remain in
its title, since some board members are not faculty. Some
argued for the name “University Board on Athletics,”
which is used at some institutions. However, “University
Board” was ultimately rejected because it would not sig-
nal the responsibilities of the board and because “faculty”
better emphasizes the board’s membership. If the name
were changed to the “University Board,” one could con-
ceive that, over time, faculty representation would yield
to pressure for greater “university” representation.

His presentation complete, Prof. Dutile opened the floor
to questions. Mr. Zeugner asked why library faculty and
professional specialists are not represented on the board,
as they are on certain other University committees. He
said that the library could be included by either enlarging
the board or by providing for the president to appoint a
library representative. Fr. Beauchamp said that library
faculty would not be precluded from presidential ap-
pointments. Board membership is limited to “regular fac-
ulty,” a broad term that includes the library. He also said
that some members of the special professional faculty
could stand for election within their college.

Fr. McBrien said that he had asked that the aforemen-
tioned additional council meeting be scheduled yet this
semester because the Faculty Senate needed time to digest
and respond to the report. He expressed pleasure that the
board had considered the whole resolution of the Faculty
Senate and not just the specific recommendation relating
to the aforementioned Academic Article. Basically, the
senate asked the board to perform an inventory, to review
its current policies and practices as they apply to intercol-
legiate athletics, and to check for any discrepancies or in-
consistencies between them and the principles of the
Knight Commission and the AAUP statement. If incon-
sistencies or discrepancies were found, the board would
need to ask itself some difficult questions, such as, “Is
this discrepancy consistent with Notre Dame’s mission as
a Catholic university that is committed, first, to academ-
ics?” Perhaps no adjustment would be warranted, but the
board must ask the question.

Fr. McBrien commented further that the report seemed to
be adversarial in tone, a little too defensive toward the
Faculty Senate’s proposals. He stressed that the senate
did not view the matter as an either/or situation. Rather,
the senate wants to know that the board is aware of, and
satisfied with, any discrepancies or inconsistencies that
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exist, and that it is moving ahead with its eyes open and
its conscience clear. Then the senate would have
achieved its major purpose: to stimulate open discussion
of difficult matters that otherwise might not be addressed
openly.

Fr. Beauchamp said that the board seriously considered
the recommendations of both the Faculty Senate and the
Colloquy. Over the course of a year, the board studied
those issues and questions raised by the Knight Commis-
sion and the AAUP. Fr. Beauchamp said that he strongly
believes that all of the principles of the Knight Commis-
sion, from which NCAA recommendations and new legis-
lation flow, are in place at Notre Dame. There are, how-
ever, some differences between the Knight Commission
and the AAUP, which may be why some things do not
seem to match up. However, for the most part, the issues
that are brought up in the AAUP are very much part of
what drives athletics at Notre Dame.

Prof. Hahn said that he carefully reviewed the Knight
Commission in light of the Faculty Senate’s recommenda-
tions, and that he found the University to be in full com-
pliance with the commission’s principles. He said that
the changes proposed by the board would make an al-
ready good situation an even better one. Further, he felt
that it had been a good exercise for the board to review
its organization, purpose and responsibilities.

Prof. Howard added that the board was almost finished
with its report a year ago, before it received the Faculty
Senate’s recommendations, which forced the board to
consider some different, specific issues. As a result, the
report that the council had in hand was very different
from what it would have been had the board responded
only to the Colloquy. The board was also strengthened
in the past year by new membership, which made it a
more representative body.

Prof. Craig said that not all items in the report were
unanimously agreed upon by all members of the board.
There was disagreement on some issues, and some minor-
ity views were voted down. For instance, some board
members did not feel that the athletic director should be
a voting member. Others felt that the board should con-
tain more elected faculty members. Some questioned
whether the executive vice president should serve as
chair. However, after many years as a member of the
board, Prof. Craig felt that the chair could not be handled
any other way, given the structure of the University. He
reported that Fr. Beauchamp runs a very democratic com-
mittee, and that he has access to vast amounts of infor-
mation as an administrator that serve the board well.
Prof. Craig said that the board would soon be swamped if
it rotated faculty members to serve as chair. He suspected
that everyone would quickly blame the previous year’s
board for any trouble that ensued.

S\
Prof. Batill asked why the report was stamped “confiden- &

tial.” Was he free to pass it on to other faculty? Fr.
Beauchamp answered yes, he could pass it on. However,
he would not like to have it reproduced or published,
since some of the data, such as the academic profiles of
athletes, is confidential. Prof. Batill then asked who
monitors the board and to whom is the board respon-
sible. Fr. Beauchamp said that the president is ultimately
responsible for athletics; the board reports to him
through the chair.

Prof. Doordan asked that the School of Architecture not

be left out when statements are drafted regarding Univer-
sity-wide faculty representation. He also asked why Fr.
Malloy’s 1987 Statement seemed more appropriate to the
board than either the Knight Commission or the AAUP
document. Fr. Beauchamp answered that the Academic
Council should decide if architecture will elect its own
representative for University committees, as do the col-

leges and Law School. He then explained that Fr.

Malloy’s 1987 Statement is broad, inclusive, and consid-

ered by the board to be the best summary available on

the operating principles and functions of the University

and its athletic program. In contrast, the Faculty Senate’s
proposal is in some places too broad, in other places too
specific, and occasionally not applicable to Notre Dame.

He added that when other institutions ask for Notre

Dame’s policy statement on athletics, they are sent Fr. N
Malloy’s document, though it was not written as a mis- .X\
sion statement.

Fr. Malloy interjected that the 1987 Statement should be
considered his alone in the sense that he honed it. Many
other people, including the board, worked on its compila-
tion. He felt that the statement was necessary in 1987 be-
cause the University did not have anything that briefly
articulated the fundamental elements and principles of
the University’s athletic program. The statement could
now be reworked, as necessary.

Fr. Beauchamp remarked that Notre Dame will be up for
NCAA certification in 1997. The review will be analogous
to the North Central Accreditation reviews, except that it
will be directed toward athletics. The peer review will
study areas of academic integrity, fiscal integrity, compli-
ance with NCAA rules and regulations, etc. Before the re-
view takes place, the University will conduct a major self-
study of its athletics program. It will put together a mis-
sion statement based on the principles of Fr. Malloy’s
document. In response to a question from Fr. Malloy, Fr.
Beauchamp said that the board would bring the finished
statement to the Academic Council for discussion and
approval.

Prof. O’'Hara reasserted that the Knight Commission and
the AAUP Statement are not perfectly dovetailed, which
makes the board’s task more difficult. While the compos- ’W
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ite does not quite fit the University, the Knight Commis-
sion better matches the University’s existing practices.
She recounted her experience of serving for two years on
the NCAA Infractions Committee, where she saw signifi-
cant enforcement cases brought against almost every ma-
jor university. The experience clarified for her just how
unique Notre Dame is. First, no other institution in a
major conference is organized structurally as Notre Dame
is, with a senior executive officer functioning as the
NCAA faculty representative. To have the Athletic De-
partment report to the executive vice president, and to
have that be one of his major responsibilities, happens
nowhere else. To make the university president the op-
erational authority, as the Knight Commission does, ef-
fectively marginalizes the administration’s control and
places more autonomy within the athletic department.
Second, most athletic programs operate their budgets au-
tonomously from the university’s budget, which is not
true for Notre Dame. There are numerous minor differ-
ences , such as the fact that the University does not oper-
ate generally on the redshirting principle. All in all, Prof.
O’Hara said, the differences between Notre Dame and
other institutions argue for the University to have its own
distinct mission statement.

Prof. Porter said that the Faculty Senate had some con-
cerns that had not been satisfactorily answered. First, the
Senate would like to see the University provide for an in-
dependent role for faculty oversight of athletics. How-
ever, the board’s proposal would leave the executive vice
president as the chair of the board. Further, the board
would have only five elected faculty members. Second,
the senate has questioned the University’s tradition of
providing all-expense-paid trips to bowl games for board
members. At best, the senate feels it creates a bad appear-
ance for board members to accept trips from the people
they are supposed to oversee.

Fr. Beauchamp responded that the board is not recom-
mending that the tradition of paid-for bowl trips con-
tinue. However, the board does consider it important for
there to be representation of administrators, faculty and
the Athletic Department at the bowl games, because of
the events themselves and because of bowl committee ex-
pectations. Whether attendees should include members
of the board is debatable. Whatever the decision, Fr.
Beauchamp said that all attendees receive individual invi-
tations from the administration of the University, not
from the Athletic Department. '

Turning to other issues, Prof. Borelli said that he was
pleased when the office of the director of Academic Ser-
vices for Student Athletes was created. However, he re-
ceived no response when he contacted the office to ex-
press concerns and to ask for a meeting with a certain
athlete and the director. He recalled having better re-
sponse from the Freshman Year, when he simply com-

plained about a student and was immediately contacted
by the adviser to arrange a meeting.

2. Discussion of a proposal to change class times. Dr.
Pace, University registrar, led this discussion by referring
to a proposal that was distributed in advance to council
members. (See Attachment C.) First, the proposal would
change the Monday/Wednesday/Friday (MWF) schedule
to begin classes at 8:30 a.m., 30 minutes later than pres-
ently scheduled. The average number of 8 a.m. classes on
MWE is 40; the Registrar’s Office would like to see that in-
crease to 100. However, faculty find it difficult to teach
at 8 a.m.; since departmental offices are not open in ad-
vance of that time, copy machines and other services are
not accessible. Delaying MWF classes a half-hour would
help faculty in that regard, and it would reduce the num-
ber of classes offered midday. Additionally, since by the
proposed schedule no one period could be identified as
the noon class period, traffic flow to the dining halls
would be improved, an important issue for students, and
one that has been brought by Food Services to the
registrar’s attention for several years. Nine class periods
would remain in the day.

Second, several years ago the University reduced the
number of minutes between classes around the noon
hour from 15 to 10. However, since the completion of
DeBartolo Hall and its added technology, faculty have
found it difficult to prepare software and equipment in
10 minutes. Therefore, it is proposed that the break be-
tween those classes be expanded again to 15 minutes. Dr.
Pace said that faculty would like even more time, but the
schedule will not allow for it.

Third, it is proposed that a class period be added to the
Tuesday/Thursday (TTh) schedule, which would help
with the great demand for 75-minute classes. An addi-
tional period would be gained by deleting the 12:15 -
1:15 noon break on TTh; the extra class would begin at
12:30 p.m. This proposal would also be advantageous for
the dining halls. The departmental exam period, 8 a.m. -
9:15 a.m., would be retained.

The fourth part of the proposal would realign the stan-
dard times for 75-minute MW classes, to reduce schedul-
ing conflicts with the traditional S0-minute MWF sched-
ule. Seventy-five minute MW classes are offered because
of the demand by students and faculty for more 75-
minute classes than can be offered on the TTh schedule.
However, with the present alignment, students find it dif-
ficult to incorporate 50-minute morning classes on MWF
with 75-minute MW classes. It is therefore proposed that
75-minute classes on MW begin at 8 a.m., and that 50-
minute classes on MWF begin at 8:30 a.m. Obviously,
this throws some classes back into the 8 a.m. time slot,
with its noted difficulties for faculty, but the advantage
would be a greater overall efficiency in the use of MWF
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morning class slots. If this plan is unworkable, 75-
minute classes on MW would be scheduled only for the
afternoons.

Prof. Swartz-asked if the Registrar's Office had considered
splitting MW classes so that half of them would meet on
MW and the other half would meet on Wednesday/Friday
(WE), to keep from creating four-day weeks for too many
students. He noted further that teaching a 400-level
class, which is usually a discussion class, at 8 a.m. would
be difficult. Could an introductory course be taught then
instead? Dr. Pace commented that the splitting of MW
classes into MW and WF classes is a good recommenda-
tion to consider. However, he said that it was the Provost
Advisory Committee’s (PAC’s) suggestion that 8 a.m.
classes be only upper-level. Prof. Hatch added that PAC's
decision was made in an effort to stop the melting of
three-day classes into two-day classes.

Dean Kolman said that the proposed schedule would re-
duce the number of afternoon classes in which student
athletes can enroll, since most athletes need to be fin-
ished with classes by 3 p.m. for athletic practices. As a re-
sult, more athletes would be packed into a smaller num-
ber of classes. Fr. Malloy asked if the same would be true
for groups such as band and drama. Dean Kolman an-
swered no, the proposed changes would not create as
much difficulty for those students. Dr. Pace said that
while the proposal would reduce time for athletics on
MWE, it would add a more usable time period on TTh if
athletes were allowed to go to class until 3:15 p.m. Fr.
Beauchamp said that not every student athlete is finished
with classes by 3 p.m. with the current schedule and that
scheduling classes to end at 3:15 would not be a great
problem.

Ms. Kielbasa supported adding a 75-minute class to the
TTh schedule and asked how it would affect science stu-
dents and labs. Dr. Pace said that lab schedules would
not be impacted greatly. Most science classes (80 per-
cent) are offered on a MWF schedule, which leaves TTh
for labs.

Prof. O'Hara asked if the proposal was confidential. Dr.
Pace answered no; it has been posted in DeBartolo Hall
since February. He closed by saying that his office wants
to give students more flexibility, and that it must find a
way to spread classes so they are not all grouped in prime
time.

The proposal will be referred to the Committee on Under-
graduate Studies for further analysis and deliberation. A
recommendation from that committee will be brought
back to the council next fall.

3. Response of the Undergraduate Studies Committee @
to the Curriculum Committee Recommendations.

Prof. Delaney presented the responses of the Undergradu-
ate Studies Committee to the recommendations of the
Curriculum Committee. (See Attachment D.) He told the
council that the Undergraduate Studies Committee drew
a distinction between those recommendations of the Cur-
riculum Committee that are relatively noncontroversial
and those that can sustain considerably more discussion.
Specifically, Recommendations 5 and 6 fell in the latter
category; they were the most controversial and the most
substantive. All other recommendations fell in the
former category. The following summarizes briefly the
response by the Undergraduate Studies Committee. (The
numbering here corresponds to that of the recommenda-
tions in the Curriculum Committee Report.)

1. The committee endorsed the recommendation that
large classes be supplemented with tutorials, labs, etc.
The committee proposed that the deans report to the
Academic Council in the fall on plans and progress to-
ward that goal.

2. The committee endorsed specifically the first sentence

of Recommendation 2, that faculty teach more expan-

sively, with the goal of graduating students who are li-

brary literate and who can think through issues critically.

The committee would entertain future discussion about .
the specifics of the second sentence of the recommenda- Om
tion. The committee proposed that the provost and the
director of the yet-to-be-established teaching center re-
port to the council in the fall regarding approaches and
implementation.

.

3. The committee endorsed the recommendation that an
ad hoc committee study the Composition and Literature
Course. The committee proposed that the ad hoc com-
mittee report its results to the council in the fall.

4. The committee endorsed this complicated recommen-
dation regarding additional requirements for graduation
with honors. The committee proposed that a subcommit-
tee of its own body assume responsibility for the recom-
mendation by first asking the college councils to study
the recommendation in the fall, and report their findings
to the subcommittee at the end of the fall. The Under-
graduate Studies Committee would report back to the
council in the spring.

Commenting again at this point that Recommendations )
S and 6 are the most substantive ones, Prof. Delaney de-

ferred discussion of them until the end.

7.and 8. The committee endorsed the recommendation
that additional science courses be developed, particularly
in the areas of biology and chemistry. It also endorsed

the recommendation that lower-level math courses be re- Q‘N
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designed to better meet the needs of students in the col-
leges of arts and letters and business administration. The
committee proposed that the dean of the College of Sci-
ence report back to the council his progress on both rec-
ommendations in the fall.

9. The committee endorsed the recommendation that
the College of Engineering develop elective courses in
technology for non-engineering students. The committee
proposed that the dean of engineering report back to the
council in the fall.

10. The committee endorsed the recommendation that
the University promote greater cultural diversity through
the hiring of faculty and the addition/revision of appro-
priate courses. The committee felt that courses of greater
cultural diversity would be found most naturally in the
colleges of arts and letters and business administration.
The committee proposed that the college councils, espe-
cially in those two colleges, discuss the recommendation
in the fall, and that the deans report their conclusions to
the Academic Council.

11. The committee endorsed the recommendation that
academic advising be thoroughly reviewed by the
Provost’s Office, and that appropriate changes be made to
foster faculty/student academic interaction. The commit-
tee proposed that the various academic units be asked to
report on their advising policies of the units, as well as on
student satisfaction with advising. The committee also
proposed that the Provost’s Office report back to the Aca-
demic Council in the fall.

12. & 13. The committee endorsed both of these recom-
mendations, which would enable the implementation of
all of the recommendations.

Prof. Delaney then turned to Recommendations S and 6.
He reminded the council that it was a main tenant of the
Curriculum Committee that undergraduate education at
Notre Dame needs to be taken more seriously from the
very beginning of a student’s education, and that all stu-
dents should be exposed to members of the teaching-and-
research faculty in a setting that promotes faculty/student
interaction. However, such a shift in theory and practice
would be costly in terms of time, energy and dollars.

Prof. Delaney stated that the Undergraduate Studies Com-
mittee wrestled with exactly how to endorse Recommen-
dations S and 6, being reluctant to put a stamp on some-
thing that will not actually happen. However, in the
end, the committee endorsed both recommendations as a
unit. Specifically, it endorsed Recommendation 5, which
is concerned with the development of Arts and Letters
University Seminars that would be taught by teaching-
and-research faculty. The committee itself would con-

,6\ duct an annual review of the implementation of Recom-

mendation 5. The review would be informed by a report
from the dean of arts and letters that would include cur-
rent staffing patterns and projections, and that would re-
flect on the impact of the staffing of the seminars on
other arts and letters teaching responsibilities and on the
professional development of junior faculty. It would also
include reports from department chairs on the contribu-
tion of individual departments toward the implementa-
tion of the recommendation.

Prof. Delaney stressed that the Undergraduate Studies
Committee agrees with the Curriculum Committee that
the proposed seminars are an educational necessity.
Therefore, as part of their endorsement of Recommenda-
tions 5 and 6, the Undergraduate Studies Committee pro-
posed the specifics of structure, implementation, and reg-
istration mechanisms for the University Seminars in an
appendix to their report. (That appendix is included in
Attachment D.) The appendix includes the following:
staffing patterns and projections; the rationale behind us-
ing the name “University Seminars;” specifics about class
size, sections, enrollment, etc; the definition of “writing
intensive”; the outlining of a three-stage process for
implementing seminars as a requirement across the board
for the University; the elimination of the humanities
seminars for both the general curriculum and the honors
program, etc.

Prof. Conlon expressed his desire that the College of Busi-
ness Administration have a greater role in the proposed
curriculum changes. Discussions with his colleagues have
confirmed their support of more writing-intensive courses
for lower-level students, taught by regular teaching-and-
research faculty. However, they questioned why the pro-
posed seminars must fulfill University requirements.
They also disagreed with the assumption that because the
seminars would be writing intensive, they would only be
taught in those disciplines where writing is a regular com-
ponent. Was this the intent of the Curriculum
Committee’s original proposal? Why could not colleges
other than arts and letters structure some of their sopho-
more classes as “University” Seminars? Such a course
would fit into the well-defined curriculum of the sopho-
more business student, for example. It would also fit well
with an honors course that is currently under consider-
ation by the College of Business Administration.

Prof. Delaney said that the Curriculum Committee always
intended that the proposed seminars would fulfill Univer-
sity requirements. Though the document may have
seemed ambiguous in that regard, the whole discussion of
the Curriculum Committee supported the idea of using
the seminars as a way to fulfill University requirements.’

Prof. Conlon then asked if it would be unreasonable for
other colleges to structure sophomore courses to be small,
writing intensive, and taught by regular teaching-and-re-




search faculty? Prof. Delaney answered that the Curricu-
lum Committee would be very enthusiastic about such
courses, and that, in fact, many departments already offer
them. However, the committee focused on the curricu-
lum at the level of University requirements. Prof. Conlon
then mentioned the designation of resources to teach the
seminars. If each student were eventually required to
take three seminars, could one of them fulfill a collegiate
requirement? Prof. Delaney answered that the current
proposal does not address that question; it speaks only to
Colloquy’s recommendations, and includes only those re-
sources proposed in the Colloquy. With the current arts
and letters faculty, a requirement of one seminar course
per student toward a University requirement could be ac-
commodated. With the additional faculty proposed by
the Colloquy, two seminars per student could be accom-
modated. The final phase, three seminars per student,
would probably have to be managed within colleges —
that is, toward college requirements.

Prof. Roos reminded Prof. Conlon that the Undergraduate
Studies Committee had focused on the freshman year.
His recent conversations with about 50 students complet-
ing their freshman year strongly suggests that the fresh-
man year needs much attention. Most of the students
had had no contact with teaching-and-research faculty.
Adding small, writing-intensive courses in the College of
Business Administration would not help the freshman
year.

Dean Kolman said that the appendix of the Undergradu-
ate Studies Committee report lays out a four-year plan
that would start next fall but would not be implemented
until the fall of 1996. Since it would take four years to
implement the first step of the plan, it seems premature
to discuss seriously the second and third steps. Prof.
Conlon said that he appreciated Dean Kolman'’s point.
However, he remained concerned about the premises of
several of the recommendations, particularly those con-
cerning the fulfillment of University requirements.

Ms. Kielbasa said that one reason for having the Univer-
sity Seminars fulfill University requirements was to offer
students and faculty more flexibility, and to relieve some
of the pressure on students to fulfill University require-
ments. Dean Kolman added that the Curriculum Com-
mittee looked specifically at the University curriculum
and tried to free up the tightness of that structure by re-
ducing the number of University requirements by one.
The committee intentionally named the courses Arts and
Letters University Seminars, since it was always its inten-
tion that the courses satisfy University requirements.
What has changed is that the courses have been ex-
panded so they can meet any University requirement.

Prof. Bonello expressed his skepticism that regular teach-
ing-and-research faculty will want to teach the courses, If

faculty had wanted to teach a writing-intensive course to
freshmen, they could have done so for the Freshman
Seminar. He also mentioned that the Freshman Seminar
required 30 pages of writing per semester, while the pro-
posed University Seminar would require a minimum of
24 pages, or a 20 percent reduction.

Prof. Hatch asked about Composition and Literature, the
one Freshman writing course that would be left. He
asked if the Undergraduate Studies Committee had con-
sidered the question of which vehicle is best for teaching
writing to freshmen, Composition and Literature or
something like the Freshman Seminar. Prof. Delaney said
that the committee had discussed the question and felt
that the courses were different: one teaches writing, the
other teaches composition. Prof. Hatch said that he un-
derstood the difference. However, the question remains:
Which course has the most potential to teach writing?
Dean Kolman said that the issue had not yet been thor-
oughly studied. Prof. Hatch said that he suspects there
are probably better teachers to draw from for the teaching
of the Freshman Seminar than for the teaching of Com-
position and Literature.

Fr. Beauchamp asked about the numbers of faculty re-
quired to teach University Seminars. According to the
numbers given in the appendix, about 40 sections of
Freshman seminar are now taught by non-regular faculty.
With current teaching loads, 10 additional teaching-and-
research faculty would be needed if each student is re-
quired to take one University Seminar taught by a mem-
ber of the teaching-and-research faculty. Prof. Gutting
pointed out that the number of additional faculty re-
quired would be less than that number because some of
the courses are currently being taught, though in much
larger sections. Prof. Delaney said that the proposal
counted on no additional resources other than those pro-
vided for in the Colloquy. In any case, he added, the
Curriculum Committee feels that there is no other place
that the University could put additional resources more
effectively.

Prof. O’Meara said that Dean Attridge had conducted
some studies along the way with the Curriculum Com-
mittee and had assured them that they could start teach-
ing University Seminars before any additional faculty
were added. Prof. O'Meara also said that he hoped that
the culture would change, and that faculty would come
to regard the teaching of freshmen as an important task
and as an expectation at Notre Dame.

Prof. Bonello remained skeptical because of the costs to
faculty in terms of time taken from research and in terms
of the time required to read, comment on, and grade so
many papers. He said that to change the culture sounds
good, but incentives realistically work in another direction.
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Prof. Hatch felt that there was an incentive for teaching-
and-research faculty to teach University Seminars because
they could teach in their own discipline. He spoke of an
acquaintance who teaches a similar course at Duke and
said that they have no trouble getting faculty to teach.
Prof. O'Meara said that the course was deliberately de-
signed so that faculty members would have the added in-
centive of teaching in their own discipline. :

Mr. Zeugner commented that the library faculty would
like to participate in the implementation of Recommen-
dation 2. He proposed having the library faculty work
cooperatively with the Center for Teaching and Learning
and with teaching-and-research faculty to provide library
literacy. Many of the library faculty hold advanced de-
grees and would welcome the opportunity to collaborate
with teaching-and-research faculty to provide a positive
learning experience for students.

Fr. Malloy asked what the council should do next. After
some discussion, it was decided that the council would
vote on approving the recommendations of the Curricu-
lum Committee in principle and accepting the imple-
mentation steps included in the body of the report of the
Undergraduate Studies Committee. (The Appendix to
that report, which includes considerable detail on sug-
gested staffing, scheduling and timetables, was not to be
part of this council action.) A motion, made to that ef-
fect, was approved with two members abstaining.

4. Reports. Prof. Delaney had no other business to re-
port from the Undergraduate Studies Committee.

Prof. Roos reported that the Graduate Studies Committee
had recently discussed the depressed job market for
graduate students, a concern raised by Fr. Malloy in the
previous council meeting. He said that Prof. Hatch had
offered to gather some materials into a report to bring be-
fore the council next fall. He would look at trends in hir-
ing, which disciplines would be in future demand, etc.
The Graduate Studies Committee will continue to review
the University’s graduate programs in the fall, operating
on the principle that the Graduate School should be
small but superb.

Prof. Conlon reported that the Faculty Affairs Committee
continued to discuss its concern about the proper route
for handling academic proposals starting from their point
of origin and proceeding through the council and/or its
various committees. He read a draft of an amendment to
Academic Article IV.3(a), which will be directed to the Ex-
ecutive Committee for consideration next fall.

Fr. Malloy reported that the:Provost Search Committee
has been working quietly and diligently. Candidates
have come to the committee’s attention through adver-
tisements, solicitations and nominations. He said that

the committee has begun the process of narrowing its list
significantly.

He closed the meeting by announcing that the Academic
Council would meet one more time this semester on
Monday, May 15, at 10 a.m.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:05 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Roger A. Schmitz
Secretary of the Academic Council

Attachment A

WHEREAS: In 1991, both the Knight Commission on In-
tercollegiate Athletics (co-chaired by Fr. Hesburgh) and
the American Association of University Professors pro-
posed corresponding and mutually compatible principles
that have initiated a now well-advanced reform in the
conduct of intercollegiate athletics;

AND WHEREAS: The University of Notre Dame’s obser-
vance of responsible academic and ethical standards in
intercollegiate athletics has brought it distinction, re-
spect, and leadership as virtually a model of the compli-
ance recommended by the AAUP and the Knight
Commission;

BE IT RESOLVED:

1) That the Faculty Senate recommended that the Aca-
demic Council join the effort of reform in intercollegiate
athletics by ensuring the University’s full compliance
with the principles defined by the Knight Commission
and the AAUP.

2) That the Faculty Senate recommended that the Aca-
demic Council confirm and sustain such compliance by
publishing the following combined and integrated state-
ment of these principles in the Faculty Handbook, to be re-
corded as articles 26 (page 41) under the Academic Code;

Intercollegiate Athletics

26.1 The University is committed to a philosophy of firm
institutional control of athletics, to the unquestioned
academic and financial integrity of its athletic programs,
and to the accountability of the athletics department for
the values and goals befitting higher education.

26.2 To ensure that the educational values, practices, and
mission of the University determine the standards by
which it participates in intercollegiate athletics, the re-




sponsibility and authority for the administration of the
athletics department, including all basic policies, person-
nel, and finances, is vested in the president.

26.3 Standards for admission, progress toward gradua-
tion, and the welfare, health, and safety of all student

athletes in all sports are comparable to those for other

students.

26.4 Formulation of, and compliance with, University
policies relating to the admission of student athletes,
their progress toward graduation, and the academic integ-
rity if their courses of study are the responsibility of the
University’s Faculty Board in Control of Athletics, on
which elected faculty members comprise a majority and
which is chaired by an elected faculty member. The Fac-
ulty Board seeks appropriate review of cases of apparent
policy non-compliance, and it submits to the faculty an-
nual reports on admissions, progress toward graduation,
and graduation rates of intercollegiate athletes by sport.

26.5 Student athletes are integrated with other students
in housing, food service, tutoring, and other areas of
campus life. Participation in intercollegiate athletics by
first-year students is regarded as ill-advised. All student
athletes have at least one day per week free of athletic ob-
ligations and do not, with rare exceptions, incur more
than one overnight absence on a weekday evening per
week. In all sports, the number of events per season is
periodically reviewed by the Faculty Board.

26.6 Financial aid standards for athletes are comparable
to those for other students. The aid is administered by
the financial aid office of the University. The assessment
of the financial need of athletes may take account of time
demands that may preclude or limit employment during
the academic year. Continuation of aid to students who
drop out of athletic competition or complete their ath-
letic eligibility is conditioned only on their academic and
financial qualifications.

26.7 The President and central administration of the
University maintain full and direct control of the athletic
department’s financial operations and of revenues re-
ceived from outside groups. These areas of control in-
clude the allocation of general operating funds to the
support of the athletic department, the establishment of
regulations governing the use of, and fees for, university
facilities by private businesses, including summer athletic
camps, and the assessment of fees charged to coaches on
the same basis as those charged to faculty and other staff
engaged in private businesses on campus. Annual budget
and long-term plans are approved by the Provost's Advi-
sory Committee, with the participation of its elected fac-
ulty representatives. The University’s central administra-
tion publishes complete and detailed athletic department
budgets for each coming year and actual expenditures

and revenues for each past year. Published athletic de- 9%\
partment budgets also include an accounting of mainte-

nance expenses for sports facilities, activities of booster

groups, payments by outsiders for appearances by

coaches and other athletic staff, payments by sports ap-

parel companies, and sources of scholarship funds.

26.8 Paid-for-trips to games, and other special benefits
for faculty, administrators, or members of the Faculty
Board in Control of Athletics, whether offered by the
University or by outside groups, create conflicts of inter-
est and are prohibited.

26.9 The President of the University seeks to ensure that
the University's intercollegiate athletic events are sched-
uled, as far as possible only with institutions, and within
conferences and associations, that commit themselves to
compliance with these or comparable principles. In this
effort, the President joins with counterparts in other in-
stitutions and organizations to sustain the integrity and
promote the viability of such principles, and reports an-
nually to the University community on the progress of
such efforts.

3) That the Faculty Senate recommend that the Aca-

demic Council accordingly revise the first paragraph of

the Faculty Handbook's description of the Faculty Board in
Control of Athletics (Article IV, Subsection j, page 30), by .
deletions and additions as follows: ’W
The Faculty Board in Control of Athletics consists of the
Executives Vice President, who-cheatrs-theBoard; the Vice
President for Student Affairs, the Director of Athletics and
mire ten other members, one elected by and from the fac-
ulty of each College, one elected by and from the Law

School faculty, two elected at large from the faculty,

three two appointed by the President from the faculty

and one appointed annually by the President from the
student body. Elected and appointed faculty members

serve staggered, three-year terms and no such faculty

member may serve more than two consecutive terms.

The Board is chaired by a member elected annually from

the elected faculty

Attachment B
Report on Recommendation 34
In response to the Colloquy and, more recently, in re- L

sponse to the Faculty Senate Resolutions on Athletics, the
Board proposes the following alterations to Article IV, 3.j.

The Faculty Board in-Centretef [on] Athletics consists of
the Executive Vice President, who chairs the Board, the

Vice President for Student Affairs, the Director of Athlet-
ics, [the Director of Academic Services for Student-Ath- 0;;\




@ letes] and nine other members, one elected by and from
the faculty of each College, one elected by and from the
Law School faculty, three appointed by the President
from the faculty [on the recommendation of the Pro-
vost] and one appointed annually by the President from
the student body. Elected and appointed faculty mem-
bers serve staggered, three-year terms and no such faculty
member may serve more than two consecutive terms.

The Board is charged with the general superviston [over-
sight] of all matters pertaining to [the academic compo-
nents and implications of] intercollegiate athletics [and
policies]. [It is the duty of this body to help maintain
and foster institutional control of intercollegiate ath-
letics and the University’s commitment to academic
integrity within the athletic program.] Specifically, it
is empowered to make recommendations to the President
on athletic policy and on University action in regard to
regulations and decisions of the National Collegiate Ath-

letic Association; te-pass-upornthe-amateurstanding-of-al

consider standards for appointment of coaching per-

sonnel; to assess admission data, eligibility, progress

toward a degree, and general academic achievement
m Of student-athletes; to participate in and review the re-

@ sults of periodic institutional athletic department self-

studies; to initiate discussion on issues of concern to
the faculty and administration;] and to [review and]
approve [each student petition for a fifth year of ath-
letic eligibility,] all intercollegiate athletic schedules, the
captains and student managers of all University teams,
and the winners of monograms.

Attachment C

Proposed Standard Class Times

Monday/Wednesday/Friday Tuesday/Thursday Monday/Wednesday
(50 minute classes) (75 minute classes) (75 minute classes)

(ONLY for classes of

400 level and above)

8:30 a.m.~9:20 a.m. 8:00-9:15 8:00 a.m.-9:15 a.m.
(ONLY for departmental

exams and graduate
level classes)

9:35 a.m.-10:25 a.m. 9:30-10:45 11:45 a.m.-1:00 p.m.
10:40 a.m.-11:30 a.m. 11:00-12:15 1:30 p.m.-2:45 p.m.
11:45 a.m.-12:35 p.m. 12:30-1:45 3:00 p.m.—4:15 p.m.
12:50 p.m.-1:40 p.m. 2:00-3:15 4:30 p.m.-5:45 p.m.
1:5§ p.m.~2:45 p.m. 3:30-4:45
3:00 p.m.-3:50 p.m. 5:00-6:15

4:05 p.m.-4:5S p.m.
$:10 p.m.-6:00 p.m.

Current Standard Class Times

Monday/Wednesday/Friday Tuesday/Thursday Monday/Wednesday
(50 minute classes) (75 minute classes) 75 minute classes)
(ONLY for classes of

400 level and above)
8:00 a.m.-8:50 a.m. 8:00-9:15 8:40 a.m.-9:55 a.m.
(ONLY for departmental
exams and graduate
level classes) I
9:05 a.m.-9:55 a.m. 9:30-10:45 11:15 a.m.-12:30 p.m.
10:10 a.m.-11:00 a.m. 11:00-12:15 12:50 p.m.~2:05 p.m.
11:15 a.m.-12:05 p.m. 1:15-2:30 2:20 p.m.-3:35 p.m. L
12:15 p.m.-1:05 p.m. 2:45-4:00 3:50 p.m.-5:05 p.m. ‘
1:15 p.m.-2:05 p.m. 4:15-5:30 : |

2:20 p.m.-3:10 p.m.
3:25 p.m.-4:15 p.m.
4:30 p.m.-5:20 p.m. |

Revised Standard Class Time Periods
Proposed effective date: Spring semester, 1996

Features and Discussion

1. Begin classes 30 minutes later on Monday/Wednes-
day/Friday (MWF). The first class period would com-
mence at 8:30 a.m. The total number of class periods on
MWF would remain at nine.

Discussion:

For the last several semesters, the first class period on
MWEF (8:00 a.m.-8:50 a.m.) has attracted from 40-45
classes out of a possible capacity of 160. Faculty have in-
dicated that a major drawback to the period is the fact
that departmental support staffs are not available before
8:00 a.m. An instructor will often need access to a copier
or department resources before class. An 8:30 a.m. start
time would allow faculty the opportunity to utilize the
departmental office staff/resources before the first class
period. The resulting MWF schedule would still contain
nine periods with the last class period scheduled from
5:10 p.m.-6:00 p.m.

Desired effect:

The first class period would be better utilized thereby alle-
viating some of the strain on the remaining MWF time
slots.

2. Standardize a 15 minute break between all class periods
on Monday/Wednesday/Friday and Tuesday/Thursday.

Discussion: .

The present class schedule allows only 10 minutes be-
tween mid-day classes on MWEF: 12:05 p.m. to 12:15 p.m.
and 1:05 p.m. to 1:15 p.m. When the noon break was re-
moved from the class schedule several years ago, 10
minute breaks were installed at the above times so that
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afternoon class times would remain the same. With more
faculty using technology in lectures, it is essential that
faculty have adequate time before the period starts to
load software and cue up their class presentation.

Desired effect:
Allow adequate transition time between all class periods.

3. Gain an additional class period for the popular Tues-
day/Thursday (TTH) schedule by deleting the hour break
in classes on Tuesday/Thursday from 12:15 p.m.-1:15
p.m. while retaining the “departmental exam” period
from 8:00 a.m.-9:15 a.m.

Discussion:

During the last academic year, PAC discussed the use of
the first period on TTH for departmental exams. It was
decided that departmental exams would remain in this
time slot. In the present schedule, this results in only
five usable class periods at TTH. Hence, some depart-
ments have wanted to teach 75 minutes courses on Mon-
day/Wednesday (MW). The 75 minute classes on the
MWEF schedule results in poor utilization of classroom
space since each of these 75 minute classes ties up a class-
room for two MWF class periods. The present schedule
contains a 60 minute lunch break from 12:15 p.m. until
1:15 p.m. This break creates a problem for the Dining
Halls since most students eat between 12:15 p.m. and
1:15 p.m. The revised schedule adds an additional class
period to the TTH schedule starting at 12:30 p.m. This
results in four afternoon class periods instead of three.
The Dining Hall administration has reviewed this pro-
posal and finds it very desirable as it will, in theory, di-
vide up the lunch traffic. Except for the present 4:15
p-m.—5:30 p.m. time period on TTH, all the TTH periods
are normally filled to capacity. Room for an additional
160 TTH 75 minute classes will be welcomed by many
academic departments.

Desired effect:

Allow more 75 minutes classes to be taught on the TTH
schedule and relieve some of the student Dining Hall
lunch traffic problems.

4. Realign the standard times on Monday/Wednesday to
reduce student scheduling conflicts with the Monday/
Wednesday/Friday schedule.

Discussion:

This is a more difficult change to grasp on first review
since the proposed MW class times seem to be spread out
and somewhat arbitrary. Because of heavy MWF class
scheduling during the a.m., it is not practical to offer ad-
ditional 75 minute classes on the MW schedule during
the morning hours. When a 75 minute class only uses 15
minutes of an MWF class period in a DeBartolo 250 tech-

nology classroom, it renders the classroom unusable for %
the remainder of the period. In addition, students have
difficulty scheduling MWF classes when trying to balance
two schedule formats. University policy states that only
400 level and above classes may utilize the MW schedule.
With the change to an 8:30 a.m. first period on MWF,
and the fact that classroom space is unlikely to be utilized
to capacity, one morning MW class from 8:00 a.m. until
9:15 a.m. can be scheduled. There are disadvantages to
this time period, but it is the only logical time for an MW
class on the MWF a.m. schedule. The remaining four pro-
posed MW times periods better coincide with the begin-
ning or ending times of the MWF class times schedule.

Desired effect:
Allow for several MW classes while providing the stu-
dents with less complicated scheduling possibilities.

Attachment D

Undergraduate Committee Response to Curriculum Com-
mittee Recommendations

The University Curriculum Committee recommends that:

1. Large lecture classes be supplemented with tutorials,
laboratories or other appropriate experiences which foster
active student involvement in learning. m
Endorse. Deans report to Academic Council in fall on

plans and progress.

2. Faculty be encouraged to pursue, in conjunction with
the Center for Teaching and Learning, a wide variety of
pedagogical approaches to assist students to become li-
brary literate and independent, critical thinkers. These
approaches include inter-departmental cooperation in de-
veloping and teaching courses, experiential learning, col-
laborative learning, information retrieval and manipula-
tion, multimedia presentations, intensive writing and
computer technology.

Endorse (first sentence). The Provost, together with
the new director of the Center for Teaching and Learn-
ing, report to Academic Council in fall.

3. An ad hoc committee be established to review the
Composition and Literature course; having reviewed and
made recommendations concerning the purpose of this
course, it should establish which students should take
this course and set clear guidelines for skipping this
course and receiving credit through examination.

Endorse the recent appointment of a committee to

study this issue. This committee will report to the

Academic Council in the fall. ~
&
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4. The Academic Council reviews the requirements for
honors at graduation with the goal of incorporating a sig-
nificant research project or thesis as a component.

Endorse. A sub-committee of the Undergraduate Com-
mittee of the Academic Council should take responsi-
bility. It should task the various College Councils to
do a detailed study of the matter in the fall and report
back to the sub-committee at the end of the fall. The
Undergraduate Committee will report to the Academic
Council in the spring.

5. Arts and Letters University Seminars, taught by regular
members of the teaching-and-research faculty, be devel-
oped and one such course be required of every first-year
student beginning during the 1996-97 academic year;
and a time line be developed for expanding this require-
ment to at least two and possibly three such seminars for
each student over his or her first two years.

Endorse. There should be a detailed annual review of
the implementation of this requirement by the Under-
graduate Committee of the Academic Council. This
review should be informed by a report from the Dean
of Arts and Letters to this committee bearing on cur-
rent staffing patterns and projections for the future.
This report should include reflection on the impact of
the staffing these University Seminars on other Arts
and Letters teaching responsibilities (Core) and on the
professional development of junior faculty. This re-
port in turn should be informed by reports of the vari-
ous chairpersons on their department’s contribution
to the implementation of these University Seminars.

The Undergraduate Committee agreed with the Cur-
riculum Committee that such University Seminars
were an absolute educational necessity. The Under-
graduate Committee has specified the structure, the
implementation details and the registration mecha-
nisms for these University Seminars in an Appendix.
We would like to underscore the obvious fact that
there must be a demonstrable commitment of faculty
resources from the main building and teaching effort
from the various departments to realize this central
recommendation of the Curriculum Committee.

6. The Freshman Seminar in its current format be elimi-
nated as a University requirement.

Endorse
7. Additional science courses of a topical nature be devel-

oped especially in the areas of chemistry and the biologi-
cal sciences.

Endorse. Dean of Science report to Academic Council
in the fall.

8. The lower level mathematics courses be redesigned to
better serve the needs of Arts and Letters and Business
Administration students; and these redesigned courses be
evaluated three years after their inception.

Endorse. Dean of Science report to Academic Council
in the fall.

9. The College of Engineering develop and offer several
elective courses in various areas of technology for non-
engineering students.

Endorse. The Dean of Engineering report to Academic
Council in the fall.

10. Relevant departments give high priority to offering
new and revised courses which present a variety of cul-
tural traditions and perspectives by encouraging present
faculty to pursue these areas and by hiring new faculty
with these interests and expertise.

Endorse. The College Councils, especially Arts and
Letters and Business, should discuss this in the fall and
the Deans should report to the Academic Council.

11. The Provost’s Office survey student satisfaction with
academic advising and report the results to the academic
units and to the Undergraduate Studies Committee of the
Academic Council; and individual academic units review
their practices and make changes to foster faculty-student
academic interaction.

Endorse. The report should include report from the
various academic units on their advising policies. The
Provost’s Office should report to the Academic Coun-
cil in the fall.

12. The Provost and the Deans aggressively pursue the
implementation of these recommendations and that the
Undergraduate Studies Committee of the Academic
Council review annually the goals of general education
and the courses and structures which seek to realize these
goals.

Endorse.
13. The Provost’s Advisory Committee do an analysis of
the resources necessary to implement these recommenda-

tions and relate them to the priorities of the Colloguy.

Endorse.
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Appendix: Specification of the University Seminars

. Structure of the seminars

small seminars (18)

satisfying the university requirements

taught by regular T&R faculty

. writing intensive

at least 24 pages of writing be required of the students in-
cluding at least one rewrite of a corrected paper

SECESES

B. Implementation of the seminars

1. The University Curriculum Committee has proposed
the introduction of 3 seminars for freshman and sopho-
more students to be taught within departments by regular
teaching and research faculty. The introduction of these
courses, plus the elimination of the Freshman Seminar
would thus make available three credit hours of electives
for all students. Quite independently of the specific title
of these seminars, it seems clear to us that 99 percent of
them will be Arts and Letters seminars (reasons spelled
out below), so we have asked the Dean of Arts and Letters
to address the feasibility issue.

2. In order to implement the full program envisioned by
the Curriculum Committee it would be necessary to staff
approximately 165 seminars per semester with regular
T&R faculty. At present approximately 16 of the 55
Freshman Seminars offered each semester are taught by
regular T&R faculty. In order to implement the new pro-
gram to the full extent envisioned by the Curriculum
Committee we would have to find the faculty resources
to staff 149 courses per semester with regular T&R faculty
not now part of the offerings available to freshmen. Such
offerings might be feasible with the addition of the 150
new faculty envisioned by the Colloquy. Absent such an
enhancement of faculty resources, it will be difficult, if
not impossible, to staff all of the courses envisioned with
T&R faculty while maintaining an appropriate range of
offerings at other levels of the instructional program.
Even the adoption of a modified version of the Curricu-
lum Committee’s proposal could jeopardize the continu-
ance of such programs as the Arts and Letters Core
course, a small enrollment seminar required of all sopho-
mores in the College. I, therefore, recommend that the
UG Studies Committee not accept the recommendation
of a three-course seminar requirement at this time.

3. I propose, instead, that the Undergraduate Studies
Committee recommend the adoption of Phase I of a plan
to implement the recommendations of the Curriculum
Committee. This phase will require the implementation
of departmental seminars for freshmen in numbers suffi-
cient for all students to enroll in one such seminar taught
by regular T&R faculty by the third academic year follow-
ing the adoption of the recommendation. In the interim,
the University will begin the process of hiring new fac-

ulty and finding suitable office space for them. (Finding
such space is not a trivial problem. At present all offices
in Decio, O’Shaughnessy, Haggar, Crowley and Riley
Halls are filled. New A&L faculty regularly share offices
in Decio.) At the end of the three-year period, the Under-
graduate Studies Committee will review the recommenda-
tion of the Curriculum Committee and determine if an
expansion of the seminar program is feasible.

4. These seminars would fulfill University requirements.
The report of the Curriculum Committee and the discus-
sion in the Academic Council led to some ambiguity on
this point. If part of the rationale for these courses is to
free three hours of a student’s curriculum for electives,
the new seminars must meet University Requirements. If
these seminars are to have a significant writing compo-
nent, they probably should be offered in those disciplines
where such a requirement is a regular disciplinary compo-
nent. These conditions suggest that the seminars, at least
in their initial phase, fulfill Arts and Letters Requirements
of the University Core, as the Curriculum Committee
originally recommended. This stipulation would not pre-
clude faculty from other colleges teaching such seminars.
Faculty from other colleges who wish to participate in
these programs could do so, as long as their courses were
cross-listed with departments responsible for providing
courses comprising the University Core Curriculum. At
the beginning of the 1995 academic year the UG Studies
Committee of the Academic Council would solicit from
deans of all the colleges information about courses that
could be incorporated into the new seminar program.

5. Consideration of the current staffing pattern indicates
the constraints governing deployment of faculty
resources.

i. The University currently staffs approximately 55 sec-
tions of Freshman Seminar per semester.

ii. Approximately 16 of these sections are staffed by
regular T&R faculty. The remaining faculty are adjuncts,
some of the hall rectors, and graduate students.

ili. Approximately 20 of the graduate students are sup-
ported by University Teaching Fellowships.

6. The proposed implementation of the requirement for
Phase I would follow a timetable of the following sort:

A. 1996-97

i. Departments in Arts and Letters would be respon-
sible for providing an appropriate number of seminars, as
determined by the dean.

ii. Atleast 60 percent of the seminars (or approxi-
mately 33) would be taught by regular T&R faculty.

iii. At the discretion of the dean, departments could be
authorized to meet the remainder of their obligation by
the use of the ‘prize’ graduate students or adjuncts.

B 1997-98

i. 80 percent of the seminars would be taught by
regular T&R faculty.

®
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@ ii. At the discretion of the dean, departments could be
authorized to meet the remainder of their obligation by
the use of ‘prize’ graduate students.

C. 1998-99
i. 100 percent of the seminars would be taught by
regular T&R faculty.

7. Unclear in the report of the Curriculum Committee is
the status of the Humanities Seminar (FS 185-86) and the
Honors Section thereof (FS 195-96). I recommend that
the Committee approve the termination of these semi-
nars as part of the elimination of the Freshman Seminar
Program. At the same time, the Committee should rec-
ommend consideration by the Honors Program of writing
intensive seminars in Philosophy, Theology, English or
History.

C. Registration mechanisms for the seminars

1. Working assumptions:

a) freshman class size of 1900

b) one-half of the class would enroll in a seminar each
semester

¢) maximum class size would be 18

d) S5 sections would be offered each semester

2. Seminars would be grouped into categories corre-
sponding to the university requirements: theology, phi-

' losophy, history, social science, literature and fine arts.
Depending on the number of offerings, the categories
could be broadened or narrowed (e.g., philosophy and
theology together or separate; social sciences further di-
vided into behavior sciences and government/economics).

3. On the course selection form sent to incoming stu-
dents in June, they would rank order their choice of Uni-
versity Seminar categories (I - n) depending on the total
number of categories. A more fine-grained selection of
special skills (foreign language literature, fine arts) would
be possible.

4. As schedules are built by FYS staff in July, every effort
would be made to accommodate student preference as far
as possible within the constraints of the offerings and the
time frame.

S. In the fall semester students would be scheduled for
English 109 or a University Seminar. Humanities Semi-
nar would no longer exist; the Honors Program would
make appropriate adjustments within the framework of
University Seminars.

6. In the spring semester, the remaining half of the class
would be scheduled for a University Seminar using the
same preference procedure.

Academic Council Minutes
May 15, 1995

Members in Attendance: Edward A. Malloy, C.S.C,,
Timothy O’Meara, E. William Beauchamp, C.S.C., Roger
Schmitz, Timothy Scully, C.S.C., Patricia O'Hara, Harold
Attridge, Francis Castellino, John Keane, Eileen Kolman,
David Link, Anthony Michel, Richard McBrien, Frank
Bonello, Cornelius Delaney, Michael Francis, Gary Gut-
ting, Jean Porter, John Roos, Thomas Swartz, William
Shephard, Andrew Sommese, Hafiz Atassi, Stephen Batill,
Fernand Dutile, Lorry Zeugner and Regina Coll, C.S.J.

Observers in Attendance: Andrea Midgett, Dennis
Moore and Russell Pickett

Guests in attendance were the following members of the
Faculty Board in Control of Athletics: JoAnn DellaNeva,
Alexander Hahn, Kathleen Halischak and David Kirkner

Prof. O'Meara opened the meeting at 10:05 a.m. with a
prayer.

1. Minutes approved. The minutes of the council meet-
ings of February 16 and March 6 were approved without
amendment.

o T

2. Trustee action on proposed changes in Article II,
Sections 1 and 2. Prof. O’Meara reminded the council
that at a previous meeting it had approved changes in
Academic Articles II.1 and II.2 regarding the appointment
and review of the vice presidents and associate provosts. =
(See Attachment A of the minutes of the council meeting
of April 4, 1995.) The proposed article was then brought
before the Board of Trustees, who felt that one sentence
was ambiguous and suggested changes for clarification.
With the following rewording of the final sentence of the
second paragraph of Article II.1, the changes were ap-
proved by the Trustees: The five-year review of the Pro-
vost shall include the Provost’s responsibility for the
performance of the Associate Provosts. (The changes
made in this sentence by the Board of Trustees are in
bold.) No questions or comments were raised by council
members.

3. International studies. Reporting on his plans for in-
ternational studies as requested at an earlier meeting of
the council, Fr. Scully distributed a diagram showing an
intended organization and an outline of intended activi-
ties. (See Attachment A.) The diagram was formulated in
consultation with members of various entities, including
the Helen Kellogg Institute for International Studies, the
Joan B. Kroc Institute for International Peace Studies, the
Center for Civil and Human Rights, the Provost’s Advi-
sory Council (PAC), Officers of the University and the
newly created Council on International Activities of the
Board of Trustees.
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In a brief review of the plan, Fr. Scully said that he will
ask the council in the fall to approve the creation of a
University Committee on International Studies, to be
comprised of the directors of the University’s interna-
tional institutes, the deans and perhaps others as advised
by the council. The committee will be essential for coor-
dinating and catalyzing efforts if the University truly
moves ahead in international studies in the next 10 years,
especially if the number of student participants is to be
doubled as recommended through Colloquy studies.

Operating under Fr. Scully will be an assistant provost for
international studies, a position that will be filled as of
June 15 by Prof. Ivan Jaksic, who was recommended by a
search committee of senior professors from each of the
colleges. Prof. Jaksic comes to the position well-qualified,
having worked on international efforts at Stanford Uni-
versity and at the University of Wisconsin. He also has
fund-raising and federal international studies experience
with the Department of Education.

The International Study Programs Advisory Committee
will continue as it is currently run, with input from the
colleges. The future directorship of international study
programs is as yet undetermined; no one has yet been

named to replace Dr. Isabel Charles, who will retire this
summer. The assistant director is Dr. Claudia Kselman.

Fr. Scully said that over the next 18 months his office will
assess and evaluate the academic quality of the
University’s various international programs. The goal of
the evaluations will be to enhance the academic quality
of the programs, especially those that enable students to
learn another language and live in another culture.

Referring to the diagram, Fr. Scully said that the boxes to
the right of International Study Programs represent an ef-
fort to catalyze and coordinate further what is already oc-
curring on campus. He and Prof. Jaksic have already met
with several deans and directors of institutes to begin
talking about what might happen in international studies
in the next few years, and to discuss how the University
can best coordinate those efforts. The Provost’s Office is
particularly interested in enhancing area studies pro-
grams, especially in the College of Arts and Letters where
they have done well. Specifically, foreign language devel-
opment needs to be facilitated and coupled with interna-
tional programs.

Fr. Scully said that work in International Teaching and
Scholarship has just begun; the University will try to fo-
cus its efforts on alerting and preparing students for such
prestigious scholarships as Rhodes and Fulbrights. Also,
many internships exist in the Center for Social Concerns,
the Kellogg Institute, the Business School, etc., which
need to be better coordinated and publicized.

e
Finally, Fr. Scully said that international studies needs an }%
enhanced presence in Washington, D.C., to better gener-
ate career and scholarly opportunities and fellowships for
Notre Dame students. Fr. McBrien commended Fr. Scully
for his vision and early planning efforts in this broad area
of international studies.

4. Resolutions and recommendations regarding ath-
letic affairs. Prof. O’'Meara began this discussion by dis-
playing to the council the various pages of amendments
and proposals to which presentations and discussions
would refer. He reminded them that the Academic Ar-
ticle in question, regarding the form and function of the
Faculty Board in Control of Athletics, is Article IV.3.j. He
said that the council would discuss two sets of recom-
mendations for changing that article, one from the Fac-
ulty Senate and one from the Faculty Board in Control of
Athletics (called hereafter the faculty board or the board).
(The former is in Attachment A, and latter is in Attach-
ment B of the council minutes of April 26, 1995.)

Regarding the resolution of the Faculty Senate, Prof.
O'Meara said that the Executive Committee recom-
mended that no action be taken directly regarding item
one, which was considered to be an exhortation. In ef-
fect, the consequences of the exhortation would be |
the council’s actions on the recommendations by the fac-

ulty board and on other items in the Faculty Senate’s N
resolution. m

The Executive Committee also recommended that item
two of the Faculty Senate’s resolution be tabled because
of the faculty board’s belief that the principles outlined
in it are already being carried out. However, the Faculty
Senate felt that the proposed new Article 26.1-26.9
should appear in the Faculty Handbook — if not in the
Academic Articles, then perhaps in the Academic Code or
in some other section of the Faculty Handbook — as a
permanent, public assertion of how intercollegiate athlet-
ics operate at the University. Therefore, the Executive
Committee recommended that the item be sent to the
faculty board for consideration. Specifically, the faculty
board should ask if the principles outlined in 26.1-26.9
are already being followed, and if the publication of a
statement to that effect is desirable, especially as it adds
to Father Malloy’s 1987 statement on athletics. If a state-
ment is to be published, the faculty board should recom-
mend the place and format. The faculty board’s response
would be anticipated during the fall semester.

As chair of the Faculty Senate and a member of the Fx-
ecutive Committee of the Academic Council, Fr. McBrien
said that, for the time being, he supported tabling item
two, especially since learning that the University’s own
athletics policy is in many ways more strict than either
the Knight Commission or the AAUP statements. He
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@ clarified his suggestion that the item go back to the fac-

ulty board not simply for a discussion of its advisability,
but so the faculty board could come up with language for
the Faculty Handbook that would incorporate the
University’s own, stricter policy. He felt that some differ-
ences between the faculty board and the senate would
eventually require further discussion, such as the issue of
faculty board members attending bowl games at the
University's expense. He concluded by asking that a date
be set by which the faculty board would report back to
the council. He pressed for a report early enough in the
fall so that appropriate action could be taken before the
semester’s end.

Fr. Malloy said that the timetable must depend on when
meetings could be arranged and how substantive their
discussions would be. He hesitated on a firm completion
date because it might interfere with thorough discussion.
However, he felt that the faculty board would want to
complete its work during the first semester. Fr. McBrien
reiterated that, in principle, the matter should be brought
before the council for a vote sometime during the fall
semester.

Prof. O’'Meara repeated that the faculty board would con-

sider the wisdom of including item two of the Faculty

Senate’s resolution in the Faculty Handbook. If the fac-

ulty board chose to do so, they could propose a statement

" of their own that would be debated by the council vis-a-
vis item two. Fr. McBrien replied that the Faculty Senate
would be satisfied if the faculty board came up with lan-
guage that was consistent with the senate’s statement and
even stricter in some areas. If that happened, the Faculty
Senate would allow their statement to give way to the fac-
ulty board’s. If the faculty board decided that nothing
new should be incorporated into the Faculty Handbook,
then the Faculty Senate would ask for a discussion and
vote on each part of item two in the fall.

Dean Attridge clarified that the Executive Committee felt
that some sort of public statement, if approved, might be
placed in the University Policies section of the Faculty
Handbook. Fr. Beauchamp agreed, adding that the Fac-
ulty Board strongly felt that such a statement would not
belong in the Academic Articles or Academic Code. Prof.
O'Meara said that University Policies might not be the
logical place for it either, and that where it should go
should be considered by the faculty board.

Dean Castellino asked if it would expedite matters if the
Executive Committee were to meet with the faculty board
to discuss the proposed statement, rather than spend
time passing documents back and forth. Fr. Malloy felt
that the faculty board would handle the matter appropri-
ately, and should present their recommendations to the
Executive Committee.

Fr. McBrien said that since the faculty board is not a com-
mittee of the Academic Council, it could not be man-
dated by the council to do anything. However, a motion
asking it to address the matter could be passed. Fr.
Malloy first called the council to vote on tabling item two
of the Faculty Senate’s resolution. The motion passed
without opposition. Next, Fr. McBrien moved that the
faculty board be asked to prepare language, or to consider
preparing language, to be included in the Faculty Hand-
book. The statement, to be submitted to the council no
later than November 1, 1995, would incorporate as much
as possible the principles and concerns articulated in item
two of the Faculty Senate’s resolution. The statement
need not be in full accord with the Faculty Senate’s, but
should incorporate the kinds of issues and concerns
raised by the Faculty Senate. The Faculty Senate would
challenge certain points if necessary. The motion was
seconded, and approved.

Prof. O'Meara reminded the council that two proposals
for change in Academic Article IV.3.j were before them:
changes proposed by the Faculty Board in Control of Ath-
letics that address both paragraphs of the article (in At-
tachment B of the council minutes of April 26, 1995),
and changes proposed by the Faculty Senate, addressing
only the first paragraph of the article (in item 3 of Attach-
ment A of the council minutes of April 26, 1995). To
simplify matters, the Executive Committee combined all
of the changes proposed for the first paragraph of the ar-
ticle into a single document, without prejudice or prefer-
ence. (See Attachment B.) An explanation by footnote to
the document numbers the proposed changes and indi-
cates which of the two groups proposed them.

Fr. Malloy said that each proposed change, five in all,
would be voted on individually, and that the entire ar-
ticle would be voted on in conclusion. He then asked for
discussion of the first item, that the name of the Faculty
Board in Control of Athletics be changed to the Faculty
Board on Athletics, as proposed by the faculty board.
There was no discussion of the proposal, which the coun-
cil approved. .

The Faculty Senate and the faculty board diverged on the
second item. The faculty board proposed that the execu-
tive vice president continue to chair the faculty board,
while the Faculty Senate proposed that the chair be
elected annually by the board, chosen from the elected
faculty on the board. Fr. McBrien said that the Faculty
Senate’s proposal was strengthened by the inexorable
logic of being consistent with the recommendations of
the Knight Commission and the AAUP document. He
said that the proposal was made without any prejudice or
implied criticism of the current policy.
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Dean Link said that he had served on the faculty board
for many years, and that though he is not currently a
member, he serves as counsel to the Board of Trustees’
Committee on Athletics. Both experiences have con-
vinced him that the University’s faculty board functions
as well as that of any other school, and better than the
vast majority of other schools, if not all others. The
University’s athletic program is under control. He also
said that the Knight Commission stipulates that athletics
be placed under the control of the president, with over-
sight by the Board of Trustees. As such, it would seem ap-
propriate for the president to be able to name the chair of
the faculty board. And if the president wished to do so
on a permanent basis, he should be allowed to, especially
when the consistent practice of having the executive vice
president serve as chair has so obviously contributed to
the fact that the faculty board functions so well.

Fr. Beauchamp reminded the council of the distinction
previously made between the Knight Commission and
the AAUP document; the recommendations of the two do
not always mesh. He said that the Knight Commission
has, over the years, received the most attention. The
AAUP document is not as well known, and is not referred
to as extensively in NCAA meetings. Specifically, the
Knight Commission does not recommend that the chair
of the faculty board be an elected faculty member. Fr.
Beauchamp also reminded the council that the faculty
board had strongly recommended that its chair continue
to be the executive vice president because it felt that hav-
ing a high-level administrator serve as chair provides the
University an opportunity for careful, thorough oversight
of athletics. Also, it felt that not allowing athletics to op-
erate independently from the rest of the University has
served Notre Dame very well.

Prof. Batill asked for clarification: Was he correct in
thinking that the combined document before him did
not indicate the preference of the Executive Committee?
Fr. Malloy replied that Prof. Batill was correct.

Prof. Dutile said that the faculty board felt that the execu-
tive vice president has inside information on athletics
that is regularly brought to the board, and that much
would be lost if the chair was an elected faculty member,
because the agenda would be affected by other responsi-
bilities of the chair. The board feared that its ability to
work from the inside would erode until it eventually be-
came an outside committee on the attack, trying to find
out what is happening with athletics. Also, the board felt
that the time required to be chair would be extremely dif-
ficult to manage for a regular faculty member. Finally,
the faculty board considered it to be very important, and
telling, that the president exercises responsibility for ath-
letics through the executive vice president. Prof. Dutile
concluded by saying that the University’s record is proof

A\
that the faculty board works well. He also said that keep- @
ing the executive vice president as chair won the unani-

mous support of the faculty board, which is unusual.

Prof. Porter felt that the arguments presented in favor of
maintaining the current chair actually supported the Fac-
ulty Senate’s position. She said that the Faculty Senate
supports the idea of athletics remaining firmly in the
hands of the faculty board and the executive vice presi-
dent. However, the purpose of the faculty board is not to
run athletics, but to offer independent faculty oversight,
which could be difficult when the chair is the administra-
tor responsible for running athletics.

Prof. Hahn repeated that if the faculty board is to remain
at the center of athletics, it must continue to be chaired
by the executive vice president. Otherwise, it will even-
tually become a marginal committee. He also said that
splitting the duties between the chair of the faculty board
and the executive vice president would ultimately create
tension and cracks in the program. He felt that, given
the significant pressure on national intercollegiate sports,
it would be ill-advised to create a situation that led to in-
creased strain.

Prof. O’Hara also repeated observations that she made at
the previous meeting: While arguments against having
the executive vice president serve as chair sound good
theoretically, they do not hold up experientially. She
said that as a member of the NCAA infractions commit-
tee, she observed that rotating the chair of faculty boards
led to breakdowns of institutional control over athletics.
That has not happened at Notre Dame because athletics,
a major administrative responsibility, is in the hands of
the University’s third-ranking officer. She said that the
University’s record is proof that the faculty board works
well, and that its unique organization has contributed to
its strength.

Prof. Porter wondered if the faculty board is meant to be
ancillary to the administration’s role in controlling ath-
letics, or if it is meant to serve as an oversight committee
for athletics.

Prof. DellaNeva proposed that the provost chair the fac-
ulty board, which would constitute a compromise be-
tween the various positions on the matter and which
would answer the concerns for independent oversight
and consistent control from a high-ranking administra-
tor. Prof. Swartz said that Prof. DellaNeva's suggestion
moved toward correcting a situation about which he has
felt uneasy. Specifically, while everything that the fac-
ulty board talked about was couched in terms of aca-
demic issues, academic involvement and faculty involve-
ment in athletics, the responsibilities of the executive
vice president lie in the business realm. Prof. Swartz felt
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that it was illogical to have the chair of the faculty board
be an administrator from the business side of the Univer-
sity, and he wondered what sort of subtle message was
given by the incongruity of the situation. He said that he
would feel better if the board was chaired by an academic
officer of the University.

Prof. Gutting said that while he appreciated the theoreti-
cal questions about the chair of the faculty board, the
practicalities and success of the current arrangement sup-
port keeping the executive vice president as chair. How-
ever, one way around the dilemma perceived by some
council members would be to allow only teaching-and-
research faculty members of the faculty board to vote.
Such a stipulation would ensure that the board is truly
comprised of faculty, and that they perform an oversight
role. Though other people would need to be on the
board, they would not vote.

Prof. Roos confessed to feeling torn by the logic of the
Faculty Senate’s position and the fact that the University
has a system that works. He said that a benefit of Notre
Dame’s system was that, should a serious scandal ever
shake athletics, blame could be placed readily. He asked
if any faculty board member felt prohibited from doing
his or her job because the chair was the executive vice
president. Fr. Malloy interjected that the same question

e\could be asked of every committee with a comparable
‘constitution. For example, does a dean running a college

®hwothetical situation only to ask if the faculty board

council meeting interfere with the work of the council?

Dean Castellino said that the council’s primary concern
was making the faculty board as strong an oversight com-
mittee as possible. Who chairs it and how it is composed
should be secondary. He asked what would happen if
positive drug tests of athletes were hidden by the stu-
dents and those people in positions of responsibility.
What would the faculty board do? If the current compo-
sition of the faculty board would allow it to investigate
matters of this type, he saw no need for change. If the
faculty board could not undertake such an investigation,
then it should be changed.

Fr. Malloy replied that he would not tolerate such an oc-
currence, nor would the Board of Trustees. They would
both investigate, as would, presumably, the faculty board.
Fr. Beauchamp added that such a scenario could not hap-
pen at Notre Dame because drug testing of athletes is not
administered through the Athletic Department, but
through University Health Services. The Athletics Depart-
ment does not decide who is tested, how they are tested,
or when they are tested, and it does not know in advance
when testing will occur.

Dean Castellino said that he raised the question and the

could and would get involved. Fr. Malloy questioned
whether most faculty boards would consider such an in-
vestigation to be a primary responsibility.

Prof. Bonello said that as a former member of the faculty
board, he never felt inhibited in any way. He explained
that while he was on the board, the drug testing policy
was reviewed, and that Fr. Beauchamp and the faculty
board discussed at length who was responsible for testing,
how it was set up, etc. He said that the faculty board has
evolved over the years. For instance, it now publishes re-
ports of its meetings. He added that he could not imag-
ine anyone other than the executive vice president chair-
ing the committee because the job requires the compila-
tion and coordination of too much information. A regu-
lar faculty member, even with released time, could do
little more than call the meeting to order and turn it over
to those better able to handle the copious amounts of in-
formation and background material.

Dean Link repeated that the Knight Commission calls for
the oversight of athletics to reside with a committee of
the Board of Trustees. The faculty board should serve in
an advisory position, handling problems concerning the
interfacing of athletics and academics. He also said that
he could not imagine anyone other than the executive
vice president chairing the board because of the amount
of time required to supervise athletics. He said that the
job should go to a person who can devote the time that it
demands, and who has direct access to the president.

Prof. Batill expressed confusion over Dean Link's state-
ment regarding the advisory nature of the faculty board.
He asked if there is a difference between running the
business side of the University’s athletic program and get-
ting advice from the faculty board on how athletics is im-
pacting students and the academic mission of the Univer-
sity. He also asked Fr. Beauchamp if running the athletic
program would be adversely affected if he were not chair
of the faculty board.

Fr. Beauchamp answered by referring Prof. Batill to the
proposed second paragraph of Academic Article IV.3.j,
which delineates many of the responsibilities of the fac-
ulty board. In summary, the faculty board deals with al-
most anything that interfaces with academics. It does
not, however, involve itself with athletic budgets, admis-
sion, etc.

Prof. Batill asked if Fr. Beauchamp could set the agenda

for faculty board meetings if he were not the chair. He

also asked, if someone else served as chair, would setting
the agenda still fall to Fr. Beauchamp. Fr. Beauchamp re-
plied that the faculty board is truly an oversight commit-
tee, and that it makes recommendations to the president
regarding almost all aspects of athletics except those that
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specifically belong to business. As chair of the faculty
board, Fr. Beauchamp serves as the University’s official
representative to the NCAA, a major responsibility. The
chair of the faculty board ensures University compliance
with NCAA standards of academic eligibility and oversees
a wide range of issues that are his responsibility by virtue
of being chair.

Prof. Porter said that she felt it would be difficult for the
faculty board to discuss a policy of the executive vice
president in a committee that he chairs. She also dis-
agreed with Dean Link’s observations that the faculty
board is advisory, saying that its lists of duties in the pro-
posed Academic Article are far more reaching than that.
Fr. Beauchamp replied that Prof. Porter needed to read
the complete article. Specifically, the faculty board is em-
powered to make recommendations to the president, a
responsibility that cannot be separated from all the oth-
ers. Prof. Porter responded that everyone is empowered
to make recommendations to the president. She reiter-
ated that the tone of the second paragraph in the Aca-
demic Article suggests that the faculty board functions as
more than an advisory committee to those who control
athletics.

Dean Kolman said that the chair of the faculty board or-
ganizes the work, gets things ready for meetings and sets
the agenda. She said that inconsistency is a key problem
on committees that do not function properly. Therefore,
she felt it would be difficult for the chair to rotate yearly.
She felt that the biggest question should be who is on the
faculty board, not who chairs it.

Dean Attridge also stated his opposition to the Faculty
Senate’s proposal. First, he has worked at other universi-
ties that have had major infractions of NCAA rules where
there was a faculty board in control (theoretically) of ath-
letics. Clearly, he said, Notre Dame has a system that
works. Second, he felt that the unanimous vote of the
elected faculty representatives on the faculty board in fa-
vor of the incumbent system was noteworthy.

Fr. Malloy then called for a oral vote on the issue. A ma-
jority of the council voted against the Faculty Senate’s
proposal to change the chair of the faculty board to an
elected faculty member.

The third proposal, to add the director of academic ser-
vices for student-athletes to the faculty board, came from
the faculty board. Prof. Shephard asked if the director
would be a voting member. Fr. Beauchamp replied that,
currently, all members are voting members, except for the
chair, who votes only in the case of a tie. He said that
the board had not recommended making any members
nonvoting.

: N
Prof. Dutile added that the director of academic services @

for student-athletes plays a central role in faculty board
meetings, often bringing to issues under discussion in-
sight or confidence that the board values. Voting as a
member of the faculty board would allow the director to
participate fully in meetings.

Fr. McBrien said that he did not have a strong opinion on
whether or not the director should be added to the fac-
ulty board. However, he expressed concern that adding
another ex-officio member would result in eight
nonfaculty members, five elected faculty members, and
three appointed faculty members. The Faculty Senate’s
proposal would result in seven elected faculty and six
nonfaculty members. He said that without a majority of
elected faculty on the faculty board, it should perhaps be
called the University Board on Athletics.

Fr. Malloy responded that another way of counting mem-
bers would be to categorize four as administrators and the
rest as faculty, with an additional graduate student. Fr.
McBrien conceded the point, but said that he was talking
about elected faculty, not appointed.

Prof. Roos said that though the counsel and advice of the
director seems valuable for the faculty board, he or she

could sit in on meetings as a resource person, without

voting privileges. Fr. Malloy responded that such a rec-
ommendation was not currently before the council. Prof. @%"
Roos replied that he would then be against adding an-

other voting member. Fr. Malloy said that a nonvoting
member would not be considered a formal member.

Dean Castellino interjected that it is awkward for com-
mittees to have some members who vote and some who
do not. He said that several members of the faculty board
could technically be considered resource people. How-
ever, he felt that if the director was expected to attend ev-
ery meeting and to regularly provide important informa-
tion for the committee, he or she should not be the only
person without a vote. If the director does not vote, he
felt that other resource people also should not vote.

Dean Link mentioned a report that will go to the Board of
Trustees in the fall that notes that the dean of the Fresh-
man Year and the director of Academic Services for Stu-
dent Athletes are two critical positions to maintaining the
academic integrity of the University’s athletic program.
He said that whether the director votes or not, it is im-
perative that she functions as she does, and that she at-
tend faculty board meetings.

Prof. Hahn said that the faculty board repeatedly finds it-
self in situations where it must rely upon the expertise of
the director (e.g., grade point averages and the academic

@
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’@progress of athletes are reviewed, etc.). He considered it

important and necessary for the director to serve as a
member. Furthermore, he felt that to create a two-tiered
membership would be inadvisable.

Prof. O'Hara reinforced Prof. Hahn’s remarks. She said
that the faculty board discussed the idea of a two-tiered
membership. Ultimately, they did not feel that such a
system was necessary since there are more faculty than
nonfaculty members. The same decision was reached
during two different terms of the faculty board, with dif-
ferent members discussing the idea. Prof. O’Hara said
that it would be impossible to predict on any issue what
the line-up of votes, those of faculty on one hand and
those of nonfaculty members on the other, will be. She
also said that the faculty board does not emphasize
elected versus appointed faculty; total faculty representa-
tion is more important. Accordingly, the board proposed
that presidential appointments be recommended by the
provost, to strengthen the board’s independence.

Fr. Malloy then asked the council to vote on the recom-
mendation to add the director of academic services for
student-athletes as a full-fledged, voting member of the
faculty board. The motion passed.

Before the fourth item was presented for discussion, Prof.
O'Meara pointed out to the council that the fifth item

‘was related. The fourth, from the Faculty Senate, would

change the number of appointments by the president to
the faculty board from three to two; the provost would

not recommend either appointment. Also, in addition to

the faculty members who are elected from each college,
two faculty would be elected at large from the University.
The fifth, from the faculty board, called for the number
of elected faculty and faculty appointments to remain as
they are. However, the appointments would be recom-
mended to the president by the provost.

In the discussion that followed, Fr. McBrien said that
while he applauded the faculty board’s proposal to have
presidential appointments recommended by the provost,
the Faculty Senate felt that more elected faculty would
make the faculty board even more representative of the
University, especially since the entire University would
elect two members.

Fr. Malloy said that although he had no great investment

in the decision, he uses appointments to complement the

elected membership. He looks for appointments that can
add to the mix of the faculty board by means of back-
ground, experience, gender, etc. He asked why the Fac-

ulty Senate would not specify that the two faculty elected

at large be a different type of faculty than those elected
by the colleges, such as library faculty.

Fr. McBrien said that the University has other University-
wide elections, which are monitored by a committee. He
felt that adding two faculty board members elected at
large would make it possible for faculty from other aca-
demic units, like the library, to be elected. Mr. Zeugner
commented that the chance of library faculty being
elected would be minuscule.

Fr. Beauchamp said that the faculty board discussed
elected versus appointed members at length. The board
questioned whether University-wide elections would ulti-
mately yield the best faculty representatives for the job.
Ultimately, the faculty board decided that having one
elected faculty member from each college, plus three ap-
pointed by the president upon the recommendation of
the provost, would yield the strongest faculty representa-
tives. Like Prof. O’Hara, he said that he had never seen
voting break down along lines of elected faculty versus
appointed faculty.

Dean Kolman pointed out that the proposal does not
specify that elected faculty members must be teaching-
and-research faculty. They may be from any of the four
groups of regular faculty: teaching-and-research, library,
special professional and research faculty.

Prof. Porter said that the Faculty Senate did not wish to
tie the president’s hand in making faculty board appoint-
ments. Rather, the senate desired to increase the number
of elected faculty members by two, and decrease the
number of appointments by one. Fr. Malloy repeated
that since he would still be able to make appointments,
he had no strong opinions about the matter. However,
he added, when a committee such as the faculty board
has spent a good deal of time and thought reflecting on a
matter before making a recommendation, he tends to
support the committee.

Mr. Zeugner said that the idea of including library faculty
on the faculty board was not a frivolous suggestion, as
some of the library faculty have experience working with
various athletic teams.

Fr. Malloy then asked the council to vote on the recom-
mendation. To vote “yes” would be to vote in favor of
the Faculty Senate’s proposal of adding two members to
the faculty board, who would be elected from the Univer-
sity at large. Two additional members would be ap-
pointed by the president. Fr. McBrien explained that
such a University-wide election would be handled by the
University Committee on Elections; nominations would
be solicited and ballots would be sent out by the Faculty
Senate, as a service to the University. Fr. Malloy inter-
jected that the Executive Committee could discuss what
would be the best method of election for the additional
two members. The recommendation was approved by a
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voice vote. Fr. Scully then asked for a hand vote to con-
firm the outcome. The motion passed with a vote of 14
in favor, nine opposed.

The discussion then moved to the fifth item, from the
faculty board, that presidential appointments to the fac-
ulty board be recommended by the provost. The pro-
posal was approved without dissent.

Next, attention turned to the proposed revision of the
second paragraph of the Academic Article IV.3.j, which
was reviewed during the previous meeting. (See Attach-
ment B of the council minutes of April 26, 1995) The
proposed changes in the paragraph came from the faculty
board. Prof. Dutile said that the sentence that begins, “It
is the duty of this body to help maintain and foster insti-
tutional control of intercollegiate athletics. . .” should be
emphasized. He said that the faculty board wanted to
make clear what has been maintained. They also wanted
to make clear that the responsibility of maintaining ath-
letics lies not only with the board, but with the president,
the coaches, the athletic director, etc. The rest of the
paragraph gives examples of some of the specific duties of
the faculty board.

Dean Link wondered if the advisory nature of the faculty
board ought to be mentioned in the paragraph. He said
that he was not sure that the board was meant to func-
tion in an oversight role. Prof. O’Hara responded that
the advisory role of the board was referred to in the sen-
tence that reads, “it (the faculty board) is empowered to
make recommendations to the President on the athletic
policy. . .” and that it is implied in the phrase “help
maintain and foster institutional control.” Prof. Gutting
said that it may not be proper to call the faculty board an
oversight committee, since that is technically the func-
tion of the Board of Trustees. He asked if the faculty
board makes substantive decisions or if it only offers ad-
vice. Prof. Dutile said that the faculty board makes deci-
sions, but that they are always subject to the president’s
approval. Prof. Gutting replied that the same could be
said of other committees as well. His point was that to
make decisions was to serve as more than an advisory
committee. Dean Attridge inserted that “oversight”
seemed no more improper a term to use than “supervi-
sion.” Fr. Malloy agreed, saying that “oversight” can be a
heavy word or a light word.

Fr. Malloy then called for a vote on the proposed version
of the second paragraph of this article. The paragraph
was approved.

Fr. Malloy then asked the council to vote on the entire
Academic Article IV.3.j, amended according to the pre-
ceding discussions. The entire article was approved.

N
Fr. McBrien said, in closing, that the Faculty Senate had @
passed a resolution at their final meeting of the year con-
cerning the women'’s softball team. Part of the resolution
mandated that the chair of the Faculty Senate emphasize
sections 26.4 and 26.9 from item two of the senate reso-
lution that had been tabled earlier at today’s meeting.
For the record, Fr. McBrien wanted it noted that the Fac-
ulty Senate had a resolution that might have been dis-
cussed at today’s meeting had item two not be tabled.

Fr. Malloy ended the meeting by thanking the faculty
board members for their hard work in compiling the ma-
terial that had been discussed at the last two meetings,
and for attending the meetings as well. He also thanked
the council for its hard work throughout the year, which
had given the meetings a momentum and which had es-
tablished some precedents that he hoped would be built
upon.

Fr. Scully led the council in thanking Prof. Schmitz for
his many years of work on behalf of the Academic Coun-
cil. Today’s meeting was his last before stepping out of
the position of vice president and associate provost to re-
turn to the teaching-and-research faculty.

There being no further business, the meeting was ad-
journed at 10:55 a.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Roger A. Schmitz
Secretary of the Academic Council
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Attachment A

Deans

University Committee on International Studies
Directors of International Institutes

Vice President and Associate Provost

Assistant Provost for International Studies
“To foster a strategic plan to make
the University truly international”

International Study Programs

Advisory Committee

Director of International

1. Program supervision
- academic quality
- on-site personnel
— facilities
— policies
2, Staff supervision
- application materials
- student aides
— travel arrangements
— correspondence
3. Prepare program budget
development and control
4. Liaison with other university
administrative units -
-~ 1egistrar
- student affairs
- office of international students
- faculty
S. Advising and recruitment of students
6. Exploration and development of new
programs

and
Curriculum

International research institutes
{Kellogg, Kroc, Civil Rights)

Liaison with colleges, Graduate school
* area studies program
development
* language facilities development
(at Notre Dame and abroad)
» faculty development

Library collections

International conferences, symposia

and
Scholarship

International fellowships for
students and faculty
(Rhodes, Fulbright, NSEP,
etc.)

International Internship
opportunities
— summer
— postgraduate
— year abroad

Graduate education
opportunities

Distinguished lectures and
International activities

Careers in Intemnational
Affairs

l_ Study Programs
Assistant
Director
International Study Programs International Environment International Teaching Pushing Back the Frontier

International contacts, visitors
Faculty exchanges

Program exchanges and
cooperative agreements
with other universities
and centers of scholarship

International policy-making
(Washington: State Department,
Brookings, etc.)

Principal advisor to Vice
President and Associate Provost
on International Studies

Coordinate relations with
Public Relations, Alumni Office,
Development Office
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Attachment B

To: Members of the Academic Council

From: The Executive Committee

Re: Resolutions on the Academic Articles on Athletics
Date: May 10, 1995

The following paragraph combines the emendations pro-
posed by the Faculty Board and by the Senate for the first
paragraph Article IV.3.j of the Academic Articles (p. 30 of
the Faculty Handbook). The Executive Committee be-
lieves that it will be possible in this way to treat the indi-
vidual emendations proposed for this article in an expedi-
tious fashion.

Other matters that have been proposed for consideration
by the Council, namely, parts 1 and 2 of the Senate’s
Resolution, and the emendation of the second paragraph
of Article IV.3.j proposed by the Faculty Board, will be
discussed separately.

The Faculty Board in-Centret-of [on]! Athletics con51sts
of the Executive Vice President, whe-ehairs-the Board,2

the Vice President for Student Affairs, the Director of Ath-
letics, [the Director of Academic Services for Student-
Athletics]? and nire ten® other members, one elected by
and from the faculty of each College, one elected by and
from the Law School faculty, two elected at large from
the faculty,? three two* appointed by the President from
the faculty [on the recommendation of the Provost]>
and one appointed annually by the President from the
student body. Elected and appointed faculty members
serve staggered, three-year terms and no such faculty
member may serve more than two consecutive terms.

The Board is chaired by a member elected annually
from the elected faculty.?

1. The Faculty Board proposes changing the name of the board
to The Faculty Board on Athletics.

2. The Senate proposes changing the chair of the Board from
the Executive Vice President to a member elected annually by
the board from the elected faculty on the board.

3. The Faculty Board proposed adding to the Board the Director
of Academic Services for Student Athletes.

4. The Senate proposes expansion of the elected/appointed
members from nine to ten. The Senate also specifies a new com-
position of the elected members. The current stature provides
that five members be elected from the Colleges and Law School,
that three be appointed by the President, and that one be ap-
pointed by the President of the Student Body. The amendment
requires that two be appointed by the President and two elected
by the faculty at large.

5. The Faculty Board proposes that the members appointed by
the President be recommended by the Provost.
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Current Publications and
Other Scholarly Works

Current publications should be mailed to the Office of
Research of the Graduate School, Room 312, Main
Building.

COLLEGE OF ARTS AND LETTERS

Economics

Dutt, Amitava K.

A. K. Dutt. 1995. Open economy macroeconomic
themes for India. In Themes in Indian economics:
Macroeconomics, ed. P. Patnaik, 28-84. Delhi, India:
Oxford University Press. '

E. Amadeo and A. K. Dutt. 1994. The wicksell: Keynes
connection: Dynamic analysis, loanable funds and
wage flexibility. Australian Economic Papers 33 (63):
253-257.

Government and International Studies

Lopez, George A.
G. A. Lopez and D. Cortright, eds. 1995. Economic
sanctions: Panacea or peacebuilding in the post-cold
@ war world. Westview Press. 231 pp.

G. A. Lopez, ed. and contributor. 1995. The global tide.

The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists 51 (4): 32-39.

G. A. Lopez and D. Cortright. 1995. The sanctions era:
An alternative to military intervention. The Fletcher
Forum on World Affairs 19 (2): 65-86.

Mainwaring, Scott P.

S. Mainwaring. 1995. Democracy in Brazil and the
Southern Cone: Achievements and problems. Journal
of Interamerican Studies and World Affairs 37 (1): 113-
179.

History
Hamlin, Christopher
C. Hamlin. 1995. Review of Future imperfect: The mixed
blessings of technology in America, by H. Segal. New
England Quarterly 68 (2): 311-312.
Philosophy

Mclnerny, Ralph M.

R. MclInerny. 1995. Law and ardor. New York: Scribner.

252 pp.

R. Mclnerny, ed. 1995. The degrees of knowledge, by J.
Maritain. In The Collected Works of Jacques Maritain.
Volume VII. Notre Dame, Ind.: University of Notre
Dame Press. 500 pp.

@

Romance Languages and Literatures

Cachey, Theodore J., J1.
T. J. Cachey Jr. 1995. Le isole Fortunate: appunti di storia
letteraria italiana. Roma: “L’erma” di Bretschneider.
283 pp-

Theology

Yoder, John H.

J. H. Yoder. 1995. El Mzmsteno de Todos: Creciendo Hacia
La Plenitud De Cristo. Santa Fe De Bogota-Colombia:
Ediciones Clara. 125 pp.

J. H. Yoder. 1995. Toward a new world — Rethinking
politico-ethical theology. Guidepost: Journal for Church
Leaders 5 (June):9-38.

COLLEGE OF SCIENCE
Biological Sciences

Lodge, David M.

A. M. Hill and D. M. Lodge. 1995. Multi-trophic-level
impact of sublethal interactions between bass and
omnivorous crayfish. Journal of the North American
Benthological Society 14 (2): 306-314.

Saz, Howard J.

J. 1. Arevalo, H. J. Saz, T. Nowak and J. P. Larry. 1995.
Glycerophosphorylcholine, A component of both
Ascaris suum muscle and Caenorhabditis elegans.
Journal of Parasitology 81 (3): 335-340.

Chemistry and Biochemistry

Castellino, Francis J.

W. T. Christiansen, J-P. Geng and F. J. Castellino. 1995.
Structure-function assessment of the role of the
helical stack domain in the properties of human
recombinant protein ¢ and activated protein c.
Biochemistry 34:8082-8090.

J-P. Geng, W. T. Christiansen, E. F. Plow and F. J.
Castellino. 1995. Transfer of specific endothelial cell-
binding properties from the procoagulant protein
human factor ix into the anticoagulant protein
human protein c. Biochemistry 34:8449-8457.

Fehlner, Thomas P.

T. P. Fehlner. 1995. Cluster equilibria. Relevance to the
energetics and reactivity of surface bound fragments.
In The synergy between dynamics and reactivity at
clusters and surfaces, ed. L. ]J. Farrugia, 75-94.
Netherlands: Kluwer Academic Publishers.

Freeman, Jeremiah P.

W. H. Darlington, J. P. Freeman and J. Szmuszkovicz.
1995. Synthetic routes to dihydro- and
hexahydroheterophenalenes. Synlett 561-562.
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Nowak, Thomas L.
See under Biological Sciences; Saz, Howard J. 1995.
Journal of Parasitology 81 (3): 335-340.
Szmuszkovicz, Jacob
See under Freeman, Jeremiah P. 1995. Synlett 561-562.
Thomas, J. Kerry
E. H. Ellison and J. K. Thomas. 1995. Photophysical
study of thin films of polystyrene and poly(methyl
methacrylate) Chapter 24. ACS Symposium Series 598
Multidimensional Spectroscopy of Polymers.
Vibrational, NMR, and Fluorescence Techniques, eds.
M. W. Urban and T. Provder, 410-424. Washington,
D.C.: 208th National Meeting of American Chemical
Society.
G. Zhang and J. K. Thomas. 1995. Transport of singlet
excitation in solid aromatic polymers. Journal of
Physical Chemistry 99:11203-11215. .

Mathematics

Alber, Mark S.

M. S. Alber and J. E. Marsden. 1995. Complex
geometric asymptotics for nonlinear systems on
complex varieties. Topological Methods Nonlinear
Analysis 4:1-16.

Faybusovich, Leonid

L. Faybusovich. 1995. Hamiltonian formalism for
optimization problems. Journal of Mathematical
Systems, Estimation and Control 5 (3): 367-370.

L. Faybusovich. 1995. On a matrix generalization of
affine-scaling vector fields. SIAM Journal of Matrix
Analysis and Applications 16 (3): 886-897.

L. Faybusovich. 1994. Dikin's algorithm for matrix
linear programming. In Lecture notes in control and
information sciences, volume 197, eds. J. Henry and ].
Pavon, 237-247. New York: Springer-Verlag.

Migliore, Juan C.

J. Migliore and U. Nagel. 1995. On the Cohen-
Macaulay type of the general hypersurface section of
a curve. Mathematische Zeitschrift 219:245-273.

Physics

Blackstead, Howard A.

H. A. Blackstead and J. D. Dow. 1995. Hole localization
in high-temperature superconductors. Solid State
Communications 95 (9): 613-617.

Glazier, James A.

C. P. Gonatas, J. S. Leigh, A. G. Yodh, J. A. Glazier and
B. Prause. 1995. Magnetic resonance images of
coarsening inside a foam. Physical Review Letters 75
(3): 573-576.

LoSecco, John M.

J. M. LoSecco. 1995. Studying the quark anti-quark
force with inelastic pion electron scattenng Physical
Review D 51:6572-6575.
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Mathews, Grant J.

Y. Yoshii, G. J. Mathews and T. Kajino. 1995. Beryllium
and boron abundances of metal-deficient halo stars
and accretion of interstellar matter. The Astrophysical
Journal 447:184-190.

Ruggiero, Steven T.

C. Zhong, S. T. Ruggiero, R. Fletcher and E. Moser.
1995. Transport properties of YBCO films on ultra-
thin Ag layers. IEEE Transactions on Applied
Superconductivity 5 (2): 1529-1532.

COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING
Aerospace and Mechanical Engineering

Brach, Raymond M.

R. M. Brach and P. F. Dunn. 1995. Macrodynamics of
microparticles. Aerosol Science & Technology 23:51-71.

See under Dunn, Patrick F. 1995. Aerosol Science &
Technology 23:80-95.

Dunn, Patrick F.

P. F. Dunn, R. M. Brach and M. J. Caylor. 1995.
Experiments on the low velocity impact of
microspheres with planar surfaces. Aerosol Science &
Technology 23:80-95.

See under Brach, Raymond M. 1995. Aerosol Science &
Technology 23:51-71.

@

Chemical Engineering

Brennecke, Joan F.

See under Radiation Laboratory; Chateauneuf, John E.

1995. American Chemical Society 117:6553-6560.
Chang, Hsueh-Chia

M. Sangalli, C. T. Gallagher, D. T. Leighton, H-C.
Chang and M. J. McCready. 199S5. Finite amplitude
wave evolution at the interface between two viscous
fluids. Physical Review Letters 75 (07/03/95): 77-80.

McCready, Mark J.

D. A. Krieg, J. A. Helwick, P. O. Dillon and M. ].
McCready. 1995. Origin of disturbances in cocurrent
gas-liquid packed bed flows. AIChE Journal 41 (July):
1653-1666.

See under Chang, Hsueh- Ch1a 199S. Physical Review
Letters 75 (07/03/95): 77-80.

Civil Engineering and Geological Sciences

Gray, Kimberly A.

K. A. Gray. 1995. Use of ionizing radiation to destroy
pollutants. Transactions of the American Nuclear Society
72:132-133.

Makris, Nicos

N. Makris. 1995. Time domain analysis of generalized
viscoelastic models. Soil Dynamics and Earthquake
Engineering 14:375-386.

@
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Computer Science and Engineering

Bass, Steven C.
B. K. Balemarthy and S. C. Bass. 1995. General, linear

boundary conditions in MD wave digital simulations.

Proceedings 1995 International Symposium on Circuits
and Systems. Seattle, Wash.
Chen, Danny Z.
M. J. Atallah and D. Z. Chen. 1995. Optimal parallel
hypercube algorithms for polygon problems. IEEE
Transactions on Computers 44 (7): 914-922.

Electrical Engineering

Bauer, Peter H.

P. H. Bauer. 1995. Root locus. In Circuits and filters
handbook, ed. W-K. Chen, 1268-1277. Boca Raton,
Fla.: CRC Press, Inc.

P. H. Bauer. 1995. Stability tests for polynomials. In
Circuits and filters handbook, ed. W-K. Chen, 1247-
1267. Boca Raton, Fla.: CRC Press, Inc.

Bernstein, Gary H.

B. E. Campbell, X. Huang and G. H. Bernstein. 1995.
Novel method for producing nanostructures in
silicon inversion layers. Journal of Vacuum Science
Technology B 13 (3): 1135-1138.

Michel, Anthony N.

A. N. Michel, K. Wang, D. Liu and H. Ye. 1995.
Qualitative limitations incurred in implementations
of recurrent neural networks. IEEE Control Systems 15
(3): 52-65.

A. N. Michel and L. T. Grujic. 1995. Modeling and
qualitative analysis of continuous-time neural
networks under structural variations. In Mathematics
of the analysis and design of process control, eds. P.
Borne, S. G. Tzafestas and N-E. Radhy, 549-558. New
York: Elsevier Science Publishers.

L. T. Grujic and A. N. Michel. 1995. Modeling and
qualitative analysis of discrete-time neural networks
under structural variations. In Mathematics of the
analysis and design of process control, eds. P. Borne, S.
G. Tzafestas and N-E. Radhy, 559-566. New York:
Elsevier Science Publishers.

Porod, Wolfgang

M. Chen and W. Porod. 1995. Design of gate-confined
quantum dot structures in the few-electron regime.
Journal of Applied Physics 78 (2): 1050-1057.

Z. Shao and W. Porod. 1995. Resonance formalism for
the transmission probability of symmetrical
multibarrier resonant tunneling structures. Physical
Review B 51 (3): 1931-1934.

Sain, Michael K.

M. K. Sain and C. B. Schrader. 1995. Bilinear operators
and matrices. In The circuits and filters handbook, ed.
W-K. Chen, 23-41. Boca Raton, Fla.: CRC Press, Inc.

C. B. Schrader and M. K. Sain. 1995. Linear operators
and matrices. In The circuits and filters handbook, ed.
W-K. Chen, 3-22. Boca Raton, Fla.: CRC Press, Inc.

COLLEGE OF BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
Accountancy

Ramanan, Ramachandran
S. Allen and R. Ramanan. 1995. Insider trading,
earnings changes and stock prices. Management
Science 41 (4): 653-669.

Marketing Management

Gaski, John F.
J. F. Gaski. 1995. “Volume” of power: A new
conceptualization of the power construct. Sociological
Spectrum 15 (3): 257-276.

LAW SCHOOL

Barrett, Matthew J.
M. J. Barrett. 1995. IRS pubs are confused on punitive
damages. Tax Notes 68 (4): 493-495.
Brook, Sanford M.
S. M. Brook. 1995. Opening statements: A judicial
perspective. The Litigator: Journal of the Nottingham
Law School 229-236.

O’NEILL CHAIR IN EDUCATION FOR JUSTICE

Goulet, Denis A.

D. Goulet. 1995. Authentic development: Is it
sustainable? In A sustainable world, ed. T. C. Trzyna,
44-59. Sacramento, Calif.: International Center for
the Environment and Public Policy.

JOAN B. KROC INSTITUTE FOR
INTERNATIONAL PEACE STUDIES

Cortright, David B.
See under Lopez, George A. 1995. The Fletcher Forum of
World Affairs 19 (2): 65-85.
Lopez, George A.
G. A. Lopez and D. Cortright. 1995. The sanctions era:
An alternative to military intervention. The Fletcher
Forum of World Affairs 19 (2): 65-85.

RADIATION LABORATORY

Chateauneuf, John E.

C. B. Roberts, J. Zhang, J. E. Chateauneuf and J. F.
Brennecke. 1995. Laser flash photolysis and integral
equation theory to investigate reactions of dilute
solutes with oxygen in supercritical fluids. American
Chemical Society 117:6553-6560.
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George, M. V. : 6

S. Das, K. G. Thomas, K. J. Thomas, M. V. George, 1.
Bedja and P. V. Kamat. 1995. Crown ether derivitives
of squaraine: New near-infrared-absorbing, redox-

| active fluoroionophores for alkali metal recognition.

: Analytical Proceedings Including Analytical

Communications 32 (June): 213-21S.

i Kamat, Prashant V.

See under George, M. V. 1995. Analytical Proceedings
Including Analytical Communications 32 (June): 213-

: 21S.

: LaVerne, Jay A.

J. A. LaVerne and S. M. Pimblott. 1995. Electron energy
loss distributions in solid and gaseous hydrocarbons.
Journal of Physical Chemistry 99:10540-10548.

L. Wojnarovits and J. A. LaVerne. 1995. Heavy ion
radiolysis of cyclopentane. Journal of Physical
Chemistry 99:11292-11296.

Pimblott, Simon M.

See under LaVerne, Jay A. 1995. Journal of Physical
Chemistry 99:10540-10548.
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@Awards Received and Proposals Submitted

In the period July 1, 1995, through July 31, 1995

AWARDS RECEIVED

Category . Renewal New Total
No. Amount No. Amount No. Amount
Research S 349,970 17 1,025,171 22 1,375,141
Facilities and Equipment 0 0 1 180,000 1 180,000
Instructional Programs 1 119,465 4 363,127 5 482,592
Service Programs 0 0 3 23,637 3 23,637
Other Programs 1 11,400 4 40,000 S 51,400
Total 7 480,835 29 1,631,935 36 2,112,770

PROPOSALS SUBMITTED

Category Renewal New Total
No. Amount No. Amount No. Amount
Research 8 1,655,771 11 5,350,176 19 7,005,947
Facilities and Equipment 0 0 0 0 0 0
) Instructional Programs 0 0 0 0 0 0
Service Programs 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other Programs 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 8 1,655,771 11 5,350,176 19 7,005,947
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Awards Received

In the period July 1, 1995, through July 31, 1995
AWARDS FOR RESEARCH
Aerospace and Mechanical Engineering

Nelson, R.
Roll Characteristics of Slender Double Delta Wings
Institute for Aerospace Research
$21,244 12 months
Powers, J.
Unsteady Detonations
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
$14,642 9 months
Huang, N.
Analysis of Damage in Fuselage
Northrop Corp.
$35,000 12 months
Biological Sciences

O'Tousa, J.
Genetic Analysis of Retinal Degeneration
National Institutes of Health
$195,828
Lodge, D.
Collaborative Research: Herbivory and Plant Resistance
National Science Foundation
$52,465

12 months

24 months
Civil Engineering and Geological Sciences

Gray, W.
NSF-Graduate Research Traineeship
National Science Foundation
$117,500
Pyrak-Nolte, L.
NSF Young Investigator Award
National Science Foundation
$62,500

36 months

24 months
Chemical Engineering

Wolf, E.

Fellowship Grant
Texaco Foundation.
$40,000

Kantor, J.

Supplement to Support NSF/NIST Collaboration
National Science Foundation
$12,000

12 months

48 months

Computer Science and Engineering

Cohn, D.

A File System for Mobile Computing
International Business Machines
$29,712 12 months

Brockman, J., Renaud, J.

Multidisciplinary Engineering Design
Andersen Consulting
$4,000

Kogge, P.

Inherently Low Power Computers
National Science Foundation
$155,000 36 months

PIM Architectures for Peta(F1)ops Computing
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
$59,950 12 months

12 months

Office of Research

Hyder, A
NATO Advanced Study Institute Program
Department of the Army
$9,800 12 months
Electrical Engineering

Hall, D.
NSF Career Award
National Science Foundation
$200,000
Merz, J., Bernstein, G., et al.
Silicon Nanoelectronics
NAVY/ARPA
$30,000
Bandyopadhyay, S.
Hot Electron Effects and Quantum Magnetotransport
Department of the Army
350,000

48 months

12 months

9 months
Romance Languages and Literatures

Cachey, T.
Villa I Tatti Fellowship
HU/Italian Renaissance Studies
$33,500 12 months

Mathematics

Hahn, A.
Orthogonal Groups and Quadratic Forms
National Science Foundation
$55,000
Stolz, S.
Curvature and Topology
National Science Foundation
$67,000

36 months

36 months
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Physics

Furdyna, J.
Neutron Scattering Studies of Magnetic Semiconductors
National Science Foundation

$65,000 8 months
Wayne, M., Ruchti, R.
DO Detector Project
Fermi National Laboratory
$65,000 5 months

AWARDS FOR FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT
Electrical Engineering

Merz, J., Hall, D., et al.
Ultra-Nano Probe System
Department of the Army
$180,000 12 months
AWARDS FOR INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAMS
Aerospace and Mechanical Engineering

Schmid, S.
SME Education Foundation 1995
SME Education Foundation

3 795_ 12 months

Civil Engineering and Geological Sciences

Silliman, S.

GAANNP Research Fellowship in CE/GEOS
Department of Education
$119,465 12 months

Chemistry and Biochemistry

Helquist, P.

Educational Computing Enhancements in Chemistry
CACHE, Inc. -
$0* 12 months

Office of Research

Hyder, A.
NATO ASI Program
National Tech. Transfer Center
$10,000 20 months

Urban Institute for Community and
Educational Initiatives

Blake-Smith, D., Smith, R.

Upward Bound
Department of Education
$352,332 .

11 months

AWARDS FOR SERVICE PROGRAMS
Center for Continuing Formation in Ministry

Lauer, E.

Center for Continuing Formation in Ministry
Various Others
$21,267 1 month

Notre Dame Center for.Pastoral Liturgy

Bernstein, E.
Center for Pastoral Liturgy
Various Others
$2,334 1 month
Institute for Church Life

Cannon, K.
Institute for Church Life
Various Others
$36 1 month
AWARDS FOR OTHER PROGRAMS
Institute for International Peace Studies

Hayner, A.

NAFSA Support for Graduate Student (O. Plescan-Popa)
NAFSA/Association of International Educators
$10,000 12 months

NAFSA Support for Graduate Student (L. Cebotaru)
NAFSA/Association of International Educators
$10,000 12 months

NAFSA Support for Graduate Student (D. Konovalov)
NAFSA/Association of International Educators
$10,000 12 months

NAFSA Support for Graduate Student (V. Roussin)
NAFSA/Association of International Educators
$10,000 12 months

NAFSA BEEP Grant Renewal for Senada Selo
NAFSA/Association of International Educators
$11,400 12 months

* Award for Discount on Computer Equipment
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Proposals Submitted

Errata: Correction on entry in Notre Dame Report Volume

24, Number 20, Proposals Submitted for Research:
Gerontological Research Center

Merluzzi, T.
Empowering Caregivers of Persons with Alzheimer’s
Alzheimer’s Association

$29,629 12 months

In the period July 1, 1995, through July 31, 1995
PROPOSALS FOR RESEARCH
Aerospace and Mechanical Engineering

Mueller, T.

NASA Space Grant College and Fellowship Program
Purdue University
$150,000 48 months

Biological Sciences

Adams, J.
Molecular Analysis of P. vivax Erythocyte Binding
Proteins
World Health Organization
$36,100 12 months
Civil Engineering and Geological Sciences

Makris, N.
Electrorheological Fluid Damper
National Science Foundation
$29,510
Pyrak-Nolte, L., Lumsdaine, A.
Theoretical Analysis of Multiphase Flow
Gas Research Institute
$308,020
Ketchum, L.
Characterization of Aqueous Cleaners
National Science Foundation
$262,584
Gray, K.
Radiolytic Destruction of Dioxin
Oxychem Technology Center
$55,231

7 months

24 months

36 months

18 months

Chemical Engineering

Leighton, D.

Oscillatory Cross-Flow Electrophoresis
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
$50,000 12 months

Strieder, W.

Cryogenic Insulation
ACS Petroleum Research Fund
$75,000 36 months

Varma, A.

Mechanistic Studies or Combustion Synthesis
National Science Foundation
$305,011 36 months
Ceramic and Metal-Composite Membranes
National Science Foundation
$318,011 36 months

Chemistry and Biochemistry

Taylor, R.

Oxirenes as Synthetically Useful Reactive Intermediates
ACS Petroleum Research Fund
$20,000 24 months

Lappin, A., Wiest, O.

Stable Isotopes for Organic Chemistry
Cambridge Isotope Laboratories
$3,555 24 months

Thomas, J.

Radiation Induced Reactions in Organised and
Constrained Media
National Science Foundation
$711,908 36 months

Computer Science and Engineering

Brockman, J., Renaud, J.

Multidisciplinary Engineering Design
Andersen Consulting
$4,000 12 months

Electrical Engineering

Merz, J., Bernstein, G., et al.

Silicon Nanoelectronics
NAVY/ARPA

$3,490,808 36 months

Bandyopadhyay, S.

Computing With Quantum Dot Arrays
Purdue University

$357,291 36 months
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McAdams, A.
Retrospective Justice in the Spirit of Liberalism
H.F. Guggenheim Foundation

Government and International Studies

$44,928 12 months
Physics
Furdyna, J.
11-VI SC Alloys with Spontaneously Modulated
Composition :
National Science Foundation
$445,664 36 months
Psychology
Borkowski, T., Whitman, T.

Adolescent Parenting: Siblings and Their Development
National Science Foundation
$338,326 36 months
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