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I, Faculty Senate Meeting 

Office of Secretary to the Faculty 
January 13, 1961 

The next meeting of the Faculty Senate will be on WedJiasdaY, 
January 18, 1961, at 4:00 p.m. in the Library Lecture Hall. 

II • .Agenda 'or The Next Faculty Senate Meeting 

l. At its meeting of January JO, 1959, the Faculty Senate adopted 
revisions of the physical education requirements, One paragraph 
of this action read as follows: 

11 If this proposed program of Physical f:rmc:;tion 
is approved by the Senate, it is recommended that it 
be subject to review by a faculty committee appointed 
by the President after it has been in operation for a 
minimum period of two years." 

If there is no objection by the Senate, the Steering Committee 
will ask the Committee on Academic Affairs to conduct this 
review, This Committee is appointed by the President and the 
study of university-wide requirements lies clearly within its 
scope, The Committee is authorized to enlist the aid of a sub
committee in its study. 

2. The following motion will be presented by the Committee on 
Academic Affairs: 

That a senate committee on educational television, 
with membership not limited to Senate members, be 
appointed to conduct a continuing study of educational 
television at Florida State University. It is recommended 
that members of the committee include faculty with 
television experience, faculty without television 
experience drawn from representative disciplines, and 
campus specialists in educational television, 

J. A special committee, The Faculty-Student Committee to Revise the 
Honor System, report will be presented by Dr. Kellogg Hunt. 
A copy of the report is attached. 

III. General Information 

l. The new course listing attached to the Faculty Senate Minutes 
for the December 14, 1960 meeting should be correc:l;ed as follows: 

Spanish 527 Descriptive Linguistics should be changed to 
Speech 527 Descriptive Linguistics. 

2. As of February l, 1961, Dr. R. 0, Cornell will fill the position 
on the Faculty Senate which Dr. Lonnie Lasman is now occupying. 
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REPORT OF THE FACULTY-STUDENT COMMITTEE TO REVISE THE HONOR SYSTEM 

Addressed jointly to the Student Senate and the Faculty Senate 

Dated January 9, 1961 

Contents: 
Part One: Changes recommended for the Student Constitution 
Part Two: Resolutions recommended for adoption by the Faculty Senate 
Part Three:Background considerations for this report 

Charge to the Committee: In May of 196o the Student Senate and also the Faculty 
Senate requested that a committee of faculty members and students be appointed 
"to study our present honor system and recommend changes necessary to have an 
effective honor system." 

Such a committee was duly appointed. It has met at least once each week this 
semester, and has adopted this report unanimously. It recommends the changes 
contained in Parts One and Two which follow. 

Part One: Changes recommended for the Student Constitution 

The committee recommends that the existing Article V of the Constitution of the 
Student Body of Florida State University be amended to read in its entirety as 
follows: 

ARTICLE V ACADEMIC HONOR SYSTEM 

Section l Honor Code 
Every member of the student body, by his enrollment at this 
University, subscribes to the following: "I pledge Jl\YSelf 
to uphold the highest standards of academic honesty and to 
report to the Student Honor Court any infractions of aca
demic honesty which come to Jl\Y attention." 

Section 2 Academic Dishonesty 
A. During examinations, academic dishonesty will include 

referring to written information not specifically 
condoned by the .instructor. It will also include re
ceiving written or oral information from a fellow 
student. 

B. On papers written outside class, academic dishonesty 
will include plagiarism. Plagiarism may be specially 
defined for the purposes of any course by the instructor 
involved. Unless it is so defined, plagiarism will 
include failure to use quotation marks or other con
ventional marking around material quoted from another 
student's paper or from any printed source. Plagiarism 
will also include paraphrasing a specific passage from 
a specific source without indicating accurately what 
that source is. Plagiarism will also include letting 
another person prepare a student's written assignment 
for him. 
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c. Academic dishonesty will include stealing, buying, 
selling, and referring to a copy of any examination 
before it has been administered. 

D. A student assisting in the forms of dishonesty men
tioned above will be considered equally guilty with 
the student who accepts the assistance. 

E. A student who possesses strong evidence that one of 
the offenses listed above has been committed and who 
does not report this evidence to the Honor Court will 
be considered guilty of academic dishonesty. 

Section 3 Trial 
A. Infractions of the Honor Code shall be tried before 

the Honor Court. 
B. The Honor Court shall meet to try each case within six 

(6) school days after it has been reported. 
c. In ascertaining the guilt or innocence of a student, 

the Honor Court shall consider all pertinent informa
tion including the testimony of any witness, and docu
mentary evidence provided by papers and books. 

D. The decision of the Honor Court shall be reported by 
the Chief Justice to the instructor of the course in 
which the dishonesty is alleged to have occurred. 

E. Notice of conviction shall be published in the 
Flambeau within a week (vacations excluded), the con
viction being reported by case number rather than by the 
the student's name or number. 

Section 4 Reporting Academic Dishonesty 
A. Any student who commits an act of academic dishonesty 

is encouraged to report himself. Whether or not he 
does, it is the responsibility of any student or faculty 
member who knows of the dishonesty to report it immediately. 

B. Reports of academio dishonesty shall be directed to the 
Chief Justice of the Honor Court on printed forms avail
able in the office of the Director, Longmire Building. 
The report shall be deposited in a designated box in 
the Director's office. A member of the Honor Court 
shall check this box daily. Upon receiving the report, 
the Court.will wait 24 hours for the student to report 
himself. If the student does not report himself within 
that time, the Court shall immediately subpeenae him. 

Section 5 Proctoring Examinations 
The following resolution has been passed by the Faculty 
Senate: 

This section will carry any policy statement on 
proctoring that may be adopted by the Faculty 
Senate. The statement recommended by this 
committee appears in Part Two of this report. 
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Section 6 Penalties 
A. Any student found guilty of violating the Honor Code 

shall be recommended for suspension from the Univer
sity for a minimum of one semester. 

B. Any student found guilty of violating the Honor Code 
for a second time shall be recommended for expulsion 
from the University. 

c. A written statement concerning an infraction of the 
Honor Code shall be placed in the permanent record 
of a student found guilty. 

Section 7 Supervision of the Honor System 
An Honor System Committee, composed of an equal number 
of faculty members and students, and appointed by the 
President of the University, shall have as its duties 
(1) to make a continuing study of the operation and effec
tiveness of the Honor System; (2) to keep students and 
faculty members informed concerning the provisions of 
the Honor System; and (3) to make such recommendations 
as it may deem appropriate. 

Section 8 Conditions of Adoption 
Sections 1 to 7 of Article V will become operative only 
if they receive an affirmative vote of 9CJ1/. of the 
students voting upon them. 

Part Two: Resolutions recommended for adoption by the Faculty Senate 

Two sections of the committee's recommended changes for the Student Constitu
tion concern attitudes or actions of the faculty. Those are Section 4 (sub
section A) and Section 5. 

The committee recommends that the Faculty Senate adopt the following resolutions: 

The following resolutions adopted by the Faculty Senate are to be
come operative if the changes recommended as Part One of the Report 
of the Faculty-Student Committee to Revise the Honor System, dated 
January 9, 1961, are duly adopted by a vote of the student body. 

1. It is the responsibility of faculty members to report 
instances of Academic Dishonesty to the student Honor 
Court. 

2. Since the absence of the instructor during an examination 
is commonly a symbol of the Honor System and is a reminder 
to the student group of its responsibility to maintain its 
own academic integrity, the instructor will not remain in 
the classroom for the purpose of proctoring while an exami
nation for course credit is in progress. Examinations 
given to entering freshmen before classes begin may, how
ever, be proctored, as may examinations prepared by agencies 
outside this University, if proctoring is required by such 
agencies. 

Faculty members will take all reasonable security measures 
to help protect examinations against theft. 
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Part Three: Background of the Committee's Report 

What is an Honor System? 

It should be remembered that the great majority of American colleges and univer
sities do not say that they have an honor system. It is no disgrace not to have 
one. In institutions without so-called honor systems, there are some professors 
who never proctor an examination; there are many students who never lie, cheat, 
or steal; and there are a few students--very few--who will even report offenses 
by other students. It is difficult to know, and useless to speculate on, how 
much dishonesty occurs at schools that do not have what is called an honor system. 

There are a few colleges and universities who do have what they call an honor 
system. Provisions of those systems vary from place to place, but the following 
characteristics appear to be typical. 

l. The honor system does not assume, optimistically, that no student 
will ever be dishonest. It assumes more realistically that the 
great majority of students will be honest but that a few certainly 
will not. The honor system does not require that the faculty 
completely abandon all academic security measures, and provide 
unlimited opportunities for offenders. 

2. The chief characteristic of the honor system is that after pledging 
themselves, students take more responsibility (not all) and the faculty 
take less responsibility (not none) for discovering and punishing student 
offenders. That shifted responsibility is manifested in these ways: 

a. Student courts - not University officials - name penalties for 
certain offenses. Those penalties usually are reviewod by a 
faculty group before they become final. 

b. Commonly the student court awards only one penalty: expulsion. 
Penalties under the honor system are probably more severe than 
they are where there is no honor system. 

c. Students explicitly pledge themselves to a line of conduct. 

d. Students explicitly pledge themselves to report and give evi
dence against student offenders--to squeal, as it is commonly 
called. 

Has Florida State University had the Characteristics of an Honor System in Re
cent Years? 

l. Florida State University has had a student Honor Court which has named 
penalties. (This committee wishes to commend students who have served 
on the student courts, but the committee also suggests changes in procedure.) 

2. The penalties awarded by the student court have sometimes been no penalties 
at all. Giving "F" for cheating to a student who knew he would get an "F" 
if he did not cheat is no penalty. Refusing to hear one witness unless 
there is also a second, is an awkward and obstructive ruling. 
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3, Though for years students have pledged to report themselves, the responses 
to the questionnaire last spring indicate that only a negligible proportion 
of students kept that pledge. 

4. Though for years students have supposedly pledged themselves to report 
fellow students who were offenders, the response to last spring's question
naire indicates that only a negligible proportion ever did report the 
offenses they witnessed. 

5, The security measures taken by faculty members at Florida State University, 
including the proctoring of exams, seem to be about what they would be if 
we had no honor system. 

Necessity for Strong Student Support 

Unless the over-whelming majority of students actually want the responsibility 
for an honor system, then it cannot be effective. If even a large minority of 
students reject the system, then it should be dropped. If they see it as a 
Gestapo system or a Squealers system, it should be dropped. 

Central Weakness of the Present Florida State University Honor System: 

The committee feels that the chief weakness of the present Florida State Uni
versity Honor System lies in the lack of understanding as to what offenses 
come under it. Persons closely connected with the actual administration of the 
Honor System tell the committee that the system has applied one way, whereas 
students repeatedly say it has applied another way. Clearly, there have been 
different interpretations and different understandings. 

Whatever the truth may be, the common opinion among students seems to be that 
the Honor System has applied to very trivial offenses, and many students give 
that as the reason they do not feel bound by it. 

In an attempt to reduce the area of misunderstanding the committee proposes 
that the Honor System shall apply to academic dishonesty alone. This is not 
done because other offenses are honorable or unimportant. For instance, under 
this proposal a student may commit grand larceny without violating the academic 
honor system; he may perjure himself without violating it. The committee does 
not condone those offenses; it merely believes that those offenses should be 
handled outside the machinery of the Honor System. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Mr. Crockett Farnell 
Miss Jeanie Ferlita 
Miss Marianna Girtman 
Mr. Wallace o. Keene 
Miss Glenda Powers 
Prof. Frank Dame 
Prof. Vernon Fox 
Prof.Elizabeth l{ynn 
Prof. Paul J. Piccard 
Prof. Kellogg Hunt, Chairman 
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FACULTY SENATE MINUTES 

I. Regular Session January 18, 1961, 

The Faculty Senate met in regular session in the Library Lecture 
Hall at 4:00 p. m,, Wednesday, January 18, 1961, President Blackwell 
presided. 

The following members were absent: John E, Anderson, Ramona 
Beard, David Christensen, James Dillinger, Herman Frick, Ivan Johnson, 
Weymouth Jordan, Gulnar Bosch, Lonnie Lasman, Sam Lastinger, Edwin 
Hartz, Lewis Pankaskie, Guenter Schwarz, Richard Stevens, Mildred 
Swearingen, Thomas VI ade, and Hugh VJ askom, 

The minutes of the December 14, 1960 meeting were approved as 
recorded and distributed, 

II. Report of the Steering Committee 

Dr. Lewis Killian, chairman of the Steering Committee, announced 
that the amendment to the Constitutuion of Florida State University (passed 
by Faculty Senate on November 16, 1960) had been ratified by the General 
Faculty; there would be one additional item on the agenda--Dr. Paul 
.Piccard would present a statement under New Business, 

III, Review of the Physical Ed\.'Cation ::'.equirements for Graduation, "Item l. 
on the published agenda. 

Item l on the agenda. - "At its meeting of January 30, 1959, the 
Faculty Senate adopted revisions of the physical education requirements. 
One paragraph of this action read as follows1 

"If this proposed program of Physical Education is approved by 
the Senate, lt is recommended that lt be subject to review by a faculty 
committee appointed by the President after it has been in operation for a 
minimum period of two years." 

"If there is no objection by the Senate, the Steering Committee will ask 
the Committee on Acadamic Affairs to conduct this review, This Comm-
ittee is appointed by the President and the study of university-wide require
ments lies clearly within its scope, The committee is authorized to enlist 
the aid of a sub-committee in its study." 

After a brief discussion, the President with the consent of the Senate 
ruled to table this item until the Fall of 1961, 

IV, Report from the Faculty-Student Committee to Revise the Honor System, 

Dr, Kellogg Hunt, chairman of the Faculty-Student Committee to 
Revise the Honor System, said that the committee had been called into exis
tence through resolutions of the Fac;ulty Senate and the Student Senate, Its 
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Continued, page 2, Faculty Senate Minutes, January 13, 1961, 

charge''was to study the present Honor System and recommend changes 
necessary to have an effective Honor System. " The Institute of Social 
Research had assisted the committee with a questionnaire which showed that 
36% of the students violated the honor code, but of the 36%, only 1% reported 
themselves; 72% witnessed violaticns to the Honor Code but of the 72%, only 
5% reported the violations, He said, "In an attempt to reduce the area of 
misunderstanding the committee proposes that the Honor System shall apply 
to academic dishonesty alone. This is not done because other offenses are 
honorable or unimportant. For instance, under this proposal a student may · 
commit grand larcency without violating the academic honor system; he 
may perjure himself without violating it, The commitee does not condone 
those offenses; it merely believes that those offenses should be handled out
side the machinery of the Honor System, " 

Dr. Hunt read the background section of the report (page 4 and S of 
the report distributed with the agenda), summarized the committee's reco
mmendations to the Student Senate (page 1 and 2 of the report), and moved the 
adoption of the following: 

1, The following resolutions adopted by the Faculty Senate are to 
become operative if the changes recommended as Part One of the 
Re ort of the Facult •Student Committee to Revise the Honor S stem, 
dated January 9, 19 1, are duly adopted by a vote of the student body. 

2, It" is the responsibility of. faculty members to report instances of 
Academic Dishonesty to the student Honor Court. 

3, Since the absence of the instructor during an examination is 
commonly a symbol of the Honor System and is a reminder to the 
student group of its responsibility to maintain its own academic 
integrity, the instructor will not remain in the classroom for the 
purpose of proctoring while an examination for course credit is in 
progress, Examinations given to entering freshmen before classes 
begin may, however, be proctored, as may examinations prepared 
by agencies outside this University, if proctoring is required by such 
agencies. 
*see below. 
Dr. Anna Forbes Liddell seconded the motion. 

Miss Warren said that students will misconstrue reasons for instruc
tors remaining in the classroom; there should be an explanatory note for the 
benefit of students relative to this, 

Dr, Hale said that if an inst11uctor remains in the classroom, the 
Honor System will be broken down by contradiction. 

* Faculty members will take all reasonable security measures to help 
protect examinations against theft. 
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Continued, page 3, Faculty Senate M.inulles, January 13, 1961. 

Dean Rovetta said that if an honor system can succeed on this 
campus, this one has a chance of so doing; there are two reasons why 
hono1· systems fail: (l) "individuals cannot bear witness against 
themselves" and (2) students will not "rat" or "squeal" on each other; 
he does not approve of the Honor Court giving or influencing grades; 
assessing of grades is the sole prerogative of the instr.uctor. 

Dr. Loretta Ellias said that she was asked to speak in behalf of 
the Biology 105 staff. She said that the general biology test is given at 
staggered times over a period of time and that it appears to be absolutely 
necessary for instructors to remain in the ·room for administrative pur
poses. The tests are given in the large auditoriums and administered to 
approximately 1250 students within a limited time. 

Dr. Edwin Hankin questioned the wisdom of Section 8 of the changes 
reco.mmended for the Student Constitution: "Sections 1 to 7 of Article V will 
become operative only if they receive an affirmative vote of 90% of the 
students voting upon them. 11 He said if a small percentage of the student 
body voted, then the student body as a whole would be saying "no" by not 
voting. 

:?resident Blackwell asked if the students are required to sign a pledge. 

Dr. Hunt read Section l of the changes recommended for the Student 
Constitutuion. "Every member of the student body, by his enrollment at 
this University, subscribes to the following: 111 pledge myself to ',lphold the 
highest standards of academic honesty and to report to the Student Honor 
Court any infractions of academic honesty which come to my attention. 11 

Dean Baum asked what this would mean in several years after the 
student body has turned over several times. 

Dr. Killian said that both Student Senate and Faculty Senate are 
operating on a representative basis and that within this framework there 
is no guarantee that the proposed Honor System will work. 

Dr. Liddell said that there appears to be confusion in distinguishing 
between the Honor Code and the Honor System; responsibility cannot be 
divided; it is the students 1 university and their education; let it be known to 
incoming freshmen that unless they will assume responsibility for them
selves, they cannot come to FSU; the instructors 1 presence at examinations 
appears as disapproval of the Honor System. 

Dr. Marian llrish said that she has operated under an Honor System 
at this University, she has talked with many students about it, she has seen 
it fail, but she prefers it and she hopes the student body prefers it. However, 
she would like to see some safeguard written into the Student Constitution. 
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Dr. Irish moved to amend the motion so that item No. l would read: "The 
following resolutions adopted by the Faculty Senate are to become operative 
if the changes recommended as Part One of the Report of the Faculty
Student Committee to Revise the Honor System, dated January 9, 1961, are 
duly adopted by 90% of the students voting upon them and if a majority of the 
student body participates in the election, The motion was seconded by Dr. 
Hankin. 

After a brief discussion;,. the motion to amend the original motion 
was defeated. 

Dean Baum asked if it was the intent of the committee for thfl 
Faculty Senate to reconsider the present motion, ·if the Student Senate:makes 
any changes whatsoever in the committee's recommendation to them, 

Dr, Hunt said it is his understanding that the answer to this question 
is "yes," If the students dorct adopt the committee's recommendations or 
adopt them with changes, then the Faculty Senate would have to reconsider 
today's action. 

Dr, Maurice Vance said that the present motion appears to be an 
either or proposition. He presented and moved the adoption of the following 
substitute motion: 

l, Faculty members share equally with students the responsibility for 
reporting instances of academic dishonesty to the Honor Court and 
otherwise contributing to the successful operation of the Horor System. 

2, The Honor System shall be presumed to be in operation at all ti mes, 
Each instructor shall decide what degree of supervision is most 
appropriate for his classes; but neither the absence of the instructor 
from the classroom nor his prescence shall diminsh the responsibility 
of any person to follow the Honor Code in all respects, Faculty 
members will take all reasonable secruity measures to help protect 
examiniations against theft. 

The motion was seconded by Dr. Cason, 

Dr. Paul Piccard moved to table the substitute motion, The motion 
to table was seconded by Dr. Liddell, 

The motion to table the substitute motion was defeated with a vote of 
17 to 24, 

Dr, Liddell objected to the substitute motion on the basis that the 
faculty would be "holding on" to the responsibility, 
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Continued, page 5, Faculty Senate Minutes, January 10, 1961. 

Dean Rovetta said that the substitute motion would weaken the Honor 
System by trying to share something with the students.that:·c.annot be shared, 
The System, if adopted, can always be re-evaluated, 

Vice President Carothers said that the substitute motion would not 
develop a sense of responsibility in the students, 

The substitute motion was defeated, 

The original motion was passed, 

V. Committee on Educational Television 

Dr. Helen Cate, <2hairman of the Committee on Academic Affairs, 
presented and moved the adoption of the following: 

That a committee on educational.~~leyision, -with membership not 
limited to Senate members, be .;ppointed to conduct a continuing 
study of educational television at Florida State University. It is 
recommended that members of the committee include faculty with 
television experience, faculty without television experience drawn 
from representative disciplines._ ~d campus specialists in e.ducatioiial 
television, 

Dr. Lewis Killian seconded the motion, The motion was passed, 

VI, A Statement for the Record 

Dr. Paul Piccard presented the following statement for the record: 

Mr, President, I would like to read a brief statement for inclusion 
in the minutes of this meeting. It concerns a decision which some members 
of this faculty may be called upon to face, I quote from a front-page column 
in the ATLANTA CONSTITUTION, January 14, 1961, by Ralph McGill: 

There is another and brighter side to this coin. More than half the 
faculty of the University, outraged by the affront to decency, humanity 
and the good name of the institutuion, met and signed a protest and a 
request that the Negro students be readmitted, 

This was magnificent, One cannot help but wonder where other 
members of the faculty were, It is difficult to believe they will ever 
again feel entirely comfortable in conscience if they remained away 
by choice, The furies of ignorance and hate will be loosed, for a time, 
against those who did sign. But all their lives they will be able to 
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say, of a time of testing, "I was there." 

There was no note in the stories of the distance these faculty 
members traveled to the meeting. But let it be said their jour
ney there brought more honor to the University of the state than 
all the long returns of kickoffs, punts, or runs from scrimmage 
in the history of football. 

For the legislature and the political leaders of the state 
there remains a decision. Will they, whatever their personal 
beliefs, stand with law or invite violence and the violent? 

i.\11r. President, our situation at this University is not altogether 
differenct from that which existed at the University of Georgia a few 
short months ago. V, e shall be well advised if we take advantage of the 
tranquility now prevailing to prepare ourselves for the eventual day when we 
too shall be expected to obey "the supreme law of the land, " to extend to all 
Floridians "the equal protection of the law, " and to deny no person his 
liberty without "due process of law." We know that this is what the Con
stitution of this great nation demands of us. We shall be well led if those 
in civil authority now refrain from condemning the government and (lourts 
of the United States of America and devote themselves instead to those 
principles of liberty and justice for which one of my forebearers fought 
in the American revolution and for which I, along with other Americans 
of this generation fought in World War II, 

VIL Announcements 

President Blackwell said that he had planned to speak to the status 
of the budget but because of the time will postpone this. However, he wanted 
the faculty to know that they were working very hard and that faculty salaries 
are being given highest priority. He said that he would appreciate any 
suggestions. The preliminary hearing was to be held Monday, January 23, 
1961; a brochure was being prepared for the Legislature. 

The meeting adjourned at 5:50, 

New Courses 

Spanish 505 Romance Philology was changed to Spanish 615 Seminar in 
Comparative Romance (3), 

Spanish 515 Med. Spanish Lang. & Lit. was changed to Spanish 515 Old 
Spanish (3) and Span' qh 516 Medieval and Early Renaissance Spanish Literature 
( 3 ). 

Physical Education and Recreation 499 Seminar in Organization and Adminis
tration of Driver Education (6) (Temporary course offering--will not be listed 
in the catalog.) 
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January 18, 1961 

New Courses Continued 

Business Administration 549 Problems in Financial Policy 3 
A study of financial problems of the firm, and formulations of 
policy recommendations. 

Corrections to "New Courses" dated December 1960 

Speech 527 Descriptive Linguistics instead of Spanish 527 
Spanish listed as 516 should be changed to Spanish 616 Seminar in Linguistic 
Science, 
French 560 was changed to French 515 Old French (3) and French 516 
Medieval French Literature (J) 
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