
1

MINUTES
Kansas State University Faculty Senate Meeting

 September 9, 2003     3:30 p.m.  Big 12 Room, K-State Union

Present: Ackerman, Adams, Anderson, Arck, Baker, Behnke, Bloomquist, Brigham, Brockway,
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There will not be a direct effect of the KPERS unfunded liability on higher education, but
extra dollars will be needed to begin to balance the KPERS liability.  The SB 345
legislation passed a few years ago to restructure higher education has not been funded
now for two years.  The actual funding needed is much more than originally passed in the
funding formula.  The Kansas Board of Regents is looking at alternative funding
solutions. It is a high priority in FY 2005 to put $15 million into this program but not
fully fund the original formula.  

V.      Honor System Annual Report - Phil Anderson   ATTACHMENT 3
Phil Anderson, Director of the Honor System, discussed the annual Honor System report. 

The Honor Council is aware that some faculty members choose not to file honor system
reports.  The Honor Council is bound by confiden
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     D. Faculty Senate Committee on Technology - Mike Haddock   
Senator Haddock reported that Harvard Townsend, Director of Computing and Network
Services attended their first meeting and discussed security issues of the worm attacks in
late August.  This was the largest single attack on the university computing systems.  The
security incidence response team played a significant and successful role in addressing
the problem.  Consideration is being given to providing centralized updating of virus
software rather than management of updates at the desktop level. Central e-mail system
users will be able to filter spam in the future.  There is a new e-mail enhancement project
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ATTACHMENT 2

2003 State of the University Remarks – September 5, 2003
Robert Zabel, President

Kansas State University Faculty and Unclassified Senate and
Professor of Special Education

Welcome to the annual State of University event hosted by Kansas State University Faculty Senate.  Faculty Senate is
composed of nearly 100 senators who ra
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To achieve this goal will not be easy; many things will need to happen. For example, the program of Targeted Excellence,
which Provost Coffman will discuss, is being implemented to provide fiscal support for promising, cutting edge research.
Targeted Excellence promises to create opportunities that will move some programs to a higher level of performance
and recognition.

Whatever else might be undertaken to reach the goal of becoming a top 10 land grant university, I believe that K-State
will truly become a top university when it attracts, retains, and adequately rewards a top faculty.
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ATTACHMENT 3

KANSAS STATE UNIVERSITY UNDERGRADUATE HONOR SYSTEM
Annual Review

Article VI of our By Laws requires the Honor System Director to provide an annual report
to Student Senate, Faculty Senate and the Provost at the beginning of the subsequent fall
semester.  This report summarizes the activities of the Honor System for the academic year
2002-2003.

During the 2002-2003 academic year there were 79 reports of alleged Honor Pledge violations
involving 104 KSU undergraduate students. [A case-by-case summary of each case using non-
identifying information is available at our web site <ksu.edu/
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The one student who reported, observed an Honor Pledge violation in a large lecture class. 
Following an Honor Council investigation, the Case Investigators concluded there was
insufficient information to proceed to a hearing, in part because the teaching Professor had
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first Honor Pledge violation; apparently the student figured the only way to pass the course
needed to complete the major  was to cheat.

Of the 79 Cases involving 104 students, two students  were found by Honor Council Hearing
Panels to be not responsible for Honor Pledge violations.  Six cases which occurred late in spring
2003 semester, will be resolved at the beginning of fall 2003 semester.  Of the 104 students
alleged to have violated the Honor Pledge, 45 received an XF for the course.  Other sanctions
ranged from a zero on the assignment to suspension from the university.  In most cases, Hearing
Panels tended to require Honor Pledge violators to enroll in and pass the Academic Integrity
course within a specific period of time whether they received an XF or not.  One student who was
charged with an Honor Pledge violation refused to respond to the Director’s requests to comply
with the adjudication process.  When so informed of the student’s refusal, an Honor Council
Hearing Panel recommended the student be suspended from the university by the Provost, who
complied with the request.  That student my apply for re-enrollment in January 2004.
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