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THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY
The University Faculty Senate
Birch Cottage
University Patk, PA 16802
(814) 863-1202 - phone (814) 863-6012 — fax

February 18, 2000
Murry R. Nelson, Chair, University Faculty Senate

Louis F . Geschwindner, Chair, Senate Committee on Curricular Affairs

The Senate Curriculum Report, dated February 15, 2000, has been
circulated throughout the University. Objections to any of the items in the report
must be submitted to the University Curticulum Coordinator at the Senate Office,
Birch Cottage, e-mail 1D sfw2@psu.edu, on or before March 16, 2000.

The Senate Curviculum Report is available on the web. It can be accessed
via the Faculty Senate home page (URL http://www psu.edw/ufs). Since the
Report is available on the web, printed copies were not distributed to the
University community. An electronic mailing list is used to notify individuals of
its publication. Please contact the Curriculum Coordinator at the e-mail ID
indicated above if you would like to be added to the notification list.
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SENATE COMMITTEE ON ADMISSIONS, RECORDS, SCHEDULING, AND

STUDENT AID
Proposed Change to Policy 14-00. Nondegree Students
(Legislative)

[Implementation Date: Fall 2000]

Recommendation
s Policy 14-10 Limitations to Enrollment as a Nondegree Student

A nondegree student who has been dropped from degree or provisional status by this
University or any other college or university because of unsatisfactory scholarship will be
listed as a nondegree conditional student and may enroll in a maximum of 18-12 credits per
semester if criteria 1, 2, 3, and 4 are met.

I. The student has completed the prerequisites for the courses to be scheduled or has
obtained permission from the instructor to schedule the course

2. Space is available after degree candidates and provisional students have been
accommodated.

3. The student has not been dismissed or suspended for nonacademic reasons fiom
any college or university. An applicant not in good standing at another accredited
college or university for disciplinaty reasons must consult with the director of
Tudicial Affairs for admissions clearance.

4. The student has obtained academic advising/counseling from an adviser/counselor
designated by the academic unit to which admission, or reinstatement and re-

enrollment, is desired.

Rationale for Proposed Change:

The current limit of 10 credits per semester is creating a personal/financial hardship on
students and their families. Full-time enrollment status requires 12 credits/semester.
Students not enrolled as full-time students are typically ineligible for insurance coverage on
parental insurance policies (health, dental, vision, automobile). Losing full time status
changes the loan repayment status of some students. This would have no impact on the
student's ability to apply/receive student aid — nondegree students are ineligible for student
aid regardless of the number of credits enrolled.
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ARSSA receives a large number of petitions to waive the 10 credit limit for nondegree

conditional students. Based on the review of the student academic record and supporting
recommendations, these petitions are routinely (90%) approved. Increasing the semester
limit would eliminate unnecessary effort on the part of the Senate Office and the ARSSA

committee.

Increasing this limit would allow nondegree conditional students to enroll in 4, three-credit,
courses/semester (full time status) but would continue to restrict their enrollment below the
credit load typical (16" credits/semester) of most full time students If this change were
adopted, the ARSSA Committee would not be generally inclined to approve requests beyond
the new 12-credit limit.

SENATE COMMITTEE ON ADMISSIONS, RECORDS,
SCHEDULING AND STUDENT AID

Ingrid Blood

JoAnn Chirico, Chair
Lynn E Drafall
Renata S. Engel, Vice-Chair
Hector Flores

Peter D. Georgopulos
Anna Griswold
Geoffrey J. Harford
Jeanne Krochalis
Arthur C. Miller
Robert B. Mitchell
Steven M. Paladini
Barbara L. Power
John J. Romano

J. James Wager
Adrian J. Wanner
Gracie Zayas
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SENATE COMMITTEES ON ADMISSIONS,
RECORDS, SCHEDULING AND STUDENT AID
and
UNDERGRADUATE EDUCATION
Revision of Policy 51-50 Cumuiative Grade-Point Average
(Legislative)

Effective Fall Semester 2000

BACKGROUND

Policy 51-50 addresses the computation of a student’s cumulative grade-point average.
The current policy resets the grade point-averages to zero for students who move from
baccalaureate to associate degree programs, but not for those who move from associate to
baccalaureate programs. This policy was first introduced when the University had a two-
tier system of undergraduate programs, a baccalaureate tier and an associate tier
characterized by an 800-level numbering system. At that time, 800-level courses were
considered less rigorous than baccalaureate courses and were not accepted into
baccalaureate programs.

In the late 1980s (1988 for associate degree engineering technology course work), the
800-level course designations were changed to 100 or 200 levels for all but one program,
the associate degree in Forest Technology (2FORT). As it is now offered at Penn State
Mont Alto, the degree in 2FORT has four courses numbered at the 800-level.

Because associate degree programs currently articulate into designated baccalaureate
programs at the campus colleges, because the renumbering of 800-level courses was
intended to support the acceptance of associate degree courses into designated
baccalaureate programs, and because students in some associate degree programs (e.g.,
Letters, Arts, and Science) take identical courses as their baccalaureate colleagues, Policy
51-50, as it stands, no longer reflects the goals or mission of the University.

RECOMMENDATION

51-50 Cumulative Grade-Point Average

A student's cumulative grade-point average is the weighted mean value of all grade pomts

(see Section 51-30) earned either by enrollment or examinations in courses at the

University, except for the following: (Note: the words student and undergraduate student

are used to designate a baccalaureate or associate degree candidate, a provisional student,

or a non-dégree student.)

1. abaccalaureate degree candidate WHO HAS COMPLETED 800-LEVEL
COURSES— swhese cumulative grade-point average is- WILL BE based on all

courses completed other than 800 level er—t:heﬂ—eqms&aleﬂ%s

G - ky
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-4._2. a baccalaureate degree or an associate degree graduate who is re-enrolled to a
sequential degree program in accordance with section 61-00—cumulative grade-point
average for this program will be computed using only the grades earned in courses
taken after re-enrollment to the second degree program;

3. a student who has been approved for academic renewal —CUMULATIVE GRADE

POINT AVERAGE WILL BE COMPUTED in accordance with Senate Policy 58-60. ]

NOTE: A STUDENT WHO IS CHANGING FROM A BACCALAUREATE DEGREE

PROGRAM TO AN ASSOCIATE DEGREE PROGRAM MAY PETITION FOR A

SPECIAL CASE OF ACADEMIC RENEWAL WITHOUT FOUR YEARS IN

ABSENTIA FROM THE UNIVERSITY,

RATIONALE

The present policy of resetting grade point averages to zero when students move fiom
baccalaureate to associate degree programs implies that course work in baccalaureate
programs is of greater academic rigor than that in associate programs. The movement
away from a two-tier system of academic programs, began with the renumbering of 800-
level courses and continues with the on-going articulation of associate degrees into
designated baccalaureate programs at campus coileges, supports a revision to Senate
Policy 51-50. As of fall semester 1998, a total of 3,523 students were enrolled in
associate degree programs that articulate directly into baccalaureate programs at the
junior level (ZBA, 2ENGR, 2FS, 2LAS, 20T). This number constitutes 74% of all
associate degree enrollments university-wide.

In an effort to understand the impact of the recommendation the committee reviewed data
from four different time frames (896 to F96, S97 to F97, F97 to S98, F98 to S99) for
students who moved from a baccalaureate degree program to an associate degree
program. (Refer to the Appendix for the data summaries.) Not surprisingly, most of the
changes in the four time frames are generated by students in DUS, followed by either
Engineering or Health and Human Development. While most of the changes occurred for
students within their third semester standing, some students were waiting until their 7%,
8" and even 11™ semester standing before formalizing the change from a baccalaureate
degree program to an associate degree program. The majority of students are in good
academic standing when their GPA's are reset (11% were above a 3 50 while only 7%
were below a 2 00). Of' the 7% (37 students in four semesters) whose GPA's were lower
than 2.00, 15 were below a 2 00 during the following semester, 22 were at 2 00 or above
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(some significantly). All students in the sample wete categorized as nc (no change), +, or
-, based on whether the GPA the semester following the change of program was within
+0.25, increased by 0.25 or greater, or decreased by 0.25 or greater, respectively. The
distribution is split fairly evenly in each category.

The current provisions in policy 51-50 are outdated with regard to the present university
goals. The recommended changes reflect a more uniform and consistent policy for

cumulative grade point average for all students.

Submitted by:

ADMISSIONS, RECORDS,
SCHEDULING AND STUDENT AID

I. Blood

I. Chirico, Chair
L. Drafall

R. Engel, V-Chair
H. Floros

P. Georgopulos
A. Griswold

G. Harford

J. Krochalis

A Miller

R. Mitchell

S. Paladini

B. Power

J. Romano

J. Wager

A. Wanner

G. Zayas

Ad-hoc committee appointed by J. Cahir

E. Danis, Chair
G. Gilchrest,

E Hovanec

S. Meyer

R. Williams

UNDERGRADUATE EDUCATION

C. Achterberg
G Bugyi

J. Cahir

W Campbell

J. Crawford

J. Cecere

G Farber

E. Fullerton

M Galligan

C. Harmonosky
L. Hendrickson
G Hile

W. Lasher

§ Mayer

J. Meyers, Chair
L. Miller

M. Munn

R. Ricketts, V-Chair
T. Seybert

C. Smith

J. Sutton

E. White

U. Yucelt

R. Zelis
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APPENDIX

Data set summary that includes information about college and program, and grade point
average before and after change. The data set includes four time frames (S96 to F96, S97
to F97, F97 to S98, F98 to S99)

Table 1. Number and percentage of students in the colleges when the program change

originated
College S96-F96 S987-F97 F97-898 F98-599 Combined

N % N % N % N % N %
bus 43 3186 44 29.1 49 35.3 31 298 167 31.5
ENGR 21 154 37 245 37 268 19 18.3 114 215
HHD 28 2086 22 14.6 12 86 10 9.6 72 13.6
BUS 7 51 7 46 5 36 7 67 26 4.9
ED 8 59 8 53 5] 43 5 4.8 27 5.1
LA 17 125 17 113 10 72 3 29 47 8.9
Others 12 838 16 106 20 14 4 28 279 77 14.5
TOTAL 136  100.0 181  100.0 138 1000 104 1000 530 100

College Prior to Change
BACHASSOC
15%

Figure 1. Proportion of students in Colleges at the time
of the program change
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Table 2 Number and percentage of students categotized by academic semester standing
at the time of program change

Academic $96-F96 S97-F97 F97-398 F98-598 Combined
Standing
N % N % N % N Yo N %
1 6 4.4 4 286 15 108 10 96 35 6.6
2 30 221 35 232 32 23.0 30 288 127 24.0
2 55 404 62 411 25 180 20 19.2 162 30.6
4 22 16.2 19 12.6 35 252 26 250 102 19.2
5 14 10.3 16 10.6 17 122 7 67 54 10.2
6 or above g 6.6 15 98 15 108 11 106 50 9.4
TOTAL 136 1000 151 1000 139 1000 104 1000 530 1000

Academic Standing Prior to Change ‘
BACH ASSOC

9% 7%

B
@6 or above

Figure 2 Proportion of students at various academic
standing levels at the time of program change
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Table 3. Number and percentage of students in different GPA categories at the time of

program change

%

7.7
288
317
231

87

100

GPA §96-F96 897-F97 F97-598 F98-599
N % N % N % N
<2.00 9 66 7 46 13 94 8
2.00-2.49 3 228 45 298 48 345 30
2.50-2,99 39 287 40 265 35 252 33
3.00-3.49 42 309 40 26.5 27 19.4 24
3.50-4.00 15 10 19 126 16 i15 9
TOTAL 136 100 151 100 139 100 104
GPA Prior to Change
BACH/ ASSOC
! 1% 7%
: E<2.00
m200-249
25% g250-2.99
0 3.00-3 49
m 348400

Figure 3. Distribution of studenis based on GPA at the

time of the program change

Combined
N %

37 7.0
154 291
147 27.7
133 25.1

59 11.1
530 100
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Table 4. Numbers and percentages of students categorized by the change in their GPA
the semester immediately following the change in program

Change in 596-F96 897-F87 F97-598 F98-899 Combined
GPA

N % N % N % N % N %
no change

48 353 57 377 47 3338 32 30.8 184 34.7

increase by

0.25 or 38 279 40 265 60 432 47 452 185 34.9
more :

decrease

by 0.25 or 50 368 54 358 32 230 25 240 161 30.4
more

TOTAL 136 1000 151 1000 138 1000 104 100.0 530 100.0

Change in GPA in the following semester
BACH ASSOC

no change

@ increase by 0 25 or more

[y decrease by 0 25 or more

35%

Figure 4, Distribution of students based on the GPA comparison from before to immediately
following the program change
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SENATE COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES AND RULES

Revision of Standing Rules, Article III. Section 7(b)
(Legislative)

Implementation Date: Upon passage by the Senate

INTRODUCTION

The Joint Faculty/Administrative Committee to Monitor Iravel Policies was
established to advise and consuit with members of the University community involved in
the University travel program. It is also to act in an adv1sor'y and consultative capacity to

the University Travel Services Office.

RECOMMENDATION

The Committee on Committees and Rules recommends the following changes to
duties of the Joint Faculty/Administrative Committee to Monitor Travel Policies. The

recommendations are in caps.

Article III
Section 7 - Joint Faculty/Administrative Committee to Monitor Travel Policies

(b)Duties: The Joint Faculty/Administrative Committee to Monitor Travel
Policies shall advise and consult with others involved in the University travel
program on all University travel policies. It shall include in its activities ways to
publicize programs, disseminate information to travelers and facilitate the
development of policies to eliminate obstacles to the effective functioning of the
program. It shall act in an advisoty and consultative capacity to the University
Travel Services Office. It shall act in a similar capacity to facilitate and improve
relations between the University Travel Services Office and University travelers.
It shall act as liaison between the University travel program and the University
Faculty Senate to maintain a well understood, efficient and economic ongoing
program for the Univer sﬁy It shall 1ece1ve suggesuons for 1mp10vement to the
program and shall infers pely-m th o-chan
intravelpolie-SUBMIT A WRITTEN REPORT ANNUALLY TO TI{E
SENATE COMMITTEE ON FACULTY BENEFITS.

RATIONALE

The Committee on Committees and Rules wishes to facilitate the communication
of changes in travel policies, to provide a mechanism for surfacing faculty and staff
suggestions on how the service could be improved, advancements in services by the
University Travel Services Office and any other aspect in University travel by mandating
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an annual report by the Joint Faculty/Administrative Committee to Monitor Travel
Policies to the Senate Committee on Faculty Benefits. After receiving the 1eport from the
Joint Faculty/Administrative Committee to Monitor Travel Policies, the Faculty Benefits
Committee can decide whether to sponsor the report from the joint committee, to sponsor
it with comments, or to have it presented and present its own Advisory and Consultative

repoit.

COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES AND RULES
Leonard J. Berkowitz
Churistopher J. Bise

Edward W. Bittner

Barton W. Browning

Mark A Casteel

Caroline D Eckhardt, Vice Chair
Terry Engelder '
Deidre E. Jago

Murry R. Nelson

Jean Landa Pytel

Cara-Lynne Schengrund
Tramble T. Turner

Nancy J. Wyatt, Chair

3
-
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2. That the University community fosters a broader understanding of academic
integrity which encompasses the values identified above.

3. That the University develop specific programs to promote academic integrity.
These programs should include discussions about the importance of ethical
behavior as well as information about the University's values, expectations,
policies, recommended sanctions, and case outcomes. Specific recommendations

include:

a. Student organizations should be actively involved in developing and
maintaining a climate of academic integrity through participation in and
consultation with College Academic Integrity Committees.

b. Faculty organizations on the College, Department, and Campus levels
should develop and promote means of clarifying academic integrity
standards in courses of all kinds, as well as strategies for deterring
unethical behavior This may include materials intended to create dialogue
between students and faculty in First-Year Seminars and in other relevant

courses.

c. Academic administrators should provide for orientation and training of all
faculty and TAs on strategies promoting academic integrity and handling
dishonesty cases. Those who uphold academic integrity poh01es and
procedures should be supported.

d. The University should consistently emphasize the importance of integrity to
students in contexts such as recruiting materials, admission letters,
orientation sessions, department and advising meetings, and residence
hall programs. Information should be available to all faculty and students
to clarify the rights and responsibilities of both students and faculty in

dishonesty cases.

4. That the department head or appropriate academic administrator will be-
responsible for ensuring that faculty articulate academic integrity policies at the

start of each course.

5. That the University Faculty Senate Student Life Committee and Committee on
Undergraduate Education regularly assess the effectiveness of academic
integrity policies and procedures and recommend changes as necessary.

IMcCabe, D.L. & Trevino, LK. 1996. What we know about college
cheating. Change. January/February.
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JOINT COMMITTEE ON ACADEMIC
INTEGRITY
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SENATE COMMITTEE ON UNDERGRADUATE EDUCATION

Revision of Senate Policy 42-50: Credit by Examination/Proficiency Examination

(Legislative)
[Implementation Date: Fall 2000]

Background:

Senate Policy 42-50 describes how students can earn credit through the successful
completion of comprehensive examinations. While credit by examination differs from
initial placement exams, both provisions require the student to have completed at least
one three credit course at Penn State before credit is recorded on the student transcript.
We believe that this provision may have been put in place so students could not initiate a
Penn State transcript, then not complete any additional courses. This scenario has not
occurred. Instead, the delay causes advising difficulty for students because their
transcript does not have all of the essential information required for appropriate advising
and scheduling of future course work. This is especially a problem for new students.

Rationale:

The proposed legislation eliminates the notation that students must have completed three
credits at Penn State before credit by examination or proficiency examination results are
recorded on the student transcript. The delay in recording these exam 1esults distresses
students and makes appropriate advising impossible as students plan for their first
semesters at Penn State, At the point of these exams students have already paid an
admission fee and achieved registration status, so there is no need to make them wait
until the completion of their first semester of courses before proficiency exam results are
posted. Recording results immediately is also congruent with transfer credits which are
entered on the student record at admission before any courses are taken.

Recommendation:

The Faculty Senate recommends the removal of the following note from two places
within Senate Policy 42-50:

Note: A student must have enrolled and completed at least one course of three
credits or more at Penn State before any credit earned appears on the student record. |
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