
American University of Beirut 
Minutes of the University Senate 

Meeting of Wednesday 22 June 2011 

 
Present: A. Abdel-Rahman, M.A. Al-Alaoui, G. Araj, S. Arnaout, L. Choueiri, A. Dallal, J. 
DeJong, P. Dorman (chairing), L. Farhood, J. Ghafari, I. Hamati-Ataya, H. Huijer, N. Hwalla, S. 
Isber, A. Jaffa (for M. Sayegh), D. Jamali, M. Jurdi, A. Jurjus, Z. Kassaify, A. Kayssi, R. Khayat-
Toubia, S. Kenney, P. McGreevy, F. Moukalled, G. Najjar, T. Nizameddin, I. Nuwayhid, I. 
Osman, J. Radulski, S. Sadek, M. Salameh, S. Seikaly, F. Sleiman, R. Smith, M. Tabbal, D. 
Wrisley. 
 
Absent: A. Abdelnoor*, J. Andresen*, B. Barhoumi, R. Brow, H. Diab, M. El-Sabban*, R. 
Khauli*, I. Lakkis*, P. May, W. Nasr, S. Talhouk*. 
            (* = regrets notified before meeting or on leave) 
 
 
The meeting was called to order at 2:05 p.m. 
 
1. Approval of minutes.  The minutes of the regular meeting of the senate on 27 May 2011 were 
approved unanimously as corrected. 
 
2. Voting of degrees, June 2011 graduates.  The Senate voted unanimously to grant degrees to the 
June 2011 graduates as listed by the Registrar’s Office and presented serially by the respective 
Deans or their representatives (vote 2011-25).  On a question from S. Seikaly, the Registrar said 
that awards like the Penrose award were not conferred by the senate. 
 
3. Honorary degree procedures.  Provost Dallal said that he had written the new procedures last 
year on the president’s request and with a view to increasing the involvement of faculty.  He 
hoped senators were familiar with the procedures posted on the president’s office website.  
Membership of the Honorary Degree Committee, which he heads, includes faculty members as 
well as a representative of the student body.  I. Osman asked the president whether an honorary 
doctorate was not like other degrees conferred by the senate, to which the president did not 
immediately respond.  But in answer to a later question from F. Sleiman, he said that honorary 
degrees are not voted by the senate;  and in answer to a question from G. Araj concerning the 
basis of membership of the Honorary Doctorate Committee, President Dorman said that other 
universities have different procedures for granting honorary doctorates, some involving the whole 
faculty, some giving more power to departments.  He added that confidentiality is everywhere 
necessary since the candidate is never consulted;  even the trustees had not been informed until 
the very end of the process this year.  He asked rhetorically what the role of the university is in 
society if honorary doctorates are bestowed only on uncontroversial candidates.  D. Wrisley 
remarked that giving more power to departments might lead to ignoring candidates who didn’t fit 
into pre-existing frameworks.  F. Sleiman said that, being the highest legislative body in 
academic matters, the senate should review any new procedure to grant degrees.  He added that 
during previous presidencies there had been a consultative body termed the University Council 
whose members were elected and which was called upon by the president occasionally for 
consultation and advice.  G. Araj asked what he called a blunt question how relations between the 
administration and the faculty could be improved.  S. Sadek said that silence should not remain 
the order of the day.  President Dorman said that the faculty is entitled to a response but that he 
would be dealing with the issue at Commencement after he had met the trustees, since the 
repercussions of the present affair went far beyond the university.  He added that the provost had 
spent much time reaching out to the faculty. 
 
4. Plagiarism/Paper writing services.  Provost Dallal reported that the VP for legal affairs had 
indicated that, except with regard to violation of copyright, bringing a case against a provider of 
paper-writing services would not be viable.  He added that one person in question, a former 
student of FEA, had been barred from access to the campus pending further investigation.  As 
chairperson of the University Disciplinary Committee (UDC) Dean Nuwayhid then circulated a 
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three-page report of recommendations made at its meeting on 17 June, and went through it point 
by point.  D. Wrisley said that, in his experience as acting chairperson of the student disciplinary 
committee of FAS, dealing with plagiarism was a bit like the war on drugs in two senses:  firstly, 
so-called solutions might only push the problem into new areas, and secondly we needed to look 
into the mirror and ask ourselves deeper questions about the difficult process of writing and why 
we gave so many written assignments.  He said he was against any ghettoization of the Writing 
Center, as if it could provide a solution to all the ills of plagiarism, and he warned that increasing 
the scale of punishment for offences might dry up referrals by soft-hearted teachers.  I. Osman 
pointed out that the website goaub.com required those wishing to use its services to sign in with 
their AUB username and password, thus giving the website manager access to much information 
within AUB.  J. Ghafari said that the UDC report hit the nail on the head, requiring nothing less 
than a complete change of culture.  R. Khayat-Toubia, the VP for Information Technology, said 
that she was looking into the general questions both of access to the network and of privileges 
given to certain individuals.  S. Sadek said that indeed faculty bore some responsibility but that 
structural problems like large class sizes should also be improved.  In response to a call by D. 
Wrisley for wide discussion in the university over what constituted a culture of integrity, 
President Dorman said that much responsibility for this lay with departments.  Dean Nuwayhid 
said that he would be sending a soft copy of the UDC report to senators to elicit further 
suggestions. 
 
5. Other business.  President Dorman brought this item forward since he said he had a meeting 
with the trustees at 4 pm.  G. Araj asked for information concerning the story that appeared in 
The Daily Star on 20 June about a former trustee’s criticism of malpractice in AUH.  President 
Dorman said that remarks attributed to him had been made in confidence, and he questioned the 
wisdom of entering into discussion on the issue. 
 
President Dorman left the meeting wishing senators a good summer.  He added that he had much 
appreciated the effort that had gone into the promotion files this year. 
 
6. Internet services.  VP Khayat-Toubia said that internet services from three different providers, 
purchased some ten years ago, were no longer sufficient;  she was holding discussions with 
another internet provider and hoped that within a few weeks new bandwidths would become 
available.  In answer to a question from I. Osman concerning the storage ceiling for email, she 
said that she was looking into various alternatives.  Some improvement, she added, depended on 
new measures being taken by the government.  A. Abdel-Rahman mentioned the cumbersome 
nature of some online services within AUB, notably the multi-page form that had to be filled out 
to file a travel claim.  VP Khayat-Toubia said that she would look into the problem. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 4:05 pm. 
 
 
R. Smith, secretary 


