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FACULTY SENATE

UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA NOVEMBER 1961.

Report ta the Faculty Senate of the ad hoc Senate
Committee Studying the Continuation of Subcollegiate English

Several basic questions were asked at the initial. meeting of the
committee studying the continuation of subcollegiate English. Conmittee members
wished to know what relation proficiency in English had to other subject areas.
They wanted to know to what degree a lack of proficiency in English was primarily
due to innate inability with the English language. They wished also to know how
well students initially deficient in English would succeed at the university and
how attrition rates for English X students compared with students who passed the
placement examination. The following survey attempts to answer some of these
questions; further studies are required to answer them all completely.

It was pointed Out in the first meeting that earlier attrition studies had
shown only a very small percentage of students graduating who had at some time
failed the English placement examination. Some members felt, however, that such
a study would not sharply define the information desired by the committee.
Attrition rates in any single institution are high; a study quoted by Iffert in
College and University states that 62 percent of college students leave the
institution of their first choice, and 45 percent do not get degrees in four
years. Thus, any study examining the mortality rate of those who have had sub-
collegiate English imist take into account the normal attrition rates at an
institution. It is not enough to know that a student leaves the university; it
nnst also be determined why he leaves and there he goes. The University of
Arizona withdrawal rate is in line with the national average, 38 percent.
Determining the reasons for these withdrawals is not a simple matter. If a
student withdraws because of inaptitude, he is very likely to maintain lt is for
financial reasons, If fert's study of student retention and withdrawal demonstrated
that the reasons given for discontinuing college attendance are "many and varied"
with academic difficulties leading the list and financial difficulties a close
second. Members of the committee felt, therefore, that a consideration of
attrition rates alone would not be sufficient upon which to base a decision and
that, further, attrition rates do not reveal the number of students who migrate
to other institutions unless a special longitudinal study is undertaken.

For these reasons the committee decided to approach the problem in a slightly
different manner than had previously been tried. It was decided to examine the
graduating class of 1959-60 to see what percentage of the graduates had had
English X at this or some other institution. In the course of this investigation
it became apparent that a large percentage of our graduates had taken their
English requirement at some other institution. An analysis of this phenomenon
became part of the study. And last, correlations were run between scores on
various tests given at the University and the English placement examination scores
to determine possible correlations between English aptitude and other aptitudes

In June of the academic year 1959-60, 804 baccalaureate degrees were awarded;
440 of the recipients had completed their freshman English requirements at this
university; 364 (45 percent) had transferred their freshman English credit from
other institutions.

Of the 440 degree recipients (55 percent of the total) who had completed
their English requirement at this institution, 45 had failed the placement
examination and had subsequently taken subcollegiate English at the University
of Arizona. This is lO percent of the group completing English requirements
here.
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Of the 364 degree recipients who had transferred their English requirement
from some other institution, 19 had taken English X or its equivalent elsewhere.
This is 5 percent of the group transferring their English.

Combining the two groups 64 or 8 percent of all baccalaureate degree
recipients in June 1959-60 had subcollegiate English or its equivalent prior to
graduation.

This is expressed in the table below in the form of the number from each
college and a representation of the percentage of that college's baccalaureate
degrees.

TABLE I

It is obvious from this distribution that in some colleges a large percentage

of the graduating students have taken subcollegiate English prior to graduation.
It is also apparent that two-thirds of the students who graduated after sailing

the English placement examination were in colleges not strongly related to the

field of humanities. These four colleges (Agriculture, Business, Engineering, and
Mines) had 42 of the degree recipients who bad taken subcollegiate English. The

other colleges (Education, Fine Arts, Law, Liberal Arts, and Pharmacy) had 22

such students. Education, Law, and Pharmacy are included because their pre-
professional programs are essentially liberal arts programs.

A rather surprising picture is revealed through a distribution of tse
students by deciles in the 1959-60 graduating class.

Seven of the students on the following page fall, in the top quartile of the

graduating class; fourteen are in the second quartile, ten are in the third, and

33 in the lowest quartile. Thus, one-third of the students took subcollegiate

English were in the top half of the jraduating class of 1959-60. One of the

students graduated with distinction, one of those in the top half was an English

major, and two were majoring in journalism. A distribution of the group by

major fields follows in Table III.

College
Number taking
Subcollegiate
English

Number of
Baccalaureate
degrees

Percent of
baccalaureate
candidates who
took subcollegiate
English

Agriculture 6 61 lO

Business 19 143 13

Education 8 177 4

Engineering 14 129 11

Fine Arts 1 41 2

Law 1 53 2

Liberal Arts 8 156 5

Nines 3 27 11

Pharmacy 4 17 24

TOTAL 64 804 8



Decile in Graduating Class of 1959-60

* Special language ability likely to be needed
It is probably not an accident that sixteen of the students of the 64 who

graduated after having taken subcollegiate English were majoring in engineering.
Nor is it by chance that 41 of these students are in fields that do not require

special language abilities.
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College Top 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 Total

Agriculture 1 2 1 i i 6

Business 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 7 19

Education 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8

Engineering 1 1 1 4 4 3 14

Fine Arts 1 1

Law i. i

Liberal Arts 1 1 i i 1 3 8

Mines 1 1 1 3

Pharmacy 1 2 i 4

TOTAL i 3 6 6 5 4 4 f 9 10 16 64

TABLE III

Accounting 1 * History 1

* Advertising i * Journalism 2

Agri. Chemistry i * Law i

Agri. Education i MathematicS 1

Animal Science i Marketing 3

Art i Mechanical Engr. 8

* Business Economics i Metallic Engr. 1

Chenils try i Mining Engr. 2

Civil Engr. 2 * Personnel Mgmt. i

* Correctional Adm. i Pharmacy 4

Dairy Science 1 Physical Educ. 2

Electrical Engr. 3 * Primary Educ. 2

* Elementary Education 3 Production Mgmt. i

* English i Real Estate 1

Farm Mechanization i * Second. Educ.

General Agriculture 1 Spanish i

* General Business 5 Sociology i

Geology i Zoology i
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The distributions ou the preceding page do answer in part some o the questions
raised by the committee. The survey sitows that innate inability is not alone
responsible for students failing the English placement examination. Certainly
if one-third of the group were in the upper half of their graduating class, if
16 of them were awarded University Honors during their four years, if one graduated
with distinction and another majored in English, it must be concluded that
inadequate preparation plays a very strong role in determining who will take
subcollegiate English and who will not.

It is also evident that in sonic subject fields an initial lack of proficiency
in English is not a strong deterrent to obtaining baccalaureate degrees. It must
be recognized that, if 10 percent of those students who graduated in 1959-60 and
who had satisfied their English requirements at this institution failed the
placement examination, either our present course requirements for a first degree
are inadequate or such requirements can be satisfied by a student who is required
to review high school level English.

Further a critical reading of the English placement examination suggests
that what is being tested is not always innate ability with language. The
mechanics of graninar and punctuation, the anatomy of spelling, and the details
of capitalization are factual knowledge and can be learned by even those students
with a lack of sensitivity to words and language. Vocabulary reflects ability
with English words, but a poor vocabulary sometimes reflects an environment barren
of verbal challenge, or English used as a second language. The English placement
exatnination is indicative of the level of proficiency of a student's English,but it
does not indicate whether this level is the result of poor environment, poor
training, or innate inability. It would be interesting to retest after four
years all those students who had failed the placement examination originally to
see to what extent their facility with all phases of English had been improved.
The crux of the problem would seem to be whether or not students whose English
proficiency is on a subcollegiate level can overcome their handicap and succeed
at this university. The survey indicates that they can and do.

The survey team became intrigued with the statistics showing that 35.5
percent of the degree candidates of June 1959-60 had transferred their English
requirements from other institutions. We wondered what percentage of these
students had deliberately dodged the requirement at this institution, especially
since one of the students assisting with the survey confessed to having done so.
The scope of the analysis was extended to include all baccalaureate degree
recipients for the year 1959-60, 1210 graduates.

The criteria for identifying avoiders were establishede If a student bad one

or more failures in subcollegiate English or in English Composition i or 3, or if

there were two or more withdrawals from these courses early in the semester, and

if subsequently one or more of these courses was taken at another institution,
the student was considered to have deliberately avoided English requirements
at this institution. It was recognized at the onset that this was a very
conservative method of classification since there are students who satisfy their

English requirements elsewhere without exhibiting any of the cues set forth above.

But in order to hold subjectivity to a minimum, the original specifications were

adhered to.
0f the 1210 students receiving their baccalaureate degrees in the year 1959-

60, 475 transferred English requirements. This is 39.25 percent of the group.

Twenty-six percent (122) of those who transferred were identified as avoiders.
In other words, lO percent of the total graduating class of 1959-60 avoided

satisfying English requirements at the University of Arizona because they had

difficulty with our English progrsms. This certainly appears to refute state-
ments arguing that the English requirements at the University of Arizona are not

difficult enough. This means that if 26 percent of those who transferred their

English (graduates of the entire year) and 10 percent of those not transferring
their English (Jume group only) bad difficulties in satisfying their English
requirements at the University of Arizona, then approximately 20 percent of the
entire graduating class had difficulty. It could safely be estimated that
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15 percent of the entire graduating class of 1959-60 took some form of English
on the subcollegiate level prior to obtaining a degree at this institution. This
estimate is based on the distribution which appears immediately below.

//
15.787. \ 33.057,

/ From 4 yr.\ Transferred English \

/ schools \ From Junior Colleges

1.057. front

2 13% misc--7
schools

\ /' 34.317.

13.687. 7 From schools offering1

\ from schools/ Ph.D.

\offerin NA/
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A distribution by types of institutions from which 475 students in the
1959-60 graduating class transferred English requirements.

TABLE IV

Over one-half of those students transferring English requirements to this
institution fulfilled them at institutions offering less than the master's degree.

One-third of them transferred their credit from junior colleges. Normally only

23 to 25 percent of our transfer students are from junior colleges. Thus, 10

percent of the 1959-60 graduates sought specifically to fulfill their English
requirements at junior colleges despite the fact that they were not normally

products of junior colleges. It should be realized that not all junior colleges

or four or five-year institutions below the master's level teach a brand of

English inferior to that of a University or master's degree granting institution.
But it is certainly evident that there is a gravitation toward lower level
institutions to satisfy English requirements. This is taken to be an indicator

that these requirements can be more easily satisfied at that level than at this

institution.
A geographical distribution of the institutions from which the 475 students

of the 1959-60 graduating class transferred their English follows:

/



\ Arizona
\ schools / 13.687.

\ / schools

65.697.
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Geographical distribution of students who transferred English in the 1959-60

graduating class.

Now whereas two-thirds of the students transferred their English from school8

in states other than California and Arizona, 80 percent of those who avoided their

English requirements here satisfied them in Arizona schools other than the
University of Arizona and in California schools. This distribution appears below.

TABLE VI

44.4470

Arizona schools other than
U of A

20 567.

3570 'N.,in 9 other1

California -states /

schools

Geographical distribution of schools from which avoiders transferred English

requirements.
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It is therefore evident that the 1ocatin of the institutions at which
avoiding is accomplished is out of proportion to the geographical distributions
of institutions from which English is transferred. Or to put the matter more
bluntly, Arizona schools other than the University of Arizona and California
schools obviously offer exceptionally good opportunities for students weak in
English to pass these English requirements. Forty cent of all those avoid
their requirements here took their gjsh at Arizona State 3piversity; 2.22
percent at Arizona State College nd 2.22 percent at Phoenix Junior College.
I.t should be borne in mind that most of these requirements were satisfied before
subcollegiate English was dropped from the Arizona State curriculum. It now is
possible for students weak in English to approach directly Freshman English
without the preliminary hurdle of subcollegiate English. This fact should now
make even more appealing the satisfaction of English requirements at that
institution. Informal support for this idea comes from Mr. Huggins9 experience
this semester wïth students he was transferring from English i to English X as the
result of their inability to write themes. He interviewed 117 such students.
Forty of them asked permission to defer their English for this semester. Of

those 40, 18 said only that they wanted to take English later, but 22 frankly
stated their intention of taking both English 1 and English 3 in the Phoenix
area next summer.

Correlations between College Entrance Examinations and sections of the College
Qualification tests (the aptitude examination given during Freshman Week) and
between these and the English placement scores were made for all students failing
the English placement examination in September, 1960-61.

A correlation between the College Qualification Test verbal and the Engli&h
placement score showed a correlation of .29. This is a rather low degree of

correlation, Students with failing scores on the English placement tended to
have rather respectable verbal scores on the College Qualification Test.

The College Qualification Test verbal is primarily a vocabulary test; the
placement, although it ïncludes a vocabulary section, is primarily a test of
mechanics and grammar. This low correlation merely demonstrates that it is
perfectly possible to have a good vocabulary but be poor in grammar and mechanics.
It tends to strengthen an earlier conclusion of this survey, that poor preparation
in the factual content of English, grammar and mechanics, is a strong contributor
to English placement failure.

The correlation between the English placement and the mathematics aptitude
section of the college Qualification Test showed a .17 correlation. Again some

students failing the English placement examination tended to have high scores
on the mathematics section. Slightly better than 75 percent of the students
failing the Purdue English placement examination scored above 400 (the national
mean) on the college Qualification Test mathematics section. It appears there-

fore that poor scores on the English placement do not necessarily mean poor
scores on the College Qualification Test mathematics section. The disassociation
between verbal ability and mathematical ability is emphasized by the correlation
factor between the College Qualification Test verbal and mathematics sections.
This correlation Ls .15, which again is low.

Thus it would appear from the correlations reported here that lack of success
on the English placement does not necessarily mean poor verbal ability nor does
it preclude good scores on the mathematics ability test. Further, verbal ability

and mathematical ability do not appear to be related.

SUMMARY

1. Ten percent of the June 1959-60 graduates who satisfied English requirements
at this institution had taken subcollegiate English at the University of
Arizona.

2, Five percent of the June 1959-60 graduates who transferred English requirements
had taken subcollegiate English at another institution.

3. Eight percent of the entire June 1959-60 graduating class had at some time
taken a formal course equivalent to English X.
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4, A distribution by colleges shows that two-thirds of the degree recipients who
had taken a course in remedial English were in the colleges of Agriculture,
Business, Engineering, and Mines.
One-third of the students who had taken remedial English at this or some
other institution were in the top half of the June 1959-60 graduating class.
Thirty-six percent of those students who had taken subcollegiate English at
this institution and who had received degrees in June 1959-60 had been
awarded University Honors.
Sixty-four percent of the degree recipients who had taken English X were in
fields not requiring special language ability.
Forty percent of the entire graduating baccalaureate class of 1959-60
(1210 degrees) transferred English requirements from other institutions.
Twenty-six percent of those candidates transferring English requirements
deliberately avoided fulfilling English recpirements at this institution.
This is ten percent of the entire class.
Twenty percent of the entire graduating class of 1959-60 had difficulty in
meeting the standards for English proficiency at this institution.

il. Fifty percent of the 1959-60 graduating seniors who had transferred English
requirements satisfied these requirements at schools not awarding master's
degrees.
One-third of the students in the 1959-60 graduating class transferring
freshman English requirements had satisfied these requirements at junior
colleges.
Eighty percent of those students avoiding English requirements here satisfied
them in Arizona and California schools.
Thirty-three percent of those transferring their English transferred it from
Arizona and California schools.
There is not a high degree of correlation between low scores on the English
placement examination and scores on the verbal and mathematics sections of
the College Qualification Test.

16 There is a low degree of correlation between the verbal section and the
mathematics section of the College Qualification Test.

CONCLUSIONS

The problem the Committee was asked to give consideration to is the continua-
tion of English X. As was indicated by President Harvill in his letter appointing
the Conmxtttee this problem is not a simple one. If English X were to be dis-
continued the question immediately arises as to what disposition should be made of
the students now taking it. One alternative is to exclude from the University
anyone who cannot perform satisfactorily on an English placement test; the other
is simply to place all students in the regular English i classes.

To take up the second of these two alternatives first: The Committee
concluded that this alternative would not only tend to lower the standards in
the regular English classes, but would also fail signally in dealing with the
main problem. The fact is that we have a number of students who are weak in
their grasp of the most basic techniques of composition, and who need intensive
drill on these basic techniques. In regular English classes these students
could get the kind of work they need only at the expense of the great majority of
students who also badly need drill in less basic matters of rhetoric. We are
afraid that in such a mixed class no ones interests would be precisely served.

The Committee feels that the statistical data which occupies the main part
of the present report provides sound grounds for rejecting the other alternative2
It is plain that a significant number of students in the class studied, though
they were required to take a subcolleglate English course, performed creditably
(or even better) and earned degrees. To exclude such people from the University
would be a wasteful measure.
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Though it was not specifically asked to do so, the Committee could not
refrain from considering certain other matters which were forced upon its attention.
The Committee reasoned that the problem that led to the discussion in the Faculty
Senate of the state of English X was the fact that many of our Sophomores, Juniors,
and Seniors write badly. A constant reading of test answers written by such
students might very naturally lead to the wish to exclude all those deficient in
English from the University. However, the fact that 45 percent of last June's
graduates had taken their Freshman English elsewhere shows that to deal with the
problem on the Freshman level is not to deal with it all. Contemplation of the
large number who transfer English credit, and the large number of obvious avoiders
of our English requirements, led the Conunittee to conclude that it might be time
to suggest that a proficiency examination in English be given at the beginning of
the Junior year.

Since setting up such a proficiency examination is a most complex matter and
involves weighty decisions at the administrative level, the present Committee does
no more than offer the suggestion for further consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

Donald M. Ayres
Arthur T. Grant
Kionda Lynn
Louis A. Myers
J. Warren Stull
Jack W. Huggins, Chairman



The University of Arizona
Proceedings of the Faculty Senate

Meeting of Mond.ay January 8, 1962

ESElT: Bateman, Blitzer, Cerison, Conley, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Gilimor,
Hervill, Biliman, Hudson, Hunt, Hurlbutt, Irvin, ICemnierer, Little,
Livermore, Lynn, Lyons, McMil].an, Martin, Moore, Muir, H. Myers,
L. Myers, Nugent, Patrick, Paylore, Pawell, Quinn, H. Rhodes,
J.M. Rhodes, Rosaldo, Roy, Slonaker, Svob, Vavich, Waliraff,
Zapotocky. Mr. Jack W. Huggins vas also present. Mr. Warren Shirey
acted as secretary in Mr. Windsor's absence.

ABSET: Brewer, Ewing, Gaines, Gustavson, Haury, Hausenbauer, Kassander,
McDonald, Murphy, Windsor.

CATALOGUE MATERIAL: New Courses: Law 110 Equity I (to replace Law lii, withdrawn);
Law 130 Eq.uity II (to replace Law 112, withdrawn); Mathematics 250, Potential
Theory.(3); Russian 3e, Scientific Russian (1f); Russian 175a-175b, Advanced
Russian Composition and Grammar (33); Education 207s, European Study Materials for
Teachers (3); Horticulture 221s, Plant Propagation (2); Mining and. Metallurgical
Engineering 2014.8, Careers in the Chemical and. Mineral Industries (2); Plant
Pathology 200 and. Botany 200, Genera]. Mycology (3); Plant Pathology 235, Diseases
of Horticultural Planta (3); Plant Pathology 310a-310b, Diagnosis of Plant Diseases
(2-2); Plant Pathology 330, Plant Nematology (3); Plant Pathology 3140 and Botany
314.0, Physiology of the Pungi; Plant Pathology 350, Theory and. Concepts of Plant
Pathology (3); Botany and. Zoology 2071, Integrated Biology (5); Physics 207a1-
20Th1, Fundamental Concepts of Physics in the Physical Science Study Committee
Physics Course (3-3); Geography and Area Development 250s, New Viewpoints in
Geography (2); Changes: Geology 365, Isotope Geology (2) I, Change 2 to 3 units,
I to II semester, add. 1961-62 (alternate years); Geology 329, Nuclear Geology (3)
II, Add. 1962-63 (alternate years); Zoology 360, Current Problems in Wildlife
Management. Change course number from 360 to 269. Education 228s Aviation
Workshop for Teachers, change to Space and Aviation Workshop for Teachers; Geology
371a-371b, Advanced. Invertebrate Paleontology (14._14), change to Geology 271a-27lb
(3-3), change from (Identical with Geochronology 371a,b) to (Identica]. with Geo-
chronology 271a,b); Nursing 11l2, Ward Management (2) II, change to (23) 1,11
and omit fee; maw International Special Student classification for foreign students
entering the Graduate College, effective with second semester of 1961-62 academic
year.

APP0INTNT OF ARTHUR H. BEATTIE AS DECTOR OF HONCBS PROGRAMJ MNCUWCENT RE:
President Harvill announced to the Senate that Dr, Arthur H. Beattie had. accepted
the appointment of Director of the new Honors Program.

SENATE CONMITTEE STUDYING THE CONTINUATION OF SUBCOLLEGIPiTE ENGLISH, REPORT OF:
The President introduced Nr. Jack W, Huggins, Associate Professor of English and
Chairman of the Senate ad. hoc Committee Studying Continuation of Subcol].egiate
English, to present the report of that committee. Each Senate member had. been
provided a copy of the complete report prior to the meeting.

Following is a summary of the points included in the report:

1. Ten percent of the June 1959-1960 graduates who satisfied English requiremeta
at this institution had, taken subeollegiate English at The University of
Arizona,
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Five percent of the June 1959-60 graduates who transferred English require-
ments had taken subeollegiate English at another institution.

Eight percent of the entire June 1959-60 graduating class had. at some time
taken a formal course equivalent to English X.

li.. A distribution by colleges shows that two-thirds of the degree recipients who
had taken a course in remedial English were in the colleges of Agriculture,
Business, Engineering, and Mines.

One-third of the students who had. taken remedial English at this or some other
institution were in the top half of the June 1959-60 graduating class.

Thirty-six percent of those students who had taken subcollegiate English at
this institution and. who had. received degrees in June 1959-60 had been
awarded. University Honors.

Sixty-f our percent of the degree recipients who had taken English X were in
fields not requiring special language ability.

Forty percent of the entire graduating baccalaureate class of 1959-60 (1210

degrees) transferred English requirements from other institutions.

Twenty-six percent of those candidates transferring English requirements
delIberately avoided fulfilling English requirements at this institution.
This is ten percent of the entire class.

Twenty percent of the entire graduating class of 1959-60 had difficulty in

meeting the standards for English proficiency at this institution.

Fifty percent of the 1959-60 graduating seniors who had. transferred English
requirements satisfied these requirements at schools not awarding masters

degrees.

One-third of the students in the 1959-60 graduating class transferring
freshman English requirements had satisfied these requirements at Junior

colleges.

Eighty percent of those students avoiding English requirements here satisfied
them in Arizona and. California schools.

ils.. ThIrty-three percent of those transferring their English transferred it from
Arizona and California schools.

There is not a high degree of correlation between low scores on the English
placement examination and. scores on the verbal and. mathematics sections of
the College Qualification Test.

There is a low degree of correlation between the verbal section and the
xnthematic section of the College Qualification Test.
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The report ended with the following statement of "Conclusions":

"The problem the Committee was asked to give consideration to is the
continuation of English X. As was indicated by President Harvill in his letter
appointing the Committee this problem is not a simple one. If English X were
to be discontinued the question iwmed.iately arises as to what disposition should
be made of the students now taking it. One alternative is to exclude from the
University anyone who cennot perform satisfactorily on an Erglish placement test;
the other Is simply to place all students in the regular English i classes.

"To take up the second of these two alternatives first: The Conintittee

concluded that this alternative would not only tend. to lawer the standards in the
regular English classes, but would also fail signally in dealing with the main
problem. The fact is that we have a number of studente who are weak in their
grasp of the most basic tecbntques of composition, and who need Intensive drill
on these basic techniques. In regular English classes these students could. get
the kind. of work they need. only at the expense of the great majority of students
who also badly need drill in less basic matters of rhetoric. We are afraid that
in such a mixed class no one's interests would be precisely served.

"The Committee feels that the statistical data which occupies the main
pert of the present report provides sound grounds for rejecting the other alter-
native. It is plain that a significant number of students in the class studied.,
through they were required to take a subcollegiate English course, performed
creditably (or even better) and earned degrees. To exclude such people from the

University would be a wasteful measure.
"Though it was not specifically asked to do so, the Committee could not

refrain from considering certain other matters which were forced upon its attention.
The Committee reasoned that the problem that led. to the discussion in the Faculty
Senate of the state of English X was the fact that many of our Sophomores, Juniors,
and. Seniors write badly. A constant reading of test answers written by such
students might very naturally lead. to the wish to exclude all those deficient in
English from the University. However, the fact that 5 percent of last June's
graduates had. taken their Freshman English elsewhere shows that to deal with the
problem on the Freshman level is not to deal with it at all. Contemplation of the
large number who transfer English credit, and. the large number of obvious avoiders'
of our English requirements, led the Committee to conclude that it might be time
to suggest that a proficiency examination in English be given at the beginning of
the Junior year.

"Since setting up such a proficiency examination is a most complex
matter and involves weighty decisions at the administrative level, the present
Committee does no more than offer the suggestion for further consideration."

Mr. Huggins pointed out that the committee had decided to approach its
study of English X from a somewhat new point of view. Instead of determining how
many students once registered in English X had eventually been graduated from
college, the committee had studied a recent graduating class of the University to
determine how many graduating students bad. earlier taken a subeollegiate English

course. This is revealed. in the facts mentioned in points 1, 2, and 3 of the

Summary above. The study had. revealed certain interesting facts. For instance,
of the sixty-four students in the graduating class who had. taken English X at
The University of Arizona more than half of them had graduated. in the upper half
of their graduating class and. a substantial number bad won University honors. One
had completed an English major; one bad. completed a Journalism major.
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The committee's study had. revealed. a number of other interesting pointa
listed in the summary above, Particularly surprising vas the information as to
the number of students who by design vere satisfying the graduation requirements
in English through courses completed at other institutions.

Mr. Huggins explained that the committee's attitude after completing
the survey was well expressed in the statement under 'Conclusions" above, that
is, that the subcofleglate English course does serve a valuable purpose at this
institution and should be retained The ccmin4ttee had then agreed that consider-
ation should be given to establishing a proficiency examination in English, to
be given at the beginning of the junior year.

Several deans expressed support of the proposal to establish a
proficiency examination. Dean Livermore pointed out that his college vas considering
estab1ishng a special course in written communication for all students in the
College of Business and Public Administration. He pointed out that students in
bis college who attained. a particularly high score on the proficiency test might
be exempt from this required course.

In answer to a question as to how many institutions required a
proficiency examination in English at some point in a student's collegiate
career, the opinion was expressed. by Mr. Huggins that a number of universities
do have such a requirement. President Harvill pointed out that he vas certain the
Board of Regents 'would. provide the necessary faculty to inp].ement any effort to
improve the ability of students in written communication.

Dr. Lynn stated. that many faculty members are not disposed to require
the writing of good English in papers or examinations for their courses in other
subjects. Mr. Huggins agreed that this was an unfortunate situation.

Dr. Nugent then moved. that a committee be appointed to study the matter
of establishing a proficiency examination in English to be required of all students
at a given point in their University career, possibly at the beginning of the
junior year. The committee would consider what sort of test should be given,
when it should be given, and. what material should be included in it The committee

would also consider what sort of course students should be required to enroll in
if they failed to pass the proficiency examination. The n'otion was seconded by

Dean Livermore,

The uest1on vas called for and the motion carried with no opposing
votes heard.

The President thanked Mr. Huggins and members of his committee for
their report and Mr. Huggins retired from the meeting at this time.

POLICY RE SATISFACTION OP SUBJECT-MATTER BEQUET REPRESEITED IN TRANSFER UNITS
REJECTED BECAUSE (5F "D" GRADES, DISCUSSX RE: The President reminded the Senate
members that each academic dean had been asked to prepare a report on the present
policy in his college governing the satisfaction of requirements by subject-matter
represented by transfer units rejected because of "D" grades, reporting any
variation in policy among the various departments under his administration.
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It was apparent from the reports of the various deans that there was a
great variety of attitudes among the various elements of -the University. Dean

Roy explained that in his college a considerable variety of points of view existed.
Some departments felt that students majoring in their fields should not be allowed
any subject-matter credit in transfer when they received the barely passing grade
in courses taken at other institutions; however, some departments were willing to
hold the matter in abeyance until the student had demonstrated his ability in
coursos in residence in the department. Dean Rdy said that the only fair summa-
rization he could make in the situation in the Liberal Arts College was that
departments would like the prerogative of ruling in individual cases.

Dean Livermore stated. that a survey of opinIons in his college shoved.
that attitudes were so diverse that no standard conclusion could be reached. He

pointed out that some members of his faculty felt that a rigid policy should
prevaíl and any "Da grade credit should. be forfeited entirely, without the possi-
bility of any subject-matter satisfaction or waiver of prerequisites. Other
members of his faculty, be pointed out, felt that since a gracie of "lI.' was
acceptable within the University, fairness required accepting a barely passing
mark from other Institutions, particularly where only group requirements were
concerned, The Dean pointed. out that there was a serious question as to just
how fer college offices might go in ruling on questions involving terminal
courses administered by departments in other divisions. He referred as an
example to the authority his office might have for Business and. Public Adminis-
tration students -who must complete certain group requirements in Mathematics,
English, Introduction to Humanities, and. laboratory science, all taught in
departments of the College of Liberal Arts. Dean Livermore said he realized that
this whole question was an extremely complex issue, He felt It was essential
-that a definite policy be developed if at all possible and announced In the
University catalogue

Dean Martin pointed out that in the College of Engineering practically
the entire curriculum was based on a series of prerequisites. A barely passing
grade normally is not a strong enough basis on which a student should progress
to the next level course. Generally speaking, In the judgment of the Engineering
faculty, subject-matter credits should. not be allowed, in transfer situations
vhere the student received a grade of ED". The Dean stated that some option
might be possible in the case of terminal courses which -were not prerequisite
to further study In a given field.

Dean Forrester commented that he felt the entire matter needed
further study.

Dean Moore pointed out that unless a rather definite policy vere
adopted, it -would present difficulties to a college like his own, which received
students at the beginning of the junior year from a number of other colleges of
the University, particularly the College of Business and. Public Administration,
the College of Liberal Arta, and. the College of Fine Arts.

Dean Lyons stated. that it seemed to him the case called for a consider-
able variation in the rule. He said. It -was agreed that units of credit numeri-
cally could not be accepted in transfer to count toward the minimum total number
required for graduation. This was a University-wide rule, he pointed. out. He
said whether or not subject-matter credits should 'be allowed seemed to him to be
a matter which could be left fully to the discretion of each department. Dean
Myers said he personally -would be opposed to a uniform planG He pointed out that
a different policy probably should prevail where courses -were prerequisite to
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other course work as compared to a situation where they were not. He gave as an
example a student who had. completed chemistry with a grade of "D" at another
institution and at Arizona wished to major in Agricultural Economics, as
contrasted with a student in the same situation but who was now majoring in
Biochemistry.

President Rarvill commented that at this point be was unsure as to what
the consensus of the Senate was as to whether or not a uniform policy in the matter
throughout the University would be desirable or undesirable.

Dean Roy asked what was meant by uniformity. Re pointed out that if a

policy existed in one co].lege which differed from that of another college, students
transferring from college to college within the University would find their transfer
credits constantly subject to reappraisal.

Dr. Patrick said he understood Dean Lyonsts statement to refer to depart-
mental policies and if the matter was left to the discretion of the individual
departments, this should not present a problem when students merely transferred
from one college of the University to another.

Dr. Patrick then moved that the matter of acceptance of subject-matter
credit for courses completed elsewhere in which the barely passing grade had been
received be left to the discretion of the same subject-matter departments in the
University.

Dean Rhodes asked if this meant the English Department would examine
each individual course of students who transferred English credit with a grade of

"D" into the University of Arizona. Dr. Patrick said that was what he meant.

Dean Rhodes commented he was glad he was not a member of the English Department

faculty.

Dr. Muir pointed out that to assume this responsibility in the Department

of English would mean increasing the faculty of that department by several members.

Dean Martin pointed out that attention should be given to the profession-

al objective of the individual student. He felt that the situation of a student

who had received a grade of "D" in chemistry at another institution and then
transferred to The University of Arizona, planning to major in Chemistry, was
different from the case of a student who came to the University to major in
Business Ac%ilnjstration and wished the chemistry credit in which he received a

grade of "D" at the first institution simply to apply toward the BPA college group

requirement in science. Dean Mar-n said. he felt the decision in such matters

should be left to the major department and the academic dean concerned.

Dr. Muir pointed out that another problem could arise if the University

fell Into the practice of regularly accepting subject-matter work of "D" grade

level from one institution and not from another. Once our policy governing work

done in specific institutions became known generally, our relations with other
institutions could become somewhat delicate.

Dean Roy asked If It would be In order to request a committee to review
this entire question objectively and. draft a proposed statement for adcption as
University policy, which could. then be published in the University catalogue.
Meanwhile he suggested the matter be left to the judgment of an individual
student*s major department or major professor.
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Dean Livermore pointed out that the question of' reciprocity with other
universities was involved here and be felt time should be taken to learn what
other institutions do about this question.

Dr. Harvil]. then suggested that the Registrar's office obtain information
as to how this matter is handled by other institutions which do not accept numer-
ically credit in transfer in which the barely passing mark had been received. He
pointed out that no second to Dr. Patrick's motion had been made.

Dean Livermore suggested that as a temporary measure a petition form be
furnished all transfer students who had received "D" grades at previously attended
institutions,, At the time of registration the student could obtain approval of
the acceptance of subject-matter in It1)II work where his major department so
approved. Mr. Shirey pointed out that at this late date students entering the
University for the second semester could not be contacted to provide forms with
which to reçuest departments to indicate approval of the acceptance of subject-
matter with a D" grade. Dean Livermore pointed out the petitions could be
distributed from the various deans' offices.

It 'was then agreed that while recognizing that the procedure is
unsatisfactory, so far as second semester registration vas concerned the same
practice that prevailed in September would continue. That is, each case would be
individually handled by the studentts major professor and. academic dean.

It was understood the Registrar would obtain information as to the
policies and. practices of other institutions in this matter.

Warren W. Shirey, Secretary pro tem




