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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, January 8, 1962 Room 110, BPA Búilding

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:40 P.M. on Monday,
January 8, 1962, in Room 110 of the College of Business and Public Administration.
Thirty-eight members were present with President Harvill presiding.

PRESENT: Bateinan, Blitzer, Canson, Conley, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Giilmor,
Harvill, Hiliman, Hudson, Hunt, Hurlbutt, Irwin, Kemmerer, Little,
Livermore, Lynn, Lyons, I4cMillan, Martin, Moore, Muir, H.Myers,
L.Myers, Nugent, Patrick, Paylore, Powell, Quinn, H.Rhôdes,
J.M.Rhodes, Rosaldo, Roy, Slonaker, Svob, Vavich, Wall.raff,
Zapotocky. Mr. Jack W. Huggins was also present. Mr. Warren Shirey
acted as secretary in Mr. Windsor's absence.

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

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The minutes of the meeting of December 4 were approved as
published and distributed.

CATALOGUE MATERIAL: New Courses: Law llO,Equity I (to replace Law 111, withdrawn);
Law 130,Equity II (to replace Law 112, withdrawn); Mathematics 250, Potential Theory
(3); Russian 3c, Scientific Russian (4); Russian 175a-175b, Advanced Russian
Composition and Grammar (3-3); Plant Pathology 200 and Botany 200, General Mycology (3);
Plant Pathology 235, Diseases of Horticultural Plants (3); Plant Pathology 3lOa-3lOb,
Diagnosis of Plant Diaeases (2-2); Plant Pathology 330, Plant Neniatology (3);
Plant Pathology 340 and Botany 340, Physiology of the Fungi(3); Plant Pathology 350,
Theory and Concepts of Plant Pathology (3); Summer session: Education 207s, European
Study Materials for Teachers (3); Horticulture 221s, Plant Propagation (2); Mining
and Metallurgical Engineering 204s, Careers in the Chemical and Mineral Industries (2);
Botany and Zoology 207i, Integrated Biology (5); Physics 207ai-207bi, 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: Geol.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,
Geology 37la-37lb, Advanced Invertebrate Paleontology (4-4), change to Geology 27la-27lb
(3-3), change from (Identical with Geochronology 37la,b) to (Identical with Geo-
chronology 27la,b); Nursing 142, Ward Management (2) II, change to (2-3), 1,11 and
omit fee; new International Special Student classification for foreign students entering
the Graduate College, effective with second semester of 1961-62 academic year.

APPOINThENT OF ARTHUR H. BEATIIE AS DIRECTOR OF HONORS PROGRAM, ANNOUNCEMENT RE:
President Harvill announced to the Senate that Dr. Arthur H. Beattie had accepted
the appointment of Director of the new Honors Program.

SENATE COMMITIEE STUDYING TRE CONTINUATION OF SUBCOLLEGIATE ENGLISH, REPORT OF:
The President introduced Mr. Jack W. Huggins, Associate Professor of English and
Chairman of the Senate ad hoc Committee Studying Continuation of Subcollegiate 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:
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Ten percent of the June 1959-60 graduates who satisfied English requirements
at this institution had taken subcollegiate English at the University of
Arizona.

Five percent of the June 1959-60 graduates who transferred English require-
ments had taken subcollegiate 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.

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 student 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 1959-69 (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 master's
degrees.

One-third of the students in the 1959-60 graduating class transferring fresh-
man 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.

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

The report ended with the following statement of "Conclusions":
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"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 Coin-
inittee this problem is not a simple one. If English X were to be discontinued the
question innuediately arises as to what disposition should be made of the students nov
taking it. One alternative is to exclude from the University anyone who cannot per-
form satisfactorily on an English placement test; the other is simply to place all
students in the regular English iclasses.

"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 studentá who are weak in their grasp of the most basic tech-
niques 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 part of
the present report provides sound grounds for rejecting the other alternative. It is
plain that a significant number of students in the css studied, though 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 Com-

mittee 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 Univer-
sity. 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
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 présent 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 had earlier taken a subcollegiate 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 had won
University honors. One had completed an English major; one had completed a Journalism
major.

The committee's study had revealed a number of other interesting points listed in
the summary above. Particularly surprising was the information as to the number of
students who by design were 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 subcollegiatE
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English course does serve a valuable purpose at this institution and should be
retained. The committee had then agreed that consideration 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 was considering establish-
ing a special course in written communication for all students in the College of
Business and Public Administration. He pointed out that students in his college
who attained a par&ularly 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 require-
ment. President Harvill pointed out that he was certain the Board of Regents
would provide the necessary faculty to implement 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 sub-
jects. 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 bnning 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 motion was seconded by Dean
Livermore.

The Question was caled for and the motion carried with no opposing votes
heard. (See complete committee report at end of these minutes.)

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 OF SUBJECT-MATTER REQUIREMENT REPRESENTED IN TRANSFER UNITS
REJECTED BECAUSE OF "D" GRADES. DISCUSSION 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 varia-
tion in policy among the various departments under his administration.

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 ex-
plained 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
courses in residence in the department. Dean Roy said that the only fair summari-
zation he could make in the situation in the Liberal Arts College was that depart-
ments would like the prerogative of ruling in individual cases.
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Dean Livermore stated that a survey of opinions in his college showed 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 prevail and any "D" grade credit
should be forfeited entirely, without the possibility of any subject-matter satisfaction
or waiver of prerequisites. Other members of his faculty, he pointed out, felt that
since a grade of "4" was acceptable within the University, fairness required accepting
a barely passing mark from other institutions, particularly where only group require-
ments were concerned. The Dean pointed out that there was a serious question as to
just how far college offices might go in ruling on questions involving terminal courses
administered by departments in other divisions. Re referred as an example to the
authority his office might have for Business and Public Administration 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 where the student received a grade of
"D". 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 defiñite policy were 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 Arts, and the
College of Fine Arts.

Dean Lyons stated that it seemed to him the case called for a considerable variation
in the rule. He said it was agreed that units of credit numerically could not be ac-
cepted in transfer to count toward the minimum total number required for graduation.
This was a University-wide rule, he pointed out. Re 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 plan. He pointed out that a different policy probably should prevail where
courses were prerequisite to other course work as compared to a situation where they
were not. Re gave as an example a student who had completed chemistry with a grade of
"D" at anotherinstitution 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 Harvill commented that at this point he 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. He pointed out that if a policy existed
in one college 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 Lyons's statement to refer to departmental
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.
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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 saine 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 professional
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 trans-
ferred 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 Adminis-
tration 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 Martin 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 institu-
tions could become somewhat delicate.

Dean Roy asked if it would be in order to request & committee to review this
entire question objectively and draft a proposed statement for adoption as Univer-
sity 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.

Dean Livermore pointed out that the question of reciprocity with other univer-
sities was involved here and he felt time should be taken to learn what other
institutions do about this question.

Dr. Harvill then suggested that the Registrar's office obtain information as
to how this matter is handled by other institutions which do not accept numerically
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 fur-
nished 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 "D" 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 request
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 was concerned the same practice that pre-
vailed in September would continue. That is, each case would be individually
handled by the student's major professor and academic dean.
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It was understood the Registrar would obtain information as to the policies and
practices of othernstitutions in this matter.

GENERAL REMARKS BY PRESIDENT HARVILL: President Harvill reviewed briefly the recent
decision of the Board of Regents not to request in the current session of the legislature
funds to implement the first stages of establishing a School of Medicine at the Univer-'
sity of Arizona. Origin&ly $200,000 for this purpose had been included in the Univer-
sity's request budget, since the Board of Regents in the summer of 1961 had accepted
the Volker report recommending that the School of Medicine be located in the state and
that it be located at the University of Arizona in the city of Tucson, and inasmuch as
the Board had then directed President Harvill to begin seeking a dean for the school.

The President explained that a variety of political considerations had influenced
various officials to decide that it would be preferable if funds to establish the
ground-work for a medical school were not sought from the legislature at this time.
The opinion had been expressed that if a sectional quarrel developed in the legislature
(Phoenix area versus Tucson) over funds for a medical school, the Regents' entire request
budget for the three state institutions of higher learning might be put in jeopardy.

In answer to a question, the President said he felt there was a possibility that
an effort might be made by Maricopa County voters to take an initiative measure to the
voters of Arizona on the ballot next November establishing a school of medicine in the
Phoenix area.

The President also commented briefly on the recent revelation by newspapers in the
Phoenix area that certain administrative officers of Arizona State University had been
accused of certain irregularities in the conducting of outside financial enterprises
which might have been in conflict with the interests of the University by which they
were employed. The President pointed out that this situation was unfortunate since it
could arouse an attitude of suspicion toward all institutions of higher learning within
the state. The President said he was completely satisfied that no one connected with
the University of Arizona was in any way involved in any activity of the sort reported
at Arizona State University.

Warren W. Shirey, Secretary 2E9 !




