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Course 1va1uation

The course evaluation is a planned ASUA project. The

project was initially approved by the Student Senate and has
mov&t into its formative stages under a student committee.

The o'jctive of the project is to evaluate courses and
instructors, with courses to e examined in the areas of con
tent, text, and homework (to include assigned outside reading
and projects); and instructors to 'ie evaluated in the areas of
presentation, )re)aration, organization, interest in and moti-
vation of students, and grcding. Graduate assistants, recitation
instructors, and 1abortory leaders will not be evaluated.

Data. will be obtained by extensive polling of the student
-. body, utilizing an especially prepared questionnaire0

The questionnaire will be modeled on the Likert inventory
scale (ari established attitude testing instrument). The final
questionnaire will be the roduct of nlulti)le sam;)le tests,
with the final questions to be chosen for their proven discrini-
inatory ability All questions will be keyed specifically to
the evaluation criteria0

The time required for the administering of the question-
naire should not exceed ten minutes.

All undergraduate courses below the UJ level are to be
evaluated, In large lecture courses 25f. of the recitation sec-.
tians will be sampled.

All students pre5ent in the selected sections will be
and all instructors in the selected courses will e

evaluated. The polling of the student body is planned during



the dates of January 10 20 inclusive.
All courses and instructors will be evaluated on the same

criteria, using the same questionnaire. The responses to the
questionnaires will then be transferred to flM cards and mac-.
hine processed, reducing the information to statistical data.

The publication of all results i.s subject to the review
and f mal approval of the Student Senate,

t17-7



The University of Arizona ' q77

January 10, 1966 Senate Meeting

ÇATALOGUE MATER1AI:
ç-, Courses

Education 279, Kindergarten Education (3) IX Frobisher

Edcation 362, Analysis of Administrative Problems (6) II Creer
(formerly approved as Education 362e)

Education 372, School Business Management (3) I Stokes

Education 397, Workshop (1-3) lIli Staff

Library Science 287, Fundaaentals of Library Science (3) 1,11 Staff

E1ecEnr. 374, Logic, Switching Algebras and Sequential Machines (3) I Hill-Petersen

Eiec0Enzr. 375, Automata Theory and Artificial Intelligence (3) I Hill

English 219, The Craft of Poetry (1) II Meredith

Hustory 227, Recent Thende in Brazilian History (3) II Dullee

Matheastice 75, Introduction to Automatic Computers (2) III Staff

o

L!tbeaatics 175 , Introduction to Numerical Techniques for Computers (2) I , II Staff

\'.J'\&(D- Matheaatics 273, Intermediate Ordinary Differential Equations (3) I Staff
I

Mathematics 279, Combinatorial Cosaputations (3) II Cheema

Mathematics 373a,b - Advanced Topics in Fluid Dynamics (3-3) Yr Milne-Thaon

Mathematics 375a,b - Numerical Analysis (3-3) Yr Staff

tew Susmier Courses

Education 222e Australian-Asiatic aterials for Teachers (3) Kelley

!2!iQ.: Field Natural History (6) (Fee $2500) Russell

Çhanzt

Agric.Biochem2l1, Nutrition&tl Biochemistry (3) I Kesinerer-Staff, change to
AgrEiochem02lla-b, Nutritnal Biochemistry (33) Yr. McCaughey

Aric.Educ 6309e, Supervised Farm Practice in Agriculture, change title to
Supervised Work Experience in Agriculture.

English 120a-b, Literature of the Hible, change unite from (2-2) to (3-3)

lis1 126e-b, Survey of English Literature, change course number to Engi. 70e-b.

History 300, Advanced Studies in History, change units from (3) to (l-3).
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CAThLOGUE MATERIAL - jgj : (ContinuecE

255a-b, Opera Workshop Performance and Production, chaage course
nutitber of Music l55a-b

P.Efor Women 264, Theory of Recreation an Leìure, change units fr. (3) o (2,
nd I to II.

PubAdmin. 403, Internship, expand options to include 405g - Pub1c Recreation
Administration (2 to 6; 10 weeks) and 405h - Union Building
Administration (2 to 6; 10 weeks)0

Education 290e, Principles and Problema of Business Education, change units (2) t. 3.

Education 291., The Improvement of Instruction in Short)'and, change units (2) t. (3).

Education 292s, The Improvement of Instruction in Typewriting,change units «2) to (3

Education 294s , The Improvement of Instruction in General Business , change
units (2) to (3).,
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REVISED VERSION OF ITEM IN FACULTY SENATE MINUTES OF MEETING OF December 13, 1965,
HEADED: "CONTINUATION OF DISCUSSION RE UNIVERSITY POLICY ON LISTING OFF-CAMPUS
RENTALS WITH HOUSING OFFICE:

President Harvill explained that he had been requested to include
on the agenda of this meeting further discussion of University policy on the listing
of off-campus rentals with the Student Housing Office. (See minutes of Senate
meetings of October 11 and November 1 for earlier discussions of this subject.)

Dr. McDonald was recognized and said that he had been reviewing files of
information of his own and, after giving the matter considerable study and after
discussing the situation with a number of persons both on and off the University
campus, had reached the conclusion that the Faculty Senate should vote on a motion
to recommend to the University administration a change in the existing procedure
governing the listing by renters of off-campus housing with the Student Housing
Office. He said that the University had been involved in this issue for a period
of six years, an effort to change the procedure having been initiated in 1959.
He said that in 1960-61, the Tucson Council of Churches had requested that the
University change the procedure which in the judgment of that body was discriminatory
against students of certain races. That same year a group called "Students. for
Equality" conducted a survey that disclosed evidence of discrimination and concern
on the part of African students about this, Dr. McDonald said. Since 1963 there
had been a series of protests against the policy by the Tucson Chapter of the
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People. Dr. McDonald said
that a number of persons within the University faculty and within the student body
are concerned about this matter and feel that both faculty and student groups
should. take a stand on the issue. This then might relieve some of the pressure
from outside groups.

Dr. McDonald said that President Hannah of Michigan State, speaking on
the subject of civil rights, had said that universities must take a lead in the
civil rights movement, and had pointed out that land-grant institutions were
established specifically to serve the under-privileged of that day, thus providing
all the justification needed for undertaking a leadership role in civil rights.

Dr. McDonald referred to a statement by the publisher of the Tuscaloosa,
Alabama, NEWS that things had happened that Southerners had said could not happen,
referring to progress in fighting racial discrimination. He said this was relative
to the point of view that a non-discrimination affidavit system would result in
the University's having an insufficient listing of off-campus housing to meet total
University needs. Since many other large universities are successfully using
non-discriminatory affidavits, Dr. McDonald said, is it to be assumed that Tucson
harbored distinctly more race prejudice than other American cities? Dr. McDonald
said he felt that Tucson was no more prejudiced than other comunities.

Certain student groups at this University have already taken a stand on
this issue, he said. He stated that a group of sixty African students comprising
the African Students' Union had voted unanimously to recommend that the University
revise its policy.

The International Students' Club had also voted to request the University
to alter its position, he said, as had the Young Democrats, the Hillel Foundation,
and the American Baptist Student Association. He understood the Wesley Foundation
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and the Lutheran Student Association were preparing similar resolutions. Just
prior to this meeting the WILDCAT carried a sumary of a mail survey of other
institutions and noted that 36 of 1+1 institutions surveyed do not allow renters to
list preferences. Dr. McDonald said he had information on at least a dozen in-
stitutions which have adopted a policy demanding non-discrimination affidavits
from prospective renters.

Dr. McDonald said that ¡n visiting with officials of the Tucson Council
of Churches, he learned that leaders of that body had thought that when the
matter first came to their attention they thought it was a matter of minor
importance, assuming that the University would change its position once the
matter was brought to the attention of the administration. He said that the
Council of Churches had within recent days passed a resolution reaffirming that
group's concern over the University's housing policies and reaffirming its
request that those policies be changed.

Dr. McDonald stated that the issue is one of growing concern to many
members of the faculty, and to say that the University should not concern itself
¡n questions of social action of this sort is not satisfactory to these faculty
members. He said he felt a change in policy is very much in order at this time.
He said he could understand why sixty African students had voted unanimously to
change the policy inasmuch as an act of discrimination is carried out in the
housing procedures. The secretary in the Housing Office makes the discrimination.
She must decide which housing list to make available to a articular student, the
list of rentals whose owners will rent to anyone without regard to race or the
list of persons who have not indicated whether they will practice discrimination
or not. In the decision as to which list to show a particular student, the Uni-
versity takes a discrimiñatory action, Dr. McDonald said, and by changing the
policy students of certain races could be saved from such discrimination.

Dr. McDonald said that as a faculty member he felt the faculty has an
obligation to ask the administration to change present policy in this matter and
he then moved that the Faculty Senate vote to recommend that the University
administration revise procedures governing the listing of off-campus housing in
such a way that the office would list rentals only of persons who will give the
Housing Office assurance that they are willing to rent to any prospective renter,
regardless of race, creed, etc. The motion was seconded by Dr. Damon, and carried
by a voice vote.

Dr. Harvill said that now that the motion had passed, he would like to
say a few words. He said that he had heard the address by President Hannäh referred
to and Dr. Hannah's message had been to urge that colleges and universities concern
themselves with the problem of minorities.L The President said that the University
of Arizona is as concerned about minority groups as any university in this country,
¡f not more concerned than is any other institution. He said that he felt there
was basic agreement between President Hannah and himself concerning civil rights
practices by universities, especially in v.iew of the active efforts of the
University of Arizona to provide arrangements ¡n the interest of all students who
desire off-campus housing.

He said that a distinguished president of a Negro land-grant ¡nstitution
had stated to him that he had learned about the policy adopted a year or so ago
at the University of Arizona governing the listing of off-campus rentals, and he
had said he could not conceive of anyone's objecting to it. That Negro educator
had said that any complaint about discrimination under such procedure was unftr
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and unjust. Dr. Harvill pointed out that it ¡s necessary to examine the facts ¡n
relation to any general conclusion. In Tucson there ¡s an organization called the
Families for International Friendship." Certain persons have questioned the work

of that organization, saying that the institution does not give its American students
nearly as much attention as ¡s given students of other nationalities. The President
said that there are carefully worked out policies and procedures for the Families
for International Friendship and similar organizations designed to assist foreign
students. Many more kinds of service are available for foreign students than are
provided for American students. Is this unjust and unfair discrimination?

Dr. Harvill said that "certain principles" as stated by Dr. McDonald could
not be accepted without being related to the substance of the matter - the actual
conditions - rather than interpreted as in a vacuum. If the policy governing the
listing of off-campus housing were revised as has been proposed there would be much
more confusion and difficulty than exist now.

The President said he had received letters from clergymen ¡n Tucson support-
ing the University's policy, pointing out that the policy was completely moral from
the point of view of both logic and ethics.

Why should the University change its stand? The President said he had not
yet seen any evidence that the practice was in any way immoral. Certain groups had
attempted to show that the position was illegal, but failed completely according to
both the statutes and court decisions. The University policy is designed simply to
help those students who need assistance, ¡n the best possible manner.

The President said that there are certain persons who have already stated
they would bring suit against the institution ¡f the policy were changed to the
procedure that has been suggested, and legal authority has indicated that such a
suit would be completely justified.

Dr. Harvill said that during the past year he had helped three Negro women
students obtain scholarships, because of need and without reference to the comparative
need of other students. Was such action discriminatory? When one talks about
immorality more is involved than making dogmatic statements. One must relate value
judgments to the realities of the conditions, that is, the actual situation involved.

Dr. Harvill said that his reference to "social action" and universities
to which Dr. McDonald referred was only a part of his earlier discussion of the
reasons for the University of Arizona's not adopting certain housing policies that
had been recommended. He then suggested members of the Senate might wish to read
lectures recently presented at Princeton University by President James A. Perkins
of Cornell University in the role of universities in social action.

The President said that Dr. McDonald had referred to the extensive study
Dr. McDonald had given this issue. He said he could not have studied the matter
more thoroughly than the President had. He said he felt that he must point out
that some of the evidence that Dr. McDonald gave is not correct. The present
procedure governing the listing of off-campus rentals was established because an
earlier system failed. Under the old system students of minority races and
nationalities were rebuffed and embarrassed when they visited renters to inquire
about renting certain facilities. Students were leaving the University because they
were not being properly cared for ¡n this matter. Under the present system, such
students are obtaining housing without difficulty and ¡f they have later transferred
to another institution, they have often written back that they wish they were still
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at the University of Arizona. The President said that he receives letters regularly
from foreign students who formerly have been enrolled at the University of Arizona
and they tell him that they want to return to this institution because at the
institutions where they have gone they do not receive the care and interest which
was provided here. They have appreciated the special effort to provide goód housing

for them. The system was changed a little more than two years ago to its present
form, the President emphasized. The President said he was aware of the objections
some years ago referred to by Dr. McDonald but these arose from situations that could
not happen under the present system. The President said much had been made of the
experience several months ago of two persons who stated they had had trouble obtaining
off-campus housing through the University Housing Office. One of these persons was
not even eligible for assistance from that office since he was a facúlty member and
not a student. The office ¡s a Student Housing office.

The President said it would be appropriate ¡f persons would support the
institution in its policies instead of creating burdens that are unnecessary. The
institution tries to provide all of its students good care in all of its personnel

services. The persons who have seen fit to oppose the present policy governing the
listing of off-campus housing have not carefully considered what the results would
be ¡f their proposal were adopted. The President commented that certain groups who
had been pressuring for the change in policy are no longer giving attention to this
matter since they have been stopped by legal action.

Dr. Harvill said that the present policy is working well and satisfactorily.
He said he did not wish to make any further comments at this time. He did not wish

to comment on the recommendation just approved by the Senate. The recommendation

will be given consideration, he said. The ultimate decision will be made on the

basis of all ¡nformation available regarding the problem. He added that one should
not be too much impressed by statements made by student groups who claim to have
studied certain situations and compare them with policies of other institutions.
Situations at other institutions usually are not the same. Every institution has

a different situation. The University of Arizona has a much larger number of
students needing off-campus housing facilities than most universities.

Dr. McDonald said that he would like again to point out that a group of
African students had voted unanimously to request the University to change its

policy.

Dr. McDonald said that in 1963 the NAACP had wanted to take action recom-
mending to certain government and private agencies that no additional African
students be sent to the University of Arizona because of the discriminatory policy
governing the listing of off-campus rentals. He said that Dr. Harvill had described
the proposed action by the NAACP as contemptible, and he said he objected to other
language the President had used when referring to certain members of the NAACP as
well as to members of other groups which had been involved in efforts to mediate
the questions of the University's off-campus housing policies from time to time.
Dr. McDonald said that Dr. Harvill's comment had been his individual opinion about
the matter at the time but it was a group of faculty members, Dr. McDonald among
them, who had persuaded the NAACP not to take such strong action. He said that

Dr. Harvill had commented directly to him his opinion of the NAACP's threatened
action on this matter. He said it was because faculty members were not satisfied
with the attitude of the President ¡n the matter of the off-campus housing policy
that they had had to take time from their duties to obtain the facts. Because of
their concerning themselves with this issue, Dr. McDonald said, the President now
said he and other faculty members are a burden to the administration. Dr. McDonald
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said that the administration put a heavy burden on faculty members by actions
faculty members feèl compelled to oppose. He said that faculty members moved to
criticize must try to be 101% accurate for ¡f they are only 98% accurate they
are censored for minor inaccuracies.

Dr. McDonald referred to a letter which the President wrote to an MUP
ad hoc committee on housing in 1963, in which he criticized that group's "ineptness"
in its mediating efforts. Dr. McDonald next referred to a situation several years
earlier involving an African student, N'Guetta Bosso, with which the AAUPad hoc
committee had concerned itself and said that at that time the President had written
the committee a letter expressing the hope that the members of the committee in
their teaching and research endeavors did not reach conclusions on the basis of the
same kind of evidence and lack of evidence ánd by the same processes of reasoning
found in the committee report sent to the President. Following receipt of this
communication, Dr. McDonald said, the AAUP had then, felt obliged to look further
into the matter by communicating with off-campus individuals. He said the Bosso
affair had been so damaging to the University that the AAUP had chosen not to make
public any details about the case, calling the affair "disgraceful to the University."

As for the housing policy itself, he said that the students concerned do
not want the protection of two lists of rentals. We must not forget what the Negro
is saying about this matter, he stated. Dr. McDonald said that only four days after
the President and Vice President Johnson had for the first time indicated to the
Senate that the housing office maintains a two-list system,an African student had
accused the University of maintaining two lists of off-campus housing and the
President and the Vice President had declined to make comment about this situation.
Dr. McDonald said that the President has stated that there are many factors involved
here which faculty members generally do not know about. It has been as a result
of their efforts to find out all there is to know about this situation that they
have become as knowledgeable as they have, he said.

Dr. Harvill said he would like to make a few remarks. He said that the only
thing he had said was contemptible about the NAACP was that group's statement that
they would go to the State Department and stop all foreign students from coming to
this University. That was one of the initial things that group said, he pointed out,
and it was contemptible because it simply meant that if this group did not have its
own way, it would attempt to destroy the opportunity for any foreign student to come
to the University of Arizona. He said he would again like to emphasize that matters
must not be too bad at Arizona because more and more students from more and more
countries whose people have dark skins are trying to gain admission to this Univer-
sity. The President pointed out that the State Department has been continuously
aware of the institution!s housing policy. Two years ago, when this subject was
under discussion, Dr. Harvill said he received a telephone call from a high official
in the State Department who served ¡n the African section, and he said not to worry
about any group's doing anything to get the State Department to discontiñue sending
African students to the University of Arizona because the students themselves
preferred to go to the University of Arizona.

The President said he wanted it clearly understood that he had not said that
faculty members are stupid. He said he had great adni ration for this faculty. He
said he did believe that when faculty members report certain matters to the newspapers
before they are reported to the President that this is not the correct procedure.
This has happened more than once he said and he believes that when this occurs, his
reaction has been understandable.
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Dr. Damon said that the University of Arizona does indeed have a good

foreign student program. It was his point, he said, that the off-campus housing
policy has marred this program. He agreed that the former housing policy did not

work. He said that the present policy must not be working, if the people who use
it say that it is not working. He said that wás the reason he suggested as an
alternative procedure the one followed at the University of California and he
referred to the anti-discrimination affidavit renters must file with the University
of California Housing Office, copies of which were distributed to Senate members
with the minutes of the November 1 meeting.

Dr. Harvill asked why Dr. Damon thought the off-campus housing policy
marred the foreign student program. Dr. Damon answered that many African students
feel they are discriminated against in the Housing office. He said that the African
students would like for the University to protect them from discrimination by
requiring renters to submit affidavits pledging they will not discriminate, and
accepting listings only when persons are willing to submit such affidavits. The
African foreign students do not like to go into the Housing Office and find that
someone is noticing the color of their skin before providing them with a list of

rentals. Such procedure implies to these students "the houses on this list are

good enough for you." He asked if University administrative officials really know
what sort of housing is available for black African students. They have a much
smaller choice of housing than do American students, he said. African students
have made this statement to newspaper reporters and in meetings a number of times,

he said.

Dr. Harvill said that he had received a letter protesting the housing
policy from the International Student Club, but it was unsigned. He later learned
there were only four people present at the meeting where the letter was authorized.

Dr. Wilson asked if Dr. Harvill would meet with a group of students of
minority races who felt that the present policy was discriminatory. Dr. Harvill

said he would be glad to meet with sUch students at any time.

The President pointed out again that should the policy be changed,
litigation against the University would begin at once because certain persons have
already gone on record as saying that the University will be sued if the policy

is changed.

Dr. McDonald stated that when he had learned from a graduate student
that the African Students' Union had drafted a letter citing existence of discrimi-
nation and pleading for a change of University housing policy, he had asked the
graduate student to suggest that the President of the African Students' Union come
to see him as one faculty member concerned with these issues. Laud Okoli had come
to Dr. McDonald's office and given him a copy of the letter which had been written
by a five-man committee. Dr. McDonald had asked permission to forward the letter
to Dr. Damon, who was assembling, at Vice President Johnson's request, information
indicative of discrimination problems. Mr. Okoli told Dr. McDonald that African
students had encountered discriminatory problems in addition to that of the two-list
system they suspected was in use. Some of these had occurred in the administration

of on-campus dormitories. Dr. McDonald had asked Mr. Okoli if he would get the
same five-man committee to write Dr. McDonald another letter citing these instances
so that he could forward it to Mr. Johnson. Mr. Okoli had agreed to get such a

letter. Within the ensuing week, however, he had telephoned to say that the African
student group was afraid to go any further than they had gone in writing their first
more general letter.
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Dr. McDonald referred to a conversation he had had with Stan Gordon,
a WILDCAT reporter, who had asked to interview Dr. Damon and him following the
campus picketing incident. Gordon had told Dr. McDonald and Dr. Damon that he
had been unable to obtain statements from the African students who had told
Gordon they were afraid because another student who, had spoken up earlier had
been "kicked out" (Gordon's phraseology.') Dr. McDonald said that Dr. Damon and
he had clarified this matter by telling Gordon that the students had probably been
referring to the N'Guetta Bosso matter. They had emphasized to Gordon that Bosso
was not "kicked out" but that certain pressures were being placed on him until
the AAUP looked into the situation.

Dr. McDonald said that the President had implied earlier that in a
certain situation faculty members had taken matters to the newspapers first.
He said he was sure he knew to which situation the President referred, and the
group representing the NAACP had not gone to the newspapers first. He said the
President's office had been furnished with copies of all communications between
the NAACP and Vice President Johnson. He said that when a NAACP delegation visited
the Office of the President to review the housing policy they were unable to see
him and were simply told that all questions about housing were referred to Vice
President Johnson.

Later when an AAUP ad hoc committee had departed from the Housing office,
after seeking information on the procedures of that office, a secretary was heard
by another professor who happened to be in the office to say, "They will not get
anything; they are faculty members." Dr. McDonald said the secretary had been
correct in her remarks because the committee was not furnished with the information
requested.

Dr. McDonald then quoted from an AAUP "Newsletter" of November 6, 1963,
saying that the AAUP committee had next gone to Vice President Johnson to seek
information and "we were advised by him that there was no point ¡n trying to discuss
this matter with President Harvill at that time." A copy of that "Newsletter" had
been given to President Harvill as evidence that the AAUP had not gone to the
newspapers before contacting the administration.

Dr. Harvill said the secretary referred to above certainly should not
have made the remark she had been accused of making, because it simply is not
true that information was unavailable because the group was composed of faculty
members. He said that this occurrence does not in any way indicate the nature
of the relations between members of the administration and the faculty. He said the
fact was that at one point when the NAACP was pressuring the University to change
its policy, legal counsel had directed the administration not to open its files on
this matter to any group at that time. The President had felt obligated to comply
with the judgment of the University's legal counsel.

Dr. Quinn and Dr. McDonald commented, in referring to the President's
earlier statement that certain persons had indicated they would bring suit against
the University if the off-campus housing policy were changed to the procedure that
had been suggested, that if Dr. Harvill faced a fight with such an opponent, he
would find a large number of University professors fighting along with him.
Dr. Quinn wondered if such a suit would be easier for the University to win than
a suit by the NAACP.
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Dr. Quinn asked if the President thought that continuation of the
present housing policy could in any way interfere with the University's qualifying
for federal financial assistance. President Harvill said that under best legal
authority, none of the institution's policies could endanger the University's
eligibility for federal support. This claim has been made but a suit would have
to go all the way to the Supreme Court to obtain a ruling that would work to the
University's disadvantage in this regard.
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Delaplane, DuVal, Forrester, Edwin Gaines, Pendleton Gaines, Cegenheimer,
Green, Gnies, Hall, Harris, Harshbarger, Hiliman, Hull, Johnson, Joyner,
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ABSENT: Beattie, Harvill.

WELCOME OF DR. PAUL M. ALLEN TO THE SENATE: Vice President McMillan welcomed Dr.

Paul M. Allen to the Senate. Dr. Allen was elected earlier as a Senator-at-large,
replacing Dr. Neil Bartlett during the period of Dr. Bartlett's sabbatical leave.

STUDENT SENATE PROPOSAL REGARDING A COURSE EVALUATION STiJDY. FURTHER DISCUSSION RE:
Dr. Joyner pointed out that his motion made at the previous Senate meeting that the
Senate indicate its approval of the course and teaching evaluation study proposed
by the Student Senate and that the Senate go on record as urging all faculty members
concerned to cooperate in the survey, had been tabled. He said he now wished to

move that the matter be taken from the table and this motion was seconded by Dean

Brewer. The motion carried by voice vote.

Mr. Johnson then reported that the Vice President of the Associated Students, Mr. Ed
Chambers, who had been one of the leaders in developing the plans for the proposed
course evaluation had been asked by his student colleagues to come before the
Faculty Senate and answer any questions the Senators might have about the proposal.
Mr. Johnson said it was his understanding that a student, in order to appear before
the Senate, must first be invited so to appear by this body. He explained that
Mr. Chambers was standing by if the Senate was disposed to receive him and hear his

comments. Dean Brewer moved that Mr. Chambers be invited to appear before the
Senate at this time and the motion was seconded by Dr. Joyner and passed.

At this point Mr. Johnson left the meeting to invite Mr. Chambers to come before

the Senate.

Mr. Windsor reminded the Senate members that as they had entered the meeting room
they had been furnished with copies of a statement prepared by the Student committee
concerned, describing how the course evaluation would be conducted.

Dr. Steelink asked why Faculty Senate approval was necessary or desired. Dr. Joyner
explained that the students were proposing to go into classrooms and take ten minutes

or so of the instructors' time while students completed questionnaires. He felt it

was appropriate that the faculty indicate its approval of the project, thereby pro-

viding the students with official authorization for conducting the survey.

Dr. Quinn said he wondered if the Senate had the power to give approval. Mr. Windsor
said he understood the students would like to be able to explain to the general
faculty that their project had the support of the Faculty Senate. Dr. Quinn asked
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if a faculty member could be required to permit students to distribute survey ques-
tionnaires in his classes. Dr. Joyner said he assumed no one was proposing fa.culty
members be compelled to jarticipate in any study. He said he personally would not
think a faculty member should be required to participate in this activity if he did
not want an evaluation of his course and his teaching made. He said hïs motion was
to recommend cooperation, not to establish a requirement.

Dr. Patrick asked if in "endorsing the project" it could be inferred that the Senate
was "endorsing the product." Dr. Joyner said some persons might so interpret any
Senate action. fie said all he was proposing was that when students approached in-
structors of courses numbered below 200, that the instructors be urged to agree to
make the necessary time available to distribute the questionnaires and have them
completed.

At this point Mr. Johnson returned to the Senate room bringing with him Mr. Chambers,
Vice President of the Student Body.

Mr. Chambers referred to the sheet of general information about the survey whIch had
been distributed to the members. He explained that where the statement explained
that the survey was to be conducted between January 10 and 20, it now had been decided
for several reasons to postpone it until the following semester. A main reason for
the postponement was to permit time to develop a better questionnaire.

He explained that following compilation of the data collected from the evaluation a
booklet would be published reporting the results. There would not be editorializing
of the material, however, he emphasized. The booklet would simply report statisti-
cally the responses of a given number of students, under a rating scale, evaluating
particular courses and particular instructors. In answer to several questions, Mr.
Chambers explained it was planned that the questions would be so carefully worded
that students by ratIng a particular course or instructor on a number scale could
give meaningful information rather than merely write an opinion.

Dr. Tucker asked what value Mr. Chambers felt the study would have for students and/
or faculty members. Mr. Chambers explained that at the present time students are
obtaining information about courses or faculty members by word of mouth commentary.
The student leaders feel that a published report giving the result of a carefully
conducted statistical survey of student evaluation of courses and professors would
be meaningful where word of mouth opinion exchange is probably not very reliable.
Dr. Tucker again asked what value such a survey would have to faculty members. Mr.

Chambers said it was hoped that faculty members could learn from such a survey what
their deficiencies were, how their courses could be strengthened, etc.

Dr. Quinn asked if all students in the selected courses would be expected to partici-
pate in the study. He said he personally questioned the evaluation of a course by a
student in that course who was flunking. Mr. Chambers said it was felt that all
students in a course should have the chance to make their evaluation. Dr. Quinn
said he thought this was not a fair manner in which to proceed.

Dean Roy said that Dr. Quinn's point was a logical reaction. He saId his own reaction
had always been that he would not mind being graded by good students but he would
object to being graded by poor ones. He said, however, that he had become acquainted
with a similar evaluation made by students at Purdue University and found that in
that study courses and faculty members were rated just about the same by the poor
students as they were by the good ones.
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Dr, Gegenheimer asked if he was correct in his understanding that each course or
instructor would end up with one composite grade as a result of the evaluation.
Mr. Chambers explained that there would he a grade for each of a number of criteria
for each course or instructor.

Dean Hull asked if information would be obtained on one instructor in each of his
several courses for each of the several criteria involved, or would a composite
evaluation be calculated. Mr. Chambers explained that it was intended to evaluate
each course separately numbered below 200, by each instructor concerned. However,

not necessarily every teacher in a given course would be evaluated. Further, not

all students taking a particular course would participate. Perhaps only 25% would

complete questionnaires.

Dr. Tucker asked Mr. Chambers if he felt that a first-semester freshman knew enough
about the value of a particular course or about teaching itself to make a reliable
evaluation. He said he thought most faculty members would have more confidence in
the judgment of an upper-division student. Mr. Chambers said he believed the judgment

of freshmen would have some value.

Dr. Blitzer asked Mr. Chambers why the students did not proceed with their evaluation
without the consent of the Faculty Senate. Mr. Chambers said that faculty cooperation

was desired in order to be able to distribute questionnaires in the classrooms of the

courses concerned. Otherwise it would be necessary to conduct interviews with
students outside of classes and this would make it more difficult to maintain any
order or system in the survey.

Dr. Blitzer said that if a faculty member was aware his course was soon to be eval-
uated, he might try to influence the results in some way, possibly by easing up in
the severity of his testing or improving his store of jokes. Mr. Chambers said he

doubted many faculty members would act in this way.

Dr. Allen asked who was assisting the students in preparing the questionnaire and
Mr. Chambers explained that a member of the faculty of the Department of Psychology
had been assisting thus far. He understood it was possible a graduate student in

Psychology might be assigned to the project of developing an appropriate questionnaire.

Dr. McDonald said that he thought the student proposal was an excellent one, at least
from an experimental point of view, but he said he would hope that students with as
unbiased a point of view as possible would be the participating evaluators. He asked

if it might not be feasible to develop a procedure whereby the students completing
the questionnaire could have their mid-term grades individually known to the con-

ductors of the survey. The ïndividual instructor, however, would not know which

responses came from students receiving which grades. Mr. Chambers said he did not

know if such a procedure could be developed or not.

Dean Lyons said that he had noted that it was planned that the evaluation be made of
all courses numbered below 200. ile pointed out that in the College of Law all courses

are numbered in the 100 series, however they are none of them considered lower-

division courses. Mr. Chambers said it had been decided not to evaluate the courses

or faculty members of the Law College.

Mr. Green asked Mr. Chambers if it was felt that it was possible for students pro-
perly to evaluate professional courses. Mr. Chambers said that he felt students were
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qualified to evaluate the instructors of professional courses, although they might
not be qualified to cvalute the content of a professional course.

Dr. Simonian said he thought a distinction had to be made between evaluating instruc-
tors and evaluating courses. He said he could not, conceive of students being able

properly to evaluate courses in Pharmacy.

Dr. Tucker pointed Out that in the future it is anticipated that the Schedule of
Hours will be published much earlier each semester than is now the case and the
schedule probably will not give information about instructors. Mr. Chambers replied

that when this situation develops he assumes students will make inquiry at the de-
partments as to which instructors are teaching which classes.

Mr. Green said that suppose a student is required to take a class in which the in-
structor in the rating booklet has a low rating. What will the student's attitude

then be toward that instructor? Mr. Chambers asked in return, what do students do

now when they find themselves in a class and find that the instruction is poor? He

said that at the present time there are courses and instructors on the campus known
to be poor.

Dr. Tucker asked Mr. Chambers if he believed that poor courses and poor instructors

normally went together. Mr. Chambers answered in the negative.

Dr. McDonald said he felt that the fundamental idea behind the student interest in
evaluating courses and the faculty was sound and he said he would lihe to see some
experimentation in this activity. At this point Mr. McMillan thanked Mr. Chambers
for appearing before the Senate and Mr. Chambers expressed his thanks for the oppor-
tunity to do so. Mr. Chambers then left the meeting.

Dr. Quinn commented that one of the things that troubled him about the proposal was
that there was no indication that the informatIon in the published book would receive
the same consideration from University administrators. He referred to an earlier

evaluation of courses and professors made on this campus where although the results
were not published, they were available for interested administrators to review.

Some administrators were interested in the results and apparently considered them.
Others refused even to read the results.

Dean Brewer said he felt that no sound reason for not cooperating with the students
in this matter had been presented. He felt the students should be encouraged in this

endeavor. He said that as a result of the last survey he felt faculty members ttre_

ceived back" valuable facts about their own teaching. There will not be opportunity
much longer for students to take advantage of results of such a survey, he pointed
out. When the University moves into a true advanced-registration system students'
courses will be, to a great extent, selected for them.

Dr. Steelink commented that although Dean Roy had mentioned that in an evaluation at
Purdue it appeared that there had not been much difference between the ratings of good
students and poor students, at the University of Washington a distinction had been
made between lower-division and upper-division students, and a marked difference be-
tween the judgments of lower-division and upper-division students had been noted.

Dr. Steelink said he felt it was a dangerous thing to permit student judgments to be

given as much standing as would be indicated by the results of a survey appearing in

published form. Student judgments are often based on ignorance, he emphasized.
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Dr. Quinn said he would have more confidence in such a survey if it were conducted
among the students participating in the honors program.

Dr. Cockrum asked just what such a rating would mean anyway. He said he remembered
he was graded in a similar survey approximately thirteen years before. He said he
was sure no teacher could be as poor as some of his graders had indicated he was,
and no teacher could be as good as certain other graders thought he was. The point

was, he said, he was being graded by freshmen. He said if he had had that saine group
of students later as seniors he was sure their grading of him would have been quite

different. And if they could have graded him in retrospect some years after leaving
the University, he expected their opinions would be still different. It seemed to
him that this evaluation would be little more than a popularity contest. Lower-

division students are not able to judge the quality of teaching, he said.

Dr. Steelink again asked what benefits such a survey could have for the faculty.
Dr. Joyner said he assumed that faculty members receiving poor rating grades would
feel they should take steps to improve the quality of their teaching. Perhaps they
have been requiring too much or too little outside reading, perhaps they have been
giving too many or too few tests.

He referred to an article in the January 3, 1966 issue of the HALL STREET JOURNAL
entitled "The Bookworm Turns: More Collegians Now Grade Their Teachers," and quoted

the following sentences: "The very idea of wet-behind-the-ears collegians rating
their instructors seems downright cheeky to many here, and the painfully frank
comments in Course Critique have helped add heat to lively campus debate over the

book. Like it or not, however, the academic community at the University of Washington
and at many other schools had better steel itself to the innovation. Public criti-

cism by students of professorial performance in the classroom is spreading, along
with student activism in general."

Dr. Joyner continued that faculties must awaken to the fact that teaching is being
criticized, often deservedly so, and this had been true at the University of Arizona.
He said that he believes the University is not just a place to do research and retire
on the job. It is a place for teaching. If teaching is to become better, if the
teaching profession is to be restored to its proper level, the people doing it must
be made aware of the criticism that exists of the quality of their teaching and ef-
forts should be made to improve it. Dr. Joyner said that the plan as proposed by

the students no doubt had faults in it. An effort could be made to improve these

deficiencies. The students desire to make such an evaluation, he said; they pro-

bably do not yet appreciate the magnitude of the job, but he felt that the faculty
should cooperate with the students in what to him seemed to be a truly worthwhile
endeavor.

Dr. Blitzer said that the Senate was being asked to give its approval to a rating

form. The Senate had not seen the rating form, did not know what questions would be
included. He said he was unwilling to go on record as asking instructors to give up
classroom time when he was unaware what questions would be asked in the surveys.

At this point several persons called for the Question.

Mr. McMillan put the motion to a voice vote. He was in doubt as to the results and
then called for a show of hands, appointing Dean Little and Dean Myers to serve as
counters. By a hand vote the motion then lost 21 to 27.
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Dr. Simonian then said he would lihe to make a motion that the student survey receive
Senate approvai but specifying how the survey was conducted, what sort of questions
would be asked, etc.

Dean Roy raised a question of procedure at this point. I-le said he didn't see how

the Senate could spell out for the students how to conduct their own survey. A
motion to approve the plan proposed by the students has been defeated. This mf or-

mation would be forwarded to the students. Is it not now the students' responsibility,
if they are interested in doing so, to propose another plan? It is not appropriate
for the Senate to cone up with some alternative plan of its own invention and approve
it.

Dr. Simonian then moved that the Senate indicate its approval of the general idea of
a survey of teaching by the students and that this body go on record as urging faculty
members to cooperate in the conduct of the survey, provided the format of the ques-
tionnaire, the courses to be studied, etc. are first revealed to the Senate. This

motion was seconded by Dean Brewer.

Several Senate members said that the Senate could not commit itself in advance by
approving such a motion. Dr. Simonian then withdrew his motion. He said what he
was seeking to place in the record was an indication that the Senate was not unwilling
in principle to approve the idea of a course and teaching evaluation but was unwilling
to give its approval without knowing more about the nature of the questionnaire to
be used. 11e said the students were sincere in wishing to obtain something cons truc-
tive. He said he thought we should not simply turn them down without letting them
know our reasons. Our principal reason is that the students are vague in the pro-
cedure they are contemplating.

Dr. Joyner said that the Faculty Senate did not have the right to draw up the students'
questionnaire for them. 11e said he would agree with Dean Roy that if the students
want Faculty Senate cooperation they should on their own initiative take steps in an
effort to gain it.

Dr. McDonald then moved that the Senate express its sympathy with the students' plan
to evaluate teachers, indicating Senate recognition of the importance of the problem
and expressing the Senate wish that the students planning the evaluation might revise
the procedure in such a way as to limit the evaluation to some selected upper fraction
of the student body. Dr. Simonian seconded this motion.

Professor Marcoux commented that he did not see why, since the original motion had
been defeated, the Senate finds it necessary to apologize to the students for its
action. The Question was then called for and the motion lost by voice vote.

CATALOGUE MATERIAL: The following catalogue material was accepted: New Courses:
Education 279, Kindergarten Education (3) II Frobisher; Education 362, Analysis of
Administrative Problems (6) II Greet (formerly approved as Education 362s);
Education 372, School Business Management (3) I Stokes; Education 397, Workshop
(1-3) 1,11; Library Science 287, Fundamentals of Library Science (3) 1,11; Elec.

Engr. 374, Logic, Switching Algebras and Sequential Machines (3) I Hill-Peterson;
Elec. Enpjr. 375, Automata Theory and Artificial Intelligence (3) I Hill; English

219, The Craft of Poetry (1) II Meredith; llistor 227, Recent Trends in Brazilian
History (3) II Dulles; Mathematics 273, Intermediate Ordinary Differential Equations
(3) I; Mathematics 279, Combinatorial Computations (3) II Cheema; Mathematics
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373a,b - Advanced Topics in Fluid Dynamics (3-3) Yr. Milne-Thoinson; Mathematics

375 a,b - Numerical Analysis (3-3) Yr.;
New Summer Courses: Education 222s, Australian-Asiatic Materials for Teachers (3)
Kolley; Zoology 237s, Field Natural History (6) (Fee $25.00) Russell;
Changes: Agric. Biochem. 211, Nutritional Biochemistry (3) I Kemmerer-Staff, change
to Agric. Biochem. 2lla-b, Nutritional Biochemistry (3-3) Yr. McCaughey; Agric. Educ.

6309s, Supervised Farm Practice in Agriculture, change title to Supervised Work
Experience in Agriculture; English 120a-b, Literature of the Bible, change units

from (2-2) to (3-3); glish 126a-b, Survey of English Literature, change course

number to English 70a-b; History 300, Advanced Studies in History, change units

from (3) to (1-3); Music 255a-b, Opera Workshop Performance and Production, change

course number to Music ].55a-b; F,E, for Women 264, Theory of Recreation and Leisure,

change units from (3) to (2), and I to II; Pub. Admin. 405, Internship, expand
options to include 405g - Public Recreation Administration (2 to 6; 10 weeks) and

405h - Union Building Administration (2 to 6; 10 wks.); Education 290s, Principles

and Problems of Business Education, change units (2) to (3); Education 29ls, The

Improvement of Instruction in Shorthand, change units (2) to (3); Education 292s,

The Improvement of Instruction in Typewriting, change units (2) to (3); Education

294s, The Improvement of Instruction in General Business, change units (2) to (3).

SERVICE IN SENATE OF DEAN EDWIN M. GAINES. RECOGNITION 0F: Dr. Gegenheimer took
note of the impending departure from tue University of Arizona of Dr. Edwin M. Gaines,
Dean of Men, who has served in the Faculty Senate for some years.

He then proposed a resolution expressing appreciation for his years of service in
the Senate and expressing to Dr. Gaines all best wishes for the future. It was noted

that Dr. Gaines will become Executive Assistant to the President, University of
Wyoming, Laramie, on February 1, 1966.

The motion carried unanimously.

REGISTRAR'S REPORT OF PETITIONS, ACCEPTANCE OF: The Senate accepted the annual re-

port prepared by the Office of the Registrar t.'hich provided a detailed summary of
petitions acted upon by the various colleges and by the Advisory Council during the

year 1964-65.

CO1UNIcATION OF DEC]1BER 24 1965 FROM DR. JANES E. McDONALD: Mr. McMillan asked

Mr. Windsor to read a letter of December 24, 1965 to President Harvill from Dr.
McDonald. Mr. Windsor read the following:

"In your memo of December 6, you indicated that you were not placing
on the Senate agenda for December 13 the item I requested in my
November 29 memo, there being a number of prior items already pending.

"Now I should like to repeat my request, asking that the matter to
which I referred be put on the January 3 agenda.

"Your remarks, in your December 6 memo, indicate that you felt I was
bringing up an old matter. I was referring, however, to the still
unclarified statements which Dr. Shields made to a local group and

which were reported in the local papers. As I understand it,

Dr. Shields went to the Young Democrats, following an earlier talk
to that group by Dr. Bretall, and stated that the AAUP investigating
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team "conferred only with Dr. MacEwan, his attorney, W. Edward Morgan,

and his support9rs." Since Dr. Shields appeared as a E.pokesman for
the University administration (Mr. Johnson having been approached
and having suggested Dr. Shields), I believe this matter definitely
requires clarification. The local chapter of the AAUP has had two
discussions of this annoying misrepresentation of the facts. I

believe it is a matter for Senate discussion, hopefully with Dr. Shields
present.

Dr. Shields then said that Professor McDonald had sent him a copy of his memorandum
to the President and he had responded by writing a letter to President Harvill. He

asked Mr. Hindsor to read that letter also.

Dr. Shields' letter to President Harvill under date of Jan. 6, 1966 read as follows:

"Professor J. E. McDonald sent to me a copy of a letter to you
dated December 24, 1965, in which he requested that you place
on the agenda of the next Faculty Senate meeting the subject of
'unclarified statements which Dr. Shields made to a local group.'
He is referring to a talk I gave to the Tucson Young Democrats
as chairman of the Special Committee on Academic Freedom and
Tenure.

"Professor McDonald's request is based on assumptions contrary
to fact about my remarks.

"In my remarks I did not mention the MacEwan. case. The emphasis
was generally on academic freedom, what it means to the academic
community and why; then I discussed the new policies and proce-
dures adopted by the Arizona Faculty Senate last year.

"In the question period, as might be expected since Professor
Bretall had previously spoken to the same group, a question was
asked about the MacEwan case. I commented that I would not dis-
cuss the merits of the issue but I would comment on procedures
used in the case.

"Professor Bretall, who was not present at the meeting, later
spoke to the same group again and made certain charges against
me based on a neispaper account of my talk. He was reported
to impute to me positions I do not hold and statements I did
not make.

"The statement quoted by Professor McDonald about the Ad Hoc
Investigating Committee I did not make. it is patently erro-
neous as a matter of record in the AAUP Bulletin. I did say,
in explaining the course of events to the group, that the In-
vestigating Committee met with Professor MacEwan, his attorney,
and others who had information to present but that, in my judg-
ment the procedures used did not allow all pertinent information
to come before Committee A.
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"For example, in retrospect the Faculty Grievance Committee hearing
proved to be defective. The Committee understood its function to
be an administrative one, to allow Professor MacEwan to state his

case. All witnesses called were called by Professor MacEwan's counsel.
For about one-half of the transcript Mr. Morgan is the speaker, and
the hearing took on the character of an adversary proceeding. Cer-

tain defects in this hearing, as an administrative fact-finding
hearing, were flot later remedied.

"In response to a question I did mention that when Professor Gegen-
heimer and I appeared before Committee A at the 1ashington meetings
and we started to present some information the chairman ruled that
we could not present new information about the case.

"It is regrettable that my remarks were inaccurately reported. Un-

fortunately, shortly after I gave the talk I was out of town for a
week and in my absence Professor Bretall made a number of unwarranted
charges against me based on the newspaper account.

"Few laymen, of course, know the difference between a Faculty Griev-
ance Committee, and Ad Hoc Investigating Committee, and Committee A
in AAUP terms. The issues in this case are complicated and in a
brief comment in response to a question, apparently some confusion
arose in the mind of the reporter.

"It is most unfortunate that at an institution such as this, where
so much important work needs to be done, that time and energy is
wasted on such negative matters.h

Dr. Shields then moved that the item proposed for the agenda by Dr. McDonald be de-
leted from the agenda and this motion was seconded by Dr. Joyner.

Dr. Joyner then said that he was as concerned as was Professor McDonald about all
matters relating to academic freedom. He said, however, that for the Faculty Senate
to discuss remarks made by a member of the faculty in an off-campus speech would be
entirely inappropriate. He said he makes many off-campus speeches on a variety of
topics and he does not feel that those speeches appropriately should be discussed by
a group such as the Faculty Senate.

At this point calls for the Question were heard.

Dr. McDonald stated that he felt it was in order for the Faculty Senate to discuss
Dr. Shields' off-campus talk. The University of Arizona is under censure by the
American Association of University Professors because of tue NacEwan case. Dr. Shields

made certain remarks in a talk about certain aspects of the case. Dr. Shields now
claims his remarks iere not correctly reported in the press. It should be the con-
cern of the Faculty Senate to look further into a matter of this sort and set the
record straight, he said, in the best interests of the University. Dr. Shields' ap-
pearance at the meeting in question, he said, was that of a spokesman for the Uni-
versity since he went to the meeting as a speaker in place of Vice President Johnson.
He, therefore, thought the matter was a serious one and worthy of Senate attention.

Many calls for the Question were now heard.
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Dean Roy then moved that voting on the motion be by written ballot. This motion was

seconded and carried by voice vote.

Mr. McMillan appointed Mr. Svob and Dr. Edwin Gaines to serve as tellers.

Following the counting of the ballot it was announced that Dr. Shields' motion to
delete from the agenda the item proposed by Dr. McDonald carried by a vote of 46
to 7.

The meeting adjourned at 5:40 o'clock.

David L. Windsor, Secretary




