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MINUTES OF MEETIIE OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, April 14, 1969 Room 350 Modern Languages

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:40 p.m. on Monday,
April 14, 1969, in the Modern Languages Building auditorium (Room 350). Forty-seven
members were present with President Harvill presiding.

PRESENT: Armstrong, Bartlett, Brewer, Burton, Canson, Damon, Davis, Delaplane,
Dewhirst, Dutt, Fahey, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Could, Green, Harris,
Harvill, Herber, Hetrick, Higley, Hull, Kassander, Lynn, Lytle, Martin,
Massengale, McMillan, Mees, Miller, Murphy, Myers, Nigh, Paylore, Rhodes,
Richard, Robson, Roy, Sigworth, Skinner, Sorensen, Steelink, Tomizuka,
M. Vonis, W. Vonis, Wilson, Windsor, and Wise. Dr. Walter Evans, and
Dr. Ed McCullough also attended the meeting. The following students also
attended the meeting: Miss Margaret Maxwell, Mr. Mitch Dorson, and Mr.
Paul Erickson.

ABSENT: Ares, Barnes, Bingham, Blecha, Bok, Cockrum, DuVal, Gaines, Goodwin,
Johnson, Joyner, Keninerer, Krebs, Krutzsch, Leonard, Little, Marcoux,
McDonald, Paulsen, Resnick, Shields, Spicer, Svob, and Thompson.

APPROVAL 0F MINUTES: The minutes of the meetings of March 3, 1969 and March 14, 1969
were approved as distributed to members.

CATALOG MATERIAL: The following catalog material was accepted:

New Courses

Mathematics 215i, SSMCIS Secondary Mathematics (4) Summer Ferguson
Metallurgical Engineering 7010, General Metallurgy (3) I, II Keating

Changes

Anthropology 230a-230b, Ethnology of the Southwest (3-3) Yr. change to 230 (3) I
Anthropology 399, add to list of seminars: 399P, The Indian in Contemporary

America (3) i, II
Mathematics 210a-210b, Theory of Numbers (3-3) Yr. 1970-71 change to 210 (3) I 1970-71

and 311, The Algebraic Theory of Numbers (3) II 1970-71

APPOINTMENT OF CGMITTEE TO DEVELOP STATEMENT RE FREED4 OF EXPRESSION, ANNOUNCEMENT
OF: The secretary announced the names of the persons the Preèident had appointed
to serve on the committee authorized by the Senate to develop the contents of a
booklet pertaining to freedom of expression at the University of Arizona. The members
of the committee will be Dr. E. Lendell Cockrum, Dr. A. R. Kassander, Dr. Martin A.
Massengale, Dr. Frederick B. Roby, and Dr. Paul li. Skinner. Dr. Massengale will serve
as chairman.

RECOEIMENDATIONS FOR HONOEtARY DEGREES TO BE CONFERRED AT THE 1969 CC*IMENCEMENT, APPROVAL
OF: The Senate considered and approved recommendations from several college faculties
that certain individuals be awarded honorary degrees by the University of Arizona at
its 1969 Conimenceiùent.

It was pointed out that the Board of Regents will meet on April 19, but
a meeting of the General Faculty of the University will not be held for several



- 1176 -

weeks. Dr. Wilson then moved with several seconds that President Harvill be re-
quested to obtain the informal approval of the Board of Regents on April 19 that
these degrees be conferred, subject to approval by the General Faculty later in
the month or in early May. This motion passed unanimously. 9"--

HONORARY DECREE FOR PRESIDENT DIAZ ORDAZ OF MEXICO, ANNOUNCEMENT RE: President
Harvill informed the members of the Senate that although President Diaz Ordaz of
Mexico had been pleased to learn that the faculty of the University of Arizona
had voted to award him an honorary degree, he had found it necessary to decline
accepting this degree. President Diaz Ordaz has declined to accept degrees from
a number of universities in Mexico. Under the circumstances, he felt it would be
inappropriate for him to accept one from a foreign university.

1969-70 BUDGET, COMMENTS RE: President Harvill discussed the Universityt s budget
situation off the record and answered questions from the Senate membership. There
was considerable reference to the recent legislative session where some 2.2 million
dollars less in operating funds was appropriated by the Legislature than the Board
of Regents had requested for the 1969-70 operating budget for this institution.

The President assured the Senate that every effort will be ¡nade by the
administration and the Board of Regents to provide merit increases to deserving
members of the faculty. As many new positions will be funded as possible, but of
course all positions that had earlier been approved by the Regents cannot be
authorized now. There will have to be cuts in both the operations and the capital
equipment categories.

PROPOSAL THAT SENATE ENDORSE SOLICITATION OF THE FACULTY FOR FUNDS FOR SCHOLARSHIPS
FOR STUDENTS FROM MINORITY GROUPS. APPRWAL OF : Dr. Harvill recognized Dr.
Kassander who said that he was speaking on behalf of a group of concerned faculty
members, particularly Dr. Walter Evans, who felt that a great deal of good could
be accomplished by the faculty of the University through contributions to provide
financial assistance for students from minority groups. It was the hope that some
sort of University Education Fund for minority students could be created. Dr.

Kassander then read the following resolution:

The Faculty Senate of the University of Arizona recognizes
that the poverty problem is more acute among minority groups
in our community, and that equal educational and job oppor-
tunities are required to bring eventual equality of living
standards. Furthermore,the University has a special obliga-
tion to face the educational and social needs of disadvantaged
groups.

In order that the entire faculty and staff may become involved
in the solution of the educational part of the problem, the
Faculty Senate adds ïts endorsement to that of the Administration
so that certain members of the faculty may canvass the remainder
of the faculty and staff for contributions to a University
Educational Fund for Minority Groups.

The funds collected will be entirely administered through the
University Scholarship Office or by means of a suitable official
alternative.

The Senate also recognizes that disadvantaged students may have
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unique problems. The faculty is urged to supply the additional
counseling and tutoring that will be required. In addition, it is
hoped that special arrangements might be made for other unusual
needs and for fee reductions, so that the funds collected can
accommodate the maximum number of students."

Dr. Kassander moved acceptance of the resolution and Dr. Gegenheimer seconded
the mQtion. Several Senate members asked just what constitulzs a minority group.
The answer was that the primary concern here was for black, American Indian, and
?4exican-American students. Dr. Gegenheitner commented that for a long time many
faculty members have been saying that the faculty should do something to assist
minority students. Here would be a chance to act.

Dr. Harvill said that while the proposal had much merit, he wanted to
point out that certain procedural details must not be left unc].arified. The
resolution refers to certain members of the faculty canvassing the remainder of
the faculty and staff for contributions. How would such a canvass be conducted?
What records of giving would be kept, and how? What sort of publicity would be
given to the campaign? The faculty could receive undesirable publicity if the
campaign proved to be a failure and this was announced.

Several senators asked what amount of money was hoped for--what would be
the goal? Dr. Kassander said he could not answer this. He thought the total
campaign would not be an organization on a large scale. The suggestion was made
that perhaps a Senate ad hoc committee could be created to work out the mechanics
of such a program. Dr. Kassander pointed out that all that was wanted at this time
was the blessing of the Senate so that the interested persons could move ahead with
their planning. Dr. Evans would provide the necessary leadership. Of course with-
out Senate approval, a campaign for funds could not be conducted.

Dr. Harvill said he had not meant to suggest that an elaborate organiza-
tion was needed. However, adequate planning must be arranged. Dr. Evans commented
that two hundred nominees for possible assistance are already identified from just
two high schools in the Tucson area. He felt that the organizational details could
be handled through Vice President Johnson's office. Dr. Harvill referred to the
comment in the resolution about reduction of fees. He pointed Out that the Board
of Regents should not be expected to alter the fee structure greatly at this time.
He pointed out further that the Board of Regents has authorized scholarships waiving
registration fees during any given semester to the extent of 5 of the total number
of students enrolled the previous semester.

Dr. Kassander and others pointed out that the resolution was not meant
to bind the President to seek a fee reduction from the Regents. This comment was
simply one which the President could heed at his discretion.

It was pointed out that the funds raised by the faculty would probably
be used for books, clothing, and other basic needs of students who require addi-
tional help after they've been given a waiver of fees.

The question was then called for the motion to adopt the resolution
was approved.

Dr. Gegenheimer then moved that an ad hoc committee of the Senate be
appointed to implement this resolution and work with Dr. Evans and the Scholarship
Committee. Dean Roy seconded Dr. Gegenheimer's motion which carried unanimously.
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C(1MITTEE TO CONSIDER PLACING STUDES ON UNIVERSITY C()IMITTEES, REPORT OF:
Dr. Harvill introduced Dr. Ed McCullough, chairman of the Senate Committee to
Study Student Participation on University Committees. Dr. McCullough said that
the committee in its deliberations had worked closely with an Associated Students'
committee concerned with the same matter. He said he would like the members of the
student committee to be in the room to hear the presentation of his report and
participate in the discussion following. The Senate then unanimously agreed to
invite the student committee representatives to attend this meeting. The students
were waiting in the corridor and were invited in, and Dr. McCullough introduced
them to the Senate as follows: Miss Margaret Maxwell, Mr. Mitch Dorson, and
Mr. Paul Erickson. Mr. Erickson had been chairman of the student committee,

Dr. McCullough first explained that in its deliberations his committee
had considered only those committees which are considered University standing
committees and which are listed on pages 14-15 of the current University catalog.

Dr. McCullough said that two points had developed from his committee's
study which he felt were especially significant. Everyone that the committee had
interviewed including students felt that having students on University committees
provided the students with a better understanding of the University and how it
functioned. Thus a real improvement in communication resulted. Further, most
persons interviewed felt that the University should be providing students as part
of their University experience opportunity to develop their capabilities to parti-
cipate in the total affairs of the social order outside the University, that is,
community activities, after they graduate. Committee service provides excellent
training in preparation for such activity later.

Dr. McCullough said he would like particularly to point out that the
committee is recommending that when a student is placed on a committee he be made
a full voting member of that committee.

The full report submitted by Dr. McCullough's committee was as follows:

"HISTCRY AND PROCEDURES OF CIMITTEE

On Septembèr 20, 1968, Dr. Harvill appointed a committee consisting
of Dr. Courtney Cleland, Dr. Jack Cole, Dr. Edgar McCullough, Dr. J.
Gregory Oswald,land Dr. George Sparks 'to review the basic idea of student
service on committees and also the extent to which student participation
would be beneficial in certain specific areas of the University.!

The committee members decided that three basic questions needed to
be answered. These were:

Should students serve on University committees?

On which committees could students best serve the interests
of the University community?

On what basis should students be selected to serve on committees?

Responses to these questions were gained by interviewing persons
knowledgeable or concerned with this problem. Through articles in the
'Wildcat' all faculty members and students were urged to submit materials
to the committee. The material could be submitted in written form (see
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appended materials) or the person could appear before the committee.

The following people were interviewed by the committee or members
of the committee: Committee of Eleven members for 1966-67 (this group
initiated the request for the study); Mrs. Jean Smith, Assistant Dean
of Women; Mr. Marvin Johnson, Vice President for University Relations;
Mr. Robert Svob, Dean of Men; Dr. Albert Gegenheimer, Chairman of the
Faculty; Mr. Charles Tribolet, Director ASUA; Mr. James Martin, Manager
ASUA Bookstore; Nr. Robert L. Houston, Director Physical Plant; Mr.
Richard Clausen, Director Department of RPER; Miss Margaret Maxwell,
Mr. Paul Erickson, Mr. Daniel Shuinan, and Mr. Mitch Dorson, representa-
tives of ASUA; Mr. Sherwood Carr, Comptroller; Dr. Boyen Dees, Provost
for Academic Affairs.

SUI44ARY OF RENABXS FRC« C(*IMITTEE SESSIONS

The persons interviewed by the committee were overwhelmingly in
favor of some form of student participation on University committees
(only one opinion was advanced that theré was no reason for students
to be represented on any committee). The diversity of opinions that
arose centered around the other tbasic questions'--the exact committees
on which students should serve and the basis on which students should
be sélected to serve.

Some concern was voiced about the discretion of students on
committees, e.., The Committee on Dishonest Scholastic Work. The
general feeling seemed to be that we had no reason to suppose that
students in general would be less discreet than faculty members.

Faculty and staff who had served on committees with students said
that the students had made significant contributions to the work of the
committees (see appendices) and that the students had been as industrious
and conscientious as any faculty member. These people also ventured the
opinion that once the students had participated in committee action, they
began to show greater appreciation of the complexity of University pro-
blems.

In reaction to statements that students in a sense do participate
in University affairs since Mr. Johnson, Miss Carlson and Mr. Svob repre-
sent them on many connuittees, most interviewees opined that these people
are not truly students nor can they be expected to respond to all proposals
as students would. It seemed to be generally agreed that many faculty
could not be expected to have an entirely valid view of the feelings of
students on most issues.

The student viewpoint was explicitly presented in a special ASUA
report which is attached to this report.

RATIONALE

Until recently the student has had limited opportunity to demonstrate
his interest in the affairs of the University. Such decisions were the
function of the administration and the faculty.
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The feeling is now developing that the University can no longer treat
students as a privileged and protected group who, in return for this spe-
cial station, abstain from participation in the regulation of much of
their private lives or in the affairs of the University. The increasing
involvement of students in the civil rights movement, Peace Corps, Vista,
Link, and similar activities demonstrates that a sizable number of students
are prepared to assume more responsibility and play a role in decision
making as it affects their lives. This is not to say that the University
should be uninterested in the non-academic lives of the students.

The relevance of student views on educational issues should be clear.
Students can bring a viewpoint of academic matters that Is outside the
direct experience of the faculty and administration. This viewpoint may
and probably will counteract attitudes and unexamined premises that tradi-
tion and institutional factors tend to perpetuate in the University.
Students may suggest useful new ideas that have escaped even the most
Inventive of faculties and administrations.

The following conclusions are offered:

Students already participate on five University committees
and by their performance have demonstrated the usefulness of
student participation. Appended material includes letters
from committee chairmen concerning this participation.

Students who participate on committees are more likely to
understand the functions of the University and to make a
balanced interpretation of events.

A major problem of the University is that of communication
between various groups. Permitting increased student partici-
pation will allow the student group a chance to express their
opinions in a meaningful way.

Student participation on University committees is a means of
development of student capacities to contribute to the Univer-
sity community and to society in general. If we wish to
develop these capacities, we must be prepared to relinquish
some of our authority and even welcome student requests that
we do so. As a result of this participation ve visualize a
new concept of student maturity.

RECNDATI0NS

(1) Studenbshould be given official voting membership in the fall
of 1969 on the following standing University Committees:

Artist Series
Dishonest Scholastic Work

C. Lecture
Library
Orientation Week
Parking and Traffic
Scholarship and Awards
Special Occasions



Student Activities and Eligibilities
Student Grants and Aid
Student Life

1. Student Personnel
m. University Relations

Students are official members of some of the above named

committees: Student Activities and Eligibilities, Student Personnel,
Artist Series, Orientatioù Week, University Relations. Since these
five committees deal substantially with matters of student concern, it
is recoimuended that the student membership on these committees be in-
creased to one third. Membership on the remaining seven committees should
start at two voting members with the stipulation that the Faculty Senate
will consider increasing the student membership at the end of the second
year.

The selection of students to serve on the committees should
be the responsibility of student government utilizing some method that
would insure representation of all segments of the student body. The
committee members might be chosen by a Committee on Committees similar
to that operating within the Faculty Senate. This group could be elected
from the membership of the Student Senate and would be responsible for
submiEting names for approval to the Student Senate. This type of system
or a similar procedure should help to assure that student membership on
University committees is truly representative and not limited to special
interest groups.

Beginning in the fall of 1969 the Faculty Senate should include
student members on all ad hoc University Committees that are concerned
with matters of special interest to stucients. Since these committees
are generally small and are designed to report recommendations rather
than take action, it is felt that one voting student membership would
be adequate.

Dr. Courtney Cleland
Dr. Jack Cole
Dr. Gregory O8wald
Dr. George Sparks
Dr. Edgar McCullough, Chairman"

Dr. McCullough pointed out that the recommendation of the student
committee as relates to how students would be selected for the committees on which
they would sit (recommendation 3 above) was somewhat different from that of the
faculty committee. The students' recommendation was as follows:

"The final section of this study centers on the process on integrating
and maintaining student representation on the previously mentioned commit-
tees. We feel it is necessary to have a definite, systematized method of
selecting the student representatives. It involves a search for the best
prepared and most qualified individuals who are capable of efficiently
representing student viewpoints.

"The proposed process is as follows:
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"The entire project would be co-ordinated by an ASU& Presidential
Aide. He would be responsible for notifying the student body that
applications for the committee seats were available.

"Interested persons would fill out an application and go before
an interview board composed of the following persons: ASUA President,
AWS President, RUA President, an Administrative Aide, appointed by
the ASUk President, and a student senator appointed by the Speaker of
the Senate.

"The Presidential Aide who co-ordinates the effort will announce
the board's final selections and the Speaker of the Senate will submit
the Board's recommendations to the Student Senate for confirmation."

Dr. Gegenheimer then moved that recommendations 1, 2, and 4 of the
McCullough committee be adopted but that recommendation 3 be the students' recommen-
dation on a selection process rather than the recommendation of the McCullough
committee. There were several seconds to this motion.

Dr. Mccullough explained that the students' recommendation had not been
approved by the faculty committee because it was the feeling that under the students'
plan the same students who are heavily involved in student government--members of
the Student Senate, for instance--would be the ones who would be placed by student
government appointment on the faculty committees. These people would already be
so busy that they could not be working committee members, it was feared, and it
was thé hope

f
the facufty committee that students being placed on University

committees would indeed have the time to devote to committee service as working
members. Also, there was much to be said for getting a wider, broader participation
by more students in University affairs by having capable students selected for
University committees who were not already heavily involved in other activities.

Dr. Gegenheimer commented that he felt the McCullough committee's
recommendation 3 was too vague. Dr. McCullough said that the faculty committee
felt they should not tell the Student Senate how to act in this regard but would
recommend that arrangements be of a broad nature so that wider student partici-
pation could be obtained.

Dean Carlson commented that she hoped some provision could be made where-
by the students participating in University committees could give comprehensive,
informative "reporting back" to the entire student body and not to the limited
number of students who are members of the Senate. Dr. McCullough said this point
had not actually been discussed. He assumed means could be found for wider
distribution of information about the work of University committees to the full
student body.

Dr. Gegenheimer then said he would like to substitute a new motion for
the one that he had previously made. He moved that the committee's full report
be accepted, and that recommendations 1, 2, and 4 be adopted. Action on a recommen-
dation regarding the selection of student members of committees could come later.
Dr. Damon seconded Dr. Gegenheimer's motion.

Dr. Sigworth at this point commented that he was surprised that the
students would have accepted the omission (in the list of committees on which
students would sit) of any committee that deals with curriculum. He thinks
that students should and could be helpful in this area. He then moved to amend
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Dr. Gegenheimer's motion to add the following: "It is further recommended that
deans and department chairmen involve students asfar as possible in consideration
of departmental and college curricular matters."

Dean Roy said that for the most part curricular affairs are college
matters rather than University-wide ones. A number of the colleges are already
involving students in curriculum planning. Dr. McCullough said that he had been
aware that many colleges and many departments are seeking to involve students
to a greater degree in curriculum planning; however, the committee had felt that
as a first step students should be placed on those committees in which it was felt
students had a particularly direct interest, that is, those listed a. through ni.
under recommendation 1. Dean Rhodes seconded Dr. Sigworth's motion.

The hour having grown late, the Senate agreed that further discussion
of these matters should wait until the next meeting of the Senate on May 5.
Dr. flarvill said that further consideration of Dr. McCullough's report would be
placed high on the agenda of that meeting. The Senate agreed that the student
committee members should be invited to be present at that meeting for the con-
tinuing discussion.

The meeting adjourned at 5:35 o'clock.

David L. Windsor, Secretary




