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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE FICULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, March 4, 1963 Room Ill, F3PA Building

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:40 P.M. on Monday,
March k, 1963, in Room 111 of the College of L3usiness and Public Administration.
Thirty-nine members were present with President Harvill presiding.

PRESENT: ¡iartlett, tilitzer, í3rewer, Canson, Conley, Ewing, Forrester, Gegenheimer,
Gustavson, Harvill, Haury, Hillman, Hudson, Kassander, Kurtz, Lacy, Little,
Livermore, Lynn, Lyons, Mchillan, Moore, Muir, H.Myers, L. Myers, Nugent,
Patrick, Paylore, H.O.Rhodes, J.M.Rhodes, Rosaldo, Roy, Siegel, Simonian,
Slonaker, Svob, Vavich, Wallraff, Windsor.

ABSENT: [flecha, Oelaplane, Gaines, Gillmor, Kemmerer, McDonald, Martin, Powell,
Rappeport, Russell.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The minutes of the meeting of February 4, 1963 were approved as
distributed to members.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO STUDY POLICIES ANO PROCEDURES CONCERNING THE
DISQ.UALIFICATION OF STUDENTS, CONSIDERATION OF: Dean Forrester reported that the
special committee appointed by President Harvill to study policies and procedures
concerning the disqualification of students had met a number of times and was now
presenting to the Senate the results of its deliberations. The report, he pointed
out, was submitted in the form of catalogue copy since procedures once officially
adopted would eventually be published in the catalogue.

The Dean pointed out that the committee had approached the matter of
scholastic disqualification from the point of viei that disqualification never
should he automatic. Extenuating circumstances frequestly are encountered in such
cases and each individual case therefore must be given separate individual analysis
and study. The procedures outlined in the committee's report are based on this
premise.

Turning to the report itself, Dean Forrester referred to the catalogue
statement headed Ûismissa1 froni courses or from the University.1' He pointed out
that this section properly should refer only to dismissal resulting from reprehensible
conduct or failure to comply with University regulations. This section had, there-
fore, been re-written so that there was no reference to disqualification for
scholastic reasons.

Dean Forrester reported that he had consulted Deans Carlson and Slonaker
and Professor Irwin, Chairman of the Committee on Dishonest Scholastic Work, and it
had been agreed there was no need to change present procedures so far as the handling
of dismissal cases that are the responsibility of those officials.

The section of the catalogue devoted to"Scholarship RequirementsH is not
changed notably, Dean Forrester pointed out. Some of the material has been re-arranged
in the interest of clarification. The Dean said that the significant change proposed
by his committee was in the section headed "Academic Probation and Disqualification."
In essence, the new proposal is that there be established two types of disqualification
for scholastic reasons. One type would be disqualification from a particular college
only, the student being immediately eligible to enroll in another college of the
University if the dean of that college is willing to accept him. The second type
would be disqualification from the University as a whole. A student receiving a
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"college disqualification" would automatically be on scholastic probation in his
new college, should he be allowed to register in a different college. Should a
student be disqualified a second time,, this in all cases would bedjualification
from the University. as a whole. In other words, in the case of any second dis-
â1ii9ation the student would not be eligible immediately to re-enroll in some

other college of the University even though the Dean of that college might otherwise
be willing to accept him.

Dean Forrester explained that the essential difference between the present
procedure and the proposed one is that where at present following disqualification
students in all instances are ineligible to be enrolled in the University for one
semester, under the new system should the student be given college disqualification
and then admitted to another division of the University, he could continue his
educational career without the penalty of remaining out of school a semester.

Dean Forrester stated that the Registrar had indicated the proposed pro-
cedure would not present serious problems so far as record-keeping was concerned.
Dean Forrester then moved that the report be accepted.

Several members of the Senate, including President Harvill and Or. Gegenheimer,
suggested minor editorial changes in the wording of the proposal. These were accepted
by Dean Forrester for the committee.

Dean Roy asked why the policy should include the following statement:
'Y conditional failing grade of 6 which is included in the cumulative grade average
on which disqualification from the University is based, may not be removed during
the period of disqualification. (A grade of 6 is computed as a 5 (failure) in the
cumulative grade average until it is removed with a higher grade.)" Dean Forrester
explained that this statement appeared in the present catalogue. Dean Roy said he
questioned the logic behind this policy.

Dr. Bartlett requested that the statement indicating that students who
have been given college disqualification should secure "thorough counseling and
guidance" be amended to read "thorough academic and vocational counseling and
guidance." Dean Forrester accepted this.

Dr. Kassander referred to the table of minimum grade averages students
must attain to remain in good academic standing and asked if students understand
that these averages are related to an eventual graduation grade average requirement
of 3.0000 and that one's grade average cannot be based on selected units but must
be on all work attempted in residence. In other words, he asked, if a student had
comoleted 150 hours, could he select his best 125 hours in computing his graduation
grade average from the College of Liberal Arts, for example? Mr. Windsor replied
that he felt students were well aware that the graduation grade average cannot be
based on units of selected best grades.

It was pointed out that in computing the minimum grade averages required
to renain in good academic standing there is not provision for the forgiving of
failing grades received during the freshman and sophomore years where the courses
have later been repeated and passed in residence. The "forgiving of 5Is11 privilege
applies only to computing the graduation grade average.

Dr. Kurtz reminded Senate members that some students ask to be given a
grade of "5" rather than a "k" in order to have the privilege of repeating the work
and having the poor grade forgiven in computing the graduation grade average.
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Or. Hudson referred to the interval of progression in the grade averages
in the table of scholarship requirements and asked if there were a typographical
error. It was pointed out that although the interval of progression for lower
division students was greater than that iór upper division students, the averages
as stated in the committee's report were correct, as revised several months ago
by action of the Faculty Senate. The new scale of averages will take effect the
first semester of l96361+.

Various Senate members asked questions for clarification of how the new
policy would ooerate. The claim was made that the new procedure might provide means
for a student's slipping from college to college. It was pointed out, however, that
a student could receive a college disqualification and immediately enroll in another
division (with that college dean's permission) only one time. iny subsequent dis-
qualification would be disqualification from the University as a whole.

Several deans pointed out that as a matter of fact the proposed procedure
in effect has operated in the past, where a student, for example, has performed so
poorly in the college of nqineering that he has been subject to being disqualified.
investigation has revealed that the student had no aptitude for engineering but
night perform satisfactorily in another division of the University. The two academic
deans, therefore, have conferred and the student then has been permitted to re-enroll
in the new college, although he could not continue in the Colleqe of Enqineerinq.
Mr. 1indsor pointed out, of course, that in such cases the record has not shown dis-
qualification action but only probation at this point.

In answer to a question Mr. Iindsor pointed out that the new policy, if
adopted, could not be announced in the new biennial catalogue for l)6-6k, l)6L+65
since final page proof for the section of the catalogue in which this material would
be presented has alread' been returned to the printer. This material, of course,
could be included in the catalogue sup7lement which will be issued in the summer of
l96 for the second year of the next biennium. This raised a ouestion, he pointed out,
of when the new procedure if adopted should go into effect.

The question was then called for and the motion passed with no negative
votes being heard.

The full report of the committee as finally adopted by the Senate was
as follows:
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RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE COMMITTEE
APPOINTED TO STUDY

POLICIES AND PROCEDURES CONCERNING
1H E

DISQUALIFICATION OF STUDENTS

(Page 112 of 1963-65 Catalogue)

DISMISSAL FROM COURSES OR FROM THE UNIVERSITY - Reprehensible conduct or failure
to comply with University regulations may result in a student's being dismissed

from a course or from the University at any time, and such action shall be posted
on the student's permanent record in the office of the Registrar. Students who
have been dismissed from the University are denied student privileges during the
period of suspension. Such students are not permitted to register for correspondence
work except with permission of the dean of the college in which they have previously
registered. They are not allowed to enroll for Continuing Education or evening
courses, and they may not establish credit by examination during the period of sus-
pension.

Students suspended from the University for any disciplinary reason are denied
the privileged establishing credit for academic work done anywhere during the
period of their suspension.

(Page 115 and 116 of 1963-65 Catalogu

SCHOLARSHIP REQUIREMENTS

MINIMUM GRADE AVERAGES REQUIRED - To be in good standing academically all students
are required to earn cumulative grade averages as follows:

Units of work completed Minimum grade average
required to remain in good

academic standing

Fewer than 25 units . . . 3.6000
From 25 through 55 units 3.k500
From 56 through 86 units 3.3500
8j or more units 3.1500
Graduate students (any student registered

in the Graduate College) work carried
for graduate credit only 2.5000

The units of work completed constitute all units accepted as degree credit by
the University, whether residence or non-residence credit. Non-residence credit

may be credit transferred from other institutions, credit awarded for military
service, and,through the University of Arizona, correspondence courses, credit
earned by examination, and off-campus continuing education courses.

The cumulative grade average is based on all work attempted in residence
at the University.

For scholarship requirements in the College of Law, see the College of Law
section of this catalogue.
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MIDSMESTER SCHOLARSHIP REPORT - A report of grades covering scholarship
deficiencies is furnished by instructors (except in the College of Law) to the
Registrar's office during the seventh week of classes each semester. The
grades included on the midsemester scholarship report are limited to 5, a complete
failure; and k, unsatisfactory, though passing. (Note: the deferred grade of 6,
indicating conditional failure may be reported only at the end of the semester.)
Students listed on the midsemester scholarship report are warned that the quality
of their work in the courses reported is deficient and their extracurricular
activities may be restricted by the dean until the end of the semester.

AC¼DEMIC PROBATION ANO OISQUALIFICATION - Failure by a student to earn the required
grade average to be in good standing ordinarily places the student on probation
at the end of the semester, and, after a review of his case by the dean and the
scholarship committee of the college concerned and upon approval by the Advisory
Council, he may be disqualified as a student. A student on probation retains that
status until he earns the cumulative grade average required for good academic
standing, or until removed by the dean of his college. A student who has been
disqualified, and who subsequently may be permitted to register in the University,
is enrolled on probation.

Probation - Students on probation are subject to such restrictions with respect
to courses, extracurricular activities, and outside employment as may be imposed
by the dean of the college concerned. Students are returned to good standing
upon earning the cumulative qrade average required by the table listed under
"Minimum Grade Averages" above, or by action of the dean of their college.

Disqualification - Disqualification for academic reasons is of two types, either
from a given college in the University or from the University, as a whole.

The type of disqualification will be established by the Advisory Council
on the recommendation of the dean of the college in which the student was enrolled.

The specific procedures of disqualification from a given college are as
fo 11 ows:

I. The student who has been recommended for disqualification from a particular
college may seek immediate admission to another college in the University. Per-
mission for such admission to another college is obtained by securing approval
from the dean of the college into which the student plans to transfer. Ordinarily
permission will be granted only if the student gives evidence that he plans to
pursue a modified program and if his demonstrated ability warrants such action.
Therefore, students who have been given college disqualification are strongly
urged to secure thorough academic and vocational counseling and guidance. Failure
to secure approval to transfer to another college in the University is tantamount
to disqualification from the University, as a whole, and the rules governing
such type of disqualification then will apply.

2. A student who has been disqualified from a particular college and who may
have secured subsequent permission to study in another college, is automatically
on scholastic probation in the new college. He is not eligible to receive a
second college disqualification. That is, a student may be granted college
disqualification only once in his academic career. i-ny later recommendation
which may be made for disqualification will be considered as a second disquali-
fication from the University, as a whole.



A student who is disqualified from the University, as a whole, either at
the end of a semester or at the close of a summer session is ineligible to
register the following semester. A student disqualified at the close of the
first semester may enter the summer session, but a student disqualified at the
close of the second semester is not eligible to enter the summer session or the
first semester of the following academic year. A student disqualified at the

end of the summer session is not eligible to return the first semester of the
following academic year.

A student with two disqualifications may return to the University only on
the basis of evidence that underlying conditions have materially improved and
that he is now capable of serious intellectual effort. A student who has been
disqualified twice may be allowed to re-enroll only after he has furnished the
Registrar with a letter from the dean of the college from which he was last
disqualified stating that the dean approves his re-registration. If he wishes

to enroll in a college of the University other than the one from which he was
last disqualified, he must obtain the approval of both the dean of the college
from which he was disqualified and the dean of the college he desires to enter.

Students who have been disqualified from the University are not permitted
to enroll in Continuing Education classes or evening courses, but, with the
permission of the dean of the college concerned, they may enroll for corres-
pondence study courses. They may not establish credit by examination during the
period of disqualification and they may not transfer to the University any
credit completed elsewhere during the period of disqualification.

A conditional failing grade of 6 which is included in the cumulative grade
average on which disqualification from the University is based, may not be

removed during the period od disqualification. (A grade of 6 is computed as
a 5 (failure) in the cumulative grade average until it is removed with a higher

grade.)

PROBATION OR DISQUALIFICATION BY SPECIAL ACTION - Upon the recommendation of
the dean of his college and the approval of the Advisory Council of the University,
a student may be placed on scholastic probation or disqualified at any time for
neglect of his academic work. Such disqualification may be either temporary or

permanent.

E. T. Conley
W. T. Foster
R. C. Kauffman
J. R. Kinzer

L. Martin, Jr.
O. S. Metcalfe

L. Windsor
j. A. Zapotocky
J. U. Forrester, Chairman
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The response to a question from Dr. Harvill indicated it was the consensus
of the group that the new procedure should take effect with the close of the first
semester of 1963_61+.

Dr. Harvill then thanked Dean Forrester and the special committee for
their work and for their report, and it was understood that the committee was dis-
sol ved.

Dr. Nugerìt then rose to say that he wished again to call attention to
the fact that students doing poor work often indicate they would prefer to receive
a failing grade of "5' rather than the barely passing grade of so that their
poor grade would not be counted in the graduation grade average when the course
was repeated in residence and passed. He said it seomed only fair to him to permit
a student with the grade of "Lf'1 to have this same privilege. He reminded the Senate
that he had made such a proposal some years before and the motion was resoundingly
defeated.

Dr. ilitzer said that although he personally did not approve of the for-
giving of 5's policy, if this must be the policy then logically he must agree with
Dr. Nugent that the student should also be permitted to have his 1+'s forgiven.
Or. Gegenheirner commented that one of the reasons for adopting the policy of per-
mitting forgiving of 5's no longer exists. He referred to the Situation existing
when veterans of Iorld dar II returned to the University to continue their education
and it was felt that they should not have to stand the burden of failing grades
received in the unsettled period prior to their entering war service. In any event,
Dr. Gegenheimer pointed out that since material for the new catalogue had long since
been approved and the catalogue was well in production, it would seem unwise to
discuss at this point a change in so basic a policy as that governing the forgiving
of 5's received in the freshman and sophomore years. ile suggested that the matter
be brought up aqain when the material for the next issue of the catalogue is under
discussi on.

HONOR-RY OEWEE, PPRUUAL OF: The Senate received a recommendation for the awarding
of an honorary degree at Commencement on May 29, 1963. The Senate voted to recommend
to the General Faculty and the Board of Regents the awarding of this honorary degree,
Doctor of Laws.

It was understood that the President might have occasion to call a special
meeting of the Senate later in March to consider additional nominations for honorary
degrees at the 1363 Commencement.

NtL COMMfS BY TH PE3IiiNï: The President summarized informally the status of
legislation effecting the University of rrizona which is at present before the state
legislature, particularly the budget requests for the next year as submitted to the
legislature by the Board of Regents. Despite statements issued by some members of
the legislature that the appropriation recuests by the Board of Regents for the
institutions of higher learning reiust he drastically cut, the President said he was
hopeful that the legislature would approve most if not all of the funds requested by
the Board.

The President also reported to the Senate that the State Board of ducation
had at a recent meeting revised the requirements for teacher certification for the
State of trizona. The revised procedure leaves to the individual teacher-training
institution the determination of subject-matter to be completed. Upon graduation
from the institution arid upon receiving the recommendation of the appropriate adminis-
trative official of the University, the appropriate teaching credential will then be
issued by the State Board of Education. The new plan also revises the course work
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requirements for the renewal of certificates. Throughout the new plan emphasis
is on more subject-matter course work and fewer professional courses in education.

The meeting adourned at 5:40 P.M.

David L. Iindsor, Secretary




