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The University of Arizona
Proceedings of the Faculty Senate

Meeting of Monday January 8, 1968

PRESENT: Allen,t.Ares, Blecha, Blitzer, Brewer, Canson, Chadwick, Cole, Coleman,
Damon, Davis, Dees, Delaplane, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Hall,Harris,
Harvill, Hull, Johnson, Remmener, Krutzach, Little, Livermore, Lynn,
Marcoux, Martin, Massengale, McCaughey, McDonald, McMillan, Mees, Murphy,
Myers, Patrick, Paulsen, Paylore, Quinn, Rhodes, Roy,Sorensen, Spicer,
Steelink, Svob, Thompson, Voris, Wilson, and Windsor. Also present were
Mr. Arthur T. Grant, Educational Research Analyst for the University of
Arizona; Dr. Vernon Odom, Regional Director of the American College Testing
Program; Rafael Arvizu, President of the Associated Students of the Univer-
sity of Arizona; and a number of members of the University faculty and staff.

ABSENT: Anthony, Arnistrorg, Bingham, DuVal, Gaines, Kassander, Resnick, Robinson,
and Shields.

CATALOGUE MATERAL: The following catalogue material was accepted: New Courses
Art 303s, Designing an Elementary Art Curriculum (3) $2.00 Summer Anderson, Staff;
Speech 277, Problems of the Acoustically Handicapped (3) I Staff; and the following
changes: Psychology 218, Abnormal Psychology (3) 1,11 Delete field trip fee of $3.

REPORT BY DR. VERNON 000M ON FRESH1EN ENTERING UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA SE!TEfflER 1966
WHO HAD TAKEN AMERICAN COLLEGE TESTS: President Harvill introduced Dr. Vernon Odom,
Regional Director of the American College Testing Program, who had been invited by
the University to report to the Senate the results of certain research which had been
conducted by the ACT Research Office concerning those students entering the University
of Arizona as Freshmen in the fall of 1966 who had taken the American College Tests
as seniors in high school.

Dr. Odom explained that this research concerned the performance of approxi-
mately 800 students. Mr. Grant explained that this group comprised approximately 557.
öf the entering freshman group in the fall of 1966 who persisted through two semesters.

Dr. Odom first showed a series of slides which summarized personal data about
the 1966 entering group, comparing them with approximately 800,000 students in the
nation who had taken the ACT the same year these students had. Information reported
included the students' planned college majors, the vocations they thought they would
follow, their educational aspirations (completion of a bachelor's degree, a master's
degree, a doctorate, etc.), where they planned to live while in college, their reasons
for choosing their particular university or college, what they believed their family
income was, and several other items.

Dr. Odom then showed a series of slides which compared the University of
Arizona group in a number of categories with other groups. Students were compared as
to their separate test scores on the ACT (English, mathematics, natural sciences, and
social studies), their composite scores, the grades they received in high school in
their last course in each of the four subject areas, and the grades they received in
college in their first courses in each of those four subjects. The performance of
these University of Arizona stiudents in these various categories was compared with
that of the total national group of students who took the test in 1966, wLth all
students who took the test in the State of Arizona that year, and with all students
who took the test in 1966 and entered Group IV institituions, a group of approxi-
mately thirty institutions considered to be similar to the Universíty of Arizona in
size and type.
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In general the University of Arizona students compared quite favorably with
the other groups. That is, their ACT test scores had been .higher and their high school
grades had been higher than those of the national group, the state group, or the
Group IV group. However, their college grades had been somewhat less higher than
those of the other groups, perhaps even a bit lower. This situation led several
members of the Senate to state that it would appear that while entering freshman
students at the University of Arizona were an above-average group, their grade per-
forinance had not been as high as one might have predicted, and this situation might
reflect a rather conservative grading practice in certain departments at the
University.

President Harvill thanked Dr. Odom for his presentation to the Senate.

It was pointed out to the Senate members that all the data presented by Dr.
Odonì is available from Mr. Grant, and interested faculty and staff members were
invited to visit his office to study the material in detail and ask questions that
would aid in an interpretation and understanding of the material.

ELThINATIO OF COMPULSORY ROTC, RECOMMENDATION FOR BY ASSOCIATED STUDENTS' PRESIDEN
RAFAEL ARVIZU AND SENATE DISCUSSION OF: President Harvij.l introduced Mr. Rafael
Arvizu, President of the Associated Students of the University of Arizona. Dr. Harvill
said that Mr. Arvizu had requested an opportunity to address the Faculty Senate to
recommend that this body consider recommending to the Administration and the Board of
Regents that the ROTC program at the University of Arizona be changed from a required
program to a voluntary one. (The Student Senate had earlier passed such a recommenda-
tion.) The Faculty Senate had then extended an invitation to Mr. Arvizu to speak
to this body. President Harvill said he had been pleased to convey that invitation
to Mr. Arvizu.

Nr. Arvizu addressed the Senate briefly urging that the Faculty Senate
recommend to the University Administration and the Board of Regents that the basic
ROTC program at this institution be changed from a compulsory one to a voluntary one.
He pointed out that the Student Senate had already submitted such a recommendation.
He stated that a compulsory program creates general resentment against the program,
that a number of institutions formerly having a compulsory program have changed to
a voluntary one, that a compulsory program is very expensive, and that it is believed
that an adequate number of students would take the basic program on a voluntary basis
to provide an adequate number of cadets for the advanced two years.

He cited recent action by the Student Senate and the Faculty Senate at
Arizona State University recommending a change in the ROTC program at that institu-
tion from compulsory to voluntary.

The Senate discussed the matter at some length. It was pointed out that a
study had shown that the majority of students in the advanced ROTC program at the
University of Arizona had indicated they would not have registered for the basic
program at all had it not been required. On the other hand, it was pointed out that
the Department of Defense has not exerted any effort supporting a stand to continue
maintenance of compulsory ROTC programs. High officials of the Air Force have stated
in fact that they would prefer that the program become voluntary at all institutions.

Dr. Damon moved that the Senate congratulate the Associated Students Senate
on their careful study of the question of voluntary ROTC, and that the Faculty Senate
join the Associated Students Senate in respectfully requesting that the Arizona Board
of Regents approve the enactment of a voluntary system of Reserve Officer Training
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Corps at those state institutions of higher education now offering the program. The
motion was seconded by Dr. Wilson.

After considerable discussion, the Senate voted to table Dr. Damo&s motion,
with two dissenting votes.

On motion by Dean Ares, seconded by Dean Roy, the Senate then unanimously
voted to request the President to appoint a committee to make a thorough study of
the question of changing this institution's ROTC program from compulsory to voluntary,
and to bring its report to the Senate by no later than the March meeting. Dr. Harvill
stated he would appoint the committee at the earliest possible date.

David L. Windsor, Secretary




