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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, January 8, 1968 Room 103 Architecture

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:L+O on Monday,
January 8, 1968, in Room 103 of the College of Architecture. Forty-eight members
were present with President Harvill presiding.

PRESENT: Al1en Blecha, Blitzer, Brewer, Carlson, Chadwick, Cole, Coleman,
Damon, Davis, Dees, Delaplane, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Hall, Harris,
Harvill, Hull, Johnson, Kermierer, Krutzsch, 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: Arrthny, Armstrong, Bingham, DuVal, Gaines, Kassander, Resnick, Robinson,
and Shields.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The minutes of the meeting of December k, 1967 were approved
as published and distributed.

CATALOGUE MATERIAL: 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 00011 ON FRESHMEN ENTERING UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA SEPTEMBER, 1966
WHO HAD TAKEN AMERICAN COLLEGE TESTS: President Harvill tro.uced Dr. Vernon 0 ,

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.

Or. Odom explained that this research concerned the performance of approximately
800 students. Mr. Grant explained that this group comprised approximately 55% of the
entering freshman group in the fall of 1966 who persisted through two semesters.

Or. Odorn first showed a series of slides which summarized personai 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.

Or. 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 students in these various categories was compared with that of the total
national group of students who took the test in 1966, with all students who took the
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the test in the state of Arizona that year, and with all students who took the test in
1966 and entered, Group IV institutions, a group of approximately thirty institutions
considered to be similar to the University of Arizona in size and type.

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 grader
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 performance had not been as high as one might have
predicted, and this situation might reflect a rather conservative grading practice in cer-
tain 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. Odom
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.

ELIMINATION 0F COMPULSORY ROTC) RECOMMENDATION FOR BY ASSOCIATED STUDENTS' PRESIDENT
RAFAEL ARVIZU AND SENATE DISCUSSION OF: President Harvill 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 recommen-
dation.) 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.

Mr. Arvizu's remarks were as follows:

"Compulsory ROTC training in the colleges is on the way out. Volunteer pro-

grams are coming in fast.

"This strong trend is being encouraged by the Pentagn. Pccording to The Christian
Science Monitor, ROTC is ori 247 campuses today. Elective programs exist in 130
schools. In only 117 is ROTC required, and this number is diminishing every
year.

"Associated Students has approached the ROTC issue with deliberate caution,
understanding that such an approach would be necessary in order to make the
best presentation on behalf of the student body, and to place this issue,
existant on our campus since 1959, in its proper perspective. What is this
perspective? What are the considerations that have to be established in
confronting the compulsory ROTC question? According to The Christian Science
Monitor these are as follows: 1. Neither ROTC professors nor Military Science
courses go through regular academic channels before being approved at a univer-
sity. 2. Because ROTC professors are paid by the Military and not by the
University, and because course content is prescribed by the Military, the Univer-
sity has no control over ROTC. The Faculty Senate's responsibility to review
all courses at the Uni versi ty, e s p cc i a i I y the content and the course's
value to the student is not being met in the case of ROTC course work.

3. Military courses represent a militaristic point of view. 4. Since the
University must be a 'universal in order to remain academically
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free, it should neither support or accept support from any government. The
critics proposing this idea say this includes providing free classroom and
office space for ROTC. 5. Military Science instructors frequently do not
have the same academic credentials other faculty members are required to have.
6. Military Science instructors arc transferred away from ROTC duty before
they have had an opportunity to accustom themselves to a teaching routine as
do other professors.

"These points of view have been stressed singly or in combination in pro-
viding a basis for change in compulsory programs across the country.

"Attention should be given to the why's and wherefore's of the change from
compulsory to voluntary ROTC programs on other campuses.

"The need for change is noticeable when comparing figures frornl966-1967
as opposed to those from 1962-1966. In this earlier four-year period, 29 schools went
from compulsory to voluntary. In the short period from 1966-1967, 21 schools
changed. Whereas 101 schools had voluntary programs and 146 had compulsory
programs in 1962, in 1966 130 schools had voluntary and 117 had compulsory
programs. Then in one year the figures changed to 151 voluntary and 96
compulsory programs as of December 15, 1967. These figures include land grant
colleges which in 1962 had 26 compulsory and 5 voluntary programs and in 1967
had 12 compulsory and 19 voluntary programs. This does not include the recent
change at Howard and Boston where student initiative provided the impetus for
accomplishing a change.

"There are those who argue that there is always a big drop in the advanced
corps as a result of a drop in the basic corps because of the institution of
voluntary ROTC. This is not necessarily true because controls can be placed
on the program to maintain enrollment.

"This is only one of many arguments that have been proposed opposing volun-
tary ROTC, but increasingly the voluntary program is "in the works" on more
and more campuses.

"Initially, acting only out of a desire to meet the student's need directly,
we felt that we were alone in proposing such a change. However, student leaders
at Arizona State University, their Faculty Senate, and lately, one of our congress-
men have all favored a voluntary ROTC program. In retrospect, the National
Congress provided in 1964 the initiative for changes, and along with the change
they should have dealt with some enforcement measures, so that we would not now
be suffering on this level.

"Required ROTC has outlived its usefulness. If every college student on the
247 campuses having ROTC units had to take ROTC, the military would have an
embarrassment of officers.

"This is not to say that ROTC is not necessary, but allow me to use a
national figure to refute those who would say that a change in Arizona would
hurt or hinder the officers' quota. Congressman Udall stated that "Studies
show little justification for the continuation of compulsory ROTC programs
such as those now in operation on Arizona campuses." In the 1963-6k school
year, Udall said, a compulsory enrollment of 91,270 produced 5,740 Army officers
or 5.2% of the total enrollment. In the same year, colleges with 41,376 volun-
teer cadets turned out 4,979 officers or 12.3%.

"This shows then that almost one half of all officers produced during this



time came from voluntary schools although the number of compulsory schools
was larger than the number of voluntary schools. The cost per officer produced
was greatly reduced because of the decreases in the basic corps at the
voluntary schools. This allowed government funds to go into other national
programs which were and are in great financial need. Again quoting Congress-
man Udall, "I realize that this is a state matter, but I believe advocates
of the present compulsory program bear the burden of proof that this program
should be continued. If I were in the position to decide, I strongly suspect

I would vote to yo voluntary. With the heavy financial burden this nation
is carrying, I find it hard to justify such a compulsory training program with
such an enormous rate of attrition. That money could be better spent, in my
judgment, on the many meritorious programs now coming under the knife for
lack of funds."

HAt our own University, William H. Wallace, Director of Student Housing,
stated in last week's Wildcat that if the present budget tightening continues
for college housing financing, the University also would be met with the
dilemma of trying to find low-interest loans for dormitory building programs.

"Costs will have to be considered, but this previous example illustrates
the misallocation of funds on the national level because of intransigence on
our level.

"We are appealing to you, for we need your assistance in proposing this
change.

"The Regents have decided definitely to consider this question in April.
You have dealt with it since 1959, always aware of the faculty you represent
and the students you teach."

Following completion of his remarks, Mr. Arvizu withdrew. Dr. Gegenheimer,
Chairman of the Faculty, then reported that the Faculty Assembly of Arizona State
University had recommended to the Board of Regents in December, 1967 that the ROTC
programs at the universities of this state be chandto voluntary programs and had
further voted to inform the Faculty Senate of the University of Arizona of their action.

Dr. Damon then moved that the University of Arizona Faculty 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 Corps at those state institutions of higher educa-
tion now offering the program. The motion was seconded by Dr. Wilson.

Dr. Damon explained that he personally was in favor of ROTC and had always
been so. He said he felt that the officers of our military establishment should
not all come from the military academies. Rather, it is desirable that a large
proportion be products of the nation's civilian colleges and universities. He said
he had had occasion to study the college ROTC program carefully a few years ago and
had concluded that for two reasons the program should not be compulsory. The first
was that the esprit de corps of the men in the basic program would be better if
enrollment were voluntary. Members of the Arizona ROTC faculty had informed him,
Dr. Damon said, that when the program is compulsory, there is so much resentment
against the program on the part of the students that the general morale of the group
cannot be high. The second reason was the high cost of the program. He said that
at that time, approximately five years ago, he was informed that it cost about $600
an academic year to provide ROTC training for each cadet at this University. This

figure included $330 direct cost to the federal government, plust other indirect
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costs to the federal government, to the state government, and to the local institu-
tion. This figure of $600 compared with an annual cost of $550 - $600 per year to
educate an Arizona high school student.

Dr. Damon said he believed that as many students could be obtained for the
advanced program from a voluntary basic program as from a compulsory basic program.

President Harvill said that he would like to set the record straight con-
cerning several points made in Mr. Arvizu's remarks when he quoted from an article
in The Christian Science Monitor. Dr. Harvill said that the institution does have
something to say about selection of faculty members assigned to teach ROTC course
work and has upon occasion declined to approve certain military faculty personnel.
Further, there is 'acadcmic influence' on the curriculum, Dr. Harvill said. Depart-
ment of Defense procedure provides that civilian academic advisors work closely with
military personnel in developing the ROTC curriculum.

Or. Gegenheirner said he could testify from his years of service as Chairman
of the Coordinating Committee at this institution that the course offerings of the
Military Science and Air Science Departments did come before the Coordinating
Committee for review, for example, in respect to the amount of credit that a
particular ROTC course should carry.

Dean Coleman asked if the university would suffer financial penalties if
enrollment in the basic ROTC program were reduced because of its becoming voluntary.
Dr. Harvill said there would be no direct penalty. He stated that if for any reason
the University failed to produce a minimum number of officers froni the advanced
course during any given year, the University could lose its Land Grant status.

Dr. Harvill pointed out that a study had shown that 70% of the juniors and
seniors at the University of Arizona who had elected to take advanced ROTC would
not have taken the advanced work if they had not been required to take the basic
program, thus being introduced to ROTC. This statement had come from the students
themselves. Dr. Harvill reported that at a recent meeting of this year's 21
distinguished military students, 11 had said that they would not be in the ROTC
program at all if they had not been required to enroll in the program as freshmen.
The problem, of course, would be to enroll enough students in a voluntary basic
program to provide a sufficient number of enrollees in the advanced program.

Dean Hull asked if other institutions in the country that had changed from
compulsory to voluntary programs had experienced difficulty in producing sufficient
enrollments in the advanced course. Dr. Harvill said that he did not know. He
remarked that Ohio State University, when enrollment in ROTC was changed from
compulsory to voluntary, had established alternative requirements which were so
rigorous that 90% of the undergraduate men students continued to enroll in basic
ROTC even though it was "optional".

President Harvill referred to the meeting of the Board of Regents in
December, 1967 when the recommendation from the Faculty of Arizona State University
was presented. He said that he had urged that the Regents be deliberate in their
consideration of this matter. He fel t the matter had not at that time had sufficient
study or discussion by the Board. It was apparent to him, he said, that had the
matter come to a vote at that meeting, the Regents would have voted to continue
compulsory ROTC at both ASU and the University of Arizona. Likewise, the President
said he felt that it would not have been proper for the Regents to vote to abolish
compulsory ROTC without further study.
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Dr. Patrick said he was inclined to vote in favor of changing to a voluntary
program, but the action should be accompanied by persuasive argument. Any change of
this sort must be justified to both the Regents and to the people of the state.

Dr. Steelink said he would like to see Dr. Damon1s motion passed by the
Senate so that the faculty could extend a helping hand to the students. The student
study group had done an extensive job of heavy research in this matter. He pointed
out that both Mr. Arvizu and Mr. Richard Else, the administrative assistant who had
been responsible for the study of this question, were themselves advanced ROTC cadets.
Dr. Steelink said he thought it would also be desirable if the Faculty of the Univer-
sity of Arizona would take action which would support that taken by the Faculty at
Arizona State.

Professor Marcoux stated that he himself was a graduate of the United States
Naval Academy, and his son a few years ago was Cadet Colonel of the University of
Arizona's Army ROTC unit. He said he had many associates in the ROTC program in
various parts of the United States. He said he had studied, for his own personal
interest, the ROTC program for some years. He said he had gradually corne to the
conclusion that the program would be better as a voluntary one than as a compulsory
one. He then quoted from a letter from a friend of his who has served for some
years as an Air Force ROTC faculty member at another institution. This individual
pointed out that the compulsory program is much more costly than the voluntary one.
Further, the resentment a compulsory program stimulates is a serious disadvantage.
He said that a large base of basic students is not required to provide an adequate
number of advanced cadets. The officer writing Professor Marcoux had stated that
the Air Force would prefer that the program be voluntary at all institutions. This
would greatly enhance the image of the ROTC program.

President Harvill said that Air Force national headquarters had several years
ago suggested that the program become voluntary. The Army up to now had not taken
such a definite position. However, institutions having compulsory programs have not
received support for their position from the Qepartment of Defense, the President said.

Dean Roy said that he believed his personal position would be that the program
should be changed to voluntary. However, he felt that very strong data must be
collected to support such a position if this is to be the position of the Faculty
Senate. Dr. Blitzer asked how a stronger case could be made. President Harvill said
that information could be obtained from institutions comparable to our own who have
changed their programs from compulsory to voluntary. One question to be answered,
Or. Harvill said, was what, if anything, should be put in the curriculum in p!ace
of required ROTC. Or. Harvill said that the criticism had been made that there is not
much of substance in the basic two-year program other than marching, shining shoes,
etc. As a matter of fact, Dr. Harvill said, there is a considerable amount of work
of substantial content in the basic program.

Or. Steelink asked what the time element was in this situation. When will
the Board of Regents take further action on the matter? He said he understood it
was now under study by a Regents' committee. The President said that the Regents did
not Intend to take action on the matter until their meeting of April 13.

Dean Brewer wondered if it might be proposed to make the program voluntary
on a two-year trial basis to see how a voluntary program might operate before permanent
approval was given.

Dean Coleman then moved that the motion before the group be tabled for further
study, a report to come to the Senate at the earliest reasonable time. Dean Forrester
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seconded the motion. This motion carried with two dissenting votes.

Dr. Steelink then moved that the Committee of Eleven be asked to study the
matter and bring a report to the Senate by the March meeting. Dr. Thompson,
Dr. Gegenheimer, and several other members of the Senate commented that the Committee
of Eleven already had a heavy program of items under study, and this did not seem an
appropriate committee in any event to study this subject. There was no second to

Dr. Steelink's motion.

Dr. Martin asked if everyone in the Senate should not study the matter
individually in the next few weeks. Dean Ares then moved that the President be
requested by the Senate to appoint a committee to study the question of changing the
ROTC program from compulsory to voluntary, and to bring its report to the Senate by
no later than the March meeting. This motion was seconded by Dean Roy and carried
unanimously. Dr. Harvill indicated he would appoint the committee at the earliest
possible date.

Mr. ttMillan said he hoped that copies of the report could be reproduced
and distributed to members of the Senate several days in advance of the meeting where
it would be discussed.

The meeting adjourned at 5:35 P.M.

David L. Windsor, Secretary




