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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, May 1, 1961 Room 210, New Law Building

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:40 P.M. on Monday,
May 1, 1961, in Room 210 of the new College of Law Building. Twenty-six members
were present with Vice President Nugent presiding.

PRESENT: Blitzer, Brewer, Canson, Conley, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Gillmor,
Gustavson, Haury, Hausenbauer, Humphrey, Lyons, McDonald, McMillan,
Marcoux, Martin, Merritt, Murphy, Myers, Nugent, Rhodes, Rosaldo,
Tucker, Wallraff, Windsor. Zapotocky.

ABSENT: Casaday, Ewing, Gaines, Harvill, Howard, Hunt, Hurlbutt, Irwin,
Little, Livermore, Mead, Moore, Myers, Picard, Pistor, Roy, Slonaker.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The minutes of the meeting of March 27, 1961 were approved as
distributed to members of the Senate.

CATALOGUE MATERIAL: The catalogue material distributed to members was accepted
without change. The course was

Law l8Os Patent, Trademark and Copyright (2) Rappeport.
A comparison of the objectives of patent, trademark, and

copyright law; the respective rights of patentees, owners of registered
trademarks, and copyright holders; the prerequisites to federal protection.
Emphasis on the law of trademarks and unfair competition. P., Second-year
law standing.

AMEN11ENT TO FACULTY CONSTITUTION 1D MAKE COORDINATOR OF RESEARCH MEMBER OF FACULTY
SENATE, PROPOSAL RE: Mr. Windsor moved that the Senate formally propose an amendment
to Article III, Section A, Sub-section 2 of the Faculty Constitution, adding the words
"and the Coordinator of Research" following the words "The Vice-Presidents." The pro-
posed amendment if apr'roved by the General Faculty and the Board of Regents would make
the Coordinator of Research a member of the University Faculty Senate. Mr. Windsor
reminded the Senate that amendments to the Constitution may be nronosed by the Faculty
Senate.

The motion was seconded by Dr. Haury and carried without opposition. It was
understood that this amendment would be submitted to the General Faculty for ballot
vote when other amendments proposed by petition of a group of faculty members would
be voted on at an early date.

RESIGNATION OF DR. CARPENTER FROM FACULTY SENATE, REPORT RE: Dr. Nugent reported that
Dr. E. F. Carenter, who had been recently elected to a term as a member-at-large of
the Senate, had reported to the President that he was unwilling to serve. Dr. Nugent
then asked if it was the wish of the Senate at this time to elect a replacement for
Dr. Carpenter.

Dr. Tucker said that since Dr. Car'enter's term of office would not begin
until fall and he had not yet, therefore, assumed office, the Senate actually had no
jurisdiction in the matter. He suggested that the Committee on Elections be requested
to declare elected to the Senate the individual who in the recent election of Senators
at large received the next highest number of votes after the last man previously
declared elected. Dr. Tucker formally moved that this procedure be followed in
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solving the nroblem. The motion was seconded and carried.

(Note j the Secretary. The Elections Coinittee subsequently declined
to accept this action by the Senate, pointing out that it would not be correct
for it to proceed in the manner proposed. Dr. Carpenter's resignation will,
therefore, again be presented to the Senate in the fall, at which time the
Senate will be expected to elect a member to fill his vacancy.)

APPRECIATION TO RETIRING MEMBERS FOR THEIR SERVICES IN THE EN, EXPRESSION OF:
Dr. Nugent, on behalf of President Harvill, took occasion to express apnreciation
to those members of the Faculty Senate who, having served two consecutive terms
and who therefore had been ineligible for re-election in the recent Senate election,
were now retiring from the body. These were: L. W. Casaday, Russell Hward,
Robert R. Humphrey, H. A. Marcoux, Albert R. Mead, Curtis Merritt, J. L. Picard,
and William J. Pistar.

COMMITTEE TO STODY SCHOLARSHIP DISQUALIFICATION, REPORT OF: Dr, Nugent called on
Dr. Henry Tucker, Chairman of the Senate Committee to Study Scholarship. Disquali-
fication, to report for his committee. The other members had been Dean Shaw
Livermore and Dr. Curtis Merritt. Copy of the Committee's full report is attached.

Dr. Tucker reminded members of the Senate that there had been a motion
before this body earlier in the spring to establish a procedure where students
failing to attain the specified minimum grade averages for two consecutive semesters
would be automatically disqualified from the University. This proposal had then
been referred to a special committee for study. The committee had also been asked
to consider a number of other suggestions as to how various aspects of students'
poor performance scholarship-wise should be handled.

Dr. Tucker explained that the committee felt that one basic policy should
underlie University procedure in this matter, that is, that students who are unable
to meet theirtstitution's scholarship standards should be encouraged voluntarily to
withdraw. Dr. Tucker explained that the committee felt that the academic deans and
the Scholarship Committees did need more information in order to be able properly
to evaluate delinquent scholarship cases.

The Committee, therefore, had made the following recommendations for
action by the Senate today:

A. Immediate Action.

The Deans of the Colleges, in conjunction with the Registrar,
should make a continuing study of the student on probation.
A report to the Senate each fall showing the current status
of students who were on probation during the previous academic
year (how many are repetitively on probation, how many have
returned to good standing, how many have failed to return to
the University, how many were disqualified) would provide a
guide to the Senate in studying the continuing problem of
probation and dismissal.

The present registrar's report of students on probation in
each college should be supplemented wïth a computation of the
grade average required during the next academic year to raise
a student's cumulative average to the minimum required for
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the next class in which he will fall. A freshman with a 4.0
average based on 15 hours of work would need to make 3.125
for the next 10 hours in order to enter the Sophomore year
with tfe3.65 cumulative average required of a sophomore in
good standing. Such a computation should be feasible within
present computing procedures and would provide an excellent
guide to Deans and Scholarship Committees in assessing the
relative chances for ultimate academic success for students
currently on probation. In addition, the present report of
student probation should indicate the total number of semesters
a student has been on probation.

Dr. Tucker went ahead to explain that the committee felt two matters needed
consideration at an early date, but the committee was not prepared to deal with them
at the present time. These were listed under Section B of the report, all for pre-
sentation next fall, as follows:

Presentation Next Fall

1. Revise the statement under the heading of Scholarship Requirements
(p.97-98 of the current catalogue) to place greater positive
emphasis on maintenance of good academic standing, and provide
more specific warnings of the penalty of disqualification of
students who are repeatedly on probation.

2. The present practice of permitting grades of 5 to be removed by
repeating courses (p.148 current caalogue) makes it possible
for a student still on probation and subject to disqualification,
to m the requirements for graduation with the bachelor's
degree. There have been extensive arguments on both sides regard-
ing this policy. The committee feels that this somewhat contra-
dictory situation does not represent the best possible arrangement
despite the raising in 1959 of the general scholarship average
for graduation to 3.00. With greater emphasis on good counseling,
and voluntary withdrawal by students who are unable to meet the
requirements for good standing early in their college career, this
problem should be minimized.

The Committee feels Lt would be helpful if data were available
to the Senate to show how many persons receiving bachelor's degrees
in 1960 and 1961 would not have met the graduation requirements
had this policy not been in existence with the present 3.0000
grade point standard.

The Committee also pointed out certain matters which should be given study some
time in the future. The Committee's comments on these matters were as follows:

Future Study

The suggestion that a student disqualified in one college be
allowed to apply dírectly and immediately to another college within
the University, without the present requirement for reinstatement in
the college in which he was disqualified, has considerable merit.
Many students have difficulty with maintaining good academic standing
as a result of poor counseling or lack of adequate counseling on
their college careers. There is ample evidence that students failing
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to meet the requirements in one college can do satisfactory work in
another college by virtue of the change in course material.

Such a program should include provisions for determining the
student's areas of interest and the likelihood of success in these
areas. A student who is allowed to transfer under such a system
should be given ample opportunity to demonstrate his ability without
being penalized for previous academic difficulties. However, the
committee feels that any specific recommendation on the implementa-
tion of a policy on this matter would be premature, since the
success of such a program depends on the availability of adequate
professional counseling and testing services. These should pro-
vide a student with the guidance needed both on entrance to the
University and after being placed on probation. Ideally, the
counseling and testing services would review all cases of students
on probation for two or more successive semesters, and after
suitable testing make recommendations to the Dean of the College
in which the student is currently enrolled.

Until such time as this program can be implemented, individual
College Deans can continue to approve such inter-college transfers
on an individual-case basis.

Dr. Tucker then formally moved that the two recommendations of his Committee under
the general heading "Immediate Action" listed above be adopted by the Senate at today's
meeting. The motion was seconded by Dr. Gegenheimer.

Dr. Humphrey suggested that in the introductory statement of the report, "We
feel that voluntary withdrawal by students who find they are unable to meet academic
standards as early as possible is more desirable than automatic dis-l1fication."
be re-worded to read: "We feel that voluntary withdrawal as early ossible by
students who find they are unable to meet academic standards is more desirable than
automatic disqualification." Dr. Tucker accepted this change.

Dean Forrester asked if there was a tabled motion before the Senate on this
matter. Dr. Tucker responded that this was correct. At the March 6 meeting
Dr. Tucker had proposed that all students who for two consecutive semesters of the
regular academic year fail to earn the specified cumulàtive grade averages for
their respective classes be automatically disqualified from the University. The
proposal provided that students automatically disqualifed would then have the
opportunity of formally petitioning for reinstatement. Discussion of this pro-
posal had continued to the March 27 meeting and then on a motion by Dean Rhodes
the Senate had laid Dr. Tucker's motion on the able, pending study of the general
matter of disqualifiaion by a special Senate committee.

Dean Forrester asked if the tabled motion should not be disposed of before
taking up Dr. Tucker's new motion. Dr. Tucker felt that the two motions were not
closely enough related that it was necessary to remove the first one from the table
and dispose of it before acting on his newest motion. Dean Forrester replied that
while the two motions might not be comparable they did have, he felt, a direct
relationship.

Dr. Nugent then suggested that in order to resolve the situation, Dr. Tucker
submit his new motion as a substitute for the original motion which had been
tabled. However, this proposal was not acceptable to Dean Martin who had seconded '

Dr. Tucker's original motion at the March 27 meeting. Dean Martin said he felt the
new proposal was truly not a substitute for the original motion. The chair then
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ruled that if Dr. Tucker wished to submit his new motion as a substitute motion,
the approval of Dean Martin who had seconded the original motion was not necessary.
Dr. Gegenheimer then moved that the motion which Dr. Tucker had made at this meeting
be considered as a substitute for the original motion laid on the table at the March 27
meeting. This motion was seconded. The Senate then gave its attention to discussing
the new motion by Dr. Tucker.

Mr. Windsor pointed out that he and members of his staff had some questions as
to the feasibility of implementing some of the actions the motion would call for.
Further, if it proves to be feasible to provide at all the proposed additional informa-
tion on each student's scholarship case, it is obvious that to compile the informa-
tion will delay publication of the scholarship report at the end of each term by
several days. Dr. Nugent pointed out that probably there would be technical problems
involved. As these occur it will probably be necessary for the special Senate com-
mittee and the Registrar's staff to consult about the problems and possibly some pro-
cedures will have to be adjusted by the Senate at a later date.

Dr. Tucker pointed out that the committee's proposals were intended merely to
set up some guiding principles. The committee would not wish to prevent the Registrar's
staff from adjusting procedures as practical considerations demand, so long as the
general aims of the committee's report were being worked toward.

Dean Martin said that it seemed to him that the action by the Senate should be
more definitive, that is, that the Senate should specifically set up more prescribed
academic standards. Dr. Humphrey commented that he hoped everyone was keeping in mind
that any changes in procedure should work toward the end of improving individual
advisor-advisee relationships. Our primary concern, he reminded the Senate, should be
to find means to save students.

The question then being called for, Dr. Nugent asked for a voice vote. The chair
was undecided as to the result and a vote by show of hands was then taken. The motion
carried by a vote

f
thirteen to seven, with five abstentions.

STIMULATION OF S1UDENT INTEREST IN INTELLECTUAL MATTERS. DISCUSSION RE: Dr. Nugent
asked Dean Carlson to report to the Senate concerning the program of Chimes during the
past year to stimulate student interest in more serious matters, that.is, intellectual
and cultural activities. Miss Canson explained that Chimes, the junior women's honor
society, had this year concentrated its efforts in the stimulation of student interest
in cultural activities and intellectual matters, at the same time atmpting as individual
students to get better acquainted with members of the faculty. One of their projects had
been to take a poll of the student body to see which professors were the students'
favorite lecturers. The most popular professors were then interviewed individually and
asked what they would talk about if they were delivering the final lecture of their
careers. About seventy-five members of the faculty are included in the final report,
which is being published. Information on each faculty member includes, in addition to
an autobiographical sketch, the individual's campus address, and the title of his
so-called "final lecture" or information about the subject-matter which the individual
would discuss. The booklet, which carries an introduction by President Harvill, is
divided into seven subject-matter categories, Miss Carlson explained. An additional
section describes the audio-visual aids the University has available in the various
subject-matter areas. Distribution of the booklet will be rather wide-spread in the fall
of 1961, and it is planned that further interviewing will take place each year and the
book will be revised annually.

Dr. Nugent pointed out that President Harvill had asked that Miss Carlson describe
this project for the members of the Senate. It was the President's wish that the
Senate give attention to other means which might be devised to stimulate student interest
further in intellectual and cultural activities.
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Dr. Gegenheimer said that he thought that the weekly calendar of campus events,
commonly called the "Blue Sheet", might be revised so that students did not have to
"wade through" long listings of lectures and seminars which they could be expected
to have no interest in whatsoever since they are intended only for a select group
of faculty members or advanced graduate students. A greatly shortened listing of
lectures and cultural events which students generally should be encouraged to
attend would be desirable, he felt. This could be given wide distribution on the
campus.

Miss Canson said greater student response could be developed in activities
other than attendance at formal lectures. She thought students genuinely desire more
contact with faculty members, but on a somewhat informal basis. She referred to
successful talk sessions held this year where members of living groups had sat down
informally with members of the University faculty to discuss subjects of significance.
Students actually crave to be stimulated to think about serious matters, she
emphasized. She pointed out that a number of members of the faculty had taken oc-
casion to participate in informal group discussions with students during the past
year. Dr. Harvill himself had participated in meetings with fraternity and sorority
groups where topics of importance in higher education had been discussed on an in-
formal basis. In answer to a question from Dr. McDonald, Miss Carlson said that
these students were particularly interested in serious issues of a contorversial
nature.

Dr. Nugent said he hoped Senate members would be thinking about ways in which
members of the student body could be stimulated to a greater degree to give atten-
tion to truly serious problems of the times.

The meeting adjourned at 4:40 o'clock.

vid L. Windsor, Scretary




