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MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, May 6, 1968 Room 350 Modern Languages

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:40 P.M. on Monday,
May 6, 1968, in the Modern Languages Building auditorium (Room 350). Thirty-nine
members were present with President Harvill presiding.

PRESENT: Allen, Anthony, Ares, Blecha, Browning, Chadwick, Cockrum, Davis, Dees,
Delaplane, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Hall, Harvill, Hull, Kassander,
Kermerer, Krutzsch, Leonard, Lynn, Marcoux, Martin, Massengale, McMillan,
Mees, Murphy, Myers, Patrick, Paulsen, Paylore, Quinn, Resnick, Rhodes,
Roy, Sorensen, Spicer, Steelink, Voris, and Windsor.

ABSENT: Armstrong, Bingham, Blitzer, Brewer, Canson, Cole, Damon, DuVal, Gaines,
Johnson, Joyner, Little, McDonald, Robinson, Shields, Svob, Thompson,
and Wilson.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The minutes of the meeting of April 1, 1968 were approved as
published and distributed.

CATALOGUE MATERIAL: The following catalogue material was accepted:

Changes

Landscape Architecture 119, History of Landscape Architecture, change to Landscape
Architecture 40.

Landscape Architecture 128, Planting Design, add "Identical with Horticulture 128".
Landscape Architecture 226, Landscape Construction, change to Landscape Architecture 50.

ACADEMIC CALENDAR FOR 1969-70, 1970-71, APPROVAL OF: The Senate considered the proposed
Academic Calendar for 1969-70, 1970-71, as suggested by the Registrar and approved by
the Advisory Council.

Dr. Gegenheimer referred to the absence from this meeting of Dr. Blitzer who
had been called out of the state because of emergency surgery required by his son.
Dr. Gegenheimer said he knew Dr. Blitzen would again want to lament the fact that the
University observes a holiday each year on the occasion of the rodeo parade held the
opening day of La Fiesta de los Vaqueros, rather than on Washington's Birthday. It

was the consensus of the Senate that Dr. Gegenheimer's observation, presented in the
interest of tradition since Dr. Blitzer could not be present to make the comment
himself, should be recorded in the minutes.

Dr. Harvill said he knew he spoke on behalf of the Senate when he expressed
the hope that the recovery of Dr. Blitzer's son would be quick and complete.

The Senate then voted unanimously to approve the Academic Calendar for the
next biennium. (Copies of the Calendar will shortly be available in the Office of
the Registrar).

"PASS-FAIL" PROPOSAL FROM STUDENT SENATE, CONSIDERATION OF: The secretary presented
to the Senate Student Senate Bill 209 as follows:



University of Arizona
ASUA Senate - 1126 -
Sixth Legislature
Second Session SENATE BILL #209

Introduced by:
Hugh Holub, Steve Malkin

A MEMORIAL

To respectfully request the Faculty Senate of the
University of Arizona to consider the Student Body's
desire of a limited pass or fail option for under-
graduates.

WHEREAS, Under the present numerical grading system, many
students are not receiving the well-rounded edu-
cation that they deserve; and

WHEREAS, The rigidity of major requirements, the disenchant-
ment of ever-present competition, and the omnipo-
tence of a student's cumulative grade point average
dissuade many from broadening their education due
to a hesitancy in expanding their curriculum to
include other fields of interest; and

WHEREAS, The comittee created by Senate Bill #170 to investi-
gate the pass-fail grading system as a means of help-
ing students broaden their education has recommended
the adoption of an experimental pass or fail grading
system for use on a limited basis; and

WHEREAS, The recommendations are the results of a detailed
four-month research program, deriving case studies
and facts of relative pass-fail merits and demerits;
and

WHEREAS, In conclusion, it is strongly believed that the value
of a limited pass-fail grading system, as specified,
would greatly heighten the educational opportunities
at the University of Arizona, and that by broadening the
student's base of knowledge through exploring into
other fields of interest that he might otherwise fear
because of competition or possible damage to his grade
point average, t he interests of producing the Total
Individual can best be served;

THEREFORE, Be it resolved that the Associated Students of the
University of Arizona Student Senate requests that the
Faculty Senate act upon the following recommendations:

Limiting the option of taking pass-fail
courses to upper-division students, i.e.
juniors and seniors.
Limited to courses outside of a student's
major, pass or fail grades should be on
the option for courses not required for
graduation, but which are purely elective.



First Reading: 3-20-68
Second Reading: 3-27-68
Third Reading: k-17-68

Comi ttees
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Judic

k. RP&A

Action

Senate Action Third Reading Passed: 24 Ayes; O Nays; O Abstain;
24 voting members present.

Speaker of the Senate Action (s) Jim Miller Date k-22-68

ASUA President Action (s) Rafael Arvizu, Jr. Date k-23-68

University President Action (s) Richard A. Harvill Date 5-6-68
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3. To maintain academic freedom in the Univer-
sity's sixty-six departments, each depart-
ment will decide which of its courses
should be available to pass or fail grading.
Departmental policy in regard to deciding
conflicts between pass-fail and students
(questions of GPA, major requirement con-
flicts, etc.) should also be honored.

k. As a restriction to lessen abuse of the
pass-fail option, it is reconTnended that the
number of course units be limited to no
more than sixteen (16) that a student might
take during his junior and senior years AND
he must be carrying a minimum of twelve (12)
units for a numerical grade per semester.
If the student fails to take advantage of
the pass-fail option in any given semester,
the option would still be open to him in
subsequent semesters.
If a student receives a "pass" for a subject,
these units would be added as credit toward
graduation. A "fail" for a course would not
affect his GPA nor would he receive any units
of credit for the failed course.
To prevent discrimination in grading by indi-
vidual instructors the last major segment of
the proposed pass-fail grading system entails
its mechanics of operation. A student would
pick up his class card as usual during regis-
tration and check either REGULAR, SPECIAL, or
PASS-FAIL. The instructor would not know
who was a strictly numerical (1,2,3,k,5)
grade student or who had chosen the pass-fail
option. This information would be just between
the Office of the Registrar and the student.
A student should be allowed to switch to
numerical grading from pass-fail during
the regular drop-add period if he so desires.
After grading numerically, the instructor would
send the grades to the Office of the Registrar
for computer processing and marking of grade
cards with number grades or pass-fail, tran-
scribing numerical grades to pass or fail,
whenever specified on a class card.
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Mr. Windsor explained that the student senate bill itself had been accompanied
by a letter from Jim Miller, retiring speaker of the Student Senate, asking that a
student representative be permitted to address the Faculty Senate on the pass-fail
proposal so that Faculty Senate members could become acc1uainted with the extensive
study student committees had given this matter before the Student Senate action
was taken.

Dr. Steelink moved that Student Senate Bill 209 be distributed to all members
of the Faculty Senate for study and that the Student Senate Speaker be asked to send
their chosen representative to address the Faculty Senate on the question at the
October meeting of this body. The motion was seconded by Dr. Blecha.

Dean Roy commented that he thought the students should be informed that the
Faculty Senate had sympathy for the student proposal. However, he said, he assumed
his fellow Faculty Senate members realized that the mechanics of implementation of a
pass-fail plan would have to be carefully worked out. There would be many difficulties
in implementing any such procedure, he pointed out.

Or. Gegenheirner said he agreed with Dean Roy's comments. He then offered a
substitute motion. He moved that the secretary inform the students that the Faculty
Senate is in sympathy with the general idea of a limited pass-fail system. He
further moved that the President be asked to appoint an ad hoc faculty committee
to study the student proposal, with the understanding that student representatives
would be invited to appear before the faculty committee. The faculty committee
would be asked to report back to the Faculty Senate as soon as feasible. Dean Roy
seconded this motion.

Dr. Patrick said he was surprised at what he sensed was a general tone of
approval in the remarks by Dr. Gegenheimer and Dean Roy. He pointed out that the
Student Senate proposal would permit a student to complete 16 units of his final
6k units, that is, 25%, with a minimum of intellectual effort being required. This
would be a serious reduction in the academic requirement for graduation, he stated.
Dr. Gegenheimer replied that he for one was not ready to approve the pass-fail
privilege being available to the extent of 16 units. He said his motion was intended
only to indicate that the Senate approved the general idea of some sort of limited
pass-fail grading option.

The question was called for and Dr. Gegenheirner's motion passed with no
negative votes being heard.

REG1?NT'S ACTION ON COMPULSORY ROTC QUESTION, DISCUSSION RE: Dr. Steelink said that
many members of the faculty had been disappointed by the recent action of the Board
of Regents disapproving recommendations of the Faculty Senates of Arizona State
University and the University of Arizona and of the Student Senates of both univer-
sities urging that compulsory ROTC be discontinued beginning with the 1969-70 academic
year, ROTC then becoming a voluntary activity. He moved that the Senate request the
Regents to reconsider their action at an early date. He pointed out that he as
president of the University of Arizona chapter of the American Association of University
Professors had written a letter to Mr. Leon Levy, President of the Board of Regents,
urging the Regents to change the ROTC program from a compulsory to a voluntary activity.
The reply he had received from Mr. Levy had expressed sympathy with the AAUP point of
view. Or. Gegenheirner seconded Dr. Steelink's motion.

Dean Myers said it was his understanding that the Board of Regents had not
absolutely turned down the recommendation once and for all. The decision had simply
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been not to approve the recormiendation at this time. There still is a long period
of time, Dean Myers pointed out, before the change as urged by the Faculty Senate's
recommendation would have taken place anyway (September, 1969).

Dean Roy said he felt it would not be appropriate to go back to the Regents
so soon.

Dr. Harvill said he predicted that the University would not have a compulsory
ROTC program by 1969-70. However, the Board of Regents had felt that the best interests
of higher education in the state of Arizona would not be served if action to discontinue
compulsory ROTC were taken at this time. He said he was aware of no feeling of criticism
within the membership of the Regents of the faculty or of the students for having
taken the action they did. The Regents had simply felt that to act at that time
would have been inopportune. A year from now the matter will have been considered
much longer. Emotional feeling about the proposal will probably be less a year hence
on the part of those now feeling that the program should continue to be compulsory.

Dr. Harvill said he would have to agree that the University was in an untenable
position to continue compulsory ROTC in view of the lack of support for a compulsory
program on the part of the federal government, particularly the Department of Defense.
The President pointed out that even the position of some of the more influential
newspaper editors in the state had already tempered somewhat.

Dr. Harvill said of course he could not predict what action the Board would
take a year from now. The membership of the Board could be different at that time.

Dean Hull said it was his judgment that the faculty should ask the Regents
to reconsider their recent action, but the timing was important in a matter of
this sort. Since we are not pressed for time on the issue, he felt that action by
the Senate should at least be postponed until the fall. The question was then called
for and lost on a voice vote.

RELEASE OF NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF NEW FACULTY MEMBERS TO COMMERCIAL ENTERPRISES
DISCUSSION RE: Dr. Harvill pointed out that the University for many years has
followed a policy of not releasing the names and addresses of faculty members to
commercial enterprises such as banks, real estate firms, etc. Recently there has
been considerable pressure placed on the University to change this policy so that
banks and real estate offices, in particular, could write newly hired individuals
at their home addresses informing them of the availability of these business con-
cerns' services. It had been suggested that the Faculty Senate be asked to react
to this matter.

It was the view of a number of Senate members that it would be undesirable
for the University to change its policy. If the information were released to one
organization, it would have to be released to all who requested it. The result prob-
ably then would be that persons moving to Tucson would be besieged with advertisements
of all sorts.

It was pointed out that department heads ordinarily provide information to
new employees about various reliable commercial organizations in Tucson.

It was apparent that the Senate felt that the University should continue its
present policy in this regard.

The meeting adjourned at 1+:50 P.M.




