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MINUTES 0F MEETING OF THE FACULTY SENATE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA
Monday, November 7, 1966 Room 103 Architecture

The Faculty Senate convened in regular session at 3:40 P.M. on Monday,
November 7, 1966, in Room 103 of the College of Architecture. Thirty-five

members were present with Vice President McMillan presiding. Dr. A. B. Weaver,

Dr. D. S. Metcalfe, Dr. N. Elder James, Dr. Louise Bronson, and
Dr. E. J. McCullough, Jr. were also present.

PRESENT: Bartlett, Bretall, Brewer, Carlson, Chadwick, Cockrum, Cole, Coleman,
Coulter, Damon, Dees, Forrester, Gegenheimer, Gries, Hall, Harshbarger,
Johnson, .Joyner, Little, Marcoux, Martin, Massengale, McMillan, Mees,
Patrick, Paulsen, Picard, Quinn, Sigworth, Sorensen, Steelink,
Thompson, Voris, Windsor, and Yoshino.

ABSENT: Allen, Ares, Blitzer, Clark, Delaplane, DuVal, Gaines, Harris,
Harvill, Hull, Krutzach, Livermore, Lynn, McCaughey, McDonald,
Myers, Rhodes, Robinson, Roy, and Svob.

NEW MEMBERS OF SENATE, WELCOME TO: Vice President McMillan welcomed to the
Senate those new members, Senators-at-large, who were elected at the October
meeting to fill vacancies in the group. These new Senators included:
Professors Steelink, Mees, Bretall, Thompson, and Sigworth.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The minutes of the meeting of October 3, 1966 were
approved as distributed to members.

REPLACEMENT TO FILL VACANCY IN SENATORS-AT-LARGE GROUP, ELECTION OF:
Vice President McMillan announced, as listed on the Agenda, that
Dr. Millard G. Seeley, because of conflict with other commitments, had
resigned from the Senate and a replacement should be elected.

Dr. Gegenheimer moved nomination of Dr. Bernard Silbertnan to fill

this vacancy. The motion was seconded and carried by unanimous vote.

CATALOGUE MATERIAL: The following catalogue material was accepted: New Course:

Education 264s, Comparative Education: Study Tour of Mexico (3) Wilson; and
Change - Anthropology 203, Cultural Change (3) to Anthropology 6203, Cultural
Implications of Technological Change (l-2) for Western Regional Extension
Winter School.

UNIVERSITY 0F ARIZONA STUDENTS, REPORT ON: Vice President McMillan introduced
Dr. Elder James, Director of the Student Counseling Bureau, who was present
at the Senate meeting, together with Dr. Louise Bronson of the Bureau.
Mr. McMillan reminded Senate members that they had been furnished in advance
of the meeting a copy of A Report on University of Arizona Students, prepared
by Dr. James and Dr. Bronson concerning a study made during 1965-66 of
freshmen who enrolled for the first time in the University of Arizona in
September 1965. A copy of the report is attached to these minutes.
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Dr. Bronson also distributed to the Senate members a report on
Opinion, Attitude, Interest Survey Percentile Scores of University of Arizona
students compared with University of Michigan and University of Minnesota
students. A copy of this report is attached to these minutes.

Dr. James explained that while the primary job of the Counseling Bureau
is to do counseling on a one to one basis, Bureau personnel are also concerned
with the academic environment of the institution and with investigating
conditions under which learning takes place. Staff members are interested in
students' problems and feel an obligation to do preventive work wherever possible
as well as remedial. From time to time the Bureau conducts studies of the sort
reported here, he said, even though the Bureau does not consider itself basically
an educational research unit.

Dr. James said he assumed Senate members had read the report prior to
the meeting and asked the Senators to direct questions about it to him or to
Dr. Bronson.

Dr. Gegenheimer asked if the number of students in the sampling provided
a large enough group to give significant results. Dr. James said that it would
have been helpful had the sampling been larger. To study a larger group would
have cost considerably more money than was available, however.

Dr. Steelink asked if the students in the study had been volunteers.
Dr. James replied in the affirmative, explaining that a random selection of
students had been invited to participate in the study. Those who had responded
had done so voluntarily.

Dr. Sigvorth asked if a group of volunteers would be as objective in
participation in a study of this kind as would persons not volunteering. Dr. James
said that there was some validity in Dr. Sigworth's point. He said, however, it
is not easy to attain the necessary information about people who do not volunteer.
This could be done, of course, if more time, personnel, and funds were available.

Dr. Quinn asked what, in the academic scale section of the Opinion, Attitude,
and Interest Survey, the term "creativity" meant. Dr. Bronson explained that
creativity had been evaluated separately from academic ability and was based on
faculty opinion about the students.

Dr. James said that this study did conform with similar studies of
University of Arizona students made previously, for example, a more extensive
study made through cooperation with the American College Testing program.

Dr. Yoshino asked what seemed to be the explanation why University of
Arizona students received lower grades than the national average when, in fact,
they had as a group earned higher test scores then the national average.
Dr. James said that one explanation could be that University of Arizona students
were less highly motivated than students elsewhere but there was no evidence to
support this point. The most reasonable explanation and one which has been
indicated previously by other studies is that the grading standards of the
University of Arizona are more demanding, more severe, than at many other
institutions.
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Dr. Yoshino at this point said he would like to digress from the report
a moment to ask Mr. Windsor if it would be possible for the Office of the
Registrar to provide the offices of department heads with a print-out list of
departmental majors earlier than is now the practice. These lists have not yet
been received, he said, and some departments urgently need them. Mr. Windsor
said he would investigate this situation.

There being no further question of Dr. James and Dr. Broztson, Mr. McMillan
thanked both of these persons for their presence at the Senate meeting today
and said he hoped if Senate members later had other questions about the report
they would feel free to get in touch with Dr. James or Dr. Bronson.

REPORT OF CO1MITTEE ON TELEVISION. CONSIDERATION 0F: Senate members had been
furnished, prior to the meeting, a copy of a report from the Committee on
Television on Recommended Policy for the Implementation of Television Courses.

Dr. Joyner moved adoption of the report to place it before the group for
discussion, he explained. Dr. Yoshino seconded the motion. A copy of the report
is attached to these minutes.

Dr. Joyner then asked if the reference under point 9 stating that an
instructor should be given the summer semester free of teaching or other
responsibilities to prepare a television course assumed that he would receive
his regular compensation. Mr. Johnson, Chairman of the Committee, said that
assumption was correct.

Dr. Gegenheitner referred to paragraph 8, pointing out that while
provision is made for an instructor to receive a royalty fee when recorded
television materials are made available to other institutions, he wondered
if materials actually could be disposed of without violating copyright laws.
He reminded the Senate that U.S. copyright laws have been under study
recently by the national Congress and such study will continue after the
first of the year. Dr. Gegenheimer then said he would like to move an amendment
to paragraph 8, which would add the following sentence: "In the event that this
material is made available by the University to any other institution the
University shall have the responsibility of establishing copyright of this
material if copyrightable material is involved."

Dr. Cockruui seconded Dr. Gegenheimer's motion.

Mr. McMillan asked if the proposed amendment was compatible with the
thinking of the Television Committee and Nr. Johnson and Dr. McCullough, a
member of the Committee who was present, both answered "Yes".

Dr. Bartlett referred to a possible conflict between points 7 and 8
where reference is made to individuals' separating from the University of
Arizona. Nr. Johnson explained that the intent of paragraph 7 is to provide
certain protection for the institution and that of paragraph 8 is to provide

protection for the instructor. He believes there would be no conflict at
present unless copyright laws are changed.

The Question was then called for and the amendment as proposed by
Dr. Gegenheimer carried with no dissenting votes being heard.
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Dr. Joyner referred in paragraph 10 to the wording "the amount of
revision of the course deemed necessary by the department." He said he
questioned why the department should be authorized to determine revision
rather than leaving it up to the instructor concerned. Dr. McCullough
explained that this point had been included at the recommendation of the
staff of the Radio-TV Bureau. He explained that while an instructor would
always make the determination of what was included in a course, it oc-
casionally might be necessary for the department to have a voice in
revisions. Otherwise a professor might propose making unnecessary revisions

periodically.

Dr. Joyner then moved that the words "deemed necessary by the
department" be stricken. Dr. Damon seconded the motion.

There then followed considerable discussion of the proposal with
motions to amend the amendment and other procedures being suggested. The

final action taken, however, was to restore the words "deemed necessary"
which would have been deleted by Dr. Joyner's motion, deleting only the
words "by the department." Dr. Joyner's original motion as amended then

carried with no dissenting votes.

Dr. Steelink asked if the Committee on Television planned to study
the question of whether instruction by television is as effective as
instruction by a live instructor. Mr. Johnson explained the committee
had no immediate plans for such a study but would be glad to receive
suggestions that such a study be made if faculty members felt this would
be desirable.

REMARKS BY VICE PRESIDENT MCMILLAN: Mr. McMillan pointed out to members of
the Senate that they had been furnished at this meeting copies of the
Report of the Ninth Arizona Town Hall, sponsored by the Arizona Academy,
which had been devoted to a study of "Higher Education in Arizona."

Nr. r4cMillan reminded members of the Senate that the annual Honors
Convocation would be held Tuesday morning, December 6, 1966, at 9:40 in
the University Auditorium. The Convocation speaker will be Chancellor
Daniel Aldrich of the University of California at Irvine, an alumnus of
the University of Arizona.

The meeting adjourned at 4:30 P.M.

David L. Windsor, Secretary




