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JOURNAL OF ~HE UNIVERSITY SENATE 

Regular Session, March 25, 1957, 4:10 P.M. 
Monnet Hall, Roon 101 

The University Senate, oeeting in regular session, was called to order by the Chairnan, Dr. Jim E, Reese. 

P:tGsent 

Bell, Robert E. 
Benson, Oliver 
Bowen, V1fillis· 
Crites, Dennis M. 
Crook, Kenneth E. 
Dunham, Lowell 
Fraser, George B. 
Hall, Ruf us G. 

· Harvey, Harrj.et 
Heilman, Arthur 
Herbert, H. H. 
Hoy, Harry E. 

·Keeley, Joe 
Keown, V:illian He 
Larsh, Howard W. 

Present 

Lewis, Eunice 
Lnenieka, William J. 
Morris·, John 1J1r. 
Neilsen, J. Rud 
Pov1ell, Lytle 
Raines, John M. 
Reese, Jin E. 
Rice, Leslie H. 
Riggs., Carl D. 
Shunan, Ronald B. 
Snith, 1i'.'illian H. 
Springer, C. E. 
Turkington, D. Barton 
Wa rren, J\ia ry A. 

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

Absent 

Clark, Ralph ·w. 
Cross, George L. 
Daron, G. H. 
Ezell, Johns. 
Fe aver, .. J. Clayton 
Felton Jean S. , .. ...... , . ... • --·• 

Jor genson, Lloyd P. 
Livezey, William E. 
McGrew, . Yfillia1:1 C. 
Owings:, ·Donnell M. 
Plath, Ernest C. 
Scott, L. V. 
Vliet, R. Dale 
Wilcox, Stcrwart 
Wurtzbaugh, Jewel 

The Journal of the Senate for the regular meeting held on February 25, 1957, was approved as distributed to the Faculty. 

One correction was notsd in the Journal of the Senate for the special session held on March 1, 1957, The correction is as follows: Under Academic Tenure, Page 4, paragraph 3, line 2 -- delet e the words "Budget Council" and insert the words "President's Office." With this correction noted, the Journal was approved. 

A Cl1DEMIC TENURE V 
Explanatory C01mnent 

On March 1, 1957, the University Senate approved and transmitted to President Cross certain recor:1r.1endations relative to academic tenure. The recm:mendations were distributed to the Faculty in thE Journal of the Senate for March 1. On March 22, 1957, President Cross reported that the University Regents had approved the recommendations fror:i the Senate with but one uinor exception. The letter from Vice President f!lcCarter, as presented here, indicates the nature of the one 
exception. 
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Acadenic Tenure - continued 

Letter from Vice President Mccarter Relc.itive to the Senate Recommendations on 
Academic Tenure 

Professor Jim E. Reese, Chairman 
University Senate 

March 25, 1957 

The University Regents at their meeting on March 21 approved the Senate's 
recor:11:1endations on 11 Acadel:lic Tenure" with the following revision of Section D, 
Paragraph 1, on Page 5: 

In the absence of defect in procedures, the conclusions and 
recomendations of the CoEw.1-ittee shall be received by the admin
istration and Board of Regents as prj_ma facie evidence regarding 
the competence and integrity of the faculty nenber, except when 
competence or integrity is specifically involved in the charges on 
which the adninistration and the Regents must make a final decision. 
( Und c::: rscored material was added by the Regents.) 

The purpose of this revision is to clarify the point that final jurisdiction 
on the specific. charges r:mst rE:st vii th the adt1inistration and the Regents. It is 
assur.ied that the revision does not change the intent of the Senate ' s original 
rec01:1r.1endation. 

Iii l 

The policies incorpor '3 t ed in thr.:: r e cormendation will go into effect i:r.Jr.J.ediate l y, 
except that they will not have ex post facto opplications v:here such applications 
would 1:1ean reopening cas es on v·hich decisions have already been reached. 

President Cross wishes me to exnress to the Senate, and especially to the 
members of its Cor.rr:1ittee on Pers onnel, his appreciation for their work on the 
dev2lopncnt of these policy reconncndations. 

Pete Kyle Mccarter 

Senate Action 

The Denbers of the University Senat0, on March 25, agreed that the above 
change was a clarification and r equires no action. 

STUDENT REPRESENTi1 TION IN THE UNIVERSITY SENiiTE 
FACULTY REPRESENTATION IN THE STUDENT SENhTE 

Explanatory CoIJr.1ent 

I 

On February 15, 1957, Rufus G. Hall, Jr. sent a letter to the University 
Senate requesting consideration of the possibilities in having a representative 
of the Student Senate sit in University Senate sessions and similarly having a 
representative of the Univ ersity Senate attend sessions of the Student Senate. 
This natter was referred to the Comr:uttee on Student and Public Relations when 
the University Senate met on February 25. 
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Student-Faculty Representation - continued 

Report of the Cammi tte.e on Student and Public Relations 

March 16, 1957 
The Comnittee on Student 2nd Public Relations is aware that some value ¥.1ould be derived by an interchange of senators from the University and Student Senates; hov1ever, due to the heavy schedule carried by students and faculty and to the fact that much of the business of the University Senate is not of direct concern to the students, we recomr:1end that the problem of liaison between the Uniyersity Senate and the Student SGnate be resolved by: 

1. Urging each qoI!lDittee of the University Sennte to invite a E1ember or members of t,he Student SenatG to appec:ir before the cor.'lr.littee when the business .is of direct concern to the students. The cor1r:iittee members would determine hov-1 and when to invite such representation. · 

2. Inviting a mer:1ber or 1:1e1:1bers of the Student Senate to appear before the University Senate when deliberations of direct concern to the students are .to be discussed. The chairman of the University Senate would determine ho1N and when to invite such representation. 

Senate l1ction 

Corn".littee on Student and Public Relations 

1'\iillis B0v1cn, 
Eunice Lewis 
william McGr.ew 
Carl Riggs 
1". H. Snith 
Mary l'"arren 
Harry E. Hoy, Chairman 

Two students, Doug Mathews, President of the Student SEnate, and Steve . Beckman, Vice President, were nrescnt when this watter was introduced for discussion. The University Senate approved a motion by Professor Crook that the students be heard on this matter. 

Dr. Hoy, Chairman of the Comnittee on Student c1nd Public ·Relations, . presented the report provided above and noved its approval by tho Senate. His motion was seconded. Considerable discussion of the problE::m follo11ved with cor:JI'.lents fror.1 Doug ric:ithev:s and various mer.i.bers of the Senate. The r.1otion to approve the report of the Comi--:-1itteo v1as then passed by the Senate. 
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JUNIOR ENGLISH EYJ\i.~INATION _i\ND ENGLISH 11 J 11 ,,. 

Letter from President of the Student Scmate 

Dr. Jin E. Reese, President 
University Senato 
Department of Econonics 
Faculty Exchange 

Dear Dr. Reese: 

March 5, 1957 

For some tine, the Student Senate has been receiving student criticisms and 

suggestions about the Junior English Exc::nination and tho English 11 J 11 course. We 

referred these to our Acadcnic 1\ffairs Connittee, v,rhich made an investigation of 

the situation. ThE: enclosed rE:solution was passed by the Student Senate on 

Thursday, February 28, 1957, 2nd represents the conclusions of this com-ittee. It 

includes the problens 1"hich th8 cm:inittec found, and the recor.rr:iendations of the 

Student Senate as to L~provemcnt of the cxanination and course. 

The Student Senate is in conplde agreenent 1Ni th the purpose of the Junior English 

Examination and the English 1tJ11 course, and we; believe thci studcmt body realizes 

their value to a University education. It is certainly not our desire to lower 

the academic standards of thE.c University of OklahoL1a. It is rather our purpose to 

point out Phat secr.i to be sone probleas that c::re pres-.:;ntly existing, and some 

recor:rrnendations for possible solutions to these problens. 

I am i"ri ting you, Dr. Reese, to request that this resolution be considered for 

action by th6 University Sonatc. If I or the Student Senate can be of any hold on 

this aatter, please let me knoi.•1 • 
1'!'c desire to ,vork with the University Senate 

toward the ir.rprovement of both the Junior English Examination and the English "J" 

course. 

DM/jn 

Enclosuro 

Sincr::: rely, 

Doug Mathev11s, President 
Student Senate 

Student Senate Bill No. 1957 

A RESOLUTION RECOi'.ii:1iENDING CHANGES IN THE JUNIOR 

ENG LISH EXI,IvlINA TION AND ENGLISH II J 11 

·whereas: The Student Senate of the University of Oklaho1:1a desires that a high 

standard of education be maintained at the University; and 

Whereas: The Student Senato is in full agreement ~~th the stated purposes of the 

Junior English Examination and English 11 J 11 course. This purpose is to 

ensure that the graduates of the University of Oklahoma have a working 

knowledge of English, including the ability to express themselves; and 
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Junior English Exal'lination and English 11 J 11 -- continued 

1Nhereas: The fullest benefit fron the Junior English Exami_nation and the English 11 J 11 course is not being gained because of the present system; and 
1n!hereas: Among the shortconings is the need for a uniforn standard and r.'.lore objective scoring systen ; and 

Whereas: One thene or essay is seldon sufficient to indicate the proficiency of a student in the English language to the sa1:1e degree that two se1;1esters study and work would reveal; and 

V,'hereas: Exempting those students V!ho made a B or better in both beginning 
English courses from taking the English 11 J 11 Examination would be 
excusing those 'Nho have proven that they have a sound basic knowledge and usage of the English language; and 

Whereas: The type of exanination frequently is such that no uniform standard or objective scoring systen is possible; and 

Whereas: It is estiBated that nearly fifty (50%) per cent of those taking the 
English II J" Exar.1ination do not pass; and 

Whereas: Such figures lead us to believe that either the tv10 be ginning courses in English are inadequate or that the nethod of scoring these examinations is at fault; and 

Whereas: This action v1ould lessen the nur:1ber required to take the exanina tion and thus provide nore space and also more tine for grading the papers of the remaining students; and 

1'/hereas: The space provided for ndainistering the exar1ination is frequently inadequate to seat all those students ,~'ho desire to take the exanination; and 

li\lbereas: Those students v·ho 1:1ight actually need to take the course in English 11 J 11 would still be exan:i.ned; and 

Whereas: Questions have arisen fron r1any students enrolled in the cour2e as to the value received fron the r:1aterial presented in this course; therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Student Senate recoEU:1ends to the University Senate and the Departnent of English of the University of Oklahona that they consider the follov1ing possible i1:1provenents in the use of the Junior English Examination and course: 

(1) That all students v1ho receive a grade of B or better in each of the beginning English courses be exempt froa taking the Junior English examination. 

(2) A 1:1ethod for obtaining a more uniforn and objective scoring of 
the examination be established. 
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Junior English Exanination and English 11 J11 -- continued 

(3) Topics of general lmmnledge and interest be chosen for discussion 

on the test. 

(4) .Adequate space be provided for adninistering the exanination to all 

those that are required to take it each semester. 

(.5) .An overall evaluation be given to the r.1aterial presented in the 

English lfJ 11 course. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the University Senate and to 

the Chairnan of the EngJish Departnent, and that the President of the 

Student Senate be instructed to v.irite a letter of explanation to 

accompany those resolutions., 

Senate A ct ion 

Submitted on notion by Puddin Sarazan 
Motion Seconded by Bill Carr 
Passed by the Student Senate on 

February 28, 1957 

Dr. Hall nade a notion to refer the problem of the Junior English Exanination 

and English "J" to the proper cor.inittee of the University Senate. His notion 

was seconded. 

Follm"ing sone discussion, Professor Fraser nade a substitute motion that the 

problen be referred to the Council on Instruction and that the recor:nnendations 

of that group be transnitted to the various colleges in the University. His 

notion was seconded but failed to pass. 

After additional discussion, Dr. Shunan noved that the natter be referred 

back to the Student Senate v:ith the suggestion that that body deal directly with 

the Departnent of English in any further consideration of the problems involved. 

His motion was seconded and aDproved by the University Senate. 
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ACADEMIC TENURE t/ 

Letter from Stewart C. Wilcox 

March 12, 1957 
Dr. Gerald A. Porter, Secretary 
University Senate 
Faculty Exchange 

Dear Professor Porter: 

The following suggestions for action in academic freedon cases involving faculty · r.1eIJbers not on tenure are subnitted to the Senate for its considera'.tion. If found acceptable, these procedures would becone point E under the plan for handling charges as set forth in the docm:icnt entitled l1cadeI:1ic Tenure which was accepted at the last special neeting of the Senate. The referencesto sections 11 11 11 ·(point 3 below) and to 11 B11 , 11 c11 , and 11 D11 (point 6 below) are likewise to the appropriate parts of this document. 

Sincerely yours, 

Stev'Iart C. Wilcox 
E. Action in Non-Tenure Acadenic Freedom Ca t::s s 

1. If the faculty nenber on probation believes that inproper considerations have unmistakably affected the decision not to r et ain hil:1, . he shall deternine whether he can asscnble adequate proof in support of his contention. 
2. The faculty :oer.ikr shall decide whether he · is willing to hazard the disclosure of professional v,1caknesses he may have displayod at an early point in his career. 

J. If his decisions under points 1 and 2 are positive, ho shall request an opportunity for infornal conciliation as set forth in section 11 A11 abov·e. 
4. If such inforr:1a l conciliation is denied or is unsuccessful, he nay then request a fornal he aring and subnit a written wa iver of the traditional right of faculty nenbers on prob ation not to disclose the grounds upon which they have been r elenscd. 

5. This request for a forual he aring will be granted or r efus ed by the University Senate Comnittoc on Faculty Personnel, 

6. If a haaring is grontcd, the procedure set forth above in sections ttB11
, "C11 , and 11 D11 shall be used for adjudication. 

Senate Action 

Dr. Crook noved that the suggestions be referred to the Cor.rr:iittee on Personnel and the notion v1as seconded. During the: discussion it wa s brought out that the Personnel Cor:uiittee had already considered the suggestion and decided against including the suggestions in its rccor;1mendations. Dr. Crook then withdrew his notion. 
Dr. Hall Moved that the Senate uphold the decission of the coBmittee. This motion was seconded and passed. 
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C.i\i':iPUS Tru\FFIC 

Explarntory Cor.1r1ent 

.At the October 29, 19.56, neeting of the University Senate, Dr. Larsh rais ed 

for discussion thG probleD of auto1:1obile traffic on the car:ipus of the University. 

The natter ,.-.,as referred to thG Co1:11:1ittec on Student and Public Relations. 

In a letter to the Senate on January 8, 19.57, Dr. Doerr r aised s everal ques

tions r elative to car.ipus pedestrian traffic and canpus grounds maintenance. This 

r.i.atter ,;ms also r eferred to the Corn:iittee on Student and Public Relations. 

On March 16, 1957, tho Coru:1itteo on Student and Public Relations subr.1ittod 

t wo separate r eports relative to thes e :9robler.i.s. They are presented here: 

Report of' the Connitteo on Student and Public Relations Relative to Vehicular 

Traffic and P,::i rking on Car.:.p~ 

March 16, 1957 

The Connittee on StudGnt and Public Rslations of the Faculty Senate met in 

eight s essions to study the traffic and parking problens on the Univ ersity of 

Oklahoma can1pus. Listed below ar e activitie s of the Co!TII'.littee : 

1. Previous studies on the autor.iobile problen ·were examined and discussed. 

2. foe Rodgers, Institute of Connunity Developr.i.ent and Richard Kuhlnen, Univ

ersity Architect, V'ere invited ;:md car.1e: to one session to discuss studies 

and plans alre .Jdy underv12y. 

J. Correspondence was exchanged ·with represEntatives of the Faculty Council 

of Okl ahona A . and M. College rcgurding problcns cor:1r.1on to both canpuses. 

A r1.er.1b er of a connitte e cor:1p2rablG to this cor:Jr.1ittee offered to r.1eet with 

us and 1.-vas invited to do so but the joint neeting did not t ake place. 

4. Two menbers of the Studcmt Semite, who v1er0 nembers of cor:n:1ittees dealing 

v1ith the student car problen, -vver e invited and cane to one neeting to 

contribute the thinking and r esults of their activities. 

The Connittee discuss ed the possibilities of r e cor.nnending a no-car rule at 

the University as ·well as a no-car rule for Freshnen. It was recognized by all 

that a no-car rule would solve the traffic problens but a ma jority declined to 

recor.unend such a drastic solution. 

The following reconmend ations 1:1 r c u 2do : 

1. That no student should drive 2n Elutonobile on canpus fror:1 7: 30 A .IvI. to 

5:00 P.M. Monday through Friday and fron 7:30 A. M. to 12:30 P.M. on 

Saturday. This r e cor.ir.1endation should not apply until new peripheral 

parking spa ce is provided. 

2. That additional peripher a l self-liquidating parking facilities be con

structed, e.g . College Street and Old Golf course noth of Jefferson House. 
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Canpus Traffic - continued 

3. That cxperinents be ir.-imediately initiated to close certain streets or portions thereof for a period of 30 days or I'lore to deternine the desirability of restrictGd street use. Brooks Street in front of the Library is a particularly hazardous crossing and night be the first segnent to be closed. 
~. That the Institute of Cornr'lunity Development in cooperation with the Physical Plant and Safety Office study the overall traffic problen on canpus and peripheral streets. 

5. That the University take a nore active part in the City 1s development of a systen of arterial streets that serve the University. 

· 6. That staff parking lots be nade tow-in lots, and that student cars, illegally parkcd,be novcd to a suitable place on North Canpus and an appropriatG charge be r1adc to recover the autonobile. 

7. That thG fine for failure to registGr student automobiles be increased. 
8. That the basis for granting student parking pernits for disability be reexrnnined with special enphasis on the relationship of disability to walking. 

9. That the basis for granting staff pernits be re-studied with a viev' to granting priority , to full-tir'lc pernanent acadei:1ic and c.1dr,1inistrativc personnel ahead of temporary or part-tine personnel, 

Counittee on Student and Public Relations 

Willis Bowen 
Eunice Lewis 
Willian McGrew 
Carl Riggs 

W. H. Smith 
Mory rrarren 
Harry E, Hoy, Chairman 

Report of CoT:Jr:1ittee on Stud ent and Public R~lations Relative to Can us Pedestrian Traffic and Campus Grounds Ma intenance Doerr Letter) 

Nfo rch 16, 1957 
The Committee is a11Jare of the Physical Plants neasurcs under a nevv landscape architect to i1:1provc: the appecirnncc of the canpus by the nddi tion of wn l ks and strategically placed branbly hedges and we urge thnt this be continued , especially the construction of additional vm lks Y1here he ::vy traffic indicates neGd. 
We also rccor:unend that the natkr of the.: car.1pus appear ancG __ :b~ __ _:rGferrcd to the Student Senate for their r ecor1nondations on nethods of inprovGnents • 

Co1:1J11i ttee on Student and Public Relations 

V:illis Bowen 
Eunice L€wis 
William McGrew 
Carl Riggs 

W. H. Sr.ii th 
Mary lfarren 
Harry E. Hoy, Chairma n 
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Can pus Trnf fie -- continUE,d 

Senate Action 

The report of the ComittGG on Studont and Public Relations relative to vehi

cular traffic and parking on canpus was pres~ntedby Dr. Hoy, Chairman of the 

Corn:i.ittee. He .moved that the report be approved by the University Senate. His 

notion was seconded. 

Following a l engthly discussion, Dr. Harvoy 11ovGd that reco1:11:i.endation number 
11 11' in the report be amended to read Ds. follows: 

1. ThQt no student should drivG an autor.iobile on canpus fron 7: 30 A .M. 
to 5:00 P.M. Monday throu8h Friday and from 7:30 A.M. to 12:30 P.M. 
on Saturday. This recor:!I1ond ation shall apply as soon as new 
Deripheral parkii;ig arecis ::m:o constructed (for exanple, College Avenue 
and Old Golf Cours e ) and, in any event, not latt::r than Septonber, 1958. 

The motion to amend recor.inendation nunber 11 1" v1as secondGd and passed by the 
University Senate. 

Dr. H.:111 moved that recommondntion nw:-iber 11 211 be delated and that the 
remaining reco1:11:1endations be r enunbered accordingly. His notion wa s seconded 
and passed. 

The original 1;10tion by Dr. Hoy for approval of the entire report was voted 

upon and passed by tho Senate. Thus, thG report was approved 1ilith the anendr:ients 

noted on this p~ge. 

Following approval of the report on vehicular traffic, Dr. Benson nade a 

motion that the University Senate reco:r.imend to President Cross that the University 

Council on Planning and Developr:ient be assigned the additional duty of recor:i

nending adequate rules and regulations applicable to vehicular traffic on campus 

and to tho issuance of pcrnits for parking. The notion was seconded and approved 

by the Senate. 

To conplete the consideration of the problc,a of car:ipus traffic, Dr. Hoy 

pres:mted the report of his cor:inittee relcJtive to canpus pedestrian traffic and 

campus grounds r.1cJintenance ( see bottor:1 of pag0 9). Dr. Hoy r.ioved the adoption 

of the report. His aotion wa s seconded and approved by the Senate. 

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMITTEES ( 
Explanatory Cor:ment 

Each year, at the regular Senate neeting in March, the Comittee on Cor.mittees 
submits nominations for University comnittees which will be appointed by President 

• ~ross. The Senate then considers the noninations, nay nake additional nonina- · 

tions fron the floor, and at the regular neeting in April approves the list of 
noL1ina tions to be s ubr.ii t te d. 
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Report of the CoI!lr.litteo on Committees - continued ----- - - -----
Senate .Action 

Profossor George FrnsGr, Chnirr:ian of the Comnittee on CoI!lr.littees, presented the list of nominations prepared by the Connittee. The University Senate accepted tho nor:iinations Ewde by the Corn:1ittce on Cor..::iittees and one additional nonination was made fron the floor of the ScncJte. The final list of nominations will bo approved by the Senate at its regulcr session on .April 29 and then will be subnitted to President Cross so that he can nake specific appointments to the various University cor.unittecs. 

SELF-STUDY SURVEY OF THE UNIVERSITY V 
Explanatory Comnent 

For several nonths the Senate Comnittee on University Organization, Budget, and Publications has been considering several reco:r:rr.1endations nade by the ad hoc Coordinating Connittee on Self-Evaluation. · on January 15', 195'7, the Senate Cor.n,1ittcc filed n report for consideration at the January 1:1eeting of the Senate• . Prior to that P.lceting, hoY,ever, additional inforElf1tion was gained and Dean Clark, Chairnan of the Cor:u:iittee on University Organization, Budget, and Publications requested that consideration of the report be postponed. 
On March 20, 1957, the Cor.u:littee on University Organization, Budget, and Publications filed a second report to supGrsedc the one presented in January. ThG..:_second report is presented here: 

Report .2£ ~ Connitt.£§. ,£E. Univ ersity Organization, Budget, and Publications 

March 20, 1957 

The work of the Coordinciting Co:r:1nittee on Self-Evaluation has been very valuable, and the r:ier.1bers of tho Counittee are to be co:r:rr.iended for devoting so many hours to this work. 

Since self-evaluation is so inportant, it should be continued, but -within the frar.1ework of existing University orgcJnizations and, prir.i.arily, by the Council on Instruction. This duty has already bcen assigned to the Council on Instruction, since it is charged with the duty of making "recor'.lIYlendations to appropriate University authorities concerning 2.ny natters dealing with educational policies of the University." See F8culty Handbook p. 10. Apparently the Council h8s become bogged down with details. It should be freed of these so that it nay spend :t:1ore tn~e on major policy problems. For instance, requests for the change of name or the nuaber of a course should not be sent to it. 

Although it is believed that the University cannot afford a large techinica? staff, personnel to collect data neoded for the evaluation of the instructional policies of the University should be made available to the President's office. 
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Self-Study Survey of .!:.b£ Univorsiti - continued 

Therefore, it is reconnE:nded that: 

1. Self-Evaluation be continued by existing University organizations. 

2. The functions and procedures of the Council on Instruction be ancrided 

to re ad a s follov1 s: 

I. The Council shall evaluate the educational policies of the University 

and plan the future instructional development of tho University, It 

shall nake recor:u:iondations to the appropriate University authorities 

concerning any natters dealing lNith the educational policies of the 

University, including the cstablishnent or abolition of colleges, 

schools, departnents, curricula, courses, nnd dcgreGs. 

II. The Council shall encourage and assist the various colleges, schools 

and departments to evaluate the effectiveness of their instructional 

programs. 
I ~~ J,~~~~ 

III. .All proposals , for the establishment of, the abolition of arid changes 

in curricula, for new courses, : for a chonge in the subject matter of 

a course and for an increase in the hours of a course Elust be sub:.. 

r.iittod to the Council for its approval., disapproval or nodification. 

nefore submission to tho Council, such proposals must be approved by 

he appropriato cor:1aittco of the departnents or schools in which they 

riginate, and of the colleges in which they will be taught. Graduate 

ourses r.:rnst also be opprovcd by the appropriate cor:1r.1ittee of tho 

Graduate College. 

The Council riay appoint subcor::inittecs and it may recor:rr.1end t at the 

Pres ident appoint tenporary connittees to consider specific problems •. 

The Council shall r equest information from adninistrative officers 

where necess ary to aid in its <::valuation of the cducatioml policies 

of the University. 

3. .;';Th.eR- t-he- budgEt- pe-:rnit-s, provisions shall be made for the addition of c:m 

@dhl.in-±st't'tt1:iro assistant in the: President I s Office whose duties shall 

include collecting dat2 needed for solf-evaluation as relat_ed to ', 

educational policies. , ~ t A.N ·, / '1 
• , c., : • ~ ... '~"'"iA 1,-+' 

Senate Action 

,. u "-t: -'-' ~ 
)
..,, 

Rcspc.ctfully subnitted, 

Ralph 11! . Clark, Chairnan 
Coru:rl.ttee on University Org,anization, • 

Budget, and Publications 

In the absence of Dean Clark, the .foregoing report wa s prcs--:ntGd to the 

· Senate by Professor Fraser. He then noved th:::it recor:ll"lendation number 11 3 11 of the. 

report be approved by the Senate. Tho notion was seconded. 

-. 
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Self-Study SurvGy of the University - continued 

Folloving sor1.e discussion, Dr. Keown offered a substitutG motion that the entire matter be deferred until a subsequent meeting of the Senate and that the University Council on Instruction be requested to express its views on this problen. Tho substitute notion w2s seconded and approved by the SGnnte. 

J\DJOURNlVJENT 

The University Srnate adjourned at 6:05 PoD• The next regular neeting will be held on Monday, 1,pril 29, 1957, at l-1 :10 p.m. Material for the agenda should be in the office of the Secretary by Monday, April 22. 

Gerald 11. Porter, Secretary 




