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JOURNAL OF THE UNIVERSITY SENATE 

Regular Session, October 28, 1957, 4:10 P.M. 
Monnet Hall, Room 101 

The University Senate, meeting in regular session, was called to order by Dr. Rufus G. Hall, Jr. 

Present 

Almquist, c. 1'. 
Bandy, William R. 
Bell, Robert E. 
Benson, Oliver 
Brinker, Paul A. 
Brixey, John C. 
Cass, Carl B. 
Clark, Ralph ,v". 
Coffman, Stanley K. 
Colmore, John P. ' 
Crites, Dennis M} 
Dunham, Lowell 
Elconin, Victor A. 
Ezell, John S. 
Fell, Ruth D. 
Hall, Rufus G., Jr. 
Harvey, Harriet 
Heilman, Arthur W. 

Present 

Herbert, H.F. 
Larsh, Howard vv. 
Livezey, William E. 
McGrew, william c. 
Morris, John \JIJ. 
Nielsen, J. Rud 
Plath, Earnest C. 
Pool, Richard B. 
Poston, Lawrence s., Jr. 
Reese, Jim E. 
Rice, Leslie H. 
Riggs, Carl D. 
Rupiper, Omer J. 
Schultz, E. J. 
Shuman, Ronald B. 
Turkington, D, Barton 
,varren, Mary A, 
Wilcox, Stewart C. 

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 

Absent 

Cross, George L. 
Felton, Jeans. 
Larsen, Earl G. 
Mouck, Fred A. 
Raines, John M. 
Roller, Duane H. 
Smith, William H, 

The Journal of the University Senate for the regular meeting held on t;~.: September 30, 1957, was approved, 

SENATE ACTION APPROVED 

On July 17, 1957, President Cross approved recommendations from the Senate relative to credit for military training and experience. The Senate recommendations were reported in the Journal of the University Senate for May 27, 1957. 
On October 3, 1957, President Cross indicated his approval of the Senate recommendation that no reduction be made in tuition fees for faculty wives. This recommendation was reported in the Journal of the University Senate for May 27, 1957. 
On October 3, 1957, President Cross approved recommendations relative to the self-study survey of the University. The Senate recommendations on this matter were presented in the Journal of the University Senate for May 27J 1957. 



10 - S7, Page 2 

NEW SENATOR 

The Faculty of the College of Engineering recently elected Fred A Mouck to 
replace t/illiam J. Lpenicka in the University Senate. Professor Mauck will serve 
the remainder of a three-year term, 1956-59. 

. NEW CHAIRMEN OF SENATE COMMITTEES 

University Senate committees which have conducted organizational meetings and 
elected chairmen for the year 1957-58 are: 

Senate Committee 

Committee on Academic Standards 

Committee on University Organization, 
Budget, and Publications 

Committee on Faculty Personnel 

' Committee on Courses and Curricul~ 

New Chairman 

Dr. Ronald B. Shuman 

Dr. Dennis M. Crites 

Dr. Paul A. Brinker 

Dr. Harriet Harvey 

CHANGES IN SENATE CO~TTEE ASSIGi\JMENTS 

Dean vv.illiam E, Livezey recently requested that his committee assignment on 
Senate standing committees be changed from the Committee on Courses and Curricula 
to the Committee on University Organization, Budget, and Publications, The 
Committee on Committees, after study of the request, recommended that the change 
be permitted. Professor Fred A. Mouck, elected as Lnenicka 1 s replacement, will 
replace Dean Livezey on the Committee on Courses and Curricula. At the meeting 
on October 28, 1957, the University Senate approved these changes. 

PARKING ON CAMPUS / 

Letter from Vice President Swearingen 

October 10, 1957 

To: Gerald A. Porter 

From: Lloyd E, Swearingen 

Subject: Campus Parking and Traffic 

During the past summer, the University's Institute of Community Development 
completed a Survey of Campus Traffic and Parking. 

Based on this survey, the Institute and the University Architect's Office 
prepared for the President's Office, a "Recommended Automobile Traffic and Parking 
Policy and Plan for the University of Oklahoma." 
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Parl9ng on Campus -- continued 

This Policy and Plan was received by the President's Office and subsequently referred to the Council on Planning and Development. 

T1-10 Council, endorsing a r ecormnendation of an ad hoc group, has recommended that this Policy and Plan be referred to thE;: University Senate, the Student Senate and the University Administration for study and comment during the fall semester, with the view of finalizing a policy and plan for implementation during the summer of 1958. 

President Cross has approved the Council's action. 

Two copies of the Institute 1 s recommended "Policy and Plan 11 are attached for the appropriate Senate Committee's use. 

LES:mke 

Attachment 

Senate Action 

The Chairman of the Senate re;:rdnded the · group that the Committee on Student and Public Relations was on September JO assigned the task of studying certain elements of the problem of parking on campus. 

Dr. Shuman moved that the natter of' cc·nsideration of a "Recommended Automobile Traffic and Parking Policy and Plan for the University of Oklahoma 11 be r eferred. to the Conmd.ttee on Student and Public Relations for study along with it s original assignment in connection witll pa:rk:j_rig on campus. His motion was seconded and approved. by the Senate. · 

SABBATICAL iEAVE 

Letter from Vice President 1vicCarter 

To: 
From: 
Subject: 

Jim E. Reese 
Pete KylG HcCart er 
Sabbatical Leave October 10, 1957 

Last May the Universj_ty Senate r ecommended a revised policy concerning sabbatical leaves. The recommendation has been held without action because it raises a f ew new quost :ions and leaves unanswered several other questions of policy that have come up in r ecent years. 
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Sabbatical Leave -- continued 

The President has asked that the recommendation be returned with the following 
questions: 

1. Do 11 one full year" and "one-half year" mean periods of twelve months and 
six months or periods of two semesters and one semester respectively? Can a 
sabbatical, or part of one, apply to Summer Session? 

2. What is meant by "six years of service as t eacher"? Does it include, for 
example, periods of leave of absence? Or semesters when a part-time teacher did 
no teaching? Docs i.t apply to admj_nistrati ve people who t each part-time and ir
regularly? 

J. Should the Univorsity grant a sabbatical for the purpose of pursuing work 
toward a graduate degree? 

4. Should the University grant a sabbatical to a person who will receive a 
stj_pend for the same period from another institution or agency? 

5, Should a person who accepts a temporary, or visiting, appoi ntment in a 
foreign university be entitled to more consideration for a sabbatical than one 
who accepts sucll. an appointment in a university in the United States? 

In addition to these questions of clarification, thero are questions of feasi
bility O:i.' de sir ability concern::i.ng tho following: 

1. The provision that the President shall 02ch year announce to the Graduate 
College a specific number of research sabbaticals to be granted. 

2. The changes in the terms of the bond. 

J. The ability of the University to finance the plan. (Has the Senate 
examined the question of cost?) 

Since so many questions rise from the recommended plan, the President has 
requested that it be returned to the Senate for further consideration. 

PKNcC/lh 

Senate Action 

Professor Rice moved that the problems raised by President Cross relative to 
sabbatical leaves be referred to the Committee on Faculty Personnel for considera

tion and a report. His motion was seconded and approved by the Sena.te. 
j 
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EVALUATION OF UNIVERSITY COMMITTEES / 
Report of Committee on University Organization, Budget, and Publications 

October, 1957 

Last year the University Senate .Committee on University Organization, Budget and Publications studied in some detail the completed questionnaires returned by University committee members. Our Committee is grateful to those who have submitted questionnaires, especially those containing s1.1ggestions in regard to committees involved. It appears to the Comm:i.ttoe on University Organization, Budget and Publications that some committees, both University Standing Committees appointed by the President and, committees elected by the University Senate, are too large and too numerous. The members of the committees thomselves, as well as the Administration, may discuss to good advantaee thoj.r objectives and functions and consider the optimun size and the frequency of their meetings. It appears that the committee system would be more popular if committees' functions were studied to d&termine if a committee should function as an active committee or as an advisory group. It may be possible that, in some instances, steps shoulcl. be te.ken to avoid having some cornmi ttees take on somewhat the appearance of a rubber stamp. 
Mr. Lottinville of tho University Press wrote, in part, "--the questionnaire reflects the feeling of a great ma.ny faculty and staff members that too much time -- their time -- is being taken up in committee work. They may be right. In my own case, I find that I spend no more than is necessary to get certain important things done. But as I look at my committ12,e assignments, I realize more than ever that each of them is charged with a certain singlem:ss of purpose. 11 We are of the opinion that Mr. Lottinville very well expressed the general consensus of those who returned the questionnaire. One notable exception was the Cornmitt~e on University Museum which met on November 5, 1956 and discussed the possible functions of the Museum Advisory Committee and reported that there seems to be no justification for the continuance) of such a com1ni ttee. We wish to offer our congratulations to the curatorial staff of the University of Oklahoma Museum anc we recommend to ether committees that they take similar a.ction. 
The results of the questionnaire indicate that it is possible -- even probably -- that so.me committees should be dropped. We suggest that at least some of these committees ma.y be eliminated: Books Abroad Advisory Board; Committee on Ssri2.l Publications; Biological Station Comrrd. ttee; Engineering Physics Committee; De Golyer Library PurchasE-s Committee; Committee on University Bl1lletins; and the Art Museum Committee. 

Further recommendc:.tions of the Cormnittee on University Organization, Budget and Publications are: 

University Scholarships Comnd.ttee -- It is recommenQed that the routine work of this committee be perfornKd by an administrative officer, but that the committee be continued as a policy making body. Also, the faculty membership should be reduced to four. The present number of ox officio and student members should not be changed. This would make a committc,e of nirn:;. The Bass JViemorial Scholarship Fund, Danforth Foun~ation Scholarships, Rita Lottinville Prize for vJomen, and the ;ilf.i.11· Rogers Faculty and Scholarship Committees could be eliminated. The work they have been doing may be included in the functions of the more general scholarship committee. The terms of the r: rants are to be considered if consolidated. 
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Evaluation of University Committees -- continued 

Student Conduct Committue -- Opinions differ as to the desirability of re
taining this committee. This uncertainty is related to the quostion of whether 
the committee should be continued as a review or appeal board acting in disci
plinary cases or whether it should be both a review board and a policy-making body. 
We recommend that this committee be abolished or if it is continued, that its func
tions be carefully examined. 

Fore1gn Students Committee -- Since replies on the questionnair8s indicate 
that this commi<::.tecl s functions are beinf performed in the Office of Student 
Affairs and the committee is not needed, it is recommended that this committee be 
abolished. 

Committee on Public Lectures and Colloquia -- We recommend a review of this 
committee with the possibil:_ty of ,.~educing the size and eliminating student 
members because they c'l.o not attend the meetings and it is doubtful that they 
could contribute much if they were present. 

Committee on Libraries -- Two replies to the questionnaire by members of the 
Library Committfie were to th0 effoct that this committee may be, to some extent, 
a rubber stamp committee. It is recommended that the membership, objectives and 
functions of the Library Corn.mi ttee be carefully examined. 

Pan American Committee -- Perhaps this committee could intergrate and co
operate its activities with the Foreign Student Program of the Office of Student 
Affairs. Also, t:1e Senate:; shou::..'5. not be r oquirE::d to nominate members for this 
committee. 'tle recommend that :.i.t sLould be abolished, but if this committee is 
continued, it is rccoFJTJ.ended that tho Senate do not nominate its members. 

Committee on Comm€ncomcnt -- It has been stated by a member of the Commence
ment Comi~ittee who has served -well for many years that its membership should be 
drastically reduced -- to om, manl 

Admif'.sions and Advanced Standinc; Committee -- This committee is charged with 
administering the ali--liniversity r egulations relating to admissions and to sus
pension ard r eiEstatemcnt for scholastic reasons. However, no committee is 
charged w:L ch ac:rrj_ nj_ stering other al :.-University academic regulations. Therefore, 
it i s recorri::nend t=·d that the duties of this committe:G be expanded to include admin
iste:dng all g;.or.'3.i~nl Univercity academic rc,gulations, including the all-University 
regulations reh.ting to graduation, late enrollment, att6ndance and withdrawals. 
The committee should act as an appeal bo2.rd to hDar student petitions in regard 
to such regulations, but it should not have jurisoiction of the academic regula
tions of tho several collezcs. 

Because of its expanded scope , it is recommended that the name of this 
committee be chang(;;d to the 11 Cornmittee on University Academic Standards." 

Also, it is recommended that this committee should consist of oight faculty 
members who aro appointed for ±our-year tGrms, two being appointed each year. Five 
faculty members would constitute a quorum. The Dean of Admissions and Registrar and 
the Director of Ad.mission should be ox . officio mr:;mbers, serving as chairman and 
socreta.ry, respectively. The composition of this committee should be limited to 
faculty mombors. 
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Evaluatj_on of University Committees -- continued 

Senate Committee on Courses and Curricula -- It is recommended that the Chairman of the Senate ask for a report of the activities of this committee and for the recommendatio~s of the committee members regarding whether the committee should be discontinued effE";ctive during the next school year. 

Senate Action 

COMMITTEE ON UNIVf.R?fTY ORGANIZATIONS, 
BUDGET AND PUBLICATIONS 

(as constituted in 1956-57) 

J , Clayton Feaver 
George B. Fraser 
H. H. Herbert 
Denn;i,~

1 

cfi tes 
William J. Lnenicka 
Robert E. Bell 
Ralph W. Clark, Chairman 

Dean Clark, Chairman of the Committee on University Organization, Budget, and Publications in ~956-57, co:mr:1ented regarding the development of the foregoing report. Conside::-·able discussion followed his comments. 

Following a b:::-ief discussio:::-c ::>f the work of the University CorrJ'llittee on Admissions and Advanced Standing and the presentation of a statement by Dean Fellows; _Professor Bandy moved that the recommendations relative to the Acbri..ssions and Advri.ncr--,d Sta::1.d.ing Com,"1li -ttee ( see page 6) be approved by the Senate and suS:ltlttecf to President Cross. His motion was seconded and passed by the Senate. 

Dr. Reese then moved that the other committees involved in the foregoing report be notified that the University SenP.te is contemplating the development of recommendations th~t might leac1. to their being eliminated and that these comrriittees be requested to prepare, statements of thi'.,ir views relative to functions and need for said committees, His motion was seconded and approv(xl by the Senate. 

The ChairYran of the UniversHy Senate: immediately r eferred this. matter to the Committee on Ur:.i·.rersity Organ:i'.za.t{on, Budget~ and Publications with a request that the Committee n:::r1:,if'IJ the Univ0r1;dty committeE',s involved and continue its study of the total problem of committee evaluation. 
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DISTRIBUTION OF INFORMATION CONCERNING CHANGES IN ✓ 
UNIVERSITY RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Report of Committee on Academic Standards 

Dr. Ger ald A. Porter, Secretary 
University Senate 

Dear Dr . Porter: 

October 16, 1957 

At the r egular session of the University Senate of May 28, 1956, (see Journal, 
May 28, 1956, Po5), Professor Turkington made a motion to the effect that the appro
priate comrn:i.ttee of the Senate be charged with responsibility for investigating 
ways and means of distributing to all faculty members information concerning 
changes in University rules and regulations, which are developed in the Senate and 
approved by the President. 

Professor Turkington 1 s motion having been passed by the University Senate, the 
matter was immediately r eferred to the Chairman of the Senate to the Committee on 
Academic Standards for study and report during the ensuing year. 

It would appear from the records of the Secretary of the Senate and the recol
l ection of continuing members of the Committee on Academic Standards that no final 
r eport on this matter was made during the ye ar 1956-57. Professor Turkington 1 s 
motion was taken up for discussion by the Committee on Academic Standards at its 
meeting of today. 

The Secretary of the Senato pointed. out to the Commi ttec memb0rship that since 
the original motion was approved by tho Senate, a modification in precedure with 
respect to publication concerning changes in University rules and r egulations has 
gone into effect. In substance, when the Senate proposes a change in University 
rules and r egulations, the proposal is passed to the President of the University 
in duplicate by the Secret ary of the Senate. When the President has taken action 

-on the proposal, he r eturns one of the copies to the Secretary of the Senate indi
cating his approval or disapproval in the matter. The Secret ary of the Senate then 
enters the action in the next forthcoming issue of the Journal of the University 
Senate as a matter of r ecord and infor mation. 

The Journal of the University Senate is mimeographed and distributed, following 
the holding of r egular and sp8cial ses sions, in the number of 750 copies. It is 
presumed that all members of the f a.culty are on the mailing list to receive the 
Journal. 

The Committee on Academic Standards discussed the original motion of May 28, 
1956, in the light of the information provided by Dr. Porter with respect to his . 
provision for regularly publicizing changes in University rules and regulations. 
The membership of t his Committee is of the opinion that the machinery just described 
provides adequate information concerning such changes and that no further action 
appears warranted at this time. · 

RBS/sar 

Sincerely yours, 

Ronald B. Shuman, Chairman 
Committee on Academic Standards 
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Distribution of Information Concerning Changes in University Rules and Regulations ::--~ntinu cd 

Senate Action 

Dr. Shuman, following a few comments on the foregoing roport, moved that the total report of the Commi. ttee on Ac;:,_demic Standards be approved by thG Senate. His motion was se.conded and passed. 

By this action, the Univcrsi ty Senate i.ndicatcd the belief that adequate information concerning changes is now b0ing distributed and that no further action appears warranted at this time. 

EARLIER GHAD:C rtEPORTS ~ -
Report of the Committee on Academic Standards 

Dr. Gerald A. Porter, Secretary 
University Senate 

Dear Dr. Porter: 

October 16, 1957 

Today at its first meeting) tllE Committee on Acaclemic Standarcl.s of the University Senate took ur:i the mt .-'-,tur of earlier grr.de reports, which had been referred to the Co:mni tteo for r uco,1rrr.cndation by thG Chairman of the University Senate at the regular session of Sept,,mbcr 30, 19.57. The Journal of tho Sern~te for September 30, 19.57, r ecords th e l -2.ttsr from l""ir'. Beckman I s letter of June 5, 1957, w2s a copy of Student Seno.to resolution #1957-S-76. 
Since both Mr, Beckrnan 1s lutter of June 5 and the accompanying Student Senate Resolution were reproducGd in the Journal, there appears no point in doing more than summarizing the issue. In suhst.c::ncc,, the Student Senate rsquested that the University Senate act to change the dcadline:i for mid-term grades from 5:00 p.m. on the Monday of the ninth week to _5:00 p,m. on the Monday of th0 eighth we€k. This change has already been made for +:,i,e fell term 1957-.Se; but the Student Senate recommendE,d that the chan~e be rn2 de p\ormancnt. The b2.sis of the student recommendation was that movi:-ig up of thG dead.line for mid-term e;radGs would give students an additional week in which to reco[" n:i.ze thc,ir problems and endeavor to improve their grades. 

The Committee on Academic Standards considered the request advanced by Iv.Ir. Beckman on behalf of the Student Senate and recommends approval of the proposal to the University Senate. 

RBS/sar 

Sincerely yours, 

Ronald B. Shum2.n, Chairman 
Committee on Acad~mic Standards 
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Earlier Grade Reports -- continued 

Senate Action 

Dr. Shuman moved that the University Senate approve the foregoing report of 
the Committee on Academic Standards and adopt the change in deadline fo~ mid-term 
grade r eports as presented in Studont Senate Rs solution No. 1957-S-76 (the 
Student Senate resolution was presented in tho Journal of the Senate for 
Septomber JO, 1957). Dr. Shuman 1 s motion was seconded and passed by the Senato. 

CHANGE IN CHRISTMAS HOLIDAYS / 
Letter from President Cross 

Professor Rufus Hall, Chairman 
University Senat e 

Dear Professor Hall: 

October 24, 1957 

The r ecent discussion of this year 1 s calGndar, precipitat8d by the Student 
Senate Resolution of Septcmbc➔r 26 and the action of the University Senate of 
September 30, have brought to my attention the fact that the c.dcnc:1.sr calls for 
r E: suming classes on the; morning of Januar y 2. 

This means that the University will be requiring students to r eturn from 
their homes to Norman, neerly all of th1;:;m by car, during the afternoon and 
evening of New Year's Day. I f ed r ather strongly that the University must not 
place itself in the position of forcing students to disn.gard thE; advice of statG 
and national safety agenci0s to avoid tho high ways on holidays. 

I fully respect thE: Universj_ty SbnatE,1s r easons for declining to approve the 
Resolution ~f the Student Senate. But I wonder whGther the University Senate 
should not consider making such revision of its cal endar policy as to prevent the 
resumption of classes on J anuary 2 in this or any other y0ar. 

I shall be grateful if you will present this question to the Senate for its 
consideration at the October meeting. 

GLC/lh 

cc: Professor Gerald Porter 

Cordially yours, 

George L. Cross 
President 
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ChangG in Christm~. Hollidays -- continued 

Senate Action 

Dean Fellows commented on how the r egulations arc followed in thu development of the University calondar. Considerable discussion followE::d, Professor HcGrew movod that tho dates of the Christmas Hollidays be changed so that the vacation will begin at 12:00 noon on Saturday, December 21, 1957 and end at 8:10 a.m., on Monday, January 6, 1958. His motion was seconded and passed by the Scmate. 
Dr. Shuman moved that the University Senate ad.opt a resolution that any students cutting classes either the day before or the day following a vacation period be considered. to have double cuts. Motion failed for lack of a second. 
Dr. Shuman then moved that the Chairman of the University Senate request the administration of the University for its views and attitude toward student attendance at classes particularly before and after vacations. This motion was seconded and passed by the Senate. 

Dr. Wilcox movEd that the University Senate adopt a change in policy No.6 of ''Policies Govcrnj_ng the Formulation of the Univ<::rsity of Oklahoma Cal0ndar." 
Policy No. 6 now re e.ds: "The Christmas vacation shall begin at least four days before DE":cember 25 and shall include at least fourteen calendar days. Cl2.sses shall b1;; resumed as soon as possible after January 1. 
Dr. vD.lcox I s motion was to the effect that Policy No. 6 read as follows: "The Christmas vacation shall generally begin at least four days before December 25 and shall include at least fourteen calendar days. Classes shall be re:sumed as soon as possible after January 1 but no sooner than January 3. 

Thc motion by Dr. Wilcox was seconded. 

Before a vote could be taken , Dr. ;Jilcox offered a substitute motion to the effect that the matter be.~ referred to the Cammi ttc0 on Acade:.mic Standards for study and a report, This motion w2s seconded but failed to pass. 
Professor Turkington moved tha.t the 0ntirc list of policies governing the formulation of the University oi' Oklahoma calendar be referred to an appropriate committee of tho Senate for n ,-study. Motion failed for lack of a second. 
At this point, the University Senate turned its attention to other matters. Near the oncl. of th0 S0nate meeting, Dr. vvilcox 2.gain made a motion to change Policy No. 6 in the calendar policies. His motion w2s to change Policy No. 6 to road as follows: 

"The Christmas vacation shall generally begin at lGast four days before December 25 and shall include at le 2..st fourtGen calendar days. Classes shall be resumed es soon ~s possible after ~anuary 2. 
This motion was seconded and approved by thG Senate. 

I 
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DEPARTNEN'l'AL ADMINISTRATION 

Explanatory Comment 

Dr. Brixey raised for considaration by the UnivGrsity Senate certain qu0stions 
conc~rning Section 5 under Departmental Administration on page 3 of tho University 
of Oklahoma Faculty Handbook. He pointed up the problem that exists when the 
numbor of members of a depnrtment holding the rank of instructor oxcoed the number 
holding professorial ranks, Dr. Brixey suggested that it would perhaps be better 
for departmEntal administrative purposes to define tho te2.ching staff of a 

department as consisting of those members with the rank of assistant professor or 
higher. 

Senate Action 

Following a brief discussion of this matter, Dr. Brixey moved that the 
appropriat8 commi ttuc of thG Scn2.tc consid5r this problem. His motion was seconded 
and approved. 

The Chairman of the S,,natc immediately referred the problem to the Committee 
on Teaching and Research. 

OVERAGE CREDIT ✓ 
Explam~tory Co~~ 

In a communication to the Chairman of the University Senate on OctobGr 25, 
1957 J Vico President McCartGr requested the S0n2.te for clarifico.tion on the 

application of the Uni vcrsi ty Scm2.te I s recommendation of February 25, 1957, 
conce:rn:i ng Ovcrar;e Credit ( this r ecommLnde.tion was approved by President Cross) • 

Scnn.te Action 

The Chairman of the University Senato read aloud tho communication from Vice 
Presidont Mccarter. Considerable discussion of various aspects of the ovcr2,ge 
credit problem r esulted in tho Senate. 

Doan Livezey moved the.t th0 0ntiro question of overage crodi t and the recom
mendations concerning it as previously made' by tho Sonata be referred to the 
appropriate committee for ro-study 2.nd clarific2.tion. His motion was seconded and 
passcd. 

Tho Chairman of the Univ8rsi t~r S;,:;ne..to irnmodintely referred this problem to 
the Cammi ttee on Acadrnnic Stand.:.,rds, the commi ttec which developed th8 original 
report, 
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- - t • · '. 'NON~:c6M-Ptr-£§6nf' }1[ o ~:1\"c}} 
Let t cr -fro'm the Presidont of the Student -Senate { J . 

' 

October 25, 1957 

Dr. Rufus G. Hall, Chairman 
Univorsity SGnate 

Dear Dr. Hall: 

I am enclosing a copy of resolution number 1957-S-90, 11A Resolution Recommending That The University SGnate Consider A Non-Compulsory R.O.T.C. Program For The University of Oklahoma." This resolution was considered during the Studont Senate meeting on October 24, and after considerable debate, was passed 18 to 12. 
During the past few years, the question of whether or not R.O.T.C. should be offered on a compulsory basis has arisen, and until this time, tho question has not been answored. Since the Univorsity Senate is now re-evaluating the amount of credit allowed for R.O.T.C. courses, this seems to be an ideal time to have tho entire program evaluated towards the possible Gnd of recommending to the Regents that R.O.T,C. bo offered on a voluntary basis. 

' ' .: 1 ,' .,, ' . ~ ~ . : ·.•, : \" .. ' Sevoral senators have spent -~ gr,eat _d~,al _ of ;tj.m_e during the past few weoks studying the R.O. T .c. program, anr :we re,a).i,ze th,at ,tq( r ( , aro g;9od arguments on both sides of this question.. In li,ght; qf, ·a_ll th9 f~.c\s' P.I;GfGn,ted,.i however, wo f eel that there is justification in our r cc'o~endati_onJ_0-~~o;r1s'.i :1er -~, v~i1untary R.O.T.C. program. We hope that you share this position. · · -· - .. · · · ' · · 

If I 'can h~lp :i.n any way,: Dr. Hall; please:' conta'ct "me. 

Sincerely yours, SB:jm 

Enclosure 

cc: Dr. George L. Cross 

Student Senate R,)solution No. 1957-S-90 

Steve Beckman, President 
Student S<::nate 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING THA'r THE UNIVERSITY SENATE CONSIDER A NONCOMPULSORY R. 0. T. C. PR,OGRAM FOR 'l'HE UNIVE.tl.SITY OF OKLAHO:VlA 
.-Jheroas: Every physically fit undergraduat e male stud€,nt enrolled in the University of Oklahoma not exempt by special regulation is required to t ake two years of R.O.T.C.; and 

Whereas: Under a voluntary R.O.T.C. program, those students not wishing to earn a commission in the Armed Forces will be able to takt:o additional courses required for their degree or of special interest to them; and 

' -...... .... ... ,.,,,'-!, ... •>.LJ 
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ifon-Compulsory R.O.T.c. -- continued 

whereas: Many of the students now requir8d to take R. O,T.C. gain little from tht 
program becaus€ of their negative attitude toward it; and 

WherGas: Those students who arc interested in enrolling in R.O.T.C. will still hav0 
the opportunity to choose among th€ Air Force, Army, and Navy program; 
and 

whorE-ns: Only interostod stud~nts will enroll in R.C.T.C., higher academic ~tand1u,,ds 
may be achieved in the classroom; and 

Whereas: The interest of thGse students will promote the "espirit. de corps" and 
will result in more beneficial military traininf; and 

Jhtreas: There is great stud0nt interest in establishing R.O.T.C. on a volunt~ry 
. basis at the University of Okle.homa; therefore be: it 

Resolved, That the Student Senate recommends that the University Senato consirler e 
non-compulsory R.O.T.C. program for the University of Oklahoma, and be 
it further 

Resolved, That thG Student Senate Rcco:rrnnends that when and if a non-compulsory 
R.CJ.T.C. program is established, physical education not -be required in 
lieu of R, O,T.c. training. 

Submitted on motion by Dick McKnight 

Motion seconded by Jarc;d Hazelton 

Passed the 24th .day of October, 1957 

Jbwell Monroe, Secretary -- Steve Beckman, President 

Senate Action 

The Chairman o:f tho University Senate called attention to thE. fact that a 

similar problem -was referred to the Committee on Courses and CuITicula at the 
SeptGmber, 1957, meeting. 

Dr. Larsh moved that the Student Senate R~solution No. 1957-S-90 also be 
referred to the Committee on Courses and Curricul~. His motion was seconded ?.nd 
passed by the Senate. 

CRITERIA FOR PROMOTION OF FACULTY MOOERS ✓ 
\ 

Dr. ·Reese raised for discussion the matter of cri ter1·a for the promotion of ., 
faculty members. He then mov~d that the appropriato committee of the University 
Senate be rcquosted to study the ten criteria for promotions and salary incr€ases 
as presented on pa1:: c 20 of the Faculty Handbook nnd that the committee make 
recommendations concerning them. His motion was seconded and pass&d. 

The Chairman of the University Senate immediatoly referred this probl&m to 
th~ Committee on Faculty Personnel, 



10 - 57, PagE. 15 

INCOMPLETE GRADES✓ 

Dr. "illi.lcox raised for discussion ccrtcdn problems relative . to incomplete work in courses and the giving of 111 11 grad8s. He then moved that the appropriate committee consider the possibility of developing a resolution requesting the Office of Admissions and Records to notify instructors when 11 incompletes 11 have not been mado up so that instructors may follow through with appropriate action. 
His motion was seconded and passed. The Chairman of tho Senato immediately referred this problem to the Committee on Faculty Personnel. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The Univorsity Senate adjourned at 5:53 p.m. The next regular meeting will bo held on Monday, November 25, 1957, at 4:10 p.m. Material for the agenda should b0 in the Office of the Secretary by Friday, November 15. 

Gerald A. Porter, Secretary 



----


