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JOURLAL OF THE UNIVERSITY SENATE . "

Regular Session, October 27, 1958, L: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 Present Absent
Almquist, C, T, - Howard, Rohert i, Brinker, Paul A,
Hoy, Harry L, Colmore, John P,

“Artman, Jim P,

" Bandy, William R, - Keovn, William H, ~Cross, George L,
~ Bell, Robert E, Larsen, Earl G, ~livezey, William E,
- Brixey, John C, Morris, John W, - Love, Tom J,
~ Bowen, Willis H, « Mouck, Fred A = Petcerson, Robert V,
“Cass, Carl B, ~ Pool, Richard B, ~ Raines, John M,
“Coffman, Stanley K, - Poston, Lawrence Sey Jrg - Steanson, Edith
Crites, Dennis M, *Rice, Leslie H,
vCOroft, Albert J, Roller, Duane H. D,
- Elconin, Victor ¥ Rupiper, Omer
-~ Ewing, Cortez i, M, ~Schultz, E, J,
-Ezell, John S, -~ Smith, William H,
“Fell, Ruth ~ Sommers, E, Blanche
- Fite, Gilbert C, - Tongue, William R,
Hale, John M, Upchurch, Vernon
“Hall, Rufus G,, Jr, ¥ Warren, Mary A,
~Heilman, Arthur ~Wilcox, Stewart

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES

The Journal of the University Senate for the regular meeting held on
September 29, 1958, was approved,

[PPOINTMENTS TO UNIVERSITY COMMITTLES
From nominations made by the University Senate on September 26, President
Cross recently made the following appointmentss

Budget Council -- Victor Elconin, Tnglish
Council on Instruction -—- William R, Bandy, Law

Council on Planning and Development -- Joseph Lec Rodgers, Institute of
Community Development

Committce on Libraries -- George Frascer, Law
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SINATE COMMITTELS ORGLNIZLD

Organizational mcetings for University Scnate committces have been held
with the following people sclected to scrve as chairmen:

Carl B. Cass -~ Committee on Studont and Public Rclations

Stanlcy K. Coffman, Jre =- Committee on Courscs and Curricula

John S. Lzell -- Committec on Teaching and Rescarch

Leslic He Rice -- Committce on Faculty Pcrsonncl

John C. Brixcy -- Committce on lLcademic Standards

Demnis M, Crites -- Committec on Organization, Budget, and Publications

SIN,LTOR ELECTED

Profcssor Ldith Stcanson was recently clected to serve in the University
Senate as a represcntative of the College of Lducation. She will scrve this year
to complcte the torm of Dr. Lrnest Ce. Plath, 1956-59. Dr. Plath resigncd from
the University to accopt a position at the University of North Dakotae

RE-EV..LUATION OF PHYSIC.L £ZDUC.LTION WITH REFZRENCE TO ITS L
COMPULSORY N.TURI: ;ND CONSIDIR.TION OF .. NON-COMPULSORY \1
ROTC PROGR.M FOR THE UNIVERSITY OF OKL..HOMA

Explanatory Comment

CNJVVV“TLXP .

ol During the latter months of the school yecar, 1957-58, the Committce on

~ W reatemire—Stenderds studicd at length the problems involved in crcdit for ROTC

K\Eff courses and the compulsory naturc of ROTC and Physical Iducation. At the
May, 1958, mccting of the University Senate, the matter of credit in ROTC was
considercd and action was rccommendcd by the Scnatce A4t the samc time, the
compulsory naturc of ROTC and Physical Lducation was considcred but action was

postponeds " i t
Fpainrre cad e, L
Early in Octobcr of this year, the Committee on keedemie Standards b,

rcquested that the University Scnatc egain consider its roport rclative to
compulsory ROIC and Physical Iducatione This is the rcport that was submitted
by the Committce in May, 1958,

X yl‘QAA/ LL;4; Lo
Report of the Committic on %@ﬁéﬁ’ég ”L(

Various altcrnative proposals rclative to ROTC and Physical Dducation
were considercd in detail by the Committoc on &eaé@mic:ﬁtaﬁ&ar&s-and arc listed

belows QSkMJwLLd od Cevreesde.

1. That four scmesters of ROIC or four scmestors of Physical Education
be required of all studontse.

This proposal would kecp the rcquircments the samc as thcy arc now
cxcopt that men students would have the option of sclecting cither
ROTC or Physical Education to fulfill the roquircment.
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Re~Evalﬁation of Physical Education With Referonce to Its Compulsory Néfd;é and

Considcration of 4 Non-Compulsory ROTC Program for thc University of Oklahoma —w

continucd

24

3e

L

The Committce dismisscd this proposal when it became apparcnt that
neither Physical Education for Men nor the Men's and Women's
Departments combined could absorb the increased cnrollment which
might be expected should the above option be permitted,

That two scmesters of ROTC or two semestors of Physical Education be
required of all students,

This proposal had thc advantage of encouraging men students to enroll
in the ROIC programs and it had the further adventagec of possibly
reducing onrollment in the Physical Iducation dopartments where
badly crowded conditions and heavy-tcaching loads prevail,

The Committce dismissed this proposal when it was affirmed that,
within the framework of the present contracts, the University must
require two ycars of basic training, ‘

That the ROTC and Physical Lducation requircments romain as they are
now statecds

There was divided opinion within the Committee on this proposals
some members foeeling that the cxperience provided in ROTC and Physical
Education courscs is sufficicntly valuable to Justify continuation

Physical Lducation should be available on en clective basis but

should not be a compulsory part of the cducational expericnce at
the college level,

When this proposal was put to a vote in committee, there were
three votes for and four against the proposal.

That both Physical Educetion and ROTC be placed on a voluntary or
clecctive basis,

Somc of the members of the Committce were opposcd to this proposal
for the samc rcasons the Samc mcmbers were in favor of proposal 3,
The other members of the Cormittee were in favor of this proposal
for the same rcesons they were in opposition to proposal 3 and, in
addition, they folt the University is precsently unable or unwilling
to underwrite the Physical Education programs cither in matters of
cxpansion of staff or physical facilities,

When this proposal was put to a vote in committce, therc were four
members for and three members against the adoption of the proposal,
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Re~Evaluation of Physical Dducation With Reference to Its Compulsory Nature and

Consideration of a Non=Compulsory ROTC Program for the University of Oklahoma ==

‘continued
Recommendations

(a) Four members of the Committee recommend that, as of the beginning
of the 1959-60 school year, both ROIC and Physical Education for
men and women bc placed on an elective basis and that the proper
University authorities be instructed to renegotiate contracts
with the Department of the Army, and the United States Air
Force to stipulatc the elective optione
This recommendation constitutes a majority reporte

(b) Three members of the committee recommend that ROTC and Physical

Education requirements remain as thcy are now stated in the
official publications of the University.

This recommendation constitutes a minority rcporte
Respectfully submitted, '
runero ¥Q»Cuu\n&¢“1;&
Committec on iii: PdS ’

Stanlecy Coffman L. Je Schultz

Rufus Hall D. B. Turkington
Fred Ae Mouck Harrict Harvcy, Chre
Donnel Owings

Student Secnate Resolution

Senate Bill No, 1958-S-2L

Title: A Supplementary Resolution Recormending the Elimination of

Whereas:?

Whereas:

Resolved,

Compulsory ROTC at the University of Oklahoma

The Student Scnate passed in the Spring of 1957, "A Resolution
Recommending that the University Senate Consider a Non=-
Compulsory ROTC Program for the University of Oklahoma" under
Senate Bill 1957-S~903 and

The Faculty Scnate is presently considering this matter;
therefore, be it

That the Student Scnate wishes to cxpress its continued support
favoring the climination of compulsory ROTC at the University
of Oklahomae

Submitted on motion by Allan Saxc

Motion seconded by Jared Hazlecton

Passed the 16th day of October 1958
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Re-Ivaluation of Physical Education With Reforcnce to Its Compulsory Naturc and

Consideration of a Non~Compulsory ROTC Program for the University of Oklahoma --
continucd '

Senate Action

Dr. Coffman, current chairman of the Committce on A i
commented relative to the report of that committce, He pointed up the fact that
the report, as devcloped in May, 1958, was actually being re-submitted, He
moved that the majority report of his committee be approved by the Senate to
the effects

ot o (fwb),ﬂw_(iw
reademic—Standards,

That, as of the biginning of the 1959-60 school year, both ROTC and
Physical Education for men and women be placed on an clective basis

and that the propor University authoritics be instructed to rcnegotiate
contracts with the Department of the Lrmy, and the United States fir
Force, to stipulatec the elective optiona

His motion was seconded, Dr. Hall then rcad the rcsolution from the
Student Senatce Considcrable discussion followede

Professor Bandy offercd an amendment to the forcgoing motion to the effect:

That, if the proposal be approved by President Cross and the University
Regents, the University Scnate cxpress its strong rccommendetion that
Physical Education is educationally desirablc, and that compulsory
Physical Education for both men and women bc restored as soon as physical
facilities and staff can be obtaincd,

His motion was sccondeds, The Chairman of the Senate ruled that, becausc
of the nature of the amendment, the original motion be considered and voted
upon first,

Dr. Tonguc then moved that the two parts of thc motion, ROTC and Physical
Education, be voted on scparately. His motion was seconded and passede

In the voting, approval was cxpressed for ROTC being on an elective
basiss In the sccond ballot, similar approval was expressed for Physical
Education on an clective basise

Professor Bandy then moved that, if none-compulsory ROTC and Physical
Iducation is approved by the Regents, the Scnate go on record as favoring a
return to compulsory Physicel Fducation for both men and women as soon as
facilitics and steff make it possibles His motion was sccondede

Dre Crites offcred a substitute motion that the matter involved in Professor
Bandy's motion be referred to a committec for further study, His motion was
seconded,

Dre. Morris moved that the motions beforc the Senate be tabled until
such time as a report from the President's Office rclative to the recommendation
of the Scnate is recccived. This motion was scconded and passede
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STUDENT CHELTING ON TESTS AND EX/MINLTIONS ‘>(’

Ekplanatory Comment

This problem was considerced at the May, 1958, mceting of the University
Scnatce Action was deforrced until the current school ycars

The Committee on Student and Public Relations, as currcntly constituted,
requested that the rcport of the committce as of May, 1958, be re-submitted
for considecration a sccond time.

Report of the Committec on Student and Public Relations

May 26, 1958

Lt the September, 1957 mecting of the University Senate, a letter from thc Ixecu=
tive Committcc of the College of Business idministretion, pertaining to studcent
chcating, was rcad and discusscds The problcm was roforred to this committces

Lfter considerablc discussion of the problem the committee concludeds

1. The method of teaching varics, almost with cach department, and the cheating
problem is almost equally variable,

2, Inforcecment of rules pertaining to chcating is the responsibility of each in-
structor within cach department according to the particular methods and problcms
of that department.

3, No workable specific set of rules can be established thet will apply throughout
the University.

i The RULES CONCERNING THE HANDLING OF C.SES OF CHE.TING, rccommcnded by the
Faculty Scnate in Fcbruary, 1948 arc adcquatc as a sct of gencral rules govern-
ing the dispensation of cascs of cheating after the cheeting has occurrcd, but
arc of little valuc in discouraging chcatinge

5, Genoral recommendations can be made which, if. followed, should be uscful in
discouraging checating on cxaminationss

L. quostionnairc was prepared end sont to the chairmen of all teaching dcpartments
of the Universitye It asked five questions:

1. Do the members of your department focl that chcating on cxaminetions is a
scrious problem to your depertment?

2. Do members of your department give the samc cxemination from scmester to scmester?

3, To your knowlecdge have copics of cxeminetions cver gotten into the students
hands beforc the cxem was given? Whet do you do to safcguerd against this?

iy What methods arc used in your department to discourage chcating?
5. Do you think an honor systcm whereby the students would include the following

signed statcment on their cxemination papers, "I have neither given nor
reccived aid on tiis cxamination, " would be helpful?
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Student Cheating on Tcsts and wXaminations -- continucd

L tabulation of answers to questions 1, 2, 3, and 5 follows: fp

Quiéstion Number Yes No
“ Ly L L8 '
26 8 M-l ‘ A ,‘
3e 11 33 ok /
5e 13 39 b RE

The following methods were listed in answer to question U j i

Carcful proctoring,

Give "ossay typd" cxams

Emphasize conscquences of cheating, -
Levy severce penaltics when cheating is discovered, SRURE
Secat students apart and pess out two scts of quizzcs altcrnatcely,
Give open book CXamS, :
Rercly give objeetive CXams. X
Lttempt to be certain cxam covers what hes been prescntod and.--assigned,:
Teke great carc with preperation and sccurity of tests and ditto mastors
Be cortain desks and teble tops arc clcared during tests, '
Usc honor system in advanced clessos, '

Do not repcat cxems from samester to sémestors

Lt

fdditional suggestions of ways of discouraging cheating that were made wercs

Get Student Scnate to Sponsor a rcal honor systcm, ,
Eech department should be swarc that cheating can and probebly docs BeeuT;
end should makc scricus, collcetive cffort to provent it,
Facilitics for incincretion should bc provided and used to Cestroy ditto
masters, :
Concentrate on the devclopment of broper attitudc,
ake old cxems available to students,

Lnother questionnairc was sent to the Student Scnetce Their roply is as ﬁellows:

Whercas: The faculty Committec on Student and Public Releations has posod’thc

following questions to the Student Scnate:

le In what porcuntege of courscs docs cheating occur?

2« Are "eold copics" of tests ofteon available?

3¢ ALrc satisfactory mcasurcs tokon to discourage cheating in your classes?

Lo What cncoursges cheating?

5« What mothods do you suggest be uscd to discourege cheating?

6. Do you think an honor systcem whorcby the students would include the
following signed statecment on their cxaminetion papcrs, "I have
neither given nor received oid on this cxaminetion," would be help=~
ful?s thercfore teit
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Student Cheating on Tests and Examinations -- continued

Resolved, That the following answers be adopted by the Student Senate as its offi-
cial reply to the Faculty Committee on Student and Public Relations:
1. In almost all courses where opportunities for cheating arise, some
cheating will occure
2, "Cold Copies," i.ee, duplicate copies of the examination paper, are
available in a large percentage of courses and are made available by
at least three methods:
a, Careless duplicating practices.
b. The same quiz being used in two or more sections of the same
courses
ce Back copies of the same quiz being used on successive yearsSe
3, Satisfactory methods of preventing cheating are not taken in the
majority of the classes,
e Several factors contribute toward cheating. They include, inter alias
a. A lack of proper supervision by the instructor or monitor during
the quize
be The fact that in courses where the grading is on a curve, these
students normally honest are forced to cheat if some of the
students are cheating in order to "survive."
ce A lack of proper indoctrination to new students as to penalties
which may be imposed on these found cheatinge
de A lack of a standard penalty code, uniform in all colleges and
coursese
ce A lack of student social pressure against cheating practices.
5, Methods which would tend to discourage cheating include the
following recommendations:
ae All departments should have quizzes printed in a central dupli=-
cating office where adequate security measures before, during,
and after printing may be employeds
be Instructors should use different objective-type questions, and
reworded essay type questions on cach set of quizzese
ce Instructors should perform closer monitoring of the classroom
during the quiz, with students as widely scparted as practicables
de A1l quiz "blue books" should be asscmbled and shuffled, and then
redistributed just prior to the taking of the quize
es The section on cheating penaltics in the STUDENT REGULATIONS
BOOKLET page 9 should be more widely publicized and more
strictly cnforceds
6, A signed statcment at the end of each quiz to the effect that aid
was neither given nor received during the examination would not be
an effective counter measurc to chcating, Most students who would
cheat would sign such a statement, and many non-cheating students
would refuse to sign as a matter of "principle." Thus such a
statement would be ncither an cffective preventative mcasure nor
a successful means of exposing thosc who cheate
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Student Cheating on Tests and Lxaminations -~ continued

Recommendations:

Whether or not it occurs, cheating is a sorious problem if the student body
is convinced that it is prcvalent, The frequency of chcating is probably grcater
then most instructors realize, and it should bo discouraged in cvery feasible way,
This should, by 211 mcans, include an attempt to develop student social pressure
against cheating; this could cventually result in the acceptance of a University-
wide honor system,

The following methods of discouraging cheating arc suggcsted:

1. The instructor should try to develop an attitude on the part of the
students and himsclf that will not encourage cheating,

2e The rules concorning hendling of cascs of cheating, adopted by the Univer-
sity Senate, Fcbruary, 1948, shculd be strictly and rigidly cenforced in
Such a way that penaltics arc uniform in 211 colleges and courscs,

3¢ The section on cheating penaltics prihtod in the STUDENT REGULLTIONS BOOK~
LiT (page 9) should be more widely publicized and more strictly cnforced,

L. Examinations should not be rcpeated from semestor to scmester without
revision, and the usc of the same cxemination in two or morc scctions of
the same course should be discouragaode

‘be- Tho grcatest sccurity precautions should be taken in the Preparation and
storage of examinations, including a1l rough copics end ditto masters,

6. The incincrator in the Union Building, available to the faculty, should be
used for the destruction of ditto masters, rough copics, ctce not meant
to fall into studont hands,

Te "Best" locks should be installed on all office doors, and grecat care
should be taken in the issuance and rccall of keys,

8, Ixaminations should be adequately proctored,

Je Subjective examinations should be given in place of objective oncs when-
ever feasible,

Committce on Student and Public Rclations

Carl B, Cass William H, Smith
Ruth Fell - Mary Warrcn
William McGrow Carl D, Riggs, Chairman

Richard Pool

Senate Lction

Dr, Cess, the current chairman of the Committee on Student and Public
Relations, commented concerning the re-submission of tho report of May, 1958, He
roved that the recommendations in the forcgoing report be approved by the Scnate
and conveyed to President Crosss His motion was sceconced ond passcd,
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PLCULTY PARKING /

Lottor from Williem R, Bandy October 3, 1958

Dr, Rufus Hell, Cheirman
University Senate

Dear Dr, Halls

In the past fow days I have reccived scverel complaints from members of the faculty.
concerning faculty parking, with the request that the Faculty Scnate study the
problem and take appropriate actione

The complaints have been of the following natures

1, Parking regulations have not bcen published, end faculty members are
uncertain as to the arcas in which faculty perking is pcrmissible, and the manmner
in which vehicles must be parked, I am informcd that some regulations have been
published in the Oklahoma Deily, but faculty members often do not rcad the Daily
carefully, and rcly upon mcre dircet notice through the Faculty ExchangcCe

2, That many unauthorized vohicles are permitted in faculty lotss A few days
ago one of my colleagucs spent over an hour looking for a slot in the faculty lots,
and during his scarch hc spotted many vehicles without faculty stickorse

3, That the Safety Department is ot times unrcasonable. AL short time ago a
faculty member rcported to me that he was tickcoted for the violating of an alleged
regulation of which he had not knowlecdge, and which, under the circumstances, he
could not have satisficd. The alleged violation was parking at an improper angle,
when in fact he used the lest available space in the lot, end parked in the only
manncr possiblc considering the location of thc other vchiclese

It is my opinion that our overly busy faculty shculd not be harasscd with petty
parking problems, particularly when no offort has been made to notify the faculty of
the currcent parking regulations. Thercfore, I request that this problcm be
submitted to the appropriate committec for study and rccommendationse

Very truly yours,

William R. Bandy
Professor of Law

WRB/ jam

Scnete Letion

Dr. Poston moved thet the preblem of faculty parking, as outlined above,
be referred to the appropriete committee of the University Scnatc. His motion
was scconded and passeds

The matbter was immediately referred, by the Chairman of the Scnate, to
the Cormmittee on Faculty Persormcls ‘
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NOMIN.TIONS FOR UNIVERSITY COMIITTEE ON LIBRARIES

Ixplanatory Comment

President Cross recently requested that the University Senste submit the
names of two persons, one of whom will be appointed to replace Dr, Kester
Svendsen who has resigned from the Committee on Libraries,

Senate /iction

Dr, Heilmen, Chairman of the Committee on Committees, indicated that his
committee had reached the conclusion that the people nominated should be:

Phillip J, Nolan -~ Classics
Robert M, St, John -- Physics

The University Senate approved of these nominations,

REPORTS FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNIVERSITY ,////

Dr, Fite raised for consideration by the University Senate the question
of ways and means by which President Cross might more frequently make reports
to the General Faculty similar to that which he made on October 16, On that
date President Cross reported in a General Faculty Meeting relative to "The
State of the University "

Dr. Fite moved thot the possibility of more frequent reports be considered
by the Senate, His motion was seconded and passed.

This matter was referred to the Committee on University Organization,
Budget, and Publications which is already working on the general problem of
"liason with President Crosse!

LDJOURNMENT
The University Senate adjourned at 5:20 p, ms The next regular meeting

will be held on Monday, November'?@, 1958, at L:10 p.om. Material for the ligenda,
should be in the Office of the i?cretary by Wednesday, November 19,

24
A7 Gerald A, Porter, Secretary
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