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J JOURNAL OF THE UNIVERSITY GENA'l'E 

Fegular Session, January 30, 1J67 -- 4:10 p.n..o 
Student Union Building, Rocm 165 

•rhe University Senate, meetine; in regular session, was called to order by the chairman, Dro William H. Maehl, Jr. 

Present 

Andrews, Mildred M. 
Berenda, Carlton W. 
Bienfang, Ral:ph D. 
Bisho:p, L. Doyle 
Blick, Edward F. 
Braver, Gerald 
Brixey, John C • 
Canfield, Frank B. 
Collier, Robert E. 
David, Paul R. 
Duncan, J. Paul 
Elk::)Uri, Frank 
Everett, Mark R. 
Feaver, J. Clayton 
Feiler, Seymo'\J.r 
Goggans, Travis P. 
Gooch, Brison D. 
Goodman, George J. 

Present 

Hoy, Earry E • 
Huneke, Earold v. 
Levy, Gene 
Li ve.zey, "William E. 
Maehl, William H., Jr. 
Male, Roy R. 
Ohm, Robert E. 
Olson, Ralph E. 
Patnode, Robert "'. 
Peterson, Robert V. 
Flint, Colin A. 
Rice, Leslie H. 
Rohrbaugh, Lawrence r;. 
Suggs, Charles C. 
Sutherland, Stephen M. 
Terry, Richard Il.. 
·west, Kelly M. 
Williams, Lloyd P. 

APPROVAL OF THE MINUr:cs 

Absent 

Campbell, John M. 
Cross, George L. 
Hart, Frances 
Hengst, Herbert R. 
Howard, Robert A. 
Smith, William H. 
Tuma., Gerald 
White, Raymond R. 

The Journal of the University Senate for tee regular meeting held or. tfovember 28, 1966, was approved. 

ACTION BY PRESD)Ei~T cress 
Late En.'Y'ollments in Single Courses. -- Fresiclent Cross has indicated hi.,, app:roval of the reccc;n:,E:ndations passed. by the un-·versity Senate (see the ,Journal cf the Uni ve::.·sity Senu. te for October 31, 19~6, :par.es 1 and 2). 

EFFECTIVE DATE8 FOR PECQl.~118:NDATIOHS MADE BY TEF UlnVERSITY SEJITATE ~ 
· 1'-iemorandum from Vice President Mccarter 

December 9, l>H 

._,,.........,, I have a request, or perhaps a suggestlon, that the University Senate makt it a regular practice to include 9.n effectj_ve date, if possibJ.e, in each recommendation that it s-:nd.:, to President Cross. 
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Effective Dates for Recommendations Made by the University Senate ,-- conUnued 

I further suggest that, in considering the effective date, the Senate 
consider whether the recommendation involves a change in a bulletin and so 
cannot become justly effective until the next publication of the appropriate 
bulletin. 

These suggestions are prompted by the recommendation concerning "Incomplete 
Grades" (File No. 1965-66-11), which was passed by the University Senate on 
June 6, 1966, and approved by President Cross on July 2, 1966. The Graduate 
College has asked me for a ruling as to the date on which the new regulations 
thus recorrmended and approved become effective and whether they are to be 
applied retr~actively. 

In the absence of guidance in the language of the recorrJJ1endation, I have 
ruled that the revised regulations cannot be made mandatory until they are 
published in the appropriate bulletin (specifically, for graduate students, 
the Bulletin of the Graduate College) and that any student enrolled before 
they are thus published cannot be req_uired to comply with them (i.e., he may 
choose to follow the bulletin under which he first enrolled). I hope that 
this ruling represents the intention of the Senate, but I would have more 
confidence in it if I knew that the Senate, in framing the recoronendation, 
had included this problem in its deliberations. 

As a postscript, may I add that I was asked also to rule on whether the 
exception made in the sa.me recommendation for '' graduate research and research 
probleF£ courses" applies to seminars, and I have ruled that it does. If I 
am wrong, I hope the Senate will correct me. 

Senate Action 

The foregoing memorandum from Vice President Mccarter was noted by 
members of the University Senate. Several questions were raised about how the 
dates for recommendations might be set. No formal action was taken. 

EVALUATION OF TRANSCRIPTS 1 

... 

Re-port of the Senate Ccmoittee on University Organization, Budget and Publica'c-ions 

January 30, 1967 

On February 17, 1966, the Committee on University Organization, Budget 
and Fublications, after o. study of the evaluation of transcripts of transfer 
students, offered the follmn.ng resolution to the University Senate: 

Be it resolved by the University Senate that the President 1 s Office 
require of the Office of Admissions and Records an im.mediate resump
tion of its former service of furnishing complete written evaluations 
of all +.rans fer transcripts, including the present backlog. 

This motion was approved by the Senate. 
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Evaluation of Transcripts -- continued 

At the May 30 meeting of the University Senate President Cross's response 
to the Senate resolution of February 17 was read to the Senate: 

I understand the Dean Fellows has wo:::-ked out a 1)lan by which routine 
evaluatio1ls are made in the Dean I s Office and unusual evt..lti2,t1nns are 
made in the Office of Ad.missions and Records and that so far this plan 
seems to be working satisfactor:.i.ly. I thir1Jt this plan should be given 
time to prove itself, and for this reason I am delaying approval or 
disapproval of the University Senate's resolution. 

In the meeting on May 30, there was a brief discussion of the foregoing 
statement with several members of the Senate expresf:inc opinions to the effect 
that the present plan for evalua.t1.on of trnnscripts is not work:l.ng satisfactorily. 
Dr. Bishop then moved that the matter be referred again to the University Senate 
Committee on University OrC;anization, Budget and Publications for additional 
study in the Fall of 1966. His motion was seconded and passed. 

The Senate Sommittee on UniversHy Organization, Budcet and Publications 
has held three meetings discussing this problem. After investication of the 
alternate plan suggested by the Office of Admissi1'ns and Records, we find 
consensus that the plan is not working satisfactorily. The ccmm.i. ttee, therefore, 
recommends to the University Senate that the Senate again request the immediate 
resumption of the evaluation of transfer student transcriJJts by the Office of 
Admissions and Records. 

Recommendation For Seri.ate Actj_on 

The Committee recol.L1nends that the University Senate adopt the following 
r esolution and transmit it, toe;ether with this committee report, to the 
President's Office: 

Be it resolved by the Univercity Senate that the PreGident 1 s Office-
require of the Office of Admissions and Records an immediate resump
tion of its former service of furnishing complete written evaluations 
of all transfer transcripts, including the present backlog. 

Senate Committee on University Organization, 
Budget and Publications 

Mildred AndrcW:J 
Gerald Braver 
Frank Canfield 

Robert Collier 
W:Lll:Lam Livezey . 
Ray:nond W:1i te, Cha:i,rma.n 



Evaluation of Transcri~ts -- continued 

Dr. Braver, in the absence of the chairman of the Senate Committee on 

University Organization, Budget and Publications, presented the foregoing 

report and commented briefly on its development. He then moved that the 

report be approved by the Univerdty Senate, His motion was seconded and 
passed., 

PROCEDURES FOR NOMINATION OF DISTINGUISHED PROFESSORS K 
Report of the Senate Corrmittee on Faculty Personnel 

January 6, 1967 

The Senate Committee on Faculty Personnel recorr.mends to the University 
Senate re the Research Professorship the following: 

1. Title of the professorship, 

Because the tHle, Research Professor, is probably used at many institutions 

(as it was until recently at our own School of Medicine) as merely descriptive 

of the hold.er1 s primary or exclusive duties, and without any :particularly ··· 

honorific implication, we suggest that the :-professorships awarded for 11 dis
tinguir.hed contributions to knowledge" and presently called !!Research Pro
fessorships11 be designated instead as "Distinguished Research Professorships.'1 

2. Method of r-cmination. - ·------·-
Ncminat:i.on to a distinguished research p:rofessorship may be made to the Dea;n 
of the Graduate College by the executive committee of the nomineews depart

ment or may be initiated by the Dean of the Graduate College himself. 

3. Evaluatjon__<?_f the candidate . 

(a) ·- When a nomination has been made, the Dean of the Graduate College shall 
write to a number (five or six) of the department chairmen in the candidate's 
subject at other institutions to secure names of persons who are intimately ac
quainted with currect activity in the candidate~s field of specializo,tion; 
the chairmen who a.re solicited should be chosen by rea.son of the size or 
pres~ige, or both, of their departments. 

:; ... 

(b) When the Dean of the Graduate College has received the names of five 

persons at other institutions who are presumed to lJe CJ.ua.7.if~.ed to evaluate 
the candidate, he shall request each of them to state ap}?roxi."Ilatel y where he 

would place the candidate (e,g., in the top 10~1a, 20'1/o, 30%, etc.,) among those 
who are actively engaged in research and pv.:ilication in the candidate's area 

of specialization. 

4. Recommendation of the candidate. 

If as many as four of the five persons selected to evaluate the candidate 
regard him as being among the top 201/o* of those actively working in his field, 

the Dean afte1· obtaining the advice of the Graduate Council shall recommend 
to the President that he be appointed a Distinguished Research Professor. 
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Procedures for N:imination of Distinr;uished Professors -- continued --- . - ·· ·-
If three, but not four, of the evaluators place the candidate among the top 
(2c:f/o), he shall not be recommended for the appointment, but his nomination 
shall be reactivated in the ensuing year, and his name submitted to another 
set of five evaluators selected as prescribed above ( 3 a), but through 
solid.tati'.:m of Department Chairmen other than those approached. in the first 
year. 

~-The figure of 20% is, of cotll'se, both arbitrary and provisional (although it 
seems a priori a plausible one); the actual cut-off percentile should doubtless 
be decided upon by the Graduate Dean after consultation with the Graduate Council 
and the Office of the President. 

Senate Act:i.on 

Senate Con:mittee on Facult:,r Personnel 

William H. Smith 
Richard A. Terry 
Mark R. Everett 

Paul R. David 
Roy R. Male 
Ralph D. Bienfang, Chc'l. 

Dr. Bienfang presented the foreg0ing reyort. He indicated that it was only 
the first of perha.ps several reports in tha.t it deals with just one type of 
distinguished professorship -- "Distinguished Research Professorships". He moved. 
that the report be adopted by the University Senate4 His rrotion was seconded. 

Following a brief discussion, Dr. Flint made a substitute motion that the 
report of the Senate Committee on Faculty Personnel be tabled until the next 
meeting of the University Senate. His motion was seconded and passed. 

PRICES OF TEXTBOOKS p( 

Expl__apatory Comment 

On November 28, 1966, Dr. Berenda raised frcm the floor of the University 
Senate certain matters relating to the cost of textbooks and the collection of 
the one-cent sales tax on items sold in the Univernity Bo0kstore. He did this 
because a num0er of students had requested that the University Senate take these 
matters under consideration and express a point of view to the Student Senate. 
The matter was referred to the Senate Cco:roittec on Student and Public Relations. 

Repo:.".'t of the Senate Com11ittee on Stu.3-.£r£L_£nd Public Rel3.+,ions 

Januc.ry 4, 1967 

The Senate Corunittee en Student and :?ublic Relations has considered the 
question of campus bock store practices referred to it by the Univers ity Senate. 
•rhis concerns the charge that the three bockstores in question are practicing 
price collusion,. 
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Prices on Textbooks -- continued 

It is our conclusion that this is a matter with legal, and maybe, admin-_ 
ist:cative implicatioas but is not a pro:per matter for a policy group such as the 
University Senate. We therefore recommend that the University Senate take no 
action on this matter and so inform those who brought it to our attention, stating 
the reasons. 

Senate Committee on Student and Public Relations 

George J. Goodman 
Kelly M. West 
John c. Brixey 

Gerald Tuma 
i. Clayton Feaver 
John M. Campbell, Chairman 

Senate Action 

The foregoing report was presented by Dro Feaver. He moved approval of the 
recommendation -that the University Senate take no action with regard to prices 
of textbooks. His motion was seconded and passed. 

FACULTY B.ANDBOOK ~ 
The Chairman of the University Senate orally repo:rted on the results of the 

su:rveythat has been made relative tci the neecl for :rev::.sion of ,the Fa~ulty 
Ha.r,a_-Jook. (Refer to the Journal of the University Senate for November 28 , 1966, 
pac'eT.1 

Dr. Du,-ican moved that the Senate Committee on F2.culty Personnel be charged 

with respc:1:.d'bil:i:cy fer studying ell of tne mate::ial _pertain:.ng to faculty 
term.:."e whi:1,:1 ?10,c come in as a result of the s1.u•vey o H:Ls motion was seconded 
and passed.. 

Dr .. Plint rr.oved that the results of the survey be submitted to the Office 
of the President. His motion was seconded and passed. 

ENGLISH "J11 EXAMIITA·TION '1 
Stt,i_dent Senate Resob.tion -- 3enate Bill No,,: Fall-39-66 

Whereas: 

Whereas: 

Whereas: 

Whereas: 

A Resolution to Abolich the English "J" Exam 

It is qu.,:: t-: 1~-l_cnc,½:l.e whether the English "J" exam ii a valid test of 
EnG1l sl'.L ·_:/fG~.':i c:i.f:11~y ; &..nd 

It j s 2 l ~;c; qu.e,-,;+ ionabJ.e whether t11e rEm,:;diri.l cou:cse in Eng:.ish 5 
is e..s ef/e-;-c:i.ve in correcting the Enc;li,sh difficu.ltfos of jc.niors 
and senfr·1· s as a similar course migb.t be b. C'.)rrecting the mistakes 
of f're&iT'.icl1; a;:,.tl 

The:re is rt pr-er-e.1t no remecl.ial English co11rsr; for those f:resJ:i..men 
":ho are not qu2.,_"'._ified to a.o the class wark requl:red in English 21; and 

'I'hese students are given no remedial aid to correct the incorrect 
practices with which they came to college until they have attained 
the s~atus of juniors and seniors; 



Ene:lish "J 11 
Exami.naticn -- c0ntinu.ed ---·- ___ ,.. ___ _ 

BE I'.11 THEREFORE RESOLVED by the Student Ser.ate of the University of Oklahorr.a: 

'focti'.)n J.: 'lhat the Enc;lich 1:J'' exo.m -oe abolished. 

Section '2: That ceTtain of the freshmen English secti:::ins be de3ignatcd as 11
remed.ial sections" fellowing the general format of the present 

English 5 course and offering no credit. 

Section 3: That 3tudents be assigned to the re:nedial section::; on the casis 
of their score on the A.C.T. test and other consideration ' and that no student enrolled in a non-credit remedial section be allowed to take English 21 or 22 for credit until he has completed the remedial c:::mrse material to the satisfaction of the department. 

Section 4: That copies of this resolution be sent to the Board cf Regents, 
Dr. Elconin of the English Department, the Faculty Senate e.nd the Student House of Representatives. 

Author of the Bill: Ralph Doty 
Submittec on Aotion by: Ralph Doty 
~vlotion Seconded by: Ron Ferguson 

.l\ction by the Student 8enate: Passed 26-1-0 
Date: December 1, 1$66 

Senate Action 

The c:1airnan of the University Senate read a letter from Mr. Paul H. Peterson, President of the Stud.ent Senate, in which he urged that the University Senate take action or:. the Student Senat e I{es-:ilution presented above. 

Dr. Bisho}) 1:1.oved that the D'.'atter be referred to the Senate Cc::imi ttee on Courses and C':J.rricula for study and a report. His motion was seconded and passed. 

NOMINATIONS FOR BUDGET '.;Gll::JCIL 

E4J,anatcr:v Co1anent 

On January 16, l '.:,'67, Vice Presi.clent McCart8r requested that the University 3~nate subw.it nominn.ti·:ms from which Presi ::.ent c1~0::;3 might select a rc")rs:::in to re:place Dr. -· Rufus G. Ha11 as a member of the -Cni\;ersi ty Budg,:;t Council. Dr. Ea11 is currectly on leave frcm the University. 

3er...ate Action 

Dr. Levy presenteJ. a re;:port froi:1 the Senate Cc:.::mittec on Ccmmittees with the following nominations for the unexpired +,cr'TI of Dr. Hall -- February 1S67 to June 1968. 

Seyrrour Feiler ••••• 
E'.)bert ~. L. Richurdson 

• • 
• • 

• • • • i<odern Languages 
• • , • Le.w 

Blanche f3crrmers • • • • • • • • •• Fho.rmacy 

Dr. Levy moved app:-ov::i.l of the ncminati'.)ns. His motion was seconded and passed by the University Senate. 



,J'I'UllY r_r:HE Fli'TURE 0F THE :JNIVERSITY ~ 

Lxnlana~ory Corrment 

The Chairman of the University Senate raised frcm the floor of the Senate 

certain questions relative to how the University Senate functions and matters that 

might well be of concern to the group. 

Senate Action 

Following a brief discussion, Dr. Bishop moved that an ad hoc conriittee be 

appointed to draw 1.xp an agenda for a special meeting of the University Senate at 

which time consideration might be given to the feasibility of a study of the 

future of the University and any other pertinent :matters that should be the 

concern of the University Senate. His motion was seconded and passed. 

ENROLLMENT PROCEDURES v( 

Explanatory Corall!-~nt 

Dr. Suggs-raised from the floor of the University Senate questions that 

related to pre-enrollment and regular enrollment procedures as they operated 

with regard to the enrollment for the second semester of 1966-67. Other 

senators commented and raised further questions. 

Senate Action 

Dr. Male moved that the University Senate urge the University Committee on 

Enrollment to review the procedures for the enrollment of students because the 

procedures for the second semester, 1966-67, were not good. His motion was 

seconded and ~assed. 

ADJOURI%1ENT 

The University Senate adj:mrned at 5 :25 :p.m. The next regular session will 

be held on Mondcy, February 27, 1967. Materials for the Agenda should be in th€ 

Office of the Secretary by Monday, February 13. 

Gerald A. Porter, Secretsry 


