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APPROVAL OF :'.•II .IU'I"ES 

The Senate Journa l for March 15, 1982 , was approved with the follow ~ 
additional item on page 2: 

APPROVAL OI' MJ:'JUTES 

The Senate Journal for the regular session on February 8, 1982 , 
was approved with tte folloocing correction on page 2 (approval 
of minutes) : February 8 , 1982 , should read January 18 , 1982. 

ACTIONS TAKEN BY PRESIDENT WILLI.l\.i'-1 S . BANOWSKY 

(1) Proposed University retirei?e:!1t plan: ~res ident ~~no':"s~~ ac~n~w­
l edged r e ceipt of the pertinent Senate action of April 1 2 ¼~th ~he 
following comments addressed to the Senate Secretary on April 19 , 

19 82 : 

f =ont· s concerninq the proposed 
1I Thank you or your COIP .. w~. - -

· · t t· t pl~n T am receiving comments Universi_y re·iremen _ a. -

from the various campus groups a nd will make a fi n al 
recommendation to the Board of Regents a.fte:::::- the remarks 
of each group are received and evaluated . " 

(Please see page 4 of the Senate Journ al fo r April 1 2, 1982 . ) 

(2 ) Proposed rev i sions - Faculty Appeals Board procedures : In his 
memorandum of April 19 to the Senate Secretary , President Banowsky 
made the following comments concerning the Senate recommendation of 
April 1 2 regarding proposed revisions of the F~culty Appeals Board 
procedures : 

., I have received the proposed revisions of the Fac­
u lty App~~ls Board procedures that have been suggested 
by an ad hoc Con~ittee appointed by the Faculty Senat e. 
Aft er an appropri ate revie-:,•.; , we will respond to these 
p r oposals . " · - · -

(Ple ase see page 15- 21 of the Senate Journal for April 12, 1982 . ) 

( 3) f ac_ul ty r eception f ol lowing General Faculty :-nee ting, Apri 1 8 : 
President Banowsky acknowledged receipt of Senate reaction to the 
s oc i al following the spring ~eeti ng of the General Faculty on April 8 

I with the followinq remarks addressed to the Senate Secretary on 
Apri l 16: -

"I arn pleased that you have received roany favorable 
com:rn.ents concerning the faculty awards reception . I am 
hopeful that we wil l be able to have this reception each 
spring. I believe tha t i t added a fi ne touch to the 
final Genera l Faculty function of the semes t er . " 

(Please see p aae 32 of the Senate Journal for April 12 , 19 82 . 
Please also- see item iIT'.rr•ediately following . ) 
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ACTION TAKEN BY SEl-JA'l'E SECRETARY: ~essaqe of ap_2Ieciati_on , 
President's reception , 

./""\ Gene ral Facul t y meeting on J.>.pri1 8 . 

On April 13 , 1982 , the Senate Secret ary fo r warded the following message 
of Senate appreciation to Pr esident William S . Banowsky regar ding 
the reception that he had hosted following the General Faculty meeting 
on April 8: 

"At t he Faculty Senate me eting on Apri l 1.2, many favor ­
able and laudatory comments were ~ade about t he r ecept ion 
h o sted by you , President Banowsky , fo llowing the Apri l 8 
meeting of the General Faculty on t h i s campus. 

"The consensus of the Senate was that this precedent­
setting social func tion wa s a ~ost appropr i a t e opportunity 
to h o n or recipients of various faculty awards a n d hono rs 
and , at the same time, allow Norman campus faculty to e xperi­
e nce c ol l egiality and fellowship. The large turnout certainly 
a ttests to the favorable reaction of the faculty . The faculty 
would like to see this event become an a nnual f uncti on. 

We appreciate ve r y much your rnakir:g the affair possible 
by provi ding the f ood , refr eshments, and mus ic. " 

(Please see item immediatel y preceding . ) 

REP0RT OF SENATE SECRETARY : Spring meet ing , Oklahoma Conference 
• · Of Faculty Organization s . 

Dr . Anthony S. Li s, Senate Secretary, r e presented the Norman campus 
Senate at the spring meeting of the Oklahoma Conference of Faculty 
Organ i zat i ons on Friday , April 16, at Oscar Rose Junior College , Midwest 
Ci ty . Because of schedule c onflicts , the Senate Ch a i r and t he Senate 
Chair - elect were unable to attend the mee t ing . 

Thirty-seven faculty member s represent ed seventeen priv ate and public 
institutions of h igher education throughout Oklahoma. 

The morning s ess ion f e atured the following panel on the sub j ect of 
· " How Faculty Organizations Can Influe nce Quality Educat i on": 

Dr . Joe Leone , Chancelor , State Regents f or Hi gher Ed ucation 
Dr . Leon Hibbs , President, Southeastern State Univers i t y , Durant 
Dr. Anthony S. Lis , Secretary , Faculty Senate , (Norman campus) 

FINAL REPORT : Senate Con@ittee on 
Internat ional Dimension of University 

Background .information : La st fall , several Senate ad hoc Corami ttees 
were appointed to prepare in- depth reports on areas of faculty concern 
for subse quent inclusion in the 1982 Faculty Position Paper. One such 

- are a was the internationaJ dimension of the University of Ok l ahoma . 
(Please see page 4 of the Sen ate Journal for October 19 , 1 981 . ) 

Copies of the final repor t were distributed to Sen ate memb e rs i n 
advance of this meeting . 
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Senate action : In formally p resenting the report for Senate corisider­
ation and action , Professor ~idney Brown, Committee Chair, ce.}led the 
document '' an honest but not a l to<:_~e ther flatteri::1g report of t he Uni v e · -
si ty." In his view, the in-house report was rr.eant for perusaJ. b y · prii.. ,r­
i l y individuals inside the University. "We are giving some f n~e 
a dvice to the administration." 

Professor Brown next introduced the following members of the Comnuttee 
present at this session: 

Jidlaph Kamoche Director, African and Afro·-i'>cmerican Studies 
William Meyers Latin American Studies Cor.'ffiittee 
S. R . Gollahalli (AMNE) 
Yusi£ El- Ibiary (~lectrical Engineering} 
William Huseman (Modern Languag·es) 

After calling attention to some of the committee's recommendations , 
Professor Brown moved acceptance of the report. Following a short 
discussion of this question, the Senate approved, ~ithout dissent, 
t he report that is reproduced in full on pages 7-..12 of thi•s Journal. 

FINAL REPOR'l': Senate Committee , General Education 

Background information: At the Norman campus General Faculty meeting 
on April 19, 1981, Regent President Dee A. Replogle, Jr., urged that 
the general education requirements at the University of Oklahoma be 
investigated . 

P r ovost J. R. Morris appointed the following Administrative Advisory 
Committee during the summer of 1981 to study procedures for i mple­
menting general education requi rements : 

Provost J. R. Morris, Chair 
Associate Provost Joseph Ray 
Dean James Burwell, College of Arts and Sciences 
Dean Martin Jischke, College of Engineering 
Dean Jerome Weber, University College 
Professor Greg Kunesh, Senate Chair, 1980-81 
Professor Gary Thompson , Senate Chair, 1981-82 

The final report of the Committee, which was presented to the Univer­
sity Regents on September 16 , 1981, recommended that the Faculty Senate 
(No rman campus) appoint a-committee to work with the Administrative 
Advisory Co~ni~tee in exploring some o f the questions raised ~once r n ing 
general education on this campus. 

In October, 1981, in a speech to the Norman campus General Faculty, 
Pr esident William S. Banowsky endorsed the efforts to implement general 
education requirements at the University of Oklahoma, Norman campus. 
He urged the Faculty Senate to take the i n itiative in investigating 
a v ailabl e me t hods of structuring general education requirerne~ts and 
formulat.ir,g specific recommendations. 

In Octobe r , 1981, a special Faculty Senate a.d hoc Cornmittee on General 
Education was established . The Committee was composed of 17 faculty 

· ~embers from various colleges and included an ex-officio student memher . 
P rofessor John Dunn (Anthropology) was the Chairperscn . (Please see 
pages 17 - 18, Senate Journal, November 9, 1981 , an~ pages 7 - 8 , Senate 
Journal , December 14, 1981.) 
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The C0r:-.,,\ittee was charged t:o rer::.0 rt to the ?aculty Senate a.fte r nncler­
t aking the follo~ing: 

(.1) StL1.dy the nature and the extent of the general education 
_.,........__ at the University of Ok 1al,oma, 2s Ke 12. a. s the c haracter of 

the courses provided for students to mee t the se requirements; 

(2) Review studies of general education a t othe r u~ivcrsities; 
and 

(3) Make recommendations c oncerning general educatior-. at the 
University of Oklahoma . 

In March 1982 , the General Education Comnitte~ submitted a preliminary 
r e por t to the Board of Regents on the p rogress made by the co~nittee 
to date . The Committee reported its findings regarding the status of 
general education at other universities and stated its conclusions 
regarding the objectives t o be servef by general education at the 
University of Oklahoma . ~his report received considerable attention, 
both on and off the campus . (Please see pages 10- 13 of the Sen~te 
Journal for February 8 , 1982 . ) 

'l'his t opic was discussed at great length by the Executive Cornmittees 
of the Faculty Council , Oklahoma State University, and the Faculty 
Senates on the Norman c ampus and at the Health Sciences Center at their 
annual retreat on April 2-4, 1982 , at the Kerr Conference Center in 
Poteau. 

On April 26 , 1982 , the General Education Committee issued its final 
report including specific recowmendations regarding a general educa­
tion model for the University of Okla.ho~-na. •_nhese recommenda.tions 
encompassed the following three areas : 

(1) institution of admission requi r ements for entrance to the 
University; 

(2) adoption by the v&rious colleges of distribution require­
ments to assure each student a broad a nd meaningful general 
education experience; and 

(3) formulation of a senior-project requirement by the variou s 
colleges to integrate the student's major field of study into 
general knowledge. 

Se11ate action : Professor Thompson, Senate Chair, reviewed the his­
toryof this -issue on this c ampus . He noted tha.t Professor John D1..mn, 
Committee Chair , had attended 2. national conference on this subject 
in Baltimore last week . · 

Professor Dunn prefa ced his 30-minute , informal presentation with 
e xpressions of appreciation to Re gent Dan Little for his pre sence at 
this session , to Provost J . R . .Morris f o r funding his attendance at 
the Baltimore conference during the previous week, and tot.he Committee 
members who had joined him at this meeting of the Senate . 

He next called attention to the fact that the Appendix Bis an abstract 
of a 23- page report prepared by Professor Gordon Atkinson , Committee 
member. The fu l l report will be submitted to the Senate oifice for 
facu lty review and study. 

Following the progress report lost 
all unit s on campus for permission 
f aculty . Most units p articipated . 
of the faculty involved) indicated 

s pring , the committee contacted 
to submit a questionnaire to the 

The 112 responses (about 25 per cent 
the following faculty reaction : 

66 percent 
i.n 

fe lt tha.t. the Committee recommendations would result 
i mproved general education in their college, 

22 percent were un~ertain, and 
12 percent responded negatively. 
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Professor Dunn next deta iled some of the findings repo~ted in various 
natio11al s tudies of gene r a l education programs. He noted parti c ular ly 
the current de i. :.beratio::::s and propos a J. s bein9 .considered 2.t the Ur,i ver­
sity of Tennessee a t Knoxville . 

lr! the Co~~ittee ' s opinion , general education includes the followins 
components : ( 1) s o-called n,med ial work , ( 2) distribution require ­
ments , and (3) a bridge between the major and genera l knowledge. 
Distribution requirements were defined by the Committee in ter ms o f 
e ducational goals rather than discipline categories--a un i que and r are 
approach , acco rding to Professor. Dunn . 

In c onclusion, he called his Comrnittee "a fi n e group of peop l e who 
had worked very hard in producing a proposal that constitutes a mas ­
ter plan fo r one of the best programs in general education in America ." 

Taking note of Regent Little's presence, Professor Smith raised ~he 
issue of the State Regents ' articulation policy and stressed the Geed 
to v,1ork closely in this matter with OSU counterparts. 

Professor Gross urged that course sequencing "not become a g rab bag ." 
To c.void "Mickey .Mouse" courses , he urged establishing II rigorous stan:.::­
dards and insisting -::m a commitment from the University to reward 
faculty witr.. released time. " He suggested that the largess now being 
utili zed fo r re search , s alary raises , and the like also be used to 
fund the improvement of general education . -

Professor Thompson, Senate Chair, reiterated several times the feeling 
of the Senate Executive Committee that this report rep.::-ese:;1ts the keen 
interest of the faculty in raising the academic standards on this 
c a~pus ; that the report should be submitted to the Provost with the 
strong recommendation that the various colleges give t his matter serious 
consideration,and that any implementation by the various colleges should 
be reonitored careful ly and consistently. Professor Baker moved the 
approval of the Committee report in accordance with the recommendations 
of the Senate Executive Committee . 

Professor Biro stressed the vital role of effective advising in each 
college in implementing any gener al education programs. He moved that 
i h e colleges be asked concurrently to consider their advising systems in 
the light of their decisions to implement the general education proposal . 
The motion was approved without dissent. 

The Senate then approved , also without dissent , the acceptance of the 
Committee report as amended. 

In responding to Professor Smith ' s commen~ , Regent Little state? that , 
in his opinion, thi s issue can be approacned from t~o levels~ - tne 
11 superior" student ,_.,ho should be given the opportun~ t~ t<_:> beco~e a 
truly educated person and (2) the student seeking minimal r~qu~rements . 
In his view , 11 If we can persuade the State Regen•~s <;1nd the J unio3: 
colleges of the leg itimate, genuine role of _the Ju~ior co~leges in _ 

11 

providing remedial education , the articu~at1011 po l icy ?ouid be ~ha~gea . 
He concluded with the comment , "I see this proposal as an oppor~unity 
for the University of Oklahoma. I &m ver y encourrtged by all this and 
hope that we can do something with this. " 
(The full text of the report follows on pages 13 - 29 of this Journal.) 

The Senate adjourned at 4 : 45 p.m. The next regular session of the 
Faculty Senate will b e held at 3:00 p . m. , on Monday , May 10 , 1 982 , 
in Dale Hall 125. 

Respectfully submitted ,/) ,1, f} ./) •--/ • 
r,~.{n-t,J_€.Y'. ~ 

Antho.iy----s . Lis 
Professor of . 

Business Administra~ion 
Secretarv, Facultv Senat9 
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REPORT OF THE SENATE ad h o c COMMI'I'I'EE ON THE 
INTERNATIONAL DIMENSIOKS OF 1'IIE UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOI~A 

(approved by the Faculty Senate, Nora,an campus, on May 3 , 1982)' 

INTRODUCTION 

'!'his Senate ad hoc Committee was commissioned to examine the 
international dimensions of academic p rograms at the Univers i ty of 
Ok lahoma and the University ' s utilization of , and assistance to, 
its international faculty and s tudents. Subsequently , the Commit­
tee met six times, and it presents herewith i ts findings , together 
with recommendations f or action by the University. 

One Committee limited its survey ·1:0 the fol l owing subjects: 
(1) f o reign language i nstruction, (2) t he international component 
of general education , (3) foreign area studies , (4) faculty and 
stude nt experience abroad , (5) international students , (6) foreign 
faculty , (7) foreign language newspapers in the Unive r sity Library. 

In the course of our investigations , one or another of the 
c ommittee members conferre d with Richard Hancock , International 
Service Officer; Millie Audas, International Student Advi sor ; 
J oseph Ray , Associate Provos t , and Hugh MacNiven , former Chairman 
of the Wor l d Affairs Council , which is now defunct. 

HISTORICAL CONTEXT 

The Committee ' s conclusions are (1) that t he Uni versity of 
Oklahoma is generally doing a good job with its large contingent 
of international students , who make up 8% of its student body as 
opposed to a nati onal average of 2 % (2) but that the Uni versity 
h as historically underemphasized the international dimension of 
i ts academic program. The Committee is ~ncouraged , however , by 
the recent observation of President William S . Banowsky that '' the 
era of educational parochialism is drawing to a close" here . The 
Pres ident was also quoted. as saying that "our inability to talk 
i n a second language is scandalous , " implying that something will 
b e done about the problem . Furthermore , the Committee is gratified 
that Dean James R . Burwell of the College of Arts and Sciences has 
r ecently cooperated in authorizing positions in Chinese history 
and i n Japanese language and lj_terature. · 

Underempha sis on the world outside America and Eurcope in t he 
curriculum of the University of Oklahoma derives in part from geo ­
graphica l location . Its interior position insulated it from inter­
n ational concerns in an earlier , simpler age . Still , the University 
of Kansas and the University of Colorado . similarly located , have 
d one much more than we have . Inconstancy of administrative purpose 
i s another cause of the underdevelopment of international studies at 
t he University of Oklahoma. Isolated initiatives have not added up 
t o a coherent program. Wor l d War II led President Joseph Brandt to 
commission a course on the Far East under Drs . Royden Dangerfield and 
Wi l l iam E . Livezey , for example, and to arrange for courses on the 
J apanese language . Th e postwar years brought abandonment of the 
Japanese courses , though a continuation of a limited program on the 
Far East . 
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When the nationwide movement to establish language and foreign 
area centers flourished from 1958 to 1962 under Title VI of the 
National Defense Education Act (in the wake of Sputnik) , the Univer­
sity of Oklahoma received none o f the 105 center grants awarded 
across the country. Nor was any NDEA center ever located in Okla­
homa, though Kansas had four at that time. 

Note should be taken of a limited initiative in Russian studies, 
building on the pioneering work of Dr. Stuart Tompkins- -a major his­
torian of Russia - -and continuing with the organizational contribution 
of Dr. John Ericson in the 1960s . Afterwards, the Russian program, 
including the Munich Center, was dismantled in the face of budg~t 
crunches. 

Unevenness has characterized many of our international under­
takings. All of us are justifiably proud of World Literature Today, 
which awards the Neustadt Prize , "lunerica 's Nobel" in literature. 
Yet it is sobering to reflect that there is no Department of Compar­
ative Literature at the University of Oklahoma and that our students 
are unable to study the literatures and the languages of mos t of the 
countries covered in that journal. 

FOREIGN LANGUAGES 

The Committee is agreed that one aspect of the erosion of aca­
demic quality at the University of Oklahoma has been the dropping of 
the foreign language requirement, which even in its heyday affected 
only those students in the College of Arts and Sciences. 

The Committee strongly supports the ad hoc Committee on General 
Education in its proposals to restore the language requirement through 
the intermediat~ course, a minimum of five hours of sophomore level 
work in one language. Only the College of Arts and Sciences has had 
such a requirement in the past , and restoration of that r equirement 
is a minimal recommendation. The College of Business Administration 
should give consideration to directing a substantial number of stu­
dents into appropriate language courses now that i nternational compe­
tition and interdependence are part of reality for most modern busi­
ness enterprises. 

At the same time, the Department of Modern Languages sh<:,:mld be 
encouraged to try innovative approaches to, teaching , and it should 
deve lop the languages of the future, Japanese and Chinese, along with 
the European languages which are part of our heritage. Japan, t he 
principal overseas trading partner, and newly opened China , home of 
a billion people, will figure prominently in the lives of Univers i ty 
graduates of the 1980s. 

GENERAL EDUCATION 

One of the six basic characteristics of educated men and women, 
according to the 1981 Harvard Report on "Core " Curriculum, is an 
awareness of "other cultures and other times . " "Other cultures " as 
interpreted by Dean Henry Rosovsky , chief patron of the report, means 
the cultures of the world beyond Europe. Our Committee concurs. It 
believes that the holder of the Bachelor of Arts degree might reason­
ably be expected to take one three- hour course on a non- Western cul­
ture. If the General Education Committee recommends a list of courses 
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from which the student may sele ct his humanities and social s cience 
requirements , some of those sho uld be courses on Africa, Asia, Latin 
f\merica, or Russia, designed to acqua::i.nt the student with the history, 
art, literature , religion , phi l o3o phy , and society cf one 0f those 
areas. 

FOREIGN AREA STUDIES 

To provide a base for such offerings and to effect a more cosmo­
politan academic environment , the u~iversity of Oklahoma should 
strengthen its foreign area studies prog rams. A perusal of the list 
of pub lic and private members of the Associatio:--1 of Arr,erican Univer­
sities reveals that those are the institutions which have the s t rong 
area studies programs . The t erm '' area studies " has come to refer to 
interdisciplinary programs , involving such fields as political science , 
history, literature , sociology, and the f oreign languages of a pa~ti.­
cular region or country . Africa , East Asia, Latin America, and Russia 
are the areas most commonly selected . In 1976, twenty-four of the 
federally funded NDEA centers were awarded to fourteen of the twenty­
four public members of the AAU . 

To qualify for such a center, a minimal local contribut i on must 
b ~ rnade--e.g~ the applying university must offer two languages rele­
vant to the area. Portuguese , as well as Spanish--;--must be taught in 
a Latin American s tudies center . In n~ne of the areas did the Univer­
sity of Oklahoma qualify : nor were applications submitted from here. 

The four programs that have been ~uthorized at the University of 
Oklahoma are those in African &nd Afro-American Studies, i n Asian ·-::-· 
ies , in Latin American Stu dies, and in Russian Studies. In -the fir :: , 
a "concentration " of work is offered; i n the latter three, a major is 
given in the College of Arts anci Sciences . The rationale for these 
programs is that they allow a select group of students to focus on an 
area i n depth and they also provide courses for the general student 
who is majoring in one of the disciplj.nes . Ideally , a small faculty 
of persons trained in the ·1 anguag es and cultures of their respective 
areas should be assembled for each . 

It is the observation of the Committee that most departments in 
the humanities and social- scie:r.ces have their specialists on Latin 
American and Russia; but hardly a.ny have bona fide specialists , 
s chooled in language a nd culture , on East Asia and Afr ica . Depart­
ments tend to be conservative and provin~ial . They h i re mer~ and more 
persons with local and regional interests--or at best national but 
remain understaffed in the foreign area studies field . It is the 
departments which "make or break" the programs . Under the existing 
university system, departments determi!,e their cwn curri-:::ulu,n , estab­
lish specialties for personnel to be recruitedr and determine how 
library funds shall be expended . 

Some modificat~on of adminis~rativc procedure is essential if 
f oreign area studies programs are to flourish at the University of 
Oklahoma . A different balance between the interests of the depart-
ment and those of the university as a whclc must be effected . To have 
the proper offerings , and to balance its academi c programs in the human­
ities and in the social sciences , the cen~ral ad~inistratio n of the 
University of Oklahoma must d e clare a policy of support for foreign . 
area studies programs and advance incentives and rewards for faculty 
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members and departments that consciously promote the policy of enlarg­
i ng international perspectives. 

One possibility is t hat c hairmen of the existing con~ittees on 
Latin America, Africa, and Asia should have control of salary budgets 
and a voice in faculty expansion decisions, sharing these with the 
departments. Such proposals, put forward sporadically by the comsni t ­
tees, h ave not won endorsement . A more realisti~ proposal might be 
that an Associate Dean i n the College of Arts and Sciences should have 
authority, including financial c:oritrol, to develop c omprehensive pro­
grams among all departments. If broader perspective is desired to 
include academic departments beyond the College of Arts and Sciences-­
e.g., art history , music, and economics--an Associate Provost might take 
control. In any event , the person in charge should be someone in t he 
academic chain of command conversant with the programs , not a person 
outside it . As matters now stand , several of the social science depart ­
ments v i rtually ignore the experience of a vast majority of t he world's 
people i n their teaching and research . To take the example of the 
Asian Studies program, several departments dropped their Asia pos i tions 
or courses in the 1970s --geography, art history, political science , and 
anthropology (the specialist on India). Sociology has never had such 
positions. Resolution of the administrative problem of creation and 
selection of appropriate positions is fundamental to the deve l opment 
of foreign area studies at the University of Oklahoma . 

FACULTY EXCHANGE AND STUDY ABROAD 

Foreign experience is indispensable to t he area specialist . But 
it is broadening to any professor or student in the 1980s. The Univer­
sity of of Oklahoma now operates a number of programs wh ich take pro­
fessors and students abroad . Some of the best are in the technology 
of coal and oil~-exchange agreements with ±he Technol ogy University of 
West Berlin and the Central University of Caracas , Venezuela. The 
Departmen t of Modern Languages sponsors an annual eight-·week summer 
p rogram for students of French at the University of Grenoble, while the 
Classics Department has recently sponsored tours of Greece and Rome . 
The Oxford Seminars of t he College of Liberal Studies represent other 
equall y good contributions to study abroad. 

In spite of individual or departmental i nitiatives , the Univer­
sity of Oklahoma does no~ offer the range of opportunities for exper­
ience abroad available at other institutions in its peer group . Rela­
tive ly few graduate students obtain Fulbri~hts. When i t happens, it 
is an occasion. Successful competition for Fulbright grants should 
become routine. The International Service Officer will make a greater 
recruiting effort as h i s position reaches its potential. Individual 
professors ought to groom their brightest students for the competition. 

What the Committee proposes is t.o provide a regular and certain 
avenue to foreign experience, as opposed t o individual and unplanned 
travel . An administrator at the highest level, the President or the 
Provost, should establish ties with a sister university in a foreign 
country . Only one such link should be foraed at the outset. A univer­
sity comparable i n status and developme nt fo our own is the logical 
partner. Committee members have advanced the names of universities 
in Kenya, in Mexico, in Germany , and in Japan as possibiliti es . Those 
students who go should be our very best students , groomed especially · 
for the junior year abroad , supported by University Associates money , 
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so that not just those who can pay for it go . 

JNTERNATIONAL STUDENTS 

Whenever possible, American students should be placed i n co:.. ­
tact with international students of whom there were 1617 from 80 
countries on the campus of the University of Oklahoma in the fall 
of 1981. Twenty-eight formally r ecognized inte rnat ional student 
organizations represent them (at least that was the number when 
the preliminary draft of the report was made). 

The International Office acts as a liaison between interna­
tional students and the rest of the university a nd the c ommunity . 
I t is doing a commendable job. The only suggestion for improve­
ment is for an International Cen t er in which periodicals from 
various countries, lounge space; and meeting rooms are available . 
It is noted also that the International Office has a small num­
ber of professional advisers for such a large number of students . 
More might be employed . 

FOREIGN FACULTY 

The University has recently taken steps to smooth the process 
of hiring foreign faculty members by assigning visa problems to 
a single person, the International Service Officer, who is respon­
sible to the Provost directly . These faculty members provide us 
wi th a cosmopoli~an atmosphere e s pecially in the College of Engine­
ering and in the s ciences. They are the logical persons to i niti­
ate faculty and student exchanges with their home countries and to 
provide a flow of guest lecturers from them. Because it promises 
to add to the foreign contingent and to give local professors for ­
eign experience , Provost J . R. Morris should be commended for his 
memorandum of November 24 , 1981, calling the attention of all fac­
ulty to the opportunity of entering into a faculty exchange arrange­
ment with a foreign institution of higher e ducation . 

FOREIGN NEWSPAPERS 

Our recommendation to the Library is that foreign newspapers, 
and especially foreign language newspapers , be carefully s elected in 
the future . It is our understanding that a review of newspaper sub­
scriptions is currently underway and that the list will be revised. 
Often the Library receives , sometimes without charge , foreign pap ers 
wh ich represent narrow political viewpcints but do not exemplify the 
journalistic excellence of major newspapers published in the same 
country . We should identify the most importa~t paper in each country 
and , insofar as resources permit, subscribe to it. Put the propaganda 
organs in the stacks . 

SUMMARY 

In conclusion , the ad hoc Committee on the Internationa l Dimen­
s i on of the University makes the following spe cific recommendations: 

1) Restore the f oreign language requirement to the program of the 
College of Arts and Sciences. 

2 ) Intro-duce an international component into the general education 
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program to :nake students aware of "other cultures and other 
times," particularly the cultures of Africa, J\.!;;ia, Latin Ame r­
ica , or Russia . 

3) Make a University commitment to develop viable foreign area stu­
die s programs , appointing an administrator with real authority 
as Associate Dean or Associate Provost, to give rewards and 
i ncentives to individuals and departments which cooperate . 

4) Encourage faculty e x change and study abroad by developi~g a sis ­
ter university relationship with an appropriate fore i gn univer­
sity for across- the-board exchanges. 

5) Continue the generally excellent program for international stu­
dents but support it when funds become available with more 
professional advisers, an international center 1 and more bal ­
anced selection o f foreign students. 

6 ) Use foreign faculty members for facilitating exchanges . 

7 ) Replace second- rate foreign newspapers in the daily press secti on 
of the Library with papers of the first rank . 

Respectfully submitted, 

S i dney D. Brown (History) , Chair 
Yousif El -Ibiary (Ele ctr ' cal Engineering) 
Subramanyam Gollahalli (i~NE) 
Wi l liam Huseman (Moder n La ngua ges) 
Jidlaph Kamoche (Af rican/Afro-A.iue rican Studies) 
William Meyers (Latin American Studies) 
James Wainner (Music) 



--
University of Oklahoma 

Norman 

5/82-S (Page 13) 

April 26 , 1982 

REPORT OF THE FACULTY SENATE AD HOC COMMITTEE 

ON GENERAL EDUCATION 

I. Introduction. Most if not a~ i issues o f concern --·-·--in higher education s ee;n to come and go like the tides . The 
coincidence of n ational concerns and the concerns of the 
higher education community thrust these is sues into pro:ui­
nence and then bury them under new issues. The iss ue whose 
time has come now is general education . By general educ ation, 
we rr,ean that body of courses that is clearly outside the 
requirements of students 1 major disciplines . Such cou~ses 
are intended to edusate the student to be a thinking , 
functioning memb er of ~ociety and not just a t echnician. 

But why h~s th i s concern for general education 
ari sen now? I t is related to a new mood in the s tudent body , 
re f lecting and/or reacting to a chan ged set of values in 
soc:i.ety . In the sixties , the dominant cry was " re levance.'' 
The universities attempted to r espon d even though the response 
was often 2s ill defined c.n.d disorgan ized as the cry . The 
universit i es d id become rr.ore involved with student concerns 
and problems. Despite the great tens ions c a used by t he 
Vie t nam War , the econ omic times were good a nd few students 
worried about their economic future . After all, everyone who 
we nt to c ollege improved him/herself . 

Now t he economic and political situation has 
changed , and with it have come new stude nt attitudes. There 
i s still faith in higher e ducation as a means to a bette r 
l i fe . But that fai_th is being expressed rr.o r e and more as a 
c oncern with v ocationa l educat ion. Enrollments in fields 
such as engineering , business , and geolbgy a re booming . 
Enrollments in many traditional arts and humanities fie l ds 
are dropping. In t h i s respect , the r eqent demise o~ the 
Arts and Sciences language requirement is more a symptom 
than a disease . 

The University ' s response to these changes has 
b een mixed . Clearli there are practical s elf- serving con­
cer ns as some departments are buried in warm bodies \\·hi l e 
othe rs must canc e l classes for lack of e nro llment . At the 
same t ime , there is a ver y real worry about graduating 
11arrow individuals incapable of f uncti oning as intelligent 
citizens in our pluralistic society and greatly shrunke n 
world . 
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The University must be more than an upper- level 
vocational training school. We do have a responsibility to 
educate students not just prepare them for a job. This 
report is intended to address this problem in the context 
of the University of Oklahoma. We are a state university 
in a state whos~ desire for higher education has generally 
surpassed its ability to pay for it . Reviewing the history 
of this University, one is constantly amazed by the quality 
of education provided considering the funds available. 
Truly the students at this university have received a far 
better education than they had any reason to expect . Yet a 
vast number of students who enter the University of Oklahoma 
never graduate. Many wi10 do graduate are not well prepared 
to compete in an increasingly stringent national job market . 
We do no favor to students from mediocre secondary schools 
when we pass them through the University with a combination 
of high school remedial work and college courses and then 
turn them loose in the world. 

Very early in this Committee ' s deliberations_. it 
became clear that we must address general education in a 
context that extends from high school preparation to beyond 
graduation from the University. 

II. General Education Programs a t Other Universities . 
The Committ~e surveyed the general education programs of a 
select group of regional AAU universities and other large 
comprehensive universities that generally have a good repu ­
tation for offering quality education. The group consisted 
of (i) regional A.AU universities: Colorado, Kansas, 
Missouri, Texas; (ii) other comprehensive universities: 
California at Berkeley, California.at Los Angeles, Harvard, 
Illinois, Indiana , Michigan, Purdue , Stanford, Washington- -
13 universities in all. 

The Committee collected two kinds of information 
about the general education programs at these universities: 
(i) the general education requirements for the specific 
colleges within each university, (ii) the kinds of gen~ral 
education courses offered. 

Most of the universities identified three cate­
gories of requirements: ( i ) science and mathematics (13 
out of 13); (ii) humanities (11/13); and (iii) social 
sciences other than American government and American history 
(12/13). Several (8/13) required foreign language and/or 

a foreign culture area. All required English composition. 
A few (4/13) required A.rnerj_can history and/or American 
government. On the average , about one-third of the tota l 
baccalaureate curriculum wo.s devoted to general education 
requirements. 
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None of these univers i ties offered general educa­
tion cores; i . e . , sets of uni f o rm , universally requi red 
cour s es. All took a "shopping list" approach to general 
education , allowing manY_, if not all_,courses offer ed to 
s at i sfy on e or mere general education requirements . Harvard ' s 
mu c h public ized " core" is in fact a somewhat rest r icted 
shopping l i st . l->.ppendix A surn..,1arizes t.he general educa_tion 
r equi rements for the College of Arts and Sc i ences (or t heir 
equivalents ) from the 13 universities . Appendix B su~narizes 
the general education course offerin gs from t he univers iti es 
surveyed . 

Mo s t of the universities surveyed have some sort 
of mechani sm (general educ ation c ommittee , council , director , 
d ean) for generating and monitoring a list of courses t hat 
s a ti sfy distri but jon requirements. In very f ew c ases did 
the list appear t o be actually ~electi ve . Although most of 
the universities offer interdiscipli nary and integrative 
courses, in no university do such courses play an espec ially 
prominent r o l e i n the general education progr am . 

Th e Committee found the general education programs 
surveyed (with the exception of those at Harvard and St anford) 
t o be un inspired and disappoi~ting. 

The committee then considered a number of pub­
lished s ources dealing with curricul ar refo~m Rnd gener al 
education , esp . , 

( i ) t he Carnegie Foundat i on ' s "Quest for Common 
Le a r ning Symposium, " University of Chi cago , 
April , 1981 ; 

(ii ) Arthur Ch i ckering and others , Develop i ng 
the Co l lege Curriculum , Washington , D. C.: 
Council for the Advancement of Small Col­
l eges , 1 97 7 ; 

(iii) William Berquist and others , Designing 
Undergra~uate Education , San Fran c i sco: 
J e ssey- Bass , 1981; 

(iv) Dav id Wee, On General Education : Guide ­
l i nes for Reform , New Haven: Society for 
Values in Higher Education , 1981 (a report 
from t he Project on General Educat ion 
Mode l s funded by Exxon Corporation and t h e 
Lilly Endowment ) . 

Th e Commi ttee ' s recommendations (see part IV 
of this report) were developed out of both its survey of the 
1 3 c omprehens i ve universities and i ts research in the cur­
riculum reform literature . 
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III. Current General Education Programs on the Norman 
Campus. Degree requirements a n~ , consequently, requirements 
i n general education, are determined by the faculty of each 
college at the University of Oklahoma . As a result, there 
is n o university - wide program in general education, and 
t here is, in fact , marked variation from college to college 
i n requirements stipulated as part of a general education 
program. 

In terms of credit hours, the general education 
program of each of the colleges1 is shown below; a l l of these 
numbers represent minimum requirements. 

Arts and Sciences 

Educati on 2 

Business Administr3tion 

Engi neering 

33 hours of total 124 

4 7 hours ta total 124 

32 hours of total 131 
(plus 9 prescribed hours 
o f mathematics) 

24 hours of total 127-133 
(varies with program) 
(plus 27 prescri bed 
hours of mathematids 
and science) 

These numbers make possible a quick assessment of the 
portion of the degree program each college allots to general 
education . However, more important than the number is the 
nature of the coursework in each program . Part A be l ow 
summarizes the coursework within five categories: language 
a rts , social sociences, humanities, science and mathemat i cs , 
a nd fine arts. 

1
The College of Fine Arts is omitted from the summaries 

since there i s no c9llege program in general education. 
Each school (e.g., Art, Music, Drama) devises its own cur­
riculum; even within a school there are different curricula 
(e . g. , music theory , music history, music composition , etc.). 

Appendix C attempt~ to give the College of Fine Arts some 
r epresentation in this sumi'Tlary by listing two programs in 
general education , one for the degree in General F i ne Arts 
a nd one for the specific degree i n Art History . 

2
Th i s summary reflects the current (1981-82) general 

educati on program in the College of Education . A new 52 -
hour program is to become effective with the fall term of 
1 982; it is inc l uded as Appendix D. 
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A. Nature oi the Coursework in the General 
Educa tion Programs . All the requirements )isted here are 
college minima; many major programs have the ir own addi­
tional general educat ion requirements. 

1. La:r~g}lage Arts (CommunicRtions Skills). 
Every college requires six semester hours of fn;;shman grammar 
and composition (English 1113, 12 13 , or equivalents ). 

Both Business Administration and Education 
require an additional three hours in thi s category . In 
Business Adm.i!1i.stration , the requirement is Communication 1113 ; 
in Education , the course m'.lSt be one emphasizing " stuc5.er. t 
proficiency in the use of the English language, '' selected from 
English, speech , joLl.rna.lism , library science , and drama . 

No other college has an additional require­
ment i n this catego~y, although in Arts and Sciences , the 
s tudent ~ay elect to t ake additional work as part of the 33-
hour general education core . 

2. Social Sciences . Every college requires 
U.S. history (History 1483 or 1493) and U.S . government 
(Political Science 1113) , both of which are regentially 

mandat ed . Note that Business Adm1.nistration lists U. S . 
h istory under humanities rather than under social sciences. 

have additiona l 
requirement is a 
Econornics 111 3 . 
h ours to include 

Both Education and Business Administrati ~n 
requirements. In Business A.dmini stration., the 
total of 1 1 hours , which is to include 
In Education, the student must complete 15 
Psychology 1113 and Sociology 1113 . 

No other college has additional require ­
ments , although Arts and Sciences students may select other 
social science courses as part of the 33-hour core . Also , 
see "Humanities" for a social science option available to 
students in Engineering. 

3. Humanities . 
thi s category that is common to 
category is defined differently 

There is no requireme~t in 
all colleges ; indeed , the 
from college to college . 

Arts and Sciences requires a minimum of 
five ho·urs chosen from history (not. U . S . ) , history of 
scie nce, literature , philosophy, and general humanities. 

Business Administration requires a mini­
mum of eight hours , but this includes the Aineri..can hi s tory 
requirement (see "Social Sciences"). Thus , the student . 
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must complete f ive additional hours selected from literature 
and any one of the following: history, philosophy, fine 
arts, classical culture, foreign language, general humanities . 

Education (in a category labeled 
"Language, Literature, Philosophy'') requires a minimum of 
n ine hours, with courses from at least two of the areas 
designated by the title. 

Engineering students must complete a 12-
h our "Hurr.anistic-Social Studies" program which, together 
with t he six hours of required American history/government, 
makes a total of 18 hours in the program . Though exceptions 
may be made, students are expected to f ulfill the 12- hour 
requirement with an integrated sequence from one department 
(Anthropology, Classics , Economics, English , Geography, 
History , History of Science, Philosophy , Political Science, 
Psychology , Sociology). 

4 . Science and Mathemat ics . There is no 
campus-wide requirement in this area, although in every 
c ollege the student wil l have to complete at least one course 
in science. 

Arts and Sciences requires a minimum of 
six hours of science (three in life science, three in 
physical science). There is no mathematics requirement , 
although a mathematics course may be chosen to satisfy part 
of the foµr-hour (two-course) requirement in a category 
entitled "Miscellaneous. " 

Business Admini_stration requires four 
hours of science and (more as a part of professional prepa­
ration than of general education) nine prescribed hours of 
mathematics (Math 1443 , 1743, 2123). 

Education requires eight hours of science 
or mathematics (the hours may be all in science , all in 
mathemati cs, or di§tributed between the two) . 

Engineering makes no provision for 
sc i ence and mathematics in i ts general education program 
but requires 14 hours of mathematics (Math 1812, 1823 , 2423 , 
2434, 3114) and nine hours of physical science (Physics 2514, 
2524 , Chemistry 1315) as a part of professional preparation. 

5 . Fine Arts. There is no requi rement that 
is common to all colleges, and there is great variation from 
college to college in the provision made for the fine a r ts 
in general education. 
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Arts and Sciences has no required work in 
the fine arts. The student may elect to take a course in 
this area to satisfy part of the four-hour requirement in the 
"Miscellaneous" category . 

Business Administration has no requ:.red 
work in this area , although a course in one of the fine arts 
is one of several options 3vailable as the third course to 
complete the "Humanities" component (see above) . 

Education students must complete six hours 
in a category c a lled "Appliec and Fine Arts" and defined t o 
include home economics , office administration , accounting, 
management, aviation, photography , art, music , drama. In 
general, t h e college expects the student to elect one course 
from the "practical arts " and one from the "fine arts." 

Engineering makes no provision for Fine 
Arts in i ts general education p~ogram. 

IV . Recommendations for the Improvement of General 
Educa tion on the Norrnan Campus of t he University of Oklahoma. 
A general education does not consist merely of the knowledge 
that enables a person to do his/her job, but rather, it 
helps one attain a truly human awareness and responsibility , 
the ability to think creatively, and to become a productive 
citizen of his/her coJTuTtunity. A general educaticn is a life ­
long quest. It c an be achieved only partially by a set of 
undergraduate cour se requirements. It should have begun 
before the college years. It should continue beyond the 
f i rst year of college into upper- division course work and 
eventually into post graduate life ~long learning . 

A. Curricular Entrance Requirements. Since a 
general education begins prior t o college entrance , a high 
school curriculum should include a well- rounded general 
education for the college-bound student . However, we realize 
the necessity of admitting students whose high schools do not 
offer a college p reparatory program . We believe the univer­
s i ty should admit students from such high schools. However , 
when such students are admitted without meeting our require ­
ments for an adequate high school preparation, both in terms 
of course work and level of achievement, they should be 
required to take remedial courses offered at the university 
through special programs des igned to make up these defi ­
c i encies . Such n on- credit remediai work should not satisfy 
general education requirements at the Univer sity. 
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We believe a minimum college preparation 
includes: (1) four units of secondary English, including 
both composition a nd gram...T"flar; (2) at least two units of col­
lege preparatory mathematics; (3) at least two units of a 
foreign language; ( 4) one unit in each of the following: 
biological sciences (with laboratory experience), physical 
sciences (with laboratory experience) , history or government , 
and humanities or fine arts. 

To put these curricular entrance requirements 
into some perspective, it is useful to examine the criteria 
for high school accreditation by the North Central Associa­
tion. The Association requires the following course offering 
for full accreditation of a high school (each unit= one 
year): language arts (four units), science (four units), 
mathematics (four units), social studies (four units), 
foreign language (at least two units of one foreign language) , 
fine arts (at least one unit in art and one unit in music), 
practical arts (four units), health and physical education 
(one unit). 

It is clear that the requirements for North 
Central Association accreditation are stiffer than our pro­
posed entrance requirements. At the present time , 34.4 
percent of the public schools in Oklahoma are accredited by 
North Central. All but eight c ounties have at least one 
accredited high school . 

B. College Level Curricular Requirements. Gen­
eral education should be fostered in two kinds of college 
curricular requirements: 

* distribution requirements which give breadth of 
knowledge, 

* major-concentration-support-requirements which 
relate the student's chosen major or profession to 
broader knowledge. 

The committee believes distribution requirements are pre­
ferable to a rigid, uniform, core cu'rriculum for several 
reasons. A uniform general education experience for all 
students is not desirable. Students should have received 
the basic com.man component of their education in the 
elementary and secondary schools. It is important that 
students have differing general education experiences tha t 
they can communicate to one another. 

Core curricula have met with l ittle success 
in large American colleges and universities. They have 
generally become sets of courses that lack the rigor of any 
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d i sc i pline. They have gene~ally tended to provide telatively 
weak , poor educ ational experiences that have been d i sappoint ­
ing and frustrating to stude nts , faculty , and administrators 
alike . 

The p r cbl ems of the delivery of a uni form 
core at a larg~ university are g r eat if not ove rwhelmin g . 
I t is gener ally more expensive than a d i s tributi on system. 
It i s d i ff i cult to marshal broad- bas ed faculty s upport fo r a 
c ommon c ore . 

1. The Distribution Requirements should give 
students the opportunity tci Jea.r n about t.).1_~~ experimental , 
q uan~itatlve, 2nd systemic modes of t hought . ----
It sh.oul d give them the opport'.Jni ty to l earn about the 
s oc i al, intellectual, aesthet i c, and technological founda­
tions of Western and other soc ieties . The distribution 
r equirements should also give s tudents the op9ortunity to 
acqui re adv anc ed-·lcvel skills in Engli_sh and i ntermediate­
l evel skills in forei9n languages and formal communications 
s ystems. 

Th e d istributi on requir ement categor i es 
i dentified i n the preceding paragraph have been adapted 
f rom and r e presen t a synthesis o f : 

(i) the s i x gen eral education themes defined by 
the Carnegi e :i?oundation 1 s ;, Quest f or Comi-non 
Learnh1g Sympos ium , " (Unive rsity of Chicago , 
April, 1981) , specific ally (1 ) s hared use 
of symbols , ( 2) shared membershi p in insti ­
tutions and groups , (3) production ana 
c o n sumption , (4) ordered and interdependent 
n a tur e o f t h e universe , (5) shared sense of 
time , ( 6 ) how values are forme d and enforced ; 

(i i ) Howard Bowe n ' s catalogue of mos t common goa l s 
ba s ed on h i s s urvey of more t h a n 1 0 00 general 
e ducation programs ' goal.s s t atements (Bowen , 
I nvest men t in Learning , San Franc isco : Jos~ e y ­
Bass , 1977) , specif i cally (1) verbal ski l ls , 
i ncludi n g acq uaintance with a second language , 
(2) q uant itative skills (mathemat i cs and 
statistic s) , (3) substant ive knowledge of the 
cul tura l her i tage of the We s t and of other 
(non-Western) traditions , (4) ability to 
thi nk log i cally and objec tively , (5) i n tel­
l e c tual tolerance, (6) aesthetic sensibility, 
(7) creative11ess, (8 ) i ntegr i ty , (9) ;:,alance d 
p erspective , (10) good judgment , (11) prudence , 
(12) p reparation for l ife-long learning ; 
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(iii) Harvard 1 s Dean Henry Rosovsky 's six criteria 
for determining the success of an educational 
program as reflected in the characteristics 
of its graduates (cit . William Berquist 
and others, DesignI"ng Undergraduate Educati on , 
San Francisco: 1981, p . 262), specifically 
(1) ability to think and write clearly and 
effectively, (2) critical appreciation of the 
ways we gain knowledge and understanding of 
the universe, of society , and of ourselves 
(including mathematical and experimental 
methods, as well as the historical and quanti­
tative techniques of the social sciences), 
(3) knowledge of other cultures and other 
times, (4) understanding of moral and ethical 
problems, (5) ability to reject shoddiness in 
all its many forms, (6) depth in some field 
of knowledge. 

We believe a reasonable set of distribu­
tions requirements might include: 

(i) at least three courses in experimental, quan­
titative, and/or systemic modes ot thought , with 
at least one each from the physical , biologi­
cal, and social sciences. Examples of some 
of the courses currently offered on the Norman 
campus that might fulfill this requirement 
include Chemistry 1614 , which critically 
examines in chronological order the principal 
concepts and theories of chemistry; Botany/ 
Zoology 2403, Ecology and the Environment; 
Psychology 1113, which places special emphasis 
on the scientific method and the mechanisms of 
adaptation; Philosophy 3123, Logic and the 
Scientific Method; 

(ii) at least five course s, of which at l east two 
must be ~pper division, that deal with the -
social, intellectual, aesthetic, and techno­
Iog:£.cal foundations of Western civilization. 
This requirement should be satisfied with 
courses from the humanities, from the fine 
arts, from the history of science, and with 
substantively oriented courses from the social 
sciences. This requirement might be satisfied 
with a sequence or sequences of courses in one 
discipline or subject area where that/those 
sequence(s ) build into the upper-division 
level, or it might be satisfied with courses 
from several disciplines. Examples of some 
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of the courses c~rrently offered on the Norman 
campus Lnat migh t fulfil l this requirement 
include English 2773 , American Lit erature ; 
History 22 93 , The Industrialization of Europe; 
Art History 1113, which involves an analysis 
of the principJ.es under l ying the visual arts 
and a consideration of formal , h i s torical, 
and other factors in the valuation and enjoy­
ment of objects of art ; Philosophy 333 , 
History of Modern Philosophy ; History 3430 , 
Women and Family in A:r:.,erica; Dr ama 2713 , 
History o f Black Theatre ; Ec onomics 3523 , 
Economics of Social Welfare ; An 
e x ample of a sequence that might satisfy part 
of t his requi rement woul d be History of 
Science 3013, 3023 , 4863 , History of Science 
to the Age of Newt on , History of Sc i ence 
since the Seventeenth Centur y , ·American 
Scie nce and Technology . 

(iii) at least one course dealing with the social, 
intellectual , aesthetic, and/or technological 
foundations of at least one non- W3stern 
society. Examples of some of the courses 
currently offered that might fulfill this 
requirement. i nclude Class i cs/Histor y 3053, 
Ancient Near Eastern Civi lizati ons; Anthro­
pology 3893 , Maya , Aztec , and Inca : High 
Civilizations of Ancient America ; History 2713, 
Survey of African Civilization ; .. . . 

(iv) at least five course s in communi cations s kills . 
This requirement should be satisfied with at 
least two courses in English composit ion, with 
at l east - one intermediate- level course in a 
l anyuage other than English, and with at least 
one course in one of the forma l conununications 
systems;. e.g . , computer science , formal log i c , 
lingu i sfl.cs , mathematic s , statistics. 

2. Major-Concentration- Support-Requirements . 
The college major should be more than a set of narrow, 
specialized , discipline-bound courses . It should include in 
addition , c e r tain major- concentration- support - requirements 
that help students relate t he i r major t o general knowledge : 

(i ) an int egrated set of courses (in a field 
related to the major ) which adds both depth 
and breadth to the students ' education, e . g . , 
t he mathematics sequence currently required 
of engineering majors , or a sequence of 
courses in linguistics for the English or 
modern languages major; 
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(ii) an upper-division course that places the major 
curriculum in its socio-historical milieu ; 
such courses might be within the major depart­
ment , e.g., an education major ' s course dealing 
wi th the role of the school in society , or it 
mi ght be outside the major department , e . g . , 
Hi story of Science 4863, .~merican Science and 
Technology, for engineering majors, or Philos­
ophy 3713, History of Social and Political 
Ph i l osoph½ for political science majors and 
pre-law students; 

(iii) a sen i or project that will all ow students to 
demonstrate their knowledge of their major 
field and their ability to apply this knowledge 
t o the definition and solution of problems and 
issues i n contempo~ary life. 

The senior project might be accomp l ished 
in a regularly scheduled class or as an individual special 
studies course. The students might work in teams or as 
i ndividuals. The project should involve a written report . 
The synthesis and analysis used in the project shoula inte­
grat e the knowledge and methodologies from several courses 
in the student ' s curriculum. The successful accomplishment 
of such projects will require cr~ative imagination on the 
part of faculty. The responsibi~ity of monitoring these 
p r ojects should rotate in the department to ensure a 
variety of approaches and to avoid potential degeneration 
to the routine. A couple of limited illustrations are 
given as examples: 

( i ) in the performing arts , the student might 
p r esent a recital or other performance and 
write a report explaining the reasons for 
t he way he/she chose to interpret the work. 
This anal ysis might include a study of the 
c ontext i n which the author/composer devel­
oped the-work and an evaluation of other 
poss i ble interpretation ; 

(ii) in history, the project might invol ve the 
study of some social or political develop­
ment at some instant in history. This 
development could be examined in the con­
text of vari ous forces and parameters . The 
p roject might involve 2 comparison of these 
f orces and parameters to con temporary con­
d i t ions or to conditions in other h i storical 
or· geographic settings . 
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Determination of the SL1pport r.equirements for the vc:.rious 
majo=s should be the prerogative of the faculty of each of 
the major departments . 

V. Administration of General Educatio~. Each college 
within the University should be expected to i mplement its own 
general education program within the f r amework of the distri­
butions and support requirement s o utlined above . Each s hould 
develop a mechan i sm for 

(i) identifying those courses that have general 
education rne:?:it and that can thus be i ncluded 
in the college's distributions list, 

(i i ) continuously monitoring the courses in their 
distributions list , 

(iii) giving advice and encouragement to the 
faculty in the development of new courses, 
includ ing interdisciplinary o nes, wi th 
general education value , 

(iv) approving and monitoring the major­
concentration-support-·rGquirernents developed 
by t he indivjdual departments and schools . 

There should also be a university- wi de mechanism for coor­
dinating college-level general education governance. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Gordon Atkinson , Chemistry 
Susan Caldwell, History of Art 
Claude Duchon , Meteorology 
John Dunn, Anthropology , Chair 
Jean Marie Elliott, UOSA 
Robert F-ord, Finance 
David Gross, English 
Thomas Hill , Mathematics 
Alexander Holmes, Economics , Vice Chair 
William Huseman , Modern Languages 
Beverly J oyce, University Libraries 
Tom Love , AJ,JNE 
J e an McDonald , Political Science 
Allan Ros s, Music 
Thomas Selland, Architecture 
Jay Smith , Education 
George Tauxe, CEES 
Henry Tobia5 , History 
Mary Whitmore , Zoology 
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Apperidix B. Course Offerings in the Thirtee:1 Universities 
That Have Special General Education Merii 

1. Courses that satisfy the freshman English composition 
requirement. 

A. Courses that include special and systematic exposure 
to the masterpieces of literature~ Kansas, Texa s, 
Berkeley, CCLA , Indiana, Stanford. 

B. Writing courses gearing specifically to humanities , 
social science, or natural science majors: Colorado. 

C. Specific introduction courses to the novel , short 
story, poetry, drama: Kansas. 

D. Course in writing a research paper: Washington. 

E. Courses which include training in oral corr~unication, 
as well as composition: Illinois~ 

2. Courses in history, humanities, foreign languages, and 
social sciences. 

A. 

B. 

Courses in Western civilization : Kansas , Stanford . 

Courses in American culture: Texas. 

C. Department of Integrated Studies: Co l orado. 

3. Science and Mathematics. 

A. $pecial general educatio~ courses (not available for 
major credit, deal with concepts rather than specific 
skills): Berkeley, UCLA , Colorado, Illinois, 
Indiana , Kansas, Missouri ~ Texas , Washington . 

4. Harvard University requires courses from five core areas . 

5. 

Each core area -consists of a highly restricted and 
specially des i gned set of courses. One of t he core areas 
i s " social ana l ysis and moral reasoning." Sixteen 
courses can be used to satisfy the requirement in this 
core area. Some of the titles of these courses are: 
(1) principles of economics, (2) conceptions of human 
nature, (3) crime and human nature, (4) reform, 
r evolution, and hierarchy, (5) philosophy of law . 

Stanford requires students to take a three- quarter 
course in the Western Culture Program. There are seven 
separate sequences of courses in the program. However, 
there is a common reading list for all of the course 
sequences. Examples of course sequences: (1) Europe 
from the Renaissance to the Present (History 1, 2 , 3); 
(2) Ideas in Western Culture (Philosophy SA, SB, SC); 
(3) Major Texts in Western Culture (Comparative Litera­
ture 21, 22, 23). 
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Appendix C. General Education Requirements in Fine Arts: 
BFA in General Fine Arts and BA in Ar t History 

BA in Art History BFA in General Fine Arts 

English 1113 & 1213, or 
1413, 

English 1113, 1213, 

History 1483 or 1493, History 1483 or 1493, 

16 hrs of humanities with 9 hrs of English electives and 
at least one cou r s e each from 6 hrs of history e l ectives, 
three o f the following areas: 
history , literature, philoso-
phy, music or drama history/ 
appre ciation, 

Political Science 1113 , Political Science 1113 , 

12 hrs of social science s 
selected from anthropology , 
economics, human geography , 
government , psychology, 
sociology, 

12 hrs of science and mathe­
matics with a t least one 
course each from three of the 
following areas: biological 
sciences , earth science s, 
physical sciences , mathe­
matics, 

4 courses in fore ign language, 
at least two of which must be 
in French or German 

12 hrs of f i ne arts electives 

,_ 
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Appendix D. Gene ra l Educ ation Requirements 
i n the College o€Ed ucation, Norman Campus 

(effective fall 1982) 

1. Communication Skills : at least nine hours f::om courses 
t hat e mphasize student proficiency in the use of the 
English language , includi ng English 1113 , 1213, and 
Cornmunication 1113. In addition , students must pass a.n 
English proficiency e xamination . 

2 . Mathematics : at least one course . 

3 . United States History and Government: at least six hours , 
including History 1483 or 1493 and Political Science lJ.13 . 

4 . Science : at least one course each in the physical 
sciences and the biological sciences . 

5 . Behavioral Sciences: at least one course , i ncluding 
eithe r Anthropology 1113 or Psychology 1113 or Sociology 
1113 . 

The general education r equirement is for 52 hours of course 
work to include t he five are a s ~~ecifie d above, as well as 
work from areas 6 and 7 . 

6 . Contempora.ry World Cultures: geography , econoraics , 
foreign lang uages , American ethnic studies , world 
l iterature . 

7 . Arts and Humanities : art , drama , music , literature , 
philosophy , classics. 

Some course work must be taken from each of the above seven 
a reas. In addition, students may opt to take some of their 
general education courses in the following two areas : 

8. Practical Arts: business, home economics , computer 
s cience , library scie nce . 

9 . Health and Physical Education 




