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Statemen~ by Dr. Donald O •. Cowgill 
as President of the University 3enate 

to Board of ''IISU Physical Education Corp. 
Dec. 19, 1966 . . 

I am here today to speak quite specifically as a 
Representative of the University Faculty. The University 
.::.,enat~ is comprised chiefly of membersra:f:t"t~ Faculty elected 
by their colleagues to represent them in matters of University 
policy and decision-making. The Senate in turn elects its 
own officers who musi; when it is impossible for the entire 
membership to be consulted, speak for the Senate. In my 
role as President of the Senate here today, I am ther.efore 
seeking to · reflect as faithfully as Iara able what I believe 
to be the will of the majority of both the Senate and of the 
Faculty whom they represent. Le·t me make four points: 

1. The majority of the P.aculty would be vigorously opposed to 
any substantial escalation of the investment in football at 
WSU at th.is time. They are aware of the inordinate costs of this 
particular athletic program, as compared with other sports, 
and they doubt that the State of Kansas can support three 
11 big-time" programs competing with. each other for the same 
resources and the same players. The faculty at W3U is 
puzzled by the fact that while this University is specifically 
enjoined not to develop graduate academic programs which 
duplicate those at other State universities, no such 
prohibition appears to appl~ to its athletic programs. 

2. The Faculty would be appalled at the idea of paying a 
football coach $20,000 a year, while the average faculty 
member is getting less than half as much. Such an action 
would be regarded by the faculty as a very eloquent stat·ement 
of community values.· It would lead to much cynicism and
considerable defection. 

3. The Faculty would be alienated and disgusted if under 
the pre~ent ,,circumstanc·es any expensive additions were to be 
projected to · the football stadium. Regardless of where the 
money comes from, th~ Faculty would regard such an expenditure 
on a structure to be used only five times a year as a gross 
misappropriation of resources. While the Faculty is strugglin& 
along with inadequate office and laboratory space and sees 
students unable to get the classes they want for lack of 
classroom space, it shoul~ not be surprising that the Faculty 
would react in this way •. 

4. The Faculty believes that the University's primary mission 
in the comm.unity, region and State is EDUCATION. At best, 
intercollegiate football appears peripheral to that mission. 
Any substantial escalation of such a non-essential program 
while the needs for facilities, staff and money in other 
areas v<l1ich ARZ essential to that central mission qf the 
University wil~ be viewed by the Faculty as cynical, callous 
irresponsible action. 
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WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY PHYSICAL EDUCATION CORPORATION 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING HELD DECEMBER 19, 1966 

The Board of Directors of the Wichita State University Physical Education 
Corporation met in the Board Room of The Kansas Gas and Electric Company 
on Monday, December 19, 1966. 

Board members pr~_sent: 

Frank Boettger 
Sidney Brick 
Paul Jernigan 
James Vickers 
Howard Fullington 
Fred Kimball 
Bentley Barnabas 
Jim Roberts . 
Comprising a quorum of the Board. 

Roger Lowe - ex-officio 
Noah Allen - ex-officio 

Board members absent: 

Richard Welsbacher 

Guests: 

VC: ~ Eastcxl:tng 
Fran Jabara 
Henry Malone 
T. Reese Marsh 
Joshua Missal 1 ~ . 
Fred Sudermann 
Gordon B. Terwilliger 

Dr. Donald Cowgill, Chairman Faculty Senate 
Dr. Jackson Powell, Vice President - Academic Affairs, Wichita State University 
Dr. Emory Lind~uist;~ President, Wichita State University 
Gordon Evans, President of Kansas Gas and Electric 
Dwane Wallace, Chairman of the Board, Cessna Corporation 
Henry Levitt, Henry's, Inc. 

The meeting was called to order by Mr. Easterling. 

1. The minutes of the December 7, 1966 meeting were approved as mailed. 

2. Mr. Easterling announced the resignation of Henry Levitt from the Board 
and thanked him for his years of service on the Board. Mr. James Vickers, 
Executive Vice President of Vickers Petroleum, Inc. , has been named to represent 
the Century Club in place of Mr. Levitt. 
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3. Mr. Easterling summarized the progress made in the hiring of a football 
coach. 

4. President Lindquist thanked Dr. Easterling for his service as Faculty 
Representative and announced the appointment of Fred Sudermann to serve in this 
capacity when Dr. Easterling leaves the University on January 1, 1967. 

5. Mr. Lindquist reviewed the present status of the University's responsibility 
for the athletic program, the limitation of University support financially, and the 
problems related to financial support especially as related to the football program. 
On the basis of the general progress and development of the University, he is 
willing to support a modest increase in the budget for football, if community support 
would underwrite this additional responsibility, as well as present commitments . 
He was opposed to a substantial increase in the budget for football as not being in 
keeping with the appropriate goals of the University. He stated that he would consent 
to an expansion of the prog_ram not to exceed $25, 000 if funded by friends in the 
community in addition to present commitments with the ·understanding that it might 
be necessary to increase basketball coaches' salaries also within that figure. 

He pointed out the precarious basis of support for the athletic program, 
indicating for instance the fact that the income from basketball was the decisive 
factor in maintaining the present program. He pointed out further that the income ,: . 
from basketball admissions varied $102,000 between 1963 and 1965, and that a 
curtailment of 1,300 paid admissions for all games at home for one season could 
curtail the income by approximately $40, 000. He reiterated the modest involvement 
of University funds that would not exceed $30, 000 per year. 

6. Each person present was asked for comments and suggestions on the points 
that had been raised. There was full and free discussion. 

7. There was a consensus of opini on that the athletic program should expand 
only as rapidly as it ,has the support to do so, that with enthusiasm better ~ttendance 
and budget support would follow. 

\ '• 
8. Dr. Cowgill presented the following four points: (1) The majority of the 
Faculty are opposed to any substantial escalation of the football program; (2) The 
Faculty would be appalled at the idea of paying a football coach $20, 000 when 
Faculty members make half of that. To them this would be an eloquent statement 
of community values; (3) With classroom space at a minimum, the Faculty would 
not approve of expensive additions to the football stadium; (4) The Faculty holds 
that the University's primary mission is to be that of education. (See enclosure 
for complete statement.) 

9. Gordon Terwilliger commented that he also hoped to have a great university, 
but building a great university takes faculty and good faculty morale. The faculty 
need the feeling that the community and students are backing them. Low morale 
in the faculty exists when they believe they are not appreciated. If football is to 
be continued, t}?-e faculty should be acquainted with steps being taken and that they 
are not being short-changed in the process • . 
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10. It was reiterated that W. S. U. is not trying to go 'big time' in football, that 
the present program is reasonably adequate. 

11. Gordon Evans commented that things are expected of a state university not 
expected of a municipal university. It must be a good university in every department. 
The football program must be maintained or W. S. U. fails in its obligation to one 
of its important publics. We also must maintain respect. It is necessary that the 
university be respected by the city, students, and alumni in every phase of endeavor. 
He continued by using the image of music in Wichita as an example of excellence 
that merited and received extra support. He reiterated that W. S. U. has many 
publics to serve. 

12. Jim Roberts stated he fe.lt the students will respect the actions of the Board 
but that they would object to an over-emphasis on football over other areas of the 
University. There should be commensurate improvement in all areas ~ 

13. Mr. Moorhouse felt that· faculty communication should be better and that 
the public and faculty should know that the money spent on athletics is not depriving 
the academic areas. State money is not spent on the football program. 

14. Roger Lowe commented that it should be noted that the Alumni Association f · 

is just getting started, the Endowment Association is being organized and a step 
backward in athletics will mean a step backward in Alumni and Endowment support. 

15. Mr. Lindquist stated that, under the circumstances identified above, he was 
willing to support an increase in the budget for ootball, and essential increases 

, in basketball salaries, up to $25,000, if funded by gifts of friends of the community 
in addition to present commitments, this action to be embodied in a memorandum 
of agreement to be signed by certain representatives of the community in attendance 
at the meeting and by other citizens in the community. He also suggested that a 
committee be appointed to study the feasibility of increasing the seating capacity 
of the stadium. 

Jim Vickers 'asked that this be considered as a motion and the motion was 
seconded as such. Discussion followed. 

16. Dr. Marsh commented that he was encouraged by the things he had heard. 
In truth, a major escalation of the football program would appall the faculty but 
not a modest i ncrease. The interest of the men of the community and their support 
i s important. 

l 7. Fran J abara said that in order to move ahead with a new coach, that coach 
must have some hope that things will improve at_ W. S. U . Planning should start 
soon on an enlarged stadium. To wait two or three years t o begin planning is too 
late . Show the coach an improving program so he will want to stay with us. The 
increase in the budget would have to come as an increase in the funds raised by 
the Century Club. Our relationship with the Century Club is not for a fixed amount 
but should be open-ended in order to make our program financially sound. 
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Mr. Lindquist stated that under the new budget the football coach should be 
hired at more than $12,500 and lower than the Big Eight schools, and that the 
basketball coaches' salaries should be increased. 

Mr. Brick felt it would be a mistake to try to set the basketball salaries 
at this ~ime. The Board should not be burdened with all the minute details. Again 
the Board was reminded that we must have more seats or we won't have a football 
program. Two Missouri Valley schools don't want to 'play us here because of our 
small stadium. Now is the time to make the decision to move ahead. It was agreed 
that a committee should study a plan for more seating. 

The motion as stated in Paragraph 15 carried unanimously. 

18. The guests left and the meeting continued with Noah Allen giving a report 
on his interviews for a football coach. Mr. Allen has visited with ten prospects. 
Four of these have been here to visit and two more are scheduled. 

Mr. Allen recommended the salary of George Karras be paid in full after , 
the first of the year and that the assistant coaches will be paid to December 31, 
1966 plus $50 to attend the Coaches Conference at Houston. 

19. The motion was made, seconded and passed that Karras be paid in a lump 
sum of $12,500 immediately after January 1, 1967. Jernigan, Jabara, and 
Fullington recorded a I No' vote with Brick declining to vote. 

20. Mr. Moorhouse commented that the report to the paper about the payment 
of the assistant coaches salaries was poorly handled, that the.re is poor communication 
between the Athletic Board and the · Faculty. This should be explained to the faculty 
and the Senate. Mr. Missal, representative of the Senate to the Board, will make 
a full report to the Senate at their next meeting. 

The meeting was adjourned. 

Secretary 
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Subject Wichita State University Football Prograill. 

I aill sorry I will not be able to attend the next Monday's Illeeting of the Faculty 
Senate as I understand the football prograill is on the agenda. I would, however, 
like to relate several points which I hope you will convey to the Senate in IllY 
absence. 

1. The recent departure of Coach Karras and the prospect of seeking a new 
coaching staff provided the need and opportunity for a thorough re-evalu
a t ion o f the University's i nvolveIT1ent in football , its pr~ spects and probleills. 

2. After a thorough review involving Illany Illeillbers of the University 
coIT1IT1unity, including yourself, it was deterillined that football would be 
continued with the hope of gradually iillproving the caliber of play and 
spectator interesto 

3. The football budget for coaches' salaries, recruiting and related expenses 
will be increased by $25, 000. 00 in fiscal year 1968. (The new head coach, 
Mr. Converse, was given a four year contract at $14, 0000 00 per year.) 
This added expense will be offset, hopefully, through increased football 
revenues, but if not, the $25,000. 00 is underwritten by interested Illeillbers 
of the coIT1IT1unity that already contribute $80, 000. 00 to this budget. 

4. Any future decisions involving the provision of additional seating capacity 
for Wichita State University football spectators will be based on a real 
deilland that exhausts our existing facilities and the availability of resources. 
A coIT1IT1ittee of the Physical Education Corporation will be appointed and 
charged with the responsibility for continued review of such requireIT1ents 
and resources. 

I hope to have an opportunity in the near future to Illeet with the Senate to discuss 
in soille detail Illy responsibilities as Faculty Representative for Athletics; the 
role of the Physical Education Corporation including prograills, organization and 
funding; and any other Illatters relative to athletics which Illay be of interest to 
the faculty. 

It is IllY sincere hope that such a Illeeting will provide a new and real beginning for 
continued and open dialog between those responsible for the review and adIT1inis -
tration of athletics and the faculty. 

cc: President Lindquist 
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SECOND REPORT 
of the 

UNIVERSI1Y LIAISON CONMITTEE 
on 

PLANNING CONCEPTS 

WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Wichita, Kansas 

December 1S66 
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1 December 1966 

President Emory Lindquist 
Wichita State University 
Wichita, Kansas 

D~ar Presid i::~nt Lindquist: 

Our first Report on Planning Concepts was submitted to you in 
November, 1965. This report was then sent to the Metropolitan 
Area Planning Commission and to the Board of City Commissioners. 
Following hearings before the M.A.P.C. and the City Commission, 
Mayor Tarrant moved and the City Commission adopted on January 18, 
1966, a R2solution pertaining to this matter. The Resolution 
stated that "A land use and traffic proposal be submitted to this 
bench within a maximum limitation of one year, and hopefully, 
sooner. That, two, we declare a moratorium on all zoning within 
one block of all the University property, and that would include 
as well the Crestview Country Club since it is under some type of 
quasi-contract with the Univ2rsity at this time. And, three, 
rather than defer this item for Mr. Clausing, we refer it back to 
the M.A.P.C. and ask them to hold it until this study is for
warded." This action was taken to permit us to explore further 
several concepts tentatively advanced in our first report, and to 
make firm recommendations on several problems that were left un
resolved in the first report. 

In preparing this s .~cond Report we have availed ourselves of the 
information and advice generously provided by Mr. Bickley Foster 
and members of his Planning staff and several interested citizens. 
We have also consulted with the Chairman and several members of 
the University Facilities Development Committee, and have kept 
Mr. John Trout of the M.A.P.C. advised of our deliberations. 
These people devoted hours of time and effort to the task. Their 
assistance has been of immeasurable value to us. The contents of 
this report, however, r e flect the best judgment of the Committee, 

Rcsp ~ctfully submitred, 

;J ttldj 
Htt~,.:, Wa l 1 

h'W:h 



( 

( 

UNIVERSITY SENATE 
WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF JANUARY 9, 1967 

Time: 3:30 PoHo, Monday, January 9, 1967 
Place: 
Presiding: 

East Ballroom, Campus Activities Center 
Hr. Cowgill 

As recorded on the attendance sheet, those present were: Hiss Boardman, 
Hiss Burgess, Miss Sherman, Messrs. Berg, Bubieniec, Ceasar, Chrisman, 
Comstock, Cowgill, Cress, Cutler, Dent, Dralle, Dunn, Graham, Hanson, 
Harder, Herman, Jabara, Johnson, Kenyon, Killian, Miller, Missal, Mood, 
Nickel, Paulson, Powell, Richardson, Savaiano, Snyder, Taggart, Terwilliger, 
Woodard. !!21 present were: Messrs. Armstrong, Brea~eale, Duerksen, Easterling, 
Genova, Jakowatz, Lindquist, Nicholson, Sowards, Spomer, Terflinger, Voth. 

I. 

II. 

Mr. Cowgill called the meeting to order, and on motion of Mr. Missal, 
the minutes of the meeting of November 28, 1966, and of December 12, 
1966, were approved as circulated. · 

There being no objection to a change in the order of Agenda, Mr. Cowgill 
introduced Mr. Harder, Chairman of the Committee on Committees, who 
distributed copies of the following report: 

Following President Lindquist's reconwnendation, the 
University Faculty Senate instructed the Committee on 
Committees to nominate members of an ad hoc convnittee 
to study the University core curriculum. The delibera
tions of the Committee led to the following recommendations: 

(1) We reconmend that the following professors be asked to 
serve on this Committee: 

Keith Graham, Professor of Logopedics 
Howard Ellis, Professor of Music 
Jack Craig, Professor of Engineering 
James Campbell, Professor of Business 
William Unrau, Professor of History 
Marvin Spomer, Professor of Art 
David Farnsworth, Professor of Political Science 
James Rhatigan, Dean of Students 
Jackson Powell, Vice President of Academic Affairs 
John Breazeale, Professor of Physics 
John Butler, Professor of English 
Oyara Esteves, Professor of Education 
Dorothy Froning, Professor of Spanish 
Don Christenson, Dean of Business 
Marshall Ruchte, Professor of Hath 
Alvin Sarachek, Professor of Biology 

(2) We reconmend that David Farnsworth be named Chairman of 
the Conmittee. 
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M,fnutes of the University Senate meeting of January 91 1967 Page 2 

(3) We reconmend that the Chairman of the Conwnittee be relieved 
of all teaching duties for the second semester of this 
academic year so that he can devote most of his time to the 
important task of this Conrnittee. We reason that a major 
part of his time will be devoted to discovering what other 
colleges and unviersities have been doing with respect to 
their core curricula. If this research task is properly 
performed, the Conrnittee will be advantaged by knowing 
what distinguished and imaginative colleagues at various 
institutions have recommended to their own faculties. 

(4) We reconmend that the Conmittee be instructed to hold 
hearings, and that all interested persons be invited to 
present their judgments to the Conmittee. In this regard 
we recommend that emeritus professors be invited to present 
their views to the Conmittee. 

(5) We recommend that the Senate request President Lindquist to 
provide the Conmittee with funds which will be needed to 
bring to the campus persons who are qualified to act as 
consultants to the Comnittee. 

Marvin A. Harder 
Chairman 

Jackson Powell 
Curtis Terflinger 
lewis Dralle 
Joshua Missal 

Mr. Harder gave these criteria for choosing the nominees listed, (1) no 
one who had been a member of the last committee to study revision of the 
University Core Curriculum was chosen, (2) the nominees represent a 
balance between faculty members who have been at the University for a 
long time and those who have joined the faculty more recently and 
(3) an attempt was made to exempt faculty members who are heavily 
burdened with conmittee work. Hr. Harder stated that the nominees 
had not been consulted prior to selection but he hoped that all of them 
would be able to serve. 

On motion of Mr. Harder, this recommendation was unanimously adopted. 

III. The next items of business concerned football policy. Mr. Cowgill reported 
that during the Christmas recess he had been invited to attend two meetings 
relating to football policy. One was a meeting of the Administrative Council; 
the other, a meeting of the Board of Directors of the Wichita State University 
Physical Education Corporation. At the latter meeting, Mr. Cowgill was re
quested to present the faculty's position on the football policy. Before 
Mr. Cowgill read to the Senate the statement reproduced here, he made it 
clear that he would have preferred to have had specific instructions from 
the Senate before his appearance at the meeting but that the scheduling of 
the meeting had not permitted this. 
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Statement by Dr. Donald o. Cowgill 
as President of the University Senate 

to Board of WSU Physical Education Corp. 
Dec • 19, 1966 

Page 3 

I am here today to speak quite specifically as a Representative 
of the University Faculty. The University Senate is comprised chiefly 
of members of the Faculty elected by their colleagues to represent them 
in matters of University policy and decision-making. The Senate in turn 
elects its own officers who must, when it is impossible for the entire 
membership to be consulted, speak for the Senate. In my role as President 
of the Senate here today, I am therefore seeking to reflect as faithfully 
as I am able what I believe to be the will of the majority of both the 
Senate and of the Faculty whom they represent. Let me make four points: 

1. The majority of the Faculty would be vigorously opposed to any 
substantial escalation of the investment in football at WSU at 
this time. They are aware of the inordinate costs of this 
particular athletic program, as compared with other sports, and 
they doubt that the State of Kansas can support three "big-ti me11 

programs competing with each other for the same resources and the 
same players. The faculty at WSU is puzzled by the fact that while 
this University is specifically enjoined not to develop graduate 
academic programs which duplicate those at other State universities, 
no such prohibition appears to apply to its athletic programs. 

2. The Faculty would be appalled at the idea of paying a football 
coach $20,000 a year, while the average faculty member is getting 
less than half as much. Such an action would be regarded by the 
faculty as a very eloquent statement of corrmunity values. It 
would lead to much cynicism and considerable defection. 

3. The Faculty would be alienated and disgusted if under the present 
circumstances any expensive additions were to be projected to the 
football stadium. Regardless of where the money comes from, the 
Faculty would regard such an expenditure on a structure to be used 
only five times a year as a gross misappropriation of resources. 
While the Faculty is struggling along with inadequate office 
and laboratory space and sees students unable to get the classes 
they want for lack of classroom space, it should not be surprising 
that the Faculty would react in this way. 

4. The Faculty believes that the University's primary mission in the 
comnunity, region and State is EDUCATION. At best, intercollegiate 
football appears peripheral to that mission. Any substantial escala
tion of such a non-essential program while the needs for facilities, 
staff and money in other areas which ARE essential to that central 
mission of the University will be viewed by the Faculty as cynical, 
callous irresponsible action. 

l 
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At Mr. Lindquist's prior request, Mr. Cowgill then read the following excerpt 
from the Minutes of the December 19, 1966, Meeting of the Board of Directors 
of the Wichita State University Physical Education Corporation: 

Hr. Lindquist reviewed the present status of the University's 
responsibility for the athletic program, the limitation of 
University support financially, and the problems related to 
financial support especially as related to the football program. 
On the basis of the general progress and development of the 
University, he is willing to support a modest increase in the 
budget for football, if conwnunity support would underwrite this 
additional responsibility, as well as present commitments. He 
was opposed to a substantial increase in the budget for football 
as not being in keeping with the appropriate goals of the University. 
He stated that he would consent to an expansion of the program not 
to exceed $25,000 if funded by friends in the cormiunity in addition · 
to present corrmitments with the understanding that it might be 
necessary to increase basketball coaches' salaries also within that 
figure. 

Next Mr. Cowgill read the following statement prepared January 6, 1967, by 
Mr. Sudermann, who is the Faculty Representat'ive for Athletics and thereby 
Chairman of the Board of Directors of the Wichita State University Physical 
Education Corporation: 

I am sorry I will not be able to attend the next Monday's meeting of 
the Faculty Senate as I understand the football program is on the agenda. 
I wo•ld, however, like to relate several points which I hope you will 
convey to the Senate in my absence. 

1. The recent departure of Coach Karras and the prospect of seeking 
a new coaching staff provided the need and opportunity for a 
thorough re-evaluation of the University's involvement in football, 
its prospects and problems. 

2. After a thorough review involving many members of the University 
conm.mity, including yourself, it was determined that footbal -1 
would be continued with the hope of gradually improving the 
caliber of play and spectator interest. 

3. The football budget for coaches' salaries, recruiting and related 
expenses will be increased by $25,000.00 in fiscal year 1968. 
(The new head coach, Hr. Converse, was given a four year contract 
at $14,ooo.oo per year.) This added expense will be offset, hopefully, 
through increased football revenues, but if not, the $25,000.00 is 
underwritten by interested members of the corrmunity that already 
contribute $80,000.00 to this budget. 

4. Any future decisions involving the provision of additional seating 
capacity for Wichita State University football spectators will be 
based on a real demand that exhausts our existing facilities and 
the availability of resources. A conmittee of the Physical Education 
Corporation will be appointed and charged with the responsibility 
for continued review of such requirements and resources. 
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I hope to have an opportunity in the near future to meet 
with the Senate to discuss in some detail my responsibilities 
as Faculty Representative for Athletics; the role of the Physical 
Education Corporation including programs, organization and fund
ing; and any other matters relative to athletics which may be 
of interest to the faculty. 

It is my sincere hope that such a meeting will provide a new 
and real beginning for continued and open dialog between those 
responsible for the review and administration of athletics and 
the faculty. 

During the discussion which followed, Mr. Cutler asked how the Faculty 
Representative for Athletics was named. Hr. Cowgill replied that 
Hr. Lindquist makes this appointment. Hr. Miller wished to know the 
opinions of the others attending the December 19, 1966, Meeting of 
the 8oard of Directors of the Wichita State University Physical Education 
Corporation. Mr. Cowgill informed the Senate that the minutes of the 
meetings of the latter group are public information. 

IV. Mr. Cowgill next introduced Mr. Wall, Chairman of the University Liaison 
Conrnittee on Planning Concepts. Mr. Wall presented the main points of 
the Comnittee's second report submitted to President Lindquist in December, 
1966. Copies of the report had been distributed to the members of the 
Senate. 

During the discussion, Mr. Wall stated that if the Conmittee's reconmenda
tions are accepted, action of several state, city and university agencies 
will be necessary to implement them. Mr. Wall answered many questions 
relating to specific reconmendations in the report. Hr. Cowgill expressed 
gratitude to Hr. Wall for appearing before the Senate. 

v. Mr. Gardner, Executive Vice President of the Board of Trustees, was next 
introduced by Hr.Cowgill. Mr. Gardner reviewed the negotiations for the 
acquisition of the Crestview Country Club area by the University. At the 
present time, negotiations are stalemated pending consumation of the sale 
in process. If and when the sale is completed, then the University will 
enter into discussion with those who purchased the property. Following 
some discussion of the subject, Mr. Cowgill thanked Mr. Gardner, who 
said that he would keep the Senate advised on the matter. 

VI. Before adjournment, Mr. Mood moved that the Senate show an exp.ress fon of 
general endorsement of Hr. Cowgi11 1 s statement made before th! Bo~~~pf 
Directors of the Wichita State University e,i, Physical Educatio~;:Jt(~ts0

~ 

meeting on December 19, 1966. Hr. Kenyon seconded and the motion passed 
unanimously. 

The University Senate meeting of January 9, 1967, then adjourned at 4:40 P.M. 

Donald o. Cowgill, Chairman 

Date Approved E. J. Bubieniec, Secretary 
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