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NOTICE QE. M(ETING 

UNIVERSITY SENATE 

WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Date, 
Place: 

Monday, Februarv 13, 1967 
East Ballroom, CAC 

Time: 3:30 J:. oM" 

Io Approval of Minutes 9, 1967 

) 

llo Amendment of membership or Committee to Study Core Curriculum -
fflr. Harder 

II I. Curriculum Changes - f1,rs. Froning 

IV., Plans for Egghead Week - f.:lpresentatives of' Mortar Board 

~ v. Report on Parking Problems on Campus - Mr. Melone 

VIo Request for Study of the Prnition of Department Head on 
WSU Campus - Mr. Hard~r 

VIie As May Arise 
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w..--.....-U Deserves City Help 
To Get Land, He Says 

To tht' Editor: e , e,7 
I read in the eb. 9 Eagle of the interest 

displayed by Greater Downtown Wichita Inc., 
and the Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce, in 
the plans of the City administration for manage
ment of the Civic Center Auditorium. I know 
little about the merits of the issues in dispute, 
but applaud the civic spirit which prompts the 
expression of business concern for the cultural 
development of Wichita. 

In the same issue is a story under the cap
tion "WSU Sees Tract Hopes Slipping." Here, 
again, I know nothing of the "inside story" con
cerning efforts to gain the Crestview property 
as an addition to the present WSU campus. 

Two facts are perfectly clear to me, ho·w-
ever, both as a person familiar with the role of a 
University in an urban community, and as a 
resident of Wichita. 

(1) A college or university with some claim 
to excellence and with opportunities for growth, 
is as basic to the economic health of a modern 
city as is diversified industry, transportation fa
cilities, or any of the other accoutrements which 
we have come to associate with the urban life. 

(2) Wichita State University will be stultified 
if held within its present geographic bounds and 
antiquated physical facilities. If this occurs, the 
adverse effects for Wichita will be reckoned not 
only in cultural, but in hard economic terms in 
the future. 

It is difficult to believe that Mr. Tra11Hnt et\n 

have made a correct estimate In saying that 
WSU could not muster the necessary three city 
commission votes for the industrial bond route, 
if· this is the only one available to acquire' 
land. It is still more difficult to believe t t 
whoever may be the uleaders" of the com -
nity, they are lacking in the vision, imaginatiol , 
and the incentive to take action now which 
essential to assure the city of a university of dis
tinction in the future. 

CORNELIUS P. COTTER 
Wichita 
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Basic Assumptions 

In developing its recommendations the Committee based its delibera
tions upon the four premises listed below: 

A. That University enrollments and activities will contin~e to grow . 
Thus, according to revised estimates by Dr. Jackson Powell, 
Academic Vice President and Director of Institutional Research, 
we must anticipate student enrollments of 14,00J by 197J snd 
18,SOu by 1975. 

B. That the University will be guided by the proposals of the Uni
versity's Facilities Development Committee for meeting the needs 
of a stude~t body of 18,500 students by expansion to the east of 
the present campus. 

C. That the University must give thought to the establishment of 
types of uses which we see cluster about the University but 
which will not be located on University property. 

D. That our task is to develop basi.c plenning concepts for t!ie U:.;.i.·-· 
versity area, leaving to the Wichita State University administra,~ 
tors, the Wichita State University Board of Trustees, the Plannfr~ 
Department, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, the Board 
of City Commissioners and the City Administration officials tte 
more onerous tasks of implementing the recommendations if approveJ 
by them. 

Areas of Attention 

The Committee has directed its attention to seven areas of concern 
and developed recommendations pertaining to them. The recommenda
tions are given at the end of the discussion of each area and are 
then summarized at the end of the report. 

The areas considered are: 

I. Expansion of the University Campus Area 
II. University Zoning District and the Surroun9ing Neighborhood 

III. Permitted Uses in University Zoning District 
IV. Housing for Students and F·aculty 
V. Traffic in the University Area 

VI. Parking Facilities 
VII. Cor.nnercial Zoning and Commerc:i.al Establishr.ients 
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The need for the enlargement of our present campus boundaries stands 
generally admitted. The Committee has, therefore, given much thought 
to the amount of additional land that will be needed. We are agreed 
that the campus, to be adequate, should extend from 21st Street on 
the north to 17th Street on the south and from Hillside Avenue on the 
west to Oliver Avenue on the east. 

We, therefore, recommend that the University, when feasible and 
appropriate, tak2 steps to acquire the land lying within this area 
which is not owned by the University. 

II. University Zoning District and t~ Surrounding N0ighborhood 

In its first report, thE:: Committee pointed out the importance of both 
present and anticipated functions and us es of the campus and its en·
virons. Clearly the types of uses of the area contiguous to the earn
pus should be compatible with the functioning of the University. We 
originally envisaged a fairly large area of University concern, and 
the development of planning concepts for this area in consultation 

·with its r esidents. 

Meetings were held with interested citizens of the area, and ci t ize:1 
response was friendly and cooperative. It became evident, howeveri 
that the nature of the problems faced by different areas were often 
quite dissimilar and that there were wide disparities between solu
tions offered to the same problems. There was insufficient time to 
develop a strong community consensus on certain proposals, and hence 
the Committee has reduced the boundaries of the area of University 
concern to the campus and the environs in which the University has a 
strong and direct interest. 

In searching for a tool to apply with effect to the area of concern 
the Committee was introduced to the idpa of a University Zoning Dis ·· 
trict. The concept of a University Zoning District was presented to 
us as follows: The principal functioraof such a district are (a) to 
give colleges and universities more land use flexibility than they 
vould. have if mapped in a residential district, and (b) to permit 
the establishment of the types of uses which ordinarily cluster 
about a university, but which are not located on university property. 

Accordingly, we recommend that the University District be mapped with 
boundaries as described below. On the north, 21st Street. On the 
east, Oliver Avenue . On the west, Lorraine Avenue (one block wes~ of 
Hillside Avenue) up to Carmen Avenue, then following Canr,en to 21st 
Street. On th~ south, 12th Street from Lorraine to Hillside, Maple 
Grove Cemetery from Hillside to the St. Louis & San Francisco Rail 
road tracks, and along the :railroad tracks to Ol iver Avenue. Excep~ 
ting that areas within these boundaries that are pre s ently zoned 
Light Commercial be excluded from the District. 
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III. 

Since 
which 
well 
that 
work 

Permitted Use.!.!.!! Universi~ Zonin~ Distric~ 

the University District described above includes the area in 
the uses should be compatible with University functions, as 

as the area to be devoted to University functions, we believe 
a single list of permitted uses for the entire district might 
an injustice upon some of the property owners. 

Therefore, we recommend that the area mapped as a University Zoning 
District by the M.A.P.C. be subclassified as U-1 and U-2. (See map 
following page.) 

We recommend further, that the area classified U-1 should include 
the area bounded by 21st Street on the north, 17th Street on the 
south, Hillside Avenue on the west and Oliver Avenue on the east. 
And that the permitted uses for U-1 be as follows: 

1. Colleges, universities and theological sr.h(ols, including 
their buildings owned or leased for administrative and faculty 
offices, classrooms, laboratories, laboratory schools, chapels, 
auditoriums, lecture halls, libraries, student and faculty 
centers, athletic facilities, dormitories, faculty and stud~nt 
apartment dwelling facilities, and military or defense facil
ities and installations, wheth~r for active or reserve uses. 

2. Art galleries, libraries and museums. 

3. Parks, playgrounds, golf courses, recreational areas and 
similar uses. 

4. Parking lots or garages for parking passenger automobiles 
accessory to uses permitted in this district. 

That the area classified U-2 should include the area lying within 
the University District which is not within the area classified as 
U-1. And that the permitted uses for U-2 be as follows: 

1. All uses listed in U-1. 

2. Offices, meeting rooms, laborator i es, and other facilities 
for educ~tional, fraternal, professional, religious and research 
organizations and institutions, provided that such uses do not 
create obnoxious sights, sounds or odors. 

3. Schoo ls , elementary, intermediate, and secondary - public, 
parochial or private. 

4. Private clu~s, excepting those the chief activity of which 
is a se~vice cus t omarily carried on as a business; and f rater 
nity anci soror ity hous es. 

5. Lodging and boar ding houses £or students and faculty. 

6. Any other uses that are allowed in any residence district 
with whi.ch this district is combined. 

-4-



( 

OLO 
• •I • 

·t· I 
I ... 
I J o ' :. .. 



( 
IV. Housing .f2!. Students and Faculty 

It is our judgment that the area located in the U-1 portion of the 
University District will eventually be needed for University func
tions. This judgment plus the fact that we do not envision a need 
for more dormitories in the next five years lead us to the conclu
sion that it would be unwise to plan for either student or f aculty 
housing of a permanent nature in district U-1. Such arrangements 
may be found desirable for a limited period of time, and hence are 
allowed to the University under the recommended uses for U-1 area. 
Fraternity and sorority houses are of a more permanent nature, and 
hence are not listed as eligible for location in this area. 

We repeat the statement made in our first report that it is highly 
desirable that the faculty be housed in the area around the Univer
sity, but feel that the present residential zoning in the area will > 
if preserved, provide the space r equired for this purpose . 

V. Traffic £Ethe University Area 

A. A detailed description of the present and anticipated flow of 
traffic to the campus was made in our first report and certain 
measures to control such traffic were recommended. (See pp. 8, 9 
and 13 Report of the University Liaison Committee on Planning Con·· 
cepts.) 

The recommendation that a traffic light be installed at Yale Avenue 
and 17th Street was accepted, and the installation of this light has 
materially improv0. d the traffic situation on this corner. The City 
of Wichita has placed in its Capital Improvement Program budget for 
1967 the plan to make 17th Street a four-lane arterial street as far 
east as Oliver Avenue. And this, we think, will be most valuable in 
meeting some of our traffic problems. 

Th~ recommendation that Yal e Avenue be closed between 13th Street 
and the campus road just north of the Campus Activitie s Center has 
not been accepted, and a new recommendation is presented below. 

rl. Traffic Count. 

The Traffic Engineering Department has agreed to make traffic counts 
at the corners of the University area and may have appropriate recom
mendations to meet traffic needs after these counts have been com
pleted. The DPpartment has been most cooperative, and we feel con
fident that it will advise with us upon completion of its studies of 
traffic in the University area. This information is not available 
at thi s timeo 
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C. Yale, Harvard and Roo sevelt Avenues. 

Yal e Avenue, in plans being developed by the University Facilities 
Deve lopment Committee, will eventually need to be closed to traffic. 
At that time, a north-south street in the vicinity of Gentry Avenue 
should be considered if this is deemed necessary to meet the north
south traffic needs not served by Hillside and Oliver. In the mean= 
time, however, the heavy University pedestrian traffic across Yale 
Avenue create s a s erious traffic hazard. 

A similar, although less ac~te problem, is presented on Harvard and 
Roosevelt Avenues between 17th Street and 13th Street. Neither 
avenue has sidewalks so both residents and students must walk in 
the stree t. Furthermore, the streets are not well lighted. 

Although parking is not permitted on the se avenues on school days 
from the hours of 9 a.m. to 2 p.m., parki ng is permitted on both 
side s after 2 p.m .. The result i s that from Monday through Thurs
day evenings, both sides of each avenue are filled with the parked 
cars of students taking evening classes. In addition to this, some 
students tend to drive at high rates of speed. Thus, a highly 
dangerous traffic condition exists. 

To mitigate these hazards without vacating dedicated streets, we 
recommend that: 

1. Parking on Harvard and Roosevelt be restricted to one 
side of the avenue as it is on Yale at th E: pre s ent time. 

2. That the speed limit on all dedicated streets within the 
U-1 District be 20 mil2s per hour. The speed limit on 
all University driveways which are net dedicated as pub
lic stree t s is now 15 mil e s per hour. 

D. Corner at 21st Street and Yale Avenue. 

The speed limit on 21s t Stree t is 4 'J miles per hour. There is heavy 
University traffic on 21st Stree t from both the east and the west 
which must turn on to Yale to reach University parking lots. The 
site distance at the intersection is insufficient f er saf e t~r ning 
movements. 

To deal with this dangerous traffic situation, we recommend that 
there be installed at the corner of 21st Street and Yale Avenue a 
traffic light on 21st Street with a left turning signal for west 
bound traffic. 
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VI2 Parking Facilities. 

Additicnal parking spaces have been provided since our first report: 
wa& made, and we now have 3922 parking spaces on the campus. The 
Parking Committee is developing plans for additional parking facil
ities. Hence our parking needs for the present and near futt:re seem 
to be satisfied. 

Within th,2 next decade, however, present facilities will prove inad
equate. It is our judgment that the best solution would be for the 
University to purchase the residential properties lying within the 
area bounded by 18th Street on the north, 17th Street on the south, 
Yale Avenue on the west, and the half-mile line on the east. We are 
advised that revenue bonds could be used for this purpose, and that 
the income from metered parking spaces in this area would be suf
ficient to retire the bonds within a reasonable period of time. 

Therefore, we recommend that an economic feasibility study be made 
of our proposal that these residential properties be purchased with 
revenue bonds, and that the space thus provided be used for premium 
parking on the campus. 

VII. Commercial Zoning and Commercial Establishments. 

This has been a difficult problem for the Committee to deal with . 
There are two populations to be considered: first, the res~.dents 
of the University area (including atu.dents, faculty and staff); a:-i.d, 
second, the entire student body attending the University. While all 
groups were taken into account in our deliberations, this report 
treats each group separately. 

With respect to the residents of the University area, the Committee 
endeavored to assess roughly the commercial needs of the area, and 
then inquired into the commercial zonir.g and development within the 
area bounded by 25th Street on the north, 12th Street on the south, 
Grove Avenue on the west, and Oliver Avenue on the east. Next, the 
Committee took into account the heavy and growing traff_ic being 
carried by the streets now surrounding the campus area i.e. Hill
side Avenue, 17th Street and 21st Street. 

In our judgment no immediate increase in commercial area is required. 
Therefore, we recommend that the appropriate public bodies view un
favorably any request to obtain additional commercial zoning on the 
major traffic carrying stre2ts now surrounding the campus for a 
reasonable distance on the major traffic ways leading to and from 
the existing and probably future campus area. 
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The Committee is aware of the possibility that additional commercial 
development may be needed in the future to serve the expanding stc ·· 
dent population. A consumer survey is now being conducted by the 
College of Business Administration and Industry. The results of this 
survey, and a statement as to the extent of these. needs will be pre ·· 
pared as soon as the required information is available. 

The Committee is inclined to believe that the area fronting on 17th 
Street b~tween Hillside and Vassar Avenues, and extending south for 
one-half block is of sufficient size to contain whatever commercial 
zoning will be needed to provide the goods and services indicated 
by the consumer survey being conducted. The results of the survey 
are expected to be available near December 1, 1966, and the Committee 
will review this matter upon receipt of the survey results. 

We recommend further that the area described above, with the excep
tion of the commercial zoning now existing along 17th ~treet from 
Hillside to one-half block east of Fairmount, be included within 
the University District until such time as private enterprise pro
poses development within the area that will adequately and safely 
serve the conunercial needs that may arise. 

It is the intent of the above recommendations to promote the group
ing of compatible commercial uses needed, and to discourage the 
occurrence of scattered spot conunercial development throughout the 
area in an unrelated fashion. 
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Wichita State University 

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

\J . 
"o President. Cow:ill: FacultLSenej.e~~--Jiw!l 9, 196"1 

From John Millet_, ~liticaLJJcience~ ) 

Subject Possible Agenda Item, Faculty Senates Concern over loaa of Crestv,ew Oo1mty Club 

I would urge the Faculty Senate to consider a petition to whoever is responsible 
for the future of the University to remind them of the urgency of acquiring the land 
to the east of the University, between 21st Stre&, 17th Street and Oliver. 

Ism aware tb.at these sorts of matters might be considered "administrative." If 
so, it means that!1;'nly matters of consequence, the only issues which really will af
fe,t the University's future, are out of Faculty consideration. I cannot believe that 
~is really the case. Of cousse we cannot make the decision; but we DO have con• 
cerns, both on the level of personal professional careers and on the level of the 
future of the institution of which we are a part and the generations of students yet 
to come. I believe we would be remiss in ottr duties if we did not at least say what 
we thought about this mattero 

I believe the matter to be urgent for the following reasonss 

lo Every urban university in the country today is ex~panding, and expanding 
rapidly. Our own has had an exceptional growth the past four years, and the 
trends projected are probably conservativeo 

2. '!he present i gubernatorial budget and the accompanying message (particu
larly the part which says there will be more to come in future installments)' . 
indicate that the State of Kansas is now willing to admit that Wichita is a 
part of the state system and to back it appropriatelyo 'lhe building funds are 
bo become available -- and at that point in time, we are willing to give up the 
land on which to put them! 

~. If the golf cousse is developed privately, into"garden apartments", 
shopping center (complete with filling station, etc.), and the like, the Univer
sity will have two choices in the future (which means in the immediate future)s 
(1) forget about any new buildings and any ex~pansion in student body or teach
ing programs; or (2) go the very expensive route, far more expensive than buy
ing Wheatshocker Hall and tearing it down, of buying up developed property to 
the south or the west. '!his property is less desireable on several counts than 
the land to the eastJ the cost of purchasing developed land is far greater than· 
that of obtaining undeveloped land. What the decision would mean would be a 
temporary stalling of the University's developaent, which would kill it at the 
instant as a dynamic institution. 

4. The monetary costs of either of the latter courses would in the iong run 
be far greater than buying out a swindling investor who has got his hands on the 
ptions • 

.\ 5. We cannot, after fiddling around, ask the golf course people to waito Ob
~ iously, they cannot, since they are involved in purchasing new land nowo 

60 Someone must inform the leadership of this community what this decision to 
let this land :ta be privately developed will mean to the future of the Oityo I 
would assume this is the President's reisponsibilityo It should aid him in his 
task of explaining the University to the community if the Faculty give him the 
strongest of support on this mattero 
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UNIVERSITY SENATE 
WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF FEBRUARY 13, 1967 

Time: 
Place: 
Presiding: 

3:30 P.M., Monday, February 13, 1967 
East Ballroom, Campus Activities Center 
Mr. Cowgi 11 

As recorded on the attendance sheet, those present were: Miss Bu~gess, 
Hiss Sherman, Messrs. Berg, Bubieniec, Ceasar, Comstock, Cowgill, Cress, 
Cutler, Dent, Dralle, Duerksen, Genova, Graham, Hanson, Harder, Herman, 
Johnson, Kenyon, Killian, Lindquist, Hiller, Mood, Nicholson, Nickel, 
Powell, Reif, Richardson, Savaiano, Spomer, Taggart, Terflinger, 
Terwilliger, Woodard. Not present were: Miss Boardman, Messrs. Armstrong, 
Breazeale, Chrisman, Dunn, Fullerton, Jabara, Jakowatz, Missal, Paulson, 
Snyder, Sowards, Voth. 

I. Mr. Cowgill called the meeting to order, introduced Mr. George J. 
Worden, Director of Information Services, and acknowledged the return 
of Mr. Reif to the campus. 

Minutes of the meeting of January 9, 1967, were approved as circulated. 

II. Mr. Harder, Chairman of the Committee on Committees, announed that 
because of their responsibi 1 ity on another niajor co111nittee Mr. Campbel 1 
and Mr. Graham were being released from membership on the Cormtittee 
to Study the Core Curriculum. Mr. Harder obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to have Mr. Troy Majors appointed to the 
Comnittee. The Student Government Association is to nominate two 
additional members to serve on the Committee. 

III. Mrs. Froning, Chairman of the Curriculum ConY11ittee, presented curriculum 
changes approved by that committee at its meeting on January 9, 1967. 
The majority of the changes involved changing the present non-credit 
ren~dial courses to credit courses. CreGits earned in such courses 
would be enclosed in parentheses on the transcript. Mr. Powell ex
plained that the University is not budgeted for non-credit courses 

IV. 

• 

and tr.at student enrollments in these courses are not consi dcred in 
the determination of the student-teacher ratio. The listing of such 
courses as credit courses would also make it possible for the University 
to inform Draft Boards of a student's exact course load. 

The changes in the course offerings of the Department of Mathematics 
would require modifyins I. a. of the University Core Curriculum to 
read, "Mathematics: 120 (5, only 3 hours of which apply to a WSU 
degree) or 121(3); 141(5); alternates: Any mathe~atics course taken 
for degree credit." It was agreed that this slight change did not 
warrant presenting the matter for the consideration of the entire 
faculty of the University. 

Mr. Cowgill next introduced Miss Denise Daughenbaugh who presented 
Mortar Board's plans for Egghead ~leek, February 20 - 24, 1967 • 
Miss Daughenbaugh stated that Mortar Board was unable to schedule a 
speaker for the first Annual Big Speaker Convocation during Egghead 
Week. She requested the Senate's consent to have two convocations--
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the Big Speaker and Select-a-Lecture-- scheduled during Egghead Week next 
year. Mr. ~erman Moved and Mr. Powell seconded that the Senate support 
this plan. During the discussion, Mr. Genova stated that many faculty 
members are dissatisfied wHh the way in which convocations decrease class 
time and disrupt scheduled examinations. Mr. Cowgill suggested that the 
general policy of scheduling convocations be considered at a future meetin9. 
Mr. Rhatigan, Chairman of the Public Occasions Committee, said that the 
Cormiittee is to consider the same issue. Mr. Herman's motion passed unanimously. 

v. Mr. Malone, Chairman of the Traffic Corrrnittee, related difficulties surround
ing traffic violations comnitted by faculty members. The Traffic Committee 
is not structured to consider appeals of faculty members and the Student
Faculty Court would be overburdened if faculty appeals were to be added to 
its present load. Mr. Malone suggested creation of a Faculty-Staff Appeal 
cburt. During the discussion, problems encountered in the effort to expand 
parking facilities were mentioned. Mr. Cowgill stated that regardless of 
the extent of parking facilities, infractions would occur and hence there 
is a need for a Faculty-Staff Appeal Court. Mr. Lindquist felt that the 
question related to the faculty's concept of citizenship as members of the 
campus con1nunity. He said that the University of Kansas has a set procedure 
for handling the faculty's infraction of parkin~ regulations. Mr. Lindquist 
moved that the Comnittee on Committees explore the matter of a Faculty-Staff 
Appeal Court and report back to the Senate. The motion passed unanimously. 

VI. Mr. Harde~ stating that he spoke as an individual member of the Senate,raised 
the matter of the procedure for the appointing of departmental chairmen. 
The following were his introductory remarks: 

We have been informed that the review team of the tforth 
Central Association was critical of the status of the 
department head on our campus. While the exact words 
of the report pertaining to this matter were not presented 
to the Senate, it is sufficient that these distinguished 
men, university administrc'tors, for the most part, thought 
that the status of the department head on this campus to 
be unacceptable by their standards. 

This judgment coincides with the view of some of our faculty, 
including some persons in administrative posts, that the 
procedures governing the selection of department heads and 
their tenure should be modified. Moreover, it comes at a 
propitious time, a time when there does not appear to be 
serious problems with respect to the relations between 
department heads and staff members. If any change is to 
be made, it ought to be made under these favorable circumstances. 

Mr. Harder moved that: "The Senate authorize the Convnittee on Committees to 
nominate a committee charged with the responsibility of considering the pro
posal that department chairmen be named by their respective deans for stated 
periods of time, subject to reappointment by the dean after consultation ~dth 
tenured members of the department concerned, and that the Committee be instructed 
to report to the Senate the results of its deliberation." 

Mr. Kenyon seconded the motion. 

Mr. Lindquist stated that he considered it a good idea to discuss the question 
and requested that the appointed committee also report the procedures that had 
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been followed in the past. 

Hr. Harder's motion passed unanimously. 

VII. The Secretary read a letter from Hr. Millett concern;ng the possibility of 
the Senate's cons;dering further the matter of the acquisition of the 
Crestview Country Club area. Hr. Hi11ett 1 s letter e"l)hasized how critical 
ft is for the University to obtain this land for future expansion. It 
urged that the faculty give President Lindquist the strongest support in 
his task of informing the community of what private development of this 
area would mean to the future of the University and the City. 

Although Mr. Lindquist strongly objected to the language used in one 
sentence of the letter, he considered the letter very appropriate and 
stated that he would be very happy to have the letter as modified by 
deletion of the sentence in question transmitted to the Board of Trustees. 
Hr. Cowgill stated that he would consider it inappropriate to have the 
letter of an individual represent the Senate as a whole. It was agreed 
that a committee be appointed to draft a resolution to be sent to the 
Board of Trustees. This resolution is to be considered~ ~ the next meeting 
of the Senate. 

The University Senate meeting of February 13, 1967, was adjourned at 4:45 P.M. 

Donald o. C0\'4gi11, Chairman 

Date Approved E. J. Bubieniec, Secretary 
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