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WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY SENATE 

AGENDA 

Meeting Notice: 22 September 1980, 126 Clinton Hall, 3:30 p.m. 

Order of Business: 

I. 

II. 

III. 

IV. 

Calling of the M~eting to Order 

Informal Proposals and Statements 

Approval of the Minutes for the meeting of 8 September 1980, 
(Vol. XVII, No. 2) 

New Business: 

Nomination for committee vacancy on the 
Faculty Committee on Athletics--Committee · 
on Committees 

Report of the Ad hoc Committee on General 
Education--Dr. Donald Wineke 
(Attachment A) 

Report of the Ad hoc Committee on Emergency 
Procedures--Dr. George Platt, Associate Vice 
President and Director of Office of Planning 
and Institutional Research 
(Attachment B) 

Report on summer actions with the National 
University Consortium--.Dr. Jacqueline Snyder, 
Assistant Vice President for Academic Affairs 

V. Adjournmen t 
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To 

vVichita State University 

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

Dr. John Breazeale , Vice President for Academic AffaiLs 

_j) bC!. J;, m £?...'1 t-' I-f
ATTACHMENT A 
To Agenda 9/22/80 

.A.d Hoc Committee on General Education Requirements 
From __ . -

Final Report of the Corm:littee 
Subj:?ct ·--· ---------------------------------

The Ad hoc Committee on General Education Requirements has concluded 
its wo rk and submits to you the attached final repo rt for transmission 
to the University Senate and the. faculty. The r e por t includes a 
critique o f the present General Education program, two sets of 
recommendations respecting the structure and administra t ion of the 
General Education program, and an Appendix describin g the objectives 
of a General Educ{ltion program, which appeared in the interim report 
we submitted in Spring, 1979 . 

The cormnittee requests that in Senate and faculty de liberations 
the recommendations respecting the structure and 2-dministration of 
the program be considered separately, but that each set of recommendations 
be voted on as a whole and not part by part. 

We also wish to make the following recommendations r e gard:i.r.g th e 
implementation of our recommendations should th ey b e acl.cpt e d: 

1. That the recommendations for a revised gem, r a l e ducat ioa 
program be implemented beginning with the 1982--83 school 
year; 

2. That all students entering the University b e for e Full, 19 82 
be permitted to fulfill the general education r e quirements 
in effect at the time they entered ; 

3 . That the recommendations regarding the administ cation of 
the program he implemented during the 1980-81 acaden,i c y ear , 
and that the Coordinator of Gen e r a l Educa tio n b e ch~rge<l 
to provide a description of his or h e r c ommittee ' s policies 
and proce dure s during Spring , 1982 ; 
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4. · .That the Co~rdinator of General Education be required to 
present a detailed rep6rt on the state of the General 

. Education program every three years. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ad hoc Corrunittee on Genera~ucation Requirfments 

l 7 /:U.,.. i 
Donald R. Wineke 

Chairman 

Prem N. Bajaj 

~ Clark V. Britton, Jr. 

David N. Farnsworth 
E'x officio member 

~ Robert K. Knapp 

, Robert L. Mccroskey 

, Gerald S. McDougall 

, Marilyn E. Parker 

~ Charles G. Pearson 

~ Me lvin H. Snyde r, J r . 

//, I , .1,,7M· , ,,, 
.- " / ,,. .y· / . . · 1 ·' · ·' .· r "'(L.-11'. -~ . (f, • . . , ., ~ ,. "-:::__ {/ ... .,, ... ,. , .. , .r-•. ,~.-. 

-;~· 
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REPORT OF THE AD JWC CONMITTEE ON GENERAL EDUCATION REQUIREMENTS 

Preface 

This conm1ittee was formed in Fall, 1978 and charged to undertake a 
study of the University's general educat ion requirements, to present an · 
interim report to the faculty by April 30, 1979, and to present a final 
r eport , with recormnendations, by February 15, 1980. In April, 1979 the 
committee presented its interim report, which consisted of a description of 
its activities and procedures, a statement of obj ectives for a general 
education program ( sec Appendix), and a general critique of the present 
program in light of those objectives. 

In Fall, 1979, the committee circulated throughout the unive rsity 
community a preli!ninary proposal for a three-part general education program. 
This proposal, which was inspired by the general education program inaugurated 
at San Diego State University in 1975, proved to be a highly contro versia l 
one. The most controversial provision in it was an "integrated studies" 
requirement, which would have required students to take nine to twelve hours 
in courses offered by di£ferent departments but which related to a central 
theme or topic . . This particular recommendation dominated the committee's 
discuss ions with faculty, administrators . and students . While some favo :i;ed 
the integrated studies requirement, a majority of those expressing an opinion 
on the issue were either opposed to or had mixed fe elings about such a 
requirement. In the various meetings we conducted and on the ques tionnaire s 
that we circulate d, significant numbers of respondents also voice d questions 
about or objections to our recomi."Tlendations for a more limited choice of courses 
in th e distribut ion r e quirements , the retention of the general studies 
r e qui rement, and the establishment of a s t andin g committ e e on general e ducation. 

In February , two of u s visited the campus of San Die8o State University 
in an effort to find out how that program was working in practice. We learned 
that faculty members, advisers , and students were find i ng that institutions's 
version of the integrated studies requirement very difficult to live with. 
Practically everyone we talked to at San Diego State found the program 
difficult to administer, especially for the large number of transfer students 
who enroll there, and most did not see the integrated studies .( they call 
it "The Human Experience") requirement as fulfilling the educational objectives 
for which it was established. There, as h e re, significant numbers of people 
l iked the idea of an integrated s tudies requirement but fo und it unworkable . 
Our committee h ad concluded, after hearing faculty reaction to the proposal 
in the fall, that the recommendation on integrated studies, at lea&t ~ could 
not pass; what we l earn e d at San Diego State convince d us that it s hould 
not pass . Thus we de cided to abandon t h e integrated studies concep t and 
r e vise our proposal. In order to do t his we had to receive from the general 
fA c ulty a postponement of our original deadline. At a general meeting in 
Mn r ch th e faculty eranted a postponement of the deadline for our final report 
to Octobe r 15, 1980. 
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The following report.is composed ~fa critique of the piesent 
program and the proposals relating to its revision . 

Cr~tique of th e present general education program 

1) Communications requirement 

The committee regards a six-hour composition requirement as necessary 
and has every reason to believe that the present composition program 
is performing the tasks assigned to it; we continue to insist, however, 
that the responsibility for ensuring that students continue to develop 
their writing skills belongs to faculty in every department in the 
university. 

The committee also regards a three- hour oral cormnunications requirement 
as necessary, although it continues to have questions about the effective
ness of the present Speech 111-112 option. The primary arguments 
raised in favor of allowing students the option of taking Basic 
Interpersonal Communication instead of Public Speaking are that 
many students who come here have al ready had a public speaking course 
in high school,' that the skills develope d in Speech 112 are more 
useful to many students in the ir academic and professional careers, 
and that it provides a more comfortable initiation to oral communica 
tions for many students with high anxiety l evels in oral communic atians . 

The committee believes that, if any cours e is to be specified as the 
one which will satisfy the oral communications requirement, tha t 
course should b e Speech 111, which places its primary emphasis 
on the preparation and perforrnan~e of formal ora l presentation before 
groups. We are not convinced that, if an option is regarded as 
desirable, the only alternative to Speech 111 should be Speech 112. 
If, as statistics gathered by the Speech Communications program 
indicate, students completing 112 have acquired approximately the 
same level of confidence about speaking before others as students 
beginning 111, it is hard to see how a student who has already had 
public speaking in high school will develop significantly as an oral 
communicator by taking 112, the only alternative open to him in the 
present program . It is our view that such a student would profit 
more from taking a speech performance cours e consonant with his 
abilities and academic or professional interes t s . 

The only general criticism that the committee has of section r of 
the present program, which amounts to a set of skills requirements, 
is that it is limited to communications skills. Ex clude d are basic 
mathematics or computational skills, which we believe are as crucial 
to student deve lopment a s communications skills and which we are 
including in our recommendations. 
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2) General education distribution requirements 

In the cornmi ttee 's view, the effectiveness of the present distribution 
requirements is at least questionable. The main academic justification 
is that they provide breadth; the committee does not believe ci1at 
breadth is a sufficient justification, especially in a program that 
do e s not insist that even a majority of a student ' s general education 
curriculum be fulfilled in courses of a general natur e . Underlying 
the present distribution requirements is the assur.1ption that any course , 
however specialized, offered by any department or program, however 
professiotial or vocational its orientation, is a suitable general 
education course. The committee believes this assumption to be 
invalid. A specialized c ourse is by definition not a general education 
course . "Moreover, if we agree that one of the objectives of a 
general education is indeed to develop the student's "competence in 
utilizing the modes of thought cha r acteristi-:: o f . the 1najor areas of 
human knowledge, " we should agree that the student ' s att e ntion, in 
the general education program, ought to be directed toward the. 
major areas of human knowledge . That is, we ought to assign a priority 
to those areas of study which are fundamental to one's. understanding 
o f the world in'which he lives . The present distribution requirements 
establish virtually no priority. 

Our surveys of faculty opinion on bot h the present program and the 
one we proposed earl i er r eveale d that ficulty are divide d on this issue. 
Many who are satisfied with the present requirements like the 
f l exibility that they provide to transfer students and others enrolled 
in highly structured programs . Some are philosophically in favor 
of allowing students the widest possible choice in this part of 
the curriculum . Those dissatisfied with the present requirements 
argue f or a more prescriptive curriculum designe d in confor mity with 
the faculty's sense of the student's intellectua l needs. Such faculty 
have generally expressed a desire to return to something resembling 
the core curriculum displace d by the present program . 

A less explicit, but no l ess concrete , motive underlying opinion on 
both sides of this issue has its source in the impact that any 
change in curriculum will have on enrollments and cre dit hours. A 
fairly safe generalization would be th e observation that faculty in 
departments and colleges that gaine d enrollments when the Universi ty 
abandoned the core curriculum are more satisfied with the present 
program than faculty in departments that los t enrol lments . In fact, 
the committee was routinely asked, in dis cussions on our pre limina ry 
propos al ) whe th e r it was a de v ice to increase enrollme nts in d e'part
ments of Libera l Arts and Sciences that h a v e bee n s uffering 
enrollment de clines . 

The question was a legitimate one and the issue should b e faced 
squa r e l y. It is true that our preliminary propos al, a s well as th e 
one that appears in the n ext s e ction of th e r e port , is weighted mo r e 
towa rd th e tra ditiona l disciplines in the arts and s ciences tha n the 
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present program. But our primary reason for recomme nding this 
shift in emphasis is academic. Th e studies to which we attach priority 
are fundamental and general in nature and a re ·directed toward the 
_aims of a general education that we spelled out in our interim report. 
General education programs are, by and large, weighted toward the 
traditional arts ·and sciences for the logical reason that general 
education is the province of the arts and sciences. 

The decision on a general education program cannot, realistica lly, 
be a purely academic one; at least, the his tory of curriculum reform 
here and elsewhere indicates that it cannot. Adjustme nts - - most of 
which compromise academic ideals--have to be made in the interest of 
accommodatingthe practical needs of students, the resources the 
institution has, and the requirements imposed on programs by external 
accreditation or certification agencies. The pressure to make these 
compromise s is aggravated by the insistence that we must accomplish 
everything we have to with students within a 124-hour curriculum. 
The _ques tion is, of course, how far should we go in makin g such 
compromises? 

The committee b~lieves that a general education program comprising 
approx imat e ly one third of a student's work at the university should 
be regar de d a s a minimum requireme nt and that any pressure , whatever 
its sour ce , for a r e duction in the length o f that program , should b e 
resiste d. Maintaining a strong gene ral . education prog r a m seems 
especially crucial at an institution like ours in a time when 
increasing numbers of students. are enrolling in applied or 
professiona lly oriente d programs. For many students , th e only 
exposure to the a rts and science s will come in th e gen e r a l e duca tion 
program. 

3) General Studies requirement 

The genera l studies requirement is the only part of the present 
distribut i on r e quire ments that speaks directly to the object i ves of 
general e ducation, and it is, inte restingly, th e. only r e quire ment 
fo r which there was a n educationa l rationale in the 1973 Report of 
the Task Gr oup on Ge ne r a l Educa tion. It i s continually mon itore d a n d 
evaluated in t e rms of its value to the general stude nt. And, while 
it would b e misleading to claim that all of the cour ses offere d in 
the prograra are uniformly excellent and succe ssful, the evide n ce 
provide d by f a culty t eaching the courses and students t a king them 
i s largely f avorable . In f a ct, one arg ume n t a dva nce d by thos e who 
would l i k e to h a v e the r e quir emen t abol ish e d is tha t t h e courses 
would b e s u c cessful ev e n i f they we ren't r e quired. Those who h a v e 
argued for r e t ention of the r e quirement, on the othe r hand, point out 
that without it some of the mo s t imag ina t i v e and v a luable cour s es 
th e Unive r s ity offe r s would not exi s t. 
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The cormnitte e believes that the requirement should b e r e t ain e d and tha t 
it be a nine-hour r a ther than an eight-hour require ment. In making 
this . recommendation, we are aware that the r equirement has created 
some practical difficulties for some students, e s pecially transfer 
students. We propose the establishment of a prora ting sch edule for 
transfer stude nts as a way of alleviating this problem. We are 
al .so aware that there has b e en until now a shortag e of general 
stu<lies course offerings, particularly at night, outs ide the division 
of Humaniti e s and Fine Arts. But, because general studies courses 
are required, enrollment patterns have l e d to a ste ady increas e in 
the number of cours es offere d, as well as to the de v e lopment of new 
courses. Th e r e quirement has clearly function e d as an incentive 
to the de velopment of general studies courses; we b e lieve that 
retention of the requirement will stimula te furth e r deve lopment. 

Administra tion 

The programs for Communications and Gen e r a l Studies are administere d 
by directors working with advis ory or exe cutive committees. The 
general education program its elf is adminis tere d by no one. The 
committee regards this as a serious de fici ency. Because the 
program enjoys a life of its own, it is not continuously or 
systematically evaluated. Periodica lly , ther e .is a call to re-study 
the pro gr a m or its parts, and an ad hoc committee, compose d of 
faculty who may or may not have b e en stude nts of the gener a l education 
issue, is put together to look at the program anew. At the conclusion 
of the study the committee dissolve s. Whether or not th e r e comme nda tions 
of the committee are approved by the faculty, the study usually 
raises questions that can only h e resolve d ove r a period of time. 
But, becaus e the committee no longer exis t s , the quest ions are not 
pursued--until such time as the call goes out for the e stablishme nt 
of anoth e r ad hoc committee which repeats the cycle. 

Recommendations 

This report contains two separ ate but related proposals, one calling 
for a revision of th e general education curriculum and one for the 
establishment of a standing committee on Gene ral Educat i on. 

General Educa tion Curriculum: Th e Committee recommends a l12-hour ----
genera l e ducation program for all underg raduat e stude nts . 
seeking baccalaure ate degrees, with th e require me nts as ~ ollows: 

I. Basic Skills--12 hours , a s follows : 

English 101 a nd 102 (6) 
Sp eech 111, or othe r Speech perfo r ma nce cour s es as approve d 

by the Corruni ttee on Ge neral Education ( 3) 
Math ematics 111 or 211 or equiva l e nt ( 3) 
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II. General Education Distribution--30 hours, as follows : 

A. Humanities/Fine Arts--a minimum of 9 hours, including at least 
3 hours in one of these areas : 

History 
Literature {English or foreign language ) 
Philosophy/Religion 
General Studies or cours e s de signated as appropriate 

for general education* in other Humanities disciplines. 

and at least 3 hours in one of these areas: 

Art 
Creative Writing 
Dance 

· Nusic 
Theater 

B. Social and Behavioral Sciences--a minimum of 9 hours, including 
~ 

courses in at least 2 of the £allowing areas: 

Anthropology 
Economics 
Geography 
Political Science 
Psychology 
Sociology 
Genera l Studie s courses o r cours e s des i g n a t e d as appr o priate 

for g en e r a l educa tion* in other social sciences , communi cations, 
adminis tration, or e duca tion 

C. Sciences--a minimum of 9 hours, including cours e s in at l east 
2 of the following areas: 

Biologica l Scie nces 
Che mis try 
Geology 
Physics 
General Studies courses o r cour~es d ~sign a t e d a s appropr i a te for 

gene ral educa tion* in comp ute r scie nces , eng ineering , 
h ealth s c ience , or ma the ma tics 

*i.e., by the Committe e on Ge ne ra l Educ a tioq 

Limi t a tions 

1. Nine hours o f wor k in section II mus t b e in Ge ne ral Studie s 
c o urses . 

2. No mo r e t h an s ix hours o f work i n s ection II may b e t ake n 
from any on e de par tment. 

3. No c ourses t aken in a stude nt' s ma j or d epa r t me nt may b e used 
to s a tis f y t h e dis t ribut i on requireme n t s . 
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Rules applying to transfer students: 

I. All transfer students who enroll under the terms of the 
articulation agreement will be exempt from all of the 
above requirements. 

2. With respect to General Studies, the requirement will 
b e applied on a prorated basis according to the following 
formula: 

# hours on enrollment at WSU # required GS hours 

1-29 
30-44 
45-59 
60+ 

Administration of the Program 

9 
6 
3 
0 

The program s~all be administered by a Coordinator of General 
Education and an executive committee , tvhich will_ replace the pre sent 
administration of the General Studies program. 

1. The Coordinator shall be appointed by the Vice Pre side nt for 
Academic Affairs, to whom he or she shall be responsible. He 
or she shall be appointed to serve a three-year term on a half
time, twelve-month basis. The qualifications of the Coordinator 
shall include a t e rminal degree in an academic discipline, 
exte ns ive university teaching , and scholarly accomplis hment in 
his or h er field . A Coordinator may not s e rve two consecutive 
three-year t erms. 

2. The committee shall be composed of eight faculty members and 
two stude nts. The faculty members shall be nominate d by the 
Committe e on Committees and appointed by the Sena te. Each faculty 
repres e ntative shall serve a three-year term; no one ma y serve 
two consecutive three-year t e rms (initia l appointme nts sha ll b e 
staggere d so as to assure continuity on the committe e). Fa culty 
membership shall be distributed in the following manner : 

one repre s e ntative from e a ch of these colleges: 

Busines s Admi nis tra tion 
Educa tion 
Enginee ring 
Fine Arts 
Health Relate d Profess i ons 

one r e presentative from each of th ese divis ions of 
Liberal Ar t s and Sciences : 

Humaniti es 
Natural Scie n c es anJ Ma th ematics 
So c i a l a nd Beh aviora l Sciences 
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The Student members shall be nominated by the Student Government 
Association and appointed by the Senate. 

3. The Coordinator and committee shall have the following responsibilities: 

a. to conduct continuing -review of the program; 
b. to decide on the acceptabilty of courses inte nded to satisfy 

requirements of the program; 
c. to administer the General Studies program by 

1) reviewing and approving proposed GS courses; 
2) reviewing and approving proposed faculty for GS courses; 
3) evaluating the performance of faculty teaching GS courses through 

study of required student evaluations; 

d. to encourage continued course development and experimentation within 
the program. 

The Committee shall establish its own procedures and rules. It shall 
be chaired by the Coordinator of General Education, who shall be a 
voting member. However, the Coordinator shall not have the authority 
to overrule committee decisions . 

4. All disputes that cannot be resolved by the Committee shall be decided 
by the General Faculty. 

5. All appeals of decisions made by the Committee shall be decide d by 
the General Faculty . 
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APP ENDIX 

The Objectives of a General Education ~y::am 

In its de lib e r ations the committee adopted, as a framework, four 
bas ic objectives expressed by Dressel (in College al_!~ University Curriculum): 
"A lib eral education that results in 1) knowledge of basic cultural heritage, 
(2) competence in util izing the modes of thought characteristic of the maj or 
areas of human knowledg e , (3) competence in communicating, and (4) a 
conscious co mmi tment to a set of values , is excellent preparation for 
almost any vocation." By way of refining our definition o f objectives , we 
then elaborated on th e basic four, as follows : 

1) "knowledge of basic cultural heritage". 
In our view, this includes an understanding of culture as a 

concept, o f cross-cultural relations, of the development of western-
and, if possible, non-western culture . In this r espect , a gene ral 
education should cultivate .the student's sense o f the past and its 
relation to the pres ent and future, as well as his appreciation of 
and sensitivity tQ the achievements--artistic, scientific, social 
and political--of civilized humanity. 

2) ncompetence in utilizing th e modes of thought characteristic 
of the major areas of human knowledge" 
This includes acquainting students with disciplines i n addition 

to thos e in th e ir major areas of study by introducing them to the 
ways of thinking and knowing that distinguish, for instance, the · 
natural sciences , the behavioral sciences , and th e humani ties . It 
also includes apprising students of the "state o f the ar t" in the 
discipl in es while making them aware of the opportunities available 
in each that they encounter. 

3) "comp e tence in communicating" 
This include3 , first, th.e ability to sp eak and wrlte wilh clarity 

and to organize ideas and observations effective ly for coherent 
presentat ion . Beyond that, it includes the ability to read and listen 
with understanding , and the attainment of literacy in many areas o f 
discourse, including the mathematical and scientific. 

4) "c.onscious commitment to a set of values" 
This involves educating the students to th e eth ic:al as well as 

the material content of th e subj ect discip l ines , familiarizing them 
with major ethical questions and the ways in which these h ave been 
or may b e approached. It does not involve the impos ition of values 
on stude nts but rather the engagement of th e ir critical intelligence 
th rough the pres e ntation of issues and problems, the choices that 
can be made, and the cons e qu e nces that follow from those choices. 

All o f the above cont ribute to wh at we take to b e ~1 e main objective o f 
a college e ducation : to produce graduat e3 who know s o ,11e thing, who can 
think critically , and who have the desire and c a pacity to continue l ea rning 
once they leave here. 

I 

__J 
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Wichita State University 

Planning and Institutional Studies 

To 

J) oc.. ~ WI~ rt.I ..5 
ATTACHMENT B 
To Agenda 9/22/80 

Professor Ro2er Kasten Dote September 9, J 980 

F rom __ ~G-e-a~rge_M__ Pl att 9z ,.. / 
cJ:~ 

Subject ... Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Emer2ency Procedures 

I am pleased to submit the "Final Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on 
Emergency Procedures" appointed by the Senate in May, 1980. 

It will take several days to collect all of the signatures, but I 
thought you might want to circulate the report to the Senate members. 
I will have a signed copy for you on the day of the Senate meeting. 

Attachment 



• FINAL REPORT 

AD HOC COMMITTEE ON EMERGENCY PROCEDURES 

Fall 1980 

The Ad Hoc Committee on Emergency Procedures was appointed May 2, °1980 

-2-

by Senate President John McBride. The Committee is composed of C. W. Daniels, 
Tim Dickenson, David Meabon, George Platt, Martin Reif, and Max Schaible. At 
its first meeting, the Committee asked Chief Myers to meet with it as an adjunct 
member for the rest of the meetings. 

(!.orte.c/d, . . . 
~r mea-r,,; Between May 14 and July 16 the Committee held nine meetings. The events of the 

9-~~-kb April 22 disturbance west of the camp~s we:e.reviewed, a~d disaster/emergencyR',~~~~d 
plans from a number of other urban universities were reviewed. Professor ~ 

Mc. 1<,'J,1,; YI- McKibten and Chief Dave Goehrin_g from the Wichita Fire Department attended 
meetings and discussed problems with the Committee. 

• 

• 

The Committee was appointed to study problems created by emergency situations, 
and it now makes the foll'Owing report to the University Senate: 

A. The Committee recommends that the Senate recommend to the University 
President that a plan be developed outlining procedures to be followed 
in emergencies . 

B. The Committee recommends that the following guidelines be considered 
when developing the plan. 

1. That a single plan cover all emergencies. 

2. That emergencies be divided among the following categories: 

C-or-1<e.JeJ, 
c,J· m e e."' ·111 <J 

er /:z.:L./ to 

a. Minor Emergency. A potential or actual emergency which can 
be quickly contro1ied or isolated and which will not seriously 
~~ the overall functional capability of the University. 
tffff!C. T 

b. Weather Emergencies. A potential or actual emergency which 
will seriously affect the overall functional capacity of 
the University. 

c . Major Emergency. A potential or actual event which affects 
an entire building or buildings and which will disrupt the 
overall operations of the University. Outside emergency 
services will probably be required as well as major efforts . 
from all service organizations within the University. 

d. Disaster. An event which has taken place and which has 
seriously impaired or halted the operations of the University. 
The coordinated effort of all designated personnel and avail 
able equipment is required to effectively control the situation. 
Outside emergency services will be necessary . 

3. That individuals authorized to declare an emergency be clearly 
identified and prepared to assume control if necessary. 

- - _______J 
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4. That an emergency preparedness committee be formed which might 
include the following individuals: 

a. Operations Officer--Chief of University Police . 
b. Deputy Operations Officer--Captain of University Police. 
c. Public Information Officer--Director of Information and 

Public Events. 
d. Damage Control Officer--Director of Physical Plant. 
e. Health and Safety Officer--Chairperson, Chemistry Department. 

5. That an emergency control center be identified and equipped with 
an emergency telephone line whose number is known only to a select 
list of individuals. 

6. That a procedure be established to inform classes and University . 
offices of emergencies in categories b, c, and d, probably utilizing 
the University Police. 

7. That a procedure be established to inform the public through radio 
and televis1on if classes or University events are cancelled. 

8. That the use of a steam whistle be considered to alert people to 
emergencies in categories b, c, and d. The primary message of the 
whistle would be to inform all people on the campus to follow the 
direction of the University Police . 

9. That an educational program be established which might include 
workshops for selected personnel from each building, instructions 
to be read to classes at the beginning of each semester, and basic 
instructions placed in each building in a glass case. 

10. That the University Police receive special training concerning their 
role in any emergency procedures established. 

11. That the University procedures be developed in consultation with 
local and state fire and safety officials. 

12. That where appropriate , plans similar to that of Ablah Library be 
adopted for each building. 

C. The Ad Hoc Committee would be willing to reconvene, if requested by 
the University President, to review and comment on a draft of a proposed 
Emergency Procedures Plan. 

D. The Committee feels that the University should consider the · following 
items in additipn to development of a procedures plan: 

1. Installation of elevator alarms independent of the main power supply. 

2. Installation of equipment to record all phone conversations coming 
into the University Police. 

3. Review of the need for professional dispatch individuals in the 
University Police. 
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YOU AND THE NATIONAL UNIVERSITY CONSORTiill-I. •• 

You are embarking on a new venture in adult education. With the 
use of specially written textbooks and regul-ar television programs, _ 
you w:tll be earning college credits without the require~ent of class
room attendance. This new route to a college degree is a sign of the 
times in higher education. It goes by various names--distance learning, 
directed study, external degree programs and open universities, to 
mention a few. Whatever y_ou call the learning system, it is designed 
to meet the needs of part-time adult students for flexible study hours 
wi.thout sacrificing academic quality. And it now makes a college degree 
possible for those who cannot attend regular classes because of trans
portation problems or heavy demands on their time. 

In what ways are the courses different? How will your method of 
studying differ from those in a conventional course? These questions 
are probably on your mind, and this Course Guide will attempt to 
answer them and offer some practical advice on .how to study. 

The cours es are indeed different; they are interdisc.iplinary and 
multi-media in design. They are interdisciplinary in that they approach 
a ~ubject a.rea through a variety of specialized fields. They are multi
media in that they, combine printed media and television broadcasts. In 
other words, a typical course, as you will discover, consists of a print 
component and a televised broadcast. Print, in the form of student
active texts and supplementary textbooks, is the primary vehicle of 
instruction. Regular television broadcasts enrich and supplement your 
reading. 

THE NATIONAL UNIVERSITY CONSORTiillI 

The National University Consortium is designed as a national 
network of partnerships between colleges and public television sta
tions. The colleges, in conjunction ·with a local Public Broadcasting 
System (PBS) station, will offer the courses; the television stations 
will broadcast the fil~ component of the course; the colleges will 
enroll students, award credit and offer support services. Student~ 
will have the benefit of a learning system which combines print, 
television broadc2sts, tutor-student interaction, and optional 
learning centers or discussion centers. 

National University Consortium is not a national university; it 
is a consortiun of colleges and educational television st~tions. It 
does not, therefore, grant credit or degrees itself. "Member colleges 
offer the cours es and ·award credit . 

1 



HISTORY AND EVOLUTION 

The National University Consortium draws on the combined experi
ence of the British Open University, the Open University of the 
University of Haryland University College, and the Maryland Center 
for P.ublic Broadcasting. 

The principal model for the National University Consortiu~ is 
the Open University of the United Kingdom. It is the most successful 
experiment in distance learning to ·aate. Established in the late 
1960s , the Open University of the United Kingdom has grown to 
over 80,000 students. Its rapid growth can be explained by the 
relatively narrow, somewhat exclusive opportunities for a college 
education in England. Consequently, there was a large audience 
of capable adults eager to undertake a college program. These 
were not students, however, who could pack their bags and go off 
to a campus for four years. They were spread across England and 
busily engaged in careers and families. The challenge of the Open 
University, then , wa s to t ake its pr ogram to.the students rather 
than have the students come to the university. An Open University 
course co~ld.not require that a student attend a lecture each 
morning at a specified hour. Thus was born the ~ritish experiment 
in distance l earning for part-time adult students . 

In the ear l y 1970s, some American universities a ttempted to 
graf t t he Open University of the Uni t ed Kingdom curr iculum onto 
their p:i;-ograrns. ·· The largest and most successful American transplant 
of the Open University of the United Kingdom was at the University 
of Maryland University College, which has enrolled over 13,000 
students in its Open University division. Since its inception 
the Open Uni vers ity o f the Univ~rsi ty of Maryland University College. 
has developed a numbe r o f di rected study courses of its own in 
addi tion to adapti ng many of the British cours es. This progr am 
clearly demonstrates the success and appeal of the new learning 
center. 

In 1970 t he N2.ryland Center f or Public Broadcas t ing founded a 
statewide cons ortium of colleges, the Haryla nd College of the Air. 
The Center has had n i ne years of exper i ence producing college l evel 
telecourses. Si nce 1973 the Cente r has worked closely with the 
Open University of the University of Haryland University College. · 
Out of this long-standing partnership be t ween the two institutions 
grew the design for the present Na tiona l Uni ver s ity Cons or tium ~ an 
innova tion in A!r:e r i can high e r educat ion f unded i n part by.' the 
Carnegie Cor por a t i on of New York. 

• 

• 

• 



Oirecl:>rs Frederick Breitenfeld and Richard Smith at the Maryland Broadcasting Center 

[Q)ogrees for Video Watchers 
Seven US. colleges launch a British-style "open university'.! 

~ ver since New Ycrk City's WNBT ushtt.:. ered in the television era by broad
cast:.n& a scheduled v1riety show in 1946, 
visicm..ri~ have c!re.amed of a video "col
!cge of the air'' that would bring higher ed
ue2.to all. Just last November, Phila
d~l Publishing Mogul Walter Annen
;.~erg (TV Guide, Se1•tmteen magazine) 
offered to donate $150 million to develop 
a nationwide college curriculum for pub
li.: t:!levision. A coalition of eleven Mid
western schools, including the universities 
of Nebraska, Missouri and Iowa, has 
started the. University of Mid-America, 
ru.$ed in Lincoln, Neb., which offers · a 
h:!.ndfol of college credit courses on public 
\elevislon, and seeks public support for a 
full-fledged degree program. 

But the Marylar..d Center for Public 
Bwac!casting and the University of Mary
hnd have beat':n everyone to the punch: 
this week they are quietly launching the 
nati-.m's first national deg:ee-granting TV 
CCllltge;with ten public television systems 
ar.d seven collaborating colleges across 
the nation: California State Universi-

· ,y-Dominguez Hills, Iona College, Lin
field College, the universities of Maryland 
and Pennsylvania, the University ofTen
ne$S·~e at Chattanooga, and Southern Ver
m~nt University. 

The group is known as the National 
University Consortium, and so far. it has 
enrolled an exp:!rimental group of ap
proximately 200 students, many of them 
working adults with some previous col
lce~· edits. N .U.C.'s pilot semester of-
f-.;,~ three courses: an introduction 
to e-level math, the culture, politics 
and religion of the early Roman Empire, 
and a survey of systems management. De
trees are offered in humanities, technol
ogy a'."ld manu3ement, behavioral and so-
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cial sciences. Students with no previous 
college credits will need a minimum of 
six years to earn a B.A. or B.S. degree. 

N.U.C. students register in one of the 
consortium's cooperating local colleges. 
The TV programs are beamed from 
Macyland to local stations or cable 
systems serving Los Angeles, Sacramento, 
Portland, Chattanooga, Indianapolis, 

· New York City, Pullman; Wash:, State 
College, Pa., Moscow, Idaho, as well as 
Maryland, Oregon and Vermont. TV
viewing students will get credits and de
grees from the college nearest them; those 
enrolh:es not served by a local college 
have to register with the extension divi
sion of the University ofMacyland. 

Each college sets its own fees, and 
they are fairly steep. New York students 
will pay Iona $92 per credit hour (or $828 
for the nine-credit course on the Roman 
Empire), as against $30 at the University 
of Tennessee. Local colleges also assign 
each student to tutors who grade student 
essays and exams. 

Most consortiuf)1 courses use TV tapes 
and textbooks prepared iri England for 
·the U .K.'s respected and successful Open 
University, an off-campus program that 
has enrolled some 200,000 students since 
it began a decade ago. A joint undertak
ing with the British Broadcasting Corpo
ration, the Open University has inspired 
counterparts in 16 countries, including 
West Germany, Costa .Rica, Spain and 
Sri Lanka. 

As in Britain, American N .U .C. 
courses rely more on assigned reading 
than on their half-hour TV programs, 
which are designed to maintain a high lev
el of interest among stay-at-home stu
dents. Chatty, first-person handbooks, 
specially written for the course by such 

noted teachers as Oxford Historian 
J.P.V.D. Balsdon and Archaeologist Peter 
Salway, a regional director of the Open 
University, guide students in their reading 
of original source material. On page 44 of 
one handbook, for instance, Balsdon notes 
briskly, "I cannot imagine your having the 
time" to read all 77 pages on the Emperor 
Augustus, but he adds: "One document, 
however, you must read, the Res Gestae of 
Augustus." The teaching texts frequently 
direct students to consult particular por
tions of their main source books, or to jot 
down answers to questions. Maryland 
University and Broadcasting Center offi
cials, who jointly direct the nonprofit 
N.U.C., say that many adults prefer such 
guided study at home to night-school 
classes. Observes Frederick Breitenfeld 
Jr., executive director of the Broadcasting 
Center: "N.U.C. courses look better and 
.better compared with three nights a week 
of rushing through dinner, getting a baby
sitter, finding a campus parking place, 
and dozing off in class." 

Some proponents see vast possibilities 
for the program. Says the Broadcasting 
Center's director of development, Rich
ard Smith: "If several hundred students 
enroll now thr.ough seven colleges and 
succeed, it would be logical for 100 col
leges to be enrolling some thousands of 
students by 1990." • 

Psychic Ph.D. 
Dr~ Spoon bender, I presume? 

In a colorful 341-page book, Roots of 
Consciousness. Author Jeffrey Mishlove 

comes across as a true believer in ·the mys
terious mental powers of p.iraps/chology 
-mental telepathy, clairvoyance and 
psychokinesis. As Mishlcve would have 
it, things like bending spoons through the 
pure power of the mind "are rooted in 
lhe essential core of our cosmic exis
tence." Now it seems they will be rcoted 
also in the groves of academe. Mishlove, 
34, a former radio personality who spent 
seven years doing research in 13erkeh:y's 
individual disciplinacy doctorate pro
gram, has been awarded a Ph.D. in para
psychology by the University of Califor
nia at Berkeley. It is believed to be the 
first doctorate in parapsychology ever 
granted by an accredited university in the 
U.S. The degree has also stirred consid
erable campus controversy, which Mish
love describes as "irrational resistance." 
Berkeley Statistics Expert Robert Pisani 
has faulted Mishlove's skill in experimen
tal reasoning. Mishlove's supporters argue 
that his thesis deals adequately with the 
history and philosophy of parnpsychol
ogy, but even they agree that his mastery 
of experimental research techniques was 
questionable. Even so. the university's ac
ademic senate approved the degree by 
formal vote. l!1 
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UNIVERSITY SENATE 

WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Minutes of the Meeting of September 22, 1980, (Vol. XVII, No. 3). 

Members Present: Aagaard, Adkins, Ahlberg, Alley, Atkeson, Bahr, Benningfield, 
Bennett, Boeckman, Breazeale, Brewer, Chaffee, Childs, Cornelius, Dalrymple, 
Dickenson, Dreifort, Duell, Farnsworth, Felkner, Greenberg, Hart, Hickerson, 
Isakson, Kasten, Kehoe, Kukral, Malzahn, McBride, McKibbin, Menhusen, Millett, 
Mohr, Myers, Olivero, Perel, Pfannestiel, Rhatigan, Rodgers, Schrag, Scriven, 
Sharp, Soles, Stevens, Tej eda, Terrell, Thomann, Tilford, Welsbacher. 
Members Absent: Bardo, Graham, May, Nelson, Paolillo, Rothfelder, Zandler. 
Guests: Patti Rawls, Tom Maher, Jasper Schad, Martin Reif, Clark Britton, 
Marilyn Parker, Leo Casados, Mel Snyder, Donald Wineke, Stanley Henderson, 
Milt Myers, Savina Schoenhofer, Rich Davis. 

President Roger Kasten called the meeting to order at 3:32 p.m. 

Mr. Verne Harnish introduced three members of Omicron Delta Kappa, Pat Finger, 
Tom Dickenson, and Angie Menhusen. He explained that this honorary society 
for juniors and seniors, in an effort to foster better student-faculty rela
tions, plans to honor members of the faculty or staff for outstanding service 
to Wichita State University. They hope to make an award every two weeks, with 
the presentation to occur at some public meeting - perhaps even before a class 
session, and they solicit the faculty's cooperation in these efforts. On 
behalf of Omicron Delta Kappa, Mr. Harnish then presented the first award to 
Dr. Roger Kasten. 

President Kasten asked for additions or corrections to the ~inutes of the 
previous meeting. Senator Schrag reported that there had been a mistranscrip
tion in the minutes of Dean Terwilliger's comments on page 4 (second paragraph 
from the bottom). The reference to the "main library" should read "music 
library." The minutes of the 8 September 1980 meeting of the Senate (Vol. 
XVII, No. 2) were then approved as corrected. 

Senator Mohr, on behalf of the Committee on Committees, nominated Dr. Albert 
Gosman as the College of Engineering representative to the Faculty Committee 
on Athletics. He explained that Dr. Gosman had been nominated to fill a 
vacancy on that committee last spring, but the nomination came too late for 
Senate ratification. During the summer, Dr. Gosman was appointed to the Board 
of Directors of the Intercollegiate Athletic Association. Senator Mohr moved 
Senate approval of this nomination. Senator Alley seconded the motion. 

The motion carried. 

In introducing Dr. Donald Wineke, Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on General 
Education, President Kasten explained that the committee's charge was to 
report directly to the faculty. Therefore, this report to the Senate was for 
information purposes only . 

Dr. Wineke outlined the major -changes being recommended by the committee. 
First, the present 41 hours of required general education courses would be 
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raised to 42. Second, in the "Basic Skills" component of the program, the 
present speech requirement of Speech 111 or 112 would be changed to ' Speech 111 
"or other Speech performance courses as approved by the Committee on General 
Education." Furthermore, a university-wide math requirement is being recom
mended. Third, in the 30-hour "General Education Distribution" component, 
the committee recommends the elimination of professional studies as a discrete 
division, although in sections II Band II C (see page 8 of the committee's 
report) approved general education courses from the professional schools could 
be applied. Dr. Wineke also noted that in section II A (Humanities/Fine Arts) 
the committee decided not to exclude performance courses '.in .art .and . .music. 
Fourth, the committee is recommending retaining the general studies require
ment, but increasing it from 8 to 9 hours. The committee is well aware of the 
opposition to the general studies requirement, but feels much of it relates 
to problems with transfer students. Therefore, they have suggested prorating 
requirements for transfer students as indicated on page 9 of the report. 
Finally, the committee is recommending a new administrative structure for the 
general education program. This structure would include a Coordinator of 
General Education and an executive committee. This body would replace the 
present General Studies Committee and assume some of its functions. Dr. 
Wineke emphasized that in order to avoid the possibility of long-term control 
of the program by a small group of individuals, the document called for the 
prohibition of consecutive terms for both the coordinator and the committee 
members. 

Senator Duell asked whether transfer students with the requisite number of 
hours (see page 9 of the report) would be exempt only from the general studies 
requirement or from all general education requirements, including basic skills. 

Dr. Wineke replied that if transfer students enter under the terms of the 
articulation agreement, they would be exempt from all general education 
requirements. 

Senator Dreifort expressed concern about the appropriateness of combining 
humanities and fine arts in section II A. He inquired whether the committee 
had specified what kind of art courses (e.g., history, performance, studio, 
etc.) would fulfill the general education requirement. 

Dr. Wineke reiterated that the committee had decided to place no restrictions 
in this regard, believing that exposure to the discipline may be accomplished 
through either traditional study or . performance. 

Senator Alley questioned why the committee had not specified the "equivalent" 
to Mathematics 111 or 211 in the "Basic Skills" section. 

Dr. Wineke confessed that the committee may have taken an easy out, but sug
gested that even the Mathematics Department may not be able to name precise 
equivalents. 

Senator Soles asked why the general education requirement totals 42 hours, 
when the specified hours only total 39 . 

Dr. Wineke suggested that symmetry was one concern, but the committee wanted 
to allow students some latitude in their programs. 
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Senator Soles wanted to know if the committee had considered requiring that 
those extra three hours come from a division other than that of the student's 
major. 

Dr. Wineke said that had not been considered, but there was the stipulation 
that no more than six hours could be taken from any one department. 

Senator Alley asked whether the wording in section II A implies that students 
must take 12 hours in humanities/fine arts. 

Senator Soles suggested that it means the student must have 9 hours in 
humanities/fine arts (section II A), 3 of which must be in fine arts. 

Dr. Wineke affirmed Senato~ Soles' analysis. 

Senator Dickenson emphasized the need to sell the general education concept 
to students. He commended the committee for their work, but stressed that 
we must continue to think--and talk--about this issue even after it is approved. 
Only in this way will the program be continually improved; only in this way 
will students come to recognize its importance. 

Dr. Wineke added that in the past, precisely the opposite phenomenon has 
occurred. An ad hoc committee has been appointed to study the general educa
tion program, and their report has been either rejected or ignored. A few 
years later a new ad hoc committee begins the process anew with similar re
sults. This is one reason why this committee .is recommending that a standing 
committee be formed to oversee the general education program, to serve as a 
sounding board for new ideas, etc. Dr. Wineke also pointed out that the 
committee's recommendation called for two student positions on this standing 
committee. 

Senator Mohr, after introducing his colleagues, Dr. Williamson, Director of 
the Basic Oral Communication Program, and Dr. Hayes, spoke at length concerning 
the oral communication component of the "Basic Sl<ills" section of the document. 
He suggested that since 75% of our communication is performed in the speaking/ 
listening mode as opposed to only 8% in the writin~ mode , and since written 
composition has been required of all students since elementary school while few 
students have ever had a formal course in oral expression, it is pedagogically 
justifiable to argue that the oral communication component of the "Basic Skills" 
section be at least as extensive as the written communication component. 
Senator Mohr made clear that he was not suggesting the reduction of the written 
communication component; he did, however, strongly support raising the oral 
communication component to 6 hours. 

Assuming that Speech 111 needed no defense as the basic speech requirement, 
Senator Mohr focused on Speech 112. He suggested that training in interpersonal 
communication is a relatively new--but vitally important--field. This is, in 
fact, the pedagogical direction in which the discipline of speech and oral 
communication is moving, and WSU must provide such training. Therefore, 
Senator Mohr maintained the desirability of a 6-hour oral communication com
ponent consisting of Speech 111 and 112 . 

Senator Mohr closed by asking two questions. First, why should the Committee 
on General Education rather than the Speech Department decide what speech · 
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performance courses are "approved" substitutes for Speech 111? Second, why 
does the ad hoc committee deny the possibility of Speech 112 serving as such 
a substitute? 

Dr. Wineke explained that the document does not forbid Speech 112 as a substi
tute option. It did not specify any substitute courses because some students 
may be too advanced for Speech 111 or 112. They should be able to choose a 
meaningful option. In response to Dr. Mohr's first question, Dr. Wineke said 
one must assume a degree of reasonableness on the part of the proposed General 
Education Committee. Surely, therefore, they would consult first with the 
Speech Department in searching for acceptable substitute courses for Speech 111. 

Senator Mohr pointed out that students can test out of the speech requirement 
(as they can with the composition requirement), and .he asked Dr. Williamson for 
data on the number of students who do test out of the speech requirement. 

Dr. Williamson reported that 51 students attempted to test out of the require
ment in 1977-78, and 31 were successful. In 1978-79 only 11 out of 15 were 
successful. Dr. Williamson speculated that the change in the testing fee from 
$5 in 1977-78 to $24 ($8 per credit hour) explained the marked drop in the 
number of students taking the test. 

Senator Mohr asked Dr. Williamson to report on the results of surveys soliciting 
student opinion regarding the speech requirement • 

Dr. Williamson stated that survey responses over several semesters indicated 
that 74-84% preferred either Speech 111 or 112; 10-12% preferred both 111 and 
112; 4-6% opted for only 111; 3-10% preferred only 112. 

Senator Alley inquired whether the Committee on General Education would approve 
substitute courses on a student-by-student basis or whether they would give 
blanket approval of certain courses in a given department. 

Dr. Wineke responded that all the details have not yet been worked out, but 
he assumed that the committee would proceed with the latter option. 

Senator Hart spoke in support of both Speech 111 and 112, saying that although 
she initially had tried to avoid any speech courses, she came to realize that 
such courses would help her performance in most other classes. 

Dr. Williamson asked whether the document could be amended to read "Speech 111 
or 112, or other speech performance courses as approved .•. " 

Dr. Wineke replied that his c ommittee received so many different reports about 
Speech 112 that they would hesitate to recommend such a change. In fact, some 
of the data from Dr. Williamson's office indicated that Speech 112 is merely 
preparatory for Speech 111. He also pointed out that the ad hoc committee 
adjourned sine die. Amendments could, however, be proposed from the floor at 
the faculty meeting on 20 October. 

Senator Duell questioned whether the suggestion that unresolved disputes and 
appeals "be decided by the General Faculty" (nos. 4 and 5, p. 10) was really 
practicable. 
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Dr. Wineke responded that decisions such as who can teach general studies 
courses have caused real conflicts in the past, even though the. General 
Studies Committee spelled out guidelines whi.ch. stipulated qualifications 
for teachers of general studies courses, He asked Senator Farnsworth, 
Director of General Studies·, to comment on · the guidelines. 

-5-

Senator Farnsworth explained that the guidelines were not very specific. They 
used to require five years of teac~ing at· WSU, but that has been · changed to 
four or five years of teaching, the last two of which must have been at WSU. 
They require a vita. Publication is desirable but not mandatory. The criti
cal issue is the person's ability as a classroom teacher. 

Dr. Wineke agreed with Senator Duell that nos. 4 and 5 (p. 9) could cause 
problems. However, he called attention to the third recommendation on page 1 
of his committee's report. This stipulates that the Coordinator of General 
Education must "provide a description of his or her committee's policies and 
procedures during spring, 1982." Since the program is not set to begin until 
fall, 1982, this will ensure an opportunity to examine criteria for courses 
and instructors before the program is operational. 

Senator Greenberg asked whether the coordinator or the committee would dictate 
which textbooks could be used in general studies courses. 

Dr. Wineke said no. Senator Farnsworth responded that that has not been the 
case in the past, but Senator Greenberg suggested that at one time the General 
Studies Committee did have that power . 

Senator Scriven, representing the Music Department, expressed real reservations 
about the document. She suggested that the rigid requirements for a music 
degree demand some flexibility in the general education program. The present 
program has such flexibility. Music education students, for example, can now 
satisfy some state requirements in the general education program. The pro
posed system would deny them that flexibility. 

Senator Childs reported that the Chairman of the Music Education Department 
suggested that the net effect of the propo·sed changes would be to make music 
education a five-year degree program. 

Senator Mohr expressed concern that item 3. b. (p. 10) appears to circumvent 
established departmental, college, and university procedures for approving 
courses. 

Dr. Wineke replied that 3. b. only states that the coordinator and committee 
decide "on the acceptability of courses intended to satisfy requirements." 

• 
Senator Mohr maintained that the present wording would permit the Committee 
on General Education to reject a course that has departmental, college, and 
university Curriculum and Academic Planning Committee approval. · 

Dr. Wineke again rejected this argument, saying that the Committee on General 
Education could only rule on whether the course was acceptable as a general 
education course. It could not invalidate the course. 
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Senator Mohr continued, asserting that a course designed specifical l y as a 
gene~al studies course could proceed through the established channels men
tioned~ab ve .only to be :ejected by tae Committee on General Educati on. 

. . 

Dr. Wineke suggest~d , that such a course of events would be highly unlikely 
since most new courses are created because a faculty member wants either to 
repackage old material or to present new material. If the resulting new course 
fits the general student, then a general studies designation may be sought. ; 

Senator Dickenson expressed reservations about flexibility for individual 
students. The approved courses may not fit the precise needs of a given 
individual student. 

Dr. Wineke pointed out that upper division, as well as lower division, courses 
may be approved as general studies courses. 

Vice President Breazeale asked whether all courses in a given department would 
satisfy the general education distribution requirements or only those depart
mental courses approved by the Committee on General Education. 

Dr. Wineke said the committee would specify which departmental courses would 
qualify. 

Senator Dickenson reiterated his concern that an effort must be made to 
convince students of the importance of general education . 

Senator Millett suggested that if the Committee on General Education is to 
specify which courses qualify for the general education requirement, they 
should be required to publish that list of acceptable courses before the 
program goes into operation. 

Senator Perel moved that discussion on this issue be terminated and that the 
Senate proceed to the next item on the agenda. Senator Thomann seconded the 
motion. 

The motion carried. 

President Kasten reminded the Senate that this issue will be brought before 
the general faculty at a meeting on 20 October. 

Before presenting the report of the Ad hoc Committee on Emergency Procedures, 
Dr. George Platt, Associate Vice President and Director of The Office of 
Planning and Institutional Research, reported that the repainting of parking 
lot 6 discussed at the last meeting (see WSU Senate Minutes, 9/8/80, p. 7) 
had resulted in a net increase of four spaces. 

Dr. Platt thanked the members of the Ad hoc Committee on Emergency Procedures 
for working through the summer to complete their investigation. He explained 
that after spending a few sessions r eviewing the events of the disturbance 
which had led to the callirig of the committee , the committee determined not 
to report on that disturbance . They decided , instead, to look to the future~ 
and they agreed that WSU did need a comprehensive set of procedures to deal 
with various potential emergencies. The committee sought information from 
many other institutions ( e . g ., Portland State, Akron, Cleveland, Wayne State, 



• 

MOTION 

• 
VOTE 

NATIONAL 
UNIVERSITY 
CONSORTIUM 

• 

WSU Senate Minutes 
9/22/80 

-7-

the California State College system, etc.). Long Beach State had the most 
comprehensive procedures manual, and some of their recommendations are in
cluded in the co:rrnnitteets report, (Unfortunately, those recommendations 
included a grammatical error, and on page 2, item B. 2. a. "effect" should 
be changed to "affect.") The committee determined that the greatest poten
tial danger is the mobility to exit buildings in case of fire. Obviously, a 
plan for exiting a building in case of fire should not be designed by a 
committee. Rather, the individual responsible for implementing such an 
emergency plan should develop the plan. Therefore, "The Committee recommends 
that the Senate recommend to the University President that a plan be developed 
outlining procedures to be followed in emergencies." On behalf of the commit
tee, Dr. Platt moved acceptance of the report. 

Senator McKibbin pointed out that in the report his given name was incorrectly 
identified as James instead of Richard, and his surname was misspelled 
"McKibben" instead of "McKibbin." 

Dr. Platt apologized and noted the corrections. 

Senator Terrell suggested that the idea that those who are responsible for 
implementing plans should also be responsible for developing those plans would 
have interesting ramifications if adopted at all levels of University operations. 

Senator Duell asked if, in endorsing the motion, the Senate was endorsing only 
Part A or the entire report . 

President Kasten responded that we would be endorsing the entire report as 
presented. 

The motion carried. 

Dr. Jacqueline Snyder, Assistant Vice President for Academic Affairs, reported 
on summer actions with the National University Consortium. She referred 
senators to Vice President Breazeale's remarks in the Senate on 14 April 1980 
for background information regarding the National University Consortium. She 
also announced that she had brought some information on the consortium from 
its own student catalog as well as a copy of an article on te'ievised courses 
in Time, 15 September 1980. She invited interested persons to take copies 
of these materials. 

Dr. Snyder explained that the issue before WSU is whether or not t.o participate 
in the "development year" of NUC which begins in the fall of 1981. (This will 
be the consortium's second year of operation. It is now in the "pilot year" 
with some seven colleges and universities and ten television stations partici
pating) ~ If WSU thooses to participate in the development year, it will cost 
the University $3000. Various groups on campus have been examining the 
implications of such participation. First, both the Curriculum and Academic 
Planning Comniittee and the Community Education Committee have considered this 
issue, examined sample NUC courses, and jointly recommended that the University 
participate in the development year. That recommendation has not yet come 
before the Senate, but it is essential that it be placed on the agenda soon so 
that the University can indicate its intentions to the consortium. Second, 
Dr. Snyder has been serving as the University liaison with NUC. She receives 
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materials from NUC, asks faculty m·embers to evaluate the curriculum potential 
of such materials, makes those evaluations available to the CAPC and CEC, etc. 
Dr. Snyder explained that NUC needs our letter of interest in participating in 
the development year by the end of October. Third, on the state level, there 
is a Regents' Committee on Electronic Media Delivery Systems which will be 
chaired by Vice President Breazeale. This committee will examine all issues 
and all consortia which offer televised instruction. Among the issues they 
will consider are the impact on the geographic jurisdiction areas for contin
uing education, the assessing of credit hours for televised courses, the 
maintenance of academic quality, the determination of .fee income, etc. Dr. 
Snyder pointed out that our participation in NUC does not hinge on decisions 
made by the Regentst Committee. Finally, the Curricultnn and Academic Planning 
Committee has been considering the approval process for such televised courses, 
and Dr. Snyder called on Dr. Wahlbeck, Chairman of the CAPC, to report on 
their deliberations. 

Dr. Wahlbeck explained that the committee felt that departmental faculty 
would review NUC course materials, design courses utilizing those materials, 
and submit such proposals through the standard course approval channels -
departmental committees, college committees, and the University CAPC. The 
committee did recommend that all NUC-based courses be reviewed by the CAPC 
before they are sent to the Vice President for Academic Affairs. 

~URNMENT The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m. 

• 

Dale Schrag, Senate Secretary 
Lucille Brodie, Recording Secretary 
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