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Dr. Richley's opinion of item #2 was that a School may
disapprove of thess courses, snd|rsfute-tolrecognize the

cPedils, thHErein.

Ir. Cohen pointed out that item #2 was necessary, a school
may desire its departments to follow the traditional

rath in curriculum proposals.

Dr. Swan was concerned witl the phrase,

thie polizsy" in item §2.
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{ir. Cohen answered, riyht now e te for having o

new course approved goes from LT LB O o = Al 8 ale o g A
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accept these courses. When an  xpe: -ental course 1is
approved, the sntire University must recognize it as
a valid course. My thoughtsare, a ¢ nool should have
the prerogative to say no to all ex: rimental courses
within.,

Dr. Edgar suggested rewording item #2 to read, the faculty
of any given school may decide to reject the proposed
experimental courses as applied to their school.

Dr. Swan added, in academic departments curriculum is a
faculty matter.

Dr. Cohen agreed that the area of curriculum revision is a
prevagative of the fTacully. Twvis proposel 1s simply

adding the possibility of a sr:edy enactment and acceptance
of their curriculum proposals. 1t is gtillja depertwmental
matter and within faculty respromsibilities. We're not
talking about the development »f a course, we'lre talking
about quick acceptance of that course. This is a faculty
malter, howaver, the Academic [ige Fregldent does ot

think it violates the contract and the Academicé Senate
éan vote om iks

Dr. Swan grgued, the view of the OEA Execiutive Committee
is thatl it dopes violate the conirget. Thas {reezing of
rights to funetion in certain greas, where those rights
are now present, is an example.

In Dr. Cohen's opinion, the proposal is not irnconsistent
with the purposes of the OEA, It is an academic issue

and should be examined, 1f it violates union contract,

it won't go. 1It's our responsibility to take the

academic initiative. Items #5 and £14 are used as checks
to prevent the flooding of the apparatus with experimental
courses. However, 1 don’t think this will bLela problem,
gince instroctars don't dream up courses that.,aquickly.

Dr. Swan asked what might happen if the Senate approved
it all, except item #14.

Dr. Cohen answered that item /14 1s the Senate's reign
on these courses, and he didn't suppose them to be willing
to approve the proposal without ik. :

Dr. Edpar thought item #14 to be a good check in holding
back the multiplying of courses.

Dr. Swan pointed out that we do need a quicker method
from thought to action. However, there are some problems
in the proposal's wording which violate the contract.
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D, BELL 2eked Dr. Cobiriy 1 'ha'mak U 3ughl Al Ghe
technical problems which might devel: p thi wurh quick
initiation, For example, will some : F €£he ¢ experimental
courses replace courses in the m: jor

D, Congn enswered, it will deperd uj m t tdepartment
some have required courses and o'her. 'l accept all
hours within their department.

Dr.. Hill continuéd, I eould see m-sti ‘t in my depart-
ment gettineg confused by an expe:rime: ' course which
has temporarily replaced a required

Dr. Swan wondered if there would be oloms in trans-
ferring credit to other institutions The course may

never appear in the catalog and only 1s a X course on
the transcript.

Pr. Cohen added, to have a course not pr“'“nt in one or
another catalog is a usual problem in transcripts.

Dr. Kougl pointed out that this could al:zo be a problem
within the University. How could these courses be
checked affer one year,6 when they are off the inventary?

Dr. Cohen answered that the Dean of Admissions and
Records will keep a copy of all courses designated -
experimental, which do not appear in the catalog. These
copies will be available for transcripts. '

Dr. Hill asked if a person reading Jjust the title of the
course would have trouble recognizing the content and
requirements it enteiled. Shouldn't 'wé alsec require
that a record of and description of the experimental
courses- bé kept by the Registrar's office.

Dr. Cohen answered that it will be recorded for reference.

Dr. Pichley was concerned with item #12. I will have
no control at all over whether or not a course will
satisfy area requirements. It it turns out to 'be a
Foer course and never is offered agein, I'11 stllighave
to grant area credit for it. Won't this encourage scme

departments to offer courses with fancy names to attract
students?

Dr. Cohen answered, most of the faculty is very professional
and they are dedicated teachers. They won't want frivolous
courses in their department. With additional freedom

there nay be someé abuss, tut"] ‘don't Torsee iLt as serious.

I see the main benefit of the proposal to be on the 500
level. 1I'll be optimistic and suppose the experimental

courses will be just as rewarding as the current courses,
checks on quality now?

who
Dr. Richley answered, my department and many others Ccheck
the quality of courueo offered, so do the various

accrediting units. I'm upset azout the last sentence in
1tem #12, wherein the Chairman has no control over the



applicability of theen voursee towards requirements.

Dr. Cohen pointed out ithat prescribed curriculum will
not be interferred with.

Er. Richley continued; in our prescribed curriculum,

if a science course 1s reguired it is because we feel

it meets the students' needs. However, when the gtudent
takes an experimental caurse, Now can we oe suppiol the
requirements it fullfills?

Dr. Edrar asked Dr. Conhen if he expezted experimental
courses woild also be put Through tha regular channels
of approval, &t the time of proposal.

Dr. Cohen antwered yes, since the experimentgl tag allows
a course to be taught only once. If it 1s a pood course,

I'd like to teach it again, so I would start the traditional
approval process.

Dr. Edgar asked if practically all new courses would be
proposed in both ways.

Pr. Cohen answered, only oOne course per deparipent per
quarter can be de81gnated experimental.

Dr. Swan argued, if I was on the Curriculwum Committee snd
read that these courses must be automatically approved,

I think I'd screcam. I wouldn't want to be a rubber-
stamper.

DPr. Kougl agreed with this rubber-stamping ides. <TShe asked,
why can't the veto power go to the University Curriculum

Committee instead of bumping it over to the Academic Vice
President?

Dr, Cohen felt that if the Curriculum Committee had this
power they would spend time considering carefully the
course, thus defeating the purpose. He assumed the
Academic Vice President would veto whenever he received
a reasonable objection; much more expediant than a
committee vote,

Dr. Swan asked if this wasn't throwing the whole problem
into Dr. Edgar's lap?

Dr. Richley asked if 1t was'the schools! curriculﬁm
committees which usually presented the bottleneck?

Dr. Cohen answered yes, and added that all appropriate
persons would be sent copies of the proposed courses.,

Dr. Fill presented this problen, what il the University

Curriculum Committee is the only group to raise objections

about a particular course. They are too busy and miss

the date for filing objections, wlill the course be auto-~
matically approved within a week or so? If there are 1O
objections does it become a Vvalid course as soon as the
Registrar processes 1it? ,
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Dr. Swan added, maybe what's needed 1s an expedited time

limit on the cuwrreni proceirs.

Dr. Hichley stdded, perhaps the University Clurriculum
Committee could be admonis! &ed to circulate quickly certain
courses. Perhaps the X da ignation might be the process
by which we sped up and qu ckly circulate the course.

Dr. Hill asked if the Chai man of the Curriculum Committee
has the respuress Co circy ate courses ilnpedigtely.

Dr. Edgar answered he wasn t sure of the process.

Dr. Hill suggested a check to see what dan be done
procedurally in the Univer ity Curriculum Committee.

There will be no meeting next week unless new business

is introduced.



