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Office of Secretary to the Faculty 
May 18, 1960 

The next meeting of the Faculty Senate will be May 18, 1960 
at 4:00 p,m. in the Library Lecture Hall. 

SENATE AGENDA 

l, Election of four members of the Steering Committee 

2, Recommended change in the By-laws by the Steering Committee: 

addition of J, under Procedure 

11 A roll-call vote for recording in the minutes 
may be taken on request of 15 members, 11 (20 per cent)." 

J, Recommendation by the Steering Committee that the Faculty 
Senate concur in the Resolution on the Honor System passed 
by the Student Senate, May 11, 1960, (See attached copy), 

4, Report of the Committee on Academic Affairs: 

Part I A progress report on its study of television 
instruction, 

Part II A recommendation regarding a University 
Director of Honors, 
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Supplement to Item J of the .Agenda 

COPY 

FLCRIDA STATE 
UNIVERSITY 

TALLAHASSEE 

RESOLUTION: 

STUDENT BODY 
Honor Court 

May 11, 1960 

Since in the past few years it has become painfully obvious 
that our Honor System has not fulfilled expectations and no longer 
receives the wholehearted support of either the faculty or students, 
it is reconunended that while the present Honor System is being 
studied and corrected where necessary, the following action be 
initiated, 

I. The Dean of Students suspend those portions of our Constitution 
which control the academic functions of our Honor System until 
recommended changes can be incorporated into the Constitution, 
This would in no way relieve the student of his responsibility 
to maintain the highest standards of honesty, or to refuse to 
tolerate dishonesty on the part of others, 

II. The instructor would be responsible for establishing guilt or 
innocence in the classroom, and determining the appropriate 
penalty. 

III. A student-faculty conunittee be appointed to study our present 
Honor System and reconunend changes necessary to have an effective 
Honor System, 
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REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON ACADEMIC AFFAIRS 

PllRT I: 

PART II: 

Television Instruction 

Recommendation Regarding a Universitu' Director 
of Honors · 

Dwight L. Burton, Chairman 
Helen Cate 
Thomas Gleeson 
Jackson Ice 
Russell J. Keirs 
Robert Lansdale 
James Preu 
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Part I 

TELEVISION INSTRUCTION 

Research at FSU 

No controlled research yet has been carried out to determine the 
effectiveness of TV instruction at FSU. However, a study was made in 
Humanities 201 of students' reactions to the televised course, and in 
Mathematics 105 of students ' reactions to the course by television and 
of their performance in the course as compared with non-TV sections, 

~ !llnanities ?QJ--Three JO...minute TV lectures were given per week, 
•ollowing each lecture was a discussion period of 15-20 minutes in 
each of the four sections. 

171 students completed a questionnaire during the last class 
period. Responses to key questions: 

1. Do you think you have learned as much by TV instruction as 
you would have learned in a conventional course taught by the same 
instructor? 

much more--.;;.;;,.;,;_ 8 % 
more-------~:...-;...32'f, 
about the same--JJ.%,. 
less -----------19 % 
much less------- $, % 

2. Judging from comments of other students in the conventional 
humanities course and your own experience in other conventional courses, 
do you think the TV course has been 

Much more interesting--20 'f, 
more interesting ------4J 'f, 
about the same---------JJ 'f, 
less interesting-------10 % 
much less interesting-- 5 % 

J, Are you aware of and do you respond to the personality of 
your TV instructor? 

!1.ore so than in conventional classroom--18 % 
about the same -------------------------)? % 
less -----------------------------------43 % 

4. Did the discussion period following the lecture add to your 
understanding of the subject matter? 

a great deal----------35 % 
to some extent------- 40 % 
little or not at all--16 <It 
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5. Did the discussion period add to your enjoyment or-the course? 

a great deal----------38 % 
to some extent--------40 % 
little or not at all--20 % 

6, In comparison with other courses, do you think the TV course 
places more responsibility on the students? 

great deal more--28 % 
somewhat more----36 % 
about the same---27 % 
less ------------OJ % 
much less -------02 % 

7, In comparison with other average courses has the TV class 
demanded 

closer attention and concentration in class--59 % 
about the same----------- -------------------28 % 
less- ------'-----------------------·---------10 % 

8. Would you recommend that a friend take the TV section of 
Humanities 202 next semester? 

yes--77 % 
ni'i:·--20 % 

Mathematics 105--86 students, divided into two groups, were given three 
40-45-minute lectures each week. Graduate assistants then answered 
questions at the end of the lectures. 

A. The distribution of final grades in the TV sections did not 
deviate significantly from the distribution in other sections, 

B. Questionnaires were sent out to students in the TV sections 
after grades had been turned in; .forty questionnaires were returned, 

Responses to key questions: 

l. A televised classroom lecture does 
not instruct as well as the "con
ventional" classroom lecture, 

2. Instruction received over classroom 
television does not capture and 
hold student interest as well as 
instruction received in the "con
ventional" class, 

J. The inability of students to discuss 
questions with the instructor dur
ing class is a serious limitation 
of TV instruction, 

Disagree 

58 % 

71 '!> 29 % 
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Disagree 
4. Students can take a better set of 

notes when attending TV classes 
than when attending a 11 conventional" 

61 % 39 % class. 

5, students who attend a TV class will 
be inclined to do more homework and 
extra reading than those who attend 
a 11 conventional" class. 37 % 63 % 

6. I feel that I received better in-
struction in Ms 105 by TV than I 
would have in a 11 conventional" 
class of Ms 105. 59 % 41 % 

7, If I had the opportunity I would 
register for more TV classes, 44% 56 % 

C, Reaction of the mathematics faculty to the TV class--no 
strong feelings for or against television instruction, 

Research Done Elsewhere 

Pennsylvania State University 

Over the past several years, a number of studies have been made 
of television instruction at Pennsylvania State Universit:¥. Some of 
the findings are summarized below: 

l. Thirty studies compared achievement (examination grades) 
in TV and conventional sections, both taught by the same teacher. 
Courses in seven fields were involved, In no case was there a 
significant difference in achievement between TV-taught and directly
taught groups, Also, there was no difference in achievement at the 
high-ability and at the low-abilit:¥ levels, 

2, Class size has no effect on achievement of students taught 
by TV, Groups ranged in size from 15 to 200, 

3, Students prefer smaller receiving rooms, those seating 
from 25 to 50. 

4, There was no difference in achievement between those groups 
that had a 15-minute discussion after the TV lecture and those that 
had no discussion, 

5, 70 % of the students favored a pattern of two TV periods and 
one recitation period per week rather than three split periods--TV 
for thirty-five minutes and recitation for fifteen minutes, 

6. Opportunity to ask questions of the instructor has no apparent 
effect on achievement, though most students want the opportunity, 
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7. The use of workbooks--containing problems, exercises, questions-
had no effect on achievement. 

8, There was no difference in achievement between groups taught 
with the instructor using only a blackboard and those taught through 
a variety of visual aids--pictures, diagrams, charts, etc, 

9. Somewhat more students chose televised inetruction than 
direct instruction when offered a choice. 

10. Televised instruction is more expensive than direct instruction 
when classes have fewer than 200 students. 

(Much of the :Pennsylvania State research is summarized in COLLIDE 
TE.ACHING BY TELEVISION, edited by John C, Adams, C, R. Carpenter, 
and Dorothy R. Smith • .American Council on Education, 1958,) 

Miami Universitv of Ohio 

In January, 1960, Miami University published a final report on an 
experiment with large-group and small-group instruction, (F. Glenn 
Macomber and Laurence Siegel, FINAL REPORT OF THE EXPERIMENTAL STUDY 
IN INSTRUGrION PROCEDURES. Oxford, Ohio: Miami University, 1960.) 

"Large" classes (the experimental groups) enrolled about 80 students. 
Four large-group procedures were examined: (a) teaching by television; 
(b) direct teaching by regular faculty members; (c) use of independent 
study sections; (d) teaching by graduate assistants. Control classes 
enrolled 25-35 students and were taught by the same instructors 
responsible for experimental sections. Various instruments were used 
for evaluation. 

Some key findings: 

l. .Achievement--(a) there were no significant differences 
between large (TV and direct) and small sections; (b) both high
ability and low-ability students achieved as well in large as in 
small classes; (c) subject-matter retention, in periods ranging from 
one to two years, was not affected by class size, 

2, Nethods and facilities--(a) because of cost, television 
is not practical for classes under 250-300; (b) one of the biggest 
handicaps was poorly-lighted, poorly-arranged rooms. 

3, Student attitudes--(a) students in large classes and TV 
classes rated the course content less favorably than did students in 
small classes; (b) student opinion held that large-class procedures 
reduced the effectiveness of the instructors; (c) there was some 
evidence that TV instruction was more acceptable to low-ability students 
than to high-ability students in classes where much teaching was done 
through visual aids. 

4, Faculty reactions--(a) most of the teachers who tried TV 
teaching liked it better than they had anticipated; (b) of the faculty 
members who had not tried TV teaching, about one-third felt that it 
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has a definite place in college instruction; (c) those who have 
taught by television prefer conventional teaching, but they prefer 
TV teaching to large-class teaching without TV. 

Reactions from F§U Faculty Mel!lbers WhO ffaVe Taught by Televisiop 

Professor Paul Stoakes 

Combining TV instruction with conventional classroom instruction 
has advantages over classroom instruction alone. (English 101 is 
being taught through one TV lecture and two section meetings each week,) 

l. "The TV lecture is better prepared, more richcy illustrated, 
more dramaticalcy presented than almost a~ classroom or auditorium 
lecture can be. 11 

2, 11 ••• the present method exposes the student--at least via TV-
to a mature, experienced teacher for part of his instruction." (This 
advantage may be peculiar to Freshman English since about 75 'f, of 
the sections are taught by graduate assistants.) 

J, 11 ••• the TV lecture helps the Department supervise the work 
of its graduate assistants," 

"Television does not make a poor teacher better; it merecy 
exposes his poverty. But television can make a good teach better 
by offering him its manytecbn1cal devices for greater visual and 
aural conununication and by extending almost infinitecy the number 
of students he can reach. Television instruction alone is probabcy 
not better than classroom instruction alone, But television 
instruction as a supplement to classroom instruction holds tremendous 
promise. 11 

Professor otis M.9Bride 

(Now teaching a course in Audio-Visual Education. Class meets for 
two hours 45 minutes once a week. About one hour 15 minutes is 
given to lecture by TV. Rest of time is discussion-recitation
laboratory work, Seventy students.) 

"Class contact seems closer than I had thought it would be, 11 

No problem with assignments. 11 1 can discuss assigments just as 
easi:cy over TV as in the class itself •11 

The class is highcy interested and enthusiastic. 

Lack of class participation, if the course were taught entirely 
by TV, would be undesirable, 

Professor Anna Forbes Liddell 

(Taught Humanities 201--three JO-minute lectures per week.) 
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"Personally I thoroughly enjoyed the experience of teaching over 
TV, although it required the greatest amount of time and hard work I 
have ever had to put in for a single course, Preparation for appear
ance and rehearsals required some six hours a week, Preparation of 
script required twenty-four to thirty hours, This is because everything 
must be fully organized in advance·,;whereas in the classroom if the 
teacher enterswith a good background knowledge of the content, the 
actural lecture can grow through class discussion, 

11 In a course in which covering content is of first importance the 
TV has the advantage of not permitting irrelevant questions which may 
carry the discussion off on tangents. Also students must necessarily 
pay close attention. It is also possible to introduce visual material 
effectively. Of course, provision should be made for student 
discussion after the lectures, 

"I am not sure that all courses lend themselves equally well to 
TV instruction, but it seemed to me to have great advantages for such 
a course as Humanities. 11 

Professor Joseph Hooten 

(Taught Mathematics 105--three 40-45 minutes lectures per week,) 

"I regarded this experience as one of the most stimulating 
challenges I have ever met during my career as a teacher, The 
realization that while the viewers were actually 90 in number but 
could have been almost limitless offered me an opportunity to com
municate about my subjects that I had never had before. 

"I also regarded this experience as one of the most demanding 
ones of my career, both physically and mentally, •.• The physical 
demands of the lights, make-up, etc. made each lesson so exhausting 
that several hours to "recover" were necessary, This, coupled with 
an unexplainable emotional drain, make studio teaching a difficult 
job, even at its best. 

11 ! would welcome the opportunity to repeat the experience if time 
and load permitted." 

Professor Stephen Winters 

(Now teaching Geology 107,) 

The students seem to be reacting favorably to TV instruction, 

The method has advantages when the instructor is giving a course 
in which he is greatly interested. 

On the one examination given so far, the TV group (250 students) 
did somewhat better than former directly-taught classes (700 students 
included), The percentages of A, D, and F grades were about the same 
for the two groups. However, a significant difference was found in B 
and C grades; the TV group had as many B1s as C1s, The total of A and 
B grades in the TV group exceeded the total of D and F grades; this 
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was not true in the conventionally-taught classes. 

Professor George Yost 

(Taught Humanities--three lectures per week,) 

"ETV is, I think,superior in effectiveness to the situation in 
which a professor lectures to a great roomful of students for several 
reasons: (1) the number of students it can reach is greater than 
can be seated in arry one room--in fact, there is no theoretical limit 
to the number; (2) in spite of the number of students, the lecturer 
seems to be near at hand and looking into the eyes of each individual 
student--this fact, I think, largely overcomes the distancing effect of 
the mechanical box; (3) with the sharply focused cameras now on the 
market, close-up views are possible that cannot be matched by the 
professor in a small room with twenty-five students--it includes even 
the reading of ordinary print; (4) the TV lecture is generally more 
efficiently delivered than the classroom lecture, with more compact 
use of time, though with as much assistance as in the studio the pro
fessor could probably be as efficient in a lecture hall; (5) the 
great number of students covered by ETV makes it feasible to allow 
the lecturer more time than usual to work up the lectures--this should 
improve their quality. 

"The great objection to ETV that it does not allow the student a 
chance to discuss or ask questions can be met in part: (1) one or two 
class periods can be set aside each week for discussion; (2) a certain 
part of each hour can be reserved for discussion; (3) a playback 
system can be installed that allows a student in arry classroom to 
interrupt the lecturer with a question, This is used with fair results 
at one university that I know of, though marv students are too fearful 
of 'making fools of themselves• before 'all those people' to use it. 

11 0ne of the great prospective uses of ETV is in extension beyond 
the campus, Other colleges and universities may want to tune in, and · · 
the general public may benefit, With the latter use, of course, 
comes the danger of objections to content," 

Part II 

RJi!CQ.Wi!~il\i;()~ REGARDING A UNIVERSITY DIRECTOR OF HONORS 

The Faculty Senate Steering Committee referred to the Committee 
on Academic Affairs for study the following resolution: 

Be it resolved that the President appoint a University 
Director of Honors, to be administratively responsible to 
the Dean of the Faculties, who will generally supervise 
and coordinate all Honors work at the University. 

Recommendation of the Committee on Academic Affairs: that no action 
be taken on this resolution at this time since honors programs have not 
been formulated yet in most of the divisions of the University, 
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FACULTY SENATE MINUTES 

I. Regular Session May 18, 1960 

II. 

The Faculty Senate met in regular session in the Library Lecture 
Hall at 4:00 p,m, 1 Wednesday, May 18, 196o. Vice President Carothers 
presided. 

The following members were absent: Earl Beck, James Dillinger, 
Earl Frieden, Juanita Gibson, Edward Hankin, Wiley Housewright, Weymouth 
Jordan, Adolph Karl, Harry Lipner, Otis McBride, Lewis Pankaskie, 
Mildred Swearingen, Lyman Toulmin, Donald Veller, James Walters, and 
Manley Whitcomb. 

The minutes of the March 16, 1960, and the April 27, 1960, meeting 
were approved as recorded and distributed with the following correction 
to the minutes of the March 16, 1960, meeting: page 2, Section IV, 
1-c, line 3--following "course of study" add "after consultation with 
the departments involved." Section IV, l•c should read: 11That the 
Honors Committee select candidates for honors work, prescribe their 
course of study after consultation with the departments involved, and 
evaluate their over-all performance. 11 

Faculty Committee to be Appointed 

Vice President Carothers said that he will appoint a faculty com
mittee to serve as a receiving center for the suggestions from the 
faculty for a president for Florida State University. 

III, Report of the Steering Conrnittee 

Dr, Marian Irish, Chairman of the Steering Committee, presented 
the agenda as circulated and made the following announcement: 

11 The chairman of the Faculty Professional Relations committee has 
asked me to correct an error in the date of the committee's recent 
notice to the faculty concerning tenure regulations, The notice should 
be headed April 18, 1960, not April 28, 1960, The notice was written 
by the Committee while Dr, Strozier was President; he understood that 
the notice was to be circulated under the date of April 18, 1960. 11 

11 The later date was substituted erroneously during the process of 
duplicating and distributing the notice," 

IV. Election of four members to the Steering Committee 

The following persons were elected for a two-year term to the 
Faculty Senate Steering Committee: 

Juanita Gibson 
Kellogg Hunt 

Frank Dame 
Ivan Johnson 

The Steering Committee elected Dr. Lewis Killian as the Chairman. 
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"Since the March meeting of the Senate, the Steering Committee has 
conducted an extensive investigation into the situation relating to 
allegations of examination theft during the past semester and into the 
general operation of the Honor System. During this investigation inter
views were conducted with personnel of the Division of Student Welfare, 
the University Security Officer, faculty members of departments whose 
examinations were rumored to have been "out", and members of the Student 
Honor Court. Two meetings were held with officers of Student Govern
ment to discuss the general operation of the Honor System." 

11 The Steering Committee reports the following specific findings: 

(l) The Committee is convinced that copies of all or part of the 
Social Science 105 and the Chemistry 101 examinations were 
in the hands of students prior to the examination dates. 
Although no students were convicted of theft of these exam
inations, the action of the Social Science 105 faculty in 
not counting the examination in computing course grades was 
warranted. 

(2) Attempts were made by unidentified parties to obtain copies 
of the Humanities 201 examination, Two students who attempted 
to obtain a copy of a psychology examination from a student 
assistant were reported to the Honor Court, convicted, and 
punished, 

(3) A grade book and a set of completed examinations were stolen 
from an office in the Chemistry Department. 

(4) The Committee concludes that reports of the theft of exam
inations in other courses can indeed be classified as rumors. 

(5) The publicity which grew out of this situation was unfortunate 
in two respects. A student did make statements to the press 
in a manner likely to lead to sensational reporting and to 
reflect discredit to the University. He pretended to have 
evidence which he did not in fact produce, When queried by 
the student Honor Court concerning the evidence which he claimed 
to have, he refused to disclose his sources, He was convicted 
by the Honor Court of the offense of withholding information 
concerning cheating. No disciplinary action was taken against 
him by the Faculty Disciplinary Committee. 

On the other hand, the Committee feels that the failure 
of the Division of Student Welfare to examine carefulfy the 
evidence of cheating obtained by faculty members, and the 
persistent denial that any examinations were "out11 when some 
indeed were, tended to create an atmosphere of uncertainty 
and to lend credence to rumors, 
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(6) Regardless of how much reliance is placed upon a Student 
Honor System, there are certain security measures which 
should be observed by the faculty members to prevent loss 
or theft of examinations. Although there is no indication 
that examinations have been obtained illegally from the 
Duplicating Department, some faculty members are not 
observing the strict procedures prescribed by that depart
ment. These published regulations require that quizzes 
and examinations be picked up by faculty members only; this 
is not being observed. The Security Officer reports that 
great difficulty is encountered in keeping classroom and 
office buildings locked at night, since persons working 
late often leave the building without locking the door 
behind them. 

(7) As to the Honor System itself, the conclusion that it is 
not functioning satisfactorily is inescapable. The students 
themselves express marked lack of confidence in the present 
System. This lack of confidence is shared by a great many 
faculty members, and many instructors do not observe the 
procedures prescribed in the Honor Code. There is no 
systematic indoctrination of new members of the faculty in 
how the Honor System is supposed to operate, and it is 
evident that many faculty members are either uninformed or 
misinformed concerning the provisions of the Honor Code. 

(8) While the Committee is unwilling to conclude that an Honor 
System cannot operate effectively at the Florida State Uni
versity, it does feel that the present system is not working 
and should be revised. 11 

B, Item three on the agenda was a recommendation by the Steering 
Corranittee that the Faculty Senate concur in the Resolution on the 
Honor System passed by the Student Senate, May 11, 1960. A copy 
of the Student Government Resolution was attached to the agenda. 

C, 

Dr. Lewis Killian said that there is confusion and doubt surround• 
ing the student resolution, and that the legality of the action it 
recommended is questionable. "Therefore'', he said, "the Steering 
Committee prepared a different resolution for consideration." Dr. 
Killian moved the adoption of the Steering Committee's resolution. 
Dr, George Lensen seconded the moM.on, The resolution is as follows: 

RESOLUTION: 

Since in the past few years it has become painfully obvious 
that the Honor System has not fulfilled expectations and no longer 
receives the wholehearted support of either the faculty or students, 
it is recommended that while the present Honor System is being 
studied and corrected, the following action be taken: 
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I. The Faculty Senate withdraw recognition of the Constitution 
of the Student Body which control the academic functions of 
the Honor System until recommended changes can be incor
porated into the Constitution. This in no way relieves the 
student of his responsibility to maintain the highest stand
ards of honesty, or to refuse to tolerate dishonesty on the 
part of others. 

II. The instructor become responsible for establishing guilt or 
innocence in the classroom, and determining the appropriate 
penalty. 

III. A student-faculty committee be appointed to study our present 
Honor System and recommend changes necessary to have an effec
tive Honor System. 

D. Discussion: 

Dr. Killian said that the resolution would help clarify a situation 
that already exists. This resolution would free the faculty member 
to legally proctor his examination. 

Dr. Liddell said she did not understand that the faculty had a choice 
in using the Honor System; she questioned the wisdom of saying that 
faculty members should assume the responsibility for detecting cheat
ing and for assessing a penalty for same. 

Dr. Piccard asked if machinery would be set up above the classroom 
level to handle "appropriate penalty" and asked if it would not be 
possible for similar acts to have widely different "appropriate 
penalty" assessed? 

Dr. Marian Irish said that she had given two examinations. For the 
first one she did not stay in the room, however, events made it 
necessary for her to proctor the second examination. She said, 
"The faculty is concerned with academic honor, the students are in 
agreement, however, many students are worried about the constitu
tionality of their resolution which calls for suspending the Student 
Government Constitution." 

Miss Katherine Warren said that the student resolution oame at the 
end of a two-hour meeting of the Student Senate and it was not 
debated, The Student Senate acted in haste. After they had time 
to consider what they had done, they regretted acting precipitantly. 
She said that the question of the constitutionality of the resolution 
is important because the action called for in it strikes at the very 
foundation of Student Government. She asked, "If the faculty assumes 
the responsibility for enforcement of honor and integrity, and should 
a student discern cheating, to whom should the student report the 
cheating--the instructor in charge or the Student Honor Court?" 

• 
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Dr. Killian said that the violation would be reported to the faculty 
member in charge of the examination, who would impose the penalty-F 
in course, Fin examination, etc., or he would refer the matter 
to the Discipline Comnittee. He said, "the faculty wants to 
cooperate with the students' desires as requested in their resolution, 
but the students themselves are questioning the wisdom of it. 11 

Dr. Robert Krolllhout asked if this was not recognizing weakness 
rather than helping to strengthen Student Government. 

Dr. David Christensen asked what would be served by passing the 
Faculty Senate Steering Committee resolution. 

Dr. Killian said, 11if the Senate does not do anything, it will be 
confirming and condoning a situation that the students themselves 
describe as undesirable, and the undesirability of the situation 
has been concurred to by the Faculty Senate." "One of the main 
intents is to indicate to students the serious concern of the faculty." 

Dr. Kellogg Hunt asked if it is true that it would be an offense 
to existing regulations for the faculty to proctor examinations. 

Miss Warren said that faculty members have a right to remain in the 
classroom. 

Dr. Hunt said there appears to be the impression that if the faculty 
resolution is not passed, the faculty cannot proctor examinations, 
This is erroneous. The faculty may proctor examinations. Therefore, 
there is no urgency to pass the resolution. If the faculty were to 
intervene at this time, would it not relieve the Student Senate from 
facing its own constituents? 

Student Constitution--Article v, Section 5 D, (1), 11At his own dis
cretion, the professor may remain in, or leave, the room during an 
examination, The presence of the professor in the class does not 
relieve the student of responsibility of reporting of the Honor Code 
nor is it to be interpreted as proctoring," 

Dr, Irish said that the students are in a legal dilemma, The vote 
of the Student Senate on their Resolution was 28-2, The students 
are disagreeing among themselves. However, the Resolution was pre
pared by the incoming and outgoing Chief Justices, 

Dean Rovetta said that the vote of 28-2 was significant and that it 
expresses real concern by students; that unless something is done 
to improve reliability of grades, he would suggest that no grades 
be given; and that faculty should have the ultimate responsibility 
for determining grades. This does not exist at the present time, 
The Honor Court can dictate to the faculty the grade to be given for 
a particular offense. "This", said Dean Rovetta, "I do not approve, 11 



.. 

- 7 -

E. Amendment 

Miss Warren moved to amend to the Faculty Resolution by deletion. 
She moved to delete beginning· with 11 that while the present Honor 
System is being studied", etc, •• through to the end of II. The 
Resolution as amended to read: 

RESOLUTIONr 

"Since the past few years it has become painfully obvious 
that the Honor System has not fulfilled expectations and no 
longer receives the wholehearted support of either the faculty 
or students, it is recommended that a student-faculty committee 
be appointed to study our present Honor System and recommend 
changes necessary to have an effective Honor System." 

The motion to amend the Resolution was seconded. 

Dr. James Prothro said that he wished to speak against the amend
ment because cheating did exist and the Steering Committee did 
study the problem. He does no approve of the half-way Honor System 
whereby the faculty may or may not proctor examinations; and he 
disapproves of the faculty proctoring examinations and pretending 
not to be doing so. 

Dr. Francis Walton said that the Senate was discussing rules of the 
Student Constitution as though the Student Constitution were binding 
on the faculty, and what it should be discussing is what to do about 
the next examinations. 

Dr. Hunt said that the enforcement of ethical behavior is the re
sponsibility of everyone in the community, and that it should be 
the joint responsibility of students and faculty, 

Dr. Irish said that the Faculty Senate had concurred legally with 
the present Honor System, If the Faculty Senate does nothing, 
then the faculty is bound by the provisions of the Student Govern
ment Constitution, If there is cheating, it must be reported to 
the Honor Court. The testimony of two witnesses is necessary, and 
this is very difficult to obtain, 

Dr. George Lensen said that he has been told by students that it 
is impossible to get a conviction without a confession, 

F, Votes 

The amendment to the Resolution was passed with the vote as follows; 
27 for; and 18 against, 

The resolution proposed by t.he Steering Committee and amended by the 
Senate was adopted with a majority vote, 

• 
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VII. Report of the Committee on Academic Affairs 

• 

Dr. Dwight Burton moved that the Progress Report on Television 
Instruction, circulated with the Agenda, be accepted as information 
after the following correction is made on the report. 

Page 3, Item C should read: "Reaction of the mathematics faculty 
to the TV class--no strong feelings for or against television instruc
tion the class in Ms. 105, Fall Semester 1959. 

Dr. Helen Cate seconded the motion. The motion was passed • 

VIII. Reaction to the TV Report by George Lensen 

Dr. George Lensen made the following statement: 

(1) The TV report shows that students learn as many facts from TV 
lectures as from conventional lectures. I submit that with 
carefully selected reading assignments students can learn as 
many facts without any lectures at all--Television or conven
tional--and this would save a great deal of money. But is ed
ucation confined to the accumulation of facts? The very same 
report states that the personality of the teacher does not get 
across as well on TV as "live." I fear that just as spol'ts 
have become spectator sports in this country, TV is liable to 
turn education into spectator education, where students learn 
not by doing but by observing, and where humanism is becoming 
ever less human. 

(2) While great amounts of money are being expended on TV, general 
teaching conditions are becoming worse rather than better. 
Leaving aside the fact that we <D not have the facilities for 
private conferences with students -- for example, there are 
three of us in my office which is not air-conditioned, and my 
department has no conference room nor is there a faculty lounge 

nor a place in the library where one can confer with a student 
--and leaving aside the fact that the classrooms which are not 
air-conditioned in the History Building are quite deadly, 
especially in summer. We are unable to pay rental on movies for 
classroom showing and when we do show free movies, we must run 
the projector ourselves. The many excellent films theoretically 
available can not be shown over TV, incidentally. I submit it 
would be far more effective and cheaper to supplement conventional 
lectures with rented films than with TV. 

(3) I am not a diehard opponent of TV as such; it has its place in 
education. But I do believe the figures in the TV report are 
misleading. It is not fair to compare student reaction to TV 
on one hand and our primitive lecture facilities on the other 
hand. I would like to go on record as urging greater attention 

• 
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to the modernization of existing classrooms, lecture halls, 
conference rooms and offices, and to the requisition or 
rental of conventional audio-visual equipment. 

IX. University Director of Honors 

Dr. Burton presented and moved the adoption of the recommen
dation from the Committee on Academic Affairs regarding a University 
Director of Honors. The recommendation is as follows: 

The Faculty Senate Steering Committee referred to the Committee 
on Academic Affairs for study the following resolutions 

Be it resolved that the President appoint a University 
Director of Honors, to be administratively responsible 
to the Dean of the Faculties, who will generally super
vise and coordinate all Honors work at the University. 

Recommendation of the Committee on Academic Affairs: that no 
action be taken on this resolution at this time since honors programs 
have not been formulated yet in most of the divisions of the University. 

Dr. Helen Cate seconded the motion. 

Dr. Burton said that there are two schools of thought, The think• 
ing of the Committee on Academic Affairs is that the impetus for Honors 
work should come from the faculties of the various schools; and until 
there is something to coordinate there is no need for a coordinator, He 
said that Dr. Randal's thinking is just the opposite. Dr. Randel thinks 
that Honors work will not move forward until there is a University Co
ordinator to give impetus to the program, 

The motion to accept the recommendation as prepared by the Committee 
on Academic Affairs was passed. 

x. Dr. Ramona Beard announced on behalf of Mr, Sellers that there are season 
tickets available for the Artists Series for next year. 

The meeting adjourned at 5:40 p,m, 

• 

Hilda E. Tinney 
Secretary to the Faculty 
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Nl!W COURSF.5 

Chinese 201-202 Second-Year Chinese 3-3 
Prerequisite: Chinese 101-102 or equivalent. Readings in modern and 
classical Chinese (Mandarin). Practice in speaking andwriting modern 
Chinese, 

E. c. En. 406 Developing School Programs for Exceptional Children 3 
Prerequisite: consent of instructor. 

E. c. En, 411 Educational Evaluation of Exceptional Children 3 
Prerequisite: consent of instructor, 

E. c. En. 412 G, '1 Developing Resource Units for Exceptional Children 3 
Prerequisite: Consent of instructor, 

E, C, En. 413 G, I, M, V Problems of Teaching Exceptional Children 3 
G--gifted children; !--children with intellectual handicaps, including 
disorders associated with brain injury; M--children with severe motor 
handicapping conditions, including cerebral palsy; V--children with 
visual handicaps, 

E. C. En. 506 Organization and Administration of Educational Services 
for Exceptional Children 3 

E. c. En, 521 Internship in Education of Exceptional Children 3 
Internship is available in one of the following: (a) directing under
graduate interns; (b) supervising teachers of exceptional children; 
(c) administering educational services for exceptional children; or 
(d) college teaching concerned with exceptional children. 

History 419 The United States since 1920 3 
Prerequisite: l2 semester hours of History. From World War I to the 
present, 

History 418 The United States, 1877-1920 3 
Prerequisite: l2 semester hours of History, From the Reconstruction 
Period through World War I, 

History 417 The United States, 1850-1877 3 
Prerequisite: l2 semester hours of History. From the compromise of 
1850 through the Reconstruction Period, 

History 416 The United States, 1783-1850 3 
Prerequisite: 12 semester hours of History. From the .American 
Revolution through the Compromise of 1850. 

History 415 .American Colonial History 3 
Prerequisite: l2 semester hours of History. The heritage and growth 
of the American colonies; the .American Revolution, 

Ms, 351 Introduction to Modern Algebra 3 
Prerequisites: Ms 217, Ms 2o6, Integral domains; fields; fields of 
quotients; polynomial domains; field construction; permutation and 
abstract groups; homomorphism theorems; vactor spaces and matrices, 
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New Courses Continues--May 1960 

Statistics 505 Statistical Procedures in the Natural Sciences 3 
(Credit is not given for both Ss 406 and Ss 405.) 

.Anthropology 375 Summer Field Work in Anthropology 6 
A nine-weeks course in field exploration and instruction, Entered on]¥ 
by permission of instructor, 

Aty. 370 Southeastern Asian Prehistory 3 
(No description) 

Aty. 360 Southeastern Asia Ethnography 3 
(No description) 

Biology 401 History of Biology 2 
The development of the biological sciences from ancient times through 
the present, Prerequisites: three semesters of biological sciences or 
permission of the instructor. 

Chemistry 320 Quantitative Analysis 5 lst. sem. 
Prerequisite: Cy 103. Open to sophomores by special permission. 
Quantitative chemical analysis stressing principles and techniques of 
gravimetric and volumetric analysis. lecture. three hours; laboratory, 
six hours, 

Chemistry 427 Advanced Quantitative Analysis J lst sem. 
Prerequisite: Cy. 320 and J~. The theory and practice of 
quantitative chemical sampling, separations and determinations. Six 
hours per week. 

Engineering Science 301-302 Engineering Science Laboratory 2-2 lst sem. 
2nd sem. 
Corequisi tes: En,>,ineering Science Jll .. 312 .and 321 and 322. Laboratory 
course to accompany the third year lectures in continuum mechanics, 
electricity,. and thermodynamics. 

Speech J40 Dramatic Interpretation 3 
Prerequisite: Speech 227, 240 or special permission. Advanced inter
pretation and impersonation. Practice in the oral interpretation of 
various forms of literature, 

Mathematics 400 Computer Programming l (no description) 

Philosophy 500 Issues in Contemporary Philosophy 3 

Art 481 Islamic Art 3 
Prerequisite: Art 210 or Hs 201-202. The development of Moslem 
architecture, painting, and the major arts with special attention to 
its origins, influences, and religious beliefs. 



For Hilda Tinney 
Faculty 

To be incorporated into minutes of Senate of May 18, 1960 

Dr. Irish quoted :from Dr. Albert Leduc 1s letter o:f 
March 14, 1960 "I :feel very strongly that on important 
matters comming be:fore the Faculty Senate the minutes 
should show the individuals' voting record. If the 
Senators are voting as :free agents rather than as 
representatives the electorate should be in:formed.'' 

The reply of the Steering Committee sent to Dr. Leduc 
on April 8 stated: "The Faculty Senate Steering Com• 
mittee discussed your recent letter to Dr. Irish. It 
was the opinion of the Committee that I should remind 
you of the provisions o:f the Faculty Constitution. 
(1) That any faculty member may attend any or all 
meetings o:f the Faculty Senate, (2) That the agenda 
containing usually full statement o:f motions and/or 
resolutions is distributed to each Senate member at 
least 48 hours in advance of meeting. (3) That de
partmental representatives to the Faculty Senate will 
discuss agenda items with any :faculty member and may, 
or course, present view points other than their own 
in Senate discussion. (4) That any :faculty member 
may request permission to address the Senate on any , 
matter that he wishes, including of course items specifical
ly on the agenda o:f a particular.meeting. The request 
to address the Faculty Senate and the reason there-
:fore must be mdae, preferably in writing, in advanc,e :>of 
the meeting to the Chairman of the Senate Steering 
Committee, and (5) That according to Robert's Rules 
of Order, members of the Senat.e may request a roll 
call vote on any motion. 

R.D. Miller, 
Secretary" 
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Part I 

TELEVISION INSTRUCTION 

Research at FSU 

May 1960 

No controlled research yet has been carried out to determine the 
effectiveness of TV instruction at FSU. However, a study was made in 
Humanities 201 of students' reactions to the televised course, and in 
Mathematics 105 of students• reactions to the course by television and 
of their performance in the course as compared with non-TV sections, 

M U1n1mitifls ?m --Three JO-minute TV lectures were given per week, 
Following each lecture was a discussion period of 15-20 minutes in 
each of the four sections. 

l?l students completed a questionnaire during the last class 
period. Responses to key questions: 

l, Do you think you have learned as much by TV instruction as 
you would have learned in a conventional course taught by the same 
instructor? 

much more--.;: • .,,.;. 8 % 
more------ -~-,;.!--32 %. 
about the same--33_%,. 
less -----------19 % 
much less------- $, % 

2, Judging from comments of other students in the conventional 
humanities course and your own experience in other conventional courses, 
do you think the TV course has been 

Much more interesting--20 % 
more interesting - .. ----43 % 
about the same---------33 % 
less interesting----~-10 % 
much less interesting-- 5 % 

J, Are you aware of and do you respond to the personality of 
your TV instructor? 

more so than in conventional classroom--18 % 
about the same -------------------------37 % 
less -----------------------------------43 % 

4. Did the discussion period following the lecture add to your 
understanding of the subject matter? 

a great deal----------35 % 
to some extent------- 40 % 
little or not at all--J6 1. 
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5. Did the discussion period add to your enjoyment of the course? 

a great deal----------38% 
to some·extent--------40 % 
little or not at all--20 % 

6, In comparison with other courses, do you think the TV course 
places more responsibility on the students? 

great deal more--28% 
somewhat more----36 % 
about the same---27 % 
less ------------03 % 
much less -------02 % 

7. In comparison with other average courses has the TV class 
demanded 

closer attention and concentration in class--59 % 
about the same----------- -------------------28% 
less- -----------------------------·---------10 % 

8, Would you recommend that a friend take the TV section of 
Humanities 202 next semester? 

yes--77 % 
nq:---20 % 

Mathematics 105--86 students, divided into ~o groups, were given three 
40..45-minute lectures each week. Graduate assistants then answered 
questions at the end of the lectures. 

A. The distribution of final grades in the TV sections did not 
deviate significantly from the distribution in other sections, 

B. Questionnaires were sent out to students in the TV sections 
after grades had been turned in; forty questionnaires were returned, 

Responses to key questions: 

1. A televised classroom lecture does 
not instruct as well as the 11 con
ventional" classroom lecture. 

2. Instruction received over classroom 
television does not capture and 
hold student interest as well as 
instruction received in the 11 con
ventional11 class, 

3, The inability of students to discuss 
questions with the instructor dur
ing class is a serious limitation 
of TV instruction, 

Disagree 

39 % 

29 % 
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Disagree 
4. Students can take a better set of 

notes when attending TV classes 
than when attending a 11 conventional" 
class. 61 % 39 % 

5. Students who attend a TV class will 
be inclined to do more homework and 
extra reading than those who attend 
a 11 conventional" class. 

6. I feel that I received better in
struction in Ms 105 by TV than I 
would have in a 11 conventional" 
class of Ms 105. 

7. If I had the opportunity I would 
register for more TV classes, 

59 % 

C, Reaction of the mathematics faculty to the TV class--no 
strong feelings for or against television instruction, 

Research Done Elsewhere 

Pennsylvania State University 

6J % 

Over the past several years, a number of studies have been made 
of television instruction at Pennsylvania State University. Some of 
the findings are sununarized below: 

l. Thirty studies compared achievement (examination grades) 
in TV and conventional sections, both taught qy the same teacher. 
Courses in seven fields were involved. In no case was there a 
significant difference in achievement between TV-taught and directJ.¥
taught groups. Also, there was no difference in achievement at the 
high-ability and at the low-abilitQ levels. 

2. Class size has no effect on achievement of students taught 
by TV. Groups ranged in size from 15 to 200, 

J, Students prefer smaller receiving rooms, those seating 
from 25 to 50. 

4. There was no difference in achievement between those groups 
that had a 15-minute discussion after the TV lecture and those that 
had no discussion. 

5. 70 % of the students favored a pattern of two TV periods and 
one recitation period per week rather than three split periods--TV 
for thirty-five minutes and recitation for fifteen minutes, 

6, Opportunity to ask questions of the instructor has no apparent 
effect on achievement, though most students want the opportunity. 
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7, The use of workbooks--containing problems, exercises, questions-
had no effect on achievement. 

8. There was no difference in achievement between groups taught 
with the instructor using only a blackboard and those taught through 
a variety of visual aids--pictures, diagrams, charts, etc, 

9. Somewhat more students chose televised instruction than 
direct instruction when offered a choice, 

lO. Televised instruction is more expensive than direct instruction 
when classes have fewer than 200 students. 

(Much of the Pennaylvania State research is summarized in COLLIDE 
TEACHING BY TELEVISION, edited by John C, Adams, C, R. Carpenter, 
and Dorothy R. Smith. American Council on F.ducation, 1958,) 

Miami University of Ohio 

In January, 1960, Miami University published a final report on an 
experiment with large-group and small-group instruction. (F. Glenn 
Macomber and Laurence Siegel, FINAL REPORT Oli' THE EXPERIMENTAL STUDY 
IN INSTRUCTION PROCEDURES. Oxford, Ohio: Miami University, 1960,) 

"Large" classes (the experimental groups) enrolled about 80 students. 
Four large-group procedures were examined: (a) teaching by television; 
(b) direct teaching by regular faculty members; (c) use of independent 
study sections; (d) teaching by graduate assistants. Control classes 
enrolled 25-35 students and were taught by the same instructors 
responsible for experimental sections. Various instruments were used 
for evaluation, 

Some key findings: 

l. Achievement--(a) there were no significant differences 
between large (TV and direct) and small sections; (b) both high
ability and low-ability students achieved as well in large as in 
small classes; (c) subject-matter retention, in periods ranging from 
one to two years, was not affected by class size. 

2. ¥iethods and facilities--(a) because of cost, television 
is not practical for classes under 250-JOO; (b) one of the biggest 
handicaps was poorly-lighted, poorly-arranged rooms. 

J, Student attitudes--(a) students in large classes and TV 
classes rated the course content less favorably than did students in 
small classes; (b) student opinion held that large-class procedures 
reduced the effectiveness of the instructors; (c) there was some 
evidence that TV instruction was more acceptable to low-ability students 
than to high-ability students in classes where much teaching was done 
through visual aids. 

4. Faculty reactions--(a) most of the teachers who tried TV 
teaching liked it better than they had anticipated; (b) of the faculty 
members who had not tried TV teaching, about one-third felt that it 
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has a definite place in college instruction; (c) those who have 
taught by television prefer conventional teaching, but they prefer 
TV teaching to large-class teaching without TV. 

Reactions from FSU Faculty Melllbers WhO HaVe Taught by Television 

Professor Paul Stoakes 

Combining TV instruction with conventional classroom instruction 
has advantages over classroom instruction alone. (English 101 is 
being taught through one TV lecture and two section meetings each week.) 

l. "The TV lecture is better prepared, more richly illustrated, 
more dramatically presented than almost any classroom or auditorium 
lecture can be." 

2, 11 ••• the present method exposes the student--at least via TV-
to a mature, experienced teacher for part of his instruction." (This 
advantage may be peculiar to ~reshman English since about 75 ~ of 
the sections are taught by graduate assistants.) 

3. 11 ••• the TV lecture helps the Department supervise the work 
of its graduate assistants." 

"Television does not make a poor teacher better; it merely 
exposes his poverty, But television can make a good teach better 
by offering him its many technical devices for greater visual and 
aural conununication and by extending almost infinitely the number 
of students he can reach. Television instruction alone is probably 
not better than classroom instruction alone. But television 
instruction as a supplement to classroom instruction holds tremendous 
promise. " 

Professor Otis l'icBride 

(Now teaching a course in Audio-Visual Education. Class meets for 
two hours 45 minutes once a week. About one hour 15 minutes is 
given to lecture by TV. Rest of time is discussion-recitation
laboratory work, Seventy students,) 

11 Class contact seems closer than I had thought it would be, 11 

No problem with assignments. 11 I can discuss assignments just as 
easily over TV as in the class itself." 

The class is highly interested and enthusiastic. 

Lack of class participation, if the course were taught entirely 
by TV, would be undesirable. 

Professor Anna Forbes Liddell 

(Tau~t Humanities 201--three 30-minute lectures per week.) 
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"Personally I thoroughly enjoyed the experience of teaching over 
TV, although it required the greatest amount of time and hard work I 
have ever had to put in for a single course. Preparation for appear
ance and rehearsals required some six hours a week. Preparation of 
script required twenty-four to thirty hours. This is because everything 
must be fully organized in advance·,;Whereas in the classroom if the 
teacher enters with a good background knowledge of the content, the 
actural lecture can grow through class discussion. 

"In a course in which covering content is of first importance the 
TV has the advantage of not permitting irrelevant questions which may 
carry the discussion off on tangents. Also students must necessarily 
pay close attention. It is also possible to introduce visual material 
effectively. Of course, provision should be made for student 
discussion after the lectures. 

"I am not sure that all courses lend themselves equally well to 
TV instruction, but it seemed to me to have great advantages for such 
a course as Humanities. 11 

Professor Joseph Hooten 

(Taught Mathematics 105--three 40-45 minutes lectures per week.) 

"I regarded this experience as one of the most stimulating 
challenges I have ever met during my career as a teacher. The 
realization .that while the viewers were actually 90 in nwnber but 
could have been almost limitless offered me an opportunity to com
municate about my subjects that I had never had before. 

11 ! also regarded this experience as one of the most demanding 
ones of my career, both physically and mentally ••.• The physical 
demands of the lights, make-up, etc. made each lesson so exhausting 
that several hours to "recover" were necessary. This, coupled with 
an unexplainable emotional drain, make studio teaching a difficult 
job, even at its best. 

"I would welcome the opportunity to repeat the experience if time 
and load permitted." 

Professor Stephen Winters 

(Now teaching Geology 107.) 

The students seem to be reacting favorably to TV instruction. 

The method has advantages when the instructor is giving a course 
in which he is greatly interested. 

On the one examination given so far, the TV group (250 students) 
did somewhat better than former directly-taught classes (700 students 
included). The percentages of A, D, and F grades were about the same 
for the two groups. However, a significant difference was found in B 
and C grades; the TV group had as many B1s as C's. The total of A and 
B grades in the TV group exceeded the total of D and F grades; this 
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was not true in the conventionall;y-taught classes, 

Professor George Yost 

(Taught Humanities--three lectures per week,) 

11 ETV is, I think,superior in effectiveness to the situation in· 
which a professor lectures to a great roomful of students for several 
reasons: (1) the number of students it can reach is greater than 
can be seated in al\Y one room--in fact, there is no theoretical limit 
to the number; (2) in spite of the number of students, the lecturer 
seems to be near at hand and looking into the eyes of each individual 
student--this fact, I think, largel;y overcomes the distancing effect of 
the mechanical box; (J) with the sharply focused cameras now on the 
market, close-up views are possible that cannot be matched by the 
professor in a small room with twenty-five students--it includes even 
the reading of ordinary print; (4) the TV lecture is generall;y more 
efficientl;y delivered than the classroom lecture, with more compact 
use of time, though with as much assistance as in the studio the pro
fessor could probabl;v be as efficient in a lecture hall; (5) the 
great number of students covered by ETV makes it feasible to allow 
the lecturer more time than usual to work up the lectures--this should 
improve their qualiizy", 

"The great objection to ETV that it does not allow the student a 
chance to discuss or ask questions can be met in part: (1) one or two 
class periods can be set aside each week for discussion; (2) a certain 
part of each hour can be reserved for discussion; (J) a playback 
system can be installed that allows a student in any classroom to 
interrupt the lecturer with a question, This is used with fair results 
at one universiizy" that I know of, though many students are too fearful 
of 'making fools of themselves' before 'all those people' to use it. 

"One of the great prospective uses of ETV is in extension beyond 
the campus. Other colleges and universities may want to tune in, and .. 
the general public may benefit, With the latter use, of course, 
comes the danger of objections to content. 11 

Part II 

Rli:~~;A'ff,QN)'.;· REGARDING A UNIVERSITY DIRECTOR OF HONOR.Cl 
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was not true in the conventionally-taught classes. 

Professor George Yost 

(Taught Humanities--three lectures per week.) 

11 ETV is, I think,superior in effectiveness to the situation in 
which a professor lectures to a great roomful of students for several 
reasons: (l) the number of students it can reach is greater than 
can be seated in any one room--in fact, there is no theoretical limit 
to the number; (2) in spite of the number of students, the lecturer 
seems to be near at hand and looking into the eyes of each individual 
student--this fact, I think, largely overcomes the distancing effect of 
the mechanical box; (J) with the sharply focused cameras now on the 
market, close-up views are possible that cannot be matched by.the 
professor in a small room with twenty-five students--it includes even 
the reading of ordinary print; (4) the TV lecture is generally more 
efficiently delivered than the classroom lecture, with more compact 
use of time, though with as much assistance as in the studio the pro
fessor could probably be as efficient in a lecture hall; (5) the 
great number of students covered by ETV makes it feasible to allow 
the lecturer more time than usual to work up the lectures--this should 
improve their quali"tv, 

"The great objection to ETV that it does not allow the student a 
chance to discuss or ask questions can be met in part: (l) one or two 
class periods can be set aside each week for discussion; (2) a certain 
part of each hour can be reserved for discussion; (J) a playback 
system can be installed that allows a student in any classroom to 
interrupt the lecturer with a question. This is used with fair results 
at one universitv that I know of, though many students are too fearful 
of 'making fools of themselves' before 'all those people' to use it. 

11 0ne of the great prospective uses of ETV is in extension beyond 
the campus. Other colleges and universities may want to tune in, and ,. 
the general public may benefit. With the latter use, of course, 
comes the danger of objections to content." 

Part II 

RE~;l\1JQ~•· ROOARDING A UNIVERSITY DIBECTOR OF HONORS 

The ~aculty Senate Steering Committee referred to the Committee 
on Academic Affairs for study the foilowing resolution: 

Be it resolved that the President appoint a Universitv 
Director of Honors, to be administratively responsible to 
the Dean of the Faculties, who will generally supervise 
and coordinate all Honors work at the University. 

Recommendation of the Committee on Academic Affairs: that no action 
be taken on this resolution at this time since honors programs have not 
been formulated yet in most of the divisions of the Universitv. 
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DEPARTMENT O~ SOCIOLOGY May 18, 1960 

REPORT OF SENATE STEERING COMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATION OF FUNCTIONING OF 
HONOR SYSTEM1 

'- ' 

~ Since the March meeting of the Senate, the Steering Committee has 
conducted an extensive investigation into the situation relating to' 
allegations of examination theft during the past semester and into the 
general operation of the Honor System. During this investigation 
interviews were 'Conducted with pe~sonnel of the Division of Student Welfare, 
the University Security Officer, faculty members of departments whose 
examinations were rumored to have been "out", am members of the Student 
Honor Court. Two meetings were held with officers of Student Government 
to discuss the general operation of the Honor System.JI 

~ The Steering Committee reports the following specific findingss 

(1) The Committee is convinced that copies of all or part of the 
Social Science 105 and the Chemistry 101 examinations were 
in the hands of students prior to the examination dates. Although 
no students were convicted of theft of these examinations, the 
action of the Social Science 105 faculty in not counting the 
examination in computing course grades was warranted. 

(2) Attempts were made by unidentified ,P,arties to obtain c,o,P,ies 
of the Humanities 201 examination.1ftl./l./'111¢'#4Jif/#l.##:f,f.f;j,. 
~Two students who attempted to obtain a copy of a psychology 
examination from a student assistant were reported to the 
Honor Court, convicted, and punished. 

(3) A grade book and a set of completed examinations were stolen 
from an office in the Chemistry Department. 

(4) The Committee concludes that reports of the thefts of examinations 
in other COllrses can indeed be classified as rumors. 

(5) The publicity which grew out of this situation was unfortunate in 
two respects. A student did make statements to the press in a 
manner likely to lead to sensational reporting and to reflect 
discredit to the university. He pretended to have evidence 
which he did not in fact produce. When queried by the student 
Honor Court concerning the evidence which he claimed to have, 
he refused to disclose his sources. He was convicted by the 
Honor Court of the offense of withholding information concerning 
cheating. No disciplinary action was taken against him by 
the Faculty Disciplinary Committee. 

On the other hand, the Committee feels that the failure 
of the Division of Student Wal.fare to examine carefully the 
evidence~ of cheating obtained by faculty members, and the 
persistent denial that any examinations were "out11 when some 
indeed were,tended to create an atmosphere of uncertainty 
and to lend credence to rumors. 
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(6) Regardless of how much reliance is placed upon a student Honor 
System, there are certain security measures which should be 
observed by faculty members to prevent loss or theft of examinatioill • 
Although th~re is no indication that examinations have been obtained illegally 
from the Duplicating Department, some faculty members are not 
observing the strict proce~es prescribed by that department. 
These published regulations require that quizzes and examinations 
be picked up by faculty members only; this is not being observed. 
The Security Officer reports that great difficulty is encountered 
in keeping classroom and office buildings looked at night, since 
persons working late often leave the building without looking 
the door behind them. 

(7) As to the Honor System itself, the conclusion that it is not 
functioning satisfaotmlltly is inescapable. The students themselves 
express marked lack of confidence in the present System. This 
lack of confidence is shared by a great many faculty members, and 
many instructors do not observe the procedures prescribed in 
the Honor Code. There is no systematic indoctrination of new 
members of the faculty in how the Honor System is supposed to 
operate, and it is evident that many faculty members are either 
uninformed or misinformed concerning the provisions of the 
Honor Code, 

(8) While the Committee is unwilling to conclude that an Honor System 
cannot operate effectively at the Florida State University, it 
does feel that the present system is not working and should be 
revised. ,._, 
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April 28, 1960 

To: Florida State University Faculty 

From: Faculty Professional Relations Committee 

This spring the Faculty Professional Relations Committee 
has had occasion to investigate the question of which documents 
state the tenure regulations pertaining to faculty members who 
came to the University at different times in the past. 

The specific question has been whether the tenure pro
visions published in the ~ Constitution or those in the 
~-ll FagultY Handbook are-in effect for those who were 
newly employed during the period between October 19 1 1955 1 

and the beginning of the 1959 summer session when the tenure 
provisions of the new Constitution went into effect. 

Pertaining to that question, the Administration has stated 
that the provisions published in the 1955-ll Faculty Handbook 
supersede those in the earlier document. 

According to the records of the Board of Control the pro
visions printed in that Handbook were adopted by the Board of 
Control on September 22, 1955, to become effective October 19, 
1955, and were adopted with the provision that "these policies 
and procedures supersede all previous policies, procedures, 
rules and regulations of the Board of Control as relate to the 
particular subject matter herein." 

Those same provisions are now reprinted as an Appendix to 
the 1959-.!l.Q Faculty Handbook, under the heading "Tenure Pro-
9ieions Prior to the Beginning of the 1959 Summer Session." 

Henry Becker 
Juanita Gibson 
Dwight Goodner 
Dorothy Hoffman 
Wiley Housewright 
Marian Irish 
Louis Killian 
James Prothro 
K. w. Hunt, Chairman 
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