
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA 
Graduate Schoo 1 

Minutes of the Executive Committee Meeting 
Tuesday, April 19, 1977 

11:30 a.m. 626 Campus Club 

Members Present: Faculty representatives--T. P. Dousa (forM. C. 

I. FOR ACTION 

McDuffie), Larry L. McKay, Peter J. Reed, Lanny D. 
Schmidt, Robert L. Sorenson (for Burton L. Shapiro), 
John C. Weidman, Mahmood A. Zaidi; student represen
tatives--Karen Hawley, Teresa Howe, Kathy Murphy, 
Brett Porter; administrative representatives--Deans 
Warren Ibele, Chair, Edward Foster, Kenneth Zimmerman; 
civil service representative--Melissa Hanger; Guests-
Jerome Moss, David Pucel, Don Feeney; staff--Dennis 
Clayton, Lois Newstrand, DeeAnn Olsen, Beverly Miller, 
Secretary. 

A. Approval of Minutes of Meeting of March 10, 1977 

The minutes of the meeting of March 10, 1977 were approved. It 
was pointed out that the date specified for the June meeting 
fell after final examinations and it was asked that that meeting 
be rescheduled. A new date will be set. 

B. Change of Name of Major from Pharmacy Administration to Social 
and Administrative Pharmacy 

Dean Foster explained that although the letter from Professor 
Wertheimer mentions a change in the name of the 11 department 11

, 

a change in the title of the major was intended. Professor 
Sorenson said that the Health Sciences Policy and Review 
Council had endorsed the change, but had also suggested that 
this reflected a change in the program which might make it 
appropriate to move the program to another Council •s jurisdic
tion. The proposal to change the name of the major from 
Pharmacy Administration to Social and Administrative Pharmacy, 
effective September 1, 1977, was approved unanimously. (Copy of 

Dr. Wertheimer's request attached.) 
C. Su ortin Pro ram 0 tion for Ph.D. and Related Fields 0 tion 

for Masters 1n C 1nica Me 1ca Degree Programs 

In the absence of Dean Hein, it was decided to carry this 
item forward to the May meeting. 
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II. FOR DISCUSSION 

A. Vocational-Technical Education--Special Services Agreement 

Professor Jerome Moss and Professor David Pucel from the 
Vocational-Technical Education Department were introduced. 
Professor Moss indicated that his department had been unable 
to prepare the written material in response to questions 
raised by Dean Ibele in time for the meeting. He said that 
his department has long been involved in serving non-traditional 
students, many of them teachers on 12-month contracts. These 
individuals are often required to take continuing education. 
In the past Continuing Education and Extension (CEE) was used 
to provide services for these individuals. In terms of the 
agreement arrived at between the Board of Regents and the 
State Board for Vocational Education in 1975 services were to 
be provided to this group of students, and registration in the 
11 day 11 school at CEE rates for off-campus courses was to be 
arranged. The University agreed to treat these courses as 
regular courses. According to Professor Moss most of the 
courses (80-85%) are taught on an overload basis as provided 
for by the Special Services Agreement. He pointed out that 
this is not an external degree program. However, for master•s 
students the proposal under consideration was intended to 
waive the present minimum residence requirement for the 
master•s degree. 

Professor Zaidi asked whether the original agreement specified 
that graduate credit could be earned. Professor Moss responded 
that it did not. Professor Zaidi asked how this proposal fitted 
into the present situation with respect to programs for non
traditional students. Professor Moss said that he felt it could 
be considered as falling under Recommendation 2 of the Odland 
Committee Report which has been adopted by the Executive Committee. 
Professor Zaidi asked what number of credits students might take 
through this special program to be offered for a graduate degree. 
Professor Moss replied that 60% of the work on a master•s degree 
and 33% on a Ph.D. degree would be allowable under the proposal. 

The Dean thanked Professors Moss and Pucel for attending to 
answer questions. The item will be carried forward. 

B. The Master•s Degree Final Examination and the Plan B Project 

Dean Ibele suggested that there were several ways to respond to 
Professor Piche•s inquiry regarding the master•s final examina
tion and the Plan B Projects. The Councils could be asked to 
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consider the matter or a task force could be appointed. 
Professor Weidman said that he was concerned that many 
programs do not conform to the requirement as stated in the 
Graduate School Bulletin. He said that in education it is 
common for a student to circulate the Plan B Project among 
the examining committee and for the committee to sign off on 
an examination report form on the basis of only an examination 
of the projects. There followed a discussion of the prevalence 
of this practice. Professor Weidman said that the question of 
work load would be cited by some programs as the reason for the 
practice. Dean Ibele asked whether such programs had considered 
common written examinations. Professor Weidman said that he 
thought not. Dean lbele said that the matter would be discussed 
further in the Graduate School and that a proposal would be 
brought to the Executive Committee. 

C. The 5-Level Course and Graduate Credit--Drafts for Memoranda 
to Directors of Graduate Studies and Collegiate Deans 

The committee was asked to consider the drafts of memoranda 
regarding the 5- and 8-level courses. Professor Zaidi said 
that the Social Sciences Policy and Review Council was very 
concerned about these matters, and that he would endorse the 
drafts although they had originally thought in terms of a 
University-wide task force. He said that some specific sugges
tions might be made. He thought that departmental chairmen 
should also receive the memorandum and that they should be asked 
to include the item as a topic for discussion at a faculty meet
ing; he also thought that a reply should be requested. Ms. Howe 
said that although the memorandum addressed new courses, it 
did not seem to focus on existing courses and problems. Dean 
Foster asked whether the memoranda might specifically ask depart
ments to review existing courses. Professor Weidman suggested 
that 11 joint 11 offerings, rather than just cross-listing should be 
mentioned since some departments do offer two courses with dif
ferent numbers in the same place, at the same time. 

Professor Sorenson pointed out that the special problem in the 
Health Sciences areas, where the 5-level courses are actually 
the professional college courses, was not actually addressed 
by the memoranda. Professor McKay suggested that the definition 
of who is eligible to take an 8-level course be clarified. It 
was agreed that the memoranda should go out with changes as 
suggested. (Copy of revised memoranda attached with these minutes.) 
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D. Fees for Graduate Students--A Tentative Proposal in the Event 
of the Introduction of Credit Hour Tuition 

Dean Foster introduced the proposal which, he said, is related 
to discussions in the Task Force on Student Access, and to the 
problem with the present tuition structure for the Graduate 
School under which part-time students must pay more per credit 
hour than students who are in the position to register for full
time loads. He said that both the Graduate School and the Task 
Force have recommended the establishment of credit hour tuition 
for graduate students to President Magrath. No action has been 
taken as yet. 

Dean Foster reviewed the various categories of graduate student 
registration, the attendant tuition charges, and the rationale 
for each. He explained that the number of required thesis 
credits proposed for the various degrees was tied to the attempt 
to assure that tuition dollars generated by a change to credit 
hour tuition would not exceed those collected under the present 
system. The change to credit hour tuition was not intended to 
increase tuition income, but to maintain it at the current level. 

Professor Sorenson asked how thesis credits related to the present 
use of research credits. Dean Foster replied that the same prin
ciple was involved. Thesis credits might be useful in the future 
in assessing faculty work load. Professor Schmidt asked whether 
faculty work load was accurately reflected by the thesis credits 
called for under the present proposal. He thought that more 
credits at the doctoral level might be required. Dean Foster 
agreed that this was the case. He said, however, that it was 
difficult to document the drain on faculty time associated with 
thesis supervision; there was also the problem of arriving at a 
number of credits which would not increase present tuition income 
levels. Professor Zaidi added that he thought the proposed 
11 student status registration 11 would be useful. He also asked 
what status the Executive Committee discussion of this issue 
would have. 

Dean Foster responded that the Graduate School had been asked to 
prepare a proposal in the event that credit hour tuition is 
approved. The Executive Committee is being used as a forum; it 
will not be asked to actually approve the proposal since tuition 
and fees issues are the responsibility of other University com
mittees. A question was asked as to why there was no non-resident 
rate for thesis credits. Dean Foster responded that continuous 
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registration, which is presently required of doctoral students 
at the dissertation stage, has a single fee for all students 
regardless of resident classification. It seemed reasonable to 
continue this practice for doctoral students, and administratively 
simpler to extend it to master's students. The number of master's 
degrees with thesis tends to be small. 

Ms. Murphy asked whether doctoral students could register for the 
thesis credits before the preliminary oral examination. Dean 
Foster said yes. Mso Howe asked about the student who, during 
the transition, might apply to graduate without having accumulated 
any quarters of continuous or thesis registration. Such a student 
might be assessed the fee for the entire 24 credits at one time, 
though the requirement would not have been in effect when these 
students entered. Dean Foster said this might be a problem and 
that more consideration would be given to handling the transition 
period. 

III. FOR INFORMATION 

Council of Graduate Students 

Don Feeney distributed copies of the questionnaire used in the Council 
of Graduate Students survey of 5-level courses. The survey was done 
by telephone in February and t1arch. Interviews were conducted of 
150 people. He said that the written results would be distributed 
to the Executive Committee, to the Policy and Review Councils and 
appropriate administrative officers. 

The meeting was adjourned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Beverly D. Miller 
Secretary 
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Dr. Warren Ibele, Dean 
The Graduate School 
322 Johnston Hall 
University of Minnesota 
Minneapolis, MN 55455 

Dear Dean Ibele: 

Department of Graduate Studies in 
Pharmacy Administration 
College of Pharmacy 
318 Harvard Street S.E. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55414 

13 January 1977 

JAN 14 1977 

I would like to inform you of the decision of our faculty at a recent 
meeting to change the name of our department from Pharmacy Administra
tion, to Social and Administrative Pharmacy. Hopefully, the departmental 
abbreviation would be SAPh (it is now PhAd). It is the consensus of our 
faculty members that this new name better reflects the nature of inter
ests and aims of our department. Fourteen of twenty faculty members have 
endorsed the name change; there were five dissenting votes and one 
abstention. 

Because of several factors, including disseminating information regard
ing the new name to various persons and agencies, and using up our 
existing supply of stationery and envelopes bearing the present name, 
it is hoped that the new name will come into effect beginning 1 September 
1977. 

This information is being presented to you for your consideration by 
the executive committee or other appropriate body within the Graduate 
School. Please understand that this was a conscious decision that was 
under consideration for nearly a year. I would be pleased to supply any 
additional information that may be required to implement this change. 
We would appreciate being kept informed of the status of this name change. 
Lastly, it should be pointed out emphatically that there are no other 
changes involved other than the name of the program. The administration, 
organization, instruction and every other facet of the program remain 
unchanged. 

AIW/nls 

Sincerely yours, 

~J~ 
Albert I. Wertheimer, Ph.D. 
Associate Professor 
Director 

HEALTH SCIENCES 
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May 4, 1977 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Collegiate Deans 

Warren Ibele, DeanGf~ 
Graduate Credit for 5-Level Courses 

I am writing to call to your attention some of the difficulties surrounding 
the use of 5-level courses for Graduate School credit and to seek your 
assistance in overcoming those difficulties. 

As you know, graduate students may obtain graduate credit for both 5-level 
and 8-level courses in partial fulfillment of Graduate School degree 
requirements at the masters and doctoral levels (unless specifically 
restricted to 8-level courses by the program major). When a department or 
program proposes the establishment of a new 8-level course, approval is 
required by one of the six Policy and Review Councils of the Graduate 
School. With respect to authorization of new 5-level courses it has been 
the practice of the Graduate School to recognize such courses as bona fide 
in the knowledge that they are cleared through the curriculum committee of 
the appropriate undergraduate college. 

The matter of 5-level courses for graduate credit has been under discussion 
this year in the Policy and Review Councils and there is growing concern 
that the approval process for 5-level courses may not be providing the 
necessary control of quality to meet graduate education standards. As a 
result some Policy and Review Councils have given serious thought to 
reviewing all newly proposed 5-level courses after the undergraduate 
college has completed its scrutiny. The agendas of the Policy and Review 
Councils are already of sufficient length that I am reluctant to condone 
a second level of course review unless there are no other remedies available. 

What I propose is not the creation of a new screening process but the 
sharpening up of the on-going process that has served us so well over the 
years, and I ask your cooperation in bringing about the necessary alterations. 
Therefore, I would be most appreciative if you could convey to your college 
curriculum committee (or equivalent assembly) the following points: one, 
that in reviewing new 5-level courses it conscientiously take into account 
the graduate dimension of the proposed courses and develop criteria to 
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review this dimension if such do not already exist; and, two, that it 
prohibit the cross-listing of 3-level and 5-level courses and the cross
listing of 5-level and 8-level courses because the former permits a class 
makeup that cannot help being detrimental to sound graduate education and 
the latter undermines the University definition of the nature of an 8~level 
course as being restricted to graduate students only. (Enclosed are 
severa 1 sets of criteria used by the Gradu.ate Schoo 1' s Po 1 icy and Review 
Councils to review proposed 8-level courses. Many of the elements of these 
sets might be useful to your curriculum committee in the event that 
development or modification of criteria is required.) 

There are two points I would like to address that fall primarily within 
the jurisdiction of the collegiate administration. To the extent that 
freshmen and sophomores are entering 5-level courses, one control point 
to monitor this practice and discourage it is the college class reserva
tions office. Perhaps it would be worthwhile to examine whether that 
monitoring is reasonably effective. Secondly, when the members for the 
curriculum committees are chosen it might be a useful strategy to always 
include a few faculty members whose reputations and experience are note
worthy at the graduate level in order to ensure that new 5-level courses 
are thoroughly examined. 

Please let me hear from you about this matter and any related comments you 
might care to offer. 

WEI: KCZ :mt 

Enclosures 


