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THE ALUMNI LOOK AT THE COLLEGE 

The Session opened at 9130 A. u. (i'Jednesday, September 10~ 1958) in 

the Audi tori um with Dr. Earl Lev.is, Head of the Depc1rtment of Political 

Science and llioderator, in the Chair. Three of the four me:nbers of the 

Alumni Panel \';ere on the stage v,ith him in the persons of Miss Jean K. 

Norris, Dr. Ed\.,ard W. Guinn and l!ir. Lavaniel Henderson. After presenting 

a brief revie" cf ~hat had gone before in the preceding sessions of the 

orientation Dr. Le~is observed: 

It occurs to me that there are at least t"o basic reasons 
v;hy you may be particularly interested in the panel discuGsion 
today. The participants as Alumni of the college constitute 
living, indisputable evidence of that fnct that Prairie Vie¼ has 
been productive of much that all of us may take pride in. We 
have many graduates of the college on its staff who reflect the 
effectiven~ss of some of the teaching nhich has taken palce here. 
We sometimes get so caught up in the deficiencies of the mass of 
our students that ~e find ourselves in the position of one who 
is too close to the forest to see the trees. Father Celestine 
Steiner, of ; he University of Detroit said something that seems 
pertinent here: "If our Alumni are liabilities, 1~hen God l-!elp 
us. For ~hat else do ~e who are in education have to sho~ for 
our lives." 

The presence of these alurrni panelist here today, continued 
Dr. Le~is, are perhaps of special interest to most of you because 
they remind us, quite impressively, that all of our Prairie View 
Alumnus are not academic liabilities. Rather, our panelist, as 
well as many of our alunnus ~ho are members of the staff and 
others throughout the country are creditable assets. 

Addressing himself to the second reason for assuming faculty interest 

in the panel, Dr. Le~is pointed out the staff's position as academicians 

and educators serving in an institution and, by definition, genuinely 

interested in the improvement of the quality of the educational instruc­

tion within that institution. '½ssuming that interest, said the moderator, 

a p~nel of relatively recent graduates are in an enviable position to give 
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valid information regarding our strengths and weaknesses. The Southern 

Association of Colleges and secondary Schools in Standard X provides \\hat 

I think is the fundamental justification for the place of this panel of 

alumni en the conference program. If \·,e agree v,i th Standard XI that the 

records made by the students of any institution in other colleges and 

universities to ~hich they may have been transferred ~ill be an important 

factor h ceterrnining its effectiveness, then Standard X ~•.hich reads1 "if 

adequate information "ere obtainable in regard to the attitude and achieve­

ments of those ~ho have attended an institutiu!l 1 it would serve as a suf­

ficient single standard for accrediting ••• " gives special pertinence 

to v;hat these men and 1:,omen have to say today. 

After the introduction of the panel Dr. Lewis introduced the panel. 

I-le explained that Miss Charlye O. Farris , Attorney at Lairi (A. B., 1948 

and LL.B., Ho,\ard University) had \, ired Dean Dre1·, the night before from 

gichita Falls her regrets at not being able to attend the session today. 

He then presented Miss Jean K. Norris, a graduate of the college v;ith the 

Bachelor of Arts in English in 1951 \\ith "great distinction''• It i:,as in­

dicated that she has the Master's of Arts in Journalism from the State 

University ofio~a (1953 ) and had done further study in English and American 

Literature at the UniveI"sity of Michiga~ in 1957. She has taught at Jackson 

College in Mississippi for a year and has been emplo,ed at Prairie View 

since 1957. Uiss Norris, in 1953, ~as honored ~hen Station ~.H.O. (Des 

li.oines g Ior,a) extended its a\\ard "For Excellence in Radio News V/ri ting at 

the State University of Io\",a. Miss Norris is also a membar of the Alpha 
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Kappa Mu National Honor Society, Delta Sigma Theta Sorori ty, and Theta 

Si3ma Phi National Fraternity for Women in Journalism. Mi ss Norris al:oo 

~ent in 1955 on the National Student Association 75 day Economics and 

Politics Tour of Europe. 

Dr. Lev-; is then presented Dr. Ed\~ard t'lo Guinn, \•,ho graduated from 

the college \dth a Bachelor of Science in Chemistry in 1945. He entered 

the Armed Service for a term of duty. After his release he did graduate 

\~Ork in Biology and Chemistry at HO\~ard University during the academic 

years 1946-47 . He came to Prairie Viev, to teach in 1948 and served as 

instructor in Chemistry until 1951. After a year of furthei· study in 

Chemistry at the University of Colorado, Dr. Guinn , in the fall of !952 

entered th~ Universit y of Texas Medical School at Galveston, from \~hence 

he ~as graduated in 1956. He did his inteTnship at the Philadelphia 

General Hospital (1956-57) and held a residency in general practice in 

the Lower Bucks County Hospita l in the same state. He is no~ in general 

practice in Fort Worth , Texas. 

The final panelist, Mr. Lavani el L. Henderson 9 \~as graduated t,i th 

the 8. S. in Agriculture in May of !9490 He took the Master of Science 

degree in Plat Physiology and Agricultural Botany at the Univer sity of 

Minnesota in December of 1950, and did further study in Plant Pathology 

and Botany at the same school in the capacity as assistant for the next 

tvio years. Bet:.~eeri 1952 and 1954 Mr. Hender son was Reseal'ch Assistant 

at th& Carver Research Foundation, Tuskegee Institute, Alaba1na. Since 

1954 Mr. Henderson has been Assistant Professor of Biology in Texas South­

ern University, Houston, Texas. During the tenure of his present position 

he participated in the Institute of Botany for College teachers at Cornell 

University in the swnmer of 1957 on a National Science Foundation Fella~-
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ship and \\as given a grant by the same foundation for summer \~ork in science 

in 1958 at the University of Texas. For the fall of 1958 he holds both 

a Research Assistantship and a National Medical Fellowship for study at 

the University of Min:1esota 'nhich covers the cur:cent academic year. l:ir, 

Henderson has published \~idely in professional journals in his specific 

field and in the related teaching emphasis of scienceo 

The moderator chose as the method of presentation for t he session the 

proposing of a series of que:;tions to v;hich the members of tho panel might 

react as they saw fit. The first question proposed t·;ae .:is follot,s i 

What in your viei•; are the most important general qualhies, skills 
competences or attHL1des a good college should give ~.ts student s dur­
ing theiT college careers? 

1 . The college should give tho student a sense of tho enthusiastic 
transfer of kno~ledge to ~hich he by the resulting contagion be­
comes oi party to the pursuit o'f kno,sjledge. 

2. The desire to excell ones Ol'il1 achievement . Th-=! coUe~e should 
be careful to create the atmosphere t'ihere the studeni does not 
become complacent with the minor achievement of bei ng better 
than those around him. The student should be given the stimulus 
of universal standards of achi evement. 

3. He should be shown the correlation of varied types of kno~ledge 9 

because in his recognition of the bosic unity of kno~ledge he 
t,;ill find the keys to hwnan develop.rnent and progresso 

4. Finally, the student should be given a sense of the historical 
grounding of present knowledge and the futuristic extension of 
its implications. 

Dr. Guinna 

Dr. Guinn agreed with much that Miss Norris had said and added a 
significant point of his onn. He said that the college should pro­
vide a good broad general basic education~ Deploring the current 
emphasis upon science and technocracy, Dr. Guinn indicated that hir; 
medical training and experience had sho~n the need of an educati on 
that stressed the qualities of Gound living and the achievement of 
inner ~eace and harmo~y. 

I ' 
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Mro Hende:rson5 

Ha remembered that there had been, or seemod to have been at one 
time an emphasis on preparing students only to t•;ork in Texas~ cind 
gave in evidence the statement so often used in our publici t.y 
materials to the effect that we are trying to serve the people of 
Texas at tho point of their greatest need. He was not sure ~hether 
that orientation still prevBiled or notj and thc1t if ii: did r he fol t 
thnt it may not be as prominent as it once t\aS if thG students he 
kne•:; about and the program of the college an he kner; it could be 
considered valid. 

Dr. Le~ist tho moderator, then asked the second question: 

Identify those area3 where ~eat the college seem to he weakest. 

Miss Norrie: 

This panelist thought we v;ere wec1kes·c in cur attitude to;-;ard the 
student, She felt ~hat there was a tendency in the college to look 
doi~n upoi.1 the student. She felt that this attitude v,eis communicated 
to the student, and~ he reacting to it felt no challenge to do real­
ize hi~ highest potential" She felt that there should be serious 
consideration of this attitude. 

Dr. Guinn: 

Dr. Guinn felt that v.e \·,ere \~eakest in our attitude tm·,a,:d three 
p:!'incipal areas of the collQge life, viz., the Student, the F.:icul ty 
and Administration and the Alumni~ The over-all tone of our approach 
to these three areas ~as one of coruplacency and indifference. He 
reminded us that the old notion that 5tudants would come to Prairie 
Vie1:-1 no matter v.h~t the condHion of ou!' plant or the attitudes of 
our staff v.as a mistake. He cautioned the college to change its ¼ays 
so that the three segments mentioned above might bcnefi t. 

Mr. Hendersonz 

Thi6 panelist agreed ~ith all that had been said by the other two. 
He added the co!'!'.rnent that indifference limits the goals of the 
student and results in a feeling of insecurity on his part that is 
definitely detrimental to his progress and future. 

Dr. Le\';is, the moderator, proposed the third question thust 

Where are ~e strong in the preparation of the student? 

Miss Norris, Dr. Guinn and Mr. Henderson were of the collective opinion 
that1 

1. Comparing our teachers with those in schools on the professional 
level, the Prairie Viev. teacher was generally adequately prepared. 

2. Dr. Guinr1 f'.!lt that the Natural Science Department is the 
strongest beczuse it is oldest in the point of continuity of 
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the staff and i"i:s graduatec to his kno1,-;ledg,1 have made the 
highest :re,cords in the Graduate Record E>:arnination. Dr. 
Guinn felt that all of the college branches could profit 
by their e~ample. He, hoi-;eve:c, v-;a::; r.;u:c,:i that the :rest of the 
college ~as doing a good jobo 

3. Mr. Henderson Ylc1S pleased by the fact that our s"i.:anda1·ds i\ere 
up and that you actually had to pass the cou:cseso 

The moderator then raised the question of 11V!hc2t is good teaching?" 

Miss ?-b rris emphasized aga in ·che need for cl philosoph·1 , en"i:.husias;11, 
and for the purveying of informa tion tha t is useful. She felt she 
could redllce hex criteria to four it~msi 

1. Knov,ledge oi subject matter 
2. Daily preparation 
3. Variety of methods 
4Q Interes·~ ln the student <'.lG an individunl 

Dr. Guinn MlS in agreemen·i: ·,,Hh i,;hat l'.1iss Norris said anci added 
th:ree of his ov.n, To him 2. good teacher - -

1. Hus a \·,ay of life, a conscious philosophy of life from 
~hich his ~ork begins. 

2. Should be adequately prepared 9 for there is no substitute 
for kno..,.ledge. 

3. Should ~ant to teacho 

1,1:r. Henderson ~,as in general agreement td th the other panelist and 
added the follo\l, in<; g 

l. Give th<? students the fundemental so Studen'i;$ need this 
for their current t•,ork and for future preparationo This 
is not only true for skills~ but for attitudes as wello 

2. Should relate or reveal to the student some unsolved 
problem or problems in his given area of interest~ 

The moderator addressed his fina l question to the panels thusa 

"What implications do you feel that integration in higher education 
in Texas has for Prairie View College?" 

Mr. Henderson was of the opinion that vie could very t~ell look 
forv,ard to the day when there v.ould be both v;hi te faculty and 
students on our campuso He ~as sure that there need be no 
fear of the vanishing of the Negro college if it kept itself 
alert and competent for the common educational task aht!c:1d. 

Miss Norris thought ~e ought to try to make students aware of 
what is ahead 1 and give them a sense of the meaning of reol com­
petition on a non-:rracio! basis. SHe felt that through lectures, 



student exchange and many other devices we could sponsor a 
program of "readiness". 

Dr. Guinn closed the panel v,ith the observation "1:hat i ntegra­
tion must and should come for the survival of Prairie Vie~. 
He agree that there ~ould alKays be the need for a good col­
lege here--not ~ good Negro college. The good students are 
going to the ~hite school as it is possible for them to 
enter. If the Negro college iG going to get its share of 
good students it is going to have to enter into di?cct com­
petition ~i th the white college. This ½ill be a good thing 
for those schools that survive the competition. 

George R. Woolfol k, 
Recorder 
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