
Bulletin 13 
Pages 145-165 
1 December 2000 

Upcoming Meetings 

!Date 

•"'r-.1' 

) .!: :~111 {5 0 
'· I [p r. D'r - _q,, rME~rr 

nr·c· "zoo .. -- ·~ . ,, . 0 
uo ~ j ('f · 'li\ ~ Rrt·r 

• 
1

'" J,.J~ TING 

COLLEGE SENATE 
BULLETIN 

State University of New York 

College at Geneseo 

Archive 
Library 
Milne 201 

Room lfime 

5 December College Senate !Newton 204 ~p.m. 

13 December FAC ~elles 111 3:30p.m. 

Correspondence: Christopher C. Leary, Department of Mathematics, South 3240 
E-rriail: leary@geneseo.edu Phone: 245-5383 



Contents 

C II ., N . t. n ..... ·················· ····························· 147 a s .or omtna 10 s...................................................... ··· 

Agenda ................................................................................................................................. .. l47 

College Senate Meeting-S December 2000 ....................................................................... 147 

Minutes ................................................................................................................... ............... 149 

Faculty Affairs Committee-? November 2000 .......................... · · · · · ................. ·················· 149 

Executive Comrnittee-21 November 2000 ............................................................ ... ......... 151 

Student Affairs Committee-28 November 2000 .................................... .. ............. .... ........ . 153 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee-28 November 2000 .................... .......................... 155 

CDSc 320-Minor Course Revision ................................................................................ 156 

Engl345-New Course .................................................................................................. 157 

PISc 251-Addition of R/ Core Credit ............................................................................ 162 

146 



Calls for Nominations 
Nominations for the 2001-2004 Lockhart and Alumni Supported Professorships, the President's 
Award for Excellence in Academic Advising, the President's Award for Excellence in Part-time 
Teaching, and the Harter Mentoring Award. Nominations are due in the Provost's Office no later 
than 4:15p.m. on Friday, 15 December 2000. Descriptions of the awards and their criteria can be 
found on pages 136-138 of the Bulletin. 

Agenda 
College Senate Meeting-S December 2000 

4 p.m. 

Newton204 

Agenda 

Call to Order 

Adoption of Agenda 

Approval of the Minutes of the Previous Meeting 
(Bulletin pp. 140-144) 

Approval of New Member 

Robert O'Donnell, new member of the Faculty Personnel Committee, replacing Jim Willey. 

Senate Reports 

Chair's Report Chris Leary 

President's Report Chris Dahl 

Provost's Report Barbara Dixon · 

Treasurer's Report Anne-Marie Reynolds 

Vice-Chair's Report Jan Lovett 

University Faculty Senator's Report Ed Wallace 
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Central Council Report 
Eric Kallin 

Reports of the Standing Committees 

Undergraduate Curriculum 
Committee 

First Reading 

• Minor Course Revision 

Terry Bazzett 

Comunicative Disorders & Sciences 320 Manual Language 
Systems (Bulletin, p. 156) 

• New Course 

English 345 Gay and Lesbian Literature (Bulletin, p. 157) 

• Addition of R/ Credit 

Political Science 251 Modem Political Analysis (Bulletin, p. 162) 

Second Reading (All passed first reading at the Senate Meeting of 14 
November.) 

• Minor Course Revision 

Geography 261 Geography of North America (Bulletin , JL._j_D) 

• New Course 

Management 385 Special Topics in Business (Bulletin, p. Il-l) 

• Minor Course Revision 

Geological Sciences 191 Introduction to Geology at Geneseo 
(Bulletin, lLlll) 

Geological Sciences 352 Sedimentation (Bulletin, p. 12 I) 

Undergraduate Academic Policies, 
Core, and Review Committee 

Ed Gillin 
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Faculty Affairs Committee Maria Lima 

Student Affairs Committee JeeLoo Liu 

Graduate Affairs Committee Judy Bushnell 

Second Reading (Passed first reading at the Senate Meeting of 14 November). 

• Program Revision 

M.A. in Speech Pathology (Bulletin, p. 100) 

New Business 

Adjournment 

Minutes 
Faculty Affairs Committee-7 November 2000 

Attendance: J. Ballard, P. Case (welcome:)), C. Faulkner, K. Hahn, T. Hon, M. Lima (Chair), S. 
McKenna, J. McLean, S. Muench, N. Paternostro, P. Schacht, 
E. Spilman, J. W rube! 

Meeting was called to order at 4:03 PM. 

The minutes of the committee's previous meeting (10/24/00) were approved unanimously. 

Our discussion of a revised SOFI form was to continue at this meeting. S. Muench was asked to 
provide a synopsis of her e-mail message that was relayed to the members of the Faculty Affairs 
Committee. She stated that assessment outcomes for faculty instruction varied in accordance 
with the form of the aforementioned assessment. And, in addition, she remarked on the 
usefulness of the Teaching Goals Inventory (TGI), explaining that it allows teachers to alter the 
importance of course goals. 

M. Lima expressed the opinion that our current teacher evaluation form appears to be 
instruction-oriented, rathenhan goal-oriented. She agreed with S. Muench's comment, stating 
that it might be better to develop an evaluation form that is adaptable to teacher goals. 

J. Ballard added that previous Faculty Affairs Committees have struggled to create a "core set of 
items" for stud<?nt ratings forms. She proceeded to suggest that we consider the hiring of a 
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professional consultant to assist us in developing a revised faculty evaluation system. 

The committee, as an entirety, seemed to agree. M. Lima echoed her colleague's sentiment, 
stating that the daunting task of altering and improving our instructor evaluation system would 
be difficult for the committee to achieve. C. Faulkner concurred, noting that the previous Faculty 
Affairs Committee was unable to fulfill this charge. 

S. Muench identified the relinquishing of local control as a drawback to J. Ballard's proposition. 
If we were to enlist the assistance of a consultant, we might voluntarily cede our freedom to 
develop evaluation questions deemed applicable and appropriate by the committee. 

J. Wrubel indicated that faculty members would be able to customize questions on a national 
instructor evaluation form. J. Ballard added that the concerns about using a national fom1 for 
student ratings of faculty instruction are based on anecdotal information. C. Faulkner suggested 
that we consider extending the implementation of the current SOFI instrument until the 
committee, possibly with the assistance of a consultant, is able to produce a revised student 
rating form as part of a comprehensive faculty evaluation system. 

J. Ballard stated that, in the creation of a comprehensive faculty evaluation system, we ought to 
consider integrating the ideas of "faculty evaluation" and "faculty development." 

S. Muench voiced a concern regarding the evaluation of course content. She explained that 
content is rather difficult for inexperienced students to evaluate, and that our current system fails 
to address this concern. 

J. Ballard concurred, noting that Arreola's book (Developing a Comprehensive Faculty 
Evaluation System) introduced the possibility of a shared evaluation process, in which fellow 
colleagues would assess course management skills and course content, while students would 
assess the delivery of instruction. 

P. Schacht further noted that the individual evaluation of faculty ought to merit attention equal to 
the current emphasis in the college on the assessment of programs and learning outcomes. 

J. Ballard commented on the possibility of interference with other requirements for untenured 
faculty on FAC who may devote substantial energy and time to revise the SOFis and the faculty 
evaluation system. This problem would be greater if we were to attempt to revise our entire 
faculty evaluation system with no outside professional assistance. She then reiterated that "we 
need a faculty evaluation expert." 

M. Lima reintroduced the concept of a Teaching and Learning Center, emphasizing its 
importance and practicalitY: P. Schacht supported the advent of a Teaching and Learning Center, 
in that it could. improve teaching and learning, but stated that the goal of improving teaching· and 
learning is different from that of evaluating faculty. P. Schacht then suggested that our 
attendance at a national conference might improve our expertise in faculty evaluation. M. Lima 
disagreed, stating that "conferences can't transform us into experts." P. Schacht conceded this 
point, but insisted that attendance at such a conference could at least help improve our decision
making abilities with regard to faculty evaluation. · 
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J. Ballard suggested the possibility of hiring an instructor experienced in faculty assessment. 
This instructor could actually teach classes while serving as the consultant of our committee. 
After discussion among the F AC members, the motion was worded as follows: 

"The Faculty Affairs Committee suggests that the administration hire a consultant to 
work for the faculty and students of the Faculty Affairs Committee in the development of 
a comprehensive faculty evaluation system, including a student rating form and a faculty 
development program." 

P. Schacht seconded the motion. The motion was approved unanimously by the committee. 

The committee then decided that this motion would be presented to the Senate Executive 
Committee and Provost Dixon for consideration before bringing it to the College Senate. 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:58 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Kevin M. Hahn 

Executive Committee-21 November 2000 

Present: C.Leary, B.Glass, E.Gillin, M.Lima, A.-M.Reynolds, T.Bazzett, J.-L.Liu, E.Wallace, 
W.Pogozelski 

This meeting was a continuation of the Executive Committee meeting of 9 November, during 
which time had run out. The meeting was called to order by C.Leary at 12:50. 

Faculty Affairs Committee (FAC). 
M.Lima reported that the F AC has been discussing the SOFI form and the evaluation of teaching 
in general. Members have been reading about models of comprehensive faculty evaluation and 
hearing reports from last year's seminar by Raoul Arreola, an expert in college teaching 
evaluation who was invited to campus by H.Waddy. FAC has decided that the problem is deeper 
than an inadequate form. The SOFI form has become a major vehicle in the evaluation of faculty 
performance at Geneseo, and many feel that other important pieces must be added to the picture. 
The Committee is wondering how to develop a comprehensive system for the evaluation of 
teaching at Geneseo. M.Lima circulated a document that said the following: 

According to Raoul Arreola, a comprehensive evaluation system must use a variety of 
sources: peers, administrators, and students. The aspects of faculty performance being 
evaluated should be the ones that both the faculty and the administration believe ought to · 
be evaluated. The "total teaching act" involves four, broad interactive dimensions: (1) 
content expertise; (2) instructional delivery skills and characteristics; (3) instructional 
design skills; ( 4) course management skills. Students are only able to evaluate some 
aspects of the "total teaching act." 
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Because individual evaluation of faculty deserves as much attention as assessment of 
programs and learning outcomes, we recommend that the Administration hire a 
consultant to work with/for FAC in the development of a comprehensive faculty 
evaluation system. Developing a comprehensive faculty evaluation system is a two-year 
project that requires a specialist in the field. Most FAC members do not feel qualified to 
tackle such an important enterprise. An outside consultant can play an important role in 
understanding the culture of the campus and overcoming possible faculty and 
administration resistance. 

The committee is wondering how to bring about these changes. The members have considered a 
faculty survey, forming an ad-hoc committee and hiring a consultant. T .Bazzett asked if 
implementing new policies in this regard would require a Senate vote. C.Leary replied that 
Senate is mandated to review and approve the SOFI every three years and that the President is 
involved in the process. B.Glass said that almost everyone who had attended the seminar given 
by Raoul Arreola had been "converted" by the flexible system he suggests and wondered if 
implementing changes would require support from the Administration. A.-M.Reynolds suggested 
sending someone to department meetings. E. Wallace noted that while the SOFI had been 
originally designed for faculty feedback (a formative purpose), this intent had been somewhat 
lost during the past decade as the form has come to be used for summative evaluations. B.Glass 
and M.Lima agreed. M.Lima added that according to last year's speaker, this problem is common 
when the SOFI and the evaluation process are not carefully thought out. She said that student 
review should be only one criterion for how well people teach. A.-M.Reynolds asked for 
clarification on the process of the flexible, comprehensive evaluation. B.Glass gave an example 
in which service could count as little as 15% or as much as 30%. 1.-L.Liu asked that the SOFI 
issue be distinguished from the tenure and renewal issue. M.Lima said that they are related. 
W.Pogozelski asked if the goal was to change the SOFI form or to change the tenure and renewal 
process. B.Glass said that implementation of a more comprehensive teacher evaluation system 
would affect both; there would probably be changes in the SOFI as well as the H 1 and H2 
renewal forms. A.-M. Reynolds said that she wondered if it would be a better strategy to attack 
one goal at a time. B.Glass said that approach had been tried before. C.Leary recommended that 
M.Lima should meet with the Provost and said that F AC could develop a resolution calling for a 
task force to address this issue. Then F AC could also develop a charge for this task force 
between now and May. 

Chair's Report. 
CLeary announced that J.Willey is retiring in December, leaving a vacancy on the Faculty 
Personnel Committee. As a result, the person who earned the next-highest number of votes, Bob 
O'Donnell, will be asked to step in. The Senate will vote on his confirmation. 

The next issue discussed was web site access, an issue that had been raised at the last meeting. 
Currently, the Senate web -page has four sections: the Bulletins, the Constitution, a Jist of criteria 
for excellence awards, and a membership list, all of which are accessible to anyone anywhere 
with a computer. B.Glass suggested that making the Bulletins accessible to all might be 
objectionable. E. Gillin concurred. T.Bazzett wondered if anyone might need access to Bulletins 
from home. C.Leary said that he was probably the onlyperson who read on-line Bulletins and 
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that they are useful for chasing down facts. E.Wallace pointed out that people outside the campus 
have read the paper copies of Bulletins and said that parents of students have called the school 
responding to various items in the Bulletin. However, he recommended that the Senate maintain 
its current system of just being careful about what goes into the record. J.L.Liu voiced concern 
about offense and gave an example from a previous Senate meeting where remarks were made 
that might be considered offensive by SUNY Central. W.Pogozelski noted that an acquaintance 
with a political job was finding that "enemies" were doing computer searches on him, looking for 
any information that could be used against him. B.Glass made a motion to restrict computer 
access to Bulletins to the campus. The motion passed with one nay. 

C.Leary then asked for clarification on a reading of the Constitution that describes who is 
allowed to vote in campus elections. It was agreed that "term appointment part-time faculty" as 
written in the Constitution means full time temporary faculty and staff are not excluded from 
elections. 

The meeting was adjourned by C.Leary. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Wendy Pogozelski 
Senate Secretary 

Student Affairs Committee-28 November 2000 

Present: JeeLoo Liu(Chair), Hisham Almubaid, Ming-Mei Chang, Tom Feeley, Johnnie Ferrell, 
Jennifer Guyer, Tamara Hurlburt, Denise Sullivan, Chris Wixson, Berkeley Brigs, Steven 
Brown, Douglas (DJ) Gallup, Jen Garvey, Amy Happ, Laura Stellrecht. 
Excused: Kim Davies 
Absent: Gregg Hartvigsen, Michael Oberg 
Guest: Tabitha Buggie-Hunt, Bob Owens, Zhiming Zhao 

JeeLoo Liu called the meeting to order at 4:00PM. 

After our last meeting, the SAC members have been communicating through e-mail on the final 
design of the survey form on discrimination at Geneseo. Through e-mail voting, the final format 
was passed ( 17 in favor; 1 opposed). The SAC has thus concluded the task of designing this 
survey form and passed it along to the Sub-Committee on Campus Climate. Bob Owens from the 
Presid~nt's Commission on Diversity and Community, and Zhiming ~hao from the Sub
Committee on Campus Climate, joined us at today's meeting. Bob Owens first explained the 
background and the function of the Commission on Diversity and Community. The Commission 
is divided into five sub-committees, one of which is the Sub-Committee on Campus Climate, 
chaired by Zhiming Zhao. This sub-committee is going to conduct extensive surveys on campus 
climate, and our questionnaire will be folded into both their quantitative and qualitative surveys. 
Zhiming Zhao further explained that the sub-committee wanted to jump start the task of data 
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collection next spring. Asides from training students to conduct interviews with fe11ow students 
and staff members, they also need we11-trained faculty members to conduct interviews with other 
faculty members. He invited members of the SAC to combine efforts with members of his Sub
Committee. 

Tom Feeley raised the point that this sort of data collection should have a long-term 
development. The same survey form should be used in a few years, so that any change in campus 
climate can be measured. Bob Owens replied that the Commission on Diversity and Community 
planned to do this survey every three years. 

Bob Owens invited further comments through e-mail. He thanked the SAC for the inputs on 
surveys. The SAC members thanked Bob Owens and Zhiming Zhao for their presence. 

We then moved on to the issue of the College Union. Steven Brown reported on the sub
committee's (consisting of Johnnie Ferrell, Steven Brown and Jen Garvey) meeting with Kathy 
Trainor, Director of the College Union. The renovation of the Union is a capital budget project, 
which presently ranks third on the priority list of the Office of Student & Campus Life. 
According to Kathy Trainor, among the proposed renovation plans are the following: 

1. To repair the Union Patio, with a possibility to have an enclosed path between the Union 
and Mary Jemison Hall. 

2. To construct a multi-purpose Union Station, including a coffee house/cabaret in addition 
to a movie screening area. 

3. To enhance the technological facilities of the Union ballroom, so that it can be used for 
presentations of all sorts. In particular, the lighting, sound, and video systems need to be 
redesigned. 

4. (Possibly) to install a video screen on the railing of the second floor above the lobby. 
Having this screen for student associations' announcements and advertisements would 
alleviate the need for cloth banners, which pose potential fire hazards. 

JeeLoo Liu asked if there was anything the SAC could do. Jen Garvey said that the SAC could 
write a letter of support. Steven Brown made a motion to use the SAC's name to write a letter to 
the Lamron. Jen Garvey seconded. The motion was passed unanimously. Steven Brown will 
draft the letter and we will come back next semester to continue with the issue. 

Steven Brown also reported that the dining facility at the Union had been extended to 8 PM. 
Committee members were pleased with the effect of our meeting with Tom Bell from CAS. 

The last remaining issue concerned faculty involvement. From the survey results gathered by the 
Office of Institutional Research, we observed that Geneseo had a very high rating in terms of 
students' satisfaction with faculty involvement. JeeLoo Liu asked if the SAC needed to do 
anything more. Tom Feeley made a motion to close the issue, and Steven Brown seconded. The 
motion was passed unanimously. 

JeeLoo Liu asked if there was any new business. Tom Feeley commented that having all the 
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meeting dates assigned at the beginning of this semester was very helpful. JeeLoo Liu promised 
to do the same next semester. She also asked student senators to try to gather more inputs from 
fellow students on what they would like to have the SAC do for them. 

The meeting adjourned at 4:45 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 
JeeLoo Liu 
Chair, SAC 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee-28 November 2000 

Members present: B. Brennan, J. Curran, S. Fitzsimens, D. Hill, E. Hall, H. Howe, J. Kirkwood, 
A. Kline, J. Fowler-Morse, K. Nichols, 0. Nicodemi, M. Skerritt, M. Stolee 

Visitors: S. Bailey, G. Drake, L. House, D. Showers 

Meeting was called to order by T. Bazzett at 4:03. 
The agenda for the current meeting and the minutes from the previous meeting (10/24/00) were 
both accepted unanimously. 

CDSC 320 - Revision of a course - Manual Language Systems. This proposal was tabled at the 
10/24/00 meeting because of concerns regarding availability of the course for education majors 
with the proposed change (addition of "for majors only" denotation). L. House addressed the 
committee noting that she had been in contact with D. Showers since the last meeting. She 
assured the D. Showers (and the UCC) that education majors in need of CDSC 320 would not be 
shut out of the course with the proposed changes. There was no further discussion. The proposal 
passed unanimously. 

ENGL 345- New Course- Gay and Lesbian Literature. G. Drake explained to the Committee 
that this course had been offered previously as an experimental course with a very good 
enrollment and positive feedback from the students. There was some concern regarding what the 
Committee viewed as rather lenient prerequisite requirements (esp. "permission of instructor") 
for a 300 level course. G. Drake responded that interest could be widespread leading to the 
permission clause. Permission would not open the course to all students and that instructors 
would carefully assess ability of students before granting admission. There was no further 
discussion. The proposal passed ).JnaniVJ.ously. 

PLSC 251- Revision of a Course- addition -of Rlcore credit to Modern Political Analysis. There 
· was some confusion as to why UCC had received what appeared to be information intended for 

the Rlcore committee. There was also no clear indication (as a form) that the R/core committee 
had reviewed, voted on, or approved the course for Rlcore credit. S. Bailey assured the 
Committee that R/core was approved. Some committee members requested that future proposals 

. passed by core committees include some attached form indicating this decision. The proposal 
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passed unanimously. 

ARTH 281 _ Revision of a Course - T. Bazzett noted that there was some question as to whether 
this proposal represented a revision (as proposed) or a new course. In particular he pointed out 
that the justification for the revision included it's "replacing" th~ previ~us A~TH 281 and ARTH 
282. He further questioned whether such a revision would reqmre constderatton by the M/core 
committee. Unsure of whether UCC could act on a proposal for such changes to a M/core course, 
without action by the M/core committee, he asked for a motion to table the proposal. A motion to 
table was made and passed unanimously. 

ARTH 310- New Course- Women in Art 
ARTH 386 - New Course - Theories of Art History - 0. Nicodemi noted that both new course 
proposals represented thoughtful construction of courses, but expressed some concern regarding 
the ability of a limited ARTH faculty to offer two new courses in addition to what was already a 
seemingly full slate of offerings. Questions were then raised regarding the status of already 
established courses (e.g. would they be deleted, would they be offered less frequently). There 
were also questions regarding the desirability of these new courses for nonARTH majors. There 
was an unconfirmed sense that ARTH may be expanding their faculty in the near future. 0. 
Nicodemi then questioned why the ARTH department would not wait until a new faculty 
member had been hired to then establish courses in their area of expertise. Without a 
representative from ARTH to address these concerns, 0. Nicodemi made a motion to table the 
two new course proposals. The motion was approved unanimously. 

Following action on all proposals listed on the agenda, D. Showers addressed the Committee in 
preparation of upcoming Secondary Education proposals. He gave a brief and informative 
summary of new regulations and requirements that were directing actions of the SOE and 
composition of proposals. He further explained that these requirements were not easily addressed 
in all cases, and that the SOE had compromised and re-tooled their program (in some cases 
considerably) in an effort to meet new requirements and to maintain an established standard of 
excellence within the department. He then fielded general questions and addressed concerns of 
the Committee members. He summarized by offering to personally answer any questions the 
Committee might have in the upcoming months. 

Meeting was adjourned at 4:50P.M. 

CDSc 320-Minor Course Revision 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Undergraduate Curriculum Committee 

From: Linda I. House, Chair, Department of Communicative Disorders & Sciences 

Date: 10/2/00 
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RE: Minor Course Revision - CDSc 320 

A. Department of Communicative Disorders and Sciences 

B. Spring 200 1 

C. CDSc 320 

D. Manual Language Systems 

E. course should be for MAJORS ONLY 

F. Justification: Our majors need a background in sign and not alll of our majors can get into 
American Sign Language 1 and 2. Because of the natur4e of the course (CDSc 320) the size 
needs to be kept at about 25. 

Engl 345-New Course 

NEW FORM Q (Combining current forms Q & R) 
Proposal for New Course 

A. Department English 
B. Date course change will take effect Spring 2002 
C. Current Bulletin Number(s) Engl 345 Gay and Lesbian Literature 

II. New Course 

A. Eng 345 Gay and Lesbian Literature (Suggested Bulletin Number) (Course Title) 
B. Prerequisites: Engl 170: The Practice of Criticism is a pre-requisite to English courses at the 
300-level for English majors or concentrators, or permission of instructor. 
C. Credit Hours: 3 
D. Course Duration: semester 
E. Course Rotation: spring (even years) 
F. Semester in which course will be offered initially: Spring 2002 

G. Staffing 
1.) Names of current faculty adequately prepared to teach this course (please identify 
part-time [p] faculty on this list: Laura Doan and Graham Drake 

2.) Are additional faculty or adjuncts required? No 
If no additional staff is required, what course(s) will be dropped from the schedule rotation to 
accommodate each section of this course? Please check all that apply below and add the specific 
course to be replaced. Use most recent Master Schedule(s) for reference. 
(Example: X Upper level elective(s) for majors, minors and concetrators Anth 333) . 
X Upper level elective(s)formajors,minors,concentrators Will be rotated with other upper-level 
electives 
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Introductory course(s) for new or prospective majors 
General education (core, multicultural) course(s) 
Other (please specify) 

Please list all programs or general education content requirements in which the dropped 
course(s) appear: i.e., departmental major, departmental minor, secondary education 
concentration, core area, co-requisite for other major or minor, interdisciplinary major or minor, 
etc. 

Please list departments affected by either additions or deletions? Do they support proposed 
change? Explain. None. 

H. Justification A) If this is a proposal for a new course, identify the principal student audience 
for the course [upper level majors and minors, general student population, etc.] Explain the 
specific need(s) for this course and the ways in which this offering will strengthen the 
undergraduate curriculum of the College. B) If this is a proposed revision of an existing course, 
explain the reasons for the change. Attach additional pages as necessary. 

The student audience for this course is upper level majors and minors and the general 
student population. 

This course examines aspects of lesbian and gay literature and culture in various national 
contexts. It explores a range of representational practices against the emergence of a 
modem homosexual subculture and identity with special attention to, for instance, social 
constructions of gender and sexuality, feminism, class, ethnicity and race. Additional 
theoretical readings examine key concepts (such as the closet, coming out, butch/femme, 
cross-dressing and camp), critical essays (Judith Butler and Eve Sedgwick, for example) 
and historical turning-points (such as the trial of Oscar Wilde, the ban on Radclyffe Hall's 
novel, and Stonewall and AIDS). 

As this course highlights the literary and cultural representation of sexual minorities, it 
satisfies the requirement within the English major for a course in non-traditional 
literature. This course further strengthens the undergraduate curriculum of the College 
because of its focus on diversity in the realms of gender and sexual identity. 

I. Facilities and Library Holdings 
1.) What special facilities, currently available, will be used? No special facilities are necessary. 
2.) What special facilities, not currently available, will be required? None. 
3.) What special arrangements will be required of students? (e.g. extended field trips, 
special scheduling, required listening, etc.) None. 
4.) Are ·present library holdings adequate to support this course? Library resources are superb. 

J. Core 
Is this course proposed for core credit? No If so, which area? 
(Note that courses proposed for core credit must also be reviewed by the Core Curriculum 
Committee for that core area-- formS should be submitted to core committee) 
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Attach the following documents to this form: 

• Course description as it will appear in the College Bulletin 
This course examines gay and lesbian literature and culture in various national contexts, 
with special attention to, for instance, the emergence of a modem homosexual subculture, 
social constructions of gender and sexuality, feminism, class, ethnicity and race. 
Prerequisite: Engl. 170 or permission of instructor. 3(3-0) 

• Purpose and objectives. See below. 

• Detailed content outline, See below. 

• Evaluation procedures. See below. 

• A representative bibliography, including the likely initial textbook (if applicable), 
10-20 main sources with complete bibliographical data. See Below. 

Eng 390 Gay and Lesbian Literature Spring 2000 
Laura Doan T 6:00-8:30pm 
Office Hours: M & T 1:45pm-3:15pm and by appt. 
Welles 230 
Graham Drake 
Office Hours: T 10-12pm; W 2:30-3:30pm; Th 10-10:30am 
Welles 217A 

COURSE DESCRIPTION 

This course examines twentieth-century Anglo-American lesbian and gay literature and culture. 
We will explore a range of representational practices against the emergence of a modem 
homosexual subculture and identity with special attention to, for instance, social constructions of 
gender and sexuality, feminism, class, ethnicity and race. Our reading will be informed by a 
discussion of key concepts (such as the closet, coming out, butch/femme, cross-dressing and 
camp), theoretical essays (Butler and Sedgwick, for example) and historical turning-points (such 
as the trial of Oscar Wilde, the ban on Hall's novel, and Stonewall and (AIDS). 

REQUIRED TEXTS FROM SUNDANCE BOOKS: 

Radclyffe Hall, The Well of Loneliness 
Edmund White, The Beautiful Room is Empty 
Jeanette Winterson, Oranges Are Not the Only Fruit 
Andrew Holleran, Dancer from the Dance 
Audre Lorde, Zaimi: A New Spelling of My Name 
Paul Monette, Love Alone 
Timothy Murphy, Getting Off Clean 
Coursepack 
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SCHEDULE: 
1. T January 25 

The Making of the Pre-Modem and Modem Homosexual: When Did it Start? 
Survey--discussion. Lecture. 

2. T February 1 

The Love of Comrades? Sexological Constructions of Inversion 
READ: Walt Whitman, selections from Calamus and Emily Dickinson. 
Also: Radclyffe Hall, The Well of Loneliness, Book 1 and "Homosexualities" section 
from Sexology Uncensored. 

3. T February 8 

Female Sexual Inversion: Nature or Nurture? 
READ: Hall, The Well of Loneliness Books 2, 3 & 4 
Mad About the Boy: New York & London Between the Wars 
Presentation: Popular Songs of Cole Porter and Noel Coward 

4. T February 15 

The Critical Reception of The Well.READ: Book 5 On Trial: Hall's Novel on Sexual 
Inversion READ: Magistrate's verdict and newspaper coverage 
Fashioning a Sapphic Subculture: slide presentation 

5. T February 22 

Triangle and Swastika: Homosexuality in Nazi Germany 
READ: "Swastika, Pink Triangle, and Yell ow Star: The Destruction of Sexology & the 
Persecution of Homosexuals in Nazi Germany," Erwin J. Haeberle 
Video: TBA 
ESSAY #1 DUE (5-6 pages) 

6. T February 29 

Undercover and Under Fire in the 1940s & 1950s 
READ: Edmund White, The Beautiful Room is Empty and "Epistemology of the Closet," 
Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick 
Video: "Coming Out Under Fire" 

7. T March 7 

Coming Out: Sexuality and Religion 
READ: Jeanette Winterson, Oranges Are Not the Only Fruit 

8. T March 14 Gay, Lesbian and Queer Theories -

READ: selections from-Foucault, The History of Sexuality; "Imitation and Gender 
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Subordination," Judith Butler; "Is There a History of Sexuality," David Halperin 
Video: "The Celluloid Closet" 

SPRING BREAK 

9. T March 28 

Before Stonewall, Before AIDS 
READ: Andrew Holleran, Dancer from the Dance 
Video: "Before Stonewall" 

10. T April4 

The Boy Next Door: Young and Gay 
FILM: "Beautiful Thing" 
ESSAY#2DUE (10-12pp.) 

11. T April 11 

De-Constructing the Lesbian Body 
READ: Audre Lorde, Zami: A New Spelling of My Name and Lorde, "Age, Race, Class 
and Sex: Women Redefining Difference" 

12. T April18 

The Literary Representation of AIDS 
READ: Paul Monette, Love Alone and "AIDS in America: Postmodern Governance, 
Identity and Experience," Thomas Yingling 
Video: "A Silverlake Life" 

13. T April 25 

Once I Had a Secret Love: Sexuality and Race 
READ: Timothy Murphy, Getting Off Clean 
Video: "Tongues Untied," Marlon Riggs 

14. T May 2 

Camp Sensibility 
READ: Susan Sontag, "Notes on Camp" 
Video: "Absolutely Fabulous" 

~AL EXAMINATION: 9 May, 6:45pm to 9:45pm 

- REQUIREMENTS: 
Essay #1 (5-6pp) 20% 
Essay #2 (10-12pp) 30% 
Final examination 25% 
Discussion Leader 10% 
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Participation 15% 
(not mere attendance but 
prepared, active & engaged) 

PISc 251-Addition of R/ Core Credit 

Form R 
PROPOSAL FOR A NUMERIC/SYMBOLIC REASONING COURSE 

Department prefix and course number: PlSc 251 Date: 11/13/2000 
Course Title Modern Political Analysis 
Status of this course: Established 
If this course is New or Revised, the appropriate forms for such implementation (Form Q) must 
also be filed with the Office of the Dean and sent on from there to UCC. 

COURSE JUSTIFICATION 
Each course justification must 

> include a detailed account of course content that demonstrates why this course is appropriate 
for inclusion as a Numeric/Symbolic course. (The preponderance of the work in approved 
courses must consist of solving problems using one or more of the following: numbers, symbols, 
formulas, numerical calculations, analytic calculations, analysis of graphical data, statistical 
methods, fundamental mathematical theories, and empirical mathematical models.) 

> include the statement of a typical problem from the discipline that students are to approach 
using numeric and/or symbolic reasoning, the analytic tools to be used and the relationship of the 
problem-solving method to foundations. (Approved courses must draw student attention to the 
connection between the methods of problem-solving (numerical, formulaic, algorithmic) and the 
logical and mathematical foundations that justify them.) 

> indicate how the course content accomplishes the following three student outcomes: 

Students are expected 

>to acquire the quantitative skills relevant to the subject area of the course 
> to demonstrate an understanding of their rational foundations 
> to reason critically as to the application of quantitative and logical skills 

THE COMMITTEE RESERVES THE RIGHT TO ASK FOR ADDITIONAL JUSTIFICATION 

Proposal approved by Rl Committee per B. Esham, chair. 
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Professor Jeffrey W. Koch Political Science 251 
Office Hours: M, W, & F 2:30-3:30 SUNY--Geneseo 
Office: 3F Welles Spring 2000 
email:koch@ geneseo.edu 

MODERN POLITICAL ANALYSIS 

This course is an introduction to the approaches and techniques of modem political analysis. This 
course will introduce you to how Political Scientists do research. In other words, it is a course on 
the way may (but not all) Political Scientists learn about the political world. How do political 
scientists analyze politics? What does it mean that the word "science" appears in the title of our 
discipline? What do we mean by the scientific study of politics? Can politics be studied 
scientifically? We will talk about how Political Scientists discover new knowledge, make 
inferences, design their research, collect data, and make use of social statistics. Since learning by 
doing is the best method for learning, you will be required to design research and make use of 
social statistics in an attempt to discover new knowledge. Prior knowledge or experience with 
statistics or computers is not required for this course. 

READINGS: 
The required reading for this course includes two books listed below which you may purchase at 
the college union bookstore or Sundance Books. 

Janet Buttalph Johnson and Richard A. Joslyn. Political Science Research Methods. 
Congressional Quarterly Press, 3rd edition, 1995. 

Alan Agresti and Barbara Finlay. Statistical Methods for the Social Sciences., 3rd edition, 
Prentice Hall Publishers. 1997. 

Discussion: 
Discussion -- questions, comments, interpretation, arguments is highly encouraged. The 
professor can be greatly impressed by students who demonstrate they have read the assigned 
readings and can contribute to the discussion of the issues contained in said readings. The 
professor suspects that student who do not contribute or who ask no questions about the readings 
have failed to do the readings. This will disappoint him. 

HOMEWORK/ASSIGNMENTS: 
There will be several homework assignments for this course. The homework assignments will 
count for 25% of the final course grade. 

Exams: 
There will be one mid-term and a final. Each will count for 25% of your final course grade. The 
scheduled time for the final exam is May 8h, 12:00-3:00 P.M. 

Paper: 
A 12-15 page term paper is required (7-8 pages should be the written portion), it is due the last 
day of class and will account for 25% of your grade. The paper will involve analysis of 
survey data gathered in 1996. You will be required to develop your own paper topic. All students 
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must meet with the professor to discuss their paper; failure to do so will result i~ the addition of a 
negative value to our paper's grade. I urge you to meet with me early and to begm work early. 
Past experience demonstrates a relationship between when a student begins work and the gr~de a 
student receives on his or her paper. Students should meet with me as frequently as they believe 
necessary. Papers will be graded on the quality of the presentation (writing clarity, organization), 
sophistication of the data analysis, and demonstration of mastery of political analysis through 
application. Generally, I want you to apply what you have learned in this course to a small 
research project of your own design. Students must hand in a two-page (double-spaced) research 
design proposal on February 14. Your research design proposal should address the first three 
items listed below. 

For the paper, you need to identify a research question that the available data will allow you to 
investigate. 

1. Explain the importance of your topic for American politics. What is the point of looking 
into this? Why might we want to know more about the topic? Why is it important to 
American politics? I encourage you to do some background reading so you can answer 
these questions. Your sources should be Political Science journals or books. A listing of 
important Political Science journals is presented on pages 160-163 of Political Science 
Research Methods. I can probably help you identify sources. 

2. What are the key concepts and how were they measured? 

3. What is/are your hypotheses? Identify the independent and dependent variables. Explain 
the 
reasoning behind your proposition or hypothesis. It is not enough to state that you believe 
there is a positive or negative relationship between variable A and variable B, you must 
also explain why you think that proposition is plausible. 

4. Describe the bivariate relationship of interest that you are trying to test. Present the 
findings 
in a clearly labeled table and interpret those findings in paragraph form as well. Only 
show what is necessary in your tables but show all that is necessary. 

5. If you control for a third variable, explain why you did so and describe your results. 

6. Do the findings lend support to or tend to contradict your hypothesis? If you do find a 
relationship, how strong or weak would you say it is? 

7. Discuss the degree to which your empirical analysis supports your hypothesis and general 
proposition and lends insight to the original question guiding your analysis. Was your test 
of the hypothesis aqequate? 

A preliminary version of your paper is due April 14th. At this time one of your peers will read 
your paper and provide you with critical feedback on your paper. You can do with their 
criticisms/suggestions what you wish. The final version of your paper is due the last day of class. 
I advise all students to keep two copies of their paper to protect against the unlikely event 
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of me misplacing the one hand in. 

Advice: 
There will be times when you will be required to work with others for projects. It will help you 
immensely if, where appropriate, you work so you can share skills and learn from each other. 
Moreover, you will find hat you will often benefit not from working with someone who already 
understands the material but from someone who does not. Attempting to explain the material to 
someone who does not understand it is probably the best way you can learn something. I do not 
want you to work with others for the exams. 

One last bit of advice: There are two ways you can take this course: seriously or again. 

I . Introduction--The Scientific study of Politics. What do we mean by scientific? What should 
Political Scientists study? 
READ: Johnson and Joslyn (hereafter J & J), Chs. I & 2. Agresti and Finlay, Chapter 1. 

2. Hypothesis Concepts and Variables. What is a good hypothesis? Where do hypotheses come 
from, or where do good questions come from? 
READ: J & J, Ch. 3. 

3. Measurement, scales, and indices. 
READ: J & J, Cbs. 4 & I 1. 
Agresti and Finlay, Chapters 2 and 3. 

4. Introduction to Computer Usage. 
READ: Handout on Stata. 

5. Research Design and Literature Review. 
READ: J & J, Cbs. 5 & 6. 

6. Strategies and Problems in Data Collection. 
READ: J & J, Chs. 7,8,9 & 10. 

7. Probability Distributions, Statistical Inference, and Hypothesis Testing. 
READ: Agresti and Finlay, Chapter 4. 

8 Bivariate Statistical Analysis: Proportions and Means. 
READ: Agresti and Finlay, Chapter 5, 6, 7. 

9. Measures of Association. 
READ: Agresti and Finlay, Chapters 8 and 9. 

11. Regression (Time permitting). 
Read: Agresti and Finlay, Chapter 9, J & l. 
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