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Announcements 

Spring Senate Meeting Dates 

March 16'h* All College 

April 13th 

May 4th 

All meetings will be held in Newton 204 and begin at 4:00 P.M. 

ELECTION INFORJ\tiATION 
The Nominations committee has submitted the following list of candidates for 

the spring elections. The slate of candidates will be formally accepted at the 
March 16, 1999 all college meeting. 

Nominations Committee Slate Spring 1999 

Vice-Chair 

Chris Leary (Math) 

Maryellen Zuckerman (Business) 

Secretary 

Joan Ballard (Psychology) 

E. Richard VanVliet (Foreign Languages) 

Treasurer 

Charles Freeman (Physics) 

Mary Mohan (Communications) 

Senator at large (over 6 years) 

Susan Bandoni (Biology) 

Bill Gohlman (History) 

Harold Hoops (Biology) 

Kathy Jones (Communicative Sciences and Disorders) 

. Sonja Landes (Library) 

Jeff Over (Geology) 

Pau~ Schacht (English) 
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. Senator at large ( 6 years and Under) . 

Emilye Crosby (History) 

Kurt Fletcher (Physics) 

MaryAnne Hannibal (Education) 

Tze-Ki Hon (History) 

Barbara Mason (Preforming Arts) 

Wendy Pogozelski (Chemistry) 

Annemarie Reynolds (Performing Arts) 

Faculty Personnell Committee Procedures 

1999-2000 

,, 

1. The Nominations Committee, in the spring prior to an election, shall detemzine and mmounce 
in the College Senate Bulletin, ( 1) the number of Faculty Personnel Committee members to be 
elected and (2) the mandatory number of Full Professors to be elected in a given year. 

2. The Nominations Committee, in the Spring prior to the elections, shall create a list of those 
Associate and Full Professors who are eligib/eforelection (i.e., omitting Department Chairs and 
individuals from Departments with colllinuing Faculty Personnel Committee members). The 
Nominations Committee shall circulate that list once prior to the end of spring semester mid . 
again during the first week ofF all semester. individuals not illlerested in serving will be 
responsible for asking to have their names removed. · 

3. The Nominations Committee, by September 15, shall construct a revised list of eligible faculty. 
This list will be forwarded to all Departmellls with a charge to departmellts that they send the 
Nominations Committee no more than four persons from the list, and no more than one from their 
respective Departments by October 15. 

4. The Nominations Committee shall ensure.that the number of Full Professors among the 
nominees emerging from the Departments shall consist of at least double the mandatory number 
to be elected. 

5. The Nominations Committee shall construct a ballot whicli will consist of triple the number of 
Faculty Personnel Coinmittee members to be elected (additional nominees will be included in the 
case of tie votes emerging from Department nominations). 
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Minutes of the Faculty Affairs Committee, February 16, 1999 

Present: E. Drachman, T. Everett, C. Filice, E. Gillin, H. Hoops, M. Lima, B. McCoy, D. 
Showers, K. Gilette; Excused: J. Williams, I. Bosch 

The meeting was called to order by chair Dennis Showers at 4:06p.m. The first order of business 
was a discussion of the three draft survey questions originally drafted by H. Hoops, D. Showers 
and J. Williams. 

The first of these concerned the timing of promotion to Associate Professor and granting of 
continuing appointment,. The o~iginal draft read: 

"Expectations for promotion to Associate Professor should be no greater than expectations for 
continuing appointment (tenure). 

I. Strongly agree 

2. Agree 

3. Neither agree nor disagree 

4. Disagree 

5. Strongly disagree" 

There »'as' agreement that the wording was logically correct and that the proposal would not 
violate the policies of the Board of Trustees, but concern was raised over the wording of the 
question. Some members felt that it might be confusing, especially after a casual reading. 

Others disliked the negative way in which the question was stated. Multiple other ways of 
wording the question were proposed. However, some of these alternatives might seem to violate 
the policies of the Board of Trustees which require that the promotion and continuing 
appointment decisions be separate. Other proposed wording changes would imply that an 
agreement to discourage granting of continuing appointment without promotion to Associate 
Professor would also discourage promotion before the continuing appointment decision, even in 
those cases where an individual has an unusually strong record of accomplishments before coming 
to Geneseo or Juring their time here. The following wording was ultimately deemed acceptable: 
"Past practice at Geneseo has been that some faculty are granted continuing appointment (tenure) 
without promotion to Associate Professor. It has been suggested that personnel policies be revised 
so that the criteria for continuing appointment are equivalent to the criteria for promotion to 
Associate Professor. 

1. Strongly Agree 

2. Agree 
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3. Neither agree nor disagree 

4. Disagree · . 

5. Strongly disagree 

Comments:" 

The second question was revised to: 

"The criteria for consideration of early promotion to Associate Professor (before the continuing 
appointment decision year) should be: 

1. The same as the criteria for promotion at the time. of continuing appointment. 
·{ 

2. Higher in one or more categories of teaching, scholarship and service. 

3. Higher in two or more categories of teaching, scholarship and service. 

4. Higher in each category of teaching, scholarship and service. 

5. Other (describe below) · 

Comments:" 

The third possible question (which referred to the time at rank between Associate and Full 
Professor) was deemed not to be as important as the other two and consequently deleted. 

Chair D. Showers introduced the committee to the charge from the Executive C~mmittee "FAC 
should address the problems of potential conflict of interest and other issues and draft and 
amendment on them if it seems necessary." (minutes of Senate Executive Committee 2/2/20) 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:11 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Harold Hoops 
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Executive Committee Minutes 
March 2; 1999 

Present: K. Cylke, J. Bushnell, D. Repinski, J. Ballard, S. Edgar, K. Jones, J. Boiani, B. 
Dixon, E. Wallace, A. Gridley, B. Glass, C. Felice, J. Morse. 

Call to Order: Chair K. Cylke called the meeting to order at 12:45 PM. 

Approval of Agenda: It was moved and seconded that the agenda be approved as printed. 

Approval of Minutes: Chair K. Cylke postponed approval of the minutes of Feb. 23, 1999 
pending delivery of the Bulletin. 

Provost's Report (B. Dixon): ·· 

Provost Dixon noted that President Dahl is in Albany at SUNY Day. He and several Geneseo 
Alumni, students, and friends are doing their best to lobby for Geneseo. 

Dixon informed the committee that the Provost's Office is in the middle of hiring new 
personnel, and that many new people will be joining us in the fall. Some searches are finished, 
some people already hired, and some are still scheduling interviews. · 

In discussion, Ed Wallace asked when sabbatical letters will come out. Dixon thought they would 
come by the end of the week A large number of proposals (20) delayed the sabbatical letters this 
year. Dixon asked the committee if a deadline of September 15th would be feasible for next year. 
K. Jones thought it would, as long as people know the deadlines ahead of time. J. Boiani 
suggested that an announcement should go into the Bulletin in the spring, in addition to a letter 
from Dixon's office. C. Filice thought that people might need more time to prepare proposals for 
some kinds of projects, such as Fulbrights. Others thought that an early deadline would work even 
for Fulbrights. Cylke agreed that the announcement would go into the last two Bulletins. 

Chair's Report (K. Cylke): 

(1) K. Cylke is preparing for spring elections; he has candidates for every office. He noted one 
small complication in the senators-at-large. One person holding this position in the bracket 
designated for people with under six years of service now has seven years. The committee agreed 
that this does not constitute a problem, being a natural outcome of two-year terms. 

(2) The Senate will also be voting on two minor constitutional amendments. These occur in 
Article IV: section 5. The first would change the words " ... one by the College Relations and 
Development administrative faculty ... " to " ... one by the College Advancement administrative 
faculty ... " The second changes the words " ... holding the position of Librarian, Associate 
Librarian ... " to "holding the rank of Librarian, Associate Librarian ... " The Executive Conunittee 
approved of putting both amendments on the ballot. 

(3) K. Cylke asked for comments on the new procedure for selecting members of the 
Faculty Personnel Committee (FPC), designed by the Nominations Committee. (See 
document attached titled Amendments to Article ill: Standing Conunittees of the Faculty.) 

B. Glass asked if it would be possible to use the new procedures on a trial basis for one year, after 
which we can propose them as a constitutional amendment? Changes could be made before votmg 
on the new procedures as a constitutional amendment. Cylke thought it would, since the ~ 
constitution presently specifies that the committee on nominations design the new procedures to :j: 

select members of the FPC. J. Ballard raised the question, did the committee regard their proposal 
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as an amendment or as a procedure? D. Repinski, a member of the Nominations Committee, . · · · ' 
pointed out that the committee is already carrying out the new procedures for fall; they are currently 
detennining and announcing in the Bulletin the number of positions to be filled and the mandatory 
number of full professors to be elected. He felt the committee would be comfortable delaying the · 
final adoption of the proposal as an amendment for a year. 

s. Edgar asked for clarification on the situation that, if a department already holds a seat on the 
committee, then that department can't gain another seat by election. Cylke affirmed that this is true. _ 
B. Glass asked that "disinterested persons" be changed to "persons not interested in serving." The 
committee agreed with this change. The committee discussed publishing the names of those eligible 
to serve in the Bulletin, deciding that the list should receive a wider circulation that being published 
twice in the Bulletin. B Glass asked D. Repinski how the Nominations Committee shall "ensure · 
that the number of full professors· among the nominees emerging fonn the departments shall .. 
consist of at least double the mandatory number to be elected?" (See item #4 of the proposal)~ -
Repinski will refer this query to.the Nominations Committee. 

(4) Cylke asked members of the Executive Committee to discuss the function and charge of the 
General Education Committee (GEC), which may become important because of the new 
general education policies laid down by the Board of Trustees. Also, spring elections must be held· 
for this committee. The function of the committee is described in the Constitution, Article X, 
Section 2, pages 12-13. ·. ·· 

In discussion, some members felt that that the GEC was active before the Curriculum TaskForce; 
others felt it was never active. K. Jones asked how the functions of the committee were being 
accomplished, in that case. B Glass noted that the function of the GEC seems to reduplicate the 
core committees. K. Jones felt that are some issues not covered by other committees. 

K. Cylke raised the issue of holding elections for the GEC. J. Boiani asked if the three divisions · 
have been notified. (Members to be elected in the spring of odd years shall come from Fine Arts, 
Humanities and Social Science, Constitution, Article X, Section, 2, b, 3, page 13. Cylke asked for 
clarification on who initiates the call. S. Edgar asked if it would be better to postpone this 
discussion until the President is present Dixon agreed that it would; she noted that it would be . _ 
easy to get the committee going if needed. On the other hand, if it is not functioning, maybe the . ' 
committee should be abolished. She asked for clarification of any issues underlying the discussion. 

S. Edgar proposed several. First, the GEC was supposed to be an oversight committee, which it 
has not been. Second, in some instances, things have been handed to GEC that should have gone 
to another committee. She recalled that three years ago, Dean Greenfield raised the issue on the 
GEC of whether it was appropriate for the Dean to chair the committee. This issue was not 
resolved because because it would have required a constitutional amendment Dixon expressed the 
opinion that oversight of the rigor of the core and questions of cwricular drift are important ~gar. , 
agreed, but asked, who should oversee this? 

J. Boiani felt it would be useful to publish minutes of the GEC in the Bulletin; however, last y~ 
there weren't any~ B. Glass again questioned whether it is appropriate to have another level of 
committees to deal with these issues, suggesting that reports of the core committees go to Dixon's . 
office instead. The question is who is accountable? '· . 

- • I • ' 

K. Cylke summed up issues raised in the discussion: (1) where does the oversight function · 
assigned to the GEC belong, or, where is it being exercised, given that the GEC seems not to be 
functioning? (2) Where does the responsibility for enforcement of the general education policies · -
lie? (3) Who should chair the GEC? ( 4) How do the general education requirements at Geneseo 
relate to the new policies on general education recently announced by the Board of Trustees? (5) . 
What is the relation of the GEC to other standing committees? (6) Should we elect new members to 
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the GEC? B: Dixon pointed out thafother institutions structure their General Education Committee 
as a sub-committee_ o( their Under~uate Curriculum Committee. . ·, · 

'. : • . .o .. J . 

Vice· Chair's Report (B. Glass): No report. 

Treasurer's Report _(J. Ballard): No Report. 
, · ' i ' ' . " 

University Faculty · Senator's Report · (K Wallace): 
t . 

E. Wallace reported that he forward~ copies of the resolution passed by the. Senate last week on 
the Board of Trustees' general education policy to the University Faculty Senate, Chancellor John 
Ryan, Provost Peter Salins, and Tom Egan, Chair of the Board of Trustees. UFS President Vince 
Aceto reported to Wallace that he met with Egan, who informed Aceto that the Trustees will not 
comply with the demands of the resolution passed by the University Faculty Senate. Aceto and 
others will meet sometime soon to draw up a resolution calling for a vote of no confidence or 
censure for the Board of Trustees, since their actions indicate they will not seek faculty input into 
decisio~s regarding SUNY curric~um, searches, and other issues. · . 

Central Council Report (A. Gridley): 
. . 

A. Gridley reported that the budget advocacy rally is planned for Thursday from 11:30 to 2:30 
on the college green (or in the Union Lobby in case of inclement weather). Speakers include Dr. 
Cook, Dr. McCartin, and Dr. Bearden. Opportunities for letter writing will also be available. 

' . 
Gridley announced that Peter Johnson has been appointed in place of student senator Lou Maione. 
She passed out a revised sheet of committee assignments for student senators. 

Although Gridley noted that she was not present at last week's meeting, she wished to point out 
that she does not agree with the committee's discussion concerning how the Student Affairs 
Committee (SAC) should deal with the Democratic Socialists of America's (DSA) request to fonn a 
review board to oversee the operations of the Campus Auxiliary Services (CAS). She reported that 
many student Senators were upset over what they perceived as a decision to drop the issue in SAC, 
based on the formal charge to the committee. (See Bulletin, page 277 .) Gridley passed out a list of 
issues that have been raised in SAC over the last three years to make the point that most do not fall 
under the parameters of the formal, constitutional charge of the committee. (See attached document 
entitled "Student Affairs Committee Issues 1996-1999.'')She pointed out that many important 
issues would not have come up under the committee's formal charge, establishing a precedent 
Gridley noted that the question is not whether she supports the DSA' s demand for a board to 
review GAS's operations, but she disagrees with the way it was handled in the Executive 
Committee. She stated that the DSA's concerns about CAS enjoy strong student support, as 
indicated by the 500 signatures DSA obtained. · 

J. Ballard thanked Gridley for providing background information on issues raised in SAC. Her 
recollection of the discussion last week was that committee members felt that DSA 's request for a 
review board duplicated an existing structure, since CAS has a board with elected student 
representation. In Ballard's recollection, the Executive Committee felt that SAC is not the best 
forum for DSA's concerns. Gridley agreed that a board does exist, but apparently this doesn't 
work, or DSA wouldn't be proposing to establish another board DSA members were initially 
advised to come to Senate with this issue, but now felt they are being told not to do so. . . 

B. Glass asked Gridley to clarify why the DSA members are dissatisfied with the present struc~ 
of the CAS board Gridley reported that part of the problem was that student representatives did 
not bring up the DSA issues at last CAS board meeting; there may be other reasons also. The 
problem is, however, not what these reasons might be, but the lack of cooperation between 



students and faculty governance groups that make it hard for the students' voices to be 
heard. Gridley felt SAC could provide a forum for the students' concerns. J. Ballard noted that 
students were heard in SAC, that the chair of SAC reported their concerns to the Executive 
Committee, and that actions were taken, such as distributing McKenna's list of opportunities to 
participate in CAS decisions to the concerned students. Cylke agreed that, historically, SAC has 
brought up diverse issues. The discussion in Executive Committee last week concerned the next 
step. · 

Gridley held that the Executive Committee could bring a motion in support of the student's 
concerns to the Senate, to see if the Senate wants to pass it H the Executive Committee is not 
going to do that, Central Council feels that the students deserve to know why. J. Boiani asked 
whether the Senate had any power over these issues. Gridley felt the Senate could pass a motion in 
support of creating a review board in any case. B. Glass asked how DSA members see the review 
board being different from present CAS board Gridley felt that they had a board primarily of . 
students in mind. She has a copy of what they are proposing, but not in its final fonn. They want 
some authority over decisions that are made. They need student input, but the only way this can 
happen is through a forum for student opinion, such as could be provided by SAC . . · 

J. Ballard noted that perhaps a student advisory committee, either elected or appointed through the · 
Student Association, could be charged with sending recommendations to members of the CAS 
board This might be a better solution, since Senate doesn't have any authority in the matter. K. 
Jones suggested that the stumbling block may be that students had not gone through the channels. 
B. Glass asked if the DSA had talked to the three students on the CAS board? Gridley said that 
they had done that earlier this semester, but were not happy with how the meeting went .. 

C. Filice asked if SAC could call a general meeting to clear the air of apparent misunderstandings? 
Gridley thought that was a good idea. D. Repinski, chair of SAC, stated that he was open to 
continuing discussions, and was asking the Executive Committee's opinion last week on where to 
go with this issue. E. Wallace suggested an open meeting. B. Glass suggested that the Student 
Association should call the meeting. Kurt added that they don't need the permission of the 
Executive Committee to call such a meeting. Dixon added that, to have the influence, you have to 
find ways to influence the people who have the power. Gridley noted that the DSA brought their 
issue to Senate because they thought the Senate was influential. K. Cylke summed up the 
discussion as follows: (1) The Senate does not have the power to create a review board such as the 
DSA envisions (2) the Student Association can take independent action (3) an open meeting called 
by the Student Association to air these issues may be in order. 

Gridley raised a final point: the students would like a list of required and recommended books for 
classes to be available before the semester in which they are needed Dixon replied that, in 
response to a new tax law regarding tax exemptions for textbooks, an administrative decision has 
been rriade to post the book list on the web. Even with a web site, there will still be last minute 
changes due to unforeseen circumstances in staffmg that may arise. 

Faculty Affairs Committee (C. Filice): No Report. 

Graduate Academic Affairs Committee (J. Bushnell): 

J. Bushnell reported a member of the Research Council has raised the issue of graduate students 
seeking funding to support travel or research. The GAAC will meet to discuss this issue with Doug 
Harke on Tuesday, March 9 at 4 PM in Wadsworth 204. 

Policy Committee (S. Edgar): No report. 

Student Affairs Committee (D. Repinski): No report. 
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Undergraduate Curriculum Committee (K. Jones): 
-· .· . : . 

K. Jones reported that a few proposals have come to the attention of the UCC, which will meet on 
Tuesday, March 9 at 4 PM in Sturges 205. . . · . . . · . 

. . ·l.' . ' ... : ,, - . 

Unfinished business: none. 

New Business: . . . .. 
S. Edgar alerted the committee to the possibility of an alternative calendar proposal. She asked if 
the Executive Committee would approve this going on the agenda for the March 16th meeting and 
being published in the Bulletin prior to the Senate meeting at which the calendar will be discussed. 
Edgar stated that the Union would not oppose the proposal. Substantive discussion of the proposal 
will be delayed until next week's Executive Committee meeting, when President Dahl will be 
present. · ·. • 

'. ' 

K. Cylke called a meeting for next week to continue discussion of this and other issues. 

Adjoum~ent: The meeting was adjourned at 1:50 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, . -
' •'. '·' . . , : " •' 

,. 

Jane Fowler Morse, 
Secretary of the College Senate 
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5tudent Alta irs Committee Issues 1996-1999 

The following is a list of all of the issue found in College Senate bulletins 

from 1996 to the present. As .:JOU will see a majorit_:J ohhese issues do not appear to 

tall under the constitutional charge to"r. the SAC oF being "tacult.:~-student relations." 

1996-1997 

Student Associatio~ Funded E.scort (SAFEJ Service 

Drop/ Add f rocedures 

[xtended Ubrar3 Hours 

Stud.:~ Abroad 

Multicultural Courses 

Lack of Fa cult.:~ S.:~llabi to 5ookstore 

Changes to Constitution 

T went.:~-tour Hour Stud.:~ing Area 

Campus Opinion of Greek Life 

Central Council's f\.e9uirements on Funding E_vents 

Smoking in the Residence Halls 

Student Representation on Senate Ad Hoc Committees 

Resident HaiVResidence Life Issues 

(amp us Safet.:~ Issues 

Arming of Universit.:J f olice 

1997-1998 

Letchworth Hall Closing for [)reakfast 

farking 

Title Change of the Senate Constitution 

Off-Campus Student Access to Res Halls 

[xtended CIT Computer Lab Hours 

Registration 

Outdoor Graduation 

1998-1 999 

Web-based Registration 

CAS Review f::,oard brought forth b~ DSA 
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