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Announcements 

Final Spring Senate Meeting Date 

May 4th 

. The meeting will be held in Newton 204 and begin at 4:00P.M. 

Message from the Chair 

The results of the spring election are printed in this Bulletin. I would like to thank 
everyone who participated in the elections. The willingness of our faculty to participate in our 
senate is a credit to the strongly held sense of shared governance that defines the relationship 
between faculty, administrators, and students. I am also pleased to report that both proposed 
amendments 'to the constitution passed. 

Call to Order 
Adoption of Agenda 

College Senate Meeting 

4 May 1999 
4:00PM, Newton 204 

Agenda 

Approval of the Minutes of the Previous Meeting 
(April13 1999 Bulletin pages 383-386, April20, 1999 pages 387-391) 

Senate Reports 

President's Report 
Provost's Report 
Chair's Report 
Vice Chair's Report 
Treasurer's Report 
University Faculty Senator's Report 
Central Council Report 

Reports of the Standing Committees 

Undergraduate Curriculum 

. . 
Second Reading 

K. Jones 
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Biology 
New Course: Bioi 393 Honors Researchffhesis (pp.343-347) 

Interdisciplinary 

New Course: Hist/Plsc German Society& Politics Since 1945 (pp.348-353) 

Graduate Academic Affairs 1. Bushnell 

Undergraduate Academic Policies and Core, and Review S. Edgar 

Second Reading 

Critical Writing and Reading Core Guidelines (p. 361) 
Numeric and Symbolic Graduation Requirement Guidelines (p. 362) 
Revised Social Science Core Guidelines (p.363-364) 
Proposal to Review the Core (p. 360) 

Faculty Affairs 

Student Affairs 

Unfinished Business 
New Business 

Adjournment 

Call to Order 

Adoption of Agenda 

Chair's Report B. Glass 

Unfinished Business 

New Business 

Adjournment 

C. Filice 

D. Repinski 

Agenda 

First Meeting 

1999-2000 College Senate 

May 4,1999 
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TO: 

Geneseo 
· College Senate 

MEMORANDUM 

FROM· ·· 
DATE: 

Candidates--Spring 1999 College Senate Elections 
Kurt Cylke, College Senate Chair · 
April 26, 1999 

SUBJECT: Results of the Spring 1999 College Senate Elections 

The College Senate and its Executive Committee expresses sincere appreciation to all of our 
colleagues who were candidates in the Spring Elections. Thank you for your willingness to serve. 

We congratulate our colleagues, whose names are listed below, who were elected. 

Vice-Chair: 
Secretary: 

Christopher Leary (Mathematics) 
Joan Ballard (Psychology) 

Treasurer: Mary Mohan (Comr_nunication) . 

Senator-at-Large - over six years 
Susan Bandoni (Biology) 
William Gohlman (History) . , 
Kathleen Jones (Communicative Disorders & Sciences) 
Sonja Landes (Library) 
Jeffrey Over (Geology) 
Paul Schacht (English) 

Senator-at-Large - six years and under 
Emilye Crosby (History) 
Kurtis Fletcher (Physics) 
Annemarie Reynolds (School of Peiforming Arts) 

Committee on Professional Leave Review 
from the Art Department and the School of Performing Arts 
Michael Teres (Art) 

from the Communicative Disorders & Sciences · Department and the School of Education 
Susan Constable (School of Education) 

from the School of Business and the College Libraries 
Leonie Stone (School of Business) 

General Education Committee 
from Fine Arts 
James Willey (Performing Arts) 

from Social Sciences 
Ellen Kintz (Anthropology) 

from Humanities 
William Gohlman (History) 
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College Senate Meeting 
April 13, 1999 

Call To O~der: Chair K. Cylke called the meeting to order at 4 PM. 

' App~oval of Agenda: It was moved and seconded that the agenda be approved; however, K. 
Cylke explained that Bulletin #21 was not delivered to all departments. He considered canceling 
the meeting, but it must take place if Geneseo is to consider the joint statement of United 
University Professions (UUP) and the University Faculty Senate (UFS) concerning the Trustees . 

. However, Cylke pointed out that Bulletin #21 contains docwnents for important agenda items, 
including the resolution on funding graduate student research, proposed new guidelines for new 
core requirements and promotion and continuing appointment, and first readings for several course 
proposals. Cylke explained that the Senate could approve the agenda as printed, in which case he 
would distribute copies of the documents needed to make decisions, or the Senate could approve a 
truncated agenda, which would entail meeting next week to complete discussion of the remaining 
agenda items. The truncated agenda would include the President's Report, the Provost's Report, 
and the joint resolution from UUP and UFS. It was suggested from the floor that the truncated 
agenda also include the second readings. S. West spoke in favor of adopting the abbreviated 
agenda, since it would be unconscionable to vote on these important items without time for due 
consideration. J. Ballard asked if there would be sufficient time to conduct the business remaining 
before the Senate. K. Cylke stated that an additional meeting next week would be required. After 
some initial confusion, the Senate voted against approving the agenda by a voice vote. K. Cylke 
reiterated the items on the truncated agenda, which was adopted unanimously . 

. .. 
President's .Report (C. Dahl): 
The President reported on four items: · 
(1) The budget situation is continuing to develop. The Assembly and the Senate have adopted two 
separate versions. The Assembly budget restores the $52 million in cuts, but the Senate budget 
only the $32 million needed for contractual salary increases and not the other items. Dahl suggested 
Senators may wish to write to state Senators, especially those on the Senate Higher Education 
Committee, to ask them to support restoration of the other cuts as part of the conference committee 
process. Dahl remarked that the parties to budget negotiations are still at an impasse. However, he 
reported that Governor Pataki said that he might be willing to include budget increases equal to the 
cost of living. Dahl felt this was a sign that the impasse might be resolved. 
(2) The Committee on Anning the University Police has been working hard, listening to many 
opinions. The Committee is asking both pragmatic questions about what kinds of actions will be . 
taken in certain situations, and general questions about the kind of campus we want to have. The 
Committee is holding two opinion-gathering sessions- tomorrow in Newton 201 from 4-6, and 
Thursday in Newton 202, 12:45-1:50. Both paper notification and email notices have gone out. 
(3) The report from the Task Force on Alcohol and Other Substances and the President's response 
are both available to anyone who wishes to read them. · . 
(4) The Search Committee for Vice President for Student and Campus Life, chaired by D. Geiger, 
has selected four people to come to campus. We are scheduling these interviews, beginning next 
week. 'They will have open hours for faculty, staff, and students to meet with the candidates at 
3:15 in the afternoon and 8 and 9 in the evening. Faculty will be receiving paper memos and emails 
with brief biographies of the candidates; full curricula vitae will be available in libraries and offices. 
For this important position, the Corrunittee asks that as many people as possible turn out to meet 
the candidates and offer their opinions. · 

Provost'~ Report (C. · Dahl for B. Dixon):The President reported that the Provost is in 
Albany meeting with the academic affairs officers of other units. The General Education Task · 
Force is putting aproposal together that might modify the recent new requirements to be more 
outcomes-based, rather than a list of required courses. 

··· .. ; . 
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During the question period, T. Macula asked the President whether a letter from the Chancellor to 
Presidents of SUNY units disparages the United University Professions, as appears to be reponed 
in the Democrat and Chronicle. Dahl responded that the letter did not disparage the union, but that 
the ·chancellor had indicated his opposition to the proposed resolution and expressed his concern 
that by joining with the UUP, the University Faculty Senate may be compromising its historic and 
collegial role as a vital participant in university governance and may jeopardize the continuation of 
this role with future system administration and trustees. 

~ ;, ~ ' I 1 j ' l 

Chair's Report · (K. Cylke): · , 
Chair K. Cylke reminded the faculty that the deadline for the Roark award is Thursday. Ballots for 
spring elections are printed and will be delivered by Friday. Cylke requested that Senators infonn 
him if their department does not receive ballots by Friday. . 

/ : ~. ''I I ' '- ! : ' ' I • :. • ' ' I ' ' I I ' ! ' ·, :· : ! ', t '' ' 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee (K. Jones): · 
K. Jones proposed the following for second readings: 
Minor course changes inComn 270, 253,275 (pp. 305-307) and a new course, Phil214; both 
passed unanimously. · 

; . 

Unfinished Business: .;: : . .. · ·· 
: -~ .. ; . 

Dean T. Greenfield, chair of the Calendar Conunittee, raised the calendar proposal for second 
reading. J. Bushnell made the motion to accept the proposal, which was seconded from the floor. 

I ' ,' ' 

Greenfield noted that the proposal represented a modest adjustment, reflecting the degree of 
response and the continuity of response that arose. He stated that the proposal was not a rebuttal of 
any other adjustments that could be made, since no one option can accommodate all preferences. 

.. ~ ' . . 

In discussion, Kevin Kosik, Student Senator, asked why the actual date of the study day was not 
r · included. Greerifield replied that the actual day will be determined later, provided that the Senate 

grants the option to the Dean to add study days at his discretion. Greenfield added that he would 
exercise that discretion to add the days when the calendar had enough leeway. 

Student Calendar Committee member K. Gillette spoke in favor of the proposal, although it is not 
everyone's ideal system. On behalf of all student senators, Gillette stated, "We are concerned that 
certain members of the Senate have approached us to sway our votes. We state that we vote as 
individuals without fear of reprisal or retribution stemming from this." · 

. ' '. . ' . 
• .• 1 

M. Stolee offered a resolution in favor of the statement by student members and condemning 
faculty members' attempts to sway student opinion. , . · · · 

B. Glass advised that the Senate vote on the calendar proposal before voting on Stolee's 
resolution. ·. 

Returning to discussion of the calendar, S. Edgar asked when the proposal would go into effect. 
T. Greenfield stated that it most likely would go into effect in Fal/2000, although technically the 
administration reserves the right decide when. However, he assured the Senate that it would be 
operative no later than Fal/2000. ' · 

J. Miller of Student Accounts asked how will we account for people who will not be returning and 
what will happen to people who need to re-register? Greenfield replied any change on the calendar 
will require offices to adapt. He stated that he would be clearly remiss if he tried to address what 
each office should do, but would rely on each office to devise a workable plan. 

C. Klima spoke against the proposal, noting that many departments have departmental meetings 
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before the start of classes, which would have to be held earlier, posing problems for faculty to get 
back on time, especially people who are out of the country. · . · 

M. Teres expressed his concern about doing away with the Faculty and New Student 
Convocations, traditionally held on the Monday when there are no classes. He felt these are 
important events to get the year off to a good start. He asked how the calendar proposal would 
impact these events . . 
PresideniDahi answered that both are valuable events which can be continued in substantially the 
same form under the new calendar. The Week of Welcome events will be moved up and New 
Student Convocation held on Sunday night. He felt the faculty convocation could be held in the 
late afternoon on Monday or Tuesday at a time which would not conflict with too many classes. He 
pointed out that there would be good and bad points to any proposal. 

B. Glass asked for clarification with regard for C. Klima's earlier question. Do departmental 
meetings have to be held before the first day of class? Dahl replied that this is not a college-wide 
policy. 

K. Cylk:e called for a vote of approval of the calendar proposal, which passed by a voice vote, with 
some opposition and one abstention. 

The discussion now returned toM. Stollee's prior motion supporting the statement read by K. 
Gillette. Stollee's motion demonstrated faculty support for the students' statement and condemned 
any faculty interference with the independence of their votes in Senate. C. Filice asked if the word 
"faculty" should be expanded to include any other constituents who might attempt to influence 
student Senators' votes. His suggested revision stated that "Faculty are opposed to any attempts to 
manipulate student votes in the Senate. " This version was amended to replace the word "faculty" 
by "the Senate" to be more inclusive of the membership of Senate. 

S. Edgar pointed out that this has the status of a resolution, not a motion. K. Cylke amended the 
motion to read as a resolution: "Be it resolved that the Senate is opposed to any attempts to 
manipulate student votes in the Senate.'' 

S. Derne stated that he would hate this to be interpreted in a way which would limit discussion 
among faculty and student Senators on important issues that come up before Senate. He is in favor 
of the sentiment, but the resolution might work against free and open discussion, in practice. R. 
Pretzer agreed with Derne' s opinion. T. Karch,student Senator, agreed that discussion of opinions 
with professors is important. P. Brown added that there is a difference between opinion and 
pressure, however. 

E. Drachman asked the students about the context of the incident. K. Gillette replied that it has 
happened on numerous occasions, and that it happened directly regarding the calendar proposal. 
She added that the students were not looking for a resolution on the matter. 

K. Cyl.ke put the resolution to a voice vote, which passed 

New Business: 
K Cylke introduced the resolution from the University Faculty Senate and the United University 
Professions (For text, see Bulletin, pp. 366-367). M. Stolee moved that the Senate adopt the 
resolution and J. Williams seconded her motion. 

In discussion, E. Gillin asked if this resolution is set in stone. He wondered if we could change 
things about it, for instance, we are a College Faculty Senate not a University Faculty Senate. K. 
Cylke deferred the question to E. Wallace, who explained that the UFS and the UUP hoped that all 



' : 

SUNY units would adopt the iame resolution. K. Cylke stated that we could reword this, but that 
would muddy the waters. ·· 

P. Brown, student Senator, asked iff~culty and stat! on the Geneseo campus will be wearing 
black arm bands to mark support for the resolution. He stated his willingness to wear one also. 

I • \ ' 

E. Drachman expressed concern with the item involving searches. He wondered if we can vote on 
some of these points, but not all. E. Wallace explained the background; he noted that the SUNY 
system Provost had been appointed without a search, and no faculty members were on the search 
committee to select a new chancellor. He stated that the Board ofTrustees has committed serious 

· offenses against its own procedures. J. Williams endorsed Wallace's explanation, citing conflict of 
interest in the appointment of a spouse to a new position in the SUNY administration at a high 
salary without any search. · 

. , , . 

K. Cylke called for a vote on the motion to support the joirit resolution of the UUP and the UFS 
expressing a vote of no confidence in the Board of Trustees; it passed with several abstentions . 

. Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 4:40 PM. The Senate will reconvene next Tuesday 
at 4 PM in Newton 204 to consider the remainder of the agenda published in Bulletin #21 (pp. 
370-371). 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Jane Fowler Morse 
Secretary of the College Senate 



~. ·• l 

College Senate Meeting 
April 20, 1999 

Call to Order: Chair K. Cylke called the meeting to order at 4 PM. 

Adoption of Agenda: K.Cylke added a President's Report and Senate Reports to the printed 
agenda. It was moved and seconded that the agenda be adopted as amended. 

· Approval of Minutes: It was moved and seconded that the minutes of the March 16, 1999 
meeting of the Senate be approved as printed. 

President's Report (C. Dahl): 
The President gave two reminders. 
(1) Candidates for Vice President for Student and Campus Life are coming for on-campus · · 
interviews. Dahl urged faculty to attend sessions being held with each candidate over the next 
several weeks. Notice of times and places has been distributed by email and paper memos. 
(2) The Commission on Diversity and Community will be holding public meetings on Apri129. All 
are urged to attend 

Chair's report (K~ Cylke): . 
K. Cylke reminded Senators that the deadline for ballots is Thursday, April 22 at 4 PM. 

I • , ·, 

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

Treasurer's Report (J. Ballard): The Senate fund has $5,160.19. The Roark fund has 
$1,069.52, earning an income of $209.43. 

University Faculty Senate (Ed Wallace): No report. 

Central Council (A. Gridley): 
A. Gridley reported that student elections took place today and tomorrow; results will be 
announced tomorrow. She urged students to attend the first interview session with a Vice 
Presidential candidate for students only tonight in Newton 212 from 8-9 PM. Public Safety Aids 
requested additional funding to extend shifts to include Thursday night patrols. Mter much fact
finding and discussion, Central Council decided not to fund extra shifts. Central Council held the 
first reading of the Student Association Budget for next year last week The second reading will 
take place Wednesday in the Hunt Room at 6 PM. 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee (K. Jones): . · 
K. Jones proposed for first reading a new course, Biology 393, Honors Research!fhesis. (See 
Bulletin pp. 343-347;)In discussion, student Senator P. Brown noted that any reference to 
Honors 393 should be changed to Biol393 to avoid confusion. S. Bailey of the Dean's Office 
agreed and stated that her office would implement this change. The proposal passed unanimously. 
K. Jones also proposed for first reading a new interdisciplinary course, Hist/Plsc 229, German 
Society and Politics since 1945. (See Bulletin pp. 348-353.)This proposal also passed 
unanimously . . · ·· 

Graduate Acad~~ic Affairs (J. Bushnell): · 
J. Bushnell reported that the Graduate Academic Affairs Committee met to discuss the issue of lack 
offunding for graduate students' travel and research. J. Bushnell moved that the Senate adopt a 
resolution asking that the College create a formal system to fund graduate student research, and the 
Constitution be amended to specify the Research Council's role in distributing that funding (for 
complete text, see Bulletin, p. 354). One word is missing from the resolution as it appears. In the 
second paragraph of the resolution, the word "students'" should be added between "graduate" and 



"programs." The motion was seconded from the floor. 

In discussion, l: L<Jvett asked what graduate programs Geneseo offers other than education. T. 
Greenfield rep/led that Geneseo has a master's program in Communicative Disorders and Sciences. 

The resolution passed unanimo_usly. '. 

Policy · Committee (S. Edgar): . . 
S. Edgar, on behalf of the Policy Committee and the Undergraduate Curriculum Committee moved 
for first reading the Critical Writing and Reading Core Requirements. (See Bulletin p. 361.) J. 
Bushnell seconded the motion. 

' 
In discussion, J. Boiani stated that the guidelines appear to assign the primary responsibility for 
oversight of the requirements to department chairs. He spoke against assigning department chairs 
this task, which he felt defeats the point of having a core committee which is selected specifically to 
exercise oversight of core classes. · · · · · · · · · 

; • •• :. f • : ' , , j ~ · . j. ~ ' 

C. Easton, chair of the committee which drafted the guidelines, explained the position of the 
committee. This core area differs from the others. Humanities readings are chosenfrom a menu of 
interdisciplinary readings, but these courses will have content-specific readings. She pointed out 
that the core committee reviews the course ,for slot courses such as Engl142 that satisfy a core 
requirement, but not the specific readings chosen by the professor. The committee also felt it was 
appropriate, since there are clear guidelines that faculty and chairs can follow in deciding whether a 
proposed course meets the requirements. She addressed the issue of assessment, stating that we 
are mandated to have an assessment procedure in place to detennine that the outcomes of the course 
as a whole have been met. The committee has not worked this out yet, since they don't want to do 
it quickly, but would rather allow time to develop appropriate assessment procedures. She felt that 
people's concerns about the course will work themselves out once we have assessment and 
ongoing faculty development in place. 

T. Greenfield added that the Dean's Office is not troubled by the seeming departure from normal 
practice. He stated that his office will remain flexible; allowing the committee to balance oversight 
and facilitation of the new course. · 

C. Filice asked for clarification on the assessment issue. Easton replied that although this is not the 
topic on the floor, she noted that guideline #2 states the principal skill to be acquired by students 
taking the course. Whether they acquire this skill will have to be assessed. She invited faculty to 
submit any ideas they may have on how to do this to the committee. 

P. Johnson, student, stated that humanities already seems to teach critical reading and writing 
skills; he asked how this additional course will benefit students. C. Easton replied that this is not 
under discussion; the course was approved last fall. She added that the course was created largely 
in response to students' requests for more attention in the curriculum to writing and reading skills. 

' ' ' 

C. Filice stated that he was not convinced that assessment issues are separate; for instance~ 
assessment is tied to the problem of making sure that the guidelines are satisfied by each course. 
He wondered if the Critical Writing and Reading Core Committee was considering outcome tests. 

T. Greenfield replied that the committee is charged with bringing us into compliance for 
accreditation purposes. They will be taking up this issue when they can, and will be happy to 
entertain suggestions. He expressed his hope that we will not have to take this up now, so that it 
won't have to be undone later. · · ' · · · · 

J. Boiani stated that it seems backWard to him to allow a departmen; to create a course now and 



create the assessment later. The course should include assessment. He thought the core committee 
was the appropriate centra/location for coordinating the sections of the writing and reading core . 
requirement. 

L. McCoy 'asked if assessment of the core requirement was not being confused with assessment in 
individual courses. C. Easton added that the committee was not charged with assessing individual 
cozuses,· but assessing whether the specific skills named in the guidelines were being accomplished 
by Geneseo students in general. If not, this needs to be addressed. Many concerns about 
organization and content of the course will be addressed in faculty development workshops. 

P. Brown added that the phrase "in consultation with the Critical Writing and Reading Core 
Committee" added to guideline #8 covered the question of appropriate course development. 

B. Gohlman, parliamentarian, pointed out that, according to Roberts Rules of Order, a member can 
only speak twice to a motion. 

J. Williams asked about the requirement that texts be complete works. He pointed out that in 
history there are multi-volume works that merit reading in part. C. Easton responded that that the 
committee was trying to suggest that readings be "complete works" rather than short excerpts. A 
chapter could be considered a complete work if it presents a unified argument. 

P.Brown noted that oftentimes the Senate does not follow parliamentary procedure consistently. 
He asked for more consistency. B. Gohlman replied that the Senate could vote to suspend 
parliamentarY procedure at any time. · 

S. Edgar noted that the question before the Senate was whether the guidelines were clear. She 
asked whether someone could construct a course based on them. 

R. Vasiliev addressed guideline #8. She agreed that department chairs pay attention to content, but 
felt that this course is based on acquisition of a skill more than content. She thought that the 
situation was parallel to humanities; each section varies, and a committee oversees the course as a 
whole. The new requirement should be supervised by a committee, not department chairs. She also 
noted that faculty may choose to offer a section with readings that are not in their discipline. For 
these reasons, she asked that a committee be given responsibility. 

· S. Edgar replied that anyone who is uncertain has the opportunity to consult with the committee, 
which serves as a resource. She stated that she does not see a problem. 

After calling for any further discussion, K. Cylke called for a voice vote on the first reading of the 
guidelines, which passed with no nays and several abstentions. 

S. Edgar moved that the Senate approve the guidelines for the Numeric and Symbolic Reasoning 
Requirement. (See Bulletin, p. 362.) J. Bushnell seconded the motion. . 

J.Ballard asked whether courses that are open only to majors will count towards satisfying the 
requirement. T. Greenfield replied that such courses will not automatically be excluded, and may 
or may not apply. He added that there must be many courses available to non-majors. 

K. Cylke called for a voice vote on the motion, which passed unanimously . 
. , . ·. ·,· · : ' 

S. Edgar moved adoption of the Proposed Revisions in Social Science Core Guidelines. (See 
Bulletin, pp. 363-364.) She first modified the proposal by removing the sentence, "Experimental 
courses will be considered for core credit.', M. Stolee seconded the motion, which passed 
unanimously with no discussion. . 



·: ,··· 

s·. Edgar moved adoption of the Proposai to Review the C~re (Bulletin, p. 360).· M. Stolee. 
seconded the motion. 

,T. Greenfield noted that the self-study committee may recommend earlier dates than the proposal 
. sets for this review. He added that it is not the intention of the committee to tie the administration's 
· hands. With that proviso, he felt it was an eminently sensible proposal. He noted that review will 
undoubtedly be tied to assessnumt issues, since the last review in 1990-:1991 predated assessment 
literature that came out in 1993. ·. . .. . 

K. Cy~~ ·~~~ for a ,~oice vote .o~ the proposal, which passed unanimously. 

Faculty Affairs Committee ( C. Filice): 
·· Acting chair of the Faculty Mfairs Committee, C. Filice, moved that the Senate adopt the proposed 

motion clarifying or changing some of the guidelines for continuing appointment and promotion. 
(See Bulletin, p. 368-369.) M. Stolee seconded the motion. 

' ' ~ . , 

In discUssion, Dean Greenfield stated that departm~~t chairs, who saw this proposal for the first 
time a week ago, asked him to report their reaction. Greenfield explained that department chairs are 
the only persons besides the Provost having a single recommendation to themselves in these 
decisions. The chairs believe that these issues are extremely important, and concw that current 
guidelines need revision; however, they felt unanimous discomfort that they were not consulted. 
They felt there was no assessment of the impact of the proposal on departmental governance. The 
chairs would like to see this remanded to next year's Faculty Affairs Committee (FAC) with the 
charge to engage in a wider, open discussion. Greenfield stated that the F AC should set the 
standard for how things should be done. 

Greenfield recommended that the FAC motion be tabled. K Cylke asked him if that was a motion. 
· Greenfield made it a motion, which several people seconded from the floor. S. Edgar asked, if it is 

tabled, does that allow for it to be worked on in committee? K. Cylke agreed that it did not 
Greenfield changed the motion to be to send the proposal back to FACto work on next year. R. 
V asiliev seconded the motion. 

S. Edgar pointed out that SOF!s are coming up for discussion in F AC next year also. 

C. Filice noted that FAC felt that it would be difficult to do the issue justice next year. He added 
that the committee did not formally consult with chairs but did conduct the survey, which included 
chairs. He felt the results were possibly significant. He reported that 53 people were in favor of the 
standards for continuing appointment and promotion being the same and 33 were opposed. The 
survey solicited many comments, some from chairs. Filice stated that he was not sure that it was 
within the powers ofFAC to assess the impact on departmental governance. 

J. Williams responded to this point, stating that departmental chairs must follow college policy, 
making the impact on departmental governance moot. He stated that he believed that there was a 
consensus among faculty to have the standards equivalent. R. Goecke/ commended the FACfor 
surveying thefaculty. 

B. Gohlman reminded members that we should be debating the motion. 

H. Hoops, a member ofF AC, stated that if the proposal is remanded to the committee, he would 
like to ~ow what the committee is expected to do. · 

T. Greenfield noted that he does not believe that the chairs wanted the survey to be discounted. He 
added that he does not dispute that chairs would have to implement an approved policy, and that 



any mechanism has its limitations. But he noted that we need some face-to-face chat on this issue. 

A. Reynolds added that this has broader implications than the calendar issue, and it would be wise 
not to push it through quickly. She noted that 53-33 may not be a mandate. 

G. Stelzig added tharchairs felt that this needs more discussion even though many returned a 
survey. 

C. Dahl advised Senators to check the April 6, 1999 minutes of the Executive Committee, pointing 
out that members, including himself, had a number of questions when this was raised in Executive 
Committee. On that date, the Executive Committee was not shown any text by which the committee 
could recommend putting this on the agenda. He added that clarification and discussion of 
important issues are valuable. 

K. Cylk:e called for a vote on T. Greenfield's motion to send the proposal back to next year's FAC 
for further consideration which would include a wider, more open discussion. 

C. Filice requested a paper ballot 

S. Edgar asked T. Greenfield what specific instructions for the committee are included in your 
motion? T. Greenfield said it would be helpful to hold open discussions with chairs and other 
interested parties before formulating a resolution. E. Gillin asked for clarification, is this a motion 
to send the proposal back to this year's FAC, or on to next year's FAC? Greenfield replied next 
year's, adding that this is not a motion to veto the resolution, just to send it back to the committee 
for further discussion. He stated that he is prepared to trust their judgment to know what to do with 
iL B. Gohlman noted that it could have been phrased "to postpone it until next year." 

K. Cylke explained that a vote for this motion sends it back to committee, while a vote against 
brings up the present FAC proposal for a vote. 

The motion passed 37 in favor, 15 opposed, 2 abstentions, and 1 invalid ballot 

Student Affairs (D. Repinski): No report. 

Unfinished Business: None. 

New Business: None. 

Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 5 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jane Fowler Morse 
Secretary of the College Senate 
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SUNY College at Geneseo 

Associate Provost 
· ./'. 1.~;··.~. ;·:~ :' 

· Th6 Associate Provost will report to the Provost and Vice President for Academic Affairs. The 
,, ,. new Associate Provost along with the current Associate Provost and the Dean of the College 
· 'make up the senior administrative/management team for Academic Affairs. A primary area of 

. : .· ~ · responsibility for this position will be faculty recruitment, retention, development, and other 
; • 'personnel issues. Depending on additional areas of expertise and interest~ the candidate will have 

responsibility for other areas such as strategic planning, curriculum development, research 
support, grant writing, assessment, and technology. 

Qualifications for the Position: 
; ::· • , -Doctorate or appropriate tenninal degree in a discipline within the College 
·· ~. . :. Credentials which would qualify for a tenured Associate or Full Professorship in one of the 
· · · ; > departments/schools in the College. 

! ;, . : • ,• Record of progressively responsible administrative and/or leadership experience either within 
. . a department, school, or in campus governance. 
• .Excellent interpersonal and written communication skills. 

; • : .. Experience with recruiting, EEl AO issues, and personnel decisions preferred but not required. 

General Information 
The SUNY College at Geneseo is a highly selective, primarily undergraduate institution located 
in the Genesee Valley of Western New York, approximately 30 miles south of Rochester. The 
residential campus of 5,000 students offers a broad range of liberal arts programs and select 
undergraduate professional and Master's level programs. The College is highly selective with 
Fall 98 freshman class mean SAT scores in excess of 1200, 84% of the freshman class from the 
top 20% of their high-school class, and freshman to sophomore retention rates exceeding 90%. In 
recent years, the college has been ranked among the best comprehensive public institutions in the 
East by numerous rating services. Undergraduate teaching is the College's central mission and 
undergraduate research with faculty strongly encouraged. 

Application Procedure 
Interested persons should send a cover letter indicating their interest and highlighting their 
qualifications for the position, a current vita, and names, addresses and phone numbers of four 
persons who can be contacted for reference. Review of applications will begin immediately and 
will continue until the position is filled. Anticipated starting date for the position is August 1, 
1999. Applications should be sent to Chair, Associate Provost Search Committee, Office of the 
Provost,205 Erwin Hall, One College Circle, SUNY Geneseo; Geneseo NY, 14454 

Geneseo is an AAIEO Employer and is especially interested in increasing the diversity in its 
faculty, staff, students and administrators. Women and minorities are strongly encouraged to 
apply. 




