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Minutes of the Faculty Affairs.C~mmittee Meeting 

April27, 1999 

Present: 'L B~s~h,'T~ E~·er~tt, C. Filice, K. Gillette, H. Hoops, T. Karch, M. Lima, L. Stone, J. 

Williams 

Call to Ord~r: Chair.C .. Filice called the meeting to order at 4:05p.m. 

Discussion focussed first on the referral of the F AC proposal to revise standards for continuing 
appointment and promotion to next year's F AC. After extensive discussion, the ~omm~ttee urges 
the 1999/Y2K Faculty Affairs Committee to consider taking some of the followmg actions 
before it raises the issue to the College Senate: 

1. Survey COPLAC (Coalition of Public Liberal Arts Colleges) members as to their procedures; 
2. Survey Department Chairs; · 

3. Research available literature; 

4. Hold an All-College Meeting after additional information has been gathered. 

J. Williams then asked whether the F AC wished to make a formal recommendation to the 
provost on policy and deadlines for the ordering of textbooks. Some members believed this 
policy needs an "Escape Clause"; faculty members who discover better books are available 
should be able to substitute them for previously selected books at any point up to the start of the 
semester. Other faculty thought some deadline appropriate but a deadline of June I impractical 
for many courses due to the need to review newly published books, to develop the syllabus for a 
new course, and/or rethink the syllabus of a previously developed course. While other deadlines 
were discussed, no consensus emerged. 

Students on the committee indicated that they believed students could cope with as late a 
deadline as 1 August and still get full benefit from the NYS tax exemption. They asserted a 
major concern of students was knowing before the end of the semester which books would be 
reused in the next semester. If that information could be made known early enough, students 
could sell books to each other and avoid local bookstores profiting off the buyback of books at a 
low, sometimes arbitrary, price and resale at a high price. 

Some faculty, particularly those who had attended institutions with coop bookstores, supported 
these concerns; they asserted that local prices for used texts seem high, while buyback prices are 
low. Faculty members urged the students to have Central Council formally ask faculty what 
books they plan to reuse; students then could coordinate the resale among themselves. Chair 
Filice said three issues were driving the setting of a deadline for textbook orders - buyback, sales 
tax exemption, and on-line purchase of books. These make desireable an early detennination of 
required texts. The committee, while believing that a June 1 deadline needed waivers for new 
faculty, new courses, and new books, ultimately decided to drop the issue. 

M. Lima made a motion to thank chairperson Filice for his work the last 3 months of the 
semester. The motion passed by acclamation, and the meeting adjourned at 5:14p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

James M. Williams 
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Executive Committee Meeting 
May 4, 1999 

Present: K. Cylke, J. Boiani, J. Ballard, S. Edgar, K. Jones, B. Glass, D. Repinski, C. Filice, 
B. Dixon, C. Dahl, A. Gridley, J. Bushnell, J. Morse, T. Greenfield (guest). . 

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

Approval or Minutes: The minutes of March 16 were approved as printed. 

Adoption or Agenda: It was moved and seconded that the agenda be adopted as printed. 

President's Report (C. Dahl): 
The President reported on four items of interest: 
(!)President Dahl reported that there was no movement on the budget in the state legislature. He 
met with Assemblymen Sullivan and Morelle in Rochester on Friday. They reported that the 
conference committees were not meeting. Dahl expects no action for a long time. He recommended 
the op-ed piece in the New York Times of April 28 for a good explanation of the politics of the 
delay. 
(2) Dahl also reported that the interlocutors from the SUNY system are coming on May 13 to · 
discuss Geneseo's mission summary, submitted at the end of September. The group includes 
Provost Salins and five or six other representatives of the SUNY central administration. They have 
sent us back what Dahl described as reasonable questions. A committee consisting of K. Cylke, L. 
House, B. Edgar, T. Greenfield, and C. Dahl has addressed these questions. The mission 
summary, questions from the SUNY system, and our responses are available to read to anyone 
who requests them from the President's office. Copies will also be available in all department 
offices. · 
(3) The Commission on Diversity and Community held a meeting March 29 to provide their fmal 
report to the college community. They will present it to President Dahl soon. Dahl said the report 
will be available on a Web site soon. The commission has done a great deal of work on a complex 
set of complicated and sometimes emotional issues, which Dahl feels will help addres~ Geneseo's 
need to foster diversity. For example, they have recommended a focused plan to recruit 20-50 
international students. Dahl feels that the report contains many things we can do fairly quickly to 
make a difference to the way people interact on campus. He also noted that there is some fmancial 
support available for aspects of the plan. . 
(4) The Committee on Arming the University Police have sought much input and are 
trying to put together the pros and cons of their decision. They actively solicit input from the . 
college community in a variety of ways. After the committee submits its report, the decision will be 
made fairly quickly. 

In discussion, S. Edgar asked what support there might be for international students. Dahl noted 
that we have an English as a Second Language program in operation. He explained that we are 
looking toward recruiting middle class students who are prepared to be self-supporting. However, 
two international-targeted scholarships have also been established recently. · 

Provost's Report (B. Dixon): 
(1) Provost Dixon announced that copies of the system's response to Geneseo's mission 
summary and our response to the system's response will be sent to chairs on Friday. A copy will 
also be sent to Central Council. 
(2) The State Task Force on General Education, of which Dixon is a member, has been 
meeting to discuss how the content of the Board of Trustees' mandate on general education will 
affect various campuses. Trustees De Russy, Perez, and Daniels have looked at the results of the 
task force's deliberations and are reported unofficially to have liked it The task force has chosen to 
approach their job as determining learning outcomes rather than as specifying particular courses to 
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meet the requirements. Dixon reported being pleased with the results of the commission's work. 
She feels that some of our current courses will fulfill these outcomes. Although course syllabi will 
have to be rewritten in tenns of learning outcomes, Dixon feels that we will not have to revise our 
general education course offerings significantly. Dixon predicted there will be substantial work for 
the General Education Committee (GEC), however. She noted that the American history 
requirement caused the most discussion and unease. The idea of including some indication of 
learning about a pluralist society came under more consideration. The commission finally settled on 
a unity and diversity statement reflecting the motto e pluribus unum. The Provost reported that 
Geneseo's new core requirements will be very helpful because pieces of the mandate are reflected 
there. The task force will have one more meeting to consider how the mandate affects community 
colleges and transfers. Community colleges are concerned because the mandate affects articulation 
agreements. 

In discussion, President Dahl pointed out that the Trustees exercise looser control over the 
community colleges. Dixon added that the community colleges would only fulfill the state 
mandates, not Geneseo's general education requirements. J. Bushnell asked if the task force's 
·recommendations could give new impetus to the American pluralism requirement that has been 
discussed at Geneseo. The Provost thought that was possible, but added that these learning 
outcomes could be satisfied by Advanced Placement and in other ways. J. Boiani asked if the 
Provost detected a sense of cooperation with the Board of Trustees. Dixon replied that the five 
presidents and five vice-presidents on the task force felt that it is better to take control of the 
process. The method by which the general education requirements were mandated may have been 
objectionable, but the outcome is not so objectionable. She added that addressing the mandate by 
learning outcomes leaves many decisions to the campuses. She mentioned distance learning, high 
school credit, and Advanced Placement, as potential ways to accomplish the outcomes. The task 
force assumes that the Board of Trustees will allow the campuses to make these decisions. 

K. Jones asked, is there still a foreign language component? There is. T. Greenfield noted that 60-
80% of our freshmen have more than 3 years of high school foreign language. He added that many 
freshmen taking the placement exam place into the second semester only. The reason appears to be 
that high school courses stress conversation, not grammar. 

D. Repinski asked if the learning outcomes are moving us closer to assessment The Provost 
replied yes, adding that this is serendipitous because one of our top priorities now is to put a plan 
for institutional assessment together. 

S. Edgar ~ked about the ann·ounced Associate Provost position. Is the research component not 
Doug Harke's role? Dixon noted that Harke's are pre-award responsibilities; but a significant 
number of faculty need more assistance in pre and post-award stages. Both the department chairs 
and the Research Council have expressed a need to increase external support. 

' ~ ' 

D. Repinski asked about sabbatical deadlines. The Provost noted that proposals have to be in to 
department chairs by September 15. They will proceed to the committee by October 15 and to the 
Provost's Office by November 15. The schedule has been advanced to allow chairs to be notified 
before they have to make up the fall schedule. 

Chair's ·Report (K. ·Cylke): 
Chair K. Cylke announced the elections results, which are published in the Bulletin on p. 382. He 
announced that there are three good nominees for the Roark award, which will make it a difficult 
decision. He has received one query on copyright laws pertaining to course packs. Vice President 
Levison has announced that course packs cannot be duplicated without copyright permission. . 

·• ... . ... 
D. Repinski noted that Xerox has a service to obtain copyrights. J. Bushnell added that the library 
is exploring electronic reserves. J. Morse reported that Sundance Books is also exploring how to 
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obtain copyrights for coursepacks, as reported at the School of Education departmental meeting. 

K. Cylke announced a deadline of May 26 for end-of-year reports. He thanked B. Glass for 
fulfilling the chair's duties during his illness and conunittee chairs for serving their committees 
well. '· · · 

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

Treasurer's Report (J. Ballard): No report. 

Central Council (A. Gridley): 
A. Gridley reported that newly elected student officers took office May 3, 1999. 

Faculty Affairs Committee (C. Felice): 
C. Filice reported that FAC met last Tuesday to wrap up and suggest agenda items for next year's 
committee. 

Graduate Academic Affairs (J. Bushnell): No report. 

Policy Committee (S. Edgar): No report. 

Student Affairs Committee (D. Repinski): . 
D. Repinski reported on a meeting with a student who was concerned with rumors and faculty 
harassment of students and felt there was no official way to express concerns, register a complaint, 
an~ receive a timely response. 

S. Edgar asked, isn't that supposed to be the responsibility of chairs, and then of the Dean? C. 
Dahl noted that we should check in the catalog to be sure policies are clear concerning the person to 
receive such a complaint. T. Greenfield noted that the catalog has policies, but not a general 
complaint section. He added that his office receives complaints. J. Boiani noted that this is a 
judicial process; a faculty member has to have an opportunity to respond to complaints. Dahl noted 
that language telling people where to register complaints should be in the catalog or in a handbook. 
He asked if we need a better written account of the procedure, which would specify a telephone 
number to call or a person to see. S. Edgar pointed out that a specific policy about appeals of 
grades is in the catalog. Dixon pointed out that it is hard to dispel rumors, even if there is a formal 
procedure. · 

D. Repinski noted that the student felt that there was no fonnalized way to register a concern or 
complaint. J. Morse reported an incident when she accompanied a student to the Dean's Office to • 
report harassment. She felt that it is a difficult situation for a student to deal with alone. She was 
not notified of any action taken in the case. D. Repinski felt that students needed to know what 
happened. T. Greenfield added that students often need to talk about it. He added that there are 
scenarios when students do come to talk. 

B. Glass suggested that the procedure might be printed in a box in the U:zmron. J. Boiani 
suggested that we might create an ombudsman position. D. Repinski agreed. The student he talked 
to suggested a form to fill out, which would be followed by action in a timely fashion. B. Glass 
wondered if the student was avoiding a face-to-face confrontation. K. Jones added that she 
supports going to department chairs. Dahl added that we need to make it much clearer that there is 
something students can do, but forms that create a paper record of allegations that fall under 
discipline procedures are more complicated . 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee (K. Jones): No report. 
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Unfinished Business: 
S. Edgar passed out copies of a resolution on intersession and. summer school that she distributed 
earlier by email. There ensued a lengthy discussion that included the following points: 

(i) S. Edgar felt that intersession and sununer school ought to be studied to ascertain whom they 
benefit and where they ought to be placed in the calendar. She has heard that they generate money 
for the college, but has never seen figures. She felt, in general, that intersession serves a few, but 
inconveniences many. She feels that it would benefit more people to start the semester earlier and 
end it earlier. lntersession could be placed at the end of the spring semester, if it is desired to 
maintain intersession programs. 

(2) The administrators pointed out that intersession is, at least in part, an administrative and 
budgetary decision. As such, it is purely an administrative matter. The faculty could study the 
educational goals of intersession and sununer school, but the administration makes decisions on 
the matter. Dixon has been planning to study intersession, but does not want to do it on a schedule, 
with an agenda underlying the examination. She wants to undertake a broader study. Several 
people felt that the new Strategic Planning and Advisory Group should be involved 

(3) J. Morse pointed out that summer school is vital to the School of Education's graduate 
program. Many of the teachers who take classes in all three sessions work full time during the 
year. Furthermore, they are on a tight schedule for completing their master's degree within the five 
years now mandated by the state (which is about to become two, or possibly three, years). 

(4) Members of the Executive Committee generally agreed that it would be foolish to undertake 
committee work in the Senate that would run on parallel tracks with an administrative study of 
intersession and summer school. Under the helpful suggestions of B. Glass, S. Edgar's suggested 
resolution was reworded to avoid this situation, and the composition of the suggested committee 
was expanded to include administrators. Dixon recommended that Dean K. Broikou and 
representatives from CIT and the library be included. Later, T. Greenfield asked to have input. The 
committee agreed that his participation was not precluded by the wording of the resolution. B. 
Glass asked the Provost what would make the committee effective, in her view. The Provost 
replied that her office would have to generate data for the committee to study. She felt that a truly 
joint committee would be effective if they studied the contribution that intersession and swnmer 
school made to the mission and vision of the college and to the strategic goals to be set forth by the 
Strategic Planning and Advisory Group. 

(5) Committee members generally agreed with the Provost that the issue of intersession and 
summer school should not be driven by concerns about the calendar. B. Glass noted that a study of 
intersession should be undertaken from the perspective of the mission of the college to be the 
premier liberal arts college and to educate our students to become socially responsible adults. The 
Committee discussed whether or not changes in intersession could be made without reconvening 
the Calendar Committee, which is not scheduled to meet for four years. They concluded that this is 
possible. The calendar outlines the sequence and number of class days, study days, and exam 
days, not the actual dates when the semester begins and ends. 

(6) J.Ballard asked if the Provost was suggesting a joint committee. B. Dixon replied that she was. 
S. Edgar agreed to reword the resolution to specify that the committee be appointed "in 
consultation with the Provost's Office and Central Council." 

(7) Dahl asked for clarification that the wording concerning issues to be discussed by the 
committee means that their study will include, but not be limited to, the issues mentioned in the 
resolution. Members of the Executive Committee agreed. 

(8) There was some discussion of the target date by which the committee studying intersession and 
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summer school would report. J. Bushnell suggested eliminating a date in the resolution. The 
Provo~t preferred t!te target be to report by the end of the academic year 2000. S. Edgar suggested 
changtng the wording to "with a goal of reporting in spring 2000." 

Following this discussion, the resolution, which was moved by S. Edgar and seconded by J. 
Bushnell, read as follows: 

The J?cecu~ve Commi~e o~ the College S~nate strongly recommends that a joint committee be 
appomted, m consultation With the Provost s Office and Central Council, to study and evaluate 
intersession and summer school and to report to the President, the Provost, the Dean of the 
College, and the Executive Committee of the Senate in Spring 2000. Issues to be addressed include 
how the sessions foster an enhanced learning experience for students, their length and timing, what 
constituencies they serve, and how they relate to the college's mission and vision. 

This resolution was passed unanimously. Following the vote, B. Glass asked for clarification on · 
who will appoint the committee. The Provost suggested that B. Glass, K. Cylke, the Provost, and 
A. Gridley appoint the committee. 

New Business: 
Dean T. Greenfield raised the issue of the deadlines that would have to be established to allow the 
construction of a new Undergraduate Bulletin to proceed on schedule.He pointed out that a 
deadline of September for the trrst letter sent out to chairs would be required in order to allow his 
office to receive proposals by November-ish to permit a first reading for proposals to occur by 
December 1999. This significantly cuts the time for chairs to prepare proposals in their 
departments. Greenfield felt that this would be possible, although he admitted that some may view 
it as difficult He noted that the Senate has been receptive to waiving a second reading, but he 
opposes this practice on principle. He would rather that the Senate be open to holding a second 
meeting in February to allow for delayed second readings than to waive the requirement 

S. Edgar asked if the seven-day rule is still in effect. (This rule states that publishing a proposal in 
the Senate Bulletin seven days before the meeting constitutes a_frrst reading.)~· Boi~ confirmed 
that this rule is in effect T. Greenfield stated that he does not dispute the legality of th1s rule, but 
he feels that it violates the principle of consultation. 

The Executive Committee agreed that it would be better to hold a second meeting in February, but 
only for the purpose of second readings, than to rely on the seven-day rule. S. Edgar pointed out 
that any proposals would have to go through UCC in December, regardless. B. Glass agreed that 
we will aim for the frrst set of deadlines presented by T. Greenfie!d, an~ hold the second February 
meeting for second readings only if necessary. There was some rusc:uss1on that the alternate set of 
deadlines establishes a tight schedule for UCC, because December 1s a short month. K. Cylke 
predicted there would be over 250 proposals. 

The deadlines established are as follows: 
September 1999: 
October 1999 

November 1999: 
December 1999: 

, February 2000: 

March 2000: 

June 2000: 

letters and instructions to Chairs 
resolution of changes between Departments and 
Dean's Office 
proposals to UCC 
first readings in Senate 
second readings in Senate 
(extra February meeting if needed) 
Undergraduate Bulletin copy to University 
Publications 
delivery 
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:~djoumment: The meeting was adjourned at 2:25 PM . . 

·Respectfully Submitted, 

Jane Fowler Morse 
·Secretary of the College Senate 
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College Senate Meeting 
May 4, 1999 

Call to Order: Chair K. Cylke called the meeting to order at 4:05 PM. 

Adoption of Agenda: It was moved and seconded that the agenda be adopted as printed. 

Approval of Minutes: It was moved and seconded that the minutes of the Senate meetings April 
13 and 20, 1999 be approved as printed. 

President's Report (C. Dahl): 
The President reported on five items. 
(1) There has been no progress on the state budget; talks are stalled. Conference committees are 
not meeting; after last year's vetoes, the two houses are leery of doing anything before the 
governor agrees. The New York Times of April28 laid out a very discouraging picture. President 
Dahl met with Assemblymen Morelle and Sullivan, who did not indicate to him that anything 
would happen soon. 
(2) The Committee on Arming the University Police is about to issue a brief progress report. 
They encourage members of the faculty and staff to contact them. 
(3) Copies of the report of the Commission on Diversity and Community are available . 
from the President's Office. Members of the commission are planning to meet with President Dahl 
next week. Faculty and staff are invited to email comments on the report to Bob Owens. Dahl 
noted that the report contains many good long and short term recommendations. He commended 
the committee. He also encouraged faculty and staff to respond. In the next few weeks he hopes to 
suggest issues on which to focus. The President stressed that we need to keep talking. 
(4) System mission review is underway. We recently received twenty questions in response to 
our mission summary sent out in September. The questions mostly concerned data and logistical 
matters. One of the questions asks, since Geneseo is reforming its core curriculum, what will 
happen concerning the new requirements? We have prepared responses for discussion with 
Provost Salins and the mission review team from the system administration - the so-called 
interlocutors who will be visiting campus May 13. They will meet with a of our won interlocutors 
which includes L. House, K. Cylke, B. Edgar, T. Greenfield, C. Dahl, and B. Dixon, to discuss 
the questions and responses. Dahl invited faculty and staff to obtain a copy of the report from his 
office. He described the system's questions as not unreasonable and added that they were pushing 
for clarification on core curriculum and budgeting issues. 
(5) The Budget Advisory Committee (BAC) is close to completing their work. They have 
compiled a prioritized list of budget items to look at for next year. This step had to be taken, even 
though the overarching goals of the Strategic Planning and Advisory Group (SPAG) are not 
completed. The Budget deadline is a moving target, because of the state situation. Dahl does not 
expect a state budget before mid-June. The President will report on the results of the new budget 
process by the first or second Senate meeting next year. In future, the budget will be linked to 
overarching goals. SPAG has been working on planning these overarching goals and plans to 
discuss them extensively with the college conununity in the fall before putting them in final form. 

Provost's Report (B. Dixon): 
The Provost reported on four items: 
(1) Sixteen new faculty and staff members have been hired as the result of the work of 
search committees. 
(2) Personnel decisions are moving along. She hopes that decisions will be finished before 
graduation. · 
(~) Th~ system task force on general education has one more meeting. They have been 
discussmg how each institution meets the mandates on general education. The remaining item 
concerns how the community colleges will be affected by the mandate. Provost Dixon met with the 
General Education Committee last week to see how Geneseo will approach the match between our 
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general education requirements and the mandate in the ten areas specified by the Board of Trustees. 
She is optimistic that not many changes will be required. Although the process was not what we 
would have desired, the outcome is not bad. Presidents Muriel Moore of Buffalo State and Paul 
Yu of Brockport have been very helpful on the system wide committee. 
(4) The deadlines for sabbatical applications are (a) to department chairs by September 15; 
(b) to the Provost's Office by October 15; (c) to the President's Office by Nov. 15; (d) President's 
decisions rendered by Dec. 15. This schedule has been moved up to allow chairs to know the 

·results before they have to schedule classes for the following fall. . 

Chair's report (K. Cylke): 
(1) K. Cylke thanked all candidates for participating in the spring elections and congratulated the 
winners. (See election results in the Bulletin, p. 382.) 
(2) Sundance Books has been investigating how to do coursepacks. Cylke invited anyone who has 
a course pack ready to go to contact Barry. Sundance would like to use a completed package, 
which must include full bibliographic information, for a trial run. 
(3) Cylke thanked all committee chairs for their work: S. Edgar (Policy), K. Jones (UCC), C. 
Filice and D. Showers (FA C), D. Repinski (Student Affairs), J. Bushnell (Graduate Academic 
Affairs), E. Wallace (UFS), A. Gridley (Central Council). He also thanked Senate officers B. 
Glass (Vice Chair), who filled in during his illness, J. Ballard (Treasurer) , and J. Morse 
(Secretary). 

: . 
Vice Chair's Report (B. Glass): 
Vice Chair B. Glass thanked the Committee on Excellence and Awards for their hard work. Their 
recommendations are complete and have been sent to Albany. 

Treasurer's Report (J. Ballard): 
The Senate fund stands at $4522.66. The Roark fund stands at $1,069.52. 

University Faculty Senate (Ed Wallace): 
E. Wallace reported that, as of April 24, all but two campuses had approved the vote of no 
confidence in the Board of Trustees. One of these two hadn't met yet; one had not had a quorum. 
Wallace reported that the Trustees were not quite as cavalier about this vote as might appear from 
the newspaper accounts. The chair of the Trustees asked for a meeting with the chair of University 
Faculty Senate (UPS). This request delayed publicity on the resolution. The Board accused the 
Union of pushing the resolution, but Wallace noted that UFS passed the resolution by a vote of 37 
to 2 (one of the dissenting votes was the secretary of the Board of Trustees). They took a stand up 
vote which was symbolic. The new president of UFS will be Joe Flynn, a faculty member at 
Alfred Tech who served as UFS president about a decade ago. 

Central Council (A. Gridley): . 
. (1) A. Gridley reported that newly elected 1999-2000 Central Council officers officially started 
their term in office yesterday. 
(2) The last student forum for the search for a Vice President of Student and Campus Life is 
Wednesday, May 5, from 8 to 9 PM in Newton 212. She encouraged faculty to urge students to 
attend. 
(3) Central Council would like to remind and encourage all faculty to give their fall semester 1999-
2000 booklists to the Provost's Office by the June 1 deadline. 
(4) She thanked all the student Senators for doing a great job this year. 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee (K. Jones): 
K. Jones moved for second reading a new course, Biology 393, Honors Research{fhesis. (See 
Bulletin pp. 343-347.) The motion passed unanimously. · 
Jones moved for second reading a new interdisciplinary course, Hist/Plsc 229, Gennan Society 
and Politics since 1945. (See Bulletin pp. 348-353.)This motion passed unanimously. 
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Jones th~ed all committee m_embers for their hard work this year. She also thanked S. Edgar for 
shepherding the new core reqwrements through Senate on behalf of Policy and UCC. 
Graduate Academic Affairs (J. Bushnell): 
I. Bushnell thanked committee members for their work. 

Policy Committee (S. Edgar): 
S. Edgar moved for second reading the Critical Writing and Reading Core Requirements. (See 
Bulletin p. 361.) The motion passed unanimously. She also moved for second reading the new 
guidelines for the numeric and symbolic reasoning graduation requirement. (See Bulletin, p. 362.) 
These passed unanimously. She also moved for second reading the Proposed Revisions in Social 
Science Core Guidelines with the sentence, "Experimental courses will be considered for core 
credit," removed. (See Bulletin, pp. 363-364.) This passed unanimously. S. Edgar moved for 
second reading the Proposal to Review the Core (Bulletin, p. 360). This motion also passed 
unanimously. 
Edgar thanked all members of the UCC and Policy Committee for their hard work. 

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

Student Affairs (D. Repinski): . . . 
D. Repinski thanked members of the Student Affarrs Comnuttee for therr hard work. 

Unfinished Business: None. 

New Business: None. 

Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 4:40 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jane Fowler Morse 
Secretary of the College Senate 

:r 
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· 1999-2000 College Senate Meeting 
.· . . , May 4, 1999 

Call to Order: Chair B. Glass called the meeting to order at 4:41 PM. 

B. Glass, incoming Chair of the Geneseo College Senate, opened the meeting by introducing the 
following resolution, which was passed by acclamation: · 

.· Whereas 
He has served the Geneseo Campus Community with dedication and enthusiasm, 

Whereas 
His actions reflect that the integrity of the Senate and the quality of campus life are 
his utmost priorities, 

Whereas 
He provided guidance and leadership from his hospital room and during his 
recuperation from dangerous illness, 

Whereas 
Due to his efforts and the efforts of his Nominating Committee, a newly structured 
and constitutionally-compliant Faculty Personnel Committee was actually elected 
during Fall semester, 

We, the members of the College Senate, are resolved to commend Kurt Cylke for his 
Tenure as Chair of the 1998-1999 College Senate of SUNY Geneseo. 

Adoption of Agenda: It was moved and seconded that the agenda be adopted. 

Chair's report (B. Glass): 
B. Glass welcomed representatives to the first meeting of the '00 College Senate. She announced 
that she had originally planned a party at the December 1999 Senate meeting to welcome the new 
century. But the first person she spoke to held staunchly that the year 2000 was not the beginning 
of the new century and she would not catch him partying premature! y. This reminded her that even 
a seemingly benign issue requires a lot of consultation. 

B. Glass introduced two visions she has for the Senate next year. First, she would like to see the 
Senate support the vision of the President's Commission on Diversity and Community in tangible 
ways to help move the initiative from rhetoric to reality. She plans for the Executive Committee, in 
consultation with others, to brainstorm ideas and reach a consensus that will promote the diversity 
initiative and contribute to a supportive community. 

Glass's second vision stems from a workshop she attended with a respected researcher in the field 
of faculty evaluation. The speaker reminded and reinforced for those attending that faculty 
evaluation is only one part of a larger picture of faculty development. We all know that the Faculty 
Affairs Committee (FAC) will address Student Opinion of Faculty Instruction forms (SOFis) next 
year. At our last meeting we also remanded a piece of business to the FAC about tenure and 
promotion. Her vision is that the committee and the Senate would see these as integrated parts of 
the larger whole of faculty development, and that we will operate from the big picture to do what 
we can, along with others, to support and develop faculty in providing the kind of education that 
we can be proud of. 

B. Glass welcomed the newly elected officers, Chris Leary, Vice Chair, J. Ballard, Secretary, and 
M. Mohan, Treasurer, and new Senators. She thanked them for their willingness to serve. She 
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urged departments to forward the lists of 1999-2000 Senators to her, and urged new members to 
email her their preferences for committee assignments as soon as possible. 

Finally, Glass congratulated the graduating seniors and wished for a bright sunny graduation day. 

Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 4:45 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jane Fowler Morse 
Secretary of the College Senate 
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Annual Report 1998-99 
, >: ·;r: ··, : ~ : ; · . Policy Committee 

. The Policy co~~~; ~e~~t ~th a few. very. importa~~ i~su~s this year: 
~ . . · ; : .;~· . ; : ' .. ,. .. :.~- ~: 

(I) Elimination of January Academic Standards Bearings (see CSB, pp. 80-86) 
· This seemed to be of overall benefit to students, saving them from having to come back to 

Geneseo in mid-winter fo~ hearings and giving them an extra semester to get on their feet, with no 

apparent academic downside. 

For the remaining items, Policy met jointly with UCC (who, led by Kathy Jones, were kind 
enough to join us) to consider items of major impact on our general education core and 
graduation requirements. The Committees considered thoroughly and then sent on to Senate, 
which approved the recommendations, the replacement of the Critical Reasoning Area of the Core 
by the following two requirements: 

(2) Critical Writing and Reading Core: one course, to be taken in the freshman year, 
emphasizing critical writing and close reading of texts. 

(3) Numeric and Symbolic Reasoning Graduation Requirement: one course, from a 
list of courses designed to increase the students' understanding of complex mathematical and 
logical reasoning, approved by the Numeric and Symbolic Reasoning Committee, and designated 
with an R/(reasoning) prefix in the College Bulletin and the Master Schedule. 
(See CSB, pp. 139-142 and 168-178) 

(4) Critical Writing and Reading Core Guidelines (CSB, p. 361) 
(5) Numeric and Symbolic Reasoning Requirement Guidelines (CSB, p. 362) 
These two policies ( 4 ~ 5) establish criteria for course offerings under these two 

requirements. 

(6) Revised Social Science Core Guidelines (CSB, pp. 363-364; strike the sentence 
"Experimental courses will be considered for core credit" at the end of the second paragraph). 
All current Social Science Core offerings will be re-examined and require re-approval under these 
revised guidelines. 

(7) Proposal to Review the Core (CSB, p. 360) 
The entire core shall be reviewed two years after the implementation of the proposed 

changes (2, 3 & 6); if the changes are implemented in Fall2000, as is anticipated, then a 
committee should be formed in Fall2002 to review the entire Core. 

Discussion of 4-7 may be found on pp. 355-365 of the College Senate Bulletin. 

Thanks again to Kathy Jones and the members ofUCC, and the members of the Policy 
Committee, for their invaluable contributions to this discussion. It was a year in which we were 
able to bring a number of the recommendations of the Curriculum Task Force and the Curriculum 
Review Steering Committee to fruition. 
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Annual Report 1998-1999 

Faculty Affairs Committee 

The ~ain ac~ivities of the academic year 1998-99 Faculty Affairs Committee revolved 
aro~d.questtons ra1~ed by Provost Dixon regarding ambiguities in the language ofthe "College 
Guidelines for Ap~omtment, Term Renewal, Promotion and Continuing Apppointment." The 
Prov~s~ me.t early m the Fall semester with the Committee and suggested that the Comittee 
ex~I?e this document, and possibly produce revisions that would make some aspects of the 
gUidelines c~earer. One ofProvost Dixon's questions concerned the statement "Usually, those 
who hold this rank [of Associate Professor] will have continuing appointment." She asked for 
clarifications regarding the term "usually." Most members ofthe committee agreed on the need 
to disambiguate this phrase and on the need to review the correlated College practice of 
sometimes granting Continuing Appointment without granting Promotion to Associate Professor. 
This prompted the Committee to devote many hours of lively and contentious debate to this and 
related issues. 

By late in the Fall Semester the majority ofthe Committee was ready to bring a motion to 
the Senate calling for a linkage between Continuing Appointment and Promotion to Associate 
Professor, such that a candidate could not be granted the former without also being granted the 
latter. D. Showers, then Committee Chair, was asked at that point by Provost Dixon to delay 
bringing this motion to the Senate so that the Committee could collect more pertinent data on this 
issue. The Committee acceeded to this request, and in subsequent early Spring Semester 
meetings (while D. Showers removed himself as Chair, to be able to head the School of · 
Education) proceeded carefully to formulate a questionnaire on personel policies to be used to 
poll the faculty on tenure and promotion policies. The questionnaaire went as follows: 

The College Senate Faculty Affairs Committee is considering proposing some personnel-related 
policy changes to the College Senate. We are, h~wever, first inviting wider input fro~ the 
faculty. For this purpose, please circle your preferences below, and comment If you hke. Then, 
return the completed form by campus mail to C. Filice, Philosophy Dept., Welles 103 by March 

12, 1999. 

I. Past practice at Geneseo has been that some faculty are granted continuing appoi?t~ent 
(tenure) witpout promotion to Associate Profe~sor: t has been s~ggested tha~ the cntena for 
continuing appointment be equivalent to the cntena for promotion to Associate Professor. What 

is your positio_n on this proposed revision? . 

l. Strongly Agree 

2. Agree 

3. Neither agree nor disagree 

4. Disagree 

5. Strongly disagree 

Comments: 

406 



II. What, in your view, should the proposed revision stipulate regarding the criteria for early 
promotion to Associate Professor (before the continuing appointment decision year)? Should the 
criteria for early promotion to Associate Professor be: 

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

2. Higher (than the criteria for promotion at the time of continuing appointment) in one or more 
categories of teaching, scholarship, and service. · 

3. Higher (than the ...... )in two· or mo~e categories ofteaching, scholarship, and service. 

4. Higher (than the ...... ) in all three categories of teaching, scholarship, and service. 

5. Other (describe below) 

Comments: 

98 faculty members responded to the questionnaire. The results regarding Question I, were as 
follows: 53 respondents strongly agreed/agreed with the proposed revision; 33 strongly 
disagreed/disagreed with the proposed revision; 9 neither agreed nor disagreed. Regarding 
Question II, 50 respondents took option 1.; the rest were spread out over the remaining four 
options. Based on these results, and on further discussion, the Committee decided to bring a 
motion to the Senate calling for some revisions to the "College Guidelines for Appointment, ... ". 
The motion called for rewording the language of the Guidelines so as to make the requirements 
for Continuing Appointment equivalent to the requirements for Promotion to associate Professor. 
At the senate meeting of May 20, 1999, when the motion came up for discussion Dean 
Greenfield moved, in tum, to send the motion back to the Committee based on the reaction of.the 
Department Chairs who called for more time to consider the implications of this proposed 
change. Dean Greenfield's motion was approved (not without some dissention). The Committee 
met finally to discuss this tum of events. After extensive discussion, the Committee urges the 
1999/Y2K Faculty Affairs Committee to consider taking some ofthe following actions before it 
raises the issue to the College Senate: 

1. Survey COPLAC (Coalition ofPublic Liberal Arts Colleges) members as to their procedures; 

2. Survey Department Chairs; 

3. Research available literature; 

4. Hold an All-College Meeting after additional information has been gathered. 

I would like to thank the members of the Committee who contributed long hours and did their 
best, in dealing with contentious issues, to arrive at reasonable solutions. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Carlo Filice 

Chair, FAC 
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GRADUATE ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITIEE 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1998/1999 

For the first time in several years, no curricular items were referred to the Graduate 
Academic Affairs Committee. During the fall semester, the Chair consulted the Director of 
Graduate Studies about non-curricular items the committee might discuss and learned there 
were no pressing issues. 

In the spring, Patricia Murphy contacted the Chair and suggested that the Committee 
discuss the lack of formal funding for graduate students' research and travel to conferences. Her 
concern stemmed from her experience serving on the Research Council, which funds faculty and 
undergraduate research and travel. Dr. Murphy and Director of Sponsored Research Douglas 
Harke met with the Committee to provide background and their insights on the need for this type 
of financial support. · 

On April6, 1999, the Graduate Academic Affairs Committee approved the following 
resolution: 

' , ; : 

· Whereas, SUNY Geneseo graduate students are increasingly invoiVed in 
major research projects that culminate in master's theses or work · 
suitable for publication or presentation at academic conferences, ' · 

And whereas, the lack of a formal structure to support this research or 
travel results in very few graduate students' projects being funded, · 

And whereas, improved funding for graduate student research and travel 
would encourage research that would enhance the College's reputation and 
build goodwill among alumni of our graduate programs, 

Therefore be it resolved that the College create a formal system of providing 
· · graduate students with grant support for research and travel, possibly with 

• ·. 
funding from the Geneseo Foundation, · 

. . 
And be it further resolved that the President, in consultation with the Senate 
Executive Committee, amend Article X section 1 of the Constitution to specify 
the Research Council's role in funding graduate research. 

· The resolution was approved unanimously at the April 20 Senate meeting. 

· · The 1999/2000 Graduate Academic Affairs Committee may anticipate a fairly high 
volume of curricular business. Changes in State Education Department requirements will 
result in the School of Education's thorough review of their graduate and undergraduate 
programs, and this should contribute to the workloads of both G.A.A.C. and U.C.C. 
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•• 1 . .. . 

College Senate Treasurer's Report: 1998-1999 Joan C. Ballard 

At thebeginning of the academic year (July 1, 1998), the College Senate Fund balance was $4,765.62. 
The beginning balance for the Roark Fund principal was $884.52, and for the Roark Fund income 
account $168.44. ·The Roark Fund principal had declined over several years to insufficient levels for 
supporting the award. The Senate Executive Committee agreed to continue supporting the award in 
three ways. First, the recipient of the Roark award will be paid from the Senate Fund. Second, funds 
will be transf~rred from the Senate Fund to the Roark principal each year (am<;mnt to be determined by 
the Executive Committee). Finally,-to.help rebuild the income-generating capacity of the fund, 
donations will be solicited specifically for the Roark Award. To this end, the annual appeal for 
donations iri the 1998-99 academiC"year included an option for faculty, professionals, and staff to 
earmark a portion of their contributions for the Roark fund. In recognition of this support, the name of 
the award was changed to the "Richard Roark Faculty Memorial Award." 

,• 'I '·'. "· ' •:{ • . . •· . ,.•' . • ' 

Following procedures established during the previous academic year, contributions for both the Senate 
and Roark funds were solicited via email to save paper and reduce costs. Thirty-four individuals 
responded. A second appeal was distributed via campus mail. A total of 78 faculty, professionals, and 
staff made contributions in response to these appeals . . Donations to the Senate Fund were made by all 
78 contributors, for a total of $_1220.00. :Twenty-three individuals earmarked additional donations 
totaling $185.00 to help rebuild the Roark fund principal. 

•: : ~ ,: I ' • ' , ; :· 

Contributors included several anonymous donors and the following individuals: Susan Bailey, Joan 
Ballard, Larry Blackman, Marilynn Board, Terry Book, Judith Bushnell, Patrice Case, Rose-Marie 
Chierid, William Cotton, Emilye Crosby, Kurt Cylke, Christopher Dahl, Gary DeBolt, Ganie DeHart, 
John Deutsch, Barbara Dixon, Karen Duffy; Bill Edgar, Stacey Edgar, Marion Fey, Kurtis Fletcher, 
Sarah Frisch, Edward Gillin, Mary Gillin; Rita Gollin, Gerard Gouvemet, Doug Harke, Diana Harke, 
Richard Hatheway, Art Hatton, Savi Iyer, Roxanne Johnston, Jack Johnston, Ken Kallio, Ellen Kintz, 
Donald Lackey, Kenneth Levison, Maria Lima, Margaret Matlin, William Matthews, Susan McKenna, 
James McNally, Duane McPherson; Mark Mitschow, Jane Fowler Morse, Patricia Murphy, Robert 
Owens, Stephen Padalino, Ronald Pretzer, Jerry Reber, Daniel Repinski, Ed Rivenburgh, Gary Root, 
Nicholas Schiavetti, Patricia Seaver, Gail Serventi, Armand Smith, Walt Soffer, Denise Sullivan, 
Donald Trasher, Edward Wallace, Joyce Wechsler, Barbara Welker, Richard Young. 

. ' .. 1 . .. . • . 

Expenditures this year from th~ Senate F~~d inCluded College Senate Small Grants, the Richard Roark 
Faculty Memorial Award ($200.00), ret~rement gifts ($848.00), and incidental expenses for memorials, 
cards, and office supplies. Quarterly interest income was added to both the Senate Fund and the Roark 
income account. Closing balances on May 26, 1999 included $4322.66 in the College Senate Fund, 
$1069.52 in the Roard Fund (principal), and $25532 in the Roark Fund (income). Outstanding 
expenses for the academic year include payment for a new plaque for the Roark award. 

I would like to take this opportunity to thank Sue DioGuardi from College Relations and Development 
for all her assistance this year. · · 

Respectfully submitted, 

Joan C. Ballard, College Senate Treasurer 1998-1999 
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END OF ACADEMIC YEAR 1998-1999 SENATE COMMITTEE REPORT 
UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM COMMITTEE 

This being a non-catalog year, UCC' s work in '98-' 99 was not draining nor boisterous as 
has been the case in some previous years. However, UCC members did not view our task 
as perfunctory since curricular modification/change is always important business for the 
college. Meetings were always full of thoughtful discussion predicated on diligent advance 
review of proposals. We were responsible for bringing to Senate and passing four revised 
or new programs, fourteen new courses, and seventeen revised courses. Below is the 
listing of these changes. 

. . 
It should be noted that UCC also participated with Policy in critical deliberation and then 
the bringing to Senate of General Education changes as found in the Policy report of Stacey 
Edgar. 

NEW PROGRAM: 

New minor in Asian Studies 

REVISED PROGRAMS: 

Chemistry 

International Relations 

Theater/English 

NEW COURSES: 

ArtS 102: Introduction to Visual Arts 

ArtS 305: Metalsmithing 

Anth 328: Second Language Acquisition 
and Culture Learning 

Bioi 393: Honors Research/Thesis 

Comn 274: Electronic Publishing 

Educ 250: Bilingual Education 

Hist/Plsc 229: German Society and Politics 
since 1945 

Latn 201, 202, 301, 302: Readings in 
Latin: (author) 

Mgmt 112:. Personal Finance: Concepts and 
Applications 
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pgs. 102-104 

pg.30 

pgs. 145-152 

pgs. 92-101 
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pgs. 247-256 

pgs. 343-347 

pgs. 105-112 
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pgs. 348-353 
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,t. · :· : ' 

· ·Phil214: Chin~se Philosophy. 
•• f. ! ,··. ~~ ~ - : t. )·: ... 3. ' 

Phil216: Reasoning and t~e Law 

REVISED COURSES: ·. ' , . . 
' '· . . ·; . ' , ~ --· - ~ 7 .. .. : ~>·-: i . \,'. .. r:_ ,· 
'· ·Anth230 

. J ~: l : ' -,{. : i : ·: . ' .· : .: i:. 

Comn 253,270, 275 ~ . · ; .. > 
# • • . •• t ~ • •• ! ~- . ,: ~ -:. - ~ - ' ; •. · ' 

Engl300 .. .. . : .• \ ·.· , .· ; ·,·i ·. 

H&PE 203, 208, 209, 210, 232, 233, 234, 
. ' . . 235, 236~ 237' 238 /. . 

; ' :. . . i: i ) . 1. ~ · ~· . ' 

Thea290 

. ···--· . . · · '' 

Respectfully submitted/ ·;:;: f: ;.·'. · : 

+< ' ... 
~afu~~ . . 

UCC Chair '98-'99 

r·. . , , 

" ! • 
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