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Calls for Nominations 
Excellence Awards and Distinguished Ranks 

Nominations are now being accepted for the following 

SUNY Ranks 

Distinguished Teaching Professor 
Distinguished Service Professor 

Distinguished Professor 

and 

Chancellor's Awards for: 

Excellence in Teaching 
Excellence in Librarianship 

Excellence in Professional Service 

Nominations for these ranks and awards must be submitted in writing by 
September 13, 1996 to Sharon Bossung, Vice Chair, College Senate, John 
Wiley Jones School of Business, 118B South Hall. 

The rank of Distinguished Professor recognizes faculty members national or 
international reputations for significant contributions to the research 
literature or outstanding achievement in the fine arts. 

Confidential nominations should consist of at least a 1-2 page nomination 
letter specifically describing the nominee's qualifications for the award or 
rank. Inquiries should be directed to Sharon Bossung, John Wiley Jones 
School of Business, x5424. 

Date for remaining Spring College Senate Meeting 
The Final Spring Meeting of the College Senate for the 1995-1996 will take place on 
7 May 1996 All Senate meetings are held at 4:00PM in Newton 204 
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Call for Nominations 
Honorary Degrees • 1997 

Nominations are being sought for one or more candidates to receive an Honorary 
Doctorate at Geneseo's 1997 Commencement. The preferred candidates will possess: 

* distinguished records in education, business, or public service 
* ties to the college or the region 
* good skills as public speakers. 

A committee of faculty, staff and students will select one or more names to be 
forwarded to a SUNY committee and then to the SUNY Board of Trustees for approval. 
Because of the need for confidentiality, the committee requests that you do not notify the 
person being nominated of your action. 

Nominations should include: 

* The name and address of the nominee(s) 
* Their achievements or qualifications that warrant an Honorary Degree 
* Their ties to SUNY Geneseo or to the region 
* Background material such as news clippings, Who's Who entries, etc. 

Please submit nominations to Dr. Nancy Kleniewski, Erwin 207, by 30 April 
1996. 

-------------------························-·································· 

Molly Ivins to Deliver Wadsworth 
Lecture on May 2 

Nationally syndicated columnist and political humorist Molly Ivins is scheduled to 
make her first appearance as a commentator on the award-winning CBS program "60 
Minutes" on Sunday, April 28th. A few days later, on Thursday, May 2nd, Ivins will give 
the annual James Jeremiah Wadsworth Lecture at SUNY Geneseo. 

Ivins, former political reporter for The New York Times and three-time Pulitzer Prize 
nominee, is author of two best-selling books, "Molly Ivins Can't Say 17zat, Can Size?" and 
"Happy Days are Here Again." 

The Wadsworth Lecture, sponsored by the Geneseo Foundation and Contemporary 
Forum, will be at 8:00 p.m. in Wadsworth Auditorium. The event is free and faculty, 
staff, and students are invited to attend. 
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Executive Committee Minutes 
22 April1996 

Members Present: B. Anemone, S. Bossung, C. Cusack, C. Dahl, G. Drake, G. De Bolt, F. Fidura, K. 
Fletcher, K. Jones, C. Leary, E. Wallace (Chair), A. Whitehead. 

Excused: J. Reber, W. Spruill 

CALL TO ORDER 
Senate Chair Wallace called the meeting to order at 12.0SPM. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM THE 8 APRIL 1996 MEETING (Bulletin, pages 480-83) 
The minutes were approved unanimously as amended. 

REPORTS 

Chair's Report 
l. Wallace reported that he had received numerous messages about distance learning . This issue will be 
coming to Undergraduate Curriculum Committee, the PolicyCommittee and the Faculty Affairs Committee, 
among others during the next few days .. 

2. At its most recent meeting, the University Faculty Senate passed a resolution that permits SUNY campus 
governance leaders to be a voting member of the College Council, except on issues of personnel. This 
resolution was passed without objections from UUP. This will mean that Geneseo 's Senate Chair, for 
example, will be a voting member on College Council, except in personnel decisions. (C. Dahl pointed out 
that students do have voting privileges on the Council.) This will still have to go to legislation, since state 
law defines the College Council 's constituency and function. 

3. Nominations for Planning Council are due. The Executive Committee needs to send at least three 
nominations among Humanities Area professors to the President's Office. Wallace asked Executive 
Committee members to think about these nominations for next week's meeting. Wallace added that the 
Executive Committee does not deal with at-large appointments. The President appoints three of these, and 
two at-large appointments are about to expire. 

R. Anemone asked if, for the purposes of the Planning Council, the History Department is considered a 
Humanities Department. Wallace said he thought so, but would check the constitution to be sure, and would 
e-mail a list of the Departments considered "humanities" bby the end of the day. 

4. Nominations are also due for Faculty Development Committee. Nominations of willing members' names 
will be forwarded to Senate Executive Committee by the chair of the Faculty Affairs Committee. The 
Executive Committee will then pass on names for consideration to the President. 

5. Jan Lovett from Biology commented at the last Senate meeting about the low level of the Roark stipend 
($100). Wallace agreed that it was time to raise the stipend, whether for this year or for next year. 

C. Leary pointed out that Senate does have about $4000 in its account, and the Roark Award is included in 
the Senate Appeal Letter. Dahl asked if the Roark Award always comes out of Senate funds. De Bolt said 
he did not remember writing a check for Roark when he served as Senate Treasurer. Bossung inquired if the 
award involved Geneseo Foundation money. De Bolt remembered the money being designated specifically 
for Roark. Wallace still said that the Executive Committee could vote to supplement it. 

Bossung reasoned that, if there is an endowment for Roark, then the Executive Committee should perhaps 
talk to people connected with such an endowment. But Wallace said that the Committee is only committing 
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Senate funds for a supplement. Bossung responded that this move might change the nature of a · · II 
d d d n ongma y en owe awar . 

The consensus of the Committee was for $400 as a possible new amount for the Roark award. Leary 
thought that Senate could add to the award as deemed appropriate. 

De Bolt said he understood the Roark as an award honoring someone who was known on the Geneseo 
Faculty at the time, but wondered if this person would be as well known today. Furthermore, De Bolt asked, 
if Senate funds are to be used for this as a supplement, why not do this for other awards? Should the 
Committee be encouraging the Senate to award funds for an established award such the Roark or for 
memorials for professors who recently died? Dahl thought that the name may not be as important as the 
fact that Senate gives the award traditionally at Commencement. 

Wallace said that the Committee would vote about this matter next week; there ar~ five nominees for the 
Roark already. 

President's Report 
C. Dahl gave a brief update on the Provost Search. A group consisting of the Distinguished Professors and 
Chair Wallace recently and nominated Professors Duffy, Easton, Ferrell, Reber, and Marozas as members 
of the Provost Search Committee. NTPs and Management Confidential representatives will meet in the 
next two days to designate two names from among their numbers; Central Council is also meeting to select 
two of their own. Dahl will appoint a Chair for the Search Committee after all names have been designated; 
he will also examine the constituency of the Committee for balance according to certain criteria (for 
example, junior vs. senior faculty; race and gender could also be issues). Dahl could add another faculty 
member if necessary. Wallace said that Distinguished Professors Leela and Gollin were asked to participate 
in the nomination process; Gollin is on sabbatical at the moment. Dahl stressed that this is a primarily a 
Faculty matter, just as the Senate's Constitution indicates. 

The President will meet with the Committee and then make an announcement about the Committee and the 
search process. 

2. Dahl then commented and answered extensive questions on distance learning. Dahl explained that the 
distance learning project is at a very preliminary stage. This is a plan to test various uses of technology. The 
Administration has no plans to proceed beyond two transfer courses in the fall without much wider 
consultation and further discussion on distance learning issues. The issues and questions raised on distance 
learning are appropriate and need to be looked at. This and anything else Geneseo may do in the technology 
area has to be consonant with the College's mission and goals. 

Dahl next referred the Executive Committee to the Planning Council's recent efforts to refine and sharpen 
the mission of the College. In their summary of the extension of the current Mission and Goals statement, 
the Planning Council is clear on identity of the College. Dahl highlighted this summary as follows: 

l. Geneseo is a selective undergraduate residential institution. 
2. Geneseo focuses on liberal education within a quality teaching/learning environment 
3. Geneseo stresses a community atmosphere of caring and concern for individuals . 

The main goal highlighted by the five-year review of the College Planning Document by the Planning 
Council has specific goals: 

I. Encouraging innovations in the teaching/learning environment. 
2. Helping students to integrate their academic and cocurricular experiences. 
3. Using technology to improve institutional operations. 
4. Including support for using new technology in teaching. 
5. Increasing external support, including private fundraising grants and entrepreneurial activities. 
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6. Demonstrating institutional excellence to external audiences. 
7. Working towards SUNY Honors College designation. 
8. Increasing emphasis on preparing students for careers and graduate programs. 
9. Continuing to diversify the student body and staff, including international students. 

From t~is list of .goals, Dahl ~ould not f?resee a radical change in the nature of the College to a continuing 
education operatiOn or a versiOn ofEmp1re State College. Dahl added that this list of goals represents a 
widely-held consensus at the College. But the main goal, Dahl stressed, is to maintain and strengthen the 
quality of the Geneseo learning experience. That is what Geneseo is all about. Geneseo has a particular 
identity as an institution, and that identity will only be enhanced, not changed. 

Dahl also outlined what he saw as the dangers connected with the distance learning issue: 

l. Making a false god of technology. Technology is only a helper, not an end-product or solution. 

2. Shunning valuable uses of technology, the upside of technology. 

Dahl added that technology does not replace teachers or eliminate Geneseo's control over its own 
curriculum and courses. Geneseo has also taken consistent positions on issues similar to distance learning in 
the past year. Generally, the College is skeptical to tendencies towards homogenization and centralization in 
the SUNY system. 

Dahl then listed several positions the College has taken that would also make it skeptical about distance 
learning: 

l. A one-on-one relationship of teachers to students is central. 
2. A critical mass of fields is essential for a student's college education at Geneseo. 
3. In SUNY system debates, Geneseo has argued that anyone with associate's degree, for example, does not 
automatically qualify for fulfilling general education at Geneseo. 
4. The College has opposed schemes of standardized course numbering or of standardized SUNY tuition. 
5. The College has argued against excessively centralized recruitment schemes for students. 

Geneseo also makes its own decisions about program discontinuation if it needs to do this. 

Dahl said that it was important to see both the dangers and benefits of distance learning in the College's 
discussion of the matter. Some aspects of distance learning form part of Geneseo's philosophy. For example, 
the College networks student residence halls; procures grants for math department computers for calculus; 
uses multimedia classrooms. 

The primary uses of distance learning technology may be for graduate and continuing education, to provide 
Geneseo's services to other regions in, for example, Special Education. 

Finally, Dahl said, in the case of the current proposed distance learning equipment, there is no way to judge 
the efficacy of distance learning for Geneseo without trying it. The funds for distance learning are specified 
for distance learning; they don't come out of a fund for something else. Geneseo is in a rare position to have 
received two distance learning grants--one from the WESTNET consortium plus a grant that provides 
servers for a ten-member consortium on biology curriculum reform which Geneseo will be leading. 

Anemone asked if there was any truth in the notion that SUNY Central expects a quid pro quo from the 
$200,000 Geneseo gets for the grant. No, Dahl said. The context is the Rethinking SUNY Document that 
talks about using technology to save money for educational or administrative purposes. But there is no quid 
pro quo; the College is not obliged to use the technology solely for credit courses. Geneseo might be able 
to provide Special Education certification for fifteen teachers in the Watertown area without requiring them 
to drive down to Geneseo for classes. Moreover, we could use distance learning for conferences. Say an 
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anthropology class is classifying remains here and a New Paltz class is doing this in the Hudson Ri\'cr 
Valley. The two classes could get together once a week. 

K. Jones said that she had heard that faculty were discussing that they did not know the distance learning 
experiment was going on. K. Fletcher said this was reported in full Senate meetings in fall. The Pro\'ost 
reported that the money had been granted. Bossung asked whether the Senate also had talked about the 
transfer courses. Dahl said the Senate minutes would clarify this. But he thought getting all the information 
now is preferable to having eyes glaze over in a Senate meeting with all the details. 

Philosophy was one of the areas that was mentioned. One advantage, Dahl said, in taking these as transfer 
courses is that this waives the question of how Geneseo would allocate FTEs and credits. But it is not as if 
Geneseo is now adopting this as part of its own curriculum. 

Wallace said that some of the Faculty fear a loss of control over the curriculum. Dahl said that the College 
needs to discuss the values of particular courses in particular contexts. 

R. Anemone asked how the College planned to evaluate these courses. Dahl said that the College has to 
build this evaluation in as a part of the project in the way that a Department would look at an experimental 
course and move it to being more permanent. 

Leary imagined teaching Set Theory in front of a camera so that Brockport students could view it; how 
would this imply a loss of curriculum control. Wallace thought that sending classes to other institutions is 
not as serious a problem for us as receiveing them from another campus, although that might just shift the 
debate to the other campus. 

Dahl reiterated that the College is clear about what it does well: high-quality liberal arts undergraduate 
education. Anything attempted in the other direction would result in a loss of what the College has been 
building up. Yet Geneseo is also proud of being at the cutting edge and using multimedia technology, 
networking the residence halls, etc. 

De Bolt noted that parents are asking questions about available technology as they tour the College with 
their children who are prospective students. Dahl added that the schools Geneseo competes with have these 
types of technology, and so parents and prospective students will ask these questions. 

Fletcher asked how the College could lose control of the curriculum from a transfer course, whether the 
course is taken elsewhere or through distance learning? Wallace replied that the problem is that the two 
proposed distance learning courses did not go through a process in which faculty would decide these would 
be offered at all and for transfer credit at that. 

Bossung pointed out that the memo announcing the two courses did go out selectively--to Humanities 
Departments. 

R. Anemone pointed out that one of these courses can count as Philosophy 340 at Geneseo. Dahl said Edgar 
could make that statement about any transfer course from Fredonia or Cortland. Bossung reminded the 
Committee that College stresses taking major and minor courses on campus rather than elsewhere. 

Wallace said that the College Senate, the Standing Committees of the Senate and the Executive Committee 
have legitimate roles in this process because Department Chairs should not make decisions independently 
on courses that are, possilbly, offered on campus on a regular basis·· that is the role of the faculty. 

Fletcher asked how many students are expected. Dahl said there would be 4-6 in each. Is a small number not 
important? asked Anemone. No, Fletcher replied, but this means that the courses are not going to affect a 
large number of students ab ovo. 
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Dahl said that the College needs to clarify the procedure of how to accept these courses in future. Distance 
learning discussion will not take place in the vacuum, he asserted. 

De Bolt said there is a burning need to do something like this to serve the State. Genesco has one of the 
best Special Education programs in the State. One particular region where students get hired is the 
Watertown region which is isolated from a SUNY school, and so teachers working there have problems 
getting Special Education master's degree. De Bolt felt that distance learning would be great for offering 
Geneseo's courses at that distance. He thought it was too bad that the experiment in distance learning 
involved transfer credit to Geneseo rather than vice-versa. De Bolt said that the Watertown BOCES has 
been asking Geneseo to do this for three years now. Jones responded that learning about this use is a reason 
why discussion is important. 

Dahl said that if the College goes to a five-year Accounting program, a distance learning system might be 
valuable for students who have to go into the field for a year. Dahl had recently had a discussion about this 
sort of thing with an ad hoc group that is advising graduate studies (including Professors Gurney, Howard, 
Schiavetti, and Yessenow). Dahl said that it was important to set up distance learning in areas in which 
Geneseo is strong. Leary said that the experiment may show that distance learning doesn't work. He hoped 
that the College will be willing to say no if the results call for this. Dahl agreed, comparing this situation to 
the College's response to the idea that associate's degrees have to be totally fungible. There are dangers to 
Geneseo in too much homogenization. 

Wallace distilled two issues from all of this discussion: one of technology per sc and one of the process by 
which curriculum reforms are made. This distinction needs to be made clear so that the debate stays 
focused. 

Jones asked how the Executive Committee suggested that the Policy Committee and UCC should deal with 
this matter. De Bolt said that there was supposed to be a resolution in Senate; he had received many phone 
calls and much email correspondence about the issue. He spoke of a resolution that would cancel plans for 
the course until it has been more widely discussed. Dahl felt that the College should delimit experiments 
without throwing them out. 

De Bolt informed the Provost that this matter was corning up and said that Dean Greenfield would represent 
the Administration's point of view at the Policy Committee meeting. Faculty Affairs, said Anemone, has not 
seen anything about this yet. 

Jones wanted to know who decides which Committee should bring this matter to the Senate floor. Wallace 
said the Committee Chairs, with the input of the Executive Committee, will decide. Dahl said the Executive 
Committee can deal with overlapping authorities--that is what the Executive Committee is for. 

Bossung noted a potential problem: people with expertise in the use of technology are often taken 
advantage of--"you can do it, so you must offer this course." This is a real concern faculty should have in an 
atmosphere of rising class numbers and other institutional pressures. Dahl agreed that this was a reasonable 
concern given the current environment. 

Our primary concern as an institution, Dahl said, is not merely efficiency, but quality. Wallace suggested 
that the Executive Committee see what comes through in the Committees and confer about this next week. 

Dahl said he was confident that the College could deal with technology in a fashion that is in keeping with 
Geneseo's traditions, and Wallace said the College needs to encourage continued faculty involvement in the 
implementation of these matters. 

Provost's Report 
No report. 
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Treasurer's Report 
C. Leary reported an account balance of $4166.55. 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee Report 
K. Jones announced six proposals for this week's meeting in Sturges 106 (fuesday, 23 April at 4PM): 

l. Anthropol~gy: Ne:"' course: ANTH 102, Introduction to Cultural Anthropology--Lab Experience. 
2. Mathematics: Rev1sed course: MATH 213, Applied Calculus I. 
3. Mathematics: New course: Math 214, Applied Calculus II. 
4. Physics: Revised course: PHYS 352, Introduction to Quantum Mechanics. 
5. Physics: New course: PHYS 352, Advanced Quantum Mechanics 
6. The Committee will take the Communicative Disorders and Sciences Standards Requirement off the 
table. 

The Art and Political Science courses that were to be discussed have been tabled. 

In new business, Jones said, the Committee may be discussing a resolution being circulated about distance 
learning. 

Graduate Affairs Committee Report 
No report. 

Faculty Affairs Committee Report 
R. Anemone said his Committee would meet next week to talk about distance learning. The Committee is 
also scheduling a meeting with Jim McNally to implement SOFI data analysis changes. 

Anemone said he was concerned about registration matters. With the BANNER system, there are still large 
numbers of students queuing up for long periods at registration. Wallace said a meeting with the Dean and 
others talked about dealing with this process for the fall. De Bolt agreed that students having to stay in line 
is bad, and Jones was concerned about students often missed class to do this. De Bolt also thought it strange 
that BANNER could apparently not perform pre-graduation checks. Whitehead said that this was supposed 
to be automated. 

Student Affairs Committee Report 
A. Whitehead said the Committee would meet today with Sue Spring to talk about how students can set up 
activities. 

Policy Committee Report 
G. De Bolt reported that his Committee was discussing placing Department Honors along with College 
honors on transcripts. 

Central Council Report 
l. C. Cusack announced elections with new officers. 
Chair: CAry Silverman 
Vice Chair : Andrew Zakrocki 
Dir. of Business Affairs: Jason Samiof 
Dir. of Academic Affairs: Sara Hanft 
Dir. of Student Affairs: Nick Ippolito 
Dir. of Inter Residence Affairs: Aron White 
Dir. of Communications: Jennifer Scrafford 

2. Paul Christopher has resigned. Anne Irwin will take his place on Student Affairs. 
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3. Geneseo students recently went to the IRCC conference and won school and student of the year; a 
mini-conference will be held here next year. 

4. No grants are available for cocurricular transcripts, but the Student Association will look at it. SUNY is 
looking toward Geneseo for a model in this area. 

5. Geneseo students are now on-line with students from 1400 other schools to post textbooks available for 
sale. The Geneseo Home Page shows how to get to it. 

Vice-Chair's Report 
Vice-Chair Bossung announced that letters are going to Departments concerning elections for Departmental 
Senators. She said she had consulted with Chair Wallace and Associate Provost Ristow about the 
appropriate number of Senators for departments. 

OLD BUSINESS 
There was no old business. 

NEW BUSINESS 
There was no new business. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Chair Wallace adjourned the meeting at l.lOPM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Graham N Dral\e 
College Senate Secretary 

------------·----------------------------·-------------------·-------·-----------------------------------·-----------

MINUTES OF STUDENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE MEETING 
APRIL 23, 1996 

Present: A. Whitehead (Chair) S. Bailey, M. Dainton, J. Kimball, C. Klima, B. Lofquist, J. McCartin, S. 
Shonk, M. Gabay, T. Karch, A. Luis, A. Mellor, A. Irwin 

Absent: K. Cooper, R. Hall 

Our guests for our meeting were Sue Spring and Raj Bellani, Student Activities Coordinators. The 
discussion centered around activities for students to do on campus. Many varieties of activities were 
explained to the members of the committee. S. Spring stated that Geneseo students do the 
selecting of activities, whereas at most other colleges and universities this is not the case. Flyers concerning 
campus events were distributed to committee members and these flyers (Limelight, Campus Events 
Calendar, etc.) are mailed to all faculty/staff members, students, and to members of the 
Geneseo community. Many other events such as the Madrigal Dinner and the Holiday Craft Show were 
used as examples to show that there are really many different things going on on the campus at Geneseo. R. 
Bellani talked about how activities are advertised using campus media, such as the Lamron. He asked for 
any ideas that might increase student attendance at events. S. Spring suggested perhaps opening up a place 
in the Union that will stay open until l :OOam where students could meet, have snacks and socialize. S. 
Shonk stated that part of the problem with participation could be that many activities are performances, not 
social activities that build community. 

S. Spring said that Coffeehouse had been very active, but that most of the student leaders of this 
activity had graduated. There is hope, however, that it is being revived by other students who are 
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taking the initiative to get things restarted. In the end, it is up to the students to put their input into activities, 
help organize, and most of all, participate in the various activities on campus. 

R. Bellani stated that Student Activities is always looking for people to participate in the 
conception and planning of events. People must get involved for anything to work. There are many funded 
committees on campus and there is a lot to do. 

J. Kimball discussed ticket pricing- students get the student discount, but outsiders, even family 
members, must pay much more. This discourages many students from bringing friends from outside 
Geneseo or students with children from participating in events. S. Spring stated that she would bring this 
situation up with the Activity Commission. 

S. Springand R. Bellani both invite all students to come to their offices withsuggestions and ideas 
for future activities. 

Other business: A. Mellor stated that there is an extreme shortage of Hum II courses. S. Bailey 
stated that she herself is aware of the problem and if any students are struggling with this situation, they 
should e-mail her directly or come to her office. 

A. Whitehead stated that the book exchange is in working order on the Web. Students sign on with 
1400 other schools. The exchange is not on the Geneseo Web page, since it is a commercial project, but if 
one clicks on "Student Life," access to· the exchange can be obtained. 

A. Whitehead asked whether anyone had any comments to make about the "Distance Learning 
Project." Several of the student committee members had attended a forum about the project and 
reported that students were overwhelmingly against it. 

A. Luis stated that it seemed too impersonal. T. Karch questioned the quality of the instructor 
involved, since Geneseo prides itself on the quality of its own instructors. M. Gabay questioned a course 
which had not gone through Senate approval, but A. Whitehead replied that an experimental course was 
allowed to run a semester without prior approval. J. White was concerned about the effects of such an 
experiment on learning on campus, while J. McCartin stated that he would be interested in finding out 
more about what students have to say regarding this issue. 

B. Lofquist read a resolution being proposed at the Policy Committee concerning Distance 
Learning. The Student Affairs Committee voted to support any resolution that requests that Distance 
Learning be halted until further discussion. 

In other news, S. Bailey told the Committee that she is looking into flex hours to serve the 
non-traditional students. 

Our meeting adjourned at 5:15 pm. It was our last meeting of the academic year 
Respecffully submitted, 
Cynthia Klima 
Department of Foreign Languages 

-----------------------------------------------------............................................................................................................ . 

Policy Committee Minutes 
April23, 1996 

Members Present: J. Boiani, G. DeBolt, S. Derne, B. Evans, B. Gohlman, T. Greenfield, S. Hanft, S. 
Hozman, R. Lin, J. Luk, B. Ristow, J. Stone, J. Williams 

Distance Learnin~: Courses The Policy Committee discussed concerns revolving around the plan to offer 
distance learning courses in the fall. Dean Greenfield reviewed the procedures for offering experimental 
courses. It has been acceptable practice for department chairs and the Dean to work together to allow the 
offering of experimental courses on a "one-time only" basis. Any offering of such a course beyond one 
semester would have to be submitted through the standard, appropriate procedures of College Senate. 

Members of the Committee expressed deep concern that the entire project seemed to come as such 3 

surprise to both students and faculty. Several members of the Committee were not aware of the specific 
courses until the flyer announcing the courses to students began to circulate. 
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J. Williams made the following motion: 

RESOLVED: We the members of the College Senate hereby express our concern over the handling of 
issues relating to the planned implementation of distance learning at Geneseo in the fall semester of 1996. 
Given the ramifications of this innovation for academic policy, the Academic Policy Committee and the 
College Senate itself should have reviewed any such plans prior to this College submitting an application 
for a grant to participate in a pilot program. In a similar way, both the Policy and Curriculum Committees 
and the College Senate itself should have approved proposals for any actual courses to be taught using such 
facilities to ensure that both procedures for the review of such courses are established and that the courses 
meet the intellectual standards of similar-level courses at Geneseo. The failure of participants in this plan to 
consult with the College Senate or to notify most of the College Community of the planned implementation 
of distance learning undermines the College Senate's role in shared governance of academic programs at 
Geneseo. We therefore urge that plans to offer distance learning courses this fall be postponed so that the 
campus administration and the College Senate and its committees have a chance to work out the policies 
and procedures under which such courses may properly be offered. 

This motion was seconded by B. Gohlman. The motion was passed (Yes= 8; No= 0; Abstentions= 5). 

Departmental Honors The Committee was asked to consider the possibility of allowing students who 
complete Departmental Honors programs receive "With Honors in [the department]" on their diplomas as 
well as their transcripts. Many issues regarding the current opportunities for students to receive some form 
of honors. 

J. Williams moved that: departmental honors be clearly indicated on transcripts and diplomas. No second 
was made. 

J. Boiani moved that: departmental honors be clearly indicated on transcripts. The motion was seconded by 
J. Williams. The motion carried (Yes= 12, No= 0; Abstentions= 1). 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:30p.m. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Undergraduate Curriculum Committee 
April 23, 1996 

Members present: A. Morris, S. Baxi, N. Pollot, l. Wrubel, J. Hunter, K. Jones, M. 
Stolee, L. Sancilio, D. Watt, R. McCluskey, B. Mason, J. Allen, T.Macula, s. Edgar, D. 
McPherson, L. Stone, M. Lacelle-Peterson 

Guests: J. Johnston, L. House, S. lyer 

The meeting was called to order at 4:05. Minutes from the last meeting were approved. 
With modfication, the agenda was accepted. 

Communicative Disorders and Sciences 

A motion was made and seconded to remove the standards requirement of this 
department from the table. A revised form of the standards had been presented to the 
committee (see attached). It is important to note that there are three decision points In 
this proposal: 1) a 2.5 major GPA is needed in the introductory courses to enter the pre· 
clinical courses; (#1 in proposal) 2) a major GPA is then needed in the pre-clinical 
courses to enter into campus clinic instruction (#2and 3), and 3) a major and overall 
GPA are needed to enter into student teaching(#-!). Failure to meet the requirements at 
the first two points means that the student cannot progress any further with the major. 
At the third point, the student is prohibited from attaining certification but can go the 
non-certification route by not going student teaching (#5 in the proposal) .. 

Chair L House was present to anc;wer questions and first provided information 
regarding rationale for the requirement. House indicated that with close to 400 majors 
there is a extremely high load on the nine faculty members for. classroom instructio~ 
the number of majors has been creeping up over the last years. There arc 
approximately 80 students that are scheduled into the campus clinic each semester and 
this overloads the clinic in terms of space and clinical cases available. In a number of 
discussions with the dean and the provost, House indicated that the usc of the student's 
GPA appeared to be the best criterion to make decisions regarding major status. The 
suggestion for the overall GPA was suggested by the administration. The policy has 
been in practice this year and 4 students were affected by the policy this year and thus 
not allowed to continue. It remains to be seen if the policy would be effective in 
controlling the number of students over time. House indicated that if the proposal 
passed it would be used for another year and then re-evaluated. Other questions from 
the committee focused on whether students would know early enough in their academic 
career about their status within the department, ie. so that they could chose another 
major and still graduate on time. House indicated that if students enter the major as 
freshmen, they would know their status at the end of the freshmen or sophomore year, 
but she did reveal that the major has mostly internal transfers. Therefore, these 
students would know about their ability to continue with the major as late as the end of 
their junior year. Further inquiry regarded whether students were warned early enough 
of their status; House indicated that as much as possible this was and would be done. 
Other concern about the proposal centered on the fact that the college has a 2.0 
standard for satisfactory progress. 

Other suggestions were made relating to the control of student numbers, ie.limiting the 
number of students that could be taken into the clinic. If closed out of clinic, a student 
committed to the major might be Willing to add more time to time at Genesco ln order 
to continue in the major. Other comments indicated that rationale such as these would 
be more arbitrary as they were dependent on the registration process. It was noted that 
the consequences of a student's academic performance was a better method for 
controlling the major. If the student knows up front what is needed to continue in the 
major, then her performance determines the outcome. 

The committee was reminded that the School of Business uc;es a similar policy of 
restricting major status dependent on GPA; this has been approved for uc;c. It was also 
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noted that students repeating D and E courses in order to continue in the major would 
not lead to a solution as they will continue to put more academic load on the faculty. 
Perhaps a cap on admissions into the department was needed. 

The question was called and the proposal passed with one nay vote. 

Mathematics 

-Revised course. Math 213. Applied Calculus I 

A motion was made and seconded to revise this course as follows: 

This course has been a related requirement for the School of Business and 
will continue in that capacity. Effective the fall semester 199G, however, 
Math 113 (Finite Mathematics for Social Sciences) ceased to be required 
by the School of Business as a related requirement. It is felt by both the 
Mathematics Dept and the School of Business that one of the math 113 
topics, the solution of linear systems, involves techniques of sufficient 
importance to business and economics majors that they be retained by 
the Mathematics Dept as part of Math 213. Since coverage of this topic 
generally requires 1/-1 to 1/3 of a semester, it is proposed that the course 
meet -1 hours per week and that students be awarded -1 credits. 

Course description: The student will be introduced to the mathematics of 
linear systems and to the concepts, methods and applications of calculus. 
Mathematical questions arising in business and the life and social sdences 
will be modeled and solved using these tools. Topics to be covered include 
linear systems of equations, matrix techniques, functions, limits, continuity, 
differentiation and integration. The approach will be graphical, numerical 
and analytic. Prerequisite: Math 112 or -1 years of high school mathematics. 
Not available to students with credit for Math 221. -1 (-1-0) 

This course is to be considered for critical reasoning core but not at this time. It was 
queried whether taking this course would be adequate for taking Math 222; Macula 
indicated that· generally not, but that it was possible. Students taking 213 would not be 
given credit for the taking of 221 if it was taken after the latter. Through advisement, 
Business majors would be directed into this 213 and 21-1 sequence although some may 
have the background needed for the 221 and 222 sequence. This new sequence allows 
for more math options. 

The motion for Math 213 was put to a vote and passed unanimously. 

New course. Math 214. Applied Calculus II 

A motion was made and seconded to create this new course with the following 
description and justification: 

Course description: A continuation of Math 213, Applied Calculus I, designed 
to introduce the student to applications of the calculus arising in business and 
the life and social sciences. Topics considered include ordinary differential 
equations, multivariable calculus, probability and statistics. 
Prerequisite: Mth 213 or Math 221 or permission of instructor. 3 (3-0) 

justification: Recent discussions with the School of Business have revealed the need of 
many of their majors for a two semester sequence in calculuc;; particularly those 
students wishing to apply to graduate school. The sequence Math 221-222 (Calculus I 
and ll) offered by the Mathematics Department is oriented primarily towards the 
mathematics, natural science and engineering major and not toward the many business 
majors who have taken this route. Those students have taken Math 213 (currently 
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Calculus for Social Sciences) as a related requirement have found it difficult to move 
into Math 222 to complete their two semesters of calculus in preparation for graduate 
school. The Ivlathematics Department now views Math 213 (Applied Calculuc; n as the 
first of a two semester in applied calculus whose content has been designed keeping the 
needs of the business and life and social science major in mind. 

Only few questions were asked regarding this course. Macula indicated that it would be 
possible to take Math 221 and then 21-t; Math 222 and 21-l arc completely different 
courses. 

The motion to create the new course Math 21-l passed unanimously. 

School of Performing Arts 

A motion was made and seconded to make the following course revisionc;. 

Revisions: 
Muse 317. Orchestration 

change in prerequisite from: Muse 311 and permission of inc;tructor 
to: Muse 211 and permission of instructor 

The proposed Mw;c 317 prerequisite change from Muse 311 Theory of 
Music m to Muse 211 Theory of Music II will provide earlier enrollment 
opportunities for students who wish to pursue studies in orchestration 
(Muse 317) and instrumental conducting (l\Iusc 366) 

Muse 365. Conducting I 

change in prerequisite from: Muse 211 
to: Muse 211; two previous semesters pltL'i 

concurrent enrollment in Muse 160 Carol Choristers, Muse 1 oO 
Chamber Singers, Muc;c 160 Festival Chorus, Muse 163 Chamber 
Symphony, Muse 165 Wind Ensemble, or Muse 165 Percuc;sion 
Ensemble; or permission of instructor 

The proposed Muse 365 Conducting I and Mw;c 366 Conducting U 
prerequisite addition<> concerning music ensemble experience will 
ensure that students will have appropriate experiences in participation 
and observation of conducted ensembles before and during their 
conducting studies. 

Muse 366. Conducting II 

change in prerequisite from: Muse 365 or permission of instructor 
to: Mu<;c 317; Muc;c 365; concurrent 

enrollment in Muse 160 Carol Choristers, 1\Iuse 160 Chamber 
Singers, Muse 160 Festival Chorus, Muse 163 Chamber Symphony, 
Muse 165 Wind Ensemble, or Muse 165 Percussion Ensemble; 
or permission of instructor 

With no discussion, these three revisions passed unanimously. 

Physics 

Revised course: Phys 352. Introduction to Quantum Mechanics 
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A motion was made and seconded to make the following course revision: change of the 
title from above to: Quantum Mechanics. 

Justification: The new course title better reflects the level of the course content. 
Students receive an introduction to Quantum Mechanics as part of Analytical Physics IV. 
Phys 332 builds on that material, carrying students from the origins of quantum theory 
to the explanation of electron energy states in hydrogenic atoms. 

This motion was put to a vote and passed unanimously. 

New course: Phys 353. Advanced Quantum Mechanics 

A motion was made and seconded to create this new course (see attached). 

Physics representative lyer was asked how often the course might be taught and how 
many students might be enrolled; she indicated probably every other year and five 
students respectively. The need for the course \Vas partially identified through an alumni 
survey. 

The motion to create Phys 353 passed unanimously. 

New Business: 

UCC member Allen brought a resolution regarding distance learning to the committee. 
Concern within this academic community had arisen in the past weeks due to the 
proposed experimental offering of two transfer philosophy courses via distance learning 
and through a Westnet grant in the fall. Allen said that a similar proposal was being 
brought to 4 standing Senate committees indicating grave concern that the faculty had not 
been consulted before the acceptance of this grant nor had the proposal gone through 
normal governance procedures. It would lie with the Executive Committee as to how 
such a resolution if passed would move to the floor of the Senate, ie what committee 
would forward it etc. Also, the committee was reminded that such a resolution would not 
be binding as we serve in an advising capacity only, but the resolution would be an 
expression of concern. 

Discussion ensued on several fronts. Some felt that the distance learning courses should 
be viewed as experimental in the same way other experimental offerings are allowed 
through the dean's office; perhaps what was needed was more clarification from the 
provost's office- ie we may not know if the courses are an integral part of the grant. We 
also don't know the implication of the elimination of these courses. It was also stated 
that the advent of technology in pedagogy is upon us and needs to be addressed; there are 
also many pennutations of distance learning formats. Students have recently talked wit~ 
the provost and one concern addressed was about just tacitly accepting that technology IS 

here and needs to be utilized. Others felt that the offerings should be cancelled as the 
resolution stated so that "the college Senate and its committees have a chance to work out 
the policies and procedures under which such courses may properly be offered". It was 
argued that we don't know the legal and practical ramifications of allowing this type of 
course plus the offerings were being proposed for the fall. It seems reasonable that since 
there are so many uncertainties in this venture, it is only reasonable that consultation and 
consideration must take place in advance. A precedent could be estabished by allowing 
this type of course offering. Also, there was no evaluation process for this venture in 
place. There was also concern that once in place, the offering of this type of course might 
have a momentum all its own. Perhaps once in place, discussion might never happen. 
Others had difficulty with the strong and reactive wording of the resolution. 

The committee reworded the resolution as following: 

We support the campus tradition of making major decisions in a consultative 
manner. Therefore, be it resolved that we the members of the College Senate 
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~ere by expr~ss our c.oncern over .the handling of issues relating to the planned 
1mplementahon of d1stance leammg at Geneseo in the fall semester 1996. 
Given the potential ramifications of this innovation for academic policy. the 
Academic Policy Committee and the College Senate itself should have 
reviewed any such plans prior to the College even submitting an application 
for a grant to participate in a pilot program. In a similar way, both the Policy 
and Curriculum Committees and the College Senate itself should have approved 
proposals for any actual courses to be taught using such facilities to ensure that 
both procedures for the review of such courses are established and that the 
courses meet the intellectual standards of similar level courses at Geneseo. 
We therefore urge that plans to offer courses via distance learning be considered 
experimental in nature with the addition of evaluation and consultation. 

In this form, the resolution passed unanimously. 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:00. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Undergraduate Curriculum Committee 

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

DATE: 4/1/96 

RE: Revised department standards 

Standards Requirement 

These standards apply to all students who are declared majors In the 
Department of Communicative Disorders and Sciences and declared 
their major Fall 1995 or later. 

1. Students must earn a 2.5 average in SP&A 142, 150, 221, and 228 (and 259 if 
taken) in order to go on to further courses in the department. The 2.5 cannot 
include any grades of 0 orE in the above courses. Students must repeat D orE 
courses prior to moving o~o further courses in the major. Failure to achieve a 2.5 
with no D orE grades in the above courses excludes the student from further 
coursework in the department. 

2. Students fulfilling #1 above, must complete SP&A 238, 240, 241 and 242 (if others 
i.e. 357 or 358 have been taken, grades for those courses will be included) and 
earn a major gpa of 2.5 with no D orE grades. 0 or E courses may be repeated 
prior to moving on to further cou.rses in the major. Failure to achieve a 2.5 with no 
D orE grades in the above courses excludes the student from further coursework 
in the department. 

3. Students fulfilling item #2, above, who also have a 2.5 overall cumulative gpa may 
enter clinic SP&A 330 and 331. 

4. Students with a 2.5 overall cumulative gpa and a 2.6 in the major, with noD orE 
grades in the major who have fulfilled #1, 2, and 3 above may enroll in the student 
teaching semester courses SP&A 361, 362 and 363. 

5. Students not qualified to student teach may complete the Communicative 
Disorders and Sciences major (non-cert). They may not continue in the 
certification program. 

Rationale: Graduate school admission is very competitive and students with an 
overall or major gpa under 3.00 would receive an automatic denial. 
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(Program Name/Course Title) 
(Subject Prefu and Course Number) 

VITI. justification 

Recent discussions with the School of Business have revealed the need 
of many of their majors for a two semester sequence in calculus; particularly 
those students wishing to apply to graduate school. The sequence Math 221-
222 (Calculus I & II ), offered by the Mathematics Department is oriented 
primarily toward the mathematics, natural science and engineering major and 
not toward the many business majors who have taken this route. Those 
students who have taken Math 213 (currently entitled Calculus for Social 
Sciences) as a related requirement have found it difficult to move into Math 
222 to complete their two semesters of calculus in preparation for graduate· 
school. The Mathematics Department now views Math 213 (Applied Calculus 
I) as the first of a two semester sequence in applied calculus whose content 
has been designed keeping the needs of the business and life and social 
science major in mind. 

XII. A. Course description as it will appear in the College Bulletin 

. A continuation of Math 213, Applied Calculus I, designed to intro~uce 
tli.e student· to applications of the calculus aris~g in b~_siness. and the ~1fc and 
social sciences. Topics considered include ordinary ditf:r~nnal equations, 
multivariable calculus, probability and statistics. PrereqUisite: Math 213 or 
Math 221 or permission of instructor. 3(3-0). 

XII. B. Purpose and objectives 

This course is designed to provide students in the life and social 
sciences and the School of Business with insight into the applications of the 
calculus within their discipline. 
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XII. C. Detailed content outline 

1. Introduction to Differential Equations 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 

modeling with differential equations 
slope fields and solutions 
separable equations 
linear differential equations 
the logistic equation 

2. Sequences and Series 

a. sequences 
b. series 
c. convergence and geometric series 
d. calculus of power series 

3. Multivariable Calculus 

a. ' functions of more than one variable 
b. partial derivatives 
c. optimization and Lagrange multipliers 
d. iterated integrals 
e. applications of functions of several variables 

4. Probability and Statistics 

a. 
b. 

c. 

d. 
e. 
f. 

descriptive statistics 
sample space, event,counting rules, probability and conditional 

probability 
random variable, probability distribution, joint probability 

distribution and marginal distribution 
mathematical expectation 
~screte random variables, binomial distribution 
continuous random variable, normal distribution 
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~ced ouan~um Mecnan1cs 
(Program Name/Course Title) 

A. Course Description 

l'HYS 353 
(Subject Prefix and Course Number) 

This course will cover advanced topics in Quantum Mechanics as well as applications and 
approximations to real physical problems. The Dirac description of quantum mechanics 
will be used extensively in this course as well as the functional forms described by 
Schrodinger. One, two and three dimensional bound state problems will be studied in 
addition to scattering theory. Approximation methods, such as time dependent 
perturbation theory, Hartree-Fock method, variational method and the Born 
approximation, will be used to solve physical problems to first and second order. Systems 
of more than one particle will be briefly studied. Prerequisites: Phys. 352. 3(3-0). 
Offered when demand is sufficient. 

B. Purpose 

To advance the topics offered in the Quantum Mechanics course and to apply quantum 
mechanics to real physical systems. 

C. Outline 

Spin and Matrices 
Basis States 
Operators 
Matrices 
Polarization 

· Transformation Matrices 

Angular Momentum 
Spin addition 
General Coupling Method 
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients 
EPR experiment 

Approximation Methods · 
Time-independent Perturbation Theory 
Degenerate Perturbation Theory 
Variation Method 
Fine Structure of Hydrogen 
Anomalous Zeeman Effect 
Hartree Foch Method 

General Quantum Systems 
Bose-Einstein statistics 
Dirac-Fermi statistics 
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Timl! dependent perturbation theory 
First order theory 
Periodic pe1turbation: Fermi's Golden Rule 
Electromagnet interaction 
Spontaneous emission 
Radioactive decay 
Born approximation 

Scattering theory 
Differential cross section 
Total cross section 
Partial wave expansion 
Scattering from potential wells 
Inelastic scattering 

D. Evaluation 

graded homework 
3 exams 
final exam 

E. Bibliography 

Principles of Quantum Mechanics 
Hans C. Ohanian 

Quantum Physics of Atoms, Molecules, Solids, Nuclei and Particles 
Robert Eisberg and Robert Resnick 

Modern Physics and Quantum Mechanics 
Elmer Anderson 

The Quantum Theory 
David Park 

Quantum Mechanics 
Amit Goswami 
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