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All College Meeting 
October 24, 1995 

4:00 PM Newton 204 

AGENDA 

Call to Order 

Presentation of Nominees for the Committee on Faculty Personnel 

Presentation of Nominees for the Nominations and Elections Committee 

Call for Additional Nominations for the Nominations and Elections Committee 

Adjournment 

College Senate Meeting 
October 24, 1995 

4: I 0 PM Newton 204 

AGENDA 

Call to Order 

Adoption of the Agenda 

Approval of Minutes of Previous M . 

(9/19/95 -- 1996-96 Bulletin #3, PP:~~a~ 
Senate Reports 

President's Report 
Provost's Report 
Chair's Report 

Treasurer's Report 
University F 1 acu ty Senator's R 
Central Counc·l R eport 1 eport 
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C. Dahl 
F. Fidura 
E. Wallace 
C. Leary 
j. Reber 
C. Silverman 



Reports of the Standing Committees of the Senate: 

Undergraduate Curriculum K. Jones 
New Courses (2nd Reading) 

AMST 393 {pp 34-38) 
ENGL 393 (pp 39-42) 
HP&E 21 0 (pp 43-45) 
INTO 100 (pp 46-51) 

Course Revision (2nd Reading) 

INTO 395 (AMST 395) (pp 52-53) 
Program Revisions (2nd Reading) 

American Studies Program: 
Revisions to BA Major and Minor (pp 62-68) 

School of Performing Arts 
Revision to Dance Concentration (pp 69-71) 

Women's Studies Program 
Revision to Minor (p 27) 

Course Revision (I st Reading) 

WRTG I 0 I English Language and Culture (pp 133 ) 
Revised Programs (I st Reading) 

B.S. in Biochemistry (p 134) 
B.S. in Medical Technology (p 138) 
B.A. in Sociology (p 142) 

Includes a new course: 
SOCL 375 Senior Seminar: Social Inquiry 
(p 148) 

Core Revision (I st Reading) 
HUMN 220/221 (pp 54-61) 

New Courses (I st Reading) 
ArtH 171 Introduction to the history of Western Art 

Prehistoric Through Gothic (p ISO) 
ArtH In Introduction to the History of Western Art: 

Renaissance Through Contemporary (p 
153) 

Course Deletion _(I st Reading) 
ArtH 170 History and Appreciation of Western Art 

(p 156) 
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Faculty Affairs 
Policy 

R. Anemone 
G.DeBolt 

Student Affairs 
Graduate Affairs 

A. Whitehead 
K. Fletcher 

Unfinished Business 

New Business 

Adjournment 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------···-··· 

Faculty Affairs Commit1ee 
Minutes from October 17, 1995 

Present: R. Anemone (Chair), M. Mitschow, J. Lovett, E. Kannyo, M. Navarro, D. Repins~J 
Bearden, J. Scrafford, K. Gates, S. Padalino, J. Over, J.Liu, K. Broikou, H. Kirk:wood. 
Guests: J. McNally, G. DePuy Absent: S. Andrews Excused: D. Tamarin 

Jim McNally and Glenn DePuy, both from the Office oflnstitutional Research,joineduH 
today's meeting in order to answer some of our questions about the current SOFI data analysis fa 
and presentation and to hear about some of the proposed changes that the committee is ' 
discussing. In response to some of our questions, Jim and Glenn informed us that the current . 
college mean SOFI scores are indeed means of all student responses (not means of course-sed!~ 
means), that all Departments within the School of Business are lumped in the calculation of 
Department means (e.g., separate departmental means are not calculated for Economics, 
Management and Accounting courses) whereas Special Education and Education Department 
means are calculated separately, and that undergraduate and graduate student responses are 
lumped within the appropriate departments (i.e., Education, Speech and Hearing, and Biologyi 
We learned that a significant amount of programmer time and effort will be required to redo tile 

graphical presentation of SOFI data (2 months were required for the development of the curr~ 
format), we learned why this is so (the code for printing histograms is currently written in 
Postscript), and we were informed of the enormous size of this data analysis job (nearly 20,~ 
completed SOFI forms per semester). 

The Committee described to Jim and Glenn 2 major suggested changes to the SOFI 
analysis instrument: ( 1) replacing the current all college means with some set of more mearuf 
comparisons (see below for a discussion of these more meaningful comparisons), and (2) 
replacing the current histogram showing the mean SOFI score for each question with a histo' 
showing the distribution of responses for each question with the mean and standard deviation 
provided in tabular form. In response to Jim and Glenn's concerns that these changes would 
necessitate a major programming effort at recoding the data analysis sheet, we suggested that 
some of the committee's more computer and statistics literate members do some exploratory &U i't 
analysis of real SOFI data (provided by Jim). Using some of the statistical packages · 
that we are familiar with (e.g., SPSS, SAS) we will try to determine if the modificationsthat .~t , 
seek can be more easily attained through the use of one of these tools rather than the inteDSJit : 
coding required by the current system and tools. i 



Jim and Glenn had two very important suggestions for the Committee to think about. The 
first was that the Committee seek the counsel of other interested constituencies (e.g., department 
chairs, faculty personnel committee members, office of the Provost) before we proceed too far in 
redesigning the SOFI analysis form, and we agreed that this would be appropriate and important. 
The second was that the Senate should rethink its current policy of revising the SOFI instrument 
every three years. This suggestion also struck a responsive chord with members of the 
Committee, many of whom are concerned that the loss of continuity and of the ability to track 
trends in SOFI results over a 5 - 10 year period is a serious structural problem built into the 
current system. Finally, the Committee came up with a draft format for presentation of and 
an alternative set of course comparisons for SOFI data. 
To replace the current set of histograms of course-section, department and college means for each 
question, we suggest the following set of two histograms for each of the 7 SOFI questions. 

1. The first histogram portrays the distribution of student responses in that course-section. 
The rationale here is that, while the mean score is interesting. much additional interesting 
information can be gleaned from a graphic look at the distribution of student responses (e.g., 
outliers, skew). 

2. A second histogram compares the mean and standard deviation of the individual 
course-section to three comparable sets of course-sections. The first relevant comparison is with 
all other courses in the department, and we suggest keeping the departmental mean. The 
important criteria for the other two comparisons, we argue, are the number of students enrolled in 
the class, the level at which the class is taught, and the disciplinary area in which the course is 
situated. Therefore, we suggest an all college comparison with courses that are similar in 
enrollment and in level, and a within-disciplinary area comparison with comparable classes (again, 
as defined by similar enrollment and similar level). 
We suggest the following "taxonomy" of courses based on these three parameters: 

Disciplinary Area 
Natural Sciences 
Social Sciences 

Course Level 
1 00 level classes 
200-300 level 

Class Enrollment 
<25 students 
26-75 students 

Humanities 400 level >75 students 
Fine Arts 
School of Education /Speech and Hearing Sciences 
School of Business 

Thus, for example, a 100 level course in Anthropology with 120 students enrolled would 
be compared with (1) the mean for all Anthropology classes, (2) the mean for all100 level Social 
Science courses with more than 75 students, and (3) the mean for all 100 level courses in the 
entire college which have more than 75 students enrolled. 

We suggest that these comparisons would be more informative and meaningful 
than the current comparison between individual course-sections and the 
college mean. 

The committee will meet again in two weeks time, in Sturges 28 at 4 PM on 
Halloween, October 3 1. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Robert Anemone 
Chair, FAC 

.c.co 



Directions: 
1. Vote for no more than: 

Sample Ballot 
Fall 1995 Elections 

three nominees for the Nominations and Elections Committee; and 
two nominees for the Committee on Faculty Personnel. 

Indicate you choice by placing a check ( ) in the space proYidcd. 

2. Place the completed ballot in the envelope marked BALLOT. 
3. Insert the envelop marked BALLOT into the en ycJopc in which the ballot was delivm~ 
4. Sign the outside of the envelope in which the ballot was ddi\'crcd on the signature line. 

5. Return the completed ballot to your department secretary by Tuesday, November 7, 199). 

The College Senate will collect the ballots from the department secretaries on Wednesday, 
NovemberS 

Item # 1 Nominees for the Nominations and Elections Committee ( J 995-1997 term): 
Vote for Three (3) 
(Note: Additional Nominations for this committee will be taken from the floor during ilie 
All-College Meeting, _oct. 24, J 995) ~. 

( ) Ehas Savellos Philosophy ' 

( ) Jack Cook School of Business 
( ) Donald Trasher Mathematics 
( ) Cynthia Klima Foreign Language 
( ) Richard A. Smith Chemistry 
( ) Marilyn Board Art 

Item #2 Nominees for the c . ) 
ommtttee on Faculty Personnel ( 1995-1997 term : 

( ) 
Vote for Two (l) 

Eugene Stelzig English 
( ) William Cook History 
( ) Donald Marozas School of Education 
( ) David Meisel 

Physics t't 
( ) Daniel Strang 

School of Business 
( ) Robert Beason 

Biology 



Executive Committee Minutes 

17 October 1995 

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

Excused: C. Dahl. 

CALL TO ORDER 

Senate Chair Wallace called the meeting to order at 12 PM. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

The minutes were approved unanimously as amended. 

REPORTS 

Chair's Report 

1. E. Wallace announced the results of nominations for Faculty Personnel Committee. Dave 
Meisel, Dan Strang, and Robert Beason had the most votes and are qualified. Five nominees 
received the next largest number of votes: Ken Asher, William Cook, Donald Marozas, Robert 
Owens, and Eugene Stelzig. Six nominees are supposed to appear on the ballot. Wallace said that 
the options were either to extend the ballot or to decide among the five remaining nominees for 
the three remaining places. Wallace reminded the Committee that the Senate Constitution calls 
for the Executive Committee to resolve tied nomination votes. 

C. Leary thought it would be acceptable to extend the ballot. A. Whitehead noted that we would 
only be extending the ballot by two persons. But J. Reber opposed extending the ballot because 
such a move would defeat the purpose of the nomination process. Fidura agreed that the 
extension would result in support for a larger number. 

Wallace suggested balancing the committee with two nominees each from science, humanities, 
and professional studies, though he reminded the Committee that the Constitution does not 
require such a balance. Reber also thought balance was a good idea. The Committee then voted 
on the five tied nominees by secret ballot. Cook, Marozas, and Stelzig were elected. 

Wallace will present the slate at the All-College Meeting on 24 October. 

2. By the day that elections closed, the chair of the Committee on Nominations, William Edgar 
had only received one nomination. Wallace has asked him to seek out additional nominees. 
Nominations can be made from the Senate floor during the All-College Meeting. 

3. Wallace said he would need to know about committee business for the monthly Senate Meeting 
by Wednesday evening or Thursday so that he can place the information on the Agenda which will 
be published on 20 October 1995 in the Bulletin. 



President's Report 

No report. 

Provost's Report 

Fidura reminded the Committee about Saturday's academic honors celebration. On Saturday, 21 
October, faculty and students will gather by departments in Sturges Quad at 10 AM to lineup for 
the procession, which starts at 10.30. A reception for faculty, students, and parents \\ill follow in 

Mary Jemison Hall at 11.30. Fidura expects over 500 participants. 

Fidura also reported on the ongoing budget negotiations. It appears that the expected mid-year 
budget cut will be less extreme than has been feared. The Governor is asking SUNY for savings 
of $15 million by 30 June. SUNY will ask the campuses for $10.5 million of this amount, the 
balance coming from projected savings from utilities across the system. 

The Provost also wished to alert the Committee to a possible misinterpretation about next years 
budget. The State Budget Director has requested a budget commission from SUNY using the 
present base amount plus inflation. This does not mean there will be no cuts next year. It's sirnpcy 
a starting point for next year's budget, and the state will still have a budget deficit. 

hi ~· SUNY will ask probably for base plus inflation plus $30 million for next year's budget. T s ,J 
amount breaks down as follows: 

• $1 0 million for technology 
• $10 million for innovative instruction programs 
• $1 0 million for campus renovation. 

B. Anemone wanted to know what the cut for Geneseo would be from the $10.5 million project~ 
SUNY -wide cut; Fidura thought it might be about $200,000 

University Senator's Report 

Three resolutions were passed at the recent meeting of the University Senate: 

1. Support of Transfer and Articulation Conference. 
2. University Senate's Role in Rethinking SUNY. 
3. Effective Grant-Writing Video Course. 

Fidura said we need to be careful about the transfer and articulation resolution. There has been a 
major movement in the SUNY system to allow students completing A A. and A. S. degrees to 
transfer into four-year schools with the proviso that they will have met all of their general 
education requirements. We have not supported this in the past. We do support articulation 
agreements because they specify in advance the requirements for admission to Geneseo. 



Anemone asked if a student with an A.A. degree would automatically qualify for admission to any 
of the SUNY schools. K. Jones thought Geneseo stood alone in its objection to such a 
procedure; Fidura said when this was to be presented as policy to the Board of Trustees, only 
Geneseo had written a letter of objection. Then, at a meeting of SUNY Academic 
Vice-Presidents, Fidura discovered that the presentation to the Board of Trustees had been 
postponed, and then several of his colleagues revealed that they also opposed the policy, though 
hadn't sent letters of objection. 

Reber then shared a letter from Vincent Aceto, president of University Faculty Senate. Aceto 
attended a Board of Trustees meeting on 9 October, where almost all the discussion centered on 
cost-effectiveness and budget matters with little reference to quality or excellence. Aceto 
proposed that the Board of Trustees not use national norms for teaching productivity, substituting 
models of productivity from SUNY campuses who have achieved national distinction. 

Subsequently, Trustee Thomas Egan, Co-Chair of the Structure and Operations Subcommittee, 
talked with Aceto, since Egan's subcommittee is concerned with teaching productivity. He 
assured Aceto that the Trustees do care about quality. Aceto wants information on quality, 
academic excellence, and faculty productivity as quickly as possible. Fidura pointed out with some 
incredulity that this information is available from SUNY. Reber lamented that he had no time to 
do this but would support anyone who did this. 

Fidura reminded the Conunittee that Geneseo is a model of quality and efficiency, and the 
Trustees are becoming aware of this. We are the most efficient campus in SUNY. The cost per 
student credit hour is the lowest; our I &DR (Instruction and Department Research) costs are 
third from the lowest. 

Reber furthe~ eported that Aceto believes the strength of SUNY Central as opposed to the 
autonomy of campuses will be a large issue. UUP is pushing hard to keep Central Administration 
very strong; the union seems to be the only group that wants this. 

Another matter of importance from Aceto was contact hours vs. class size. The average size of 
SUNY college classes is 28.5 students; for public comprehensive schools, our peer group 
nationwide, the average is 35. The average class size at SUNY Centers, meanwhile, is 33.6, 43 .7 
at public research institutions. Our class sizes are small compared to our peers, but our contact 
hours are comparable. 

There is a proposal to increase class sizes by 6%, eliminating 453 faculty positions. The 
University Senate argues that SUNY cannot retain quality with increased class size. Reber was 
concerned that the Central Administration and the administrations of the Colleges will see this 
data and decide to eliminate upper-division small class sizes. The reason that SUNY campuses are 
on Money magazine's list and others' is that we have small class sizes. Fidura said that Interim 
Provost Weber originally highlighted these numbers and concluded that there were not enough 
classes of 100-200. So it's a matter of increasing the number of large classes. Anemone thought 
this flies in the face of all we know about how students best learn. Reber said that it's a matter of 
money. 

Bossung asked if SUNY has looked at this matter over time. How have our class sizes been in 
the past? Reber didn't know; Fidura said it was hard getting these numbers; Bossung said they're 



going to be influential in the upcoming restructuring debate. Fidura explained that numbers from 

CASA reports go back 1 year; numbers from the National Association of College and Universi~ !a 
Business Officers go back two years. Fidura said classes are probably getting smaller here at ~ 
Geneseo. If the numbers are exaggerated, they're high. 

Fletcher pointed out the difference between 28 students and 100. Reber said that qualitymay not 
necessarily drop if you have a few classes of 50 students versus more classes of 20 students. 
Anemone inquired ifthere is a threshold when a critical number is reached. G. De Bolt saidtha\ 
in studies of public schools, the findings are counter-intuitive. Class size has little or no effect on 

student achievement. The real factor is the quality of the teacher. Reber also saw this finding in 

college studies, at least based on testing. But Wallace objected that these studies are alwaysbaseJ 
on tests, never writing assignments, and writing is part of our college's mission. 

In the final analysis, Reber thinks class size will probably increase. 

Before Reber had to leave, Wallace provided the Committee with copies of a Washington Post 
article about a Virginia businessman who is lobbying the state for more funds for public universi~ 
education. 

Treasurer's Report 

C. Leary said that the Fund Appeal letter has gone out. Anemone wanted to know if one can 
1 

earmark App~al donatio~s. Leary ~d w_e haven't done that in the past; Reber thought it would~ ,t 
more appropnate to destgnate specific gifts through the Geneseo Foundation. · 

Wallace added that he and Leary had sent flowers to the family of the late Dan Fink on behalf of 
the Senate. 

Vice Chair's Report 

S. Bossung reported that the two Excellence Subcommittees met in early October and are busy 
pursuing their charges. 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee Report 

K. Jones said that the Committee would meet after a few week's hiatus this afternoon at 4 PM in 
Sturges 1 I 1. The Committee will look at 5 revised courses, 3 new courses, and 3 revised 
programs, including a B.S. in biochemistry and a B.S. in medical technology. 

Wallace wanted to know if the Humanities revision would come up in Senate; Jones said it would 

Reber asked if the issue of 500/o common readings had been resolved. Jones explained that the 
issue had to be discussed by the Humanities faculty, but when it came to UCC, the issue did not 
appear important to talk about. It doesn't seem to be something that will make a large difference ; ') 
in how the Senate will vote. There will not be a 50% common readings requirement. 

Reber was concerned that without the common readings there would no longer be a common 
Humanities course. Jones explained that the counter-argument was that there are common themes 



and hlstorical issues while allowing faculty choice on specific readings. Wallace said tills could be 
source of debate in Senate. 

Policy Committee Report 

No report. 

Graduate Affairs Report 

Fletcher said the Committee will next meet on 31 October. The Committee will discuss one 
program being revised, plus 3 new courses, and 1 revised course. Fletcher asked for advice about 
time frames and deadlines. 

Jones responded about deadlines. The end of October deadline is a matter of getting things 
printed for course schedules for the fall of 1996. Fletcher wanted to know if we have to wony 
about waiving first readings and whether we can vote in November and December for something 
being offered in the spring. Jones responded that once curriculum changes are approved by the 
Senate, those changes are in effect immediately, whether or not they are included in the current 
catalog. 

Faculty Affairs Committee Report 

Anemone reported that the Committee met two weeks ago. The main topic was the revised 
format for analysis of SOFI data. With a new SOFI form, we need a new data sheet form Jim 
McNally. We'll continue this conversation between the Committee and Jim McNally and Glenn 
DePuy at 4 PM in Sturges 28. 

Fletcher asked ifthere had been any discussion of using the standard deviation. Anemone said that 
the Committee hopes we can include distribution of data, not just means. 

Student Affairs Committee Report 

Whitehead reported that the Committee met once recently and discussed the resolution reminding 
student organizations that academics comes first. This resolution will 

Whitehead wanted to know whether the Committee would also have to send out a reminder about 
student representation on department committees. W. Spruill said this policy was implemented 
across campus and was taken care of through the Provost's Office and Department Chairs. When 
the discussion occurred in the Chairs' meeting, it was discovered that departments were following 
the rule even if they didn't know the rule existed. Spruill continues to think it would be a good 
idea to announce representation policy this through the Provost's office to the Chairs. 

The Committee is also investigating the cost of textbooks; the syllabus must be posted, says the 
Provost, on the first day of classes. 

Whitehead said the Committee will meet again on October. 



Anemone wanted to know if the Committee had discussed media reports on fights in local 
fraternities off campus. Whitehead replied that the issue had not been raised, but can be. C. 
Cusack has heard complaints about such fights . Wallace doesn't think that the campus police 
could leave campus to deal with this, anyway. Wallace said Brian De Marco brought thisupin 
Planning Council last week. College Senate and Central Council might get together and make a 

I strong statement of concern. 1 

Central Council Report 
I 

C Cusack reported that a fax arrived yesterday from the SUNY Student Association aboutal~ I 
October meeting in Albany between Student Association Presidents and the SUNY Board of 
Trustees; Central Council Chair Cary Silverman will not be able to attend, so Cusack will go inffi! 
place. She asked for suggestions about what issues she might bring up at this meeting .. 

NEW BUSINESS 

Kathy Trainer sent something to the Committee about the 125th Anniversary Commemoration. 
What should Senate's involvement be? Should we send a representative? Whitehead is already on 

one of the subcommittees. Perhaps we could put something in a 1996 Bulletin from archives, 
Wallace offered. Spruill said the archives are incomplete and disorganized. De Bolt saidwe coull 
pursue the use of a research summer grant to have someone look at these and systematize them 
Wallace said he should work with Bossung on this. 

OLD BUSINESS 

There was no old business. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Chair Wallace adjourned the meeting at 12.52 PM. 

Respectfully submitted 
' 

Graham N Drake 
College Senate Secretary 

I 



----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Note from the Chair 
Concerning 

Support Material for 
Curriculum Proposals 

Due to the large number of curriculum proposals that are making their way 
through the Undergraduate Curriculum Committee, and due the volume of 
material that is submitted in support of many of these proposals, only the portions 
of the proposals that are judged to be most relevant to senators (i.e. justification 
for changes, course descriptions, etc.) will be published in the Bulletin. Reading 
lists, sample syllabi and other support items are available in the Chair's Office 
(currently Blake E-1 17) and can be supplied to individual senators upon request. 



Undergraduate Curriculunt Connnittee 
October 17, 1995 

l\fembers present: S. Baxi, L. \'Vrubel, L. Sancilio, B. 1\fason, ~1. Stolee,]. 
Hunter, A. Morris, S. Edgar, M. LaCelle-Peterson, ]. Allen, 
L. Stone, N. Pollot, R. McCluskey, 1\1. Torres, D. McPherson, T. 1\facula, 
K Jones 

Guests: H. Hoops, D. Geiger, H. Farian, ~. Cylke, 1\1. Board 

The meeting was called to order at 4:0/. 

Minutes from the meeting of September 12 were amended on pg. 27 in 
the Senate Bulletin #2 adding reference to the course Anth I 01 in the 
discussion of the social science core revision. The minutes were 
accepted as amended. 

A motion was made and seconded to accept the agenda. 

The meeting was then opened for the consideration of the following 
proposals: 

Art 
New Course: ArtH 171. Introduction to the History of 

Western Art: Prehistoric Through Gothic 
New Course: ArtH 172. Introduction to the History of 

Western Art: Renaissance Through Contemporary 

A motion was made and seconded to create these hvo new courses. (It 
should be noted that in the first part of the committee's deliberations, 
it \Vas decided that the proposal brought forth by the Art department 
actually constituted the creation of nvo new courses with the deletion 
of the old course, ArtH 170. Further discussion centered on these as 
new courses; the department \\Jill submit the proposal for the deletion 
of ArtH 170.) 

The departmental representative, M. Board was queried as to whether 
these courses would be considered as required electives for the major 
in the future. The answer was affirmative but for now the major \\ill 
continue to have a 12 hour elective requirement with the only stipulation 
that the student complete a six semester-hour sequence in one of the 
specializations. There was also a question raised as to a student 
having taken ArtH I 70 and wishing to ha\'e the more in-depth study 
offered by this new sequence of courses. It was decided that a 
statement needed to be added to the new courses' catalogue 
description which would indicate that they could not be taken if the 



student had completed ArtH 170; further study could be achieYed by 
taking a directed study. 

l\lost discussion regarding these courses centered around their 
possible future designation as fine arts core courses. They first need 
to go to the Fine Arts Core Committee before they come to UCC for 
this further decision, but the committee felt it appropriate and 
desirable to talk about concerns in this area before that time arose. 
Concerns were raised by UCC committee members about the 
evaluation component of the courses which did not include a writing 
requirement. S. Edgar informed the committee of the 1985 assessment 
of the core conducted after the core had been in existence for 5 years. 
At that time a writing requirement was discussed. After much 
deliberation, only one part of this requirement was instituted which is a 
1500 word \\lfiting requirement for all core courses. This requirement 
has been waived for studio courses and other courses that the core 
committees have deemed appropriate. l\1. Board and others talked of 
the large sections in some courses making it difficult to grade student 
papers. If this is seen as a critical part of the core, then staffing issues 
must be addressed. ]. Hunter shared that she was an outside reviewer 
in the assessment last year for the fine arts and was shocked to see 
the grading burden in some of their courses. It was also noted that the 
two courses being proposed are being offered this coming semester as 
experimental courses, Arth 188 and 189 (a change in the master course 
schedule may need to be made to reflect these numbers as the listing 
shows both as 188). These e:\:perimental courses do not have a \\lfiting 
requirement. 

What became clear in the committee discussion is that there likely is 
confusion in the college community about writing re-quirements. 
Departments have been asked to develop their own \\lfiting 
requirements for their majors. \Vhat is questionned is how the general 
education courses are complying with - or being asked to comply with -
the \\-Titing requirement passed in 1985. Some further explanation and 
elaboration of the latter is also needed. 

The question was then called. The motion for the creation of these two 
new courses was put to a vote and passed unanimously. 

Biochemistry 
Revised Program: B.S. in Biochemistry 

A motion was made and seconded to revise this program. A question 
from the committee led program representative and Chemistry chair, D. 
Geiger, to e:\'}Jlain that this change has a long history with rather 
contentious debate within factio.ns in both departments: one group 
wishing fewer hours in the major and the other group contending that 
this would weaken the major. There was no further discussion. 



The motion was put to a vote and passed unanimously. 

Computer Science 
New Course: CSci 219. Object Oriented Design and 

Progranznzing 

A motion \vas made and seconded to create this new course. S. Edgar 
raised a concern regarding the laboratory work referred to in the 
evaluation procedures and questionned whether this was lab or 
recitation work. The departmental representative, H. Farian, explained 
that this was not a lab but a recitation session which occurred once 
weekly. L. \Vrubel e:\:plained that a recitation session has the same 
impact on credit hours as a lecture and also that recitation centers on 
students doing the same thing in the classroom as opposed to a lab 
where students would likely be doing a variety of activities and working 
at their own pace. It appeared from Dr. Farian's examples that these 
sessions were of the recitation type. \Vith more discussion, the 
committee decided that it would be helpful to revisit the lecture/lab/ 
recitation definitions and L. \Vrubel agreed to bring them for the next 
meeting. She added that we will be continuing to wrestle \\ith these 
definitions as technology impacts on pedagogy. 

A motion was made to table this proposal and this passed with one 
dissention. 

English 
Revised Course: Eng/ 254. Introduction to Shakespeare 

A motion was made and seconded to revise this course. Currently it is 
offered as a critical reasoning core course and cannot serve as an 
elective for a major. The proposal is to make this available for use as 
an elective in the major to a student who has taken the course earlier in 
his/her academic career and then wishes to major in English. The 
student would then need to use another course for the critical 
reasoning core requirement. While this was seen as potentially an 
administrative nightmare, it was also not clear to the committee about 
the difference between Engl 2 54 and Engl 3 54 except that the latter may 
focus more on literary critical analysis. There was concern that there 
may be redundancy with the Shakespeare courses. It was also not clear 
as to why these situations could not be handled through waivers as \ 
they arose. The committee concurred that they wished more 
information and neither a departmental representative nor UCC ~ 
member from the English department was present. I 

A motion was made to table the proposal and this passed unanimously. 



Revised Course: Wrtg 101. English Language and Culture 

A motion was made and seconded to revise this course. The revision 
changes the course grading from S/U to letter grades. L. Wrubel 
explained that to obtain an "S", the student must do A, B or C work; to 
obtain a "U", s/he does D orE \Vork. The committee's only question lay 
in the rationale for the change. ]. Hunter offered that there may be 
more incentive for students to put in time and effort in this course if 
graded more differentially. 

The motion was put to a vote and passed unanimously. 

Revised Course: Engl 270. Practical Criticism 

A motion was made and seconded to revise this course. The proposal 
is to change the course number to 170 and to make it a prerequisite or 
co-requisite for any 300-level English literature course. There were a 
number of committee questions and concerns about the justifications 
for these changes. 

A motion was made to table the proposal and this passed unanimously. 

Medical Technology 
Revised Program: B.S. in Medical Technology 

A motion was made and seconded to revise this program. Most 
committee concerns were raised about the related requirements in the 
proposal. ]. Hunter expressed concern that while the basic major 
requirements have been reduced in the proposal, the related 
requirement hours are up considerably. Program representative, H. 
Hoops, indicated that this is largely due to the extra credits given to 
the student in the internship, ie. 30 instead of 26 hours. He added that 
hospitals require at least one math course. There was also some 
question about the presence of CSci 104 along with the other CSci 
courses: 114, 121, 131 as proposed requirements; the query included 
whether adding this didn't make it difficult to S\Vitch from med tech to a 
straight bio major. Hoops said that the proposal showed that if the 
student took CSci 104, s/he would need to fit in another critical 
reasoning core course and also that CSci 104 was transferrable into a 
regular biology major. L. Wrubel also noted some editorial changes in 
course numbers which needed to be made on pg. 3 of the proposal. 

The motion was put to a vote and passed unanimously. 
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School of Education 
Revised Course: Sped 365/475. Con1mrmication for 

Persons with Disabilities 

A motion was made and seconded to revise this course. The 
committee had concerns regarding the difference between 
requirements for the 365 version compared to the -!75 version of the 
course. There was also concern expressed regarding the evaluation 
procedures. It \Vas agreed that more information was required . 

.-\ motion \-Vas made to table the motion and this passed unanimously. 

Sociology 
Revised Program: B.A. in Sociology 

New Course: Soc/ 375. Senior Seminar: Sociological 
Inquiry 

Addition of Soc/ 375 as a required course 
Deletion of required course Anth 100 

A motion was made and seconded to make these revisions and 
addition to the sociology major. The only committee concern raised 
was regarding potential staffing problen1s for Sod 3 75. Departmental 
representative, K. Cylke indicated that the course would likely be 
offered in 3 sections yearly. The sociology faculty is supportive of the 
course and most would exchange teaching a 300 level course for 
teaching this new course. When asked, Cylke also indicated that though 
the course title contains a colon, the title would not go through 
transformations! The reason for dropping the Anth 100 as a 
requirement was that more cross-cultural content is being taught by 
their own staff and there was not justification to requiring anthropology 
over any of the other social sciences. 

The motion was put to a vote and passed unanimously. 

Old Business 

The chair read to committee members a memo from Marilyn .Moore, 
Department of Sports and Recreation, referring to minutes from the 
UCC meeting September 12, 1995. Moore expressed concern that the 
minutes indicated an incorrect assumption that the department would 
offer more electives in H&PE. Moore wished to clarify that when the 
H&PE graduation requirements were dropped, the department lost full 
time teaching staff. In addition to coaching responsibilities, the 
remaining full time staff were given additwnal work responsibilities, 
continued to teach a limited amount of acti\ity courses and maintained 
the theory courses in the coaching certification program, lifeguard 
training and \Vater Safety Instructor. As of the spring 1996 semester 



the department \\ill offer eleven activity courses, ten theory courses 
and eight varsity sports. 

S. Edgar \vho had brought up this concern at the September meeting 
indicated that she was not questionning the workload of the H&PE staff. 
Rather, she said that when the Senate voted to drop the H&PE 
graduation requirements, the provost at the time indicated support for 
offering a good variety of sports electives. 

Other old business included the chair's reminder that the UCC agenda 
for next Tuesday's Senate meeting would include a first reading of the 
revisions to the Humanities core. L. Wrubel further informed the 
committee about the change in the 50% common readings tenet of 
these courses which was not adequately elucidated in the UCC 
deliberations. She spoke to the importance of this common intellectual 
experience and how it is a critical defense for these courses which are 
often challenged by community colleges and SUN'l Central. 

New Business 

T. l\lacula made the reconunendation that UCC set the order of its 
meeting agendas according to the date of receipt of proposals by the 
chair. It was also reconunended that the agenda could be amended if it 
were noted that departmental representatives were not present for 
deliberations. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:17. 
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Form R 

Proposal for a Minor Course Change 

TO: Undergraduate Curriculum Committee 

FROM: Ron Herzman, Chair, English Department 

DATE: September 22, 1995 

SUBJ: Minor Course Change to be effective: Spring 1996 

Current Catalog number: WRT 101 

Current Title: English Language & Culture 

Change: 
change from F.tfr option to letter grades option 

sjl.A 



FORM P 

PROPOSAL FOR A NEW OR REVISED PROGRAM 
(To be submitted for local approval) 

Dcpartmcnt __ ...!B!.!.iol.!Jl~o~g,J..y/~C'""h!..!.:c>:..!n.u1.!.>is!..!.!try!..I----------- Date: Oct. 2. 1995 

Degree Program B.S. in Biochemistry 
(BA, BS. BS in Edu, MA, MS in Edu, Other) 

Major/Minor: Biochemistry 

New Program----------- Revised Program __ __,_X.:...,_ _____ _ 

Area of Certification (if applicable)----------

Pennanent -------- Provisional __________ _ 

I. General Description of Program. including justification for the proposal. Attach additional sheets if 
necessary. . 
The Biochemistry degree program. administered jointly by the Departments of Biology and Chemistry, 
stresses basic science and analytical skills. The program currently requires 56-58 hours of biology and 
chemistry, 11-12 hours of mathematics. 8 hours of physics. and 3-4 hours of computer science. The 
total math/science requirement is a minimum of 75 hours. The goals of the proposed program revision 
are to both reduce the total requirement in science and mathematics and to provide a greater selection 
of elective options within the major. 

II. Are present faculty resources adequate to support this new/revised program? (Please note: UCC 
approval of a new program does not imply that additional resources will be available for its 
implementation.) 

Yes X No ---

If no, explain how implementation will be achieved. Anach additional pages as needed. 

III. Supporting Services 

A. Library - Are present library resources adequate to support this program? 

Yes X No __ _ 

If no, specify periodicals and approximate number of volumes needed. Is department 
budget sufficient to cover the additional library holdings? 
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Ill. Supponing Services (continued) 

B. Laboratory and other Special Faci~i~i~s or Services_- Describe briclly additional studios. rchcalllJ ~ 
rooms. laboratories. computer fac1ht 1es etc. that w1ll be needed for the program or lhc progi'J!n , 

revision. 

NONE 

C. Practicum- If the program requires a practicum. explain how this experience will be implemenred 

D. WiU lhis program/revision have any interdepartmental impact? If so. have lhe affected departmemi 
been consulted concerning these impJclS and do they support this proposJI? 
1l1e program revision has been discussed extensively by the depJrtmcnts of Biology and 
Chemistry. The Mathematics Department has been consulted regarding lhe deletion of the third 
semester of mathematics, and has r.1ised no objection. 

E. Docs your department participJte in a conccntrJiion tllJL is pall of t11c School of Education~ 

Y cs _X<->--- No 

If yes, does the submitted change Jffcct tlJat conccntrJtion? 

Yes --- No X 

If yes, whJt are the concu tl b . rren Y su mllted changes to the concentrJtion? 

Signatures 

Chair of Dcpanmcnt ChJir of School of Education 
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SECTIO!'\S IV Al'\1> V SHOULD BE A .ITACHEU To THIS FOI{l\1 

IV. Outline of the program requirements - If the proposal is a program revision. include a clear 
comparison to t11e existing program. If the proposal is for a new program. outline the program 
fully. Also. identify new or revised cou~es that arc involved and submit the appropriate forms for 
the changes. 

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED MEMORANDUM 

V. Suggested Typical Pattern of Courses for a Four Year Program designed to fulfil the requirements 
of the degree and. if applicable. certification requirements. (See Fom1 P Attadunent for 
guidelines.) 
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IV. The current program in Biochemistry is one of the most demilnding in the College, 
with a minimum of 75 credits in science and mathematics. Most of these credits are 
prescribed, with only limited options available in the selection of courses. The goals of the 
proposed revision are to reduce the program requirements and to expand the course 
selections available as electives wi <;i in the major. In addition, the proposal includes a 
minor change in the computer science requirement. 

A. Deletions from the requirements. 
It is proposed that the requirement for a third semester of Mathematics (Math 223, 

233, 260, 345, or another approved 200-level course), and the requirement for Biology 230, 
Microbiology, be removed. While both courses are desirable for students majoring in 
Biochemistry, neither is essential. 

B. Expansion of options. 
The current program requires two biochemistry elective courses, selected from the 

following: Bioi 330, Immunology, Bioi. 354, Developmental Biology, Bioi 361, Plant 
Physiology, Bioi 364, Animal Physiology, Chern 240, Analytical Chemistry, Chern 322, 
Physical Chemistry II, or another advanced level science elective with the approval of the 
Biochemistry Coordinating Committee. 

The proposed revision requires 7 credit hours of electives selected from the courses 
listed for the current program, plus: Bioi 203, Principles of Ecology, Bioi 215, Plant Diversity, 
Bioi 223, Genetics Laboratory, Bioi 230, Microbiology, Bioi 241, Biology of the Invertebrates, 
Bioi 242, Biology of the Vertebrates, Bioi 301, Laboratory in Cell Biolog!', Bioi 306, \ 
Evolutionary Biology, Bioi 313, Horticultural Science, Bioi 338 and 339, Animal Behavior ~ 
and Laboratory, Bioi 342, Principles of Parasitology, Bioi 382, Experimental Research, and 
Bioi 399, Directed Study; Chern 301, Elementary Biochemistry Laboratory, Chern 313, 
Laboratory Techniques in Organic Chemistry, Chern 318, Theoretical Organic Chemistry, 
Chern 330 and 331, Inorganic Chemistry I and Laboratory, Chern 3-U, Modern Analytical 
:..tethods, Chern 361 and 362, Advanced Laboratory I and It and Chem 399, Directed Study. 
Other science, mathematics, or computer science courses may be used to meet this 
requirement with prior approval by the Biochemistry Coordinating Committee. 

The proposed revision includes one further change: the requirement for Chern 301, 
Elementary Biochemistry Laboratory, may be met with Bioi 301, Laboratory in Cell Biology 
or Chern 301, Elementary Biochemistry Laboratory. 

C. Computer Science 
The proposed requirement is CSci 121, Scientific Programing, of CSci . 131, Pascal. 

CSci. 141, Introduction to Computer Science, is removed as an option, since it now has a 
prerequisite (ordinarily CSci 121 or 131 for those planning to minor in the field) . 



FORM P 

PROPOSAL FOR A NEW OR REVISED PROGRAM 

(To be submitted for local approval) 

Depanment Biology D te August 31, 1995 
a ------~----~-------

Degree Program BS 

(BA. BS. BS in Edu. MA. MS in Edu. Other) 

Major/Minor ~edical Technology 

New Program Revised Program X 

Area of Cenification l if applicable) 

Permanent Provisional 

I. General Description of Program. including justification for the proposal. Attach additional 
sheets if necessary. 

s~~ attac~ed page. 

II. Are oresent facultv resources adeauate to sunoon this new/revised oroeram? (Please note: 
ucc approval of a new oroerarn does not imoty that additional resourCes will be available for 
its irnolememation. J · - · 

Yes v ___._.. __ No 

If no. expiain how implementation will be :.1chieved. Attach additional pages as needed. 

III. Supporting Services 

A. Library- .-\represent library resources adequate to suppon this program? 

Yes " A No 

If no. speoify periodicais and approximate number of volumes needed. Is deparonent 
hudget sufficient to cover the additional library holdings? 



Form P Part 1 f\ledical Technology Program 

General Description of Program 

The BS Degree in Medical Technology is a program to prepare t-.ledical 
Technologists for work in medical laboratories. The first three years are spent in 
residence at Geneseo and the last year in spent in an internship at <1ny certified 
school of Medical Technology. This is generally at a teaching Hospitill. We are 
affiliated with Rochester General Hospital. but students Ciln choose to go elsewhere. 
The college does not ussume responsibility for placing students in an upproved in
hospital training program since students must be uccepted by the Board of Registry 
of the American Society of Clinicul Pathologists as well us il school of medical 
technology. Students also have the option of earning a regular four-year degree in 
Biology or Chemistry before being admitted to the internship. 

In the recent pust, relatively few students have chosen the medicnl technology 
degree (probnbly averaging ubout 1 per year). This is pilrtially because the program 
program is almost impossible to complete in three ye<~rs unless the student lrilnsfers 
substantiul credit into the progrum . .-\n additionul few students per year go on to the 
internship after graduation with il B . .\ or BS in Biology. 

Since I ha\·e been in\'olved with the progrum (.lbout 5 years), every candidate 
hus accepted into a medical technology internship regardless of whether they are in 
il 3/ 1 program (this program) or in a .f/ 1 program (BS or BA in Biology, followed by 
the internship). Further, every intern e.\.cept I has finished the program. (The 
indi\'idual that did not finish the program changed her mind and went into 
medical school. She left in good standing and \\'ith the best \\·ishes of the training 
hospital.) After training, all of the medicc1l technologists for \\'hich I have such 
information have been able to obtain employment in the field at a good Sillary. 

However, the progrum has not been revised recently and changes in the 
college and departmental policies have made the present requirements 
inappropri<~te in severJl \\'<lys (see section 1\'). 

The problems with the present requirements make it very difficult for 
students to complete the program in a timely manner. Further, they make advising 
very difficult. [t is not unusual to spend several hours at u time with a student 
trying to help him/ her try to fit the program in. We would suggest either making 

-

the changes recommended in parts IV and \' or abolishing the program. ~ 



Pilrt 1\'b Problems with the present Medical Technology Program. 

1) It is unreasonllbly difficult for students to fill llll the on-campus requirements 

in three years. There lire substantial math and science requirements for entrance 

into the internship programs. Further, every credit that is not specifically required 

in the progrnm must be filled non-mllth I non-science courses. ff n student transfers 

into the program \vith 3 semesters of mJth or with a 2 semester organic chemistry 

sequence they will hnve to take ;,dditional non-math/ non science courses above the 

120-123 hrs without being able to use the senior year to do so. Lastly the senior year 

is limited to 26 semester hrs/ 12 months requiring even more course credits to be 

fitted into the first three years. 

2) As originally structured, students could readily change between Biology and 

\ledical Technology. However, over the last sever<tl years, we have modified the 

requirements for the BS and BA in Biology and the BS in Biochemistry. ft has 

become more difficult to transfer between progrJms without taking courses above 

the 120 semester hour requirement. The proposed changes will better allow 

students more flexibility to change between majors. 

• -t) As part of the departmental restructuring there have been changes in the 

' prerequisites !hilt conflict with the present requirements for \fedical Technology. 

For e\ample, Cell Biology is now a pre-requi<;ite for Animal Physiology ilnd 

fmmunoloov (Jnd am· 300 le,·el electi,·e ). The present program requires students to 
OJ • 

ta"-e courses without the proper ~"\rer~qt:isites. 

S) Presenth' students are locked into one of the two introductory physics 

sequences. 

6) Computer skills have become ,·er~' important in the laboratory. Computer 

courses ilre recommended or strongly recommended in many training hospitals. 

Presently we have no computer requirement. 

, 
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P<ut 1\'c Strategy for modification of the program to meet these challenges. 

1) Increase the number of credits given for the internship. Internships are 

intensive experiences, most of which last 12 months. Therefore, it is appropriate to 

give 30 hours/ yr. credit rather than 26. 

2) Slightly· reduce the number of Biology (and therefore math/ science) 

requirements. Standards for certification require that most of the courses in the 

present program remain. ivlany of the other courses are recommended. The 4 

semesters of Chemistry, 2 of Physics and I to 2 of math are required or strongly 
recommended, .:tnd c.:tnnot be cut. Biology courses through Immunology and 

~licrobiology <tre required. I have remO\·ed all other Biology courses except for4 

credits of Biology electives, one of which must be a lab . This reduces the numberof 

Biology credits to 26 (down 2-4 credits). 

3) Change the course requirements to take into account prerequisites added in 

the recent biology course revisions. Cell Biology is now required and should be 

taken before the courses for which it is a prerequisite .. -\nimal Physiology can be 

taken a~ the elective, but c.:tnnot substitute for Cell Biology. This <1lso makes the 

requirements of the BS in .\ledical Technology degree closer to the BA and BS in 

Biology Jnd .1iiO\\·s students flexibility to mon~ between the majors with less 
penalty. 

4) .-\llo\\. tile Liirector ro wa,·e the course in Biochernistrv if a student has taken 

the t\\O course Org.:mic Chemistry sequence. This allo\\'s students more flexibili~' to 

change between the Biology and i\ledical Technology Degree programs. Further, 

the one semester course in Organic Chemistry has not been offered in recent years. 

This would meet the legal requirement for Chemistry :~!though students should be 

aware that most .\ledical Technology programs strongly recommend or require 

Biochemistry as \\'ell. Students should probably be advised (but not necessarily 

required) to take the course as an overload. 

5) .-\llow students flexibility to choose \\'hich of the two 2 semester physics 

courses to take. 

6) Add il requirement for a computer course. This not oni~ improves the skills 

oi the students but makes the requirements of the BS in i'vledical Technology degree 

closer to the B.-\ and BS in Biology und allows students flexibility to move between 

the mujors. \lost of the recommended courses also satisfy the critical reasoning 

core, so it does not require additional hours in the program 



FORM P 

PROPOSAL FOR A NEW OR REVISED PROGRAM 
(To be suhmiUM for local approval) 

Department Soc i o 1 o gy Date: 9/1 I 9 5 

Dt.!greeProgram BA in Socioiogy 
(BA, BS, BS in Edu, MA, MS in Edu, Other) 

Sf~OiTMinor: __ _..S'""'o'-"c._.I*"'. o......._l ..... o'-lii2'>-JY'"------

New Program ___ _ Revised Program -=X __ 

AreJ of Certification (if applicable) ---------

Permant.!nt ___ _ Provisional -----

I. Gt.!nt.!ral DI!Scriplion of Program, including justific.Hion for UH.! proposal. Auach aJJition:JI shl!t.!tS if 
nt.!Ct.!Ssary. 

Addition of Socl 375 as a required course. 

II. Are present faculty resources adequate to support this new/revised program? (Please note: UCC 
approval of a new program does not imply that additional resources will be available for its 
implementation.) 

Yes X No __ _ 

If no, explain how implementation will be achieved. Attach additional pages as needed. 

III . Supporting Services 

A. · Library - Are present library resources adequate to support this program? 

Yes _.;_;X;___ No __ _ 

If no. specify periodicals and approximate number of volumes needed. Is department 
budgt.!t sufficient to cover the additional library holdings? , 

Rev.ll/92 
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Ill. Supporting Services (continued) 

FORM P 
Page Two 

B. Laboratory and other Special Facilities or Services - Des.:ri:l! :::~riefly 2dditional sru~io1 , 

rehearsal rooms, laboratories, computer facilities etc. that will h! :reedo:J for the program or 

the program revision. 

N/A 

C. Practicum - If the program requires a practicum, explain b..""W ~is experience will be 
implemented. 

N/A 

D. Will this program/revision have any interdepartmental i~ lf so, have !he affweJ 
departments been consulted concerning these impacts and do ~ m::1pport this proposal? 

No 

SECTIONS IV AND V SHOULD BE A 1T ACHED TO THIS FOJU..f 

IV. Outline of the program requirements- If the proposal is a p~.1 revision, include a clear 
comparison to the existing program. If the proposal is for a D:"1 pmogram, outline the 
program fully. Also, identify new or revised courses that are mxci\'I"Ved and submit the 
appropriate forms for the changes. 

V. 

PLEASE SEE ATIACHED MEMORA~"Dl}f 

Suggested Typical Pattern of Courses for a Four Year Progra= rt:<J~ned to fulfil !he 
requirements of the degree and. if applic~hle, cenification re~c:."!:-.ents. (See Form P 
Anachment for guidelines.) 

) 
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Form P 
I. 
Justification For Addin~ Socl 375 As A Required Course. 

We proposed making Socl 375 Senior Seminar. Sociological Inquiry a required course in the 

sociology major in order to provide an imponant closure experience for students. The Sociology 

Task Force of the American Sociological Association recommended that the sociology curriculum 

be divided into four levels in a sequence of courses. The fourth level includes a capstone course in 

which students are encouraged to integrate the diverse elements of the coursework into a coherent 

and mature conception of sociology as an approach to inquiry and to life. Theodore C. Wagenaar, 

Miami University Ohio, the consultant who wrote the evaluation of the Sociology Depanment in 

our 1994/95 Program Review, strongly encouraged us to create a capstone course. He wrote, 

"National cuniculum reform movements in the liberal ans stress the need for a culminating 

experience; ... The course must be added to keep the Geneseo cuniculum in step with current 

thinking at the national level." 

Socl 375 is designed to be that kind of capstone course. It covers a range of sociological topics 

and their relation to issues of gender, race, and class. The small class size (20 students) will 

encourage discussion and active participation. Students must have completed 24 credit hours of 

sociology in order to register for Soc! 375 and therefore \\'ill usually take the course in their last 

year at Geneseo after they have matured as scholars. The sociology faculty are enthusiastic about 

teaching the course and we anticipate that it will be a successful and valuable addition to our 

cuniculum. 
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FORM P 

PROPOSAL FOR A NEW OR REVISED PROGRAM 
(To be suhmiucd for local approval) 

Department Soc i o 1 ogy Date: 9 '1 19 5 

Ol.!grc!e Program _....u.o... _______________ _ 

(BA, BS, BS in Edu, MA, MS in Edu, Other) 

~Minor: Sociology 

Nc!w Program ___ _ Revised Program -~X...._ __ 

AreJ of Certification (if applicable) ---------

ProvisionJI ____ _ 

I. G~naal D~cription of Program, including jusrili.:dlion fur thl.! prup.:>sJI. AIIJ.:h JJJirivnJI sh~~:i 1 

' n.:CI!SSJry . 

Deletion of required course Anthropology 100. 
greater flexibility for students in conplcting 
r~quirements. 

This w i 11 
the core 

allmi ~ 

II. Are present faculty resources adequate to support this new/revised program? (Please note: UCC 
approval of a new program does not imply that additional resources will be a'·ailable for its 
implementation.) 

Yes __ X"--- No ___ _ 

If no, explain how implementation will be achieved. Attach additional pages as needed. 

Ill . Supporting Services 

A. Library- Are present library resources adequate to support this program? 

Yes _ _....X_ No __ _ 

If no, specify periodicals and approximate number of \'Oiumes n!!edcd . Is depJrtmenl 
budget sufficient to cover the additional library holdings? , 

_____ ___:Rc!v .11192 
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fll. Supporting Services (continued) 

D. Laboratory and other Special Facilities or Se:-r.a=es - De:scri~ briefly additional studios, 
rehearsal rooms, laboratories, computer facilit~ =-... that will ~ needed for the program or 
the program revision. 

N/A 

C. Practicum - If the program requires a pracriam.. .. explain how this experience will be 
implemented. 

N/.:\ 

D. Will this program/revision have any interC,;;'z:::ID:ental impact? If so, have the affected 
departments been consulted concerning these ir:'9!CS'" ;_and do they support this proposal? 

Minimal impact ... see attached. 

SECTIONS IV AND V SHOULD BE ATIACHED TO 7HI!lS FORM 

IV. Outline of the program requirements - If the ~ is a program revision, include a clear 
comparison to the existing program. If the p~ i..:i.s for a new program, outline the 
program fully. Also, identify new or revised ~that are io\·olved and submit the 
appropriate forms for the changes. 

v 

PLEASE SEE AITACHED }lE5MORANDUM 

Suggested Typical Pattern of Courses for a Fot:T Y!:II::- Program designed to fulfil the 
requirements of the degree and. if applic~hle, c~~u:ation requirements. (See Form P 
Anachment for guidelines.) 



Ellen Kintz, Chair 
Dept. of Anthropology 
Sturges Hall 
Campus 

Dear Ellen, 

G~neseQ 

May 5, 1995 

As you know, the Sociology depanment cond~cted its pro~ review this year. After 
reviewing our curriculum as a whole and making some deciSIOn~ and plans for the fu~, 
we decided as a depanment to drop Anthropology 100 as a requtred course for our maJors. 

Before making this decision, we carefully considered the possible effect on your 
dcpanment We looked at departmental FfEs and number of sociology majors, among 
other factors. Sociology supplies about fifty students to A nth 100 each year, and in the 
future, some of this number will continue to take Anth 100 for core credit. In light of your 
dc:p_anmc:nt's high~- ranking within the college, we anticipate that lhe loss which can be 
atmbuted to not reqwnng Anth 100 for sociology majors will be minor. 

We ~ish to thank you for servicing our majors in the past The decision to change the 
requ~ment was_ ~ot entered into lightly, and we trust that our two departments will 
contmue the pos10ve and collegial relationship that we hav~ _enjoyed in the past 

Sincerely, 

J. )r ' . J , . -

Becky L. Glass, Interim Chair 

, 
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I. Socl. 3 7 5 

FORMQ 

PROPOSAL FOR A NEW COURSE 
OR 

MAJOR REVISION IN AN EXISTING COURSE 

(Suggested Catalog Number) 

Senior Seminar: Sociological Inquiry 

(Course Title) 

II. Prerequisites, if any (e.g. academic course, pre-college experience, demonstrated 
competencies, permission of instructor, etc.): 

24 ho!!rS in sociology 

III. Credit Hours: 3 (Sem. Hrs.) 
Lecture Hrs. 3 
Act., Lab, Studio Hrs. 0 

IV. <;.:ourse Duration: Semester 

(Semester/Half Sem./Mini/lntersession/Etc.) 

V. Course Rotation: 

VI. Course will be offered initially: Fell 1996 

(F/Sp/Sum/Int) (Year) 

VII. Staffing Requirements: . _ 
A. Names of staff members adequately prepared to teach this course: 

entire sociology faculty 

B. Are new faculty or adjuncts required? Yes No ~x~--

C. Name(s) of staff member(s) who will initially teach this course: 

K. Cdke. B. Lofquist, J. Bearde n, D. Gordon 

D. ~as the deparonent considered scheduling problems that offering this course might 
mvolve? 

yes 

Explrun. --~no~n~e~---------------------------------------------------

E. Will this proposal have an impact on staffmg of other depamnents? 

Yes No 

If so, have the affected depamnents been consulted concerning this proposal? Do they 
suppon th~ proposed change? Explain. (Attach additional pages as needed.) 

fOver) 



XII. 
A. Socl. 375: Senior Seminar: Sociological Inquiry 

This culminating course for the Sociology major will be run as a 

seminar (enrollment limited to 20 students) in which responsibility 

is shared between students and instructor. Primarily a readings and 

discussion course, it offers Sociology majors the opportunity to refine 

theoretical knowledge acquired in other courses. The seminar will 

begin with an overview of the disipline, its theoretical and 

methodological disputes, and its relevance for social policies. The 

remainder of the seminar will focus on the concepts of race, class, 

and gender as they apply to the five major thematic areas in the 

major. Evaluation will be based on seminar presentations, 

participation. and series of short essays on particular topics to be 

determined by the instructor and the students. 3 (3,0) 
Prerequisites: 24 hours in Sociology. 
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FORMQ 
PROPOSAL FOR A NEW COURSE 

OR 
MAJOR REVISION IN AN EXISTING COURSE 

1. ArtH 171: Introduction to the History of Western Art: Prehistoric through Gothic 

11. Prerequisites, if any (e.g. academic course, pre-college experience, demonstrated 
competence, permission of instructor, etc.): 

No Prerequisites 

III. Credit Hours: 3 (Sem. Hrs.) 
3 Lecture hours: 

IV. Course Duration: Semester Duration 

V. Course Rotation: Each course will he taught at least once each semester with 
additional sections as needed 

.• 

VI. Course will be offered initially: Spring. 1996 

VII. A. Names of staff members adequately prepared to teach this course: 

Both Courses Will Be Taught by Marilynn Board and Laura Agoston 

B. Are new faculty or adjuncts required: No 

C. Names of staff members who will initially teach this course: 

Marilynn Board and Laura Agoston 

D. Has the department considered scheduling problems that offering this course 
might involve? 

Since the New Courses are Replacements for the Old ARH 170. We Do Not 
Anticipate Scheduling Problems 

E. Will this proposal have an impact on staffing of other departments? NO 

VID. Justification: (Explain the specific need(s) for this course and the ways this offering 
will strengthen the undergraduate curriculum of the college. Attach additional pages 
as needed.) 

The Art Department's most popular core offering at present, The History and Appreciation of 
Western Art (ARH 170) serves a double function as a fine arts core course that provides a 
general cultural background for non-art majors, and as a foundation course for art history and 
studio art majors. This course provides students with an invaluable perspective on how visual 
images both construct and represent Western culture from Paleolithic cave paintings to the 
contemporary period. It is the only course in the core that gives students an overview of how 
various cultural eras in western history are related to and interact with one another over time. 
However, its single semester format makes it less effective than it might-he. 

, 
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We propose to divide the material ~at is covered in Art History 17~ into two sections 
(Prehistoric-Medieval Art and Renaissance-Contemporary Art). TillS two semester format for 
introductory art history surveys is standard at most co! leges; our single semester s_urveyfonnatu 
highly unusual for an art history survey of substance hke ARH 170, and more typical fora 
relatively contentless, "mostly for fun," art appreciation course of the sort one might encounter ~ 
a junior college. Furthennore, in their SOFI evaluations of ARH 170 students have frequently 
expressed frustration at having to assimilate such a large body of material in one semester. 
During last year's deparunental assessment process, both outside evaluators of the art department 
agreed on the necessity for this change, which we will take to the senate for approval on a 
pennanent basis this spring. 

Splitting the course material into two sections will allow it to be taught in a more through and 
provocative way. It will provide students with more time to go beyond learning a vocabulary 
and a chronology for thinking about historical contexts, styles, and art movements, and let them 
consider issues of interpretation more fully. It will allow time for the analysis of specific anis~ 
and eras in greater depth, for the discussion of readings outside the textbook, and for the showin1 
of videos that contextualized slides and photographs of art within the cuhures that produced 
them. It will also allow us to integrate brief introductions to non-Western art to convey to 
students the relationships between the diverse traditions in world art. This change will be 
especially ~ignificant for art history and studio majors, for whom the survey provides a basic 
understandmg of the frameworks upon which their disciplines are built These students are 
presently competing for internships and admission to graduate study with studi!Ilts who havehaa 
the ~enefit for a more extensive introduction to their fields. In fact, many graduate schools 
regmre a two semester survey background and its lack is considered a serious ~riciL For that 
reason, we would propose changing the name of the course from The History and Appreciation 
of W~stem Art (ArH 170) to Introduction to The History of Western Art: Prel:istoric through 
Gothrc (ArtH 171) and Introduction to The History of \V estern Art: Renaissan~~ through 
Contemporary (ArH _189), so that students' transcripts accurately reflect the ri,gvrous nature of 
the cou!se. In proposr!lg these changes we are seeking to fulfill the bJ.Sic missi::: of the college 
to provide students with a comprehensive, quality liberal arts education th:lt '' :u prepare them 
well for their futures (College Goal 1-A-9). 

IX. A. What special facilities, that are cuJTently available, will be utiliz~d? 

No New Special Facilities Are Required 

X. Are the present library holdings adequate to support this course? 

The Present Lihrary Is Adequate to Support The Course 

XI. Is this course proposed for core credit? YES 

If yes, in ,wl]ich area? Fine Arts. Core 

XII. Attach the following documents to this form: 

A: Course Description as it will appear in the catalogue: 

ArtH 171 Introduction to the History of Western Art: Prehistoric through Gothic 

A survey of the history of architecture, painting and sculpture within the Western tradition from 
the prehistOiic period through the G.othi~ and an introduction to the process of an historical 
analysis. Noprcrcquisite. ltnt1L'tl•/.4Llf-€- ,·f-ft~fttJ7C al~;_'iet ta~~ : . 3 c~-{·)· 
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B: Purposes and Objectives: 

The goal of this course is to introduce students to art and cultures they may have been 
previously unaware of. and to stimulate thought ahout the meanings and functions of works of 
art which they may already recognize as post card images. At the core of a great work of art 
there is a sense of wonder that defies words. But surrounding that kernel of mystery is an 
historical context that can be articulated. Art history uses both iconography (signs and symbols) 
and the visible evidence of style (form) to provide clues for interpreting content. artistic intention 
and meaning. Art is also assessed in terms of its social and historical functions.Both courses are 
organized chronologically in order to show how cultures are related and how one artistic style 
comes out of or reacts against another to create a new synthesis that expresses a new meaning. 
From this overview of Western at4 it is hoped that students will obtain a basic structural 
foundation and chronology for understanding Western art and culture throughout their lives. 
However, it is not necessary for students to take both courses in order to benefit from either, !!ill 
is it necessary for students to take them in a particular order. 

C: Detailed Content Outline 

Art Histoor 171: Introduction to the History of Western Art: Prehistoric Through Gothic 

TEXTS: 
' 

Marilyn Stokstad, Art History, Volume One (1995)(required) 
Janus Smith Pierce, From Ahacus to Zeus. A Handbook of Art 

History (recommended) 

Art History 171 is a-selective survey of the history of Western architecture, painting, and 
sculpture dating from the prehistoric period through the Gothic focusing on the social, historical, 
and political functions of art, workshop method, artistic style, iconography and patronage. The 
course will also address the methods of a11 historical analysis currently practiced and how these 
have shaped the ways we approach works of an. 

Reading Assignments: 

Reading is to be done before the day it is to be discussed in class in order to familiarize students 
with the monuments, the chronology, important ideas and key terms. The glossary in the back of 
the textbook should be used if students confront an unfamiliar term. The purchase of From 
Abacus to Zeus is strongly recommended to those with no background in art. Students are 
expected to assimilate both lecture notes and the text on their exams. 

Videos: 

The videos are a fully integrated part of this course, augmenting and reinforcing material from 
the lectures and often providing a more complete sense of the physical appearance of the sites 
and monuments discussed than do slides. 
Photo Review: 

Students with no prior experience with art should make a special effort to review the plates in 
the text on a regular basis. This process will lead to a considerably better performance on exams. 

Class Schedule ArH 171: 

I. Introduction 
Reading: Stokstad, 16-:.B 

2. 'The Goddess Remembered'' (video) 



I. ArtH 172: 

FORMQ 
PROPOSAL FOR A NEW COURSE 

OR 
MAJOR REVISION IN AN EXISTING COURSE 

Introduction to the History of Western Art: Renaissance Through 
Contemporary 

II. Prerequisites, if any (e.g. academic course, pre-college experience, demonstrated 
competence, permission of instructor, etc.): 

III. 

IV. 

v. 

VI. 

No Prerequisites 

Credit Hours: 
Lecture hours: 

C9urse Duration: 

Course Rotation: 

3 (Sem. Hrs.) 
3 

Semester Duration 

Each course will he taught at lea~t once each semester~<ith 
additional sections as needed 

Course will be offered initially: Spring. 1996 

VII. A. Names of staff members adequately prepared to teach this course: 

Both Courses Will Be Taught hy Marilvnn Board and L1ura Ago~ton 

B. Are new faculty or adjuncts required: ~ 

C. Names of staff members who will initially teach this course: 

Matilynn Board and Laura Agoston 

D. Has the department considered scheduling problems that offering this course 
might involve? 

Since the New Courses are Replacements for the Old ARH 170. We Do NQ.l 
Anticipate Scheduling Problems 

E. Will this proposal have an impact on staffing of other departments? NQ 

VIII. Justification: (Explain the specific need(s) for this course and the ways this offering 
will strengthen the undergraduate curriculum of the college. Attach additional pages 
as needed.) 

The Art Department's most popular core offering at present. The History and Appreciation of 
Western Art (ARH 170) serves a double function as a fine arts core course that provides a 
general cultural background for non-art majors, and as a foundation course for art histo~ and 
studio art majors. This course provides students with an invaluable perspective on how vtsual 
images both construct and represent Western culture from Paleolithic cave paintings to the 
contemporary period. It is the only course in the core that gives students an overview ofh.ow 
various cultural eras in western history are related to and interact with one another over ume. 
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However, its single semester format makes it less effective than it might be. 

We propose to divide the material that is covered in Art History 170 into two sections 
(Prehistoric-Medieval An and Renaissance-Contemporary Art). This two semester fonnat for 
introductory art history surveys is standard at most colleges; our single semester survey fonnat is 
highly unusual for an art history survey of substance like ARH 170, and more typical for a 
relatively con tentless, "mostly for fun," art appreciation course of the sort one might encounter at 
a junior college. Furthermore, in their SOFI evaluations of ARH 170 students have frequently 
expressed frustration at having to assimilate such a large body of material in one semester. 
During last year's departmental assessment process, both outside evaluators of the art department 
agreed on the necessity for this change, which we will take to the senate for approval on a 
pennanent basis this spring. 

Splitting the course material into two sections will allow it to be taught in a more through and 
provocative way. It will provide students with more time to go beyond learning a vocabulary 
and a chronology for thinking about historical contexts, styles, and art movements, and let them 
consider issues of interpretation more fully. It will allow time for the analysis of specific artists 
and eras in greater depth, for the discussion of readings outside the textbook, and for the showing 
of videos .. that contextualized slides and photographs of art within the cultures that produced 
them. It will also allow us to integrate brief introductions to non-Western art to convey to 
students the relationships between the diverse traditions in world art. This change will be 
especially significant for art history and studio majors, for whom the survey provides a basic 
understanding of the frameworks upon which their disciplines are built. These students are . 
presently competing for internships and admission to graduate study with students who have had 
the benefit for a more extensive introduction to their fields. In fact, many graduate schoolS 
reguire a two semester survey background and its lack is considered a serious deficit For that 
reason, we would propose changing the name of the course from The History and Appreciation 
of Western Art (ArH 170) to Introduction to The History of Western Art: Prehistoric through 
Gothic (ArtH 171) and Introduction to The History of Western Art: Renaissance through 
Contemporary (ArH 189). so that students' transcripts accurately reflect the rigorous nature of 
the course. In proposing these changes we are seeking to fulfill the basic mission of the college 
to provide students with a comprehensive, quality liberal arts education that will prepare them 
well for their futures (College Goal 1-A-9). 

IX. A. What special facilities, that are currently available, will be utilized? 

No New Special Facilities Are Required 

X. Are the present library holdings adequate to support this course? 

The Present Library Is Adequate to Support The Course 

XI. Is this course proposed for core credit? YES 

If yes, in which area? Fine ArlS. Core 

XII. Attach the following documents to this form: 

A. Art History 172: Introduction to the History of Western Art: Renaissance 
Through Contemporary 

A survey of the history of architecture, painting and sculpture within the Western tradition from 
the Renaissance through the Contemporary period and an introduction to the process of art 
historical analysis. No prerequisite. ~1.-11£~.1./'tt/tatJi£, ,f: ,At~Ttt t7C al~utt~ lti.l<"t.··'-"', ::z,(~-c). 

, 
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B. Purposes and Objectives: 

The goal of this course is to introduce students to art and cultures they may have been 
previously unaware of, and to stimulate thought about the meanings and functions of works of 
art which they may already recognize as post card images. At the core of a great work of an 
there is a sense of wonder that defies words. But surrounding that kernel of mystery is an 
histon..:al context that can be articulated. Art history uses both iconography (signs and symbols) 
and the visible evidence of style (form) to provide clues for interpreting content, artistic intention 
and meaning. Art is also assessed in terms of its social and historical functions.Both courses are 
organized chronologically in order to show how cultures are related and how one artistic style 
comes out of or reacts against another to create a new synthesis that expresses a new meaning. 
From this overview of Western art, it is hoped that students will obtain a basic structural 
foundation and chronology for understanding Western art and culture throughout their lives. 
However, it is nru necessary for students to take both courses in order to benefit from either, !Jill 
is it necessary for students to take them in a particular order. 

C. Detailed Content Outline 

TEXTS: Marilyn Stokstad, Art History, Volume One (1995)(required) 
Janus Smith Pierce, From Abacus to Zeus. A Handbook of Art 

History (recommended) 

Art History 172 is a selective survey of the history of Western architecture, painting, and 
scu~ptur~ dat~ng from the Renaissance through the Contemporary periods, focusing on the 
~ocml, htstoncal, and political functions of art, technique of productions, artistic styles, . 
Iconography and patronage. The course will also address the methods of art historical analysts 
currently practiced and how these have shaped the ways we approach works of art. 

Reading Assignments: 

Reading is to be done before the day it is to be discussed in class in order to familiarize studen~ 
with the monuments, the chronology. important ideas and key terms. The glossary in the back of 
the textbook should be used if students confront an unfamiliar term. The purchase of From 
Abacus to Zeus is strongly recommended to those with no background in art. Students are 
expected to assimilate both lecture notes and the text on their exams. 

Videos: 

The videos are a fully. integrated part of this course, augmenting and reinforcing material from 
the lectures and often providing a more complete sense of-the physical appearance of the sites 
and monuments discussed than do slides. 

Photo Review: 

Students with no prior experience with art should make a special effort to review the plates in 
the text on a regular basis. This process will lead to a considerably better performance on exams. 

Class Schedule ArH 172: (Note: We cannot provide exact page numbers for this course at this 
time because the second volume of Stokstad (a new book) will not be released until October) 

I. Introduction 
Readin : Stokstad 



FORM R 

PROPOSAL FOR A MINOR COURSE CHANGE 
OR 

COURSE DELETION 

~te: Departments may submit proposals for minor course changes and course deletions by summarizing them within a 
~orandum . Specific information is essential, and the following form must be attached. 

·J b: I i 
Undergraduate Curriculum Committee 

Jn 
Graduate Academic Affairs Conunittee 
(20 Copies for UCC, 10 Copies for GAAC) 

rm . 

~te : 

Daniel Fink, Chair, Department of Art 

October 5, 1995 

~bject : Minor course change(s) and/or course deletion(s) to be effective: 

Sp~ing 1996 

, Fall/Spring/Summer Year 

rrent Catalog 
umber(s) 

170 

Current Title 

History and Appreciation of Western Art 

Change(sr 

divide into two courses: 

ArtH 172 Introduction to the 
History of Western Art: 
Renaissance through Contemporary 

and 

ArtH 171 Introduction to the 
History of Western Art: 
Prehistoric through Gothic 

I ibechanges proposed iD"Caulog nwuber, course title, course description, OC·rouc;e prerequ~ite(s) •. If a cl>ange in ~ours is ·being proposed, include- distribution of lecture and activity nab/studio hours; e.g. 3 (2-2). For each 
~ron proposed, indicate the course duration. If a course deletion is proposed, so note. 

~e indicate any chang~ this revision will have on course rotation. SEE A IT ACHED FORMS 

~e justilication(s) as part of the attached memorandum. -

~
Note: Extensive course changes, particularly those involving changes in course content, require the submission o:· 

1 Q. PROPOSAL FOR A NEW OR REVISED COURSE. 

ditional guidance, consul! the memo GUIDEIJNI:.""S FOR SUBMI717NG CURRICULUM PROPOSALS (12/92). lh( 
~~~mcnt Cluir's Handhook and/or the UCC Chair's Handbook (Sc..: Scn<~tl! Oulktin #14 (19?1 · 1992) Pp 491~98) . 




