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All College Meeting Minutes 

24 October 1995 

CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Wallace called the meeting to order at 4PM. 

PRESENTATION OF NOMINEES FOR THE COMMIITEE ON FACULTY PERSONNEL 
Wallace presented the nominees for Faculty Personnel Committee. All are tenured professors who have agreed to 
serve if elected. Academic departments had forwarded nominees to the Senate Executive Committee, and the 
Committee in turn filled the slate according to rules described in the by-laws. Additional nominations cannot lx 
made from the Senate floor, but a ballot containing the present slate will be distributed on I November. 

PRESENTATION OF NOMINEES FOR THE NOMINATIONS AND ELECTIONS COMMTITEE 
Wallace then presented the slate of candidates prepared by the Nominations Committee; in this case, nominations 
from the floor were acceptable. With no additional nominations, a motion to accept the slate was accepted, 
seconded, and approved unanimously. 

CALL FOR ADDffiONAL NOMINATIONS FOR THE NOMINATIONS AND ELECTIONS 
COMMITTEE 
l11crc was no new business. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Chair Wallace adjourned the All-College Meeting at 4 .01 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Graham N Drake 
College Senate Secretary 

Executive Committee Minutes 

24 October 1995 

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

CALL TO ORDER 
Senate Chair Wallace called the meeting to order at 12.02PM. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Two Committee Members requested corrections to the minutes of the previous week's meeting: 

A. Whitehead asked that the unfinished sentence in the first paragraph of the Student Affairs Committee Report ' 
(College Senate Bulletin, 124) read, "This resolution has been distributed to all student organizations. 
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There was also an incomplete sentence at the bottom of the page; it should read, "Whitehead said the Committee 
will meet again on 31 October in Wadsworth 204 at 4PM." 

K. Jones corrected the implication on p. 123 of the College Senate Bulletin that UCC did not regard the issue of 
the Humanities 50% common readings requirement as important enough for discussion. Amended, the paragraph 
should read as follows: 

"Reber asked if the issue of 50% common readings had been resolved. Jones explained that the 
Humanities Committee and Humanities Faculty had dealt with the issue, and when the proposal for 
revising the Humanities Required Reading List came to UCC, the 50% requirement had not been brought 
out in any explicit way; thus, UCC did not deal with the issue. The Humanities Faculty has come to a 
consensus that there does need to not be a 50% common readings requirement. This will likely be debated 
on the Senate floor. " 

B. Anemone asked for clarification on whether the 50% clause was being violated; did the Dean's Office and the 
Humanities Faculty state that they were no longer concerned about this clause? Jones reiterated that this 
requirement has been changed, and there will not be a 50% common readings requirement. F. Fidura added that 
the Humanities Faculty had recognized that the 50% common readings requirement was no longer a tenable 
position . Anemone asked where the 50% position was stated in writing. F. Fidura said that it was in the original 
proposal passed by Senate. 

C. Dahl explained that the Humanities revision is a major program modification since the original requirement 
was one of the three defining attributes of the original core proposal. But the number of hours spent discussing the 
proposed revisions has set a record for similar discussions in the college. Dahl conjectured that the major changes 
from the 50% requirement probably was overlooked because so much discussion had gone on for the revision as a 
whole before a consensus was finally achieved. 

J. Reber recalled deliberations from his participation on the original Humanities Committee. The committee had 
agreed that if course has a particular name taught by several professors, what is held in common about the course 
must be defined. The Committee had decided at that point that 50% of the readings would be in common, and 50% 
of the testing in the course would be based on those readings. Now, Reber believed, Humanities professors will be 
free to teach whatever they want 

G. Drake reported discussion from a meeting between Dean Greenfield and the Humanities Faculty. The group 
discussed this particular issue and pointed out that the proposal creates a new set of reading requirements based on 
menus of readings under certain common themes. Humanities professors must select readings from these menus 
and cannot teach whatever they want There is simply a little bit more of faculty choice. So this is not an extreme 
change, nor is there utter license. Furthermore, tests will be based on the readings on the syllabus for a particular 
class. 

F. Fidura pointed out that most of the same deliberative body that put the common readings policy together in the 
first place became Humanities professors. In the ensuing years, new junior faculty thought the approach was dated 
and wanted to add some pieces of a newer model. Dahl offered that the end result of the proposal deliberations is a 
Humanities course that includes a canonical set of texts that works somewhat differently. It doesn't have a list of 
species that must be taught, but genera. Fidura then added that in the revision proposal, one hears the voice of the 
faculty that teaches these courses. 

Anemone reiterated that he was seeking clarification of the nature of the change when it went back to the faculty. 

The minutes were approved unanimously as amended. 
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REPORTS 

Chair's Report 
I. E. Wallace showed the Committee a card from Mary Ann Fink thanking us for the flowers sent by the Senate. 

2. Next, Wallace reported on the delay in printing the Bulletin. After producing 75 copies, the printer broke. 
Wallace ran ofT about fifteen extra copies; he assumed that all Senators have received them. 

3. Wallace also reported on the cost of including all curriculum proposal support material. Senate Bulletin #2 rost 
over $200 to print. So Wallace tried to decide what Senators need to sec as opposed to what UCC gets-which is 
everything. The Committee agreed that Wallace was correct in saving money by streamlining the inclusions in the 
Bulletin; Jones said she felt comfortable with this move. Fidura had suggested putting this material on resemin 
library. 

S. Bossung stressed that documentation must be kept on file, and all of it must be available. Wallace said that both 
he and Jones have copies. But Bossung explained why original materials need to be kept. For instance, when 
someone wants to see why a department has changed course, the original materials may need to be consulted. 

Fidura said we sometimes consult Senate minutes, but what has to be filed is the actual proposal. Bossung 
continued her line of thinking. Sometimes, the only way to verify a departments claim that something is wrong, it 
is necessary to consult the original proposal materials before they were updated for reporting purposes in the 
Bulletin. 

Wallace said he can put the full set of proposal materials in the Senate archives 'nithout publishing multiple copies 
of the Bulletin with this full set. ~ 

Fidura said that complete copies are kept on file in the Dean's Office. Even when there are changes in the ori~nal .._ 
proposals, those are supposed to be accompanied by amended proposals and are supposed to be availaHe in a book. 
so that for any course on campus one should be able to pull the final approved proposal. 

Bossung noted that there are materials available in which occasionally someone has not caught a typographical 
error in the final UCC proposal. The way to check this is to be able to see the original materials. Wallace recall~ 
that when he was Curriculum Committee Chair, not all of the proposal materials were published in the Bulletin. 
Bossung said that since Laura Wrubel has served on UCC, original proposals have been available. Bossung 
recalled departments that said the Bulletin was wrong, producing a situation of "dueling documents." 

Fidura remembered changes in proposals being made on the basis of memo, though this was the case quite a few 
administrations ago. For example, if there were final negotiations on a proposal, they ·were accomplished by a 
simple memo to the dean. But this has not been common practice recently. Bossung wanted to make suretbatthe 
Dean's Office now has full documentation on UCC minutes. Jones said that Wrubel has communicated concern 
about this matter. 

3. Wallace gave an update on the Presidential Search. He received a memo from Nancy Kleniewski about meetin85 
with the Senate Executive Committee. She has asked that Executive Committee Members reserve time to meet the 
candidates on the short list on campus on the following dates: 31 October, 7 November, 10 November, 
15 November, and 17 November. 

Whitehead said that the Library bas copies of the presidential candidates' credentials on reserve. 

Anemone inquired when the short list was announced, and W. Spruill said that it came out yesterday \ 

4. Wallace announced two changes in the agenda for the 24 Oct. Meeting. Gary De Bolt would not be able to 
attend the Senate meeting, so there will be no Policy Committee report. Also, the UCC's motion for the first 
reading of the deletion of ARTH170 (College Senate Bulletin, p. 116) would be deleted from the agenda 
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President's Report 
C. Dahl summarized his remarks for the Senate meeting later in the afternoon. 

I. As the Trustees rethink SUNY, the President's office has received at least eight faxes requesting opinions on 
which SUNY functions should be centralized and which should not. The fa"es arrived with urgent deadlines 
which the President's Office prioritized quickly. 

2. The Planning Council has finished its five-year review of the College' s Mission and Goals Statement. Dahl said 
that he would give a brief update on Planning Council activities at the Senate meeting. 

3. Dahl has already shared with Department Chairs a document from SUNY Central dealing with academic 
program duplication. Nine of our programs have been questioned for having low enrollments or high costs relative 
to other programs. The Provost and the President, consulting with Department Chairs, have been preparing a 
response. 

The programs being questioned include the following: 

Art History (B.A.) 
American Studies (B.A.) 
Comparative Literature (B.A.) 
Earth Science Grades 7-12 (B.A.) 
Geochemistry (B.A.) 
Geophysics (B.A.) 
Medical Technology (B.S.) 
Natural Sciences N-6 (B.S.) 
Speech Pathology and Audiology (B.S.) 

The inclusion of the B.S in Speech Pathology and Audiology is a fluke and should not appear on the list. This is 
the former name of a B.S. degree. Geneseo now offers a B.S. under the title "Speech and Hearing Handicap." 
Rather than the four students listed for the old major, we actually have 327. 

Except for Art History, all of these are small programs, but there isn't a faculty, say, of8 people in Geophysics. The 
Administration is examining each of these programs carefully along with Department Chairs and preparing replies 
for SUNY Central. 

Anemone wanted to know if dropping interdisciplinary programs saves money. Dahl replied that they generally do 
not. There are some specialty programs within departments that may make sense to remove without injuring the 
departments. But generally, there is no savings from these deletions. 

Provost's Report 
Fidura thanked everyone for supporting for last Saturday's Student Academic Honors Convocation. 

The work of the Curriculum Task Force continues by examining how the present general education structure 
addresses the skills and goals which the Task Force identified last year. The Task Force will finish in a few weeks 
and look at alternative models and will also host town meeting events to ask faculty to offer alternative models. 

Dahl agreed that many parents made favorable comments on the Student Academic Honors Convocation. Wallace 
added that Brian De Marco did a wonderful job. 

Treasurer's Report 
C. Leary reported that the Senate currently has $3589.84. 
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University Senator's Report . . ~ 
Reber said that he had no report but would give a report at the Senate meeting later m the afternoon. Copies or~ ~ 
resolutions passed by the University Faculty Senate ''ill on reserve at the Librar)·. 

Vice-Chair's Report 
No report. 

Undergraduate Curriculum Committee Report 
Jones reported that UCC met last Tuesday. The Committee passed a number of course proposals. The deletiood 
Art History 170 has been dropped from t<xlay's Senate meeting. The proposal for CSCI 219, Object..Qrientai 
Design and Programming, was tabled. This came about because of confusion at times among the definitions!« 
"lecture," "laboratory," and "recitation." The write-up for the proposed course mentions work in a laboratory 
context, and the Committee did not feel comfortable about voting on the measure until Laura Wrubel could~ 
the official definitions of the above terminology. "Recitation" used to be just a review of material in small gm~~. 
but now there are courses with technologically enhanced lectures taking teaching into other contexts. 

Fletcher wanted to know if the categories and description of such categories come from SUNY? 
Jones said that this was true, and that they actually come from various sources; Jones recently compiled SOI!I(ci~ 
terms that she knew of and that Wrubel had given her in terms of credit hours and contact hours. and Jones saii 
that she offered definitions. 

Fletcher mused that as time goes by those traditional definitions won't fit. 

Jone~ ~greed, saying that Laura Wrubel believes that Albany will C\'entually change the definitions, but our Olin ~· 
defimttons about what those mean will have to suffice until then. 

Jones also said that UCC tabled proposals for English 25-t and 270 since it had been hard to get representatil-e! 
from departments to the UCC meeting. 

UCC will look at a number of proposals including one for Humanities. 

ARlH 170 is .n~w 171 ~d 172. UCC was concemed because proposals for these courses did not compl)'llith tlt 
manda!ed wnting reqwrements for Core courses. These requirements have been waived for Studio Art but ~ 
Conuruttce was concerned that the Core writing requirement hasn't been kept to as stringently as in the¢ 

Anemone was puzzled by comment from a UCC member about grading demands for this course being heal). Ot 
cannot have light grading responsibilities and Core courses 

Policy Committee Report 
No report. 

Graduate Affairs Committee Report 
Fletcher announced that the Committee would meet on 31 October at 4PM in Green 234. 

Faculty Affain Committee Report 
Anemone reported that the Committee has been very busy. The Committee met last week and made lots ofp~ 
on the analysis of SOFI data. The Committee also held a detailed discussion \\ith Jim McNally and Glenn J)ePD)· 

The basi~ chang~s wil~ add to the usual all-colle~e means _some ~rc m·~ing com~sons. as ben\'CC~ baS ~ 
similar-stzed soctal sctences courses. The Comnuttee' s nunutes gtvc dctatls on these 1dcas. The coo:-nuttee ~ J 
been considering a change from histogram of means to histogram of distribution of students' oumen.cal.~ • 
in one's SOFis. Jim Bearden is experimenting with various kinds of histograms. and Steve Padalioo ts "0 

1 

with actual SOFI data. The Committee will soon have a proposal to make. i 
I 
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The Committee will also soon have a proposal about changing from the three-year cycle for SOFI's to perhaps a 
5-7 year cycle. There was concern about a lack of continuity; a professor can have several different SOFI fonns 
before coming up for tenure. Jim McNally argued cogently for this change. 

Wallace added that there was discussion last Wednesday on the presentation of SOFI results; this can be pursued 
for the spring or the fall. Anemone agreed. 

Student Affairs Committee Report 
A. Whitehead said the Committee would meet on 31 October at 4PM. 

Central Council Report 
C. Cusack reminded the Executive Committee of the upcoming meeting this Saturday in Albany with the Board of 
Trustees and all Student Association Presidents, and repeated her request for suggestion for presentations or 
questions that she should pose. 

Members of Central Council will be attending the SUNY Student Assembly Council at Utica College the Saturday 
after next. 

Wallace asked if all sixteen SUNY Trustees would be in Albany on Saturday. As many as can get there, Cusack 
thought 

NEW BUSINESS 
There was no new business. 

OLD BUSINESS 
There was no old business. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Chair Wallace adjourned the meeting at 12.40PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Graham N Drake 

College Senate Secretruy 
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College Senate Meeting 
24 October 1995 

Present: E. Wallace (chair), J. Allen, R. Anemone, S. Apicella, S. Bailey. S. Bandoni. S. Baxi. J.Bearden,J. 
Boiani. S. Bossung, J. Bushnell, P. Christopher, K. Cooper, J. Copcrhaver, C. Cusak. K. C)lke, C. Dahl. 
M. Dainton, G. Drake, S. Edgar, B. Evans, F. Fidura, K. Fletcher, M. Gabay, K. Gates. E. Gillin, W. 
Gohlman, T. Greenfield, R. Hall, S. Hanft, J. Hunter, D.Johnson. D. Jones. K. Jones. T. Karch, J. 
Kimball, C. Klima, C. Leary, H. Lepovitz, K. Levison, R Lin. J. Liu. A. Luis. T. Macula. B. Mason.R 
McCluskey, D. McPherson, A.Mellor, M. Mitschow, A. Morris. M. Navarro. J. Over, S. Padalino.K. 
Pennigton, J. Reber, D. Repinski, A. Reynolds. A. Samson, L. Sancilio. J. Scrafford. S. Shonk, W. Spruill 
M. Stolee, J. Stone, L. Stone, C. Tang, M. Teres, M. Torres. D. Watt, J. White. A. Whitehead, J. William! 

Absent: S. Andrews, K. Broiku, , G. DeBolt, D. Harke, A. Hatton. E . Kannyo, H. Kirkwood. M. Lacelle·Petem. 
R Lagesse, B. Lofquist. C. Lougeay, N. Pollot, E. Reiman, B. Ristow. D. Tamarim. 

Excused: L. Wrubel, K. Dalton 

CALL TO ORDER 
Senate Chair Wallace called the meeting to order at 4.02PM. 

ADOMnONOFTHEAGENDA 
Wallace announced two deletions from today's agenda: the first reading of the Deletion of Art History 170 
(Bulletin, p. 116), and the Policy Committee Report (Bulletin, p. 117). 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING (9/19/95--1995-96 Bulletin #3, page!. 81-86) 
K. Jones noted two corrections from the previous minutes: 

1. Page 81 : Course proposals should be submitted to the Undergraduate Curriculum Committee by 31 O;totcr f~ 
the fall 1996 semester schedule. 

2. Page 81: First Reading of INTO 295 should have been INTO (AMSn 395. 

The minutes were approved unanimously as amended. 

SENATE REPORTS 

President's Report tJte current work of the 
C. Dahl reported on the current SUNY budgeting and rethinking process. as well 35 
College Planning Council. 

cti0 n; today he report~ the 

1. At the last Senate meeting, Dahl had reported on a projected mid-year budget red~~~~~:~}: andalrlJI 
amount of the reduction at the SUNY system level-Sll.7 million in the first ~e: SV1

" • runs from 
of S 15 million in the fourth quarter. (Dahl noted that two budget calendars exist ..... 
1 July 1-30 June, while the state budget runs from l April to 31 March.) e:rtf' ~ reductions; the 

. . . . . . . J1l eO 3JC scnous cuts on lopoftlr 
Oft~~ $15 rnt"!on m decreases, .~me $5 million will probably be recovered frO 'fll~ t to"er than anticipated 
remarnmg cut wtll thus be $10 milbon., perhaps $200-275.000 coming from US· ,~-~ ed tbe Se~tethisisstill m \ 
$955,000 .w~ ha~ to el~minate in !uly, but they are _not disastrous cuts and are s0~~0~et redUCtions. f 
The Ad.mirustration will be working on these cuts m the follo\\ing weeks; vaJl1 (of t1 
good news. These cuts are probably the first in a series of three years of p~ 



Next year's budget saga is as complicated as ever, since Governor's Office has asked the SUNY administration to 
prepare a budget that would maintain this year's activities with an increment reflecting inflation. However, the new 
Trustees had not been consulted and so refused to adopt this budget. So, without Trustee approval, this budget will 
go to the Budget Director. (The Trustees seem to want to deal with budget decisions and specific details.) The 
Governor's Office asked for a slight increase to provide a base to begin reducing the budget again. The Trustees 
were concerned that campuses were given certain nwnbers in the budget as "place holders" and seem to believe we 
should avoid across-the-board cuts and instead differentiate cuts among SUNY campuses 

2. The planning process at the Central level in the SUNY system continues with a vengeance. SUNY is in the 
midst of an unprecedented upheaval in the SUNY system. A week ago yesterday, the President's office received a 
fax asking for nominees for a committee which would examine SUNY operations. The Committee was hastily put 
together in two or three days and has already been working. Since Friday, the President's Office has received 
faxes asking for comments related to a "less bureaucratic, more rational, more transparent SUNY." Questions 
posed by these faxes ask how well the University Relations Office the State Construction Fund, the Office of 
Educational Technology, and academic affairs operations in general are operating. The overarching question is, 
"What should be done centrally and what should not?" The faxes carry urgent response deadlines, but the President 
promised to do everything within the limits of our mortal condition to make timely replies. 

The planning process leaves it hard to predict how the pieces will fall to the ground and what shape they'll take. 
Geneseo needs to position itself during this process to be operating in a system of more greatly differentiated 
campuses, and the College needs to follow its own mission to make what opportunities we can out of this situation. 
In this process, the College has recently hosted three SUNY Trustees who are also three of the four chairs of the 
Board's Subcommittees on Rethinking SUNY. The Trustees who have been to campus are: Trustee Egan, Chair of 
the Structure Subcommittee; Trustee Cox, Chair of the Operations Subcommittee; and Trustee Chu, Chair of the 
Mission and Vision Subcommittee. 

Geneseo is trying to impress the following upon the Trustees: 

A. Geneseo offers very high quality education. 

B. Geneseo support greater autonomy for individual campuses, allowing campuses to keep their own revenues and 
manage our own resources. 

C. Geneseo' s role is that of a high-quality undergraduate liberal arts college, something like a public liberal arts 
college that attracts the best and brightest students in system and gives them the finest possible education. The 
President has been to Albany with Vice-President Hatton to discuss a possible designation as a public honors 
college. The Chancellor told them to go ahead with campus planning that would be appropriate to this 
designation. 

Thus, Dahl suggests, challenges can be turned into opportunities to defme Geneseo's unique strengths-for 
example, program duplication is not as important an issue at a college that depends on representing all of the 
liberal arts and a small number of selected, high-quality professional programs in a college that attracts students 
with wide interests who wish to follow them up in an integrated, residential, undergraduate setting of the highest 
quality. Dahl believes that the College needs to continue asserting these simple truths and act upon them. 

Finally in this matter, the SUNY system is inspecting program duplication. The Provost and the President have 
been asked to justify or consider removing nine academic programs, none of which is a full departmental program. 
The programs are mostly small interdisciplinary ones without faculty of their own. One item on the list. Speech 
Pathology and Audiology, stems from a clerical error, this is not the name of Geneseo 's current program in Speech 
Pathology The fonner moniker is listed with four majors, yet Geneseo' s Department of Communicative Disorders 
and Sciences has 327 majors. 
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Provost Fidura is working with Department Chairs to determine if some small programs need to fall by thewa)lli 
and to sec how to defend others. No earth-shaking implications should arise from this exercise. but the College 
docs need to prepare a reply 

3. The Coilege Planning Council is discussing Geneseo's future direction. They ha\'e ~icwcd the College 
Mission and Goals Statement from 1989-90 and the goals for the year 2000. The Planning Council \\i ll be 
reporting to the College and to individual departments on how Genesco has accomplished its goals in the pal1 m1 

years and how it should plan for the next five years. 

The Planning Council is also beginning to discuss Geneseo's institutional identity. its size and its relatiYe 
priorities. The Council has already discovered wide consensus on the College's undergraduate focus and on ill 
fundamental student-teacher relationship that drives the quality of this institution. No one on the Council has 
called for increasing the size of the College; the Council sees Genesco staying the same size or slightly smaller. 

The President's goal this year is to keep the whole college community in touch \\ith the Planning Process. 

Dahl thanked Provost Fidura and the Honors Convocation Committee for putting on an outstanding C\·ent on 
Saturday and commended the faculty and students who participated. Parents. visitors and donors offered many 
positive comments. 

Provost's Report 
F. Fidura reported on four items: 

I. Fidura thanked the Faculty for supporting the Student Honors Convocation. The Convocation Cornmittedll.'W 
during ~e year-long planning process that faculty involvement would be the critical element for success. Fidura 
also pratsed the work of the Committee members, who were drawn from all sectors of the College. 

2. The Curriculum Task Force continues to work and is in final stages of reporting on last year's acti\ities. '!be 
Coll~gc should have this report soon. Presently, the Task Force is asking how Genesco's present general 
~culum structure responds to the in~ellectual skills and goals that were identified last year. The Task Forte. 1 

wtll send a newsletter out and also begm exploring alternative models for meeting skills and goals through pub~ • 
forums and focus groups. 

3. SCAT (Student Computer Access funding )for this year was approved by SUNY. Geneseo 'Ill ill receive Slll,fm. : 
a bit more than last year. Departments have been irrvited to submit proposals; the C-R committee '"ill meet 5000 ~ 
consider proposals. 

4 .. Fid~. recently ~keto C~stine ~e, SUNY's Assistant Vice-Chancellor f~r Educatio~ T~hnolo~. SUN1'~ ; 
wtll distnbute additional capttal funds directly to campuses; Geneseo might recc1ve something m the ne•gbOOrl!O: I 
~~~ I 

Chair's Report 
E. Wallace reported on printing problems with the Senate Bulletin #6 and on the Presidential search prtXXSS 

1. When the College Senate Bulletin was halfway through its printing on Thursday. the printing press broke. N 
that point, Wallace and his support staff scrambled to copy at least enough Bulletins for all Senators. Some 
non-Senators on the mailing list may not have received their copies yet. 

2. The Presidential Search Committee bas identified five finalists and \\ill start bringing them to ~pus: full~' 
credentials are on file at the Library. Vice-President Art Hatton will soon distribute an edition of f11\\lth 3 

description of the process. Wallace encouraged Senators to participate in the process. 
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Treasurer's Report 
C. Leary announced that the letter for the annual Senate Appeal went out a week and a half ago. Leary urged 
Senators to contribute. 

The Senate's current balance is $3589.84. 

University Faculty Senator's Report 
J. Reber reported that on 22-23 September, five professors and administrators from Geneseo attended the 
University Faculty Senate. Reber referred Senators to his notes published in the College Senate Bulletin. Reber's 
notes are on pages 97-98 for my notes, and Wallace's notes appear on 88-89. 
Reber also brought back a set of SUNY campus profiles; this includes information on credit hours for FTEs, 
numbers of degrees, and so forth. The profiles are on reserve at the Library. In the Library there is also a notebook 
containing the University Senate's minutes and Faculty Senate President Vince Aceto's report on rethinking 
SUNY. Docwnents from the Trustees, including one from the Mission and Vision Subcommittee, should interest 
College Senators. The College Senate through its Executive Committee bas officially replied to the rethinking 
SUNY docwnents and may be found on pages I 01-102 of the College Senate Bulletin. 

Also at the Library are University Faculty Committee reports. 

The University Senate passed several resolutions; Reber can provide details on these via e-mail. 

The three resolutions passed were 

A. Support for a Conference on Transfer and Articulation Agreements 
B. A call for open meetings of Trustees 
and 
C. Support for an effective grant writing course. Reber noted that Doug Harke is one of the few campus officers in 
SUNY who gives grant-writing assistance; other campuses want to learn more about grant writing. 

Central Council Report 
C. Cusack made several announcements: 

I. Because three positions were open due to recent resignations, Central Council elections were held on 21 
September 1995. Clare Cusack was elected Vice-President; Pam Griffith was elected Director of Academic Affairs; 
and Brian Castelli was elected Director of Conununications. 

2. The Geneseo Column Bowl Tournament takes place on Saturday. 4 November. Applications are available in CU 
316 and are due this Friday. 

3. Freshman Class Elections will be held on Thursday, 16 November 1995 in the College Union Lobby from 
9AM-7PM. 

4. The Student Association Presidents from all SUNY campuses will meet with Board ofTrustees on Saturday, 28 
October in Albany. Since Cary Silverman, Geneseo' s Student Association President, cannot attend, Clare Cusack 
will go in his place. 

5. The SUNY Student Assembly will meet on 5 November at Utica College. Five students from Geneseo will be 
attending. Representatives from all SUNY institutions will be present to discuss SUNY's future. The Chancellor of 
SUNY will also be present. 
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Undergraduate Curriculum Committee Report 
K. Jones presented motions from the Conunittee. 

1. UCC moved the second reading of new courses: 

AMST 393 (Bulletin, 34-38) 
ENGL 393 (Bulletin, 39-42) 
HP&E 210 (Bulletin, 43-45) 
INTO 100 (Bulletin, 46-51) 

The motion was seconded and was followed by some discussion. J. Lovett (Biology) asked how facultY were 
recruited for lNID 100 and how this affects their loads and those of their depart~ents. T. Greenfielti Deanofllt . 
College, responded. There is an ad hoc task force appointed by the College Planning Council which evaluates : 
proposals and recommends to Provost those the task force finds acceptable. This group looks at resources and atrrt 
amount of interest in the faculty and the student body. The impact for now is none since the College can offer a 
compensation. The College doesn't authorize an exchange '\\ithln a department load but relics on Chairs to won 
out most equitable situation they can. 

Subsequently, the Senate voted unanimously to pass the motion. 

2. UCC moved the second reading of the course revision of INTO 395 (Bulletin. 52-53). 

This motion was seconded. There was no discussion, and the motion carried unanimously 

3. UCC moved the second reading of the following program revisions: 

American Studies Program: Revisions to B .A. Major and Minor (Bulletin. 62-68) 
School of Performing Arts: Revisions to Dance Concentration (Bulletin. 69-71) 
Women's Studies Program: Revisions to Minor (Bulletin. 27) 

With a second and no discussion, the motion passed unanimously 

4. UCC moved the first reading on the course revision for WRTG 10 I, English Language and Culture (Bulletin. 
page 133). The motion was seconded without ensuing discussion and passed unanimously. 

5. UCC moved the first reading of the following revised programs: 

B.S. in Biochemistry (Bulletin. 134) 
B.S. in Medical Technology (Bulletin. 138) . 
B.A. in Sociology (Bulletin, 142), including the new course SOCL 375. Senior Seminar: Sociologicallnquuy 
("Sociological" replaced the incorrect "Social" in the Bulletin. page 116). 

B. Anemone (Anthropology) reported his department 's dismay that Sociology is dropping Anthropol~gy ~..: . 
its major. His department, therefore, did not approve of the motion on the floor. Ne\'ertheless, the motJon vcP"" · 

voice vote. 

6 . UCC moved the first reading of a Course Revision for Humanities 220/221 (54-61 of Bulletin). The motion~~ 
seconded. 

Senate Parliamentarian Stacey Edgar moved to divide the question. since she saw on page 57 of the Bulletin two ~ 
distinct proposals: first, to change the name of Humanities I and 2 to Western Humanities 1 and 2, and second-~ 1 
change the required readings list. These two issues bad already been discussed separntely by UCC. Edgare~~ 
that Robert's Rules of Order says that the division of the question needed no second and was not debatable. me 
measure passed unanimously. 
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A. The Name Change. There was some discussion. J. Boiani (Chemistry) asked what happens to the rest of (i.e., 
non- Western ) Humanities? Were there any plans to create another course? B. Edgar (Philosophy) responded, 
"Give us another four hours and we'll make another course." 

The measure passed unanimously. 

B. The Required Readings Revisions. 
S. Bailey (Office of the Dean) foresaw problems for transfer students and, indirectly, for SUNY Central. Geneseo 
is already under considerable pressure to waive core requirements for transfer students holding two- year degrees. 
The Humanities courses are constantly sing]ed out in this regard. Geneseo is proud that these courses are unique, 
and the College has generally resisted making substitutions for transfer students. It seemed to Bailey that the 
course sequence is a valuable one that links everyone's educational experiences. With greater variety in the course, 
however, Bailey worried that there would be increased pressure for substitutions from our own students (who might 
take courses elsewhere during the summer) as well as from transfers students. 

J. Williams (History) voiced his concern over the potential loss of commonality for students, and the direction that 
the Humanities courses have, in his view, moved: into separate tracks in which people doing literary studies, for 
example, do not have much to do with philosophy, and vice-versa. Common works must be retained to assure 
shared experiences. Williams felt that the previous multi-disciplinary program was preferable to the proposed 
changes. Those who argue that all we need is works from same time period are naive about the vast differences 
between these works. 

Anemone said that he supported the structured choice approach in the new Reading List and had been persuaded 
with the arguments of the Humanities Committee. But he was disappointed the Reading List deliberations seem to 
have dissipated by the 20th century. Anemone wanted to know if the 20th century requirements would be 
amplified in the future. 

B. Edgar reminded the Senate that the plan is to have the entire faculty review the requirements every three years. 
At this point, Edgar also gave a history of the proposal. The Humanities Faculty have met every semester on Study 
Day for the last 15 years. During the last I 0 years, a division arose between those who thought the reading 
requirements were fine and those who wanted more choice. The Faculty circulated position papers in 1993 and 
realized that the two sides would never convince each other. In the spring of 1994, the Humanities Faculty held a 
retreat at the Glen Iris Inn on the Monday after graduation. The Faculty fought out the issues all day and took 
straw votes. The following fall, ten subcommittees on different areas of the reading list were formed. 
Recommendations were made for each time period. The full Humanities Faculty began discussing those reports in 
December of 1994, meeting again in January of 19 95 and on a Saturday in February. Finally, one vote at a time, 
the proposal was hammered out. 9()0/o of the proposal was agreed to; there were compromises, and 35-40 people 
attended every meeting. 

Paul Schacht (Visitor, English Department) addressed concern about Susan Bailey's and Jim Williams' common 
experience question. There are strengths and weaknesses in this course, but a weakness is the narrowly defined 
syllabus that gives a false impression of traditional Western canon, as if there are only twenty indispensable works 
of canon. Yet the canon is much broader than that. The current reading list excludes traditionally canonical 
names such as Rousseau, Darwin, Blake, Nietzsche, Cervantes, Descartes, Hobbes, Montaigne and more. Also, 
since our current list is so narrowly defined, it is hard for instructors to explore different ways to explore the 
Western canon so that they make good use of their particular strengths and interests. The current syllabus groups 
people into a rather narrow approach, and so students do not get the benefit of faculty strengths. Moreover, the 
syllabus as it stands makes it hard to build in non-canonical, non-traditional works; the new syllabus would give a 
chance for this. Schacht also explained that one reason the 20th century was left wide open was that it is the 
hardest era to find a consensus for, and as well it is the easiest place to introduce nontraditional works. Schacht 
also believed that there are now huge files of past Humanities papers and lecture notes which are tempting to 
students. 
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All in all, Schacht felt that the proposal strengthens the course. It will still ha\'e structure and cornmonali~ ~, 
-"structured choice"- the breakdown by periods. intellectual movements and major social political moral 
alternatives in the Western tradition. The kinds of critical thinking skills honed under the old syllabus do not 
change with the new. The new list is not radical, either, it represents the traditional Western canon. 
Schacht underscored B. Edgar's point about how much work has been in\'ol\'ed to bring this proposal before Sem:t 

-colloquia, memos, semester-by-semester meetings. This is not a rushed proposal. 

Greenfield saw that almost every text in the current reading list made it into the proposal except for Greer's 
Brief History of the Western World or other history text . Would these not appear any longer? 
W. Soffer (Philosophy) explained that the history text was introduced originally to provide proper historical 
context for the works so that the main emphasis of the course could be the primary texts. After several years, it ill 
thought the better way to teach the historical context 1n the class itself; all Humanities Faculty are obligated tooo 
so. H. Lcpowitz (History) reminded the Senate that the history text has always been optional. 

K Gates (Student Senator) expressed concern over the proposal . She wondered if professors find the common 
themes to be common because the professors have read all of these texts. 

Williams responded to Paul Schacht's remarks. As for the narrow approach forced on instructors, only SOO!ooflk 
readings were required, and required works can be approached from many different perspectives. 
Anyone who wants to add a work outside the canon is free to do so. Nor was the possible existence of notes and 
papers files a major concern. Williams himself changes his tests and questions and rotates paper topics each year. · 

He also believed that the vast majority of students are honorable individuals. He did agree \\ith Schacht that nd 
great works are recognized, but this has been a trend. Williams pointed to the disappearance of Aristotle, and lk , 
discussion of the status of Plato's Republic. The Philosophy Department voted virtually unanimously to retain the l 
Republic. ~· 

B. Edgar reiterated that this was a compromise document. 

W. Gohlmann (History) said that Williams had summarized the arguments of the last ten years. The Humanitiel 
Faculty voted 75-25% for the new Reading List; the dissenting 25% can still teach the original syllabus. Also. 
students will have to be allowed to transfer more flexibly. This is no longer so unique a course, but that is nota 
tragedy. 

Greenfield thought that with a multiplied reading list and expansion of themes, the course may not be uniquee~-en 
within our own curriculum. He wanted to know what he should say to a student who has taken medieval 
philosophy and modem literature courses and claims to have met enough of the goals of Hwnanities to be 
exempted from taking the course, since my previous courses have featured the same texts and touched on same 
periods and themes. 

Celia Easton (English) replied that the obvious answer is that those other courses arc not interdiscip!inazyCOIJlSCS· 
The only acceptable alternatives would be interdisciplinary courses. 

Soffer thought it would be hard to see a combination of courses like that could coYer what Humanities doeS in 
only two semesters. The Introduction to Philosophy course, for example, is vastly different from the Humanities 
courses. 

Cusack reiterated Gates' concern. Cusack said that she was worried that (having not read the books) whethet 
students can grasp the common themes without a pnor basis for them. Cusack often felt that without the 
Humanities courses she would not have understood the common themes in other courses that dealt l\ith them. 

B. Edgar said that there was a time problem involved. Not enough has been made of how many works one can 
choose. The Faculty cannot choose everything. The Faculty did add works that are standard and canonical. Sollt 
were left out. Also, the Humanities Faculty have begun to publish everyone's reading list and in the course schedllil 
each semester. The lists will not change that much; only a few people \\ill change the syllabi much at all. 
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J. Scrafford (Student Senator) was not in favor of the proposal. She gives tours around campus, and prospective 
students always ask about the Core requirements; transfer students always ask about Humanities. This course 
makes Geneseo special. Scrafford also responded to the allusion to paper files. As a student, she took her position 
seriously, and she did not know of any student who takes such illicit advantages. If Geneseo is supposedly 
becoming an honors campus, it should have more faith in its students. 

M. Lima (English) argued that there was not much change in the proposal. She asked students in particular to give 
the Faculty the option to bring in new texts, and the course will still be special. 

The question was called and seconded. the motion to call the question passed with one dissenting vote. 

The motion for the first reading of the course revisions for Humanities 220 and 221 passed by at least a voice vote. 

7. UCC moved the first reading for two new courses, ArtH 171, Introduction to the History of Western Art: 
Prehistoric Through Gothic (p. 150 of Bulletin), and ArtH 172, Introduction to the History of Western Art: 
Renaissance Through Contemporary (Bulletin, p. 153). 

The motion was seconded. There was no discussion, and the motion passed unanimously. 

Faculty Affairs Committee Report 
B. Anemone reported that the Faculty Affairs Committee has been meeting regularly to discuss SOFI data 
analysis. The minutes on pages 117-118 of the Bulletin give details on the Committee' discussion. They will have a 
proposal concerning SOFI data analysis soon. 

Anemone explained that SOFis currently compare instructors' mean scores to those of their departments and the 
College. A new data analysis may feature a printout of the distribution of numerical responses as well as 
information on the standard deviation. The major graphic or histogram will include outliers and other statistical 
information not currently analyzed. Furthermore, the committee would like to see comparisons between similar 
courses-for instance, a 100 -level course in anthropology with 100 students would be compared to other 100-level 
social science courses of the same size. Comparisons based on 
discipline, course level, and course enrollment could provide more useful information than just the standard 
comparisons, thought the department comparison will probably be retained. 

The Committee is considering changing the usual process of rethinking the SOFis every three years; a sentiment is 
growing that it would be more valuable to have more continuity by using the same SOFI over a longer period, 
perhaps 5-7 years. 

The Committee will hold its next meeting at 4PM on Tuesday in the same place. 

Student Aft'ain Committee Report 
A. Whitehead reported that the Student Affairs Committee held its first organizational meeting on 3 October: the 
minutes are on page I 0 1 of the Bulletin. ' 

The Committee is working on notification to students in advance on textbook prices. 

The next meeting will be in Wadsworth 204 at 4PM on 31 October. 

Graduate Affairs Committee Report 
K. Fletcher announced that the Committee will meet next Tuesday at 4PM in Green 234. 
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NEW BUSINESS 

There ·was no new business. 

OLD BUSINESS 
There was no old business. 

Wallace thanked Committee Chairs, the Executive Committee and the Senate Secretary for their work. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Chair Wallace adjourned the meeting at 5.15 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Graham N Drake 

College Senate Secretary 
Senate Secretary 




