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Announcements 

Nominations for the 1994-95 
Richard Roark Award 

Nominations for the 1994-95 Richard Roark Award are now 
being solicited. The award, which carries with it a stipend of 
$100, is given annually to a graduating senior who has 
established an outstanding record of academic achievement and 
community service. Nominations should include a letter of . 
support from the nominator and the nominee's resume. 

Please submit nominations to Wanda Spruill, JWJ School of 
Business, Welles 218A, no later than April 19, 1995. 

Treasurer's Report 

March 3, 1995 Balance 
new contributions 
March 10, 1995 Balance 

Respectfully submitted, 
Kathy Barsz 
College Senate Treasurer 
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Policy Committee Meeting Minutes for 28.Feb.1995 

Atten?ance: Timothy Dietrich, Carloyn Mosca, Jim Boiani, Tom Greenfield, Jeff Over, George 
Gagmer, Stacey Edgar, Jim Williams, Ken Cooper, Mike Schinski. 

Forgiveness Policy: 

The discussion began with the Dean stating that the integrity of the transcript must be 
maintained. This meant that the history or order of the transcript couldn't be changed. Prof. 
Edgar responded by stating that maybe the student didn't want to have their GPA changed. 
What if it was a 4.00 when they left? Prof. Boiani mentioned that it should be taken into 
account how rapidly majors change and how many credits they should be able to have credit 
for when the course they took 1 0 years ago obviously isn't the same course that is offered 
today. The dean brought forth the notion that someone who is receiving A's and B's now 
versus the C's and D's ten years ago can easily point out where they picked up their schooling 
to an employer or graduate school. This policy, he mentioned, creates an unlevel playing field 
for students. Students who've received poor grades in the past can simply wait until they 
disappear, while students who continue on in school and deal with the poor grades have to 
suffer the effects on their GPA. In fact, this allows for the possibility for someone who failed 
out ten years ago to graduate with honors while only having to take two or so semesters, 
instead of eight. Prof. Edgar said that a transfer student's GPA didn't transfer with the credits, 
to which the Dean responded that they (the returning students) also have the option to choose 
from 63 other SUNY schools. The readmission policy is as follows: they need one successful 
semester at another school and the acceptance of the readmissions committee. But by 
transferring to another institution, the grades wouldn't transfer to that school, therefore they 
shouldn't be able to transfer back to Geneseo, should they? Prof. Padalino stated that 1 0 yrs. 
life experience essentially creates a new person, that is a new person to enter into Geneseo. 
That person would have tremendous disadvantages if they had to overcome poor past grades. 
The problem seemed to lie in how to help readmitted students without destroying the integrity 
of the transcript and the level playing field of readmitted students to currently enrolled 
students. It was brought up that some institutions drop the D's and E's of a readmitted 
students transcript until their GPA is a 2.0 and then allow them to start there. Prof. Edgar also 
indicated that only freshman and sophomore students are allowed into the honors society, and 
that this is based on their GPA. It was also argued that 10 yr. amnesty isn't fair to students 
who've been here all along because freshman entering college are usually very immature and 
usually screw up trying to find solid ground for themselves, but there's no policy stating they 
can erase those grades from their GPA. Prof. Edgar brought up the point that we don't want 
to discourage students from trying to come back to Geneseo after a period of time, that we 
should treat them as any other institution would. 
Call to question. Passed. 

Motion: Excise the GPA of returning students but allowing the transcript to stay intact by 
recalculating the GPA as follows: the first chronological 50 credits are dropped, anything after 
is calculated into the GPA. Any problems to be directed to the Dean. 
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Policy con't. 

In favor: 5 
Against: 3 

Motion failed. 

50/60 minute classes: 
going to wait until we can see a union reading of the last ten years. 

Maximum credits for Inter/Summer sessions: 
Currently session credits are: 

Session 
I and II 
Ill 
Inter 

Max. Credits 
7 credits a piece 
4 credits 
3 credits 

field studies are accounted as 1 00 minutes of studies a day equals one Carnegie unit of credit. 

The bulk of the discussion dealt with the ability of student to assimilate the information 
given in a class in such a short period of time. It was inte~ected at this point that a policy 
already exists. Prof. Edgar thought that a maximum of 6/3 credits over the summer sessions 
might be in order, for you'd the have to approach the dean to take a 4 and 3 credit class in the 
same session. However, Carolyn mentioned that it should be left up to the students to decide 
what was too much for them to handle over the shorter summer sessions, not the school. The 
idea behind college being the growth and developing maturity of the student to be able to 
decide for themselves what they are going to do. 

Call to question. Passed. 

Motion: a maximum of 15 credits can be earned over the summer sessions with anything 
exceeding this number having to be approved by the Dean. 

In favor: 5 
Against: 2 

Motion passed. 

Field study issue tabled. 

Submitted by Timothy Dietrich 

383 



EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MINUTES 
March 6, 1995 

Present: W. Spruill (Chair), K. Barsz, J. Bushnell, c. Dahl, G. 
DeHart, S. Fielding, L. House, A. Irwin, D. Johnson, s. 
Padalino, M. Teres, E. Wallace 

Excused: c. Harter, K. Jones 

Call to order: Chair Spruill called the meeting to order at 12:32 
pm. 

Approval of the minutes: The March 6 minutes, beginning on p. 358 
of the Senate Bulletin, were approved with the following 
amendments: "FAC" in the Graduate Affair's report should read, 
"GAC;" "next week" in that same report should be deleted. In the 
Student Affair 1 s report, "H. Kaiser" should read, "H. Kysor;" and 
the Treasurer's report, the balance "$6, 4560.40" should read; 
11 $6,460.40." 

Provost's report: The President is off campus today. She will 
report on the budget at the All-College meeting tomorrow. 

There will be a CTF Forum this coming Thursday on the Major and 
Specialization at 12:45 pm in Newton 202. 

Chair's report: The meeting with the American Council on 
Education that was originally scheduled on April 27 will be held 
on April 24, possibly during the Executive Committee meeting. 

In reference to the All-College meeting tomorrow, we cannot 
accept nominations from the floor for the General Education 
Committee or the Professional Leave Review Committee since such 
nominations must come directly from the departments. 

Student Affair's committee report: The next meeting will take 
place on March 28 with Jeff Gutenberg who will provide the tally 
on the library hours questionnaire. 

Faculty Affairs's Committee report: The SOFI draft that was 
published on pp. 361-62 of the SB omitted the response categories 
for the questions on p. 362. In addition, the following question 
pertaining to classroom performance was omitted: "Classroom 
instruction is well-organized, clear, and effective." 

There was some FAC discussion on the administration of the SOFis. 
It was decided by the FAC that faculty and student questions 
relating to the wording of the preliminary SOFI letter and the 
instructions that accompany the SOFI, as well as the SOFI 
reports, be handled as separate issues and charged to next year's 
FAC. The concerns of administration will be acknowledged at the 
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March 14 senate meeting. The Provost indicated that he would like 
to discuss these issues with the FAC. It was suggested that 
faculty not administer their own SOFis. Some controversy ensued 
over this issue. 

other questions were raised regarding the wording of the SOFI 
draft: 

Why gender? Empirical evidence shows that male students are 
more likely to negatively rate female instructors. 
Why subjective student self-evaluations? Provides a better 
context in which to judge the student comments. 

The FAC Chair will make a hardcopy of the corrected SOFI 
available to the EC Chair who will see that it is distributed 
before the Senate meeting. Its cover sheet will read ~s follows: 

The second page of the SOFI draft in the FAC minutes of · 
March 17, was incomplete. Please substitute the attached 
sheet for p. 362. 

Some discussion followed as how to handle issues from the Senate 
floor regarding the SOFI. It was decided that the FAC Chair would 
provide some background on each component of the SOFI revision 
before discussion ensues. 

The FAC Chair noted that the broad goal of the FAC was to bring 
the SOFI into accord with the H-1 form. Furthermore, empirical 
evidence located in the literature indicates strong preference on 
the part of students for a brief form. Detailed questions were 
left out for this reason. It was suggested faculty who wish more 
detail could still add their own question(s) to the SOFI before 
leaving the classroom. 

Policy Committee's report: Will bring its policy on credit limits 
to the April Senate meeting. 

New Business: The following is raised for informational purposes 
only. The SUNY Board of Trustees have amended the policy 
governing Presidential replacements. We should revise our 
constitution next year. 

The meeting was adjourned at 1:22 pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Steve Fielding 
Secretary, College Senate 
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All-Co~~ege ~eting 
March 14, 1995 

Present: W. Spruill (Chair), P. Alley, M. Allison, s. Bailey, s. 
Bandoni, K. Barsz, J. Boiani, K. Broikou, J. Bushnell, L. Cardon, P. 
Case, K. Cooper, K. Cylke, c. Cusack, c. Dahl, G. DeHart, s. Edgar, 
s. Fielding, L. Freidland, G. Gagnier, R. Goeckel , w. Gohlman, T. 
Greenfield, R. Hall, c. Harter, R. Hartman, A. Hatton, N. Holland, 
L. House, H. Hoops, A. Irwin, B. Irwin, D. Johnson, J. Johnston, D. 
Jones, K. Jones, s. M. Kim, M. LaCelle-Peterson, s. Landes, c. 
Leary, R. Lougeay, S. McKenna, D. Metz, c. Moska, P. Murphy, M. 
Navarro, J. over, s. Padalino, K. Pennington, A. Reynolds, L. 
Sancilio, P. Schacht, M. Schinski, S. Shonk, R. Spear, M. Teres, M. 
Torres, M. Torye, A. Touissant, M. Venturino, E. Wallace, J. Wang, 
D. Watt, A. Whitehead, J. Williams, L. Wrubel, A. Zakrocki 

Absent: s. Andrews, R. Anemone, S. Berds, D. Bradford, J. Dechario, 
T. Dietriech, B. Farah, K. Fletcher, J. Grayson, s. Hanft, c. · 
Highsaw, D. Hill, J. Hunter, J. Kimbal, K. Levison, R. Lin, B. 
Lofquist, T. MacPherson, A. Macula, D. Malik, J. McCartin, R. 
McCluskey, J. Pirone, c. Silverman, E. Thompson, D. Watt 

Call to order: Chair Spruill called the meeting to order at 4:03p.m. 

Adoption of the agenda: Move to adopt the agenda appearing on pp. 352 
of the Senate Bulletin with the following amendment: The President 
will speak at the Senate meeting. The agenda was adopted as amended. 

Report of the committee on Nominations: The Committee nominates for 
vice-chair s. Bossung and E. Savellos. For secretary G. Drake and M. 
LaCelle-Peterson. For university faculty senator: J. Bulsys, J. 
Reber, and D. Showers. For treasurer: K. Fletcher, c. Leary, and J. 
Walker. For senator-at-large over 6 years: J. Boiani, J. Bushnell, G. 
DeBolt, B. Gohlman, c. Lougeay, B. owens, B. Simon, and M. Stolee. 
For senator-at-large under 6 years: J. Cook, M. Ebling, M. Fey, H. 
Gurney, J. Hunter, B. Lofquist, D. McPherson, M. Navarro, D. 
Repinski, and B. Rosenberg. 

For the General Education Committee: Fine Arts-- s. Stubblefield, P. 
Case; Humanities-- K. Ascher, s. Edgar, and J. Williams; Social 
Sciences--B. Coffey, E. Kintz, K. Barsz, and s. Derne. 

For the Professional Leave Review Committee: Fine Arts--T. Browne, c. 
Shanahan; Education and Speech Pathology--M. Fey and K. Jones; 
Business and Library-- L. Stone and A. Whitehead. 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:08 pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Steve Fielding 
Secretary, College Senate 
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MINUTES OF THE COLLEGE SENATE 
March 14, 1995 

Present: w. Spruill (Chair), P. Alley, M. Allison, s. Bailey, s . . 
Bandoni, K. Barsz, J. Boiani, K. Broikou, J. Bushnell, L. Cardon, 
P. Case, K. Cooper, K. Cylke, C. Cusack, c. Dahl, G. DeHart, s. 
Edgar, s. Fielding, L. Freidland, G. Gagnier, R. Goeckel , W. 
Gohlman, T. Greenfield, R. Hall, c. Harter, R. Hartman, A. Hatton, 
N. Holland, L. House, H. Hoops, A. Irwin, B. Irwin, D. Johnson, J. 
Johnston, D. Jones, K. Jones, S. M. Kim, M. LaCelle-Peterson, S. 
Landes, c. Leary, R. Lougeay, s. McKenna, D. Metz, c. Moska, P. 
Murphy, M. Navarro, J. Over, s. Padalino, K. Pennington, A. 
Reynolds, L. Sancilio, P. Schacht, M. Schinski, s. Shonk, R. Spear, 
M. Teres, M. Torres, M. Torye, A. Touissant, M. Venturino, E. 
Wallace, J. Wang, D. Watt, A. Whitehead, J. Williams, L. Wrubel, A. 
Zakrocki 

Absent: s. Andrews, R. Anemone, s. Berds, D. Bradford, J. Dechario, 
T. Dietriech, B. Farah, K. Fletcher, J. Grayson, S. Hanft, C. 
Highsaw, D. Hill, J. Hunter, J. Kimbal, K. Levison, R. Lin, B. 
Lofquist, T. MacPherson, A. Macula, D. Malik, J. McCartin, R. 
McCluskey, J. Pirone, c. Silverman, E. Thompson, D. Watt 

Call to order: Chair Spruill called the meeting to order at 
4:08p.m. 

Approval o~ the agenda: Move to adopt the agenda appearing on pp. 
352-3 of the senate Bulletin with the following amendment: The 
President will present the first report. The agenda was adopted as 
amended. 

Approval o~ the minutes: Move to adopt the February 14 minutes as 
found on pp. 281-84 of the Senate Bulletin. The minutes were 
approved as written. 

(Note: P. Murphy and M. Torres were incorrectly recorded as absent 
at the February Senate meeting.) 

Presidents report: Everyone who wrote letters on behalf of SUNY 
were thanked. However, these letters have been ineffective in 
convincing th7 Governor.to revise his proposed SUNY budget. We are, 
however, gett1ng attent1on from the legislature. The President met 
with Senators Volker and Lavalle, and Assemblymen Morrelle 
Johnson, and others about how difficult these cuts are. Sh~ also 
met with the Chancellor. The Trustees determined this week that 
they needed to make a dramatic presentation to the world about the 
impact of $300M ~n cuts. ~· S~larno (Chairman of the Board) did 
that today. He d1d not bl1nk 1n terms of making a dire forecast. 
The key elements of his presentation are outlined below: 

To achieve a $290M cut next year: Required savings 

1. SYSTEM RESTRUCTURING $18.8M 
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2. 

3 • 

4. 

cut system administration by 30% 
campus administration cost reductions 
revise statutory college funding 

PROGRAM ELIMINATIONS/REDUC 
120 academic programs eliminated 
600 programs reduced 
other campus reductions 

TUITION INCREASE 
raise tuition by $1600 
(20,000 student loss) 

MERGE OR CLOSE 
8 Campuses/hospitals 

$42.2M 

$188M 

$41M 

At this point the SUNY Board of Trustees has decided which campuses 
and programs it will target. They have told no one as of this time. 
Campuses do NOT know which programs will be cut at this point. 

The Board would like to see the cuts spread over a four year 
period. The President agrees with this idea. She suspects that they 
will offer this as an alternative to the Draconian cuts listed 
above. Cuts could be mandated by the Chancellor. He did this in 
Oregon. We don't know if cuts will be proportionate or 
disproportionate. Letters are still appropriate, but going to 
legislators' offices is even more effective. They are often in 
their district offices on Thursday afternoons and Fridays. 

There is some good news, the budget deficit seems to be less than 
previously thought. 

B. Gohlman announced a campaign that will organize faculty, alumni, 
and parents to call their legislators on Thursday and Friday of 
next week. The key people to pressure are the Senate Republicans. 
Local business located near campuses who would be indirectly hurt 
by closures/reductions are not, for the most part, sympathetic. 
They like the idea of the state budget reductions. B. Gohlman 
stated that we have found several local merchants who have sent 
letters. 

Chair's report: No report, but please come on down and sign the 
roster if you have not already done so. 

Treasurer's report: The balance as listed on p. 359 is wrong. The 
correct balance, $6,450.40, is shown on p. 353. 

University Faculty Senator's report: No report. 

Central council's report: As part of the African Roots in the 
Western Hemisphere theme year, Brown Women Who Fly, a theater and 
performing arts troupe from New York City will be here tonight at 8 
pm in the Alice Austin Theater. 

New York State Assemblyman Edward c. Sullivan, Chair of the 
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Assembly's committee on Higher Education, will conduct a student 
forum to discuss the SUNY budget situation and New York State 
higher education policy at SUNY Geneseo on Thursday March 16, fr~m 
4-6 pm in Newton 204. All members of the Geneseo College commun1ty 
are welcome and encouraged to attend this important event. 

There will be an open forum on affirm~tive action on ~ednesday 
April 5 from 7-9pm in Newton 202. A d1verse and exper1enced panel 
will share their views on this issue. 

Policy Committee's report: No report. 

curriculum committee's report: Items mentioned in the last ucc 
minutes that are not on today's agenda will'be brought to the April 
Senate meeting. 

ucc moves for a second reading of course revision French 326, 
making it an offering for the non-western requirement. Motion 
carries. 

ucc moves for a first reading of course revision Geog 363 the 
USSR on p. 363. Amendment to name this Russia and the 
commonwealth. Motion carries. 

UCC moves for a first reading of course deletion Geog 364, on 
p. 363. Motion carries. 

UCC moves for a first reading of Hist 317, pp. 371-75, and 
SP&A 300, pp. 364-70. Amendment to the latter--English as 
Second Language. Motion carries. 

Graduate Affairs Committee's report: The graduate survey was 
discussed and we reviewed the data. We will meet with J. McNally 
and will report back at the April Senate meeting. 

student Affairs Committee's report: No report. The next meeting 
will be on March 28. 

Faculty Affairs Committee's report: The EC Chair announced that the 
FAC minutes as printed on pp. 360-2 are amended. You should have 
received a revision yesterday. The original minutes omitted the 
response categories for the questions on p. 362. In addition, the 
following question pertaining to classroom performance was omitted: 
"Classroom instruction is well-organized, clear, and effective." 

Background provided by FAC Chair: commended the students c. 
Silverman and B. Irwin for their work on the SOFI subcommittee. 

We created a subcommittee under B. Lofquist that conducted a 
literature search on teaching evaluations. We conducted an informal 
survey of students and faculty from the departments represented on 
the Committee. We have identified some potential problems with the 
administration of the SOFI, but we will not address those issues 
today. We will charge this to next year's committee. We will 
focus on the instrument. 
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We identified several major themes. People like the increased 
written comments from students. Most people like the shorter 
format, though some wanted more detail. The second major issue was 
the weak correspondence between the items on the current SOFI and 
the dimensions of teaching that faculty are evaluated on. We 
decided to make the SOFI correspond more closely with the H-1 form. 
We also wanted to distribute the questions so that they would be 
weighted the same as the H-1. The short format is supported by 
research evidence showing that a few questions provide higher 
reliability or consistency than a large number of specific 
questions. 

The multiple question format was seen as problematic by students 
and faculty. The students indicated that they use several 
strategies for their responses. We decided, therefore, to ask one 
question per topic. 

FAC would like to move for a first reading of the SOFI draft as it 
appears on p. 361 and the revision on p. 379 (the latter· replacing 
p. 362). Seconded. 

Some question raised about dropping specific data on class 
assignments section. This may cause problems for administration in 
terms of assessment of what students learn. FAC replied, "Again we 
dropped this because too specific. We stayed with broader issues." 

A question raised on gender. FAC replied, "This relevant because 
literature shows that males often rate female instructors more 
negatively than male instructors." 

A question raised as to whether "active learning" in question 2 
demeans other teaching methods. Students said that they define 
active learning in terms of a range of factors besides class 
teaching. View it more as a method of assessing the instructors 
interest. 

Another query: Question 4 would not seem to apply to areas such as 
the arts, accounting, alternative education classes, etc. One 
reply, "Students can respond 'not applicable'." Problem--this could 
result in a mean based on a few students who responded with a 
number. A suggestion was rendered that instructors could read a 
question to students who would record this on the SOFI. Another 
question: Can students really comment on intellectual rigor? Would 
students evaluate rigor the same way as faculty? Students often say 
that some courses can be too difficult, taught at too high a level 
of rigor. Do we want to know if we know if the class is taught at 
proper level of difficulty? It was suggested that "appropriately" 
might be substituted for 11 intellectually." 

A motion made to divide the SOFI draft into 2 pages with 6 separate 
parts on the second page. Seconded. Some discussion on this. 

The motion does not carry. Senate works with entire document. 

Further discussion. 

390 



A motion not to accept this SOFI draft on the first reading. 
Seconded. 

Vote conducted with a show of hands. The motion is defeated. 

The question is called to accept the SOFI draft. The vote is to 
accept the SOFI draft. 

New Business: There will be a CTF Forum this coming Thursday on the 
Major and Specialization at 12:45 pm in Newton 202. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:37 pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Steve Fielding 
Secretary, College Senate 
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