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Call to Order 

COLLEGE SENATE MEETING 
May 2, 1995 

AGENDA 

Adoption of the Agenda 
Approval of the minutes of April 25, 1995 (Bulletin p. 

Senate Reports 
President's Report 
Chair's Report 
Treasurer's Report 
University Faculty Senator's Report 
Central council Report 

Standing Committee Reports 

Undergraduate curriculum 
New courses (Second reading) 

c. Harter 
w. Spruill 
R. Barsz 
L. House 
A. :Irwin 

R. Jones 

Anth 308. ·· Field Methods in Paleoanthropology, pp. 294-
298 :: ·: .. ~:-- .:~ : ', ' ) : ! ' : :' . ·: 
GSci 371~· Geology Field Study, pp. 299-303 

' . . l : : · . .. 

Revised Programs (second reading) 
B.A. in Geography, : pp. 312-317 
B.A. in ~~ography/Pre-professional Planning Option, pp. 
318-3i3 _ . . ·. . . 

New courses (Second Reading) 
Geog 371. Synoptic Climatology, pp. 324-329 
Geog 372. Physical Environmental Hazards, pp. 
330-338 (also see memorandum to the ucc Chair from 
the Department of Geological Sciences Chair, p. 
477) 

Revised courses 
Geog 370. 
Geog 380. 
339-341 

Deleted course 
Geog 280. 
p. 344 

(Second Reading) 
Climatology, p. 342 
Remote Sensing: Image Application,pp. 

(Second Reading) 
Remote Sensing: Theory and Techniques, 

B.S. Certification and Non-certification: Teacher of Speech 
and Hearing Impaired, pp. 425-427 

New courses (Second Reading) 
SP&A 238. Clinical Observation and Management in 

Communicative Disorders, pp. 428-433 
SP&A 242 . Phonology and Articulation Intervention, 

pp. 434-438 
SP&A 330. Clinical Intervention I, pp. 439-444 
SP&A 331. Clinical Intervention II, pp. 445-448 
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Revised courses (Second Reading) 
SP&A 240. Language Intervention, pp. 449-451 

New program (Second reading) 
B.A. in International Relations, pp. 413-420 

New course (Second Reading) 
Intd 100. Introduction to Global Issues, pp. 421-

424 

Policy s. Padalino 
Motion I. (Second reading) 
Students may register for no more than a total of 15 
credits during the summer session of a given year., p. 
383 

Motion II. (Second reading) 
A field study course will receive no more than 1 credit 
per week. An additional credit per field study may be 
added to the course if external work is required., p. 
376 

Motion III. (Move for waiver of First reading. Move 
for Second reading) 
A motion to approve the repeat policy as printed in 
Attachment 2 of the April 18, 1995 Policy Committee 
Minutes, pp. 481-484 

Graduate Affairs M. Teres 

student Affairs D. Johnson 

Unfinished Business 

New Business 
curriculum Task Force Report c. Dahl 

Adjournment 

COLLEGE SENATE MEETING 
1995/96 MEETING #1 

May 2, 1995 

Call to Order 

Chair 1 s Report E. Wallace 

New Business 

Adjournment 
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TO: 

G~neseo 

MEMORANDUM 

Dr. Kathleen Jones, Chair 
Undergraduate Curriculum Committee 

FROM: Richard B. Hatheway, Chair ~ ~ '1:l 
Department of Geological Sciences 

DATE: April 21, 1995 

GEOG 372 Proposal RE: 

Mike Broadway and I met on April 19th to discuss the Geological Sciences Department's 
reservations regarding the GEOG 372 proposal. 

While it is evident there is content overlap with existing Geological Sciences offerings, the 
Department's concerns have been alleviated by Geography's assurance that 

1. GEOG 372 enrollment is to be limited to upper-level Geography majors. 

2. The course will be offered no more frequently than alternate years. 

3. The course will not be considered as an option in the Environmental Studies 
minor. 

Thus, the meeting as stipulated by College Senate has taken place and understanding between 
the two departments has been reached. 

RBH:ls 
xc: M. Broadway 
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GRADUATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

Minutes 
April 18, 1995 

Present: S. Bandoni, L. Friedland, R. Lagesse, S. Landes, L. Sancilio, M. Teres (Chair), 
M. Venturino. 

Excused: M. LaCelle-Peterson, R. Lin, S. McKenna, T. Molloy, J. Tessier. 

The meeting was called to order at 4:00 p.m. 

The major topic of discussion was final revisions to the Graduate Survey form, which was 
redesigned by B. Mastin in Computer & Information Technology. Revisions must conform 
to the new form, which will be reproduced on special paper in a format appropriate for 
electronic tabulation. 

The committee made some revisions to the survey, incorporating suggestions made by 
Jim McNally. The revised form will be sent to B. Mastin for final printing. 

The status of the Graduate Student package was discussed briefly. R. Lagesse reported 
that there are still departments who have not submitted letters of welcome for inclusion 
in the package. All other materials have been received, including a new handout from 
the College Libraries. 

R. Lagesse announced that he and Janet Jackson have taken over, from the recently 
retired Nancy Mann, the administrative duties in the Office of Graduate Studies. 

The meeting adjourned at 5:05 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~fv.Z~v 
Sonja Landes 
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Policy Committee Minutes 
18 April 1995 

Present: s. Padalino {Chair), C. Mosca, D. Hill, G. Gagnier, D. 
Metz, s. Edgar, J. Hunter, M. Schinski, J. Williams, M. Navarro, 
A.M. Reynolds, J. Pirone, J. over, T. Greenfield {Guest). 

call to Order: Chair Padalino called the meeting to order at 
4:05 p.m. Three items of business were presented. 

Item 1: Announcement of special College Senate meeting for 
discussion of the SOFI - next Tuesday, 25 April. 

Item 2: Supplementary Report of the Policy Committee in regard to 

announcement and implementation of 24 April 1979 College Senate 
policy on student representation in departmental committees. 

A draft document was presented, discussed briefly, modified, and 
a final report is given (Attachment 1). 

Supplementary Report of the Policy Committee 
Attachment 1 

Item 3: Repeat Course Policy 

As discussed in previous meeting (4 April 1995) regarding the 
college repeat policy, Dean Greenfield brought a written version 
to the committee for consideration. 

A motion to approve the repeat policy as printed in Attachment 2 
was seconded and approved unanimously after a brief discussion. 

Repeat Course Policy 
Attachment 2 

New Business: None. 

Appreciation was given to Chair Padalino for his year of service 
as Policy Committee Chair. 

The meeting adjourned at 4:35 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

D. Jeffrey Over 
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Supplementary Report of the Policy Committee 
April18, 1995 

Submitted by Stephen Padalino 

This report concerns the implementation of the policy which allows student representation in department 
committees. The policy reads: 

All departments shall permit students representatives, with full voting privileges, to 
serve on all departmental committees including the department meeting as the 
assembly or as the committee of the whole, except those committees dealing with 
recruitment, tenure, discretionary salary increases and those concemed with 
evaluation of students or prospective students. Students shall be represented on all 
departmental committees, except those excluded above, according to the following 
formula: 

S = integer (F/4 + 114) 

where: S = the number of students and F = the number of voting faculty 
Using the above formula the following table was generated: 

At least 1 student per 3-6 voting faculty 
At least 2 student per 7-10 voting faculty 
At least 3 student per 11-14 voting faculty 
At least 4 student per 15-18 voting faculty 
At least 5 student per 19-22 voting faculty 
Etc. 

Students serving as representatives on departmental committees shall be elected by the 
majors of tlte department or an organization which represent the students in the, 
division, school or program. 

Concerning the above policy: 

The policy committee finds that the existing policy passed by the senate on 24 April 1979 is complete 
and sufficient and needs no modification. However, the implementation of this policy could be improved 
if the following steps were taken. 

• Student representatives should be informed by their department chair of the duties and 
privileges, including voting rights, that they will enjoy as department committee members. 

• The department constitution should reflect the number of students the department has on each 
committee and a statement of their voting rights. 

• The names of the student members should be listed in the annual departmental report. 
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G~neseo 
Office of the Dean of the College 

To: Wanda Spruill, Chair of Senate; Steve Padalino, Chair, Policy Committee 

From: Tom Greenfield~ 
Date: April 24, 1995 

RE: Repeat Policy Changes 

The Dean's Office' recommends the following changes to the Repeat Course Policy. The net effect 
of the proposed change is to create a single repeat policy governing all repeats irrespective of 
when the original course (and any subsequent repeats of the course) was taken. 

Grade Calculations in Repeated Courses 
Effective fall 1995, repeated courses will be -reported as follows: a) the 
original and the repeat grades appear on the transcript: b) only_the higher 
(or highest) grade is included in the calculations of the cumulat~ve and 
major grade point averages. When a student earns the same grade 1n a 
repeated course a) the grad~ is c~ 1 cul a ted one~ in the grade point averages 
and b) the credits and qual1ty po1nts are appl1ed to the most recent termor 
semester in which the grade was earned.** 

**The new pol icy is nQl retroactive in that any cot:rse repeated successfull1 
(defined as resulting in a grade of C- or better) prior to fall 1995 will be 
calculated under the policies in effect at that time. However, any course 
repeated unsuccessfully (resulting in a repeated grade of 0 or E) prior to 
fall 1995 may be repeated again in fall 1995 or thereafter and calculated 
under the new policy ("only highest grade counts in GPA"). 

Rationale: The current two-tiered policy places some re-admitted students, who repeat courses 
originally taken several years ago, at a disadvantage to students who repeat courses first taken 
more recently. The revision eliminates that disadvantage. 

Enclosed please find copies of (A) the current repeat policy and (B) the edited policy if passed. 

Steve, please note that I have added the phrase "to the major" to the text of the proposal passed 
by Policy Committee. This phrase clarifies the fact that the new policy's full benefits would be 
applied to the calculation of the major GPA as well as the cumulative GPA. It is a technical 
clarification that amplifies the spirit . of the proposal. I trust this can be noted as a "friendly 
editorial" correction. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

xc: Dean's Staff 
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. ·------------

Repeat Course Policy 
SUNY Geneseo 

Although there are restrictions on repeating certain courses, generally, students may repeat 
courses in which they have earned grades of D, E, F, U, or W. Courses in which students 
earned grades of P, S, or C· or higher, may not be repeated. The College strongly recommends 
that a repeated course be taken no later than the next regular semester in which it is offered. 
Credit hours for a repeated D course will be counted only once toward graduation. (Students 
who wish to repeat a course are responsible for knowing what, if any, repeat restrictions 
apply for a particular course. These restrictions are noted in each individual course 
description in the Undergraduate Bulletin. Invalid or improper enrollments may result in the 
loss of registration, grades, and/or credits.) 

0 and E Grade Polley 
Students may not use the Pass/Fail option for repealing courses in which grades of D or E were earner:!. 

For courses taken before the Fall 1992 semester, and repeated thereafter at 
Geneseo, both grades remain on the transcript. The repeated course grade and a prior D or E 
are both used in the cumulative grade point average computation; but, for purposes of 
calculating the major grade point average, the grade for the repeated course replaces the 
original grade. Students repeating D courses, first taken prior to Fall 1992, will need more 
than the minimum number of credit hours to graduate. 

For courses taken during or after Fall semester 1992, and repeated thereafter at 
Geneseo, both grades remain on the transcript; but in the case of a prior D or E. only the higher 
grade is used in computing grade point averages. When a student earns the same grade in a 
repeated course. the grade will be calculated and applied in the later term or semester. 

Minimum Competence 
Students must repeat courses in their majors if those courses are designated as "minimum 
competence requirements" by the major department. Minimum competence in those courses is 
demonstrated by earning at least a C- grade in the course. Please see the back of this page for 
a list of those courses designated as Mminimum competence requirements" in certain majors. 
Students may not enroll in any subsequent courses having any minimum competence 
requirements as prerequisites unless the minimum grade of C- has been earned in the 
prerequisites or unless special permission is granted by the chair of the department offering 
the subsequent courses. Students who receive the special permission to take a subsequent 
course and who earn a final grade of C or better in that course will not be required to repeat 
the minimum competence prerequisite course(s) in which a grade of D was earned. 

Notification Procedure 
Students repeating courses in which Ds. Es. Fs. or Us were earned must notify the Records 
Office in Erwin 102. For courses taken at the College and for which the student completes a 
Registration Form or a Drop-Add Form, writing an "R" in the column for repeat designations 
will constitute appropriate notice. For other situations, including courses for transfer credit, 
students must give written notification to the Records Office concerning any repeated courses. 
(Note: Grades and quality points earned elsewhere do not transfer to Geneseo.) 

NOTE: For financial aid consideration. repeated courses carried during the semester must 
exceed the stated financial aid minimum course load. Students should contact the Financial Aid 
Office in Erwin 107 for additional information regarding the impact of repeating courses on 
financial aid awards. 

9!94 Oflice ol the Dean. Erwin 106 
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PoLte 'I ,n;,.,IA. T e .s - /ITT It~ " ,.. e" 'T .1. i3 -~ <>-{-:\ ~ 
Repeat Course Policy P..-t)eo~,.J Pa r( ( '1 t...)) 

General Policies C \.__c ..... ~· 
Although there are restrictions on repeating certain courses, generally, students may repeat courses in which 
they have earned grades of D, E, F, U, or W. Courses in which students earned grades of P, S, or C-or higher, 
may not be repeated. The College strongly recommends that a repeated course be taken no later than the next 
regular semester in which it is offered. Credit hours for a repeated D course will be counted only once toward 
graduation. Students who wish to repeat a course assume responsibility for knowing what, if any, repeat 
restrictions apply to any particular course. Restrictions are noted in individual course descriptions in the 
Undergraduate Bulletin. Invalid or improper enrollments may result in loss of registration, grades, and/or 
credits. 

Students may not use the Pass/Fail option for repeating courses in which grades of D or E were earned. 

Seniors who receive a D or E in their final semester may petition the instructor(s) and the Dean of the College 
to retake the final examination. Petitions must be submitted in writing within ten days after the student 
receives his or her final grades or two weeks after final grades are mailed from the College, whichever comes 
first. Petitions are approved or denied by the Dean in consultation with the course instructor(s). 

Minimum Competence 
Students must repeat courses in their majors if those courses are designated as "minimum competence 
requirements" by the major department. Minimum competence in those courses is demonstrated by earning at 
least a C- grade in the course. Students may not enroll in any subsequent courses having any minimum 
competence requirements as prerequisites unless the minimum grade of C- has been earned in the 
prerequisites or unless special permission is granted by the chair of the department offering the subsequent 
courses. Students who receive special permission to take a subsequent course and who earn a final grade of C 
or better in that course will .D.Q1 be required to. repeat the minimum competence prerequisite course(s) in 
which a grade of D was earned. Consult the back of this sheet or individual department program descriptions in 
the Undergraduate Bulletin for the list of courses identified as requiring "minimum competence" in each 
major. 

Grade Calculations in Repeated Courses 
Effective Fall 1995, repeated courses will be reported as follows: a) the 
original and the repeat grades appear on the transcript; b) only the higher 
(or highest) grade is included in the calculations of the cumulative and 
major grade point averages. When a student earns the same grade in a 
repeated course a) the grade is calculated once in the grade point averages 
and b) the credits and quality points are applied to the most recent term or 
semester in which the grade was earned.** 

Notification Procedure 
Students repeating courses (courses taken at Geneseo in which D's, E's, F's and U's) were earned must notify 
the Records Office in Erwin 102. Students make notification of a repeat course by writing an R in the 
appropriate form on either the Registration form of Drop/Add form. For other situations, including courses 
for transfer credit, students must give written notification to the Records Office concerning any repeated 
courses. (Note: Grades and quality points earned elsewhere do not transfer to Geneseo.) 

Financial Aid Notice. Repeated courses may have an impact on financial aid awards and restrictions. 
Students receiving aid should consult the Financial Aid Office before repeating a course. 

**The new policy is DQ1 retroactive in that any course repeated successfull~ 
(defined as resulting in a grade of C- or better) prior to fall 1995 will be 
calculated under the policies in effect at that time. However, any course 
repeated unsuccessfully (resulting in a repeated grade of D or E) prior to 
fall 1995 may be repeated again in fall 1995 or thereafter and calculated 
under the new policy ("only highest grade counts in GPA"). 
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Major courses in which minimum competence (C-) is required. 

Accouming - All courses submitted in fulfillment of the major, including required related courses. Courses with D grades 
must be repeated and cannot be used to meet prere{Juisite requirements. 

American SJUdies - No courses. 
Anthrooology - All Anthropology courses used in fulfillment of the major. 
Applied Physics - Phys 123/124, 125/126, 223, 362; Math 221, 222, 223. 
An History/An Studio - All Art Studio and Art History courses used to fulfill the Major rC{Juiremcnts. 
Bjochemjst.ry - No courses. 
Biology - All rC{Juired biology courses and all rC{Juired related courses for the major. A grade of C- must be achieved in any 

course before it can be used as a prCiJuisitc for another course. Exception: earning aD in General Biology I will not 
prevent a Biology major from enrolling in General Biology II in the following semester, if the student receives 
permission from the Biology Chairperson. 

Biophysics - No courses. 
Black Studies - No courses. 
Chemistry - No courses. 
Biochemistry - No courses. 
Communication - Comn 102, 160, 235. 
Comparative Literature - All courses submined in fulfillment of the 30-hour English requirement and all 300-level foreign 

language courses. 
Computer Science - CSci 141, 142,241,242, 341,342,343/331. 
Economics - All courses submitted in fulfillment of the major, including required related courses. Courses with D grades 

must be repeated and cannot be used to meet prerC{Juisite requirements. 
Elementary Education with BSED degree - Intd 203, Educ 213, 214, 313. 316 and 317; Educ 319, 338 or 355; and for Early 

Childhoold students Educ 353. 
Elementary Education Option with BA/BS degree - Intd 203, Educ 213, 214, 313, 316, 317, and 319. 
Secondary Education - lntd 203, 301, 302; Educ 204, 205; Fren 320/Span 320. 
Svecial Education w/Eiementary Certification - Intd 203, Educ 213,313,317, 328; SpEd 231,234,364,366,382,383, 

and 385. 
Special Education - Educ 335, SpEd 231,234, 335,364,365,366, 382, 383, and 385. 
~ - All courses submiued in fulfillment of the 36-hour requirement for the major. 
Foreign Languages - All 300-Icvel courses in fulfillment of the 30-hour requirement for the major. 
Geochemistry - GSci 111, 112,210,220.315/320, and 391; Chern 120/121, 122, 125,211,212,213, and 214. 
Geography - All Geography courses used in fulfillment of the major. 
Geological Sciences - GSci Ill, 112, 210, 220, 33 I, 341, 351, 361, and 391. 
Geophysics - GSci 111, 112,210,220,341, 343, and 391; Phys 123/124, 125/126,223,224,226, 335, and 362. 
H..WQry, - Hist 103, 105, 106, 150, 151, 201, and 391 Senior Seminar. 
Management - All courses submitted in fulfillment of the major, including required related courses. Courses with D grades 

must be repeated and cannot be used to meet prerequisite requirements. 
Mathematics - Math 221, 222, 223, 233, and 237. 
Medical Technologv - All required biology and chemistry courses and all required related courses for the major. A grade of C

must be achieved in any course before it can be used as a prequisite for another course. Exception: earning a Din General 
Biology I will not prevent a Medical Technology major from enrolling in General Biology II in the following semester, if 
the student receives permission from the Biology Chairperson. 

Mll5.k - All basic requirement courses (both common and option courses), and the performance organization requiremem(s) 
· for the Option; and for the Performance Option, jury and Junior Recital. 

Natural Science - Intd 203; Educ 213,214,313,316,317,319. 
Philosophy - Phil Ill, 205, 207, 330, 340, and 355. 
Phvsics - Phys 123/124, 125/126, 223, 362; Math 221, 222, 223. 
Political Science - All Political Science courses submitted in fulfillment of the major, including required related courses. 
Psychology - Psyc 250, 251, and 252. Majors may repeat Psyc 250 and/or 251 and/or 252 one time to achieve C-. 
Sociolo~v - No courses. 
Sveech Patholo~y and Audiologv - SP&A 142, 150,221, and 228. 
~ - Thea 140,202,203. 484 
Theatre/English - All courses in Theatre and English for the major. 



STUDENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
MEETING NUMBER 11 

APRIL 18, 1995 

PRESENT: M. Allison, P. Case, R. Hall, S. Hanft, R. Hartman, N. 
Holland, D. Johnson (Chair), J. Kimball, S. Shonk, J. Scrafford, 
A. Toussaint 

EXCUSED: S. Bailey 

ABSENT: D. Bradford, B. Gohlman, T. MacPherson, E. Thompson 

GUEST: Barbara Farah 

The meeting was called to order at 4:00p.m. 

D. Johnson distributed a summary sheet of the 647 student . 
responses to the Library Hours Survey (appended to these m1nutes) 
and announced that a copy of the complete Library Hours Survey 
tabulations is on reserve in Milne Library. 

D. Johnson 
Libraries. 
to use the 
and explore 
hours . Dr. 
of students 

introduced . Dr. Barbara Farah, Director of College 
Dr. Farah was delighted to hear that students wanted 

Libraries more and was willing to discuss priorities 
areas of funding needed to implement any extended 
Farah expressed concern about the security and safety 
working late at night without a staff member present . 

On Monday through Thursday, the Milne and Fraser libraries are 
open until 11:45 p.m. However, the evening reference librarian 
leaves at 10:00 p.m. and students are responsible for closing the 
buildings . During any late evening hours, Dr. Farah would prefer 
that three students be present in each building, one to act as a 
backup . Milne is a large building and during closing a student 
needs to walk through each floor looking for patrons and turning 
off lights. She is also concerned that student employees will 
not use the Escort Service, but will instead walk home after 
work. For the last two years, Dr. Farah has requested that an 
extra staff position be added to the Libraries to supervise 
during the evening. Dr. Farah has also discussed with University 
Police the desirability of having an officer at the library to 
assist students during closing. This has generally not happened 
because the University Police change shifts at midnight. However 
any extended hours would occur after shift changing and might be 
better for the University Police. 

Another difficulty is finding students willing to work late night 
hours. H. Holland asked if students were allowed to study while 
working at circulation. B. Farah responded that this was not 
encouraged. Service is the first priority. In addition, there 
are usually other tasks to do at the circulation desk. 

The question of how extra hours would be funded was discussed. 
Dr. Farah reported that she receives a lump sum at the beginning 

485 



of the Fiscal Year which is divided among materials, equipment, 
supplies, temporary service, etc. At the present time , Dr. Farah 
has no idea how the State budget cuts will affect the Library 
budget . With the data from the Library Hours Survey to back up 
her request, Dr. Farah will ask the administration for more work
study students and funds to hire additional temporary service 
students . Dr . Farah also reported that funds from the Geneseo 
Foundation may be used to contribute to this program, however, 
this fund is small and other funding sources are more viable . 

J. Kimball asked if it was possible to reduce the number of 
students assigned in the mornings when it is less busy and shift 
them to late night hours. This would reduce the number of extra 
student needed to staff the library during extended hours. Dr. 
Farah reported that she has looked at this and that there may be 
times when the number of students working at the circulation 
desks could be reduced. It was also suggested that the 
Libraries could open later and the staff start working later in 
the morning. Dr. Farah noted that various databases and systems 
the Libraries use have much faster response times in the mornings 
and the library staff need to take advantage of this. D. Johnson 
also noted that several hours are need in the morning for pickup 
and that this is more easily accomplished when the libraries are 
not busy. 

Several student senators expressed the opinion that students 
should pay for the extra hours if they wanted them through some 
additional student fee. N. Holland and S. Hanft reported that 
they spoke to Joe Pirone about the Student Activity Fee. J. 
Pirone told them that extended library hours could not be funded 
through an increase in this fee. 

Although the ultimate goal should be to increase library hours 
throughout the semester, the Committee recommended, based on the 
results of the Library Hours Survey, the following priorities for 
extended hours during the Fall and Spring semesters (late evening 
salaries are based on overtime rate of approximately time and 
1/2): 

First Priority: Extend hours until 2:00a.m., Sunday-
Thursday for the three·weeks prior to exams and during Exam Week. 

Cost Per Student Working: 

3 weeks x 5 days x 2 hours x 2 semesters x $6.50 = $390.00 
4 students (2 per library) - $1,560 
6 students (3 per library) - $2,340 

Adding 1 additional hour during exam week-$65.00/student 
· 4 students (2 per library) - $260 
6 students (3 per library) - $390 
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second Priority: Extend hours until 2:00a.m., Sunday
Thursday for the two weeks around mid-term. 

Cost Per Student Working: 

2 weeks x 5 days x 2 hours x 2 semesters x $6.50 = $260.00 
4 students (2 per library) - $1,040 
6 students (3 per library) - $1,560 

Third Priority: 
Sunday evening. 
met.) 

Extend hours until 2:00 a.m. every 
(Costs based First and Second Priorities being 

Cost Per Student Working: 

9 sundays x 2 hours x 2 semesters x $6.50 = $234.00 
4 students (2 per library) - $ 936 
6 students (3 per library) - $1,404 

Fourth Priority: Open earlier every Sunday. 

Cost Per Hour Added: 

15 weeks x 2 semesters x $4.25 = $127.50 

4 students (2 per library opening at 11:00 a.m.) - $ 510 
4 students (2 per library opening at 10:00 a.m.) - $1,020 

Dr. Farah indicated that any increase in library hours would be 
treated as a trial and that the cost/student would be carefully 
monitored. 

The Committee's meeting with Dean Greenfield, scheduled for April 
25, will have to be changed due to a College Senate meeting now 
scheduled for that time. Some possible times were discussed. D. 
Johnson will contact Dean Greenfield to see if he is available on 
any of the suggested dates. 

The meeting adjourned at 5:00 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Diane Johnson 
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LIBRARY HOURS SURVEY 

STUDENT RESPONSES 

The College Senate Students Affairs Committee is conducting a survey to determine the need for extended 
hours in the College Libraries. The libraries (Milne and Fraser) are presently open until 11:45 p.m. on 
Sunday-Thursday evenings and 5:45 p.m. on Friday and Saturday evenings . Library hours are extended 
one hour per day during exam week. 

1. If library hours in Milne and Fraser were extended Sunday-Thursday, how many times each semester 
do you think you would use either library between midnight and 2:00a.m.? 

0 times=27.9% 1-3 times=30.7% 4-6 times=17.8% 7-9 times=9.1% over 10 times=14.4% 

2. If library hours in Milne and Fraser were extended Friday and Saturday, how many times each semester 
do you think you would use either library between 6:00p.m. and 8:00p.m.? 

0 times=21.8% 1-3 times=32.3% 4-6 times=21.3% 7-9 times=ll.4% over 10 times=l3.1% 

3. If Milne and Fraser libraries opened earlier on Sunday mornings, how many times each semester do 
you think you would use either library between 10:00 a.m. and noon.? 

0 times=32.3% 1-3 times=32.1% 4-6 times=17.2% 7-9 times=8.0% over 10 times= 10.4% 

4. Thinking back to the Fall 1994 semester , if library hours had been extended two hours each day , how 
many times each semester would you have used either library during these extended hours. ? 

0 times=13.9% 1-3 times=24.4% 4-6 times=26.6% 7-9 times=14.7% over 10 times=20.3% 

5. During extended hours, how likely are you to be doing each of the following (CIRCLE your response): 

Very Very 
Likely<-------------------------------------------------------- > Unlikely 

A. Using materials on reserve 1=15.8% 2=18.8% 3=28.9% 4=21.4% 5=15.2% 

B. Using other library materials 1=19.5% 2=27.8% 3=28.0% 4=16.1% 5=8.6% 

c. Using the computers in the 
2=16.6% 3=17.5% 4=18.8% 5=23.9% Fraser Library computer labs 1=23.2% 

D. Studying in the library but 
using my own materials 1 =44.3% 2=18.5% 3=12.8% 4=12.1% 5=12.4% 
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6. Which of the following extended library options would you like to see implemented? (Check all that are 
very important to you) 

the week before exams= 79.4% every Sunday morning=36.6% 

every Sunday evening=49.9% every Monday evening=33.5% 

every Tuesday evening=32.3% every Wednesday evening=33.8% 

every Thursday evening=29.4% every Friday evening=27.7% 

every Saturday evening= 31.1 % 

7. Are you: Student=87.1% Faculty=9.0% Staff=2.7% Administrator= 1.2% 

8. If you are a student, please complete the remaining questions: 

A. Are you a: 

Freshman=26.2% Sophomore= 17.2% Junior=30.3% Senior=26.0% Grad=0.3 % 

B. Do you live: on campus=60.6% off campus=39.4% 

C. What is your major? 

D. Are you: Full-time=98.1% Part-time= 1. 9% 
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MINUTES 
April 24, 1995 

Present: W. Spruill {Chair), K. Barsz, J. Bushnell, c. Dahl, G. 
DeHart, s. Fielding, A. Irwin, K. Jones, s. Padalino, M. Teres, 
E. Wallace 

Excused: C. Harter, L. House, D. Johnson 

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

Approval of the minutes: The April 17 minutes, beginning on p. 
471 of the Senate Bulletin, were approved as amended. The date 
"May 2" appearing at the top of p. 472 should read, ''April 25." 

Chair's report: Names were put forth for seats on the College 
Planning Council for Fine Arts and the Social Sciences. The EC 
will return their votes to the Chair and three names from each 
area will be sent to the President. 

In reference to the May 2 Senate meeting agenda, the Geography 
and Geology departments have discussed the overlap in the 
proposed course Geography 372 with Geology 200. Consensus was 
reached. Details will be reported later. The PC will move to 
waive the first reading of a revised forgiveness policy. A copy 
will be made available for this week's Senate Bulletin. 

In reference to nominations for the Faculty Development 
Committee, as noted on p. 472 of the Bulletin, it was noted that 
names should be forwarded to the EC as follows: 

Each Spring the FDC will compile a list of teaching faculty 
willing to serve on the committee from among all the 
academic departments, and submit it to the Chair of the 
College Senate. The College Senate Executive Committee will 
review the list and make several recommendations to the 
Provost. Normally, twice as many names as the number of 
vacancies should be recommended. The Provost shall appoint 
the teaching faculty and the administrator to the Committee 
by June 1. 

No nominations have as yet been received for the Roark award. The 
deadline is extended to Friday April 28. The Provost will seek 
nominations at the April 25 Chairs meeting. 

Provost's report: Budget paralysis continues. Five new Trustees, 
including the new Assistant Chair, have been appointed by the 
Governor. They are still to be confirmed by the Senate. 

It looks like the budget number will come in late, making it 
difficult to call on the campuses to make any radical vertical or 
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programmatic cuts in the first year. We don't know what we will 
have to deal with for next year, except that the Chancellor has 
said that he wants vertical cuts. 

we received many good comments from the CTF forum held on April 
20. A report of our goals and the comments received will be made 
at the May 2 Senate meeting. Nothing will be voted at that time. 

New Business: The next EC meeting will discuss the issue of 
faculty attendance at committee meetings. 

The Vice-Chair sought guidance on Article IV, section 7B of the 
Constitution: 

Each college department shall be represented in the College 
Senate according to the following formula: departments with 
one to ten voting members shall be entitled to one senator, 
departments with eleven to twenty members shall be entitled 
to two senators, departments with twenty-one or more voting 
members shall be entitled to three senators. Each 
departmental senator shall have a two-year term and shall be 
elected by his/her department prior to the end of the Spring 
term. 

The question arose as to who constitutes a voting member. The EC 
said that the intent of the language was voting faculty only. 
Students and most part-time faculty are excluded. The language 
will be brought forward next year for clarification. 

The meeting was adjourned at 1:12 pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Steve Fielding 
Secretary, College Senate 
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COLLEGE SENATE MINUTES 
April 25, 1995 

Present: W. Spruill (chair), P. Alley, M. Allison, R. Anemone, S. Bandoni, K. Barsz, J. 
Boiani, D. Bradford, J. Bushnell, K. Cooper,K. Cylke, C. Dahl, G. DeHart, S. Edgar, K. Fletcher, 
L. Friedland, A. Goecke!, A. Hall, S. Hanft, A. Hartman, D. Hill, N. Holland, H. Hoops, L. House, J. 
Hunter, A. Irwin, B. Irwin, D. Johnson, J. Johnston, D. Jones, K. Jones, J. Kimball, M. 
LaCelle-Peterson, S. Landes, C. Leary, B. Lofquist, A. Macula, D. Malik, R. McCluskey, S. 
McKenna, D. Metz, C. Mosca, P. Murphy, S. Padalino, J. Pirone, A. Reynolds, S. Sablinski, A. 
Samson, L. Sancilio, J. Scrafford, S. Shonk, C. Silverman, R. Spear, M. Teres, M. Torres, A. 
Toussaint, M. Venturino, E. Wallace, D. Watt, J. Williams, A. Zakrocki 

Absent: S. Andrews, S. Bailey, S. Berds, K. Broikou, L. Cardon, P. Case, J. Dechario, B. Farah, 
G. Gagnier, W. Gohlman, T. Greenfield, A. Hatton, C. Highsaw, K. Levison, R. Lin, A. Lougeay, T. 
MacPherson, J. McCartin, M. Navarro, J. Over, K. Pennington, P. Schacht, M. Schinski, E. 
Thompson, L. Wrubel 

Excused: S. Fielding, C. Harter, J. Wang, A. Whitehead 

Call to order: Chair Spruill called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. 

Adoption of the agenda: The motion was made to adopt the agenda as printed on p. 468 of the 
Bulletin, with one change: the Provost will report in place of President Harter, who is away 
from campus. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Approval of the minutes: The motion was made to adopt the minutes of the April 11, 1995 
Senate meeting as printed on pp. 461-466 of the Bulletin. The motion was seconded. Chair 
Spruill noted that she had provided S. Fielding with attendance corrections she had received, but 
since he is ill and there is a substitute secretary, these corrections will appear in the minutes 
of the May 2 meeting. The minutes were approved as printed. 

Provost's report: Although the budget debate seems to be in a state of paralysis, SUNY is 
actively involved in discussions, and the Chancellor had to leave last week's meeting with 
campus presidents to meet with Senate Majority Leader Bruno. SUNY is hoping for a restoration 
of $41 million that will combine the restored funding proposed in the Assembly's budget with 
the flexibility to raise tuition proposed in the Senate's budget. The State and SUNY budgets will 
not be completed in time to permit SUNY System Administration to develop a rational plan for 
vertical cuts to take effect in fall 1995. 

The Governor has recommended five new SUNY Trustees: Thomas Egan, Edward Cox, Candace 
DeRussy, Pamela Jacobs, and E<:Jward Nelson. With the exception of Jacobs, who earned an M.A. 
from SUNY Buffalo, all of these people have private education backgrounds. The appointments 
are pending approval by the State Senate. 

Chair's report: University Faculty Senate President James Chen has provided multiple 
copies of SUNY's Distance Learning Report, available at the back of the room. People may 
address questions to University Senator L. House. 

The election results are printed on p. 470 of the Bulletin. Congratulations to the new officers, 
senators-at-large, General Education Committee members, and Professional Leave Review 
Committee members. 

The deadline for nominations for the Richard Roark Award has been extended to Friday, April 
28. The Roark Award honors a graduating senior with outstanding academic qualifications and a 
strong service record. Letters of nominations and nominees' resumes should be submitted to 
Chair Spruill. 492 



Treasurer's report: no report. 

University Faculty senator's report: L. House also has copies of SUNY's Distance 

Learning Report for distribution. 

central council Report: Christopher Mattoni is the new student senator serving on the 

Student Affairs Committee. 

Faculty Affairs Committee's report: 

Chair Spruill prefaced the Committee's report by reviewing the stat~s of the _proposed SOFI. 
The SOFt as printed on pages 361 and 379 of the Bulletin passe~ frrst read_rng at the March 14 
Senate meeting. At the April 11 Senate meeting, the Faculty Affarrs Commrtte~ proposed the 
SOFI for second reading with an amendment printed on page 410 of the Bu/letm. The amendm~nt 
was approved. As outlined on page 466 of the minutes, a motion was ~ade to rep~ace the 5-pornt 
scale with a 10-point scale. After it was determined that a quorum remarned, a motron to table 
discussion on the amendment and the SOFI was made, seconded, and approved. The Senate has 
passed for first reading the SOFI as printed on pages 361 and 379 and amended on page 410. 

K. Fletcher moved to untable the SOFI and the proposed amendment. The motion was seconded and 

passed. 

J. Pirone reported that consultation with students and faculty led him to withdraw his support 
for his proposal to replace the 5-point scale with a 1 0-point scale, but he was not withdrawing 
the amendment. P. Alley said that J. McNally told him that the scoring machinery could handle a 
1 0-point scale, but that the expanded scale would reduce the amount of space available for 
comments after each question. S. Edgar suggested that reorganizing the demographic section 
could add space for comments, and she supported the amendment for two reasons: a 1 0-point 
scale could relieve the clustering around 4 that occurs on the current SOFI and make it easier to 
make distinctions between faculty when recommending them to students or for awards, and a 
1 0-point scale has valuable parallels with the 1 O-le vel grading scale and the 1 0-point scale 
used on form H-1. K. Cooper opposed the 1 0-point scale since it would be misleading in terms 
of precision and transferability to form H-1. M. Teres added that making a direct correlation 
between the SOFI and H-1 would detract from other factors that go into faculty evaluation, such 
as class visits and interviews with students and colleagues. D. Watt opposed the amendment and 
noted that 10-point scales on the SOFI and H-1 would not be as analogous as some might think. 
C. Mosca opposed the amendment and pointed out that statistical evidence shows that people have 
problems making distinctions when surveys use scales with more than 7 points. C. Dahl added 
that this is a Iikert scale of preferences rather than a grading scale, and this makes the SOFI 
scale different from the H-1 scale: G. DeHart opposed the amendment, reiterating C. Mosca's 
point and adding that the Committee's examination of other colleges' forms found that 5-point 
scales are prevalent. The proposed amendment was defeated. 

S. Bandoni and R. Spear voiced the Biology Department's strong opposition to structuring the 
SOFI around form H-1. They feel that there should be many mechanisms for evaluating teaching 
effectiveness, but methods such as peer review are not standardized across campus. The SOFI is 
the only standardized evaluation tool, and linking it directly to form H-1 may give the SOFI 
prevalence over other forms of evaluation. The Biology Department is also concerned about the 
lack of a formal mechanism for faculty self-improvement. Linking the SOFI to H-1 may limit 
the SOFI's use to personnel decisions and detract from its important role in providing faculty 
with feedback for self-improvement. 

Seve~al other senators voiced concerns about connecting the SOFI too closely to H-1. K. Cooper 
!elt thr_s would result in rea~tive ~mpowerment of students, and favored proactive empowerment 
rnvolvrng student-faculty drscussron and negotiation of course content at the beginning of the 
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semester. J. Kimball expressed concern over the wording "intellectually challenging" in 
question 4 under Rigor, noting that courses emphasizing aesthetics or skills would suffer in this 
category. M. Teres noted that the Art Department has dealt with this kind of problem by 
replacing the wording of selected SOFI questions with alternate wording that is read when the 
SOFis are distributed. He added that no form will cover all specific circumstances, but the 
proposed form's flexibility allows departments or individual courses to add their own questions. 
J. Johnston supported J. Kimball's concern, adding that the proposal would formalize a 
wrongheaded institutional mindset. G. DeHart said that the Committee's intent was not to give 
the SOFI prominence over other methods of evaluating teaching effectiveness, that they wanted to 
bring the SOFI in line with the evaluation process since the SOFI numbers are used in personnel 
decisions, and that the Committee construed "intellectually challenging" in the broadest possible 
sense. K. Fletcher favored connecting the SOFI with H-1 and pointed out that "intellectually 
challenging" was an appropriate usage since the College's Goaii.A.5 calls for courses that "are 
intellectually rigorous." 

Noting that most students would probably think only of the dictionary definition of 
"intellectual," J. Kimball moved to amend question 4 to read: "The course, as taught by this 
instructor, is intellectually, technically, or aesthetically challenging." The motion was 
seconded. D. Watt asked for clarification of "technically," and J. Kimball noted that introductory 
piano or foreign language courses might concentrate on technical skills or technique. S. 
Padalino asked whether there was anything wrong with getting a 1 in this category, and 
suggested that adding words might change the question's intent. J. Kimball and A. Reynolds both 
felt that a 1 would look bad, particularly when this is one of only six questions on a form that 
plays a major role in personnel decisions. P. Alley opposed the amendment since the broad 
interpretation of "intellectual" should be adequate. C. Silverman also opposed the amendment 
since student perception is that any course should be intellectually challenging, or require the 
use of the mind. J. Lovett felt that it was impossible to make valid comparisons between the 
numbers on a campuswide basis. S. Padalino felt that the numbers are statistically useful in 
helping faculty assess their own performance over time or compare themselves with colleagues, 
that many things other than SOFI numbers factor into personnel decisions, and that departments 
can add questions that meet their own needs. J. Boiani asked whether committees and people 
evaluating faculty see the written SOFl comments, and G. DeHart said this was determined by the 
person being evaluated. L. House called the question on the amendment, and the motion to end 
debate was seconded and passed. The proposed amendment was defeated. 

A. Macula moved to amend question 4 by deleting the word "intellectually." The motion was 
seconded. A. Reynolds supported the motion, noting that although departments can add questions 
to the SOFI, this question seems to exclude or discriminate against some courses. R. Goeckel 
opposed the amendment since deleting the word would make this question vague and would 
remove a measure of rigor that is lacking from the present SOFI. He asked whether people 
might prefer alternative wording t~e Committee had considered: "academically challenging." R. 
Anemone favored keeping the word "intellectually," felt that its absence made the question bland 
and less reflective of what we do. J. Kimball noted that "intellectually" does not express what 
all faculty do all of the time. The proposed amendment was defeated. 

R. Goecke! moved to amend question 4 by substituting the word "academically" for 
"intellectually." The motion was seconded. J. Boiani, B. Lofquist, J. Pirone, and C. Mosca 
opposed the amendment, citing concerns about the vagueness of the word "academically" and its 
potential to shift the question's emphasis to the difficulty of earning a high grade or the amount 
of busywork involved in a course. The proposed amendment was defeated. 

J. Scrafford proposed amending the form by adding a new question #2 to the Responsiveness to 
Students section: "The instructor's feedback on students' work is useful and effective." The 
motion was seconded. R. Anemone opposed the motion, noting that although this was an important 
dimension of teaching effectiveness, the SOFI is not intended to have a separate question for each 
dimension, and the professional literature indicates that a small number of broad-based 
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questions is most effective. K. Cooper and L. House advocat~d discussing t~e SOFI as proposed 
rather than redesigning it indefinitely on the Senate floor. J. P1rone and C. Silverman . 
supported the amendment as having been well thoug~t out by the student ~aucus and addressing 
an important aspect that is not mentioned elsewhere m the SOFI. B. Lofqu_1st oppose? the . . 

d ent noting that the questions should be stated as broadly as poss1ble and th1s quest1on 1s 
amen m ' . . dd t d t 

I tated S Edgar supported the amendment smce 1t a resses s u en concerns as too narrow y s . · · · 1 d 
well as personnel evaluation issues, and she asked why the proposed a"!e~~.ment d1d not me u e 
J. Pirone's original use of the word "fair." C. Mosca replied that _the word fa1r was dropped 
since students might tie their responses to the grades they rece1~ed. ~- Jon_es f~lt the 
amendment was unnecessary since students could address the 1ssue m the1r wntten comments. 
K. Cooper asked whether the intent was to change the SOFI from six to seven questions, and the 
reply was yes. J. Pirone said he preferred this amendment over the one he had plan~ed to 
propose. K. Fletcher asked whether the proposed question would parallel the other SIX by 
including the sentence "In the space below, please comment on your assessment of the 
instructor's feedback," and the reply was yes. The proposed amendment was approved. 

J. Pirone noted that the SOFI is the College's only universally used and recognized method of 
student evaluation of teaching. He expressed his concern with the lack of detail in the Faculty 
Affairs Committee's published minutes throughout the year, and noted that more detail would 
have facilitated Senate debate. J. Pirone then voiced his concern with the inclusion of gender in 
the demographic section since this point reduces anonymity, and said that SOFis should collect as 
little demographic information as possible in order to provide maximum anonymity. R. 
Anemone justified the inclusion of gender based on research showing that gender leads to bias in 
student evaluation of faculty, with female faculty often receiving very low scores from male 
students. He felt that accounting for this bias outweighs the value of anonymity. A. Macula noted 
that students can choose not to answer any of the demographic or other questions. J. Hunter felt 
that the SOFI should aid faculty self-improvement, and the demographics could provide useful 
feedback to faculty who might give students preferential treatment based on gender. D. Johnson 
noted that the Student Affairs Committee recommended that the Faculty Affairs Committee should 
discuss making the demographics section optional. J. Pirone felt that gender data is ambiguous 
and there are other ways of obtaining data on bias. S. Padalino suggested that a motion should be 
made before debate continued. J. Pirone moved that the gender identifier be removed from the 
demographic section, and the motion was seconded. S. Hanft felt that other demographic items 
would compromise anonymity more than the gender item, and that students could choose not to 
provide demographic information that they felt would compromise them. R. Anemone opposed 
the amendment, noting that while gender identification might not provide statistically valid data, 
it would provide helpful feedback. R. Goeckel called the question, and the motion to end debate 
was seconded and passed. The proposed amendment was defeated. 

A. Macula proposed deleting present item #6 (which becomes #7} and replacing it with "I 
would take another course from tl)is professor." The motion was seconded. J. Williams opposed 
the motion since it was less clear than the original wording, and in many cases it might be 
impossible or inadvisable for a student to take another course from the professor. C. Mosca 
asked for background on the Faculty Affairs Committee's version of this question, and G. DeHart 
and ~· Fletc~er repl~ed ~ha~ t~e Committee wanted a question that provided a global rating and 
tel~ th1s word1ng, wh1ch 1s s1~1lar to the current question, would achieve that goal. K. Cooper 
vo1ced concern over separatmg evaluation of a course from evaluation of the instructor. s. 
Edg~r rais:d h~r concern that both the existing and proposed SOFis' rating scales lack "not 
app~1cable, wh1ch may be needed for some questions. R. Anemone noted that the Committee 
dec1ded to have the SOFI focus on instructors rather than courses. R. Goecke! called the question, 
and the motion to end debate was seconded and passed. The proposed amendment was defeated. 

S. Ed~ar moved _to amend the present item #2 (which becomes #3} to read "The instructor's 
teachm.~ style stn~ulates active learning, critical questioning, and interest in the subject 
~atter. The mot1on was seconded. S. Edgar felt the added words "critical questioning" would 
Improve the SOFI by providing a parallel with the College's Goaii.A.1 (To encourage students to 
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become active, rather than passive, learners; to develop in students a strong inclination to 
question existing conventions and popular beliefs) and item 2 on form H-1 (Does the candidate 
stimulate students into active learning and critical questioning?). J. Pirone supported the 
amendment, noting that the revised wording might prevent students from misinterpreting the 
words "active learning" as excluding lecturing. K. Fletcher noted that the Faculty Affairs 
Committee did not intend active learning to exclude lecturing. Several senators felt the 
proposed amendment would not clarify the meaning of "active learning" or eliminate possible 
misinterpretation. S.Edgar replied that her amendment was not intended as a clarification of 
active learning, but as a restoration of a dimension emphasized in the College's goals. H. Hoops 
cautioned against revising questions so they would end up resembling the multiple-part 
questions the Committee was trying to eliminate. J. Kimball felt the proposed amendment 
raised the same problems for skills-based courses as the word "intellectually." G. DeHart noted 
that the Committee had discussed this issue, felt there was overlap with the issue of intellectual 
challenge, and did not see the definition of active learning as a problem for students. A. 
Toussaint and M. Torres felt that students in many majors might find the term "active learning" 
meaningless and need a definition. R. Anemone called the question, and the motion to end debate 
was seconded and passed. The proposed amendment was defeated. 

K. Cooper felt that the old #3 (now #4) works against classes that are built around class 
discussion rather than lectures, and moved to amend that item by deleting "well-organized." 
The motion was seconded. C. Mosca, D. Jones, and J. Williams opposed the amendment, noting 
that there are ways for instructors to direct class discussions and keep classes well-organized 
and structured. A. Macula asked whether K. Cooper would consider deleting the word "well" and 
retaining "organized." K. Jones called the question, and the motion to end debate was seconded 
and defeated. 

A motion was made to call the question on the main motion, and the motion was seconded. As a 
vote was being taken, S. Edgar pointed out that a two-thirds majority was required. At this 
point, there was a discussion regarding parliamentary procedure. The first question was 
whether the Senate could vote on calling the question on the main motion with K. Cooper's 
proposed amendment still under consideration, and Parliamentarian P. Alley determined that 
this would be inappropriate. Several senators then suggested that the late hour and senator 
fatigue had caused confusion and that senators may have thought they were actually voting on K. 
Cooper's amendment rather than on closing debate on the amendment. Since there was general 
agreement that this confusion had occurred, W. Spruill repeated the vote on calling the question 
on K. Cooper's amendment. The motion to end debate then passed. The proposed amendment was 

defeated. 

A motion was again made to call the question on the main motion, and the motion was 
enthusiastically seconded by several people. A. Macula asked whether a quorum was still 
present, and W. Spruill replied that 43 senators constituted a quorum and 43 people had voted 
on the last motion. The motion to accept the SOFI as amended for second reading passed by a vote 
of 36 in favor, 6 opposed, and one abstention. 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:07 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted (and with wishes for 
Steve Fielding's speedy recovery!), 

, 1-uJet\. Jbw.i,_,u..£{ 
Judith Bushnell 
Secretary pro tern 



COLLEGE SENATE FUND DONORS: 1994-1995 

THE COLLEGE SENATE 
THANKS THE FOLLOWING PEOPLE FOR THEIR GENEROSITY: 

Alent. Rose 
Alley, Phillip 

Bailey. Charles R 
Barsz. Kathy 

Battersby, Harold 
Blackman. Larry 

Board. Marilyn 
Boger, Jane 

Boger, Phillip 
Bossung, Sharon 

Brennan, William 
Bright, Fred 

Broadway, Michael 
Brook, Terry 

Browne. Terry 
Bushnell, Judith 

Chen, James 
Cook, Bill 

Csete, Anne 
Cylke, Kurt 

DeBolt. Gary 
DeHart, Ganie 
Deutsch. John 

Drachman, Edward 
Duffy, Karen 

Edgar, Stacey 
Edgar, William 

Esham, Ben & Katie 
Evans, Beverly 
Farah. Barbara 

Fey, Marion 
Fidura. Fred 

Fielding, Steven 
Fletcher, Kurt 
Godsave, Bruce 

Goecke!, Robert 
Gollin. Rita 

Gouvernet, Gerard 
Greenfield. Thomas 

Han, Eunhye 
Harke. Diana 

Harke, Doug 
Harter. Caro 1 

Hatheway, Richard 
Hatton, Art 

Heitzman, Andrew 
Herzman, Ron 
House, Linda 

Isgro. Robert 
Johnson, Diane 
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Johnston. Jack 
Johnston. Roxanne 
Jones, Kathy 
Kallio. Kenneth 
Kannyo, Edward 
Kintz. Ellen 
Kleniewski, Nancy 
Lehman. Lyle 
Levinson. Kenneth 
Liu, JeeLoo 
Matlin, Margaret 
Mayo, Roseann 
McKenna, Susan 
McPherson, Duane 
Metz, Dale 
Moon, Doris Jean 
Moore. Gary 
Norris, Darrell 
Over, Jeffery & Jenny 
Padalino. Steve 
Pato, Hilda 
Peck. Ruth 
Rabideau, Jerry & Julie 
Ray, Scott 
Reber, Jerry 
Repinski, Daniel 
Rosati. Richard 
Schacht, Paul 
Schiavetti. Nicholas 
Seaver. Patricia 
Shonk. Susan 
Smith. Armand 
Soffer. Walt 
Somerville. James 
Spear. Ray 
Spruill. Wanda 
Teres, Micheal 
Trasher, Donald 
Trasher. Virginia 
Wallace, Ed 
Wang, Jianrong 
Watt. Don 
Wechsler, Joyce 
Whitehead. Anita 
Willty, James 
Wrubel, Jerry 
Yin, Tongjia 
Young, Richard 
nine anonymous donors 
TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS $1610 




