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Announcements 

Applications for 1992-1993 Sabbatical and title F Leaves 
(third call) 

Application must be received in the Provost's office, Erwin 205, no later than 
November 8, 1991. 

All College Meeting 

There will be an All College Meeting on Tuesday, October 29, 1991 at 4:00pm in 
Newton 204. 

Research Proposal Deadline 
(second call) 

The deadline for the Roemer Research Summer Fellowship, the Presidential Summer 
Fellowship and The Research Development Award is December 2, 1991. 

Proposals should be sent to Doug Harke, Director of Research. 

The Nominations and Election Committee 
(second call) 

The Nominations and Elections Committee will accept nominations for the Nominations 
and Election Committee. Please send your nominations to David Tamarin (History 5376), 
Gary Towsley (Math Dept 5388) or Wanda Spruill (Business School 5364). Additional 

nominations will be accepted at the All-College Senate meeting on October 29. 

Distinguished University Professor 
(first call) 

Nominations for Distinguished University Professor should be given to Don Trasher 
(Math Dept). There is no deadline for these nominations. 
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Undergraduate Research Grants 
(first call) 

The application deadline for undergraduate research proposals is November 22, 1991. 
These grants are funded by the Geneseo Foundation and the Geneseo Student Association 

and granted through the Students Grants Subcommittee 
of the Research Council. 

Applicationsfonns are being mailed to all teaching faculty, and additional forms will be 
available in the Office of Sponsored Research, Erwin 205. 

Applicants must be Geneseo undergraduate students, and each application must be 
accompanied by a letter from an appropriate faculty member endorsing the proposal and 

the need for funding. 

The Membership of 1991-1992 Academic Standards Committee 

Helena Lepovitz 
Don Trasher 
Gary DeBolt 
Dan Strang 
Ganie DeHart 
John Kucaba 
Mary Mohan 

Celia Easton 
R. A. Smith 
Dennis Showers 
Wanda Spruill 
John Sparrow 
Randy Kaplan 
Jim Bearden 

Wanted, University Senator 

The Nominations and Elections Committee will accept nominations, for a one semester 
term appointment (spring 1991), to replace Jane Hogan as University Senator. Please 

send your nominations to David Tamarin (History 5376), Gary Towsley (Math Dept. 
5388) or Wanda Spruill (Business School 5364). Additional nominations will be 

accepted at the All-College Senate meeting on October 29. 
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FACULTY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Minutes, October I, 1991 

Frazier Lounge, 4:00 p.m. 

K. Kallio announced that the meeting scheduled for October IS has been 
changed to October 22 so that J. McNally can attend. 

The discussion centered on the SOFis. The SOFI program must be renewed 
by the Senate or it will cease to be after spring 1992. We can recommend 
that: a) it be continued as is; b) be continued with changes; c) be 
discontinued. Discussions in the past seem to have focused on whether to 
continue or not, not on changes to the form. Following are some points 
made and questions which arose during a free-ranging session. 

How are faculty evaluated for promotion and retention? Do the SOFIS 
carry undue weight? 

The SOFis focus on low level skills and procedural factors. It is possible 
to add questions to take more measure of critical thinking, but most do 
not do that, and the boxes for responding to such questions are tucked 
away on the back where most people don't notice them. 

Some think there are too many questions already, that students pay 
attention only to the first few and then rush through the rest. Students on 
the committee agreed with that assessment and pointed out that only 
about ten to twenty percent of the students take the SOFis seriously 
anyway. Fewer items means that they must be broader and thus vaguer. 

What do questions I & 2 measure (This course has increased my knowledge 
. . . This instructor has increased my knowledge ... ) and on what basis? 
What does 14 (in comparison with my other courses, this course was 
intellectually more demanding) mean? There is a large array of subject 
matter offered on the campus and they call for uses of intelligence in 
different ways. Is it more difficult if the student ends up not being able 
to comprehend it? Is it less demanding if the instructor has succeeded in 
presenting it in a clear manner? Are the students equipped to judge if the 
textbooks and assigned readings (#13) are the most useful for increasing 
knowledge in that field? 

It was pointed out that the use of the SOFis and the desire to score high on 
them tends to undermine the whole teaching process by encouraging higher 
grades, by encouraging literal teaching and not promoting an appreciation 
of ambiguity, and by depriving the students of opportunities to deal with 
difficult processes and difficult people in positions of authority. 



Some other negative points: for some students, expressiveness and not 
content is what counts; upper-class students in lower level core courses, 
especially those with very large enrollments, tend to resent being there; 
this instrument does not, and cannot, measure whether the instructor is 
up-to-date on his material. 

Some suggestions and/ or points for further discussion: 
Would it be possible to have only written evaluations and not numbers 
(which would be useful only to the instructor)? 
Would it be possible to have more "yes" or "no" questions? 
Has there been a survey to find out how students view these questions? 
Encourage instructors to pass out the sheets at the beginning of the last 
class and then return to the room after fifteen minutes. 
Give the students time to consider the questions. 
Drop them altogether and the students would not feel betrayed and most 
would not even notice. 

It was decided to ask J. McNally: 
I. Have we explored options for outside programs? 
2. Is it possible to have one or two overall evaluation questions requiring 

numerical responses with the rest to be written? 
3. Have a few rating items and two or three requiring written responses? 
4. Four to six questions with a cafeteria of other questions to be 

selected by the instructor? 
5. Could we put ·the present questions into categories: i.e., instructor, 

course, etc.? 

It was decided to ask someone from the Personnel Committee and the 
Provost to attend a meeting with us to explain how the SOFt results are 
used. 

The meeting ended at 5:10, but informal excited discussions went on for 
another fifteen minutes. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Terry Browne 
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Present: 

Guests: 

Policy Committee Meeting 
(October 8, 1991) 

Marilynn Board, Jim Boiani, Sharon Bossung, Bill Caren, Bill Cook, Joan 
Cottone, lsom Fearn, Susan Fraser, Nancy Kleniewski, Jan Lovett, Hilda 
Pato, Roy Pellicano, Jerry Reber 

Linda Best, Tom Greenfield 

Chair William Cook called the meeting to order at 4:02p.m. 

The minutes of meeting October 1, 1991 were approved as printed. 

The remainder of the meeting was devoted to an open discussion of the College-Wide 
Writing Policy passed by Faculty Senate on April 23, 1985, but never implemented. 
Prior to opening the discussion Chair Cook gave a brief history of the Writing Core 
policy and went over the policy and guidelines as passed in 1985. The College Writing 
Policy, Guidelines, and Writing Core Committee are printed as an addendum to these 
minutes. 

To help structure the discussion Chair Cook went over the report to the Provost by the 
General Education Committee. This report contained two motions and a set of twelve 
questions, all pertaining to the Writing Policy. During the lively discussion, which would 
be impossible to reproduce by this secretary, several people gave reports from com· 
mittes involved with the Writing policy. They were: Sharon Bossung- member of the 
Writing Core Committee; Linda Best - Lecturer in Writing Skills Department; and Jerry 
Reber - General Education Committee. 

It became evident during the discussion that the College is not clear on whether it 
wants more writing across the curriculum, wants to teach writing, or wants a mixture of 
both. 

Chair Cook encouraged the Committee to come back to our next meeting (October 22, 
1991) and make a decision from among four choices: 

a. 
b. 
c. 

d. 

Implement the College-Wide Writing Policy, 
Implement the College-Wide Writing Policy with modifications, 
R~quest .t~at the. General Education Committee develop a College
Wide Wntmg Polley, 
Delete the College Writing Policy. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:05p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

I rl //) I 
_,v ' /ft [ ~,__ 

Jerry D. Reber 
Secretary by Default 
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Original Policy passed by Faculty Senate on April 23, 1985 (copy of Policy printed on pages 
216-217 of 1984-85 Faculty Senate. 

College-wide Writing Policy 

1 . All students seeking a baccalaureate degree from the College at Geneseo must exhibit a 
satisfactory command of written expression by fulfilling the following requirements: 

a) Demonstration of minimum proficiency in writing • All entering students must take 
the Language Skills Writing Examination. Those with severe writing deficiencies, as 
indicated by an unsatisfactory grade on the Writing Examination, must enroll in BSK 
100, The Process of Writing, during their first year of residency at the College. 
Students fail ina BSK 100 must repeat this course jo the next semester. Passing BSK 
1 00 satisfies the minimum proficiency in writing requirement. · 

b) All students must successfully complete (with a minimum grade of C·) at least two 
courses form an approved group of courses that emphasize writing. Courses used to 
satisfy this requirement may also be used to satisfy other graduation requirements 
such as Common Core, major or distribution requirements. BSK 100, Humanities I, 
and Humanities II may not be used to satisfy this requirement. 

c) Any student revealing writing problems in any course may be referred by an 
instructor or advisor, to the director of the Language Skills Center for 
consultation. As counseled by the director, a student may be required to (1) 
participate in a tutoring program, (2) complete successfully BSK 100, The Process of 
W1 iting, or (3) consult the English department for an appropriate course. 

2. Academic departments will be asked to submit 1 00 and 200 level courses to be used to 
satisfy the writing requirement as outlined in 1 b. These courses must include a substantial 
amount of writing by requiring a minimum of 3,000 words (approximately 12 pages) 
within at least four written exercises of continuous prose. Written work will be graded 
on both form and content. Courses approved by UAAC and Faculty Senate as satisfying this 
writing requirement will be identified in the Underaraduate Bulletin and in the Master 
Schedule of Course Offerings each semester. 

3. Each set of core area guidelines will be modified to include a statement that requires 
students to "express ideas clearly, coherently and grammatically and where appropriate . in 
written form." If a writing requirement is included, it would consist of a minimum of 
1 ,500 words. 

4. Each major department will prepare and implement a strategy, within their departmental 
offerings, that ensures experience and instruction in writing in their respective fields. 
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Writing Core Guidelines 

1. Of the four required written assignments, there should be a 
minimum of two outside-of-class papers of at least 3-4 pages (800 
-1000 words). 

2. At least 60% of the total student evaluation for the course is to be 
derived from the course's written requirements. 

3. In evaluating and grading the student's written work for these 
courses, instructors are to take into account guidelines such as 
those entitled "Evaluating Student Writing" developed by the Writing 
Core Committee. 

4. The writing handbook selected by the Writing Core Committee shall 
be a required resource text in all approved writing core courses. 

Writing Core Committee 

A core committee called the Writing Core Committee shall be formed. It 
will consist of one representative each from Natural Sciences, Social 
Sciences, Fine Arts, Humanities, School of Business, and professional 
degree programs (Speech Pathology and Audiology, Department of Special 
Education, and Department of Elementary/Secondary Education and 
Reading), each representative to be selected by a method determined by 
the faculty in these areas. One representative to be selected by a method 
determined by the faculty in these areas. One representative appointed by 
UAAC shall also serve as a member of the Committee. The Director of 
Writing (English Department) and the Director of the Language Skills 
Center shall be members of the Committee by virtue of their positions. 

Approval of the Writing Core Committee's recommendations shall be the 
prerogative of the Faculty Senate acting through UAAC. 

Responsibilities of the Writing Core Committee shall be to review all 
courses submitted by academic departments to fulfill the writing 
requirement policy (Faculty Senate {1984-85}, pp. 216, 217). 



UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM COMMITTEE 

Meeting # 2 

October 1, 1991 

MEMBERS PRESENT: A. Meaney-Leckie (Chair), P. Alley, L. Bryant, E. Carlsen, J. 
Conte, K. Cylke, G. Dehart, S. Edgar, E. Gillin, J. Haynie, R. Schultz, W. Spruill, M. Stolee, 
and K. Swisher. 

MEMBERS ABSENT: L. O'Dell, 

VISITORS: Ed Whitson, Randy Bailey, G. DeBolt, T. Greenfield, William Edgar, Celia 
Easton, and M. Jensen. 

The meeting was called to order at 4:05 p.m. in Greene 104 A 

ADOPIION OF AGENDA: It was moved by P. Alley,seconded by S. Edgar, that the agenda 
be adopted. Motion passed. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: It was moved by P. Alley, seconded by S. Edgar, that the 
minutes of the September 17, 1991 meeting published on Pages 50 - 54 of College Senate 1991 -
1992 be approved as published. The following additions/corrections were made to page 53: 

2. The SED has approved the initial proposal for (ADD) this new program. 

4. ADD: "It was pointed out that the foreign language requirement would add 3 to 6 
hours to the graduation requirements for most students getting Secondary Education 
Certification." 

6. after the first sentence, ADD: "For example, G. DeBolt said Int 203 sets the stage; 
Edu 204 deals with A and B; Edu 204 and 205 deal with C; Edu 205 deals with D, 
E(3), and E(4); Int 203 deals with E(l) and E(2); and Int 305 deals with all of the 
items (A-E)." 

8. ADD at end of second sentence: ", since the number of hours required for 
certification was increased from 31 to 34." 

ADD after item 9; "10. The question was raised why, since this is a program 
revision proposal, the information on the additional course work (beyond the major 
and certification) for students in Social Studies has not been supplied It was 
agreed that the material would be provided to the committee." 

The motion to approve the amended minutes was passed. 
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CHAIR'S REPORT: 

1. The question has been raised as to what will the minutes of the Committee reflect. A 
memorandum from S. Edgar requested that the minutes contain more detail about the specific 
comments and questions which were raised in Committee discussions. 
The following points were raised/discussed: 

A. Some departments like full Senate minutes, others like terse. 
B. Robert's Rules of Order says report " ... what is done, not what is said." 
C. General issues can be terse, complex issues may require extra elaboration. 
D. Individual committee members could be allowed to file additional comments or a 
"minority report." 

A motion was made by L. Bryant to have Committee minutes which are generally sparse with 
additional reports added when commissioned and approved by the Committee. Seconded by P. 
Alley. An amendment by S. Edgar to require more detail in the minutes failed. The motion was 
passed with one dissenting vote. 

MINOR COURSE CHANGES: 

Delete PHI 120 -- Evidence 
Motion made by P. Alley, seconded by S. Edgar, motion passed. 

NEW COURSES: 

PHI 203 -- Computer Ethics 
Computers have done more to change the world we live in than any other single development in 

recent times. These changes have created new moral issues which we must face. By looking both 
at considered ethical foundations of the past and the new challenges of the present and the future, 
this course attempts to provide a critical basis for meeting these new issues, which include invasion 
of privacy, computer crime, professional ethics and responsibility, ownership and stealing of 
computer technology,the political implications of computer power, and the impact of the use and 
misuse of computer technology. 3 (3-0) 

Points of discussion: · 
A. A letter from D~ Greenfield indicated no particular problems, but suggested that 

the Computer Science Department be consulted 
B. 

c. 
D. 

A letter from Greg Scra~g, C.hair of Computer Science, was read and indicated that 
the course. would h~ve little rmpact on Computer Science students. 
The 9uesnon was nused as to whom the course was intended. W. Edgar indicated 
that It was. for the ge~eral student with no particular technical background. 
The quesn~n was rwsed as to why a 200 level course had no prerequisites. W. 
Edgar ~~lied that many other departments offer 200 level courses with no 
prereqUisites. M. Stolee explained that, in the History Department. the distinction 
was that 200 level courses were more focused than 1 ()() level courses. 

It was moved by J. Haynie, seconded by M. Stolee, that the course be approved. Motion passed. 
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OLD BUSINESS: 

Pro2ram Reyjsjons: 

B.A. or B.S. IN SECONDARY EDUCATION 
The revised program and related courses were supplied to the committee prior to the meeting and 
will appear in a later issue. 

At the request of the Committee Chair, Randy Bailey and Celia Easton, members of the former 
Task Force on Certification, met with the Committee to describe some of the issues in the 
Secondary Education program that the Task Force considered. While the Task Force considered 
many issues they did not come to agreement on a fmal report. 

After some discussion, P. Alley moved, and K. Swisher seconded, a motion to approve the 
changes to the program as described on pages C4-C5 of the proposal. The motion was defeated by 
a vote of 5 for, 7 against, and 1 abstention. To provide feedback to the Education School about the 
Committee's concerns, the following comments were made: 

A. Concern about the general increase from a 3 semester program to a 4 and ,in the 
case of social studies, 5 semester program. 

B. Does Diverse Learners material require a 3 credit course? 
C. Student teaching should remain as a full-time commitment 
D. What impact does the program have on student study abroad? 
E. Students should not have to declare a program on the first day of college in order to 

complete the program in 4 years. 
F. Do courses 301 and 302 have overlap of topics? 
G. Could courses 204 and 205 be combined? 
H. Number of hours required for some students could be 120 plus. 
G. No free electives. Too much rigidity. 
I. Should the Committee question the professional work of the School of Education? 
I. Even an additional three hours of flexibility would be appreciated by the students. 

A motion by W. Spruill to table the discussion failed. 

A motion by P. Alley to approve the program with a change in the scheduling of the 203 course 
failed. 

To resolve the impasse, A. Leckie, using the prerogative of the Chair, appointed a subcommittee 
to meet with the School of Education faculty to review concerns and suggest possible 
modifications to the program. The subcommittee is to have a report ready for the October 15 
meeting of the full Committee. Appointed to the subcommittee were J. Conte, G. Dehart, S. 
Edgar, E. Gillin, and M. Stolee (chair). 

NEW BUSINESS: There was none. 

A D.IOUR NMENT: 
The meeting was adjourned by acclamation at 6:07 p.m. 

The next meeting will be on Oct. 8 at 4:00p.m. in Greene 104A. 

Submitted by Lee T. Bryant, Acting Secretary 
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UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM COMMITTEE 

MEETING # 3 

october 8, 1991 

B yant E. Carlsen, J. Conte, G. 
Members present: P. Alley, L. r ·' A. Meaney-Leckie, 1. 

DeHart, s. Edgar, E. G~llin, J. Hayn1.e, 
O'Dell, W. Spruill, K. SWl.ShBerl.k' J Feuerstein, R. Isgro, 

Visitors present: L. a 1.n, · 
G. Towsley, E. Whitson. 

CALL TO ORDER The meeting was called to order at 4:04 p.m. 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA The agenda was adopted as presented. 

NEW COURSES 

INTO 288 Exp/The Mathematics and Science of Chaos 

p. Alley moved approval of the course; it was seconded. J. 
Haynie asked whether students would need programming skills for .the 
course since the evaluation will be based on "a computer proJect 
requir~d of all students. 11 G. Towsley agreed that this should be 
added to the prerequisite of Mat 223; the revised prerequisites 
read "Mat 223 and some computer experience." K. swisher wondered 
if the evaluation description was a little too broad. A. Meaney· 
Leckie pointed out that the course was experimental, which meant it 
would be offered once to see how it works out, and resubmitted if 
it is to become a permanent course. 

The course was approved unanimously. 

Mus 373 Secondary Music Methods for the Music Teacher 

P. Alley moved approval of the course; K. Swisher seconded. 
J. Haynie asked for some clarification of the Music Education 
Option for which the course is designed. R. Isgro explained that 
the description of the program is not in the College Bulletin 
because it is not Geneseo's program; it is a program offered 
through Nazareth. The students do their student teaching there. 
J. Haynie asked whether it was really a 2-hour lecture course. L. 
Balkin replied that at Nazareth it is offered as a 3-hour course, 
which includes one hour of guitar; our students will have had a 2· 
credit guitar course at Geneseo as a pre- or co-requisite. 

K. Swisher asked whether the course hour distribution should 
reflect a laboratory component, since the course includes 10 hours 
of observation and assistance to a secondary music teacher. J, 
Feuerstein pointed out that Speech Pathology & Audiology have had 
observation as part of their courses "forever," without it being 
mentioned as laboratory. E. Whitson asked whether it was run like 
a laboratory with a faculty member present, or more like homework. 
R. Isgro responded that it was more like homework. 

The course was approved without opposition. 



REVISED COURSES 

Bio 390 Biology Seminar: Ecology Laboratory (Option l 21 

s. Edgar moved approval of the course, and w. Spruill seconded 
the motion. J. Haynie explained that the Biology Department had, 
for various reasons, wanted to cut down the number of credit hours 
for laboratories; techniques courses, rather than methodology 
courses, could warrant 2-credit laboratories. Thus the ecology 
laboratory, Bio 302, would become 1 credit, and move to the Bio 390 
Seminar as the fifth option. 

The revision was approved without question. 

Bio 311 Taxonomy of Vascular Plants 

s. Edgar moved approval of this course; P. Alley seconded. J. 
Haynie explained that this revision is to change the course number 
of Bio 310 to Bio 311, to allow students taking the course for 
graduate credit and doing extra work to have it count as Bio 411 (a 
course which already exists). The two courses meet at the same 
time already, and this is just to provide similarity of numbering 
for the graduate-level "swing" course. K. swisher questioned 
whether this was the best way to handle graduate courses. J. 
Haynie said that on a limited budget, it is; if there were no 
"swing" courses, there would be no graduate courses in Biology. P. 
Alley suggested that the arrangement was good for the 
undergraduates in the courses. 

The revision was approved with one abstention. 

Bio 354 
Bio 356 

Developmental Biology (Revision) 
Developmental Biology Laboratory (Deletion) 

The combined revision and deletion were moved for approval by 
P. Alley and seconded. J. Haynie explained that the 2-credit 
Spring lab course (356) will now be integrated into the 354 class, 
so that there can be one course where all students will take the 
laboratory. P. Alley said he was pleased to see the revised course 
description, which will come before ucc on a future Form o. 

The credit change of 354 and deletion of 356 were approved. 

REVISED PROGRAM 

The following changes (new course proposals, course deletions, 
revised courses, and revisions of the two B.S. degree programs) are 
all part of a package from Speech Pathology & Audiology, presented 
to ucc. J. Feuerstein, representing the department, explained that 
the changes were made i.n ~rder to com~ly with new. American Speech
Language-Hearing Assoc1at1on regulat1ons regard1ng undergraduate 
programs. 

New courses 

SP&A 237 Directed Observation in SP k A 
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P. Alley moved approval of the new course, and the motion was 
seconded. K. Swisher remarked that the "Detailed Content Out linen 
was not very detailed. J. Feuerstein responded that it is a 1-
credit laboratory-format course, and all of the major topics 
covered are listed on the outline, almost on a week-by-week basis. 

The new course was approved without dissenting votes. 

SP&A 240 Language and Phonologic Intervention 

W. Spruill moved approval of this new course, and was 
seconded. The course was approved without discussion. 

SP&A 241 Fluency and Voice Intervention 

P. Alley moved approval of the course, seconded by J. Haynie. 
K. swisher asked for more detail on the evaluation components 
designated "project" and "skill demonstration." J. Feuerstein 
answered that the project would deal either with the interpretation 
of diagnostic data or with ordering a lesson plan for a client. 
The skill demonstration would be that of facility in collecting and 
editing data or of ability to use the instrumentality available. 
J. Haynie questioned the 3 (3-0) hour distribution, since some of 
the course work seems to involve laboratory work. J. Feuerstein 
said that the use of the Audio Lab was done on the students' time. 

The course was approved unanimously. 

course Deletions 

SP&A 234 Child Language Disorders 

SP&A 359 Fluency Disorders 

P. Alley moved approval of these deletions, was seconded, and 
the motion passed without discussion. 

Minor course Revisions 

SP&A 150 Phonetics 

s. Edgar moved approval of the course revision, and was 
seconded by P. Alley. The course description change was approved 
without need of discussion. 

SP&A 236 Assessment and Management in Speech Pathology 

P. Alley moved approval of the course number and credit hour 
changes, and was seconded by K. Swisher. J. Feuerstein pointed out 
that the credits had been reduced from 3 to 2, as part of the 
department's effort to reduce hours in the program, and the number 
change reflected the course's close relationship to SP&A 237 - the 
courses are almost co-requisites, and students will be taking them 
at the same time; they are complementary. 

The changes were approved without opposition. 
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SP&A 362 Professional Services in Communicative Disorders 

P. Alley moved approval of the course description change, J. 
Haynie seconded, and the change was approved without discussion. 

SP&A 363 Practicum in Speech Pathology 

J. Haynie moved approval of the description change and P. 
Alley seconded. J. Feuerstein explained the more rigorous 
requirements for admission to the course (two semesters of SP&A 
336, senior status, major GPA >= 2.5, and/or permission of the 
department) • The students need an adequate preparation before they 
go out into the field, and it was recognized that they need two 
semesters in the clinic (336) for this. The 2.5 or better GPA also 
guarantees that they are adequately prepared, though occasionally 
this requirement or the second semester of 336 might be waived by 
permission of the department. J. Haynie asked what the students do 
when they go out into the field, and J. Feuerstein replied that 
they are performing therapy under direct supervision. Feuerstein 
added that the GPA requirement serves as a flag to students as 
well, since they should be aware that to become ASHA certified, 
they will have to graduate from an ASHA-certified undergraduate 
program with at least a 3.0 cumulative GPA. 

The prerequisite change was approved without opposition. 

Revised Programs 

B.s. in Soeech Pathology k Audiology with New York State 
Provisional Certification - Teacher of Speech and Hearing 
Handicapped CN-12) 

J. Feuerstein introduced the presentation of the program 
revision by saying that the department thought the program was a 
little big, and, given the reduction in the graduation-hour 
requirement at Geneseo, that they should bring down the total hours 
required. The students are limited in the number of professional, 
related electives they can take, since at least 60 credits toward 
graduation must be outside of the professional area. This would 
provide them some more flexibility than in the past. 

J. Haynie moved approval, seconded by P. Alley. K. Swisher 
asked why the department only required minimum competency in four 
courses. J. Feuerstein said that a while back they had a great 
number of students wanting to get into the program, and they used 
to require at least a c in those four courses plus an exam for 
admission to the program. This is no longer necessary. They find 
that if students can demonstrate minimum competency (C-) in these 
four courses, it is a good indicator that they will achieve at 
least minimum competency in the rest of the program. K. Swisher 
asked about the related Psychology courses (100 and 215), and why 
they were only "recommended" or "suggested," not required. J. 
Feuerstein said that the department had a general philosophy of 
minimum dependency on other departments for their required course 
work. They want more control on the rigor, etc. of the courses 
that they require. Further, requiring these courses would make the 
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size of the program even bigger. They don't want to have a major 
that is untenable as far as free-floating electives go. They 
believe that limiting the students' freedom of choice in other 
areas should be avoided as much as possible. 

The program revision was approved without opposition. 

B.s. in Speech Pathology and Audiology (non-certification progrw_ 

J. Feuerstein was asked what the difference between the NYS 
certification in this program and in other programs listed under 
Secondary Education certification was. He responded that, because 
of their specialty, these graduates are not in a classroom setting, 
but r~ther are doing one-on-one therapy. Thus they do not hawt~ 
need of the educational methodology courses in the other programs . 
J. Haynie noted that "certification" seems to be used in many ways 
here, and asked for a clarification. J. Feuerstein said that 
students under the previous program are certified as qualified to 
teach in New York state public schools (and that is all the 
certification covers). When asked what students in this non· 
certification program do, he responded that they generally go in~ 
Master's programs immediately. Upon graduation from a Master's 
degree program, they are qualified to work in settings other than 
the public schools. 

J. Haynie moved approval of this revised program. L. O'Dell 
seconded. It was pointed out that this version of the program had 
stayed at the same size as before - 37 hours. J. Haynie asked 
about the relative breakdown of enrollments in the two prograr.1s. 
J. Feuerstein said that, over his more than 11 years here, he cooM 
only recall 3 students in the non-certification program. 

The program revision was approved unanimously. 

OLD BUSINESS None. 

NEW BUSINESS A question was raised about whether a 
clarification of the essential difference between 100-level and 
200-level courses is needed. The College Bulletin indicates that 
100-level are "Intrc:>ductory (or Elementary) Undergraduate" and 200· 
level are "Intermed1ate Undergraduate"· this raises the question of 
whether this suggests that 200-l~vel courses should have 
prerequisites. This is in fact not the case with many 200-1evel 
cours7s on campus. The consensus of the comrni ttee was that this 
quest1on sh?uld. be referred to the Policy Cornrni ttee which Chair 
Meaney-Leck1e w1ll do. ' 

ADJOURNMENT The meeting adjourned at 5:34 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Stacey . Edgar 
Acting Secretary 
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New Courses 

INTD 288 (EXP) The Mathematics and Science of Chaos 
This course is designed to be a biref introduction to the theory 
of Chaos. The requisite mathematical and visualization tools 
will be developed. Then examples of Fractals and Chaos in nature 
will be presented from a wide variety of fields. Prerequisites: 
Math 223 and some computer experience. 1-(1-0) 

MUS 373 Secondary Music Methods for the Music Teacher 
This course is designed to prepare students for teaching the wide 
variety of music courses offered in this secondary school, 
including general music, music theory, music theater, and such 
standard performing ensembles as band, chorus, and orchestra. 
Each of these areas will be explored through readings, 
discussion, individual research, and direct classroom 
observation. In addition, students will acquire a repertoire of 
songs with guitar accompaniment for use in high school music 
classes. Prerequisite: Music 210; prerequisite or c-requisite: 
Mus 175 or Mus 275. 2(2-0). Offered spring, even numbered years. 
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NEW COURSES IN 
SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY 

SP&A 237: Directed Observation in SP&A 

Students in this laboratory course are required to complete twenty-five 
(25) hours of clinical observation of American Speech-Language-Hearing 
Association (ASHA) certified professionals conducting diagnostic and 
therapy sessions. In-class experiences involve discussion of 
observation strategies and guided observation of videotapes. Students 
are also required to complete 'live' observations outside of class. 
Prerequisites: SP&A 142, 150 and 228. 1(0-2). Spring. 

SP&A 240: Language and Phonologic Intervention 

This course presents the major language and speech sound production 
impairments in children and the causes of these impairments. formal and 
informal methods of assessment and intervention are discussed. 
l?rerequisities: SP&A 142, 150 and 228. 3(3-0). Spring. 

SP&A 241: Fluency and Voice Intervention 

This course is designed to expand the student's knowledge of the anatomy 
and physiology of motor speech production systems and sensory feedback 
systems supporting normal voice and fluency behaviors; the maturation of 
these behaviors from childhood through adulthood; and general and 
specific factors contributing to the breakdown of individual motor and 
feedback systems resulting in voice and fluency differences, deviations 
and disorders. Assessment of the nature of such deviations/disorders is 
followed by treatment considerations. Prerequisites: SP&A 142, 150 and 
228. 3 (3-Q). Spring. 

COURSE DELETIONS IN 
SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY 

SP&A 234: Language Disorders in Children 
SP&A 359: Fluency Disorders 
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SP&A 150: Phonetics 

MINOR COURSE REVISIONS IN 
SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY 

(Revisions are underlined) 

A developmental approach, including concepts in speech sound development 
and phonology, is applied to the study of phonetics found in the English 
language, American regional speech, foreign dialect, and aberrant 
speech. Students also obtain a working understanding of the analysis of 
distinctive features of speech sounds through practice in traditional 
transcription using the international phonetic alphabet. 3(3-0). 

SP&A 236: Assessment and Management in Speech Pathology 

A survey of the underlying principles of diagnosis of communication 
problems, and the methodology and behavioral principles inherent in the 
clinical management of speech-language problems. Emphasis will be 
placed on procedures, assessment, record keeping, behavioral management 
and the construction of behavioral objectives. An introduction will 
also be provided in the writing of Individualized Education Programs as 
they relate to communicatively handicapped individuals. Pre-requisites: 
SP&A 142 and 228. 2 (2-0). 

SP&A 362: Professional Services in Communicative Disorders 

A comprehensive examination is made of a variety of professional roles 
assumed by the speech pathologist and/or audiologist in a variety of 
professional settings. Professional organization and administration of 
speech language and hearing services in a public school, community 
clinic, hospital and rehabilitation center are investigated particularly 
as they relate to multicultural issues, professional ethics, and state 
and federal regulations. Prerequisite: Minimum of 15 hours of Speech 
Pathology and Audiology courses. 3 (3-0) 

SP&A 363: Practicu. in Speech Pathology 

Clinical experienced under supervision with the school-aged population. 
Prerequisites: Two semesters SP&A 336, senior status, major GPA equal 
to or greater than 2.5, and/or permission of the department. 
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SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY 

BACHELOR OF SCIENCE DEGREE: NEW YORK STATE PROVISIONAL CERTIFICATION - TEACHER OF 
SPEECH AND HEARING HANDICAPPED (N-12) 

[Note: Unless noted, courses have SP&A prefix.] 

CURRENT PROGRAM PROPOSED PROGRAN 

Basic Requirements: 51 hrs 48 hrs 

142 Communicative Disorders 3 
150 Phonetics 3 
221 Anatomy & Physiology Sp. Mech. 3 
228 Devel. Sp. & Lang. in Child. 3 
233 Assessment & Manage. Sp. Path 3 

234 Child Lang. Disorders 3 
235 Articulation & Voice Disord. 3 
257 Hearing Science 3 
258 Clinical Audiology 3 
335 Clinical Issues in Sp. Path. 2 
336 Applied Skills in Sp. Path. l 
336 (x2) or 337 App. Skills Aud. 1 
358 Speech Science 3 
359 Fluency Disorders 3 
361 Aural Rehabilitation 3 
362 Professional Services 3 
363 Practicum in Speech Pathology 8 

Related Requirements: 

Educ 364 Psych. & Phil. of Educ. 3 
HP&E 350 Drugs, Alcohol, & Tobacco 1 

4 

Program Total: 55 

[same] 3 
[same: minor revision] 3 

[same] 3 
[same] 3 

236 Assess. & Manage. in SP&A 2 
237 Directed Observation Sp. Path. 1 
240 Lang. & Phonologic Intervention 3 
241 Fluency & Voice Intervention 1 

[same] 3 
[same] 3 
[same] 2 
[same] 1 

[same: minor revision] 1 
[same] 3 

[delete] 
[same] 3 

[same: minor revision] 3 
[same: minor revision] 8 

hrs 4 hrs 

[same] 3 
[same] 

hrs. 52 hrs 

In addition, all candidates for teaching certification must achieve a satisfactory 
score on the NTE Programs Core Battery Tests. 

Courses in which minimum competence is required: SP&A 142, 150, 221 and 228. 
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SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY 

BACHELOR OF SCIENCE DEGREE (NON-cERTIFICATION PROGRAM) 

[Note: all courses have SP&A prefix.] 

CURRENT PROGRAM PROPOSED PROGRAM 

Basic Requirements: 37 hrs 37 hrs 

14 2 Communicative Disorders 3 [same) 3 
150 Phonetics 3 [same: minor revision] 3 
221 Anatomy & Physiology Sp. Mech. 3 [same] 3 
228 De vel. Sp. & Lang. in Child. 3 (same) 3 
233 Assessment & Manage. Sp. Path 3 236 Assess. & Manage. in SP&A 2 

237 Directed Observation Sp. Path. 1 
234 Child Lang. Disorders 3 240 Lang. & Phonologic Intervention 3 
235 Articulation & Voice Disord. 3 241 Fluency & Voice Intervention 3 
25 7 Hearing Science 3 (same] 3 
258 Clinical Audiology 3 (same) 3 
335 Clinical Issues in Sp. Path. 2 (same 1 2 
336 Applied Skills in Sp. Path. 1 [same] 1 
336 (x2) or 337 App. Skills Aud. l [same] 1 
358 Speech Science 3 [same] 3 
361 Aural Rehabilitation 3 [same) 3 

Courses in which minimum competene is required: SP&A 142, 150, 221, and 228. 
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