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COLLEGE SENATE MEETING 
May 7, 1991 
Newton 204 
4:00 p.m. 

************************************************************ 

AGENDA 

Adop~~on of the Agenda 

Appr oval of the Minutes of the April 30, 1991 College Senate 
Meeting (CSB, Bulletin No. 23, May 6, 1991, pp. 357) 

President's Report -President Harter 

Chair's Report - J. Bulsys 

Treasurer's Report - M. Teres 

University Faculty Senator's Report - J. Chen 

Central Council Report - J. Benson 

College Senate Standing Committee Reports: 

Budget - P. Alley 
Faculty Affairs - J. Willey 
Student Affairs - P. Ricci 
GAAC - A. Reid 
UAAC - S. Edgar 



Program Revisions, Second Read' 1ng, CSB, p. 312 

Public.Adm~nistration Minor 
Commun1cat1on Major 
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Program Revisions, Second Reading; CSB, pp. 313-328 

B.S. in Education- Elementary Education (K-6) 
B.A./B.S. Degree Program with Certification in' (pp. 313-324) 

Elementary Education (K-6), (pp. 325-328) 

~~~~:th~AAC a~proval of these two programs is for one year onl 
requ1rement that they be brought back to UAAC b ly, 

February 19~2; t~ese resubmissions should take into acco~n~a~h~ 
concerns ra1sed 1n UAAC about the high number of required hours. 

Program Revision, Second Reading, CSB p. 342 

Psychology Minor 

Course Deletions, Second Reading, CSB p. 342 

Soc 255 
Soc 245 
Soc 331 

Human Relations Training 
The Nature of Human Potential 
The Encounter Group · 

Program Revisions, Second Reading, CSB, pp. 342-345 

~~t~ :e~ti~~ca~ion in E!esenta~~ 

::::duc:=.':ion ( ~·:- 6 ), (p. 343) 
Elementary and Special Education /Dual Certification Program, 
(p. 344-3 45, as amended - see below, as well as CSB p. 360) 

Amendment to motion to approve the Elementary and Special 
Education/Dual Certification Program: 

"That the faculty responsible for submitting the program 
next year reevaluate the existing courses required to 
reduce the total number of credits and seek to eliminate 
possible curriculum redundancy." 

Note: . UAAC approval of these programs is for one year only, with 
the requirement that they be brought back to UAAC by early February 
1992; these resubmissions should take into account the concerns 
raised by UAAC about the high number of required hours. 



Policy Revisions, Second Reading, CSB, pp. 342-348 

Additional Requirements (items 1-6) 
·Academic Standards (Satisfactory Progress) 
Academic Probation 
Dismissal 
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Required Advisement (as amended, see below, as well as CSB p. 
362) 

Appeals 

Amendment to the motion to approve the policy of Required 
Advisement: 

"Advisement will be required for all freshman, all 
students whose cumulative GPA is below 2.3, and 
students on academic probation." (the amendment 
substitutes a GPA of 2.3 for the originally proposed 
GPA of 2.5) 

Unfinished Business 

New Business 

Introduction of Stephen Padalino, 199 1- 1 992 College Senate Chair, 
and transfer of gavel. 

Adjournment 

COLLEGE SENATE MEETING 
OPENING THE 1991-1992 ACADEMIC YEAR 

May 7, 1991 
Newton 204 
4:00p.m. 

* ~ ** ******************************w******************** * **** 

Call to Order 

Chair's Report - S. Padalino 

Adjournment 

AGENDA 
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JAMES CHEN ELECTED PRESIDENT OF UNIVERSITY FACULTY SENATE 

The College Senate extends its congratulations to James Ch 
Pr~fess~r of Physics, who was recently elected President 0~nthe Un~vers~ty Faculty Senate. Currently serving as Geneseo's 
Un~vers~ty Faculty Senator, Chen's commitment to s.U.N.Y. is 
further reflected by his membership on the University Faculty 
Senate Executive Committee. Professor Chen has been a longstanding 
and devoted member of the College Senate, having served as chair of 
the Senate and having participated on many of its committees, 
including the Personnel Committee. His reputation as an informed, 
meticulous and caring professional is recognized on both the 
College and University levels. The respect many hold for him and 
his record of achievement and dedication to the University no doubt 
contributed to his success in the recent election. It is a high 
privilege for Geneseo to have, for the first time, a faculty member 
from our College elected to this prestigious office. The College 
Senate offers its heartfelt support to Jim as he assumes his new 
duties. 

SMALL GRANT APPLICATIONS 

The College Senate Research Committee (now subsumed in the newly 
approved Research Council) administers a small grants program 
funded through annual member contributions to the College Senate. 
The program provides limited financia~ as~istance in sup~o7t.of 
costs incidental to research and publ~cat~on, and to exh~b~t~on or 
performance. No more _than one single-purpose grant can be made to 
an individual in any calendar year. 

=~ ~=~ ~ish ~o acolv, refer to the xe~orandum on s~all gra~= 
appiications pri~ted in this issue of the Bulletin. Be aware that 
the deadline for applications is Wednesday, May 15. 

RESOLUTIONS OF THE UNIVERSITY FACULTY SENATE 

Four resolutions were recently approved by University Faculty 
Senate. The resolutions address the issues of tuition policy, 
institutional fees, presidential reviews; and . joint meetings of the 
SUNY Faculty Senate and Community College governance leaders. The 
full text of each resolution may be found in this issue of College 
Senate. 

GENESEO RETIREMENT LUNCHEON 

Please come to honor our fellow colleagues, who have contr ibuted so 
much to the success of Geneseo, at the Retirement Luncheon, 
scheduled for 12:00 noon, Wednesday, May 8, in the College Union 
Ballroom. 

Tickets are available at the Personnel Office. 



EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MINUTES 
April 30, 1991 
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Present: J. Bulsys <Chair>, P. Alley, J. Bushnell, J. Chen, G. DeHart, S. Edgar, A. 
Evangelista, N. Kleniewski, S. Padalino, A. Reid, D. Spencer, M. Teres, J. Wrubel 
<for P. Ricci>. 

Absent: C. Harter. 

Call to Order: Chair J. Bulsys called the meeting to order at 1:03 p.m. 

The agenda was adopted as printed. Chair Bulsys asked for approval of the minutes 
of the April 16, 1991 meeting, and they were approved as printed on pp. 294-296 of 
the College Senate Bulletin. 

Provost's Report: 
Provost Spencer apologized for the long delay in filling vacant positions. He 

will forward information to departments as soon as he has it. 

Chair's Report: 
Chair Bulsys congratulated J. Chen on his election as University Faculty Senate 

President, adding that Geneseo will be well represented. Committee members added 
their congratulations. J. Chen noted that his summer will be busier than he had 
planned, and he hopes that his presidency will reflect well on Geneseo. 

Chair Bulsys provided a report on the spring elections. Out of 464 eligible 
voters, 206 voters C44%> cast ballots for officers and 185 voters <40%> cast ballots 
for the amendments. Ten ballots were declared Invalid because they were late or 
lacked the signed outer envelopes. All officers were elected by comfortable 
margins, with the closest elections in the category of Senator at Large under 6 
years. All amendments passed by a comfortable margin: section F passed with a 78% 
approval rate, and the approval rate for the other amendments was typically 85%. 
Letters have been sent to all candidates to congratulate them or thank them for 
running for office. 

J. Bulsys has received a letter from Debra Hill and the Geneseo Foundation 
thanking the Senate for their donation In memory of Diana Moss. 

Treasurer's Report: <M. Teres> 
As of today, $1632 has been collected In response to the annual appeal. 

Expenditures for the year to date total $75 for memorial and sympathy contributions. 
M. Teres asked whether there is any update on the number of faculty retirees, and J. 
Bulsys replied that the total still stands at 8. D. Spencer added that the early 
retirement Incentive has still not been approved by the legislature. 

University Senator's Report: <J. Chen> 
The University Senate met last weekend in Fredonia, and J. Chen will summarize 

the resolutions passed there at this afternoon's Senate meeting. PERB's preliminary 
findings on UUP's improper practices suit against the state were that UUP had not 
made a prima facie case. If the case proceeds along the lines of the preliminary 
findings, Senates will probably continue to play their traditional governance role. 

Budget Committee Report: <P. AI ley> No report. 



Faculty Affaire CaDDlttee Report: <G. DeHart> No report. 

Graduate Academic Affaire Committee Report: <A. Reid> No report. 

Student Affaire Committee Report: <J. Wrubel> No report. 

Undergraduate Academic Affairs Committee Report: <S. Edgar> 

Page 355 

UAAC has many agenda items for this afternoon's meeting. S. Edgar and N. 
Klenlewskl summarized the Polley Subcommittee's recommendations: they are proposing 
a reduction in the total number of hours required for graduation <reflecting the 
recent deletion of the 2 hour HPE requirement and an earlier 2 hour reduction in the 
HPE requl rement that had not been deducted fran the total number of hours required>, 
the end of the graduated scale for minimum required GPA, a required 2.0 minimum GPA 
in the major and other courses required for a maJor, the end of suspension, a change 
in the number of hours required outside the maJor and the broad academic area of 
which the maJor is a part, and required advisement for all students with a GPA lower 
than 2.5. M. Teres questioned the section stating that students electing a personal 
hearing before the Academic Standards Committee could be accompanied by two 
advisors. He could not remember any student bringing an advisor to a hearing in his 
many years of service on that Committee. N. Kleniewski replied that the Academic 
Standards Committee has always allowed this, but it is extremely unusual for 
students to be accompanied, and letters of support are preferred. P. Alley asked 
whether the 2.0 minimum GPA in the maJor would be caught at pre-graduation checks, 
and N. Kleniewski replied that it would. She plans to recommend that her office 
regularly send lists of students with less than a 2.0 In their maJor to all 
department chairs to give them an idea of which students are in trouble. A. Reid 
noted that there can be confusion over what constitutes a maJor, especially for 
education maJors who may have to attain a 2.0 in 4 or more areas, and he added that 
he considered a 2.0 in the maJor too low for education maJors. N. Ileniewski agreed 
with his comment, but said that no changes had been proposed this year. 

Central Council Report: <A. Evangelista> 
Central Council had elections of officers, and Jonathan Benson was elected the 

new Vice Chair. The new officers will take over on May 1. 

New Business: 
The Small Grants Awards Committee has set a May 15 deadline for grant 

applications. J. Bulsys noted that the total awarded for small grants last year was 
determined by deducting retirement gifts and other expenses from the amount raised 
by the annual appeal. He estimates that this year's expenditures will tot~! about 
$525, which would leave just over $1000 from the amount raised in this year's 
appeal. J. Bulsys asked whether it would be appropriate to allocate that remainder 
to support this year's small grants. N. Kleniewski recommended that the Small · 
Grants Awards Committee be urged to scrutinize the applications closely and fund 
only the good proposals. A. Reid moved that the Executive Committee appropriate up 
to $1000 for the Small Grants Award Committee, and the motion was seconded. J. 
Bulsys noted that the College Senate Bulletin reported that the Executive Committee 
allocated $1635 to support small grants in 1989/90, and suggested that the motion be 
modified to allow the Executive Committee to appropriate up to $1000 plus interest 
from the CD. The revised motion was passed. 

J. Bulsys noted that Interviews have been scheduled for two more candidates for 
Dean of the College and asked about convenient times for the Executive Committee to 
meet with them. The consensus was that 2 to 3 p.m. was a good time slot. 
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J. Bulsys announced that there are 6 nominations for the 1991 Richard Roark 
Award, and he proposed that the Executive Committee establish a permanent committee 
structure to consider candidates. He suggested that the Roark Award Committee 
consist of the Col lege Senate Chair as a non-voting presiding officer, the 
Vice-Chair of the Senate, the Past Chair of the Senate, the Central Council Chair or 
representative, and an additional College Senate Executive Committee member to be 
selected by the Committee. N. Kleniewski moved that the Executive Committee adopt 
th is proposal, and the motion was seconded. After a question about the Senate 
Cha ir's non-voting status, J. Bulsys suggested adding that the Chair will be 
non-voting except In case of a tie. The motion passed with this editorial change. 
J. Bulsys asked for an additional person to serve on this year's committee, and M. 
Teres agreed to serve. 

P. Alley noted that, as a member of the University Senate Governance Committee, 
he recently heard about an Interesting program at Stony Brook. When there are 
disagreements or major confrontations between the faculty or administration and the 
student body, the Senate Executive Committee serves as impartial observers or 
mediators. P. Alley suggested that It might be a good Idea to Implement a similar 
system here before it is needed, and several Committee members agreed. J . Bulsys 
asked P. AI ley to write a recommendation so that next year's Senate could consider 
the issue. 

The mee t ing was adJourned at 1:40 p.m. 

Res~ecttul ly sucmitted. 

c;j u_J__., ~ ~~~\\/\._~( 

Judith Bushne II 
Secretary, Col lege Senate 



COLLEGE SENATE MINUTES 
April 30, 1991 

Call to Order: Chair J. Bulsys called the meeting to order at 

Page 357 

4:06 p.m. 

Adoption of the Agenda: Chair J. Bulsys requested adoption of the Agenda as 
pri~~ed on PP· 331-333, noting that the Provost would be late and his report 
~~~nge~ome at an appropriate point. The agenda was approved with that editorial 

Approval of Minutes: Chair Bulsys requested approval of the minutes of the March 
19, 1991 College Senate meeting as printed on pp. 265-267 of the College Senate 
Bulletin. The minutes were approved as printed. 

Chair's Report: 
S. Padalino requested that a change be made in the announcement of Research 

Travel Grant Awards as printed on p. 292 of the Bulletin: application forms 
should be directed to D. Harke's office. A corrected version of the announcement 
will be printed in the next Bulletin. 

J. Bulsys announced that J. Chen was elected to serve as University Faculty 
Senate President, which is a high honor. To his knowledge, no other Geneseo 
faculty member has held that office. He congratulated J. Chen, adding that he 
will represent Geneseo well. The Senate applauded J. Chen's election. J. Chen 
noted that he had planned to take the summer off, but obviously his plans have 
changed. He said that Geneseo's tradition of strong faculty governance may have 
played a part in his election, and he expressed the hope that his stewardship 
will reflect well on Geneseo. 

J. Bulsys also congratulated everyone who was elected to Geneseo's College 
Senate and thanked all candidates for their willingness to run. 

Because of J. Chen's election to the University Faculty Senate presidency, 
he will be unable to complete his term as Geneseo's University Faculty Senator. 
J. Bulsys announced that Alternate University Faculty Senator J. Hogan agreed to 
serve in his place for at least the fall 1991 semester. 

J. Bulsys congratulated the newly elected Central Council officers. 
J. Bulsys called the Senate's attention to pp. 329-330 of the aulletin, 

which outlines the purpose, function, and membershiP of the ad hoc Honors Program 
Review Committee. The Committee has begun their work. 

An announcement on the availability of small grants research awards has been 
circulated and will be reprinted in the aulletin. The application deadll~e Is 

May 15. The final 1990/91 Senate meeting will be held next Tuesday at 4 p.m. 

Treasurer's Report: <M. Teres> As of today, $1632 has been collected in response to the annual appeal and 
expenditures for the year to date total S75. M. Teres will gladly accept 
additional donations. Our remaining funds will go toward retirement gifts and 
small grants research awards. 

University Faculty Senator's Report: <J. Chen> The University Faculty Senate met last weekend in Fredonia and passed four 
resolutions concerning a proposed Se1 ptemb~ri~9r~ec~~!:~~~~~i~~ ~~~~!wg~;~~~:~~e leaders guidelines for campus invo vemen Th Publi 
tuition'policy, and the establishing of fees in lieu of tuition. e c 
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Employees Relations Board's preliminary findings on UUP's Improper practices suit 
against the state were that UUP had not made a prima facie case against the 
Senate. 

Budget Committee Report: <P. Alley> No report. 

Faculty Affairs Committee Report: <J. Willey> 
J. Willey moved for second reading the proposed College Guidelines for 

Appointment, Promotion and Tenure as printed on pp. 243-247 of the Bulletin with 
the following editorial changes: the title of the document should be changed to 
•college Guidelines for Appointment, Term Renewal, Promotion and Continuing 
Appointment,• and the term •tenure• should be changed to •continuing appointment• 
wherever it occurs In the document In order to follow standard state usage. The 
motion was seconded and passed with those editorial changes. 

Central Council: 
Jonathan Benson introduced himself as the newly elected Central Council 

VIce-Chair. R. Guay was elected for another term as Chair. 

Student Affairs Committee Report: <P. Ricci> 
The Committee met for the last time on March 12. P. Ricci noted that the 

heading for that meeting's minutes, printed on p. 349 of the Bullet in, should 
read "Student Affairs Committee Meeting• rather than •college Senate Meeting.• 

Graduate Academic Affairs Committee Report: <A. Reid> No report. 

Undergraduate Academic Affairs Committee Report: 
S. Edgar moved for second reading the program revision in the B. A. In 

Psychology as printed on p. 252 of the Bulletin. The motion was seconded and 
passed. 

S. Edgar moved for second reading the following new courses printed on p. 
311 of the Bulletin: SOC 218, MUS 268, MUS 269, DRA 230, EDU 319, EDU 355, and 
INT 203. The motion was seconded and passed. 

S. Edgar moved for second reading the following revised courses printed on 
p. 312 of the Bulletin: BIO 223, CSC 104, EDU 338, EDU 213, EDU 214, EDU 313, 
and EDU 316. The motion was seconded and passed. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the program revisions in the Public 
Administration Minor and the Communication MaJor as printed on p. 312 of the 
Bulletin. The motion was seconded and passed. . 

Before making the next motion, S. Edgar pointed out that there was ~ 
considerable discussion In UAAC concerning four of the proposed program revisions 
and the proposed policy revisions, and she called Senators' attention to the UAAC 
minutes. She added that the heading on p. 313 of the Bulletin was cut off and 
should read •B. S. in Education, Elementary Education <I-6>.• 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the program revision in B. S. in Education, 
Elementary Education <I-6> as printed on pp. 313-324 of the Bulletin. She added 
that UAAC moved approval of the program for one year only, with the requirement 
that it be brought back to UAAC by early February 1992 and that its resubmisslon 
take into account UAAC's concerns about the high number of required hours. The 
motion was seconded. C. Highsaw emphasized UAAC's concern over the program's 
high number of required hours and called Senators' attention to the comparison of 
required hours in various maJors printed on p. 302 of the Bulletin. UAAC members 
generally agreed that they would like to see a reduction in the number of hours 
required, but they felt that this reduction should be made in the required hours 
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In education rather than in the number of liberal arts hours In the 
concentration. C. Highsaw moved as an amendment to the main motion that 
consideration be given to reducing the number of hours of required courses in 
education In this program when It is resubmitted for approval next year. Her 
motion was seconded. J. Hogan obJected strenuously to the amendment, noting that 
all departments Involved with the program had worked Intensively for over a year 
and a half and that the program also went through unprecedented consideration by 
a special task force. The proposed amendment will greatly hamstring the program. 
J. Hogan added that, out of the many programs submitted to the State Education 
Department, Geneseo's was one of only forty to win full unconditional approval. 
B. Godsave also spoke against the amendment, observing that without the fifteen 
credits for student teaching the program was not that far out of line In terms of 
total credit hours required. The state has imposed multiple requirements 
Including the foreign language and multicultural course requirements, and asking 
for a reduction in the number of hours In education would be unfair. P. Alley 
voiced hls opposition to the amendment since the main motion already stipulates 
review of the program within a very short time. J. Willey asked about the 
rationale for recommending cuts only In the number of education courses. S. 
Edgar replied that UAAC was concerned about the program's high number of required 
hours and the problems that could be caused for students who had not decided to 
major in the program from the beginning of their college career, and the 
Committee's main concern was the high number of hours required In education. She 
added that a student teaching experience is required but that SED guidelines 
apparently do not mandate a minimum number of credit hours; perhaps this 
requirement could be met with as few as twelve hours. L. Richardson said that 
she lives with two elementary education maJors who feel that all their education 
courses are important and necessary prior to student teaching. G. DeBolt spoke 
against the amendment, pointing out that it fails to consider the outcome or 
product of the program, namely the students who we send out to become teachers in 
a more complex public school setting characterized by more complex student and 
teacher needs. R. Anemone spoke In favor of the amendment, adding that a strong 
background in the concentration was important and in line with national trends 
emphasizing expertise in the subJect areas to be taught. B. Foulks addressed the 
issue of student teachers, who spend the full day teaching, attend a full range 
of school meetings and special functions, and then must spend evenings writing 
lesson plans for ten to twelve lessons per day at the elementary level and eight 
lessons per day at the secondary level. Most student teachers find this schedule 
more demanding than taking courses full-time, and we would impose too great a 
burden on them if we were to reduce the number of credit hours for student 
teaching or require that a course be taken while student teaching. [. Swlsher 
pointed out that elementary and secondary teaching Involve different types of 
teaching. The question was called, and the motion to end debate carried. The 
amendment was defeated and discussion returned to the main motion. D. Nelson 
called attention to the Foreign Language concentration detailed on p. 321 of the 
Bulletin and noted that his understanding after discussion with the Foreign 
Language department was that SPA 305 and SPA 306 should not be listed as 
literature courses. S. Edgar agreed to the editorial change. D. Nelson 
discussed the requirement of one year of college level foreign language 
instruction and noted the Foreign Language Department's strong recommendation 
that Regents scores not be accepted as an indication of students' achievement 
levels but that a college level test be used to measure college level 
performance. D. Nelson added that he did not believe the Foreign Language 
department could handle the added Instructional load with their present staff ing 
level. V. Kemp said that the assumption was that not all students would need to 
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take two semesters of a foreign language, and that students could satisfy the 
foreign language requirement by getting a score of 3 or higher on the AP exam, by 
transferring courses from other colleges, or by taking intensive foreign language 
instruction currently being developed as a continuing education program. G. 
DeHart expressed the view that one year of college level foreign language 
instruction does not provide any real competence and suggested that this 
requirement could perhaps be satisfied in another way. S. Edgar reiterated 
UAAC's concern with the high number of hours in the whole program, and their 
opinion that the foreign language requirement was important and could be 
accommodated without additional faculty. The Foreign Language department's 
ability to deal with the load should be clarified when the program comes up for 
review next year. S. Edgar added that each college can dete~ine how to satisfy 
the foreign language requirement and that many colleges accept three years of 
high school foreign language courses or Regents scores. A student spoke against 
considering high school foreign language courses equivalent to college level. 
The question was called, and the motion to end debate carried. The main motion 
was passed. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the program revision in the B.A./B.S. 
Degree Program with Certification in Elementary Education CI-6> as printed on pp. 
325-328 of the Bu!letlD. She added that UAAC moved approval of the program for 
one year only, with the requirement that it be brought back to UAAC by early 
February 1992 and that Its resubmlssion take into account UAAC's concerns about 
the high number of required hours. The motion was seconded. J. Bolan! asked 
about the impact of making program changes when a new Undergraduate Bulletin 
should be coming out this fall. N. Ileniewskl replied that the Undergraduate 
Bulletin probably will not appear until spring 1992 and that it should include 
the new programs. The motion was passed. 
. S. Edgar moved for first reading the Program Revision in the Psychology 
Minor as printed on p. 342 of the Bulletin. The motion was seconded and passed. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the following course deletions printed on 
p. 342 of the Bulletin: SOC 255, SOC 245, and SOC 331. The motion was seconded 
and passed. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the program revision in B. S. in Natural 
Science with Certification in Elementary Education CN-6> as printed on p. 342 of 
the Bulletin. She added . that UAAC moved approval of the program for one year 
Qnly, with the requirement that it be brought back to UAAC by early February 1992 
and that its resubmlsslon take into account UAAC's concerns about the high number 
of required hours. The motion was seconded. R. Anemone asked whether the School 
of Education or the task force would be in charge of .reviewing and resubmitting 
the program. V. Iemp said that the decision would probably be up to Provost 
Spencer. The motion was passed. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the program revision in Elementary and 
Special Education/Dual Certification Program as printed on p. 342 of the 
Bulletin. She added that UAAC moved approval of the program for one year only, 
with the requirement that it be brought back to UAAC by early February 1992 and 
that its resubmlsslon take into account UAAC's concerns about the high number of 
required hours. The motion was seconded. C. Hlghsaw reiterated UAAC's concern 
about the high number of hours required in this program, and referred to the 
section of the minutes printed on pp. 336-337 that pointed out that one possible 
way of reducing the total number of hours would be to look for redundancy. C. 
Highsaw moved the following amendment to the main motion: that the faculty 
responsible for submitting the program next year reevaluate the existing courses 
required to reduce the total number of credits and seek to eliminate possible 
curriculum redundancy. The motion was seconded. P. Alley asked whether the 
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amendment was redundant given the program review that must occur early next year. 
R. Anemone pointed out that the amendment was a means of channeling future 
discussion toward the concerns UAAC had expressed. J. Hogan emphasized that the 
State Education Department's guidelines governing this program have not come out 
yet and will probably not appear until fall 1991 or spring 1992, and that we 
should not hamstring the program until we know what the state will require. s. 
Edgar called attention top. 345 of the Bulletin and the fact that the number of 
hours required by this program exceeds the 120 credit hours required for 
graduation. F. Fldura noted that the PSY course currently being developed for 
EDU maJors <designated PSY XXX/S on p. 344> would probably not be eligible for 
social science core, which would mean that this course could not do double duty 
and reduce redundancy. J. Feuerstein spoke against the amendment since the 
wording virtually requires that the program have a reduction ln the number of 
hours; given the constraints to be imposed by the SED, such a reduction may be 
impossible. B. Godsave said that he supported eliminating redundancy and noted 
that Education and Special Education have discussed this, but he felt that it 
would be preferable to walt to review the program one year after we know the SED 
guidelines. Otherwise there will be a Jot of wasted effort. R. Anemone 
appreciated B. Godsave's concerns, but stressed UAAC's maJor concern that it 
would be unfair for the program to require more hours than are required for 
graduation. If all the requirements are necessary, perhaps it should be a 
five-year program. J. Feuerstein pointed out that 120 hours is the minimum 
required for graduation Just as 2.0 is the minimum GPA required for graduation, 
and that since we don't prevent students from exceeding the minimum GPA perhaps 
we should not prevent them from exceeding the minimum hours required for 
graduation if they elect to complete a demanding major. S. Edgar repeated that 
UAAC's discussion reflected their serious concern with the size of the program 
and how wei I it reflects the I iberal arts. She added that these programs were 
brought to UAAC very late in the year and that UAAC was asked to approve them 
with very little time to resolve their concerns In order to get the programs in 
place by fall 1991. S. Padalino said that part of a liberal ·education involves 
the freedom to choose courses of interest and that this program limits choice. 
He agreed that the program may need to be extended to five years. The question 
was called and the motion to end debate carried. The amendment passed by a vote 
of 28 in favor to 19 opposed. With no further discussion <mercifully>, the main 
motion was passed as amended. · 

s. Edgar moved for first reading the revised policy on Additional 
Requirements <items 1-6>, printed on p. 342 of the Bulletin, with the following 
editorial change: the words •or professional preparation area• should be deleted 
from the last line of item 3 on p. 346. s. Edgar pointed out that the Additional 
Requirements would replace the Additional Requirements printed on P· 52 of the 
current Undergraduate Bulletin. The motion was seconded. R. Bellanca asked for 
the rationale for keeping item 5, which limits the number of HPE credits to be 
applied toward graduation requirements, and S. Edgar replied that no one had 
recommended deleting that item. The motion was passed. 

s Edgar noted an editorial change to the Academic Standards policy printed 
on p. 347 of the Bulletin: a double asterisk should be added after point one, 
and the asterisk preceding the second note should be changed to a double

1 asterisk. S. Edgar moved for first reading the revised policy on A~a~em ~ Ed r 
Standards, printed on p. 347 of the Bulletin. The motion was secon e • · ga 
noted that this section would re~la~f i~· 44~1~nofa~~et~~~r~~;su~~=~~a~~f~ 
Bulletin up to the current Deans s i sec p Alley pointed out that point one 
result in the loss of automatic suspens on.faiied to stipulate the time frame 
in the definition of satisfactory progress 



Page 362 

within which 11 semester hours must be completed. N. Klenlewskl agreed to a 
friendly editorial change that resulted in point one reading: The completion of 
11 semester hours of course work per semester ce hours for freshmen> with a 
passing grade. B. Cotton asked why the figure was 11 hours rather than 12, and 
N. Kleniewski pointed out that the natural sciences asked for that change since 
many of their programs Include 4-hour courses and that If a student taking 15 
hours dropped a 4-hour course, he/she would be down to 11 hours. S. Edgar noted 
that satisfactory progress tles ln with probation whlch ties In wlth dismissal, 
and that one concern Is whether the 11 hour requirement might be too rigid. F. 
Fldura asked whether lists of students falling below a 2.0 GPA ln their maJors 
will be forwarded to the departments so that they must deal with the problem. He 
supported simplifying policies that were often contradictory or unwritten, but 
was concerned about the decentralization of busy work. At most colleges, the 
Dean/s office monitors students' progress, and F. Fidura would like to see that 
remain the case at Geneseo. However, he did not feel it would be appropriate to 
move an amendment to the main motion. The motion was passed. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the revised policy on Academic Probation, 
printed on p. 347 of the Bulletin. The motion was seconded. R. Bellanca asked 
whether there was a mechanism for policing registration for students on 
probation. · N. Kleniewskl replied that the current system uses stickers but that 
the new Banner system will Include that information on the computer and guarantee 
that affected students must have the necessary signatures to register. M. Stolee 
expressed concern that the proposed policy might create a real hardship In the 
worst cases; for example, an immature student might fall below a 2.0 during 
his/her first semester, then raise his/her GPA, then have a personal crisis a 
year or two later, fall below 2.0 and face autanatic dismissal. M. Teres said 
that his experience serving on the Academic Standards Committee convinced him 
that they deal with legitimate problems sympathetically and that the proposed 
policy should not create maJor problems. The motion was passed. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the revised policy on Dismissal, printed on 
p. 347 of the Bulletin. The motion was seconded and passed. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the revised policy on Required Advisement, 
printed on p. 347 of the Bulletin. The motion was seconded. F. Fidura asked why 
the Committee had chosen 2.5 as the magic GPA, and he moved that the policy be 
amended by deleting the words •all students whose cumulative GPA Is below 2.5.• 
The motion was seconded. N. Kleniewski agreed that 2.5 was arbitrary but felt 
that the substance of the proposed change was Important since we are eliminating 
automatic suspension. F. Fldura suggested that a lower GPA, such as 2.25, might 
be preferable. P. Alley agreed that 2.5 was a ·lit.tle high. F. Fidura said that 
he would be happy to withdraw hls amendment if the required GPA were lowe~ than 
2.5, and P. Alley suggested lowering the figure to 2.3. F. Fidura agreed to the 
change and withdrew his amendment. J. Feuerstein said that he preferred a cutoff 
of 2.5, but F. Fidura suggested that the policy would create a greater 
administrative burden in departments that permit more free choice of courses 
<such as Psychology> than In departments with straightforward curricula Csuch as 
Speech Pathology>. S. Edgar called Senators/ attention top. 341 of UAAC's 
minutes, which pointed out the legal Implications of advisors/ written advice and 
signatures. The question was called and the motion to end debate carried. The 
vote on the amendment to change the cutoff point from 2.5 to 2.3 passed. The 
main motion was approved as amended. 

S. Edgar moved for first reading the revised policy on Appeals, printed on 
p. 348 of the Bulletin, and noted that this is the existing policy. The motion 
was seconded and passed without discussion·. 
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Provost's Report: 
Provost Spencer had no formal report, but noted that he was willing to 

answer any questions. There were none. 

New Business: 
On behalf of the Faculty Affairs Committee, J. Willey moved for first 

reading the revised departmental guidelines for appointment, term renewal, 
promotion and continuing appointment as printed on p. 287 of the Bulletin. He 
pointed out that the wording of this recommendation had been changed <'renewal' 
to •term renewal' and •tenure• to •continuing appointment•> to reflect standard 
usage. The motion was seconded. J. Reber moved that the final sentence of the 
recommendation be amended to read: uA copy of these departmental Guidelines 
shou I d then be f 1 I ed wl th the Provost for approval. • The mot Ion was seconded. 
J. Willey noted that he was not surprised by the proposed amendment since the 
agreement between union and management makes this a legal issue. He felt that 
his Committee and the administration would agree with the amendment. The 
amendment was approved and the main motion was passed as amended. 

J. Willey moved for first reading the Faculty Affairs Committee's 
recommendation, also printed on p. 287 of the Bylletln, that a Committee on the 
Academic Calendar be created. The motion was seconded. J. Bolan! asked whether 
the proposed committee would be able to do much more than recommend the 
continuation of the calendar in its present form. J. Willey suggested that the 
committee's actions could go beyond the latest debacle and consider issues that 
have not been discussed in recent years, such as length of class modules. J. 
Willey added that the proposal would allow us to return to the strengths of the 
earlier procedure: prior to 1988, calendars were prepared by the Dean of 
Undergraduate Studies and presented to the Senate but now the calendar issue 
bounces all over. The proposal would eliminate one disagreeable feature of the 
pre-1988 system by permitting student and faculty input into the creation of the 
calendar. A. Meaney-Leckie asked what the status of the new committee would be, 
and J. Willey replied that it would not be a standing Senate committee but that 
It would be an ongoing committee. F. Fldura asked how the proposed system would 
be more efficient than the present one, since the problems tend to arise when the 
calendar is considered by the full Senate and that feature would be retained in 
the new system. G. DeHart pointed out that the proposal came out of the Faculty 
Affairs Committee's frustration over spending many hours reviewing and discussing 
calendar options and having to delay other important business in order to make 
further modlflcatlons in the calendar. J. Willey added that the Committee had a 
genuine desire to Improve things and that the amount·of Senate time spent on the 
calendar under the current system is extreme by any human measure. The qU~stion 
was called and the motion to end debate carried. The main motion passed. 

The meeting was adJourned at 5:42 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

q\<ct.t:l~l~USk~ 
Judith Bushne II 
Secretary, College Senate 



TO: 

FRO~: 

MEMORANDUM 

All Faculty and Staff t.,~ ~ 
James Watson, Chair~ 
College Senate Faculty Research Committee 

DATE: April26, 1991 

SUBJECT: SMALL GRANT APPLICATIONS 

ATTENTION I 

The deadline for SMALL GRANT APPLICATIONS is Wednesday, May 15. 

GUIDELINES 

Small Grnnts Promro: 

The College Senate Research Committee administers a small grants program funded through annual member 
conaibutions to the College Senate Research Fund. The program provides limited financial assistance in 
suppon of costs incidental to research and publication. and to exhibition or performance. 

:\ mr"Jnt oi Gr;uus: 

In any calendar year the total amount of money devoted to the College Senate Small Grants Program will be 
determined by the Executive Committee of the College Senate upon recommendation from the College Senate 
Treasurer. The typical grant will be $200. No more than one single-purpose grant can be made to an 
individual in any calendar year. 

Grant Purposes: • 

Typically, College Senate Research Fund grants will be awarded for such purposes as: to help defray cost of 
manuscript preparation; cost of microfilm, xerox, photo, or other reproductions of library or archival research 
materials; reproduction and d.isaibution costs of data gathering insauments; cost of computer assisted data 
gathering and analysis; inter-library loan charges; cost of printed programs, printed announcements, exhibit 
catalogs; printed exhibit captions. etc. 

APPLICATIONS 

Appli~ation fonns are available from the Department of Sociology (Sturges 122) by contacting 
Sally Hamngton at 5335. · 

Applications should be submitted to James Watson, Chair, College Senate Faculty 
Research Committee, Sturges 122. 
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RATIONALE: 

. . The. B9.ard of Trustees endorsed a report entitled ·university Revenue and 
T.Uit l o~ Polley ~n ~arch 28, 1991. In the section of that report entitled "Tuition Prin
Ciples , thr~e pn~c1ples were enunciated describing the calculation of an appropriate 
level of tUition, VIZ.: 

1. The State University of New York should remain affordable, and therefore accessi
ble, to all New York residents through a combination of reasonably low tuition rates, 
State and federal need-based grants, parental support (from families financially able 
to pay), a~d student self-help in the form of ~udent loans and earnings from summer 
an~ part-t1me work. ~o student or prospective student should be denied the oppor
tumty to enroll or cont1nue at a SUNY campus because of his or her personal or family 
financial circumstances. 

2. Ur.:::lergraduate tuition for New York State residents at State-operated campuses, 
as a share of SUNY's per-student educational costs, should, preferably, over time rise 
to leveis comparable with the share of educational costs borne by tuition in public 
colleges and universities in peer states. Currently, tuition levels as a percentage of 
per-student costs at peer public uni versities are approximately 25 percent. Tuition 
levels for SUNY undergraduate residents should not exceed one-third of the per
student costs of eduatlon, which Is consistent with the current statutory limit on tui~ 
tion revenue as a percentage of net operating costs for SUNY's 30 community col
leges. 

3. Once New York resident undergraduate tuition levels as a share of per-student 
educational casts have been brought more nearly into accord with those prevailing at 
public universities in peer states, the State University should strive to maintain tui-

. tians as constant and as predlctable as the State budget permits. Consistent with 
this principle, tuitions should be expected to increase periodically at rates approximat
ing the rate of increase of per-student costs since the last increase in tuition. But this 
prin:!::::ie also means that mid-year increases and very large increases in any single 
year should be avoided If at all possible: This principle should not preclude the lower
tng of tuition as a share of per-student costs, or even the lowering of tuition in abso
lute dollara, ahould Ctato ConoraJ Fund rove nuoa bo modo o.vcilcblo only for th:lt 
purpose. · 

RESOLVED: 

That the University Faculty Senate convey to the Chancellor and to the Board of 
Trustees its endorsement of the framework for the setting of tuition levels identified 
as Principles 1, 2, and 3, of the "Report to the Board of Trustees on Universi y Reve
nue and Tuition Policy, March, 1991" prepared by the Board's Ad Hoc Committee on 
University Revenue and Tuition Policy. The University Faculty Senate further affirms 
that implementation of this fram~work is contingent upon adequate levels of need
based grants from the Federal and state governments to assure access to students 

• regardless of Income. , 
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RATIONALE: 

During the 1989-90 year the University Operations Committee C?Onduc~ed a descrip
tive study on the subject of user fees. The report of the Commtttee ratsed a number 
of concerr.s relating to the proliferation of such fees, and their effects upon academic 
programs and access to the University. 

The Board of Trustees examined the issue In a report by its Ad-Hoc Committee on 
University and Tuition Policy (March, 1991). ·That report incorporates the following 
statement of principle regarding fees: 

"Consistent with current Trustee policy, these provisions shall not prohibit the estab
lishment of a schedule of reasonable fines, tees, deposits and charges for violation of 
institutional regulations, late registrations, damage and breakage and special serv
ices. Fees for special services shall not exceed the cost of providing such services 
tcgether with reasonable overhead. Fees should not be imposed in lieu of tax sup
port or tuition to cover the cost of existing necessary educational services traditicnal
ly paid for from these sources." 

RESOLVED: 

That the University Faculty Senate convey to the Chancellor and to the Board of 
Trustees its support ot the principles regarding the establishment of fees contained in 
t~~ 88ard's Ad-Hcc Committee en University Revenue and Tuition Pol icy (March, 
.. ,... ...... 1 ) 
I ~~ . ......,""' . . . . . . . 



RATIONALE 

The evaluation of a campus president by the Chancellor is a serious 
matter o: importat1ce to the entire campus community. While this eval
uation is not intended to determine whether a president should continue 
in office, it does provide a remarkable opportunity for the campus to 
undertake an organized review of the president's performance and to 
communicate that assessment to both the president and the Chancellor. 
This review should be comprehensive and balanced: it should provide a 
view of those things a president is judged to be doing well along with 
those things for which improvement is desired. The tone of this review 
should be constructive, reflecting the goal of providing the president 
and the Chancellor with the campus' thoughtful and objective assessment 
of its adcinistrative head. 

The following are suggested guidelines for involving campus governance 
organizat~on(s) in the periodic review of the campus president at the time 
of the Chancellor's review. It is intended to make this cooperative en
deavor a useful, collaborative, and productive activity. The guidelines 
are general, having been drawn from the experiences of those campuses 
where reviews have recently occurred. It is quite likely that they will 
have to be adapted to the needs of the individual campus. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the University Faculty Senate urges the 
Chancellor to approve these guidelines for campus involvement in pres
idential reviews. 
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1. When the Chancellor decides to review the campus president and officially 
notifies the president, the local governance leader(s) should be notified 
by the Chancellor of the decision and be given the guidelines that the 
Chancellor will use in this process. 

2. For the review to be maximally beneficial, there ·should be six to eight 
weeks (excluding vacation~ and intersession) berween the Chancellor's 
notification of the impending review and the actual visit to the campus 
for this purpose. 

3. The local governance leader(s) should be given a copy of the president's 
self-evaluation at the same time that it is transmitted to the Chancel-or. 

4. The local governance leader(s) should be afforded the opportunity to 
meet separately with the Chancellor, as well as to meet jointly with 
the Chancellor and the college council. 



5. The Chancellor should forward to the local governance leader(s) a 
copy of the evaluation at the same time as a copy is sent to the 
president of the campus. 

6. The results of the evaluation and the meeting with the Chancellor 
should be reported to the faculty governance executive committee and 
to the campus community. 
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A1~ BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the University Faculty Senate urges local 
governance organizations to incorporate the following guidelines into 
their procedures for campus involvement in presidential reviews: 

1. The local governance leader(s) should notify the campus of the forth
coming review of the president and, in consultation with the faculty 
governance executive committee and the University Faculty Senator(s) 
organize a process to focus the campus effort on appropriate modes 
of eliciting from the campus informed views of the performance of 
its president. 

2. The local governance leader(s) and the local faculty governance 
executive committee should review all the material received in this 
process, evaluate it, and use it to formulate a comprehensive response 
for the Chancellor's review of the president. 

3. The local governance leader(s) should discuss this response (or in 
the event it takes the form of a written report, give a copy and 
discuss the report) with the president prior to the Chancellor's 
visi:. I: desired, the fac"...llt y gover:1ance e::-:ecutive CC::=littee 0 :' 

i: 3 e ~uivalent may participate in t ~ese discussions. 

4. Comments on how this process worked and any suggested rev1s1ons 
should be communicated to the President of the SUNY Faculty Senate. 



RATIONALE 

Participation by Community College governance leaders in meetings 
sponsored by the SU1~ Faculty Senate has proven to be of value. Con
tinuation of such joint meetings of Community College and other SUNY 
governance leaders is consistent with the interest of both the SUNY 
Faculty Senate and the Faculty Council of the Community Colleges in 
encouraging effective local governance. 

RESOLUTION . 
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Be it resolved that the SUNY Faculty Senate and the Faculty Council 
of Comcunity Colleges co-sponsor joint meetings of the governance leaders 
of the 30 Community Colleges and the 34 state-operated campuses, and 

BE IT FLKTHER RESOLVED that the S~~ Faculty Senate and the Faculty 
Council of the Community Colleges share costs for these meetings 
fairly and equitably. 



The names list below are among the members of the college community 
who have contributed to the College Senate General Fund. May 1, 1991 

Rose Alent, Phillip Alley, Kathy Barsz, Harold Battersby, Roseann Bellanca, 
Linda Best, Larry Blackman, Phillip Boger, James Boiani, Fred Bright, 
Terry Browne, Judith Bushnell, James Chen, Brian Coffey, Bill Cook, 
John Davis, Jr., Gary DeBolt, John Deutsch, Kenneth Deutsch, Dolores Donnelly, 
Karen Duffy, Stacey Edgar, William Edgar, Betty Fearn, Frederick Fidura, 
Barbara Foulks, Walter Freed, Jr., David Geiger, Becky Glass, Rita Gollin, 
David Gordon, Gerard Gouvemet, Joyce Hance, Doug Harke, Diana Harke, 
Carol Harter, Richard Hatheway, Arthur Hatton, Andrew Heitzman, Linda House, 
Muttaniyil ldiculla, Nancy Ives, Diane Johnson, Ken Kallio, Nancy Kleniewski, 
Adelaide La Verdi, Sally Lipa-Wade, Wayne Mahood, Margaret Matlin, 
Thomas Matthews,Jim McNally, Annette Meaney-Leckie, Dave Meisel, 
Mary Mohan, Gary Moore, Paul Olczak, Rebecca Oshlag, Bob Owens, 
Richard Quick, Valentine Rabe, Jerry Reber, Joan Reeves, Arch Reid, 
Barbara Rhodes, Ramon Rocha, Gary Root, Dick Rosati, Joan Schumaker, 
Richard F. Smith, Armand Smith, Jr., Walter Soffer, James Somerville, 
Donald Spencer, Karen Swisher, Michael Teres, Donald Watt, Andrea Weas, 
James Willey, Laura Wrubel, Jerald Wrubel, and Richard Young 

Contributions are still being accepted for the remainder of this semester. 

Thank You 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Michael Teres 
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