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Budget - M. Teres 
Faculty Affairs - J . Bulsys 
GAAC - J. Feuerstein 
Student Affairs - J. Heitzman 
UAAC - M. O'Neill 

NEW COURSES: First Reading 
MAT 388, Introduction to Combinatorics (CSB, p.l84) 
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Unfinished Business 

New Business 
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Committee Members Present: J. Bulsvs !chair), M. Braswell. 
w. Cook, R. Kaolan. N. Paternostro, D. Showers, A. Smith, B. 
Ristow, I. Talwar. D. Tamarin 

The meeting was called ta order at 4:06PM 

The chair reoorted ~hat the upcoming 5emester was 1 ikel y to 
be a busy period for the committee. part1cularly since 
deliberation about the 1990-1992 calendars was a major 
concern. The chair then Informed committee members tnat 
during the semester break a memorandum was received from the 
Vice-President's office prooosing a change to the Fall 1989 
calendar with a reouest for the committee to review the 
proposal in an exoedit1ous manner. After the chair's 
opening remarks, di5cus5ion turned to the oroposal. 

R. Kaplan began deliberation by informing the committee that 
the proposed change to the Fall 1989 calendar would create 
insurmountable difficulties for production and technical 
staff involved in the dramatic arts. To ask stucents and 
faculty to suspend production schedules for a two day period 
in mid-semester was imoractical; furthermore reauiring 
student participation in activites during a break period was 
illegal. A mid-semester break in the Fall calendar would 
reduce dramatic performances and they could not be 
accomodated in the Soring without impacting on course 
offerings and overextending responsibilities of the 
technical staff. 

W. Cook pointed out that a mid-semester break occurring on 
Tuesday, Wednesday <October 17, 18> virtually invited 
student absence from Monday classes. Students would be 
tempted to skio Monday classes thereby creating a five day 
recess. W. Cook asked if the scheduling problems the Drama 
department faced were endemic. R. Kaolan resoonded that the 

. scheduling and production problems were most severe in 1989 
because the proposal before the committee did not include an 
earlier start-uo date for the Fall semester: additionally 
there was 1 imited time for the Drama department to adjust to 
a calendar change. While problems would remain in any 
future calendars that included a mid-semester break, with 
sufficient lead time the Drama faculty could preoare for a 
different calendar configuration. 
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Since information about the duration of the 1989 calendar 
was publicized in college 1 iterature, B. Ristow informed the 
committee that the 1989 proposal was constructed to retain 
the original beginning and end dates of the Fal 1 semester. 
The proposal forwarded from the Vice-Presi~ent's office 
incorporated a mid-semester break with minimal changes to 
the Fall calendar approved by the College Senate. 

R. Kaplan and D. Showers then explored the effects of 
changing the specific dates of the mid-semester break. The 
conclusion was that any two day period disturbed production 
schedules, consequently there were no opt1mum calendar dates 
for a mid-semester break. 

W. Cook raised another concern: the absence of a study day 
in the prooosa l . W. Cook aJ~gued it 1-Jas un<~cceptab 1 e to 
eliminate the study day because some students might attend 
the last class of the semester the evening before finals 
were scheduled to begin. B. Ristow reminded the committee 
that the concept of a study day was a response to a petition 
supported by students years ago. The consensus of the 
committee was that the addition of a midsemster break meant 
elimination of the study day, an effect that would be 
disadvantageous to students and was a departure from an 
earlier agreement establ 1shed between the students and the 
college. 

The committee briefly explored the possibil itv of beginning 
the Fall semester on an earlier date, but this was 
considered unworkable because the present Fal 1 calendar 
already had been published and scheduling by campus 
organizations and academic programs was solidified. 

D. Tamarin brought attention to another feature of the 
proposal that was undesirable--- since the temptation to 
skip Monday classes and create a five day weekend would be 
difficult to res1st, few students would remain on campus to 
"catch up" on academic worl:: ; the more 1 ike 1 y scenario was a 
mass exodus of students leaving campus for an extended 
vacation. 

J. Bulsys asked whether committee members felt the proposal 
was more attractive if the midsemester break was reduced to 
one day. R. Kaplan, B. Ristow, and D. Showers entered into 
a discussion that qu1c~ly revealed scheduling problems would 
remain in the dramatic arts and the Chemistry department's 
laboratory sequencing would be compromised. 

J. Bulsys then asked if a change of calendar was necessary. 
D. Showers responded that the current calendar protected the 
academic needs of programs in the dramatic arts and certain 
natural sciences. W. Cook moved that no change be made to 
the Fall 1989 calendar. The motion was seconded. No further 
discussion occurred. The motion was approved unanimously. 

· The meeting adjourned at 4:40 PM. 



FACULTY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE• 
13 February. 1989 

Fraser Facultv Lounqe 
t1eetin9 #6 
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Committee Members Present: J. Bulsvs (chair), w. Cook, L. 
Hazen <student guest). R. Kaolan, J. Masson, D. Parish, N. 
F·aternostro, E:. G: i stm·1. J. Schumaker i ,.,,lee::t \ [1 ch A 
Smith, I. Tal war. D. Tamarin 

. c.1- .. . - .• , • • ;::> owers, • 

The meeting was called to order at 4:08PM 

The minutes of 5 December 1988 (printed in CSB pp. 124-1261 
were approved. 

The entire meet1ng was devoted to discussion of the 
1990-1992 calendar DIMopos .:::~ l. Dean Schumaker joined the 
committee to inform members about opinions and s uggestions 
received from faculty, academic departments, and 
administrative offices of the col lege. J. Bulsys ftlso routed 
suggestions he received to Dean Schumaker and discussed them 
with her 1n two meetings <Feb. 2 and Feb 10). A summary of 
the information that was gathered was produced and made 
available to committee members before the meet1ng began. 

Dean Schumaker told the committee that after reviewing all 
the information sent to her office. she believed that 
calendar D, the option presented to the College Senate in 
the Fall of 1988, was still the most workable, if careful 
revisions were made. W. Cook agreed with this assessment, 
adding that the scheduling of labs appeared to be the major 
argument against this option and that this objection could 
be rectified. Comments were exchanged between J. Schumaker. 
B. Ristow, and W. Cook about possible adjustments to 
accomodate labs that would normally fal 1 on Labor Day, an 
observed holida y in the ca lendar D ootion. The needs of 
Chemistry and Geography were considered on matters of lab 
sequencing, tear down and set up of lab equipment, and the 
number of laboratory periods that would need to be 
rescheduled. The consensus of those who entered into 
discussion was that these issues could be addressed. 

Dean Schumaker then proc eeded to summarize the features of 
ca 1 en dar "[I": it ot~ov i ded ,::m October rece~:;s of two days, it 
did not require anv lab s on the week of the mid -semester 
break, nor on December 10, vet 1t included 13 consecutive 
weeks for lab seauenc1ng. There was no reason, B. Ristow· 
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added, why the Chemi st r Y department caul~ not schedul~ labs 
the previous Fridav to ma k e - up for those that would 
naturally fall on Labor Day <Mondav). 

Attention sh1fted to an updated version of Calendar E, an 
option on which B. Ristow spent cons1dera~le time and 
thought. His detailed proposal contained features such as a 
before Labor Day start, a two day mid-semester break, a 
partial week of Thanksgi v ing, a study dav, and a reasonable 
end date for the Fall semester. Another import~nt change was 
a move to 50 instead o{ 60 minute class modules. A change of 
module time had several advantages B. Ristow argued: it 
allowed nine class periods in an 8-5 teaching day, it 
provided more use of special 1zed space such as computer labs 
because of the addition of class periods. classes would 
begin on the hour, and several chairs of departments 
indicated an interest in the 50 minute time module. As for 
Thanksgiving, 8. Ristow observed that in the Option E 
configuration, a partial week for Thanksgiving recess was 
necessary to comply with state requirements for total 
i nstt~uct ion a 1 time in B. semester and to keep 1 ab seqLienc ing 
intact. 

J. Schumaker reminded the c ommittee that since 1980 whenever 
a partial week of Thanksgiving was proposed to the Col lege 
Senate, it was voted down~ hence a clear record existed 
showing that the Senate prefers a ful 1 week of Thanksgiving. 
D. Showers then offered suggestions to adjust opt1on E by 
moving study day, extending the end of the semester by one 
day to December 19. and. perhaps, not treat1ng Labor Dav as 
a holiday: this would allow for a full week of Thanksgiving 
break. B. Ristow agreed that if classes were held on Labor 
Day, then a full week for Thanksgiving recess was possible. 
The effect of such changes on 1 ab sequenci 'ng was e:-:pl ored. 
The committee concluded such changes would not produce a 
trouble-free calendar. 

Other aspects of calendar E were then discussed. Of 
particular intE·rest \...,a.=:. the issue of total instructional 
time when using 50 m1nute teaching modules. Dean Schumaker 
was concerned that the tota.l instruct I on a 1 time ( 2230 
minutes for the semester) actually fel 1 short of the needed 
2250 minutes mandated bv the state. There was an exchange of 
opinions about how instructional time was calculated. For 
example, Was a final exam1nat1on week included in the 
calculation? Option s A and D, J. Schumaker commented, did 
not present th1s problem since either 2580 or 2610 minutes 
were provided. Tot,;:~. l i nstr·uct ion a 1 time for the semester. 
J. Schumaker recalled. was one of the reasons for originallY 
switching to thE? curTent t_,(• minute module structlll~e. The 
advantages/disadvatages of 50 versus 60 minute class periods 
were furthe!~ e:<pl or·ed: for~ e:: ampl e, the impact on congested 
dining hall facilities during the noon hour was considered. 
There was no clear agreement that 50 minute modules would 
reduce congest1on. nor was there a consensus that a shorter 
class period wa~ creferable to the current system. B. Cook 
then argued th a t some academic instruction is highly 
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structured and that a time change from 6 0 to 50 minutes was 
not simply a matter of cutting - up lectures differently. For 
some faculty members a change in the length of time oeriods 
would mean substantial r estructuring of cour s es, planned 
class activities. or in-class assignments such as oanel 
discussions. In short, W. Cook felt changing the length of 
class periods was not a matter to be taken lightly. With 
that thought in mind W. Cook was unprepared to support this 
feature of calendar proposal r 

At this point the discussion shifted to the influence that 
changes to the Fall cal e ndar would ha ve on Spring semester 
and the Summer sess ions. L. Hazen felt th~ w1nter break was 
quite long and she thought it should be s hortened. Dean 
Schumaker then suggested some ways this could be done such 
as reducing soring break to one week. Generally, the 
commentary of the committee revolved around the difficulties 
that would surface in proces s ing grades and conducting the 
business of academic st a ndards if the winter break was 
shortened. J. Mas son reminded the comm1ttee that many other 
colleges started semesters earlier in the spring. A. Smith 
added that a number of institutions begin as early as 
January 8. J. Schumaker responded that this occurred 
because grades were not always returned to students before 
the beginning of the spr1n g s emester, an approach she did 
not favor. B. Ristow al s o informed committee members that a 
reduction in the length of the winter break would 1 ikely 
require an alteration of current sus pension and dismissal 
policies. W. Cook made one other point; during the winter 
break, since there was a significant block of tim~, faculty 
could engage in serious re s earch and academic work. This 
was a benefit, not always recognized, that was nonetheless 
of importance to the col l eg e f a culty. 

Commentary then moved to the effects of a before Labor Day 
start on the Summer sessions. J. Schumaker believed that it 
was possible to resol ve the concerns o f certain departments 
1 ike Elementary and Secondary Education bv carefully 
modifying the length as well as the beginning and end dates 
of the summer sessions. If a calendar proposal included a 
before Labor Day start , then the probabl e result would be 
two academic sess ions during the summer. 

W. Cook noted the committee was deliberating on points it 
had considered previousl y and that it seemed to him Ootion D 
made the most sense i f the proposal was adjusted to deal 
with labs falling on Labor Day and if other concerns 1 ike 
summer sessions could be r esolved. 

R. Kaplan then spoke again s t having classes on Labor Day. 
She claimed that faculty w1th young children requiring day 
care would find it extremel v difficult to cope with classes 
on a hal iday since most, if not all dav c2re centers, would 
be closed, and w1thout a day care facil 1t v o n campus th{s 
was a serious problem. W. Coo~ concurred. 
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D. Tamarin, D. Showers, J. Schumaker, and D. Ristow returned 
to a discus sion of co~sible adjustment s to deal with labs 
that would be normally scheduled on labor Day. Holding 
these labs on the Friday or Saturday prior to labor Day, 
potential conflicts with other classes, the unattractive 
possibility of Saturday night labs, and the need for 
notification in the master schedule were points explored . 

.] . Bul sys said that. an "Amhet~st Call ege F·l an" l..,tas a 
suggestion forwarded to the committee and that perhaps this 
was worth some attention. J. Schumaker said this plan was 
very similar to the Option C proposal the com~ittee rejected 
during its Fall delitJet-~. tions. Committee members F:. J::aplan 
and B. Ristow cu1ckly isolated severe problems with this 
plan. For instance, the drama department would have 
difficulty scheduling performances under this plan, a study 
day falling on a weekdav was not included, and the problem 
of providing the requisite number of sequential class days 
for 1 abs was r.J.nt~eso 1 ved. F:. kap 1 an commented that Option D 
remained, in many wavs, the most attractive proposal for the 
drama department. 

W. Cook moved that calendar D be accepted hy the committee 
provided that, in consultation with Dean Schumaker, 
necessary adjustments were made to the proposal to 
accomodate the needs for proper lab sequencing. The motion 
was seconded. Further discussion occurred. The actual 
weekend on which the mid - semester break would fal 1 was 
considered. In addition the concerns of Dr. Satryb, the 
Physical Plant, CAS, and Chemistry about a before Labor Day 
start were reviewed, as were the issues of added cost to 
students and potential disciplinary problems in the dorms 
during the mid-semester brea~. The general consensus of the 
committee was that adjustments could be made by the Physical 
Plant, CAS, and the administrative offices, that there was 
no evidence extraordinary problems would result if dorms 
remained open during the mid-semester brea~, and that the 
various concerns. while sincere, could be solved. 

The motion was put to a voice vote. All members present 
approved the motion except B. Ristow who abstained. 

The meeting ended at 5:12 PM 

ReJ.ectfullv submitted. 

~-~.- /J~~ 
IJ6seph

1 
A. Bu 1 sys 



EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, MINUTES 
February 14, 1~89 

\ . 

Present: R. MacVittie, B. Coffey, T. Calahan, 
J. Feuerstein, L. Hazen, N. Kleniewski, H. \ Lepovi tz, 
G. Moore, M. O'Neill, J. Willey, B. Evan~ \ 
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Cell to Order: 
etl:02p.m. 

Chair B. Coffey called the meeting to order 

Approval of Minutes: Chair B. Coffey moved approval of the 
Executive Committee Minutes of 31 January 1989. The motion 
was seconded and the minutes were approved. 

President's Report: 
1. President MacVittie announced that the Budget 

Information Committee had met. The booklet, Facts about 
College and Budget Reguest for 1989-90, is now available. 
He distrubuted copies to all present and reported that 
copies had been sent to the State Senators and Assemblymen 
who are members of the Higher Education Committee. Copies 
will be sent to 37 other legislators as well. The cover 
letter accompanying these mailings emphasizes the State 
University and its assets. Materials will also be sent to 
parents and alumni in all counties so that they can contact 
their legislators. 

2. R. MacVittie reported that good progress is being 
made in Letchworth Dining Hall. The building should be 
ready by mid-July. Bids are now being taken on ovens and 
refrigeration units. 

M. O'Neill asked if, in President MacVittie's opinion, the 
current budgetary problem had had an adverse impact on the 
pool of applicants for the position of College President. 
R. MacVittie responded that, in the past, this had been the 
case. He observed that 2 or 3 applicants with whom he had 
spoken this year had expressed concern. These concerns 
must, however, be deferred, as the budget has not been 
passed. 

Chair's Report: B. Coffey inquired as to the relationship 
between the Senate and CAS as concerns election procedures. 
Brief discussion ensued. 
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COMMITTEE REPORTS: 

Budget: G. Moore announced a meeting to be held 
14 February 1989 at 4:00p.m. in Brodie 181. He stated that 
K. Levison would be making a presentation. 

Graduate Academic Affairs: J. Feuerstein announced that 
there would be a meeting on 14 February 1989 at 4:00p.m. in 
Sturges 106. The topics of discussion would be some policy 
considerations and some curricular issues concerning 
Reading. 

Student Affairs: B. Coffey announced that there would be a 
meeting on 14 February 1989 at 4:00p.m. in Greene 235. The 
final touches are being put on the Student Bill of Rights 
which, hopefully, will be published in the next CSB. 

Undergraduate Academic Affairs: M. O'Neill announced that a 
meeting would be held on 14 February 1989 at 4:00p.m. in 
Newton 204. Proposals concerning 6 courses have been 
received, as have proposals for revision of the Biochemistry 
and Public Administration Programs. M. O'Neill also 
indicated that he had recently received word from 
R. Finkelstein about courses that will be included as part 
of the Writing Core. A list is forthcoming. 

Treasurer: H. Lepovitz reported that approximately $1500 in 
contributions have been received. She will soon be drafting 
the follow-up letter to the appeal. The particulars of this 
letter will be discussed at the next Executive Committee 
meeting. 

Central Council: L. Hazen reported a 40Y. turn-out for the 
Mandatory Student Activity Fee vote that had taken place 
6-7 February 1989. 99Y. of the voters were in favor. During 
the voting procedure, a poll had also been taken regarding 
three aspects of the calendar options now under 
consideration. Students voted "yes" concerning mid-semester 
and Thanksgiving breaks; in addition, 74Y. of the voters 
indicated that they would not be opposed to returning to 
school before Labor Day. Faculty Affairs is planning to 
re-recommend Calendar D. 

Unfinished Business: B. Coffey asked T. Calahan how many 
Faculty and NTP retirements there would probably be this 
year. T. Calahan said that there would be approximately 7. 
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New Business: N. Kleniewski distributed copies of a 
memorandum to department chairs concerning nominations for 
Commencement Speakers and Honorary Degree Recipients for 
May 1990. She inquired as to whether the nominees for an 
honorary degree had to have some relationship to the College 
or to the area. R. MacVittie stated that the nomination 
procedure should, perhaps, be examined to see if it might 
not be possible £or the Honorary Degree Recipient also to be 
the Commencement Speaker. L. Hazen asked if this might not 
be perceived as stepping on the toes of the Senior Class. 
R. HacVittie explained that the selection is the President's 
prerogative, based on recommendations. G. "Moore pointed out 
a possible complicating factor: it has been the assumption 
that selection of the Commencement Speaker was the 
prerogative of the Senior Class. B. Coffey observed that, 
certainly, this year's Senior Class had participated in 
discussions. He further observed that the invitation 
process should start at the end of the academic year or in 
early summer. He stated that, according to his experience, 
,some people who had nominated candidates had failed to 
complete adequately the necessary forms. He advised that 
people provide sufficient information on the candidates. 

The meeting adjourned at 1:30 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Beverly J. Evans 
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Present: M. Teres, Chair; B. Glass; R. Goeckel; G. Moore; K. Levison; M. Board; 
M. Dayley; J. Williams; J. Grosch; C. Filice 

Meeting called to order at 4:05 p.m. 

K. Levison reported on the present stage of the 1989-90 budget for S.U.N.Y. and 
for the College at Geneseo. He distributed copies of the ~~suNY Reconstruction of 
the 1989-90 Executive Budget Recommendation~~ for Geneseo. The 1989-90 
recommended Total Base amount for Geneseo is $25,246.7. This is up from the 
1988-90 Base Total of $23,634.4. However, Levison pointed out that this 
increase is prior to the proposed 3.6% reduction in the Base amount (a 
proposed reduction totaling $90 million for SUNY over a 3 year period) 

K. Levison observed that under this proposed budget SUNY would be treated 
rather favorably when compared to other agencies (e.g., CUNY). The use of 
parking fees and the refinancing of the University debt would mitigate the 
effects of the budget reductions. Nonetheless, a 5% reduction would have a 
devastating impact on the College, given that 11.5 positions have already been 
lost in 1988-89. 

K. Levison pointed out that President MacVittie is doing what he 
Friday (Feb. 17) MacVittie is scheduled to meet with legislators 
district to discuss these issues. The meeting is apparently not 
public. 

can to help. 
from this 
ope' to the 

f• 

On the topic of tuition raises, Levison stated that the Governor is vehemently 
opposed. J. Williams asked if this might be only political posturing. Levison 
answered No, because Cuomo is committed to the ideal of free tuition at state 
colleges. Levison added that Cuomo•s budget is politically well-crafted, 
given that the cuts are distributed quite broadly. 

On the positive side, Levison predicted that the state will receive more revenues 
than expected. Moreover, he foresees some restorations of funds cut from 
SUNY in the Governor•s proposed budget. Levison•s assessment is that the SUNY 
cuts for 1989-90 will be somewhere between $15 and $20 million (instead of the 
proposed $47 million). 

Levison felt that the Chancellor has been quite active in promoting SUNY•s 
position. 

When asked whether some campuses might have to close, should SUNY be forced 
into a $90 million cut over 3 years, Levison replied, Yes. Would this cut 
also mean the 11 downsizing" of campuses and the elimination of ••redundant" 
programs? Yes, answered Levison. What of the possibility of enrollment 
reductions? This, in Levison•s view, would be politically unacceptable. 
On the latter point, Levison informed the committee that at Geneseo this 
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past year 200 students were unable to get into any of the courses they had 
chosen. 

Levison was asked if the Republicans will wait untill April 15 before taking a 
clear stand on the budget. He answered that this might happen. 

B. Goeckel asked for clarifications about a document being sent to each 
College Department requesting departmental information regarding 1990-91 
expenses. Levison stated that Departments are beini prepared for a 6% reduction 
in funds for items like Supplies and Equipment, and Temporary Service; they 
are also being prepared for a 3% increase in funds for personnel and inflation. 

When asked about what committee members, and the College, can do to help our 
cause, Levison pointed out that our Union will repeat last Fall's letter 
writing campaign. He also recommended writing to Mr. Marino and other 
legislative leaders. 

the meeting was adjurned at 5:07 p.m. 

Respectfu~~?ubmitted, 

@4 /fJu~ 
Carlo Filice 
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STUDENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE MINUTES 
Tuesday Feb. 7 
Tuesday Feb. 14 

The Student Affairs Committee met on February 7th and 14th 
to draft a final version of the Student Bill of Rights and 
Re~ponsibilities. 

Committee Members in .. .8:tt. ~ndan~e: 
J. Heitzman, -A. Leckie, J. Borner, H. Stewart, D. Geiger, P. 

Clev•land, T. Dolan, V. Trasher, J. Bushnell, K. Asher, J. Glynn, 
S. Bauerfiend. 

G.9.J~x·~c;t_io_l')_ to .. the __ Mi:ra.utes _ of:_ N_ov_ember 29: 
J. Borner was in attendance. 

~J.lL. o.f. __ St_uden:t . R i gt:l:t_s ___ anc:LJ~e.~po.:ra.s i b~. l it_ie~_;_ 
J. Heitzman and H. Stewart both presented revised versions 

of the bill to the committee. 
J. Heitzman specifically brought u_p problems concerning the 

~•ction of Article IX which reads "Grade appeals should follow 
currently established College policy. Mr. Heitzman noted that 
there are currently three different versions of the appeal 
procedure, one in the bulletin, one in the college handbook and 
one distributed by the Dean of Undergraduate Studies office. 

The committee resolved to recommend that the UAAC Policy 
committee review the above listed appeals procedures and 
determine which, if any, is the current policy. 

In his revision of the bill, H. Stewart noted that 
had fully stated student rights in our first drafts, we 
paid appropriate attention to student responsibilities. 
draft included student responsibilities in the articles 
was appropriate to include them. 

while we 
had not 

His 
where it 

After a discussion of both the Heitzman and Stewart proposed 
revisions the committee agreed on the attached bill which will 
be presented before the College Senate at its neMt meeting. 

The meetings were adjourned at 5:00p.m. 

Respectfully Submitted; 

4~\_ ,;;:,_~--
Anne Leckie 
Secretary, Student Affairs Committee 
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Students at SUNY CoJlege at Geneseo. accorded all of the rights and 
, privileges in the Constitution of the United States. have additional specific 

rights and responsibilities which should ensure just treatment for aH 
students in the academic communitv. 

This Bill of Student Rights and Responsibilities is presented with the 
intent to clarify the role of the student within the academtc community. This 
document recognizes all legal responsibilities mandated to the college and is 
meant to be operable within the context of existing laws. 

I. Student Government 
Students have the right to form a democratically elected 

student government. 
Student Government has the responsibility to act on the behalf 

of the entire student bodv and not on the behalf of special interest groups. 
' 

I I. Student Organizations 
Students have the right to form and join student organizations 

intended for cultural. educational. political. social. or religious purposes. 
Such organizations are sponsored by the Undergraduate Student Association. 

Students have the responsibility to see that only officially 
recognized organizations use the name of the State University of New York or 
the College. 

III. Student Participation in Decision Making 
Students have the right to representation in the College Senate 

and on Senate committees. 
Students have the right and responsibility to contribute to the 

decision making process on matters of academic and student affairs. 

IV. Freedom of Eipressioo 
Students have the right to speak on any subJect. distribute any 

materials, circulate any petitions. invite any speakers and take other actions 
· by means which do not disrupt the normal operations of the college. 

Students have the responsibility to make known that 
viewpoints of individual students and/or student groups do not necessarily 
represent the viewpoints of the Co!Jege. 
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V. freedom of Student Press 
The student press has the right to develop their own editorial 

policies and news coverage techniques. The student press has the right to 
freedom from censorship and advance approval of copy. 

The student press has the responsibility not to libel themselves 
or the College by infringing on the rights of others. 

VI. Freedom from Improper Disclosure 
Students have the right to the confidentiality of their views. 

beliefs. and political associations when expressed to college personnel. 

VII. Freedom from Discrimination 
Students have the right to freedom from dtscrimination on the basis of 

age, color. creed. disability. marital status. national ortgin. race. sex. sexual 
preference. or veteran status. 

VIII. Right to Privacy 
Students have the right to protection from unreasonable 

invasions of privacy and search and seizure of their property. except in cases 
· where there is a clear and present danger to person or property, or in cases 

of normal safety inspections as mandated by College policy. 

II. Right to Due Process 
Students have the right to a course grade based on the 

instructor's judgement of demonstrated performance in class. 
Students have the right to appeal a grade, based on evidence 

that the grade was not fairly determined. 
Students have the right to due process as established by 

academic policy. Grade appeals should follow currently estabJished ColJege 
policy. 

I. Right to Academic Advisement 
Students have the right to accurate and timely academic 

advisement. 
The student has the responsibility of final decision in 

· determining a general program of study and the courses he or she wishes to 
take. 
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Members present: B.Brennan, G.Briggs, K.Drysdale, C.Easton, 
.S.Edgar, P.Henry, E.Morganti, R.O'Donnell, M.O'Neill, 
J.Schumaker, G.Towsley, E.Whitson, L.Zimmer 

Guests present: R. Simon, A. Shank 

Meeting was Called to Order at 4:06 p.m. 

The Agenda was adopted with the addition qf EDU 339 Issues in 
Teaching Reading 

The minutes from Meeting #4 CSB pp. 140-143 were approved 

Chair's Report: M.O'Neill reported that he had hoped that the 
workload of UAAC was going to be lighter than last semester but 
that he had talked to R.Finklestein and that the Writing Core 
courses would be coming through in the next week or two for 
implementation next Fall. 

Subcommittee Reports: 

Policy: B.Brennan reported that he had not received information 
on what the policy committee had been doing due to his being on 
sabbatical last semester. M.O'Neill said that there were two 
things the policy committee might look at. One was the 
suspension of the three year degree program and the other was the 
Student Bill of Rights. 

Curriculum: J.Schumaker moved approval of the revised 
Biochemistry Program noting that the math, computer science, and 
elective portions had been changed. E.Whitson asked if under 
section I, 2 of the proposal there shOuld be an "or" inserted 
between the second and third esc courses. J.Schumaker said yes 
and the correction was made. She also stated that an additional 
CSC course had been added to give students more choices in the 
computer science area. E.Whitson asked if Biochemistry majors 
could now possibly graduate without taking a statistics course 
and, if so, was statistics going to be needed by these students? 
R. Simon said that students could possibly graduate without a 
statistics course and that the choice of statistics or an 
alternative math course depended upon what the student wanted to 
do after graduation. Approved. 

J.Schumaker moved approval of the revised Bio 209 Nutrition 
stating that the only difference was that now it would be 
primarily for non-majors. E.Whitson asked if majors had an 
alternative nutrition course. R.Simon said that they did not and 
that majors could elect this course but not for major credit. 
E.Whitson asked why it had been changed. R.Simon said that the 
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Biology Department found it difficult to teach both majors and 
non-majors in the same class because the course would have to be 
taught at a higher level and this would not be fair to non
majors. He also stated that the Biology Department had an 
obligation to the college to offer courses for non-majors and 
that this was one of those courses. Approved. 

, J.Schumaker moved approval of MAT 388 EXP/Introduction to 
Combinatorics as presented. Approved. 

J.Schumaker moved approval of the revised Public Administration 
Minor as disseminated with additional changes in the CSC 
component due to recent esc changes. esc 104 Problem Solving with 
Computers and Csc 216 Statistical Software were now the esc 
choices and CSC 151 Business Programming ~as deleted. Approved. 

J.Schumaker moved approval of INT 288 EXP/The Heritage of Jewish 
Civilization with the added prerequisites of Humanities I or 
Permission of Instructor. E.Whitson said that he found the last 
sentence in the course description to be ambiguous. A.Shank said 
that secondary sources will be required and that the sentence 
could be changed to "students will read secondary sources." 
A.Shank said that the course still must be approved by the local 
Jewish Society because they are funding the course. He said that 
the course would be coming before them in March and that a 
decision would be made soon after. A.Shank also stated that this 

, course was for one time only and that he hoped that community 
residents would audit the class. 

J.Schumaker moved approval of DRA 244 with a title change to 
Stage Electrics and Sound. She stated that the sub-committee 
had questioned the use of electrics but that this terminology was 
commonly used in theatre to cover lighting and special effects 
other than sound. She also said that this course was intended 
primarily for non-majors as a technical course and that DRA 244 
did not overlap with the DRA 344 because DRA 244 dealt more with 
"how to" while the design class dealt with lighting design. 
Approved. 

J.Schumaker moved approval of the revised EDU 335 Reading for 
Special Needs Children stating that the course would now be 
restricted to Special Education Students in the single 
Certification program and that Elementary Education Students 
could no longer take it. Approved. 

J.Schumaker moved approval of EDU 338 Reading for Exceptional 
Learners in Elementary Classrooms with a change in the title 
taking out " ••• in Elementary Classrooms." She also said that 
while the sub-committee had questions on the text and one item in 
the evaluation procedures she recommended that we move on it 
anyway. Approved. 

J.Schumaker moved approval of EDU 339 Issues in Teaching Reading. 
She stated that the sub-committee had not yet looked at this 
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course because it had been sent to GAAC by mistake. She said 
that until four or five years ago the college had the exact same 
course under the prefix of EDU 337. This course had been moved 
to the 400-level so that graduate students could take it as well. 
The course was meant for students interested in reading who had 
already completed student teaching. The only change is the 
course number and a minor description change. E.Whitson asked 
why it had not worked out as a 400-level course. J.Schumaker 
said that it was found to not be effective as a 400-level course 
and almost all the students taking it were undergraduates who 
had to get special permission slips to get in. The course also 
did not fit into to the graduate program because 500, not 400-
levels are needed for a graduate degree. Approved. (Since our 
_meeting the Education Department has provided additional 
information concerning EDU 437. This course was attempting to 
serve a diverse population. The undergraduates in the course had 
extensive background in reading while the graduate students 
usually had none. A new course, EDU 435, i s being proposed for 
non-degree students at the graduate level.) 

Unfinished Business - none. 

New Business - none. 

Adjourned at 4:32 p.m. 

NEW COURSES 

MAT 388 EXP/INTRODUCTION TO COMBINATORICS The course will 
introduce the students to the basic tools of combinatorics. It 
will begin with elementary counting techniques (combinations and 
permutations), and continue through generating functions. 

;Polya's Enumeration theory will be emphasized. Basic graph 
theory and network algorithms (e.g. spanning trees and shortest 
path) will be covered. ~pplied modeling will be stressed. 
Prerequisites: MAT 222, completion of MAT 237 highly recommended. 
3(3-0) Experimental. 

INT 288 EXP/THE HERITAGE OF JEWISH CIVILIZATION This course will 
be an exploration of the fundamental ideas and historical 
development of the Jewish religion. Emphasis will be placed on 
the reading of original sources, such as t~e Hebrew Scripture, 
the Talmud and selections from the words of significant thinkers 
in the Jewish tradition. The course will be arranged 
thematically with entire sessions being devoted to the place of 
Scripture in Judaism, Jewish ideas of God, Jewish Law, the place 
of the land of Israel and the People of Israel in Judaism. Each 
topic will be examined from the vantage of traditional texts as 
well as modern commentaries. Prerequisite: HUM 220 or permission 
of instructor. 3(3-0) Experimental 
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DRA 244 STAGE ELECTRICS AND SOUND A study of the techniques and 
equipment used to design, install and manipulate basic sound and 
lighting systems necessary for theatrical production. Includes 
basic electricity and sound theory, the selection, installation 
and maintenance of proper equipment, and the management of time, 
personnel and procedures. Participation in actual production is 
an integral part of the course. Prerequisite: DRA 130 or 
permission of instructor. 3(2-2). Fall, odd years 

EDU 338 READING FOR EXCEPTIONAL LEARNERS This course is designed 
to provide the elementary education student with an overview of 
techniques and strategies to teach reading to children with 
special needs who are mainstreamed in elementary classrooms. 
Prerequisite: EDU 213. 3(3-0) 

EDU 339 ISSUES IN TEACHING READING A seminar for those who have 
had practice in teaching reading in the elementary school. 
Topics will include literacy and the social contexts of learning, 
policy issues effecting classroom practice and program 
development, the role of the teacher as a decision-maker, the 
implementation of current research in reading, and other topics 
selected by the student. Prerequisite: EDU 331-332. 3(3-0) 

REVISED COURSES 

BIO 209 NUTRITION The biology and chemistry of nutrients are 
discussed with special emphasis on their role in human 
physiology. Normal nutrition throug!1011t the 1 i fe cycle, 
nutrition in sports, weight management, and diseases resulting 
from improper nutrition are also considered. May not be used 
toward the major. Prerequisites: one course in biology or 
permission of instructor. 3(3-0). Fall (New description and not 
for major credit) 

EDU 335 READING FOR SPECIAL NEEDS CHILDREN Thi~ course provides 
a study of the theory, methods and materials used to teach 
reading to children with special needs. ~ holistic approach to 
the topics of language acquisition, lan~uage and reading, 
assessment and modifications of approaches to teaching reading 
will be considered. Restricted to Special Education single 
certification majors only. 3(3-0) (New description) 
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REVISED PROGRAMS 

PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION MINOR 1) Add "or PSC 313 Political 
Leadership" after MSC 300 Management Principles and 
Organizational Behavior*, 2) under Electives I. add PSC 215 
Community, State and Regional Politics, 3) ~hange electives III 
to read CSC 104 Problem Solving with Computers or CSC 216 
Statistical Software 

BIOCHEMISTRY PROGRAM 1) Change math requirement to MAT 221, MAT 
222, and one from MAT 223, MAT 233, MAT 260, MAT 345 or one 200 
level or above mathematics course approved by the Biochemistry 
Committee, 2) Change the computer science requirement to CSC 121, 
esc 131, or esc 141, 3) add to Two courses from among:" or a 
pre-approved advanced-level science elective. This elective must 
'be justified to and approved by the Biochemistry Committee. To 
be approved, the course must promote the student's professional 
objectives." 




