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April 24, 1986 

Present: T. Carroll, T. Calahan, S. Edgar, F. Fidura, W. Gohlman, L. House, 
E. Jakubauskas, N. Kleniewski, P. Markulis, G. Noore, C. McNerney, 
R. Owens, W. Rhodes. 

The meeting was called to order at 1:02 p.m. by Chairperson W. Gohlman. 

The minutes of the April 15, 1986 Executive Committee Meeting as printed on 
CSB p.257 were approved . 

President•s Report 

President Jakubauskas reported that the admissions picture for the 1986-87 
academic year is excellent. Approximately 7,800 applications for Freshman 
and Transfer status have been received. We have offered admission to less 
than 50% of these applicants. 

Two additional items were mentioned. To date there is no word on the budget. 
There will be an increase in the fee for the dormitories during the 1986-87 
academic year. 

·Chairperson•s Report 

The Senate will meet at 4 p.m. on April 22, 1986. The last meeting will be 
May 6 ,. 1986. 

Treasurer•s Report 

An additional $200.00 has been raised in the Second Faculty Dues appeal. It 
was suggested that a list of all paying members be made available for public 
knowledge. 

University Faculty Senator 

W. Rhodes reported that he has recently received the report from the January 
31 meeting of the University Faculty Senate at Farmingdale. Mo re informdtion 
will be avail able at the next meeting. 

This issue of the CSB consists of pages 285-292. 



Committee Reports 

Faculty Affairs 

The Committee is still looking into the possibility of a Faculty/Staff dining 
room. 

The Committee discussed the issue of plagerism at it s last meeting. It wa s 
recommended that next year's Committee continue to discuss this. 

The issue of future proposed academic calendars will be discussed in detail 
at the next Senate meeting. 

Graduate Academic Affairs 

The Committee will meet at 4 p.m. on April 29, 1986 in Sturges Ill to consider 
three courses from Special Education. 

The meeting was adjourned at 1:14 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Linda House 
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College Senate Minutes 
April 22, 1986 

The meeting was called to order at 4:03 p.m. by Chairperson W. Gohlman. 

The agenda as printed on CSB pages 255-256 was adopted. 

The minutes of the April 8, 1986 meeting, printed on CSB pages 252-253, were 
approved as printed. 

President's Report 

President Jakubauskas reported that the College closed admissions early again 
this year. Out of 7,800 applicants we will be enrolling a class of 1,200. 
Admission was offered to less than 507. of the applicants. 
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The College still does not have a breakdown of positions allocated in the new budget, 
campus by campus . This is the first year of flexibility so SUNY Central will make 
allocations. The College is going to self-sufficiency in the residence halls. 
Resources coming to the College will benefit all areas. 

The request for a dormitory was not approved. The President is negotiating with 
off campus builders to build housing in the private sector. 

Chairperson's Report 

W. Gohlman asked that nominations for the Richard Roark Award be sent to him by 
May 1st. The award is given to an outstanding graduating senior who has a fine 
record of scholarship and service to the College community. 

Chairperson Gohlman asked all of the student representatives to raise their hands. 
There were no students present. He noted that student attendance on committee s 
has become a problem. He noted that G. Moore might want to take into conside ration 
a constitutional amendment revising student representation. 

Committee Reports 

Faculty Affairs 

F. Fidura reported that the minutes of the last committee meeting had not been 
done in time to be in the current issue of the CSB but that motions made at that 
meeting would be presented at the May meeting of the College Senate. (See pp. 291-292.) 

Budget Committee 

No report. 

Graduate Academic Affairs Committee 

R. Owen reported that the committee will meet at 4:00 p . m. on April 29th in 
Sturges 111. 



Student Affairs Committee 

No report. 

Undergraduate Academic Affairs Committee 

S. Edgar moved Second Reading of the Program Revis ions as printed in CSB, 
pp. 230-231. 

B.A. in French and Spanish 
Environmental Studies Minor 
Geography Major--Pre-Professional Planning Option 
Public Relations Minor 

The motion was seconded and carried . 

S . Edgar moved Second Reading of the New Program B. S. in Management Information 
Systems as printed in CSB, pp. 246-249. The motion was seconded . 
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N. Kleniewski raised the question of the nature of Liberal Arts and the College. 
She questioned the large number of hours in required and related courses and not ed 
that students were permitted only six electives in their whole college career. She 
asked that faculty consider the use of faculty r esources and the impact this 
program would have in terms of redistribution of faculty lines, that liberal a rts 
areas would probably need to give up lines to staff this program . 

E. Kintz asked why this program can't be accomplished with cours es as they exist 
now. D. Harke responded that the program follows guidelines of two national 
organizations and packages courses to match guidelines, which is helpful for the 
recruitment and placement of s tudents. 

P. Alley asked if the electives could be free ly chosen and exclude business 
courses. J. Schumaker responded that 4 hours could be an inte rnship, otherwi se 
the courses would be outside of business or computer science . 

K. Kallio noted that since 99% of s tudents in business take MSc 101 that this i s , 
in effect, a 127 hour de gree program. 

D. Martin replied stating that the existing program i s 69 hours . This new program 
r educes the hours and the program is designed so people from the outside will 
recognize it. He stated that this program was not sprung on the Senate but was 
deferred from consideration until a Computer Science major was on the books. A 
College-wide committee r ecommended such a proposal. The program a ttempted to 
mirror guidelines, honor the body of knowledge in business and l ooked a t the rea l 
world . The programs of other institutions we re r eviewed. These r equired more 
hours. No attempt was made to disguise hours in the new program. 

P. Meiksins sta ted that it should be noted that the re ha s been opposition to thi s 
program at each leve l of consideration. He noted that guidelines we re not a 
bible and questioned the need for so many hours. He also note d that we needed 
to deal with the issue of resources, especially if the program did not hav~ 
enrollment caps. 

D. Martin stated that the only deviations from guide lines were the requirement 
of Pascal and not requiring accounting . He also noted that bus ine ss is a ca pped 
major so resources would be allocated within the program. 



N. Kleniewski noted that it may be difficult to hire computer science faculty 
given the competitiveness of the field and the expensive nature of that job 
market. T. Colahan commented that thi s was true. 

P. Alley requested a secret ballot. 

The motion was defeated: 19 yea, 32 nay and 1 abstention. 

S. Edgar moved for First Reading of the Writing Core Guidelines as printed in 
CSB, p. 268 . The motion was seconded. 
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J . Love tt questioned how UAAC decided on a minimum of two out-of-class assignments . 
K. Crabbe stated that more is learned by revising than by submitting a first 
draft and that there is a different value to each process . S. Edgar stated that 
this wa s prompted by the recommendation of the Core Review Committee, which 
mentioned that half of the writing should be prepared outside of class. 

Discussion focused on the issues of whether core course requirements for writing 
would meet the writing requirement, whether there would be enough 200 and 300 level 
courses to meet the writing requirement, the effect this would have on mathematics 
and science courses and whether a department might feel that the requirement 
interferes with its methods of evaluation. 

V. Kemp commented that we have to hope that faculty feel that writing is important 
and will accept the policy and implement it without interfering with instruction . 

Further discussion dealt with the issues of whether the writing core courses could 
count toward a major (yes), whether a general handbook could be found to meet the 
needs of a variety of diverse writing styles required in different disciplines 
(yes), that the intent of the proposal was to get freshmen writing from their first 
da y on campus, that department writing policies would deal with writing in upper 
level courses and that meeting the needs of 2,000 students in core sections, which 
tend to be large, would be difficult. 

The motion carried. 

S. Edgar moved the First Reading of the Critical Reasoning Core Guidelines as 
printed in CSB, pp . 277-279. The motion was seconded. 

P . Alley questioned the second guideline, noting that it did not include a study 
of applications. He moved that Guidel i ne #2, printed on page 277 , be deleted. The 
motion was seconded . 

Following discussion which centered on the nature of critical rea soning, the 
quest i on was called and the 'amendment failed. 

The main motion carried. 

S . Edgar moved for Firs t Reading of the Social Science Core Guideline s as printed 
in CSB, p. 280. 

The motion was seconded and carried. 

S. Edgar registered the withdrawal of SPE 361 from the Social Science Core at 
the r equest of the Speech Communication Department. 
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S. Edgar moved for First Reading of Program Revisions printed in CSB, p. 280 wi th 
the editorial change that the American Civilization minor will include one 
additional course in literature at the 300 level. 

Speech Communicaton Major 
American Civilization Major 
American Civilization Minor 

The motion was seconded. 

E. Kintz questioned the number of hours (48) in the program. S. Edgar replied 
this was usual in an interdisciplinary program. 

Treasurer's Report 

P. Markulis reported that the latest appeal had raised $200. We have raised 
slightly over $1,000 with $535 being designated for research purposes. He received 
a suggestion that donors names be published. 

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

Respectfully submitted, 

Jane Hogan 
Secretary, pro tern 



Faculty Affairs Committee 

April 15. 1986 

Present: F. Fidura, V. Rabe, E. Kintz, R. Lougeay, R. Judkins, 
J. Lovett, L. Larew, J. Michael, S. Stubblefield, J. Sussman 

The chairperson called the meeting to order at 4:07 p.m. 

The committee approved the minutes of the last meeting with no 
changes. 

Chairperson's Report Chair reported Professor Michael Richard's 
query about the policy statement regarding internal conferences. 

E. Kintz suggested that perhaps we have not considered all the 
consequences of the conference review policy with regard to faculty 
right of access to facilities. 

Consideration of these questions is recomn,ended to next year's Faculty 
Affairs Committee. 

No report from the subcommittee on faculty dining. The meeting 
with Tom Bell of CAS will occur at earliest possible date in the 
fall. 

Agenda: 

1. Academic Calendar: E. Kintz reported on 
guidelines for the academic calendar and on 
of having a break in October. 

local 
the 

and state 
possibility 

She suggested that we recommend calend~r proposals be considered 
in October, when Faculty is more sensitive to the question of 
the calendar than they are in late spring. 

E. Kintz moved that we recommend the 1987-1989 Academic Calendar 
options be presented to the College Senate for review in its 
November 1986 meeting. 

The motion was seconded and passed. 

2. Academic Dishonesty: R. Judkins offered a preliminary report 
on college policies with regard to student cheating. The burden 
of proof appears to lie with the instructor and the n&ture ot 
the evidence used in such cases often poses problems, as does 
the cumbersome nature of the procedures. 
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It was moved that we recommend next year's Faculty Affairs 
Committee look into the problem of student academic dishonesty 
with particular focus on the faculty's responsibility and 
liability, and on the administration 1 s role, both in the review 
process and in relation to the faculty. 

The motion was seconded and passed. 

3. New Business: None 

4. The meeting adjourned at 4:55 p.m. 
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