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AGENDA 

FACULTY SENATE MEETING 
December 11. 1984 - Newton 204 

4:00 p.m •. 

Call to Order 

Adoption of the Agenda 

Approval of the Minutes of November 13, 1984 (FSB PP· 94-96) 

President's Report - President Jakubauskas 

Chairperson's Report - Ms . Hogan 

Committee Reports 

Budget ••.•.. • ..•..•.• Ms. McNerney 
Faculty Affairs ..•••• Mr. Blackman 

Resolution on personnel forms 
GAAC . . . .•••• •• ..••••• Ms. Jensen 
Student Affairs .••••• Mr. Meiksins 
UAAC . • .••..• . .. • • • .•• Ms. Gentleman 

NEW COURSES, FIRST READING, FSB pp . 111, 112 
ENG 321 British Drama: subtitle {slot vehicle) 

100 . 

ENG 321 British Drama: ElizaQethan and Jacobean (initial 
slot offering) 

FRE 323 Linguistics' 
FRE/SPA 319 Romance Linguistics 
BIO 380 Biology Seminar: {option) 
BIO 107 Human Fertility · 

REVISED COURSES, FIRST READING, FSB p. 112 
CSC 210 Data Structures 

MINOR COURSE CHANGES, FIRST READING, FSB P· 111, 112 
SPA 323 Linguistics 
BIO 103 Biology of Man 

NEW COURSES, SECOND READING, FSB p. 84 . 
HPE 120 Water Polo 
ENG 343 Women and Literature: Two Centuries of Women Novelists 

REVISED COURSES, SECOND READING, FSB p. 84 
DRA 260 Theatre Practicum 
BIO 330 Immunology 

POLICY RECO~mENDATIONS, SECOND READING, FSB p. 85 
·core Area Guidelines Policy 
Core Area Transfer Policy 

University Senator .•. Mr.Rhodes 

Old Business 

New Business - J. McNally, SOFI Committee 

Adjournment 
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December 4, 1984 
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Present: L. Blackman, J. Chen, J. Gentleman, B. Godsave, w. Gohlman, J. Hogan, 
M. Jensen, c. McNerney, P. Meiksins, D. Norris, w. Rhodes, T. Colahan, 
E. Jakubauskas. 

The meeting was called to order at 1:01 p.m. 

The Minutes of November 27, 1984 printed on page 97 of the Faculty Senate were 
approved . 

President's Report: 

President Jakubauskas reported that the early retirement incentive generated 
about 14 retirements. 

The admissions program is moving along well. Next year looks very promising. 

The budget has been sent to Albany. A crisis year is not anticipated. 

Plans for the second annual Phonathon are underway. 

The Christmas Party, multisponsored by Faculty Senate, UUP, the President's 
office and CAS is scheduled for December 13 from 3:00-5 : 00 p.m. in the College 
Union Ballroom. 

J. Chen asked about the SUNY revenue shortfall in light of a state surplus. 
President Jakubauskas felt that the surplus would have little direct effect 
on SUNY. He felt that some colleges might have their projected FTE figures 
and/or allocations adjusted. D. Norris asked about Geneseo's FTE for next 
year. President Jakubauskas stated that it would remain at 4938 FTE. He 
also indicated that the college was low in its graduate enrollment and they 
will have to look at that issue. 

Chairperson's Report: 

Jane Hogan reported that she had received two letters regarding the visibility 
of ROTC on campus. President Jakubauskas indicated that Geneseo does not have 
its own program. Those students interested in ROTC take the program through 
RIT. Recently the Air Force has asked to be able to make its program available 
to Geneseo students through RIT or Syracuse. Jane Hogan will respond in writing 
to the two letters. 

A second item was with regards to the administration procedures of the SOFis . 
This was the third person who expressed concern over the student proctor process. 
Jane Hogan referred the concerns to Jim McNally's committee. 

The gifts were sent out. 

Congratulations to Amy M. House who was born on November 29, 1984, a member of 
the class of 2002. 
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Treasurer's Report: 

Darrell Norris reported that the faculty fund appeal letter will be sent out 
in the next few days. 

Committee Reports: 

Budget Committee - C. McNerney. P. Meiksins wanted to point out that the 
Student Affairs Committee is still discussing the matter of student 
representation on the Budget Committee. 

Faculty Affairs - L. Blackman. The Form H will be the main topic of 
discussion. 

GAAC - M. Jensen. About 17 courses will be discussed at the next 
meeting on December 12 at 4:00 p.m. in Blake C lounge. 

UAAC - J. Gentleman. Several new and revised courses will be discussed 
as well as the status of the Policy Subcommittee's writing requirement. 

The meeting was adjourned at 1:15 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Bruce Godsave, Secretary 



FACULTY AFFAIRS COMMI'l"'l"EE 

December 4, 1984 
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Present: L. Blackman, K. Deffenbaugh, K. Duffy, D. Innis, L. Larew, J. Lovett, 
F. Murphy, J. Reber, s. Rutherford, R. Smith, w. Soffer, J. Williams 

Minutes of the previous meetinq were approved with t~e followinq clarification. 
During the discussion of the Faculty Personnel Committee and its report to the 
President, no one assumed that recommendations of department chairmen and 
department committees were not used by the President. We all assumed that these 
important doCUJDeDts were being used, though they are not :.entioned in the 
minutes of the November 6 meeting. 

The main discussion of the meeting concerned Form I. Faculty Senate had pre
viously recommended abolishment of the form, but the President found it ad
ministratively useful. Questions asked were: Are descriptive words better 
than numbers for comparative evaluation of faculty? Is Form I psychometrically 
sound? Should a department be allowed to rate college service as high as 451? 
Should all people in a department have the same percentage weighting for each 
category? Why are thesis direction and public service in the same category? 

A motion was made and seconded to abolish Form I. Questions raised in the 
discussion were: could Form B be a composite of Forms B and I? Is Form I a 
method for communicating with the administration? Since Form I lacks common 
criteria weighting for all departments why should new faculty in one department 
be told to do more research than those in another department? Should we get a 
psychometrician to analyze the consistency with which two different people 
assess the qualities of a candidate? 

A substitute motion was passed and recorded in the form of a resolution. 
Resolved that we should hire an outside agency to study our personnel forms. 
It was suggested that money for this might be found from non-college sources. 

The motion to abolish Form I vas withdrawn. · 

Respectfully submitted, 

Donald Q. Innis 



STUDENT AFfAIRS CUMMlTTE~ 

MINUTES 

Dece~ber 4. 1Y~4 

The Meet~ng was called to order at 4:10 p.m. by Cha1r. Peter 
Meiks1ns. Those present 1ncluded: Ja~es Archibald, Larry 
Gibbons. Robert Goeckel, Peggy Kellogg, Barbara Minor. Patty 
Rossiter. Beth Sheldon, Steven Stubolefleld. 

104 

The first po1nt of d1acuss1on concerned the proposed free hour to 
facilltete isculty/etuoent 1nterect1on end student orqan1zat1on 
•eet1ngs. The t1me of day appeared to be a ma)or stumbllng olock 
and a mot1on to recommena that the ~omm1ttee enaore~ tne ~ree 
hour was defeated 5 to 4. 

Campus safety wee the next 1seue d1scusaea. P. Kelioqg has o~en 
1n contact with the Rape Cr1sis Service of Planned Parenthooc ~n 

Rocnester. A speaker 1-s available with 2 !.o ~ weet<s not1ce. 1'he 
format of any formal presentation by t~e Serv1ce is flex~ble ano 
the cost would include s.22 per m1le to cover transportat1on p : ug 
a donation to Planned Parenthood. P. Me1ks1ns will check w1th 
other orqan1%at1ons on campus to ensure that such ~ preeen~at1on 
w1ll not duplicate efforts already planned. 

P. Meiks1ns also read a letter rece1vea from . Oarrell Norr1e to 
the Commlttee concerning problema encountered when ofi1c1al 
procedures are .followed dur1ng campus emerqenc1es. :t appears 
that Public Safety must be called to the scene of any emerqency 
before an ambulance may be callea. Punlic Saftey then detPrmln~n 
the ser1ousneee of the s1tuat1on and whether an ambu~ance 1s 

necessary. When this procedure 1s followed. cr1t1ca~ ana 
llfe-threaten1ng time may paae. P. Me1ka1ns wtil contact ~onalc 
Satryb to obtain an off1c1al explanation as to legai1~1e~ And 
reasons for the present procedure. 

Student adv1sement was the next top1c of discuss1on. J. 
Schumaker w~ll be meeting with P. Meiks1ne and B. Rnoriee soon to 
d1acusa the progress o~ the Campus Committee. She 1nd1cated to 
P. Metkstns that her CoMftlttee may survey faculty. ~. ~1nor has 
talked w1th students and been told that advtaors are telllnq tnem 
what courses to take rather than adv1s~ng and help1n9 the~ 
choose. P. Me1ks1ns stated that so~e advisors may b~ d1~i1cult 
or unavatlable for students to contact. J. Arcn1Dalc rnent1onec 
establlshinq gu1deltnes for faculty to follow dur1nq tne 
advisement process. k. Goeckel asked what the 1nd1v~aual 
departments are ao1ng 1n th1s regard slnce there· appears to be no 
standardtzstlon. P. Me1ks1ns stated that perhaps thts Commtttee 
would be . the appropriate vehicle ior prov1d1n9 aucn gu~aeltnee 
s1nce faculty and students are both represented. 
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Student representation on the Budget Comm1ttee was discussed 
next. L. Gibbons reported hls d1acuae1on with C. McNerney an~ 
ner adv1ce that the Budget Committee has not completeiy 
determ1ned its £unct1on yet but that the Comm1ttee woula probably 
request the additon of 2 students sometime 1n the near future. 

The meeting adJourned at 4:35 p.m. 

Respectfully suom1ttect. 

~ ~ P~el.lOr;t9 



UNDERGRADUATE ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

December 4, 1984 

Meeting #4 
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Chair J. Gentleman called the meeting to order at 4:05PM. 
Members present were: P. Boger, B. Clarke, B. Coffey, . 
K. Crabbe, K. Drysdale, s. Edgar, J. Feuerstein,.K. Kall1o, 
M.O'Neill, J. Schumaker, R. Simon, s. West, J, ~1lbur, 
L. Wrubel, Visitors: D. Jeuda, V, Kemp, D. Norr1s, E. Van Vliet. 

The agenda was adopted without discussion. The minutes of the 
last meeting were approved without discussion. 

SUBCOMMITTEE REPORTS 

Curriculum Subcommittee - K. Crabbe 

New Course (Slot Vehicle) 

ENG 321 British Drama: subtitle 

K, Crabbe moved approval of the new slot vehicle, indicating 
that the course number for the previous slot vehicle had been 
ENG 320. The motion was seconded and approved without dis
cussion, 

Slot Course 

ENG 321 British Drama: Elizabethan and Jacobean 

K. Crabbe moved approval of the initial slot offering of 
the British Drama slot vehicle. The motion was seconded and 
approved, 

Minor Course Change 

SPA 323 Linguistics 

K. Crabbe moved approval of the change of title and course 
description. The course was formerly know as "Applied Linguistics, 
The motion was approved and seconded without discussion. 

New Course 

FRE 323 Linguistics 

K Crabbe moved approval of the course and the motion was 
seconded, K. Crabbe noted that the subcommittee had inquired 

. as to how the undergraduate offering would differ from the 
graduate of£ering of the course (now under consideration by 
GAAC). R, Van Vliet responded that the graduate students 
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would have to write a paper whereas the undergraduates would 
do a project, The project would represent 15-20% of the final 
course grade, Projects would be related to course work but 
would not constitute an extensive research project. Examples 
were provided of such projects. The course was approved without 
further discussion, 

New Course 

FRE/SPA 310 Romance Linguistics 

K. Crabbe moved approval of the new course, inquiring as to 
whether a course title change might be in order~ D. Jeuda 
noted that "Romance Linguistics" is the standard title for 
the course, The motion was seconded and approved without 
further discussion, 

Revised Course 

CSC 210 Data Structures 

K. Crabbe moved approval of the revised course noting that 
the changes included a change in number from esc 310 and a 
change in the content outline. The motion was seconded, 
J. Wilbur inquired as to the text selection and S, Edgar 
responded that there were several possibilities, The course 
was approved without further discussion, 

New Course 

BIO 380 Biology Seminar: (Option) 

K, Crabbe moved approval of the course, noting that the 
description and evaluation procedures had been revised since 
the time of the original submission~ The motion was seconded 
and passed without discussion. 

New Course 

BIO 107 Human Fertility 

K~ Crabbe moved approval of the new course, noting that the 
title would be "Human Fertility" rather than "Human Fertility 
and Society," K. Crabbe also noted that the course had been 
withdrawn from consideration for Social Science core credit. 
The motion was seconded, K. Kallio inquired as to any overlap 
with existing course offerings. · R. Simon indicated that 
this would not be the case~ J~ Schumaker introduced an amend
ment to the course stipulating that the course could not . 
be taken for credit toward the major in Biology~ The amend
ment was seconded and approved. B, Clarke asked whether this 
was the first time that the Biology department had used the 
word "Human" in its course titles? R. Simon responded that 
the term is used in the "Human Anatomy" course, B. Clarke 



asked whether the meaning of the word "Man" elsewhe~e in 
Biology department course titles had created co~fus:~n, 
signifying a change in the meaning of the term Man · 
R~ Simon replied that the department was not hung up on 
issue and that "Man" was a perfectly good term~ Further 
discussion ensued and the motion was approved~ 

Minor Course Change 

BIO 103 Biology of Man 

the 

K~ Crabbe moved approval of the course, stating that the 
number of credits was being increased from 2 to 3~ K~ 
Crabbe also indicated that the Subcommittee had asked the 
Biology department to consider changing the course.title 
to Human Biology, The Biology department voted aga~nst 
a change in the title with 10 votes "No", 2 votes "Yes" and 
1 "Abstention~" Upon receipt of the information, the 
Curriculum subcommitte decided to go on record on the issue, 
voting overwhelmingly in favor a change in the title, The 
vote in the subcommittee was 7 to 1 in favor of a change, 
The vote taken in the subcommittee would not, however, 
supercede the decision taken in the department~ The motion 
was seconded and discussion ensued~ J~ Schumaker questioned 
the department~s rationale in maintaining this position when 
a change to a legitimate title such as "Human Biology" 
would seemingly not create a problemT R, Simon replied that 
the department regards the issue to be a matter of academic 
freedom and that several members of the department regard 
the request for a title change as an "unwarranted intrusion 
into decisions as to what to offer~" K~ Kallio noted that 
while "Man'' is used in some quarters as a generic term, 
the point,in terms of course titles,is sheer pragmatism, 
The variable use of the terms "human" and "man" in department 
course titles produces a clear contrast effect, providing 
the suggestion that "man" in fact is not being used in the 
generic sense when used in course titlesT R~ Simon replied 
that students are not being misled as to course content~ 
After further discussion, VT Kemp noted that R~ Simon was 
not in a position, as a representative of departmental senti
ment on the question, to change the department~s position 
within the context of the immediate discussion~ The motion 
was subsequently passed~ 
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BT Coffey then asked how the matter might be resolved~ VT Kemp 
stated that UAAC historically has been a committee that has 
reacted to proposed changes and that while the Senate can 
recommend course title changes, it does not have enforcement 
powers~ v~ Kemp stated that a resolution on the issue would 
be possible~ K~ Crabbe rejected the "academic freedom" 
argument that has been raised by the Biology departmentT 
Crabbe, noting R~ Simon~s statement that both "Human Biology" 
and "Biology of Man" were reasonable titles, reasoned that 
it is difficult to legislate when the issue is one of feelings 
but that it is a matter of respect by the strong for the weak~' 



K~ Crabbe further argued that given the availability of 
a reasonable title that is non-offensive,that may be easily 
substituted for a title that is offensive to some, why" 
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not change? J~ Schumaker then offered a motion, noting her 
prior support of the Biology department on this issue, asking 
the Biology department to review all titles for language usage 
consistency and in particular to review those course titles 
that utilize the term "Man" and to report its findings to 
UAAC, The motion was seconded and approved~ 

Policy Subcommittee- S, West 

Interim Report on the Proposed Writing Requirement 

The College Wide Writing Requirement Preference Survey has 
been evaluated and initial conclusions drawn based upon 
responses received~ All full-time faculty were asked to 
communicate ·. their sentiments on the issue and 125 responses 
were received at the time of the initial tabulation. Several 
more responses have lately trickled in. Options rated most 
acceptable were Option la"The institution of a required fresh
man level writing couresw" Option 4:"An addition of the ~ords 
'in written form' to the core area guidelines which require 
students to 'express ideas clearly, coherently and grammat
ically •. '" Option 2 r "A 1500 (or_) word writing requirement 
in all upper division courses of a student~s major~" Option 
1 was also rated the lowest "Not Acceptable" score~ Option 2 
had the third highest "Not Acceptable" score. Options that 
ranked highest when "Acceptable" and "Worth Consideration" 
scores were combined were Options 1,4,5 and 8~ (Option 5r 
"The continued use of the Language Skills Writing Exam but 
with an evaluation procedure providing for 2 (or ___ ) levels 
of required writing~" Option 81 "A requirement that students 
complete a substantial individualized written project in each 
of two (or ) upper division courses in their majorr Those 
courses to"b;-designated by the major department, .. 

The Policy Subcommittee has concluded that some form of writing 
requirement,in addition to that already provided in the curric
ulum,is des!rable~ Second, although Option 1 is clearly viewed 
as the most desirable option, there are problems in terms of 
the ability of the English department to. ·adequately staff 
such a curriculum innovation (provided that the it is under
stood that this would be an English department responsibility.) 
Third, the subcommittee has determined that Options 2,4,5,and 
8 remain as options for serious consideration, either as ' 
individual items or in any combination~ 

Vr Kemp stated that the English department would also be 
further burdened if Option 5 were to be implementedy s. West 
responded that if that were the case, some students would be 
funneled into Basic Skills while some would be handled by 
the English department. v~ Kemp explained that currently, the 
cutoff point for BSk 100 floats depending upon available space 
and that a second level of competency would have to be handled 



by the English department~ VT Kemp also pointed out that 
this would increase faculty load and decrease the number of 
200 and JOO level literature courses that could be offeredT 
B .~ Coffey pointed out that responsibility in this area need 
not be borne exclusively by the English department, B •. Clarke 
suggested that each department take responsibility for 
teaching writing skills needed by majors and that a model 
of desirable writing style be prepared by each department 
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for their majorsT R~ Simon questioned what the numbers were. 
V. Kemp replied that three full time faculty in the Language 
Skills Center teach 4 sections with 15 students each - totalling 
400 per year approximately compared to a freshman enrollment 
of 1250-1)50w It is not clear what percentage of the latter 
number would be included in the pool ~ 

Jw Wilbur commented that students seem to think that their 
writing improves the more they write~ J~ Wilbur continued, 
saying that the writing requirement should be designed to 
continue through all four years~ He recommended that over and 
above any package that might be established within the core 
or elsewhe~e in the curriculum, that a significant amount of 
writing be required in all courses throughout the curriculum 
wherever possible or reasonable~ These courses would be 
selected by individual departments. J~ Wilbur suggested that 
such a goal might be pursued over a several year period, with 
department chairpersons systematically pursuing curricular 
reform in this directionw J. Wilbur noted that the change 
could not be achieved overnight, but that progress could be 
achieved over a period of time~ P~ Boger asked for specific 
direction from the committee and comment on specific proposals., 
R~ Simon pointed that technology might change the way we 
write, K~ Crabbe argued that the faculty would be aided by 
the infusion of resources to aid in the instruction of writing •. 
V,. Kemp added that outside sources in the form of consultants, 
learning programs -and the experience of other institutions that 
have pursued such objectives would be of assistance. V~ Kemp 
also suggested that at the next UAAC meeting, the chairpersons 
of the English and Language Skills departments be invited to 
provide information on outside sources~ Jw Schumaker indicated 
that we should seek to have students writing throughout all 
four years of college study and that a multiple-tier system 
should be considered. Students would begin with BSk 100 or 
English 100, for example. They would then progress to other 
courses identified to have significant writing componentsw 
At the sophomore level~ writing skills would continue to be 
developed in the Humanities sequencew Later, students would 
pursue more advanced writing tasks, perhaps via Option Bw 
Discussion will continue at the next UAAC meeting, 

OLD BUSINESS - none · 
NEW BUSINESS - none 
ADJOURNMENT- The meeting was adjourned at 5:JOPMw 



PROPOSED CURRICULAR CHANGES: UAAC 

New Course (Slot Vehicle) 

ENG 321 British Drama: subtitle 

Respectfully submitted, 

,J u.tltck qt,~ ~.,f.!i Jl(t/,~\... 
Judith Gentleman 

A study o~ a selected grou~ing.of non-Shakespearean British plays drawn 
from a maJor era of dramat1c l1terature (such as Renaissance Jacobean 
Restoration, or 18th century) or focusing on a selection of particular' 
types of drama (e.9., romantic or classical drama, revenge, tragedy, 
comedy of manners.} Slot subtitles to vary according to the individual 
offerings. 3(3-0) 

Slot Course 

ENG 321 British Drama: Elizabethan and Jacobean 

Studies in non-Shakespearean British drama from the second half of the 
sixteenth century to the beginning of the Restoration period. 3(3-0) 

Minor Course Change (Title & Description changed.) 

SPA 323 Linguistics 

The linguistic study of the major morphological classes and syntactic 
structures of as well as an introduction to the historical and dia
lectal developments of the target language. Special emphasis is placed 
on contrastive analysis with English.Prerequisite: 302 or permission 
of instructor. 

New Course 

FRE 323 Linguistics 

Same description as SPA 323. (Will appear with SPA 323 in catalog.) 

New Course 

FRE/SPA 319 Romance Linguistics 

This course surveys the linguistic geography of the Romance languages, 
including both the standard national languages {Spanish, French, 
Italian, Portuguese, Romanian} and the more "exotic" tongues, such as 
Sardinian, Romansch, Haitian Creole, and Papiamentu. The historical 
development of the Romance languages from their Latin origins is explored 
and the linguistic characterisitcs of the present-day Romance languages, 
as illustrated in texts and tape recording, are examined. Prerequisite: 
FRE 302, SPA 302 or permission of instructor. 3(3-0). Offered every 
Spring, even y~ars. 
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Revised Course (Change in number and description) 

CSC 210 Data Structures 

Development of concepts and general techniques used in data storage and 
retrieval. Data organization methods, algorithms, and design criteria for 
nonnumeric processing are presented. Topics include recursion, stacks, 
queues, linked lists, trees, graphs, memory management and sorting. 
Prerequisites : CSC 131 and MAT 237. 3(3-0) Offered every Spring . 

New Course 

BIO 380 Biology Seminar: (Option) 

Recent advances in biological research are discussed. Participating 
students present pa~ers on selected topics from current literature and 
prepare written critiques of guest speakers. May be repeated once for 
credit under different subtitles. Prerequisite: 6 hours of 300 level 
biology. 1(1-0). 

New Course 

BIO 107 Human Fertility 

An introductory course that provides a detailed understanding of human 
(male and female) fertility throughout the life cycle and the biological 
and sociological implications of various family planning methods and 
sexually transmitted diseases. Current ethical issues will be presented 
and conflicting views explored. May not be used as part of the Biology 
major requ irement. 3(3-0). Offered every Fall. 

Minor Course Change 

BIO 103 Biology of Man 

Description remains the same. Change in credit hours from 2(2-0) to 
3(3-0}. Content outline revised. 
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