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******************************** * * : FACULTY SENATE MEETING : 
: APRIL 12, 1983 : 
: NEWTON 204 : 
: AGENDA ON PP 206-207 : 
******************************** 
* * * * * * * 

NOMINATIONS FOR RICHARD ROARK COMMENCEMENT AWARD 

April 8, 1983 

The Selection Committee for the Richard Roark Commencement Award would appreciate 
receiving nominations for this award from faculty, staff, and students, for the 1983 
year. Nominees must be graduating senior students with distinguished records of scholar
ship and service to the College community whose undergraduate careers at Geneseo have 
ref lected Richard's cherished belief that, "Those who study HOW man lives and those who 
study how he OUGHT to live should NOT be separate categories of persons • • because 
MORAL competence is a skill necessary for ALL. 11 

Nominations, including a brief biographical sketch and evidence of merit deserving 
of the award, should be sent to Wendell Rhodes, Sturges 013, not later than April 29, 1983. 
Persons submitting nominations may be contacted by the Selection Committee for additional 
information. 

* * * * * * 
PRESIDENT'S 'RECOGNITION DINNER !Q. BE HELD .APRIL~ 

The second annual President's Recognition Dinner is scheduled for Wednesday, April 27. 
There will be an outdoor Cash Bar Reception on the College Union Patio beginning at 6 p.m. 
with music by the Geneseo String Band. The dinner, a special buffet featuring steamship 
round, will begin at 7 p.m. in the C.U. Ballroom. The dinner provides an opportunity for 
faculty and staff, alumni and friends of Geneseo to come together for a very special 
evening. The program will include the presentation of scholarship awards to outstanding 
students from the Geneseo Foundation and the Geneseo Alumni Association, recognition of 
faculty and staff retirees, and remarks by College President Edward B. Jakubauskas. 
Tickets for the dinner are $15 per person (tax-deductible) and may be purchased at the 
Office of Communications and DeveloPment, 201 Erwin. 

* * * * * * * 

This issue of Faculty Senate consists of pages 188 - 207. 
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Page 189 

Present: P. Alley, B. Beason, J. Chen, T. Calahan, S. Edgar, J. Hogan, 
E. Jakubauskas, D. Parish, A. Reid, W. Rhodes, N. Schiavetti 

The meeting was called to order at 1:04 p.m. 

The minutes of March 29, 1983 printed on pages 178-179 of the Faculty Senate were approved. 

PRESIDENT'S REPORT 

There has not been a total restoration of Phase I and Phase II. There will be no 
layoffs, but all proposed position reductions have not been restored. Reductions will 
come from reallocation of funds and some position reductions. Dr. Jakubauskas noted a 
strong reaction from students and parents in some departments. He stated he can not 
respond to protest letters. He is responsible to all departments and is a broker between 
the college and Albany. 

CHAIRPERSON'S REPORT 

Faculty Senate meeting will be next Tuesday, April 12, 1983. All agenda items are 
needed by Noon, Wednesday, April 6. 

Faculty Affairs has suggested that Dr. Rutherford present Sturgis Standard Code £f 
Parliamentary Procedure at the April 12, 1983 meeting. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC S. Edgar 

UAAC is meeting today to discuss the B.S. in Psychology and B.S. in Education-
N-6. 

GAAC N. Schiavetti No report 

FACULTY AFFAIRS P. Alley 

It was suggested that the commencement marshall be selected based on other than 
years of service. The committee favored continuing with the present policy of the 
msot senior faculty member. 

STUDENT AFFAIRS K. Duffy 

The Student Affairs Committee sent a memo to UAAC opposing any reductions in 
the HPE program. 

BUDGET B. Beason 

The Budget Committee is recommending a change in its name and function to the 
Budget and Long-Range Planning Committee. The membership would be modified to 
include two student representatives. The committee would report to Senate not 
directly to the President. The committee would consider implications of curriculum 
decisions in terms of budget and 'enrollments. 

UNIVERSITY FACULTY SENATOR- J. Chen 

J. Chen has met with T. Matthews to plan the Fall meeting of the University 
Faculty Seriate which will be hated by Geneseo . He would like to work in student 
participation and give delegates a flavor of the caMpus. 

• 



CENTRAL COUNCIL - G. Sullivan - No report 

TREASURER'S REPORT - D. Parish 

We are $52.00 ahead of last year's final total. 

OLD BUSINESS None 

NEW BUSINESS - None 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:00 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jane Hogan, Secretary 
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UNDERGRADUATE ACADEMIC AFFAIRS CO~WITTEE 

April 5, 1983 

Meeting # 10 
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Chair Edgar called the meeting to order at 4:02 p.m. Members present were: 
J. Arnold, P. Baxter, P. Brobeil, T. Colahan, K. Crabbe, S. Edgar, W. Gohlman, 
N. Ives, J. Johnston, E. Kintz, D. Norris, D. Parfitt, L. Ruddy, W. Rueckert, 
J. Schumaker, D. Watt, S. West, J. Willey. Visitors: P. Hepler, J. Herlihy, 
J. Hogan, K. Kallio, V. Kemp, M. Yessenow. 

The agenda was adopted. The minutes of the last meeting were 
printed. K. Crabbe had a question as to which Dickens novel had 
the choice list of readings for Humanities I I; S. Edgar replied 

CHAIR 1 S REPORT - No report 

CURRICULUM SUBC~~1ITTEE J. Schumaker 

Revised Program 

B.S. in Psychology 

approved as 
been added to 
it was Hard Times. 

J. Schumaker moved approval of this program revision, and the motion was 
seconded. She pointed out that the dialogue in the subcommittee meeting had 
centered on the courses being deleted as requirements- Testing, Systems, and 
Learning, and that the representatives from Psychology had said that Testing was 
no longer in the mainstream of their discipline, and Learning wasn't as predominant 
as it had been in the past. The existing program had been in place for 18 years, 
and the discussion regarding how it should be changed had been going on in the 
Psychology Department for the past three years. The revision has three basic 
required courses (Intro, Statistics, and Experimental); P. Baxter had researched 
the requirements at other SUNY units and found them comparable to this. The revised 
program would provide more flexibility for students, and seems to be more in keeping 
with the requirements at other schools and with the current state of the discipline. 
There are two different groups of courses (Basic Principles and Applications) from 
which students must select courses; the subcommittee had been concerned that not all 
of the courses in a group seemed to be at a comparable level. The representatives 
of the department had replied that all courses in a group served to give the students 
a sampling of this aspect of psychology. J. Schumaker asked whether there had been 
any discussion in the department about making the lists of courses in these two groups 
more select; M. Yessenow replied that it had been discussed, but that the department 
had made the decision that these represented a bare minimum. J. Schumaker suggested 
that some of the groupings were inconsistent, and that perhaps Community Psychology 
did not belong on the same list with Clinical and Testing. M. Yessenow replied that 
this was not a concern. At the end of four years here, no student who is graduating 
is a psychologist; none of the courses offered are professionalizing, they are merely 
introductory. The number of prerequisites on different courses on the same list 
doesn't really make them substantially different from one another. All are basically 
general courses. 

J. Schumaker said that this greater flexibility in the revised program seemed 
to put a greater dependence on good advisement in order that a student might put 
together a good program. M. Yessenow admitted this, and said that good advisement 
is always important. However, he pointed out that graduate schools in psychology no 
longer have the extensive requirements they used to have naming many specific courses, 
and he thought it would be difficult for a student to get into troubl e designing a 
program of courses here. 

The motion was passed to approve the revised major in Psychology. 
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Revised Program 

B.S. in Education (N-6) 

Before moving this revision, J . Schumaker asked V. Kemp to give a historical 
perspective on the proposed change. V. Kemp said that this is an attempt to re
structure the method by which students receave provisional certification for ele
mentary teaching (N-6). Up until 1969-70, the college had five separate N-6 B.S. 
in Education degrees, with concentrations in English, Mathematics, Social Studies, 
etc. In 1970, the Faculty Senate deleted four of those degrees, replacing them 
with the B.A. in a particular area (such as English or Mathematics) plus provisional 
certification in education. This then became the pattern by which students received 
certification. The deletion of the Fine Arts concentration with B.S. in Education 
was not approved by Albany; the college was requesting a B.F.A. degree in place of the 
deletion, and at the time SUNY was involved in the development of Purchase, etc., 
where arts would be a primary focus, so they would not approve a B.F.A. for Genesco. 
Thus it is a historical accident that the B.S. in Education with Fine Arts concentration 
was the only option left, not a deliberate philosophical decision to retain fine arts. 
Up until 1975, the overwhelming majority of students seeking elementary education 
certification elected to take a B.A. degree in a liberal arts area plus the 33 hours 
of education required for certification. But since then, this has turned around, 
and now (Fall 1 82) there are 56 students in the B.A. + certification programs, and 
343 taking the B.S. in Education with a Fine Arts concentration. One reason for this 
is that the certification attached to a B.A. degree has a maximum of 33 hours of 
education courses, whereas the current B.S . in Education allows 48 hours in education. 
The Education faculty has felt that students need this additional 15 hours of special
ization; the 15 hours allow the student to elect an option (Early Childhood, Reading, 
or Generalist), and so have been advising students to take the B.S. in Education 
rather than the B.A. plus certification. The original education degrees in 1969 also 
had a core of courses required outside of education which is not significantly different 
from what is being proposed now- it included Mathematics, English, Psychology, and 
two courses in Social Studies; there was not at that time any additional requirement 
in Fine Arts. Thus the current program does not represent a philosophical belief that 
elementary teachers must be trained in fine arts; it is merely an accident of history. 

J. Schumaker then moved the proposed revision in the B.S. in Education to allow 
for concentrations in the liberal arts areas, with the understanding that the particular 
24-hour concentrations would be registered with UAAC after they have been worked out 
by the various departments involved and approved by the Vice President's office. The 
motion was seconded. 

J. Willey then moved the following amendment to the proposed revision: 

"that students enrolled in the revised program should be required to take two 
additional courses in the Fine Arts beyond the Common Core. For those students 
not enrolled in a Concentration in Fine Arts, Art, Dance, Dramatic Arts, or 
~..fusic, the courses should be ele,cted from the following: 

Art 105, Art 205, Art 390, Art 391; Drama 100, Drama 110, Drama 250, 
Drama 320; Music llO, Music 370, Music 374 " 

He pointed out that there are two elements of this proposed amendment which need 
consideration - the number of courses to be required, and the particular list of 
courses to choose from. He argued that it is necessary for students who will be 
teaching elementary school to have further exposure to the creative arts; 10% of 
the schools in New York State do not have specialized teachers in music or art, 
and this percentage will probably increase in the future, due to budget cuts. 
Students going into elementary schools should be prepared to work with these dis
ciplines which may not otherwise be adequately r epresented; they should also be 
trained in the creative areas so that they can work harmoniously with the specialized 
art or music teachers in a school. 



Page 193 

V. Kemp noted, for clarification, that the course of study cited by Mr. 
Willey in his memorandum (and which inclded music. visual arts, arithmetic, 
reading, spelling, writing, the English language, geography, U.S. history, civics, 
hygeine, physical training, history of New York State. and science) is the 8-
year curriculum offered by the elementary schools. not a list of what an elementary 
teacher is required to take in order to be certified. 

J. Schumaker spoke against Mr. Willey's amendment. saying that she has been 
waiting a long time for this revision which will expand the concentrations to 
include all liberal arts areas. We have not been doing the best possible job 
training our teachers, either for their jobs or to go into graduate programs. 
When they go out to teach, they may have to deal with art and music, but also with 
English, history, geography, etc. ; yet there are no special courses required in 
these latter areas in the program. If one were to look at what we would like to 
add to the education of an elementary education teacher, there are many courses 
that we could include . However, this is already an extremely restrictive program; 
a student only has 6-12 hours of elective courses available. What is being proposed 
is a compromise; the Education department gave up 6 hours of required credit in 
their own courses in order to arrive at this expanded liberal arts concentration 
program. The concentrations are still available in art, drama, and music for 
students who wish to elect them; it is just that now there are also other options 
available, such as English, History, Mathematics, Geography, etc. There are many 
courses it would be nice to have in such a program, but we simply can't include 
them all. We will have to rely on advisement to insure that students elect the 
courses most suitable for someone going into elementary teaching. The appropriate 
place for Mr. Willey's list of courses would be on the B.S. in Education advisement 
sheets. We have no business adding any more courses to this already very restrictive 
program. J. Schumaker reiterated her opposition to the proposed amendment, and then 
moved the following amendment to it : that only one (rather than two) course from the 
list be added to the required related list of courses, and that it be selected 
from among: Art 390, Art 391, Ora 250, Mus 370, and Mus 374. She made it clear that 
she did not support passage of the proposed amendment in either fonn, but she felt 
that her modified version would be more acceptable, if the amendment were adopted . 

K. Crabbe said that she has some sympathy for what Mr. Willey is saying about 
teaching creativity, but perhaps a better response to this problem would be to add 
the appropriate courses which teach creativity to the list of core-eligible courses, 
so that they would be made available to all who need them through core. 

S. West agreed with what J. Schumaker had said. It seems the major concern is 
with the students who would not be electing a fine arts concentration; but the same 
sort of concern could be voiced over those who do not e lect mathematics, or English, 
or history- what courses will these students be mis sing that they should have? At 
least they will be assured of taking at least two fine arts courses thr.ou~h core. Yet 
it is possible that a student might not take any geography or history at all. The 
proposed program is already very full; we should not make it even more restrictive. 
What is being proposed is a significant improvement over what we have had in the past; 
we should approve it as it was submi tted by Education, without added courses . 

J. Willey noted that there are at least 6 "free" hours in the program which 
could be made into required fine arts courses. He said that he could accept Ms . 
Schumaker's amendment, but he does not see that the courses designed to teach art 
or music for elementary teachers would be suitable for core. Our students are 
woefully unprepared in terms of the arts; but presumably they are being taught 
mathematics , grammar, etc. 

P. Hepler said that if you take a cross - section of graduation records for 
students in K-12, and then through college, and check on the number of required 
courses in the arts, you will find that this is where the disparity comes . The 
price to be paid for this change is too high, since we are talking about people 
who ·will be teaching children at th<' most critical creative stage of their lives. 
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People will be certified with very little art; some will be taught in K-7, 
but it will virtually disappear after that, for budget reasons. The next time 
any student will be required to take a fine arts course is if they come to 
Geneseo, and fulfill the core requirement. We are talking about those who will 
be teaching our children. He also viished to add Art 105 to the amended list of 
courses, since historically it has heen an important course in the area of 
teacher education. He said that he was not speaking out of fear for the Art 
departmrtt, though we are talking about a cut of 18 hours required in the fine 
arts, not a small loss. 

J. Johnston noted that Mus 110 should really be retained on the amended 
list of courses, since it is the one "studio", "nuts and bolts" course in music, 
which gets students over their fear of dealing with music. 

S. West said if we are going to talk about fear, we should talk about fear 
of mathematics. Many students avoid mathematics courses, and yet they will have 
to be teaching mathematics in the elementary schools. Should the person who has 
only had one college mathematics course be teaching mathematics to ch.Udren? 

D. Norris said that, if we had the luxury of designing a truly elegant program, 
there are many courses he would favor adding to the education of an elementary 
school teacher. However, we are faced with the reality of certain requirements 
that must be accommodated, in core, education, and a 24-hour concentration. He 
does not favor special treatment for one discipline, and does not favor extending 
the required related courses. One of the advantoges of the revision proposed by 
Education here is that it allows greater flexibility to students in the program. Up 
to now, by the end of the sophomore year, a student who has been an education major 
has no choice of any other major to transfer into, should they wish to do so, 
except perhaps a major in fine arts, since their program has been so rigid. This 
revision allows a student to choose the liberal arts area of concentration which 
is closest to his or her genuine interests. He supports the revision in the form 
it was proposed by the Education department. 

E. Kintz also spoke of the 6 "free" credits, and supported their use as 
requirements in the creative area. J. Schumaker pointed out that these 6 hours are 
the only flexibility for choice left in the program. 

K. Crabbe made two observations. She has spent the last two weeks talking to 
hysterical sophomores who are afraid they won't be able to graduate in four years 
because they have taken three el ectives! It is a shame to do this to students; they 
should not be forced into a program that is so rigid that it puts them in this kind 
of a position. Second, she is not against the fine arts, but if we are talking about 
courses these potential teachers need, what about a computer course? We are talking 
about the wave of the future, not the wave of the present. 

J. Willey agreed that the computer is becoming very important, but said that 
the arts are fundamental to human activity and civilized society. J. Schumaker 
said that if we are talking about what this program needs, we could just as easily 
say it needs more science, and history, and geography, and on and on. There is no 
second-level writing course, and the schools are crying for teachers who are skilled 
in writing. If she were to add one more course to the requirements, she would 
probably choose a writing course. Creativity in the arts is important, but so are 
all these other areas we have mentioned. But we can't afford to add any more 
requirements to the program without damaging it. 

J. Johns ton asked why certain areas had been excluded from the available liberal 
arts concentrations. V. Kemp responded that the sciences are already covered in 
the B.S. in Natural Science education program; Human Development was excluded because 
it is a minor, not a major; and Computer Science and Speech Communication were ex
cluded because they both already have more students than they can handle. 

T. Calahan noted that the fine arts are being taken care of by being included 
in the core. Maybe it is an act of faith, but he would hope that the advisement system 
would put students into the courses that are most appropriate to their educational 
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program, and encourage them to take additional art courses if that is appropriate. 
The other side of the issue is that emphasized by private industry and the 
federal government, that we must assure scientific literacy. The President's 
Commission would say that we need more mathematics and science taught at all levels, 
and so those going out to educate the elementary children should have more math 
and science training. The number of hours that we require in math and science 
do not compare at all favorably with Russia, or Japan, or Germany. The argument 
can go on and on as to what should be included in this program, but we have to be 
reasonable in tampering with an already overloaded program. 

W. Mahood said that the position of the Education department had been summed 
up in much of the discussion in opposition to the proposed amendment. There arc 
only so many hours a student can take, and it is unreasonable to a~d any more hours 
to this program. J. Hogan added that, in order to get this expanded, improved 
program, the Education Department had to give up six hours of methods courses in 
their area, and they had been willing to do so to gain the better program. But now 
others are proposing adding 6 hours of methods courses in the fine arts! If more 
hours were needed, they are needed more in education. 

The proposed amendment to the original amendment, which reduced it to one 
required course from a modified list was then voted on. The amendment passed, 14-2. 
Thus the revised amendment stated that one required course should be added, chosen 
from among: Art 105, Art 390, Art 391, Dra 250, Dra 328, Mus 110, Mus 370, Mus 374. 
The question was then called on this amendment. The amendment was defeated, with 
5 votes for it, and 12 votes against. 

The question was then called on the original motion, as proposed by the Education 
Department, and it was passed. 

POLICY SUBCOMMITTEE 

No report. 

OLD BUSINESS 

NEW BUSINESS 
None. 

None. 

L. Ruddy 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:06 p.m. 
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Revised Program 

B.A. in Psychology 

Basic Requirements 33 semester hours 
Psy 100 
Psy 205 
Psy 226 

Psy 230 
Psy 320 
Psy 325 
Psy 330 
Psy 340 
Psy .350 
Psy 355 
Psy 361 
Psy 380 

Psy 202 
Psy 262 
Psy 265 
Psy 275 
Psy 365 
Psy 370 

General Psychology 
Psychological Statistics 
Experimental Psychology 

Basic Princjples of Psychology 
(choose two courses) 

Sensory Process and Psychophysics 
Developmental Psychology 
Cognitive Psychology 
Physiological Psychology 
Psychology of Learning 
Social Psychology 
Psychology of Personality 
Motivation 
Systems of Psychology 

Applied Principles/ Applications 
(choose one course) 

Educational Psychology 
Introduction to Community Psychology 
Introduction to Industrial & Organizational Psychology 
Environmental Psychology 
Clinical Psychology 
Introduction to Psychological Testing 

Electives in Psychology 

Additional Requirements and Information: 

1. At least 15 semester hours must be completed at the 300 level. 

3 
3 
3 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

15 

9 

6 

3 

15 

33 

2. A maximum of six semester hours in Psy 299, Psy 391 and/or 395 may be used to 
fulfill major requirements. 

3. Students are urged to take 100, 205, and 226 as early as possible in their 
program. 

4. Any student who renders psychological services or implies to the public that 
he or she is licensed to practice as a psychologist is acting in contravention 
of the laws of the State of New York, Education Law, Article 153, sections 
7601-7614. 

[The typical program outline for a major in Psychology is printed on the 
next page.] 
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8/81 B.A. in Psychology P.ti..adurcr t f r-J."' f'"'nn P 

Suggested '!Vni.cc.l Pall~ of Courses for a Four Year Program ~i~d 
m fut!lll t'e~ (and if applicable Certification) Fequirerrents. 

FRESIRWT 

First Senester Hours 

PSY 100 General Psv. 3 

3 

SOPH<l10RE 

PSY 226 Experirrental Psy 3 

Second Serrester Hours 

PSY 205 Statistics 3 

3 

Basic Principles-one course 3 

Applied Princioles-one " 3 

3 6 

Basic Principles ~ course 3 

3 

Elective 3 

3 

Required Hours in Hajor t'epartnent 
~quired Related Hours 
Required Hours in Certification 

Option Cif applicable) 
Core Hours 

JUNIOR 

SENIOR 

33 -
.-· 

Elective· 

Elective. ~ 

Elective 

Elective 

Total Required Hours 18 
Total Elective fuurs 15 

3 

3 

6 

3 

3 

6 



UAAC 

Revised Program 

B.S. in Education (N-6) 

Degree Requirements 

1 • Common Core 36-38 hours 

Natural Science 6-8 hrs . 
Fine Arts 6 hrs. 
Social Science 6 hrs. 
Humanities 8 hrs . 
Critical Reasoning 6 hrs . 
HPE 4 hrs. 

2. B.S. in Education 42 hrs.* 

Core I 
Core II 
Core III 
Core IV 
Education 

Edu 220, 221 
Edu 312, 316 
Edu 313, 317 

Edu 331, 332 
Electives* 

6 hrs. 
6 hrs. 
6 hrs. 

15 hrs. 
9 hrs . 

3, Required Related Courses 16 hours 

Psy 100 3 hrs. 
Psy 209 3 hrs. 
Eng 100, 200, 201, 205, Or 270 3 hrs. 
Mat 140, 141 6 hrs. 
HPE 350 1 hr. 

4. Liberal Arts Concentrations 24 hours 
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Under advisement students will be encouraged to select core courses which support 
their concentrations or are required departmental additions. 

*The B.S. in Ed. program.requires 42 hours; students may elect up to 48 hours in 
professional programs. 

Students enrolled in this degree will take the college Common Core, the B.S. 
in Education program, and a twenty-four hour concentration in one liberal arts 
area, with the following exceptions: Biology, Chemistry, Computer Science, 
Geology, Human Development, Physics, Speech Communication. 

This degree program would enable students who desire a professional degree, 
the B.S. in Education, to have the opportunity to follow a sequence of courses 
in a specific liberal arts area which will provide depth in the areas begun in 
the new Common Core. Also this degree program would allow transfer students to 
apply the courses they bring as transfer credits and be more likely to finish 
within four semesters . This degree program is an extension of the B.S . in Ed./ 
Fine Arts concentration. 
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Ill. B. B.S. in Ed. 
Education Component 

Education Program 42 hrs. Core 33 hrs., Electives 9 hrs.* 

Core I Elective: Group A 
So ph EDU 220, 221 

Junior Core II Elective: Group B. C 
EDU 312, 316 

Junior Core III Elective: Group A, B, or C 
EDU 313, 

Senior Core IV 
EDU 331, 

317 

332 or 333 

Electivesif necessary before/after 
Student Teaching 

Group A, B, C 

Choice of 3 from at least 2 groups 

Elective Group A: EDU 323, EDU 351, 352, EDU 271 or EDU 364 
Curriculum Bases 

Elective Group B: EDU 353 ~ EDU 336, EDU 321, EDU 372 
Curriculum Applications 

Elective Group C: EDU 335 ,2.!. 337, EDU 354, EDU 322 
Curriculum Issues 

This enables students to choose three specified electives in Early Childhood 
or three electives in Reading and Language for the local endorsement in these areas. 

*The B.S. in Ed. program requires 42 hours; students may elect up to 48 hours in 
professional programs. 
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Attachment for Form P 
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IV. Suggested Typical Pattern of Courses for a Four Year Program Designed 
to Fulfill Degree (and if applicable Certification) Requirements 

First Semester 

Psy 100 General Psychology 
*Eng 100, 200, 201, 205, or 270 
Natural Science Core 
Fine Arts Core 

*Critical Reasoning Core 
HPE Activity 

Third Semester 

Education Block I 
EDU 220 Foundations of Education 
EDU 221 Dimensions of Teaching 

Humanities I 
Liberal Arts Concentration 

*Critical Reasoning, Mat 141 

Fifth Semester 

Education Block II 
EDU 312 Reading Process 
EDU 316 Teaching Strategies: 

Math/Science 
EDU Education Elective 
Liberal Arts Concentration 
Liberal Arts Concentration 
HPE Activity 

Seventh Semester 

EDU 331 Student Teaching Intern
ship - Primary 

EDU 332 Student Teaching Intern
ship - Intermediate 

or EDU 333 Student Teaching Intern
ship - Early Childhood 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 

FRESHMAN 

1-6-

3 
3 
4 
3 
3 

16 

3 

3 
3 
_3_ 
_3_ 
1 

16 

SOPHOMORE 

JUNIOR 

SENIOR 

7.5 (-OR~ 

7.5 
15 

Required Hours in Major Department 
Required Related Hours 

42 
16 

Required Hours in Concentration 
Option (if applicable) 

Core Hours 
24 

28-36* 

Second Semester 

Mat 140 Basic Concepts in Math 
Social Science Core 
Natural Science Core 
Psy 209 Human Development I 
Fine Arts Core 
HPE Activity 

Fourth Semester 

Liberal Arts Concentration 
Liberal Arts Concentration 
Humanities II 
EDU Education Elective 
Non-professional Elective 

Sixth Semester 

Education Block III 
EDU 313 Reading II 
EDU 317 Teaching Strategies: 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 

16 

j 

3 
4 
3 
_3_ 

16 

3 

·I 
I' 

Social Studies/Lang. Arts_3_ 1 

EDU Education Elective 
Liberal Arts Concentration 
HPE Activity 

3 l: -- I 
_3 __ ~ 

1 ' : 
HPE 350 Drugs, Alcohol, Tobacco 1 .. 

Eighth Semester 

EDU Education Elective 
(reconunended) 

Non-professional Electives 
Liberal Arts Concentration 

Total Required Hours 
Total Elective Hours 

1-4- 1:: 
I' ' 

:li .,. 

ft_ ~ 

3 
15 

11 [J. 116* I: 
6-12 . i 

I. 

1: 
!• 

•' 

*Core course may be used in concentration~. Major department additions may be used to fill 
core requirements and in concentrations. 
The B.S. in Ed. Program requires 42 hours; students may elect up to 48 hours in professional 

' programs. 
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FACULTY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 

3/29/83 

Meeting #3 

The Faculty Affairs Committee met in Greene 340. The meeting was called to 
order at 4 P.M. by Chairperson P . Alley. Members present were: P. Alley, H. Karl, 
J. McNally, J. Meyer, S. Rutherford, o. Sauser, and C. Vasey. 

Ch~irperson P. Alley distributed ''Recommended Version of Section 7a of Con
stitution of the Faculty'' (page 176 of the Faculty Senate). He emphasized the 
point that the term of office for newly elected Faculty Senators begins with the 
start of the fall semester. He a lso announced that D. Lackey, Personnel Officer , 
is planning a series of retirement seminars . This is a very worthwhile program 
and individuals over fifty might want to give some thought to preparing for re
tirement and contact D. Lackey about their interest in the seminars . 

S. Rutherford offered a proposal regarding Parliamentary Procedure for the 
Faculty Senate. He suggested a change from ~obert•s Rules of Order to the St~~9js 
Standard Code of Parliam~ntary_Pr~ced~. He gave a brief history of the use of 
Robert's Rules but feels that they are mechanistic , prescriptive, formidable, and 
extensive for the layperson. On the other han~Sturgis focuses on principles 
rather than small rules, is simpler,and most in accord with the findings of law. 
The rationale for procedures is also better stated than in Robert's . After s ome 
discussion,it was recommended that S. Rutherford make a presentation at the next 
Faculty Senate meeting . 

s. Rutherford also commented about the position of Faculty Marshall at 
Commencement. Rather than have the senior-most person in terms of service to 
the College in this role,he felt that it should be assigned to an individual 
who has made noteworthy contributions to academe and the College. There wa s a 
brief discussion about his concer n but no action was recommended. 

The meeting was adjourned at 4 :50P.M . . 

Secretary Pro Te rn, 

James L. McNally 

Reference is: ref JF 515-588 (1966) 

Sturgis, Alice, ~turgis Standard Code of Parliamentary 
Procedure, 2nd ed., N.Y. : McGraw-Hill, 1966 . 



-'fable 7•t, Comparison of Robert and Stur11r, 
Rob~tt 

Stvrgf! 
Prrvious Ovenion ...... .. Vote lmmedoately 

Terminology laY on the Table PoitpOile T empor~rily ...... .. 
Take from tht Table •••••••• Resvma ConsideratiOtl 

P_rincipl~ Rules Governi~g. Moti~s under Robert's (the underlined plr1sara 
••thcr abient from Stvrgol • ot dollerent I rom that contained in Sturgis'), 

p ORDER OF PRECEDENCE INT.1 2ND1 OEB.J AMDT.J VOTE1 
A Fix Time to which tq . 
1 ~oum1 No Yes No Yes Maj. v -
I Adjourn No Yes No No Maj. 
LR~eu No Yes No1 Yes Maj. 
E Ountion of Privil~ Yes No No No Non. 
G 
E I 
0 Call for Orde~ of tl~ Yes No No No None4 

Lay on the Table No Yes No No Maj. 
S Pr~iovs Oue<tion No Yes No No 2/3 
U Limit or huood Debate No Yes NQ Yea 213 
B PCMtpone Definitely No Yes Yes v~s ~·i· 
S Refer to • Committee No Yes Yes Yes M-i. 
I 
Q ~mittee of the Whole No Yes Yes Yes Maj. 
I Amend No Yes Yes Yes Mli. 
A Consider b~ Paragra2h 
R Qr Seriatim1 No Yes No Yes Maj. 
y Postpone lndefini t£1y No Yes Yea No Maj. 

Main Motion No Yes Yes Yes Maj.• 

M R~onsid~r' 
A 

Yes Yes Yes No Maj. 

I Rescind No Yes Yes Yes m• 
N Resume Consider~tion No Yes No No Maj. 

Mah Seecial Order of 
I Bu•inen• -- No Yes Yes Yes 2/3 N - - -
c Object to Consideration Yes ~ No No 113 neg. 
I Parliamentary InQuiry Yt1 No No No None 

D Point of lnformatoon ~es No No No Nona 
E Point of Order Yes No No No None 
N WilhdtJw a Motion Yes No No No Nona 
T Division of Question No No No No Nona 
~ Oivi~ion of Anembly Yes ' No No No None 

Point of l nformation 10 Yes No No No None 
Point of Order Yes No No No Nona 
Withdraw ~ Motion Yes No No No NoM 
Division ol Auernbly Yes No • No No NoM 

ISturgJt•doca not cont.tf\ chis mot•on. • 

Jt.Jnfike Snur·•: llolkrt•• m ettea • dtUtnction between --~otion to"""'' thac il 
~d ......hla. bwtineu it pcnchng •nd • mohon to rKe-n thet "movf'd wh•l• no Qwn•Ofl 
la pend. "'f. Only ~nth~ latte r siwat1on dot'alfobul~, anow CS.bate on t~ mohon lO,... 

an•. s,.,,;,• • UOwt <h!~tt on 61\Y moti<"' 1o •«us. 
ISturg's• dtlft ~toe ,ont .. n thit mot10ft. 

•....-... ,. bt cnf01ud on demend ol one n"14mb.r vnlcq tel et~ by a two-thtrdiYO•.• 
IJI..twn~ "Choru.- p . 2J.I 

•s"''"' • dora not conta•n th•• motion. 
'Th•r• •rw tht u t •ctp11tona: (1J ••whtn tht motio" prOpOte• en .ctiOft fCM' wf\.ch the 

bYli!W'I p rescribe • rtQ~Iftmtol of more than a ma,onty vo te;· t • ·· P••wfCKH noltC-t 0t 

two thirdt majottty, or both; f2J -when .-docuto,. ott~ mol•O" Vo~c>ukt h•~ tht effect 
· of t'-~tpending a n, .. of o 'der "a P•rhetntf'll laty t •ght ot mem bers en -~•ch c•• •t , ... 
quirn a mo~jo"tY .-ott; .... and fl) .. ...,hen lldoc:n•tlg of the mo1ton wou'd h.,.. the • ffKt ef 

chllftrng tomelhint atr.ady adQ9ted." •• '" 1 mohon 10 poupOfte.,. ew•u l>' ''"ousty 
Kh.dvl•d by the aatt:mbly ... ,,. euch • n t¥tnt '"' ""''" mohon m •v be p 1u.ct· (e l ..... ._ 
a tywo.tt'Hrdl vot•. lb l w.1h 1 m e1o"tY ~~~ro1e ... ~",. pf•ot " o t KI of the mohOft hM bee" 
... ". Ot Ccl wt th • ~~~rot e o f tP'Ie m-.otity of the'""'' men'\bt t t hep . Cllobttt •r. p . 2SII 

'Unla .• Sta~'f''·· RoMrr•• tequ•tll•lhtt onlwo ont who "• •ol.-cl on the.,,,.,. ,,,,.. 
If de m•y tnO.,.. to r~ont•der. 

I There'' ' two e•idthonal wrw•v• tn tll'\lh.Ch thrt mot•on tnrt bt P•.....:S! IU W~IJ\ I m ... 

ior iry wo" when p rtor notte.e h&J bun I"'' "• a nd (2) wtth • .011 ol ,.,_. Ml jOttiY of \he 
.,, •• , Jnt!mbetthip. 

•srutr'•• dorr• 1\Qt cent .in d'\ia mot~Oft. . 
••srutp• cotHt•nt • .. .,. ,t,,meniii'Y tnqu;ry .. but not a poi'" ff tnhwmatiWI: 
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STUDENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
M,ARCH 29 t 1983 
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Present: Dale Tuttle, Lynn Gauthier, Lynn Love, Joanne Formanek, Karen Duffy, Barb Clarke, 
J~ Feuerstein, Paul MacLean, Barbara Minor, Richard Story, Cheryl Boot. 
Guests were Greg Sullivan and Gary Rocco 

The meeting was called to order at 4:05 p.m. by Chairperson Karen Duffy. 

There were two items on the agenda. One was postponed due to lack of attendance by the 
student desiring to discu-s the issue. The second item was a general discussion of how 
budget cuts affect student life, more specifically how cuts in departments such as HPE 
affect student life. Guests Gary Rocco and Greg Sullivan initiated the discussion by 
reviewing points in the Calahan memo to UAAC, revealing information they gathered from 
the HPE department, and sharing with the committee the role of student government in 
the activities of HPE and intercollegiate sports. They stated basically that student 
government leaders and other students felt HPE was a needed department, that inter
collegiate sports enhance the college's environment, and that they had made financial 
commitments indicating their long-term support of athletics. They hoped for committee 
and Senate support should 'suggested reductions in HPE be discussed by Senate. 

Several committee members voiced support or asked questions. C. Boots said emphasis 
should be placed on the role of sports in the deevelopment of a fully-functioning person 
and of lifelong wellness. J. Feuerstein voiced his concern that this was a UAAC matter. 
Several members responded that cuts in departments such as drama, dance or physical 
education greatly affect student activities. Gary Rocco Ieared that any reduction now 
would give administrators a foot-in-the-door for later elimination of the whole program. 

The discussion ultimately resulted in the following motion by J. Feuerstein (B. Clarke 
second): 

The Student Affairs Committee expresses to UAAC its opposition to changes in the 
present HPE requirement from its current status especially in light of the re
instatement of budget money to the campus. We foresee any changesas an invita
tion in the future toward reductions in the program, ieductions which cou~d be 
detrimental to student li~e on this c~pua. 

The committee unAnimously p~ssed this ~otion and agreed to send a co~y to D~niel Mullin And 
to request UMC to keep us appl:'aised o( theil:' d~cis.ions be~ore any AC.ti9n is.. ~~nt to the 
~ull senate. The cotlUIUt tee also agreed at th;l.s point ;l.n ti111e to support li~E ;l.( any 
discussion of reductions comes to the ~ull senate, The.re_ was also· brie~ discussi9n concern
ing whether visitors to the senate can speak on such issues. 

As the meeting drew to a close, Greg Sullivan stated that he'd like to see an ad hoc 
committee of students, faculty, and administrators to discuss the budget. He was reminded 
that there was a Senate budget committee. The Possibility of amending this committee's 
membership to. include students was raised. K. Duffy said she would discuss this with the 
committee's Chair, Bob Beason. 

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

Respectfully submitted, 

Karen Duffy 



BUDGET COMMITTEE 
MARCH 29, 1983 
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Present: R. Beason, P. Boger, L. Casler, B. Joshi, S. Lipa, ·D. Pebbles, B. Ristow, 
N. Schornstein, S. Toler 

Chairman Beason called the meeting to order at 4 p.m. 

A motion was made and passed to reconser the tabled motion regarding changing the role of 
the Budget Committee. Dr. Beason suggested that the following changes be made: 

Committee on Budget and Long Range Planning 

i. 
I 

I 

! 

1

·1: 
,I 

·l 
I, 
J'! 
1
1i 
~ I 
I. 

Functions: To recommend and participate in long-range planning. It shall initiate planning .':.1 

as well as act as a major coordinating body for planning from all ' levels of the College. 
Its responsibilities shall include, but shall not be limited to: academic organization, 
goals and priorities, and budget. 

The membership statement should be modified to include two student representatives. 

A discussion regarding the role of this new committee within the Faculty Senate then 
followed along the following lines: 

Does the Committee really want to deal with long-range planning? 

Will it duplicate the work of any other Faculty Senate Committee? 

Will its members be elected for a longer term? 

What types of matters will the Committee be dealing with? 

Without any "real power" won't we be wasting our time on such discussions? 

Analogy to past priorities committees. 

Would this committee's work have any conflict with the UUP contract? 

;I 

·r 

;I 
:I 

I 
I 
I 

l 
l 

I 
l 

l 
l 

I Will ad hoc committees still be appointed to discuss long-range planning matters? ,

1 
The committee may' be a good way to get Faculty input in College's long-range 
planning efforts. 

Dr. Beason pointed out that if this motion is approved, it will be reported to the Faculty 
Senate under New Business and will be submitted for a full faculty vote. 

Motion passed unanimously. 

Next meeting will be at 4:00p.m., 5 April, in Greene 135. President Jakubauskas will i1: 

present information on the College budget. 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:45 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Bhairav Joshi 

i 
1, 
t : ,, 
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The Budget Committee met at 4:00 p.m. Tuesday, April 5. Committee Chairman, B. Beason 
read the editorial changes suggested by the Faculty Senate Executive Committee regarding 
the change of title and function of the Budget Committee. The functions were amended to 
read: 

To recommend and participate in long-range planning. It shall 
initiate planning as well as act as a major coordinating body 
for planning initiated from all levels of the college. Its 
responsibilities shall include, but shall not be limited to: 
academic organization, goals and priorities, and budget. 

I 

President Jakubauskas reported on the state of the budget to date and responded to questionl 
from committee members. A series of budget information seminars will be held throughout 
the spring semester. 

Respectfully submitted, 

1 Sally Lipa 



CALL TO ORDER 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

FACULTY SENATE 
APRIL 12, 1983 

AGENDA 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF 2/15/83 MEETING (pp. 172-175) 

PRESIDENT'S REPORT 

CHAIRPERSON'S REPORT 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - -s. EDGAR 

REVISED COURSES, SECOND READING, P• 162 

Page LUb 

SpH 120 Introduction to Communication Disorders (title change) 

CSc 271 Microprocessor Assembly Language (number, title, and prerequisite 
cnange) 

COURSE DELETION, SECOND READING, p. 162 

CSc 370 Introduction to Assembly Language 

NEW COURSES, SECOND READING, pp. 162-3 

Phi 333 Artificial Intelligence 
CSc 280 Computer Architecture 
CSC 282 Operating Systems 
CSc 320 Organization of Programming Languages 
CSc 340 Data Communications 
esc 385 Analysis of Algorithms 
CSc 386 Theory of Computation 
MAT 237 Introduction to Discrete Mathematics 

NEW PROGRAM, SECOND READING, pp. 163-165 

Bachelor of Arts in Computer Science 

POLICY REVISIONS, SECOND READING, p. 155 

Automatic Suspension - satisfactory progress 

Automatic Suspension - major grade point average 

CORE COURSE, SECOND READING, p. 184 
Ant 251 American Culture for Social Science Core credit 

MINOR COURSE REVISIONS, p. 184 

Int 220 Humanities I 
Int 221 Humanities II 
HPE 200 Introduction to Emergency Care 

POLICY REVISION, FIRST READING, PP· 184-185 
R irement and Hours Allowed Toward 

Physical Education Graduation equ 
Completion of Baccalaureate Degree 



PROGRAM REVISIONS, FIRST READING, PP· 196-7; 198-200 

B.A. in Psychology 

B.S. in Education (N-6) 

GAAC - N. SCHIAVETTI 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - P • ALLEY 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - K. DUFFY 
I 

BUDGET - B. BEASON 

OLD BUSINESS 

NEW BUSINESS 

ADJOURNMENT 
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