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January 26, 1979 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Watt at 1:00 p.m. Members present were: 
L. Blackman, W. Brennan, J. Bushnell, T. Calahan, J. Deutsch, S. Edgar, R. Foreman, 
J. Kucaba, R. MacVittie, G. Moore, T. Pray. 

The minutes of the January 16, 1979 meeting were approved as printed on pp. 167-169. 

PRESIDENT 1 S REPORT 

As yet, there are no firm figures for the Spring 1979 enrollment. The 1978-79 
annual average enrollment will probably be slightly lower than was expected •. 

Presiden.t MacVittie has received no official notice regarding Governor Carey's 
intention to increase SUNY tuition; it is possible that he will not propose an increase. 
The Governor•s Executive Budget is due by February 1, and he will probably discuss it at 
a conference next Monday. · 

President MacVittie, along with all other SUNY presidents and Chancellor Wharton, 
will attend a meeting on SUNY's budget next Monday. 

CHAIRMAN'S .REPORT 

Mr. Innis and Mr. Rocha could not attend today's meeting because they are a~jen
ding a meeting of the C.I.E. Co~ittee. 

John Winkelman has been elected to replace John Kephart as the Library School's 
representative to the Faculty Senate, since Mr. Kephart is serving as acting Dean of the 
Library School. Mr. Winkel~an win serve on the Graduate Academic Affairs Committee. 

Chairman Watt has received notice of the National Conference on Total Institutional 
Responses to the Life-Long Learner, to be held on March 9 and 10. This announceme~t is 
available in the Faculty Senate Office. 

A copy of the 1979-81 bulletin on Geneseo's School of Library and Information 
Science is available in the Senate Office . 

Chairman Watt urged the .Committee to be thinking o·f candidates for the slate of 
nominees for the .Spring 1979 election. The slate will be compiled before the beginning 
of the semester break in March. Margaret Matlin is the chairperson of this year's 
Nominations and Elections Committee. 

This issue of Faculty Senate consists of pages 175 - · 181. 



COHMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - No report. 

GAAC · - · No report. 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - No report. 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - No report. 

BUDGET - No report. 
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UNIVERSITY SENATOR - The next meeting of the University Senate will be held in Albany 
on February 2 and 3. Mr. Kucaba has received copies of three speeches delivered by 
Chancellor Wharton during October and November, 1978: "Unity and Individuality: A 
Perceptual Problem," "The Investment in Prisoner Education: The Liberation of the 
Mind, .. and "Vistas of Promise and Potential: Telling the SUNY Story ... These will be 
available in the Senate Office. 

OLD BUSINESS 

With reference to last week's meeting, Mr. Blackman asked President MacVittie and 
Mr. Calahan whether the approval of Geneseo's proposed baccalaureate in accounting by 
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Vice Chancellor Perdue's office constitutes final approval of the program. Mr. Colahan l 
replied that the proposed program, having gained SUNY approval, must now go to the l 
State Education Department for approval. Within the State Education Department, pro
posed programs must be reviewed by an expert in the specific subject area. President 
MacVittie added that this last step is the major hurdle faced by proposed programs. I 
Mr. Pray asked about the possibility of complaints by Rochester area colleges which 
felt that the proposed program may represent unnecessary duplication of their programs. 
President MacVittie replied that any complaints from Rochester area colleges or SUNY-
West colleges are voiced to the Regents Regional Advisory Council, which in turn reports 
to the State Education Department. 

President MacVittie suggested .that it might be useful if the Chairman of the Central 
Council regularly gave reports during Executive Committee meetings. A major reason for 
adding the Central Council Chairman to the membership of the Executive Committee was to 
facilitate communication between Central Council and the Faculty Senate, and such reports 
would help accanp11sh this. Mr. Foreman stated that he is willing to provide r~~'Jlar 
reports. The consensus of the Committee was that reports from the Central Counc1l 
Chainman should be made a regular agenda item. 

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

Respectfully submitted, 

Judith Bushnell, Secretary 



FACULTY SENATE 
JANUARY 23, 1979 

MEETING NO. 5 
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The meeting was called to order by Chairman Watt at 4:05 p.m. The ·agenda was adopted 
with the following changes : the second reading of three new courses printed on p. 107 
and the second reading of six minor course changes printed on p. 107 were added at the 
beginning of the UAAC report. 

The minutes of the December 12, 1978 meeting were approved as printed on pp. 161-165. 

PRESIDENT•s REPORT - President MacVittie 

President Macvittie made the following announcements: 

1. 91% of the students accepted for admission to SUNY. Binghamton are in the 
top fifth of their graduating class with the combined SAT 12.07. This 
record placed SUNY, Binghamton higher than Berkeley, UCLA. Michigan, . 
Wisconsin (Madison), and North Carolina (Chapel Hill). 

2. We are scheduled for a reaccreditation examination by the Middle States Associa
tion for 1980. The Vice President for Academic Affairs and I have conferred 
on this ma~ter and will be developing a schedule and establishing appropriate 
committees for the institutional self-study which precedes the site visit by 
the Middle States Association Team. Dr. Robert Kirkwood, Executive Director 
of the Middle States Association, has notified me that a preliminary visit 
will be made by an MSA staff person, Dr. Margaret Matson, sometime in the 
next few \1eeks. The approximate time will probably be after February 15, 1979. 
We will, of course, review what we reported in 1970 and the subsequent comments 
given us by the Middle States Association. 

3. The Geneseo Annual Fund Drive is moving forward in a splendid fashion. I am 
amazed at the numbers of individuals who have contributed, and I am particu
larly pleased by the participation of the faculty and staff. There has been 
no goal established from which to judge "success .. for this first serious 
venture into private fund raising. It is, of course, true that some continue 
to believe that public institutions should not raise private funds. 

4. I will be meeting with the SUNY Presidents and the Chancellor in Albany on 
Monday, January 29, 1979, at 8:30 a.m. to learn the Governor•s Budget for SUNY 
for 1979-80. The Governor plans to make his budget public at a conferenr.e 
that afternoon . · 

5. It appears that our Spr.ing enrollment will hold no surprises. The expectations 
for our annual average which was speculated on last fall appear to be reason
ably close. We have no official figures at the moment for 3pring 1979. 

6. Chancellor Clifton R. Wharton,.Jr. has accepted the invitation of the Commence
ment Committee and the Senior Class to give the Commencement Address in May on 
Saturday the nineteenth. 

7. Chancellor ·wharton has appointed me to serve as a member of the Screening 
Committee for the position of Executive Vice Chancellor of SUNY. He has 
appointed Mr. Arthur ~atton to serve on the Screening Committee for the appoint
ment of Vice Chancellor for University Relations and Development. The deadline 
for applications for all SUNY Central positions which were recently advertised 
in the Chronicle was January 15, 1979. · 

8. He have authorized the beginning of a study to investigate the. possibility for 
the institution to have tie lines to improve our telephone service and perhaps 
reduce our monthly tolls. Our monthly telephone bill averages approximately 
$14,000. 
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CHAIRMAN'S REPORT 

The Nominations and Elections Committee will soon be at work in preparation for the 
Spring 1979 elections. Anyone interested in making nominations or being a candidate 
should contact committee chairperson Margaret Matlin. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - Mrs. Edgar 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the flew Courses printed on p. 107. The motion 
was seconded and passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the Minor Course Changes printed on p. 107. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the New Program in Biology printed on p. 143. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 
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Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the New Programs in Management Science, Chemistry, ,. 
Economics, and Political Science printed on pp. 151-152. The motion was seconded and 
passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the New Courses printed on p. 152, noting that 
there was an editorial change in the course title of His 203 to Biography: British 
Explorers and Adventurers. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the Revised Course printed on p. 152. The 
motion was seconded and passed. 

GAAC - Mr. Deutsch 

Mr. Deutsch moved for second reading the New Courses printed on p. 153. The motion 
was seconded and passed. 

Mr. Deutsch moved for second reading the Minor Course Changes printed on p. 154. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mr. Deutsch moved for second reading the Policy on Academic Dismissal of Grarluate 
Students, printed on p. 154. The motion was seconded and passed. 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - Mr. Innis 

The Committee met last week to discuss the C. I.E. form, which \IdS sent back to the 
C.I.E. Committee as a result of the December 12 Senate meeting. Since that time, the 
C.I.E. Committee has had two meetings with representatives of the Faculty Affairs and 
Student Affairs Committees, and their deliberations have resulted in a new form which 
seems to be an improvement. 

The Committee also discussed Dr. Calahan's recomme~ded procedure for the continu
ing evaluation of all faculty. The question came up as to whether management has the 
right to conduct such reviews. Management indeed has this right, and it seems best 
to have faculty actively involved in this process. Dr. Calahan sent the Committee a 
memorandum to clarify his use of the word .. recommendation••: it is assumed that a 
department may wish to make a number of kinds of recommendations, for example, con
cerning merit increases or promotions. It is also hoped that continuing review will 
stimulate faculty members to maintain a high level of achievement. The Committee did 
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not feel -that it was necessary to address the issue of negative sanctions, which is 
covered by Article XIX of the union contract and sections of the Policies of the 
Board of Trustees. The Committee made on~ suggestion to Dr. Calahan : they felt that 
the deadlines for the various steps in the procedure should be made more flexible, so 
that each department could detennine its own timetable. 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - Mr. Rocha 

At their last meeting, the Student Affairs Committee adopted two resolutions, which 
are printed on pp. 171-172. Consideration of the first resolution will be deferred as 
a result of the recent actions of the C.I.E . Committee. The second resolution will . be 
presented at the February 20 Faculty Senate meeting. 

BUDGET - Mr. Pray 

The Committee will meet next Tuesday at 4:00 p.m. in Welles 112 . 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - Mr. Kucaba 

The next meeting of the University Senate will be held on February 2 and 3. 

Mr. Kucaba has received copies of seven speeches delivered by Chancellor Wharton 
during the past few months. They will be available in the Senate Office. 

OLD BUSINESS 

Mr. Kucaba stated that, in December, the Senate voted to return the C.I.E. proposal 
to the C. I.E. Committee for consultation with the Faculty Affairs and Student Affairs 
Committees. A memorandum was distributed to all Senators reporting on the Committee's 
two meetings and presenting the proposed form that was the outcome of these meetings. 

In r~sponse to a question as to how this proposal could be brought to the Senate 
floor for a vote, Chairman Watt ~aid that motions to that effect would now be in oraer. 
Mr. Innis moved that the proposed form be adopted for use during the Spring, 1979 
semester. The motion was seconded. 

Mr. Sanders called attention to the optional question which asks respondents the 
percentage of classes they attended. He felt that the possible responses imply that 
75% or more would be considered 11 good" class attendance, and he questioned whether 
this would really be the case. He moved that the options be amended to read: less 
than 85%, 85-89%, 90-95%, and more than 95%, with the rationale being that more than 
95% would seem to be the best definition of good class attendance. · His motion was 
seconded . Ms. Uhl agreed with the intent of this amendment, but fP.lt that the use of 
percentages might complicate completion of the form and that the number of weeks missed 
might be a better way of phrasing the question. Mr .· Garvey suggested changing this to 
the number of classes mis~ed, and Mr. Sanders. pointed out that this might cause a · 
problem since different classes have a different number of total m~eting times. 
Several people pointed out that the instructor whose course·was being evaluated would 
have this information and could easily convert the number of classes missed to a per
centage. In response to a question, Mr. McNally said that a fre~ response to the 
number of classes missed could not be ·scanned by machine, while responses to defined 
ranges, such as those undei consideration, can be. · . 

Mr. Howard moved a substitute amendment that would change the question to the total 
number of classes missed, with the possible responses being 0-2, 3-4, 5-6, and more than 
6. His motion was seconded. Mr. Alley said that he felt this scale might be too fine 
a gradation to permit accurate response; what is really needed is a general picture 
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of the respondents• overall attendance. Mr. Innis spoke in favor of Mr. Sanders• 
proposed amendment, saying that figures expressed in terms of percentage might be more 
useful to the Office of Institutional Research. Ms. Uhl suggested changing the number 
of classes missed to the number of hours missed. Mr . Moore asked what the use of this 
question would be, adding that the only point in favor of expressing attendance in terms 
of percentage would be if Institutional Research were interested in analyzing the 
responses. Mr. McNally said that the item could be useful for research, and that it 
would be possible, although time-consuming, to return all forms to faculty members to 
allow them to view individual responses in relation to attendance. Mr. Richard stated 
that, if a student knows that his/her answers will be discounted because of poor atten
dance, there will be little incentive for answering the questions. Ms. Duffy pointed 
out that the question was designed to help individual faculty members interpret the 
responses to the other items, and it was not intended that Institutional Research analyze 
the attendance figures. After additional discussion regarding whether to express atten
dance in terms of number of classes or number of hours missed, the question was called. 
The motion to end debate was seconded and passed. Mr. Howard•s substitute amendment 
passed. 

Mr. Edgar pointed out that Mr. Innis moved that the proposed C.I.E. form be adopted 
for use for one semester only, but the original proposal from the C.I.E. Committee was 
that the new form be adopted for three years. Mr. Alley moved an amendment to the 
original motion, stating that the policy, if approvedt be adopted for a three year 
period. The motion was seconded. Ms. Duffy stated that she would oppose the three 
year period unless it were stipulated that Institutional Research must do research on the 
new form and report back to the Senate during the first year, and she moved that this 
stipulation be added to Mr. Alley•s proposed amendment. Her motion was seconded. Mr. 
Alley spoke against Ms. Duffy•s amendment, saying that one year is too short a time for 
adequate evaluation of a new form, and that if the present form proves inadequate, it 
would then take at least another year to develop a new form. The question was called, 
and the motion to end debate was seconded and passed. Ms. Duffy•s amendment was passed. 
In response to a question, Chairman Watt said that passing Mr. Alley•s amendment would 
not mean that the proposed form and policy were passed; Mr. Alley's amendment only 
changes the time period for which the C. I.E. form would be used if it is adopted. Mr. 
Casler asked whether evaluation of summer session courses would automatically be covered. 
Chairman Watt replied that it would not, and that a separate amendment would have to 
be proposed to mandate use of the C.I.E. during the summer. Mr. Alley•s proposed amend
ment was passed as amended. 

Mr. Wortman expressed concern that the new form does not have a space for students 
to add comments, nor does it encourage them to do so. Mr. Wortman moved that lin~s be 
drawn beneath each question to allow space for additional comments. Several people 
spoke in favor of restricting comments to the back of the form, and Mr. Alley, Mr. 
McNally, and Mr. Story pointed out that comments written on the front of the form 
could interfere with machine sca~ning of the form since the scann~rs are very sensitive. 
Mr. Rutberford spoke in favor of Mr. Wortman•s motion, saying that the present C.I.E. 
form does not provide enough information for evaluation of courses and teachers, but 
that a request for comments on each question might solicit useful analytical material. 
Ms. Kemp suggested that experimentation might show whether comment~ added to the front 
of the form would impede machine scanning. Several other recommendations were made, 
including: having numbered spaces for comments on each item printed on the back of the 
form, having students write their comments in a non-scannable medium, and leaving the 
form as it is but allowing individual faculty members to construct specific questions 
which would be answered on the back of the form. The question was called, and the 
motion to end debate was seconded and passed. As a point of information, Mr. Giachino 
asked whether a later change in the format of the form, which might be necessary if 
Mr. t1r. Wortman's motion passed and there were then problems with machine scanning9 

would be considered an editorial change. Chairman Watt replied that any subsequent 
changes in format would have to be passed by the Senate. Mr . Wortman' s motion was 
defeated by a vote of 24 for, 35 opposed. -
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Mr. Innis moved that a sentence be added encouraging students to make additional 
comments on the back of the form. His motion was seconded. Mr. Giachino asked whether 
Mr. Innis would accept the statement that has been used in the past, and he and his 
second replied that they would. The motion was passed. 

Mr. Story pointed out that the actual form would also include the instructor•s 
name, the course name, the course I.D. number, and similar information. Ms. Kemp added 
that the placement of this material is illustrated on p. 140. 

Mr. Wortman moved that items 11 and 12 be deleted. His motion waw seconded. Mr. 
Wortman stated that there is a basic philosophical difference over whether such summary 
questions should be used. Mr. Innis spoke against the motion, stating that these were 
not intended as su~nary questions. Mr. Wortman felt that, regardless of the intention, 
these last two items will be regarded as summary questions. Mrs. Kemp asked Mr. Wortman 
whether he objected to the content of the questions or to their placement on the form. 
Mr. Wortman replied that he objected mainly to their placement, although he would also 
prefer to see the two items combined. Mr. Foreman spoke against combining the two since 
they measure the course and the teacher, and the two should not be equated. Mr. Foreman 
also spoke against the motion. The question was called, and the motion ot end debate 
was seconded and passed. Mr. Wortman•s motion was defeated. 

Mr. Alley called the question on the main motion. The motion to end debate was 
seconded and passed. 

The main motion was passed. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:20 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Judith Bushnell, Secretary 


