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February 16, 1979 

The Faculty Senate will meet on Tuesday, February 20, 1979 at 4 p.m. in Newton 204. 
The agenda is printed on pp. 234-235. Senators and prospective visitors are urged to 
read materials relative to the proposed Attendance Policy printed on pp. 218-227. 

* * * * * 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

FEBRUARY 13, 1979 
MEETING N~. 19 

* * 

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

The minutes of the February 6, 1979 meeting were approved as printed on pp. 200-202. 

PRESIDENT'S REPORT 

The College has been granted an interchange of funds amounting to $67,000. This 
money comes from the College's savings in excess of the mandated savings for fiscal year 
1978-79, and can now be transferred to areas that otherwise would have been without funds 
before the end of the current fiscal year. The total was apport1oned as follows: $5,000 
to the Admissions Office, $5,000 to the health center, $20,000 for maintenance, supplies 
and equipment, $10,000 for postage, and $30,000 for telephone charges. This ddes not 
represent a change in the budgets for these areas for FY 1979-80; the 1979-80 budget will 
revert to the previous base figures. 

President MacVittie summarized the Trustees' position on the possible tuition 
increase. Because the Executive Budget for 1979-80 would increase SUNY's budget by $35 
million as opposed to the $80 million originally requested, Chancellor Wharton asked the 
Board of Trustees to consider several options for an increase in tuition. These options 
included increases of $75 for all students, $100 for all students, $150 for freshmen, and 
$150 for lower division students. The Trustees favor this last option, but they stress 
that tuition should be raised only if the Governor and the Legislature fail to amend the 
Executive Budget. It has been projected that the proposed increase in tuition 
would generate a net amount of about $8 million; a similar tuition increase for medical, 
dental, and optometry students would generate about $1.5 million. Of the total amount, 
approximately $4 million would be used for construction, and the balance would go to areas 
with critically neglected needs. The latter would include funds to offset the raise in 
the minimum wage, equipment replacement, additional funds for library acquisitions and 
participation in cooperative systems, funds to offset the high mandated savings for agri
cultural and technical colleges, and E.O.P. summer programs. President MacVittie added 
that the students who would be most :1urt by an increase in tuition would be those whose 
families have an annual income of $25,000 or more, and those who receive no financial 
aid. 

Regarding the Executive Budget, Chancellor Wharton feels that SUNY fared as well as 
or better than most other state agencies. 

This issue of Faculty Senate consists of pages 214 - 235. ~ 
I -
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CHAI'RMAN I s REPORT 

The printout summarizing the results .of the Fall 1978 Course-Instructor evaluations 
is available in the Senate Office. 

The Chairman has received a copy of a study, performed by Dr. McNally's office, on 
the geographic origins of full-time undergraduates at SUNY units, 1974-1977. lhis will 
be available in the Senate Office. 

Another item which is available in the Senate Office is a copy of an open letter sent 
to the Governor and the State Legislature on behalf of SUNY. The author of the letter, a 
Buffalo woman, gathered figures to demonstrate the many opportunities available in the 
entire SUNY system. 

Chairman Watt reminded the Committee of the problem with the timing of the spring 
election. The Constitution calls for the election of officers and at-large senators by 
May 1 and departmental senators by May 15, but the lateness of these elections makes it 
difficult for the incoming Chairman to organize the Senate before the end of the spring 
semester. Several members of the Committee expressed the opinion that a constitutional 
amendment would not be necessary to advance the timing of the spring election. This year's 
election of officers and at-large senators has been set for the week of April 23, and it 
was the consensus of the Committee that the Chairman could ask the individual departments 
to elect their senators by May 1 without any change in the constitution. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

At last week's UAAC meeting, the Policy Subcommittee continued their discussion of 
their proposed revision of the attendance policy. Mr. Casler pointed out a sugges
tion, made by the Student Affairs Committee but not included in the Policy Sub
committee's report, that attendance policies linked with particular courses be re
viewed by a screening committee (probably an ad hoc UAAt subcomm!ttee) prior to their 
implementation. This would provide a before-the:fact assurance that an attendance 
policy was appropriate to an individual course, rather than relying on an after
the-fact appeal procedure. Ms. Roark-Calnek also raised the issue of possible 
departmental involvement in the approval of course attendance policies wh~n they are I 

proposed, rather than relying on the appeal procedure. The Policy Subcommittee took 
these suggestions back to the subcommittee, and they have come up with a position 
paper which opposes the idea of "pre-implementation screening" by a centralized 
committee. Their main objection seems to center on the possibility that such a pro
cedure might lead to excessive external control over the details of an individual 
instructor's offering of a course. 

At this afternoon's UAAC meeting, the Policy Subcommittee will present several 
suggestions as to how a departmental review of attendance statements might be imple
mented, in the event that UAAC feels that the pre-screening of such statements is 
advisable. 

Mr. Deutsch asked Mrs. Edgar whether there were any responses to the Executive 
Committee's questions regarding the proposed appeal process. Mrs. Edgar said that 
these questions were conveyed to the Subcommittee, but that subsequent discussion 
centered on the issue of the pre-screening of attendance statements. 
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GAAC - No report. 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - At today•s meeting, the Committee will discuss the Education 
Division's proposed amendment to the constitution. They will also continue their 
discussion of the possible addition to Form H of an item relating to situational 
criteria in the evaluation of faculty. Also, Mr. Foreman has asked the Committee 
to consider the issue of student representation on all departmental committees. 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - The Committee will meet today. 

BUDGET - The Committee will meet today. 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - Mr. Kucaba reported on the February meeting of the University 
Senate. His full report will be presented at the February 20 Senate meeting and printed 
in the minutes of that meeting. 

CENTRAL COUNCIL CHAIRMAN - There will probably be a referendum, initiated by the 
Volunteer Center, over Central Council's refusal to allow them to reallocate funds within 
their budget. 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:05 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Judith Bushnell, Secretary 

UNDERGRADUATE ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
FEBRUARY 13, 1979 

MEETING # 11 

Chainman Edgar called the meeting to order at 4:07 p.m. Members present were: 
J. Barrett, R. Black, D. Carrier, J. Clausz, T. Calahan, G. Cox, B. DuBois, S. Edgar, 
R. Foreman, F. Howard, K. Kiely, L. Ruddy, W. Rueckert, S. Rutherford, S. Sanders, 
R. Satryb, J. Schumaker, R. Sells, W. Soffer, G. Towsley, J. Willey. Visitors present 
were: L. Casler, W. Gohlman, V. Kemp, F. Klimko, J. Kucaba, D. Melore, B. Raymond, 
S. Roark-Calnek, C. Shepherd. 

The agenda was adopted. 

The minutes were approved with the following editorial changes: On page 204 of the 
Faculty Senate, in the third line of the last paragraph, the minimum required hours should 
be 21 and r.0t 20 as is written; on p. 206 in the first full paragraph, fourth line from 
the bottom, it should read "policy established by his predecessor." 

CHAIRMAN I s REPORT 

Lanna Ruddy has been appointed to serve as representative on UAAC on the Natural 
Science Area Core Committee this semester while Ray Lougeay is away. 

Dave Martin, Chairperson of the Department of Business and Economics, has sent a 
memorandum to say that his department agrees to the changes UAAC made in the Accounting 
course prerequisites last week. 

CURRICULUM SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT 

N-6 Biology Concentrators• Program -- Mr. Clausz moved approval of this program. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 
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Int 338 Animal Behavior/Int 339 Animal Behavior Laboratory -- (Int 338 was 
originally presented to UAAC as Bio 336/Psy 336 and Int 339 was Bio 337/Psy 337) Mr. 
Clausz stated that the following should be added to the course outlines: at the end of 
the description, 11 Prerequisites: six hours in Psychology and/or Biology above the 100 
level and at least junior standihg"; and at the end of the outline, 11This course can 
count for credit in a major in either Biology or Psychology ... Mr. Clausz recommended 
approval of these courses with the above changes. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Minor in English -- Mr. Clausz moved for approval of this minor. The motion was 
seconded and passed. 

English Course Deletions: Eng 210, 211, 230, 231, 240, 280, 321, 322, 323, 325, 335, 
336, 337, 344, 345, 346, 347, 366, 367, 368, 377, 378, 385, 387, 391, 392, 393, 394, 395-
Mr. Clausz recommended the delet)on of these courses and added that they will be replaced 
by the package of revisions also on this agenda. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Jou 306 School Publications -- Mr. Clausz moved for deletion of this course. The 
motion was seconded. Mr. Howard asked if the content of this course would be absorbed into 
another course. Mr. Rueckert, Chairman of the English Department, answered that it would. 
The motion passed. 

English Course Revisions: Eng 241, 242, 243, 285, 294, 313, 315, 324, 340, 341, 342, 
379, 380, 390, 397, 398 (Eng 285, 294, 324, 342, 379, 380, 390, 397, 398 involve descrip· 
tion changes) -- Mr. Clausz recommended acceptance of these revisions. The motion was 
seconded and passed. 

Eng 212 English Literature I and Eng 213 English Literature II -- Mr. Clausz 
moved the acceptance of these courses and reminded the committee that the content of Eng 
210 and Eng 211 is being absorbed into these two new courses. The motion was seconded 
and approved. 

Eng 235 American literature •• Mr. Clausz recommended acceptance of this course 
and added that the content of Eng 230 and Eng 231 is being absorbed into this course. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 

Eng 267 Non-Western Literature: (subtitle), Eng 268 Ethnic Literature (subtitle), 
and Eng 348 European Literature: (subtitle) -- Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of these 
new courses. The motion was seconded. Ms. Schumaker stated that on the descriptions of 
Eng 267 and 348 a statement will be added saying that these slot courses may be taken 
twice for credit under different titles. The motion passed. 

Minor in Mathematics -- Mr. Clausz recommended acceptance of this course. He also ' 
stated that any further references to Mat 230 Elementary Linear Algebra will be changed 
to Mat 233. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mat 233 Elementary Ljnear Algebra -- Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of this course. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mat 332 Mathematical Programming - Mr. Clausz recommended acceptance of this 
course. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mat 333 Linear Algebra -- Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of this course . The motion 
was seconded and passed. 

Mat 341 A Survey of Applied Statistics -- Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of this 
course. The motion was seconded and passed. 
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Mat 372 Partial Differential Equations -- Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of this 
course. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Ms. Schumaker wondered if the Math Department proposed to delete Mat 331 Linear 
{Algebra I? Mr. Towsley replied that they did, but they wanted to offer it in the coming 
~ll, so the Math Department intended to postpone deletion. Ms. Schumaker said that · 
even if it were deleted today it could still be offered this coming fall. 

POLICY SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT 

Mr. Cox reported that discussion in the last regular subcommittee meeting centered 
around the proposal by Mr. Casler to use as a means of screening faculty members• atten
dance statements a central committee such as UAAC. The committee's position on this pro
posal has been outlined in the document printed on pp. 222-223 of the Faculty Senate. 
The committee members are definitely against this proposal, but ideas have been sketched 
out concerning the screening of attendance policies at the departmental level. These 
ideas, which are also possible amendments, are printed on pp. 226-227 of the Faculty Senat~ 
and one of these could be inserted in paragraph two of the Proposed Attendance Po11cy 
Statement. The result would be that some sort of screening would occur at the departmental 

1 
level in order to prevent the admittedly infrequent use of an unsatisfactory attendance 
policy. These four possibilities were judged by the subcommittee members to be less un
desirable than the use of a central committee. 

Mrs. Edgar asked Mr. Cox to summarize the content of their report. Mr. Cox stated 
the following: 

1) It would be too cumbersome for a central committee to review all the faculty 
members• attendance policies for all of their courses. 

2) A great deal of detail and specificity would be involved~hence those instruc
tors who would want to state explicitlJ the relationship between grading pro
cedures and attendance in a course may feel intimidated or discouraged. 

3) The burden on those who would conduct the review would be great enough to 
restrict the number who would want to take on this task. 

4) The use of a central committee would create a system which used a partisan 
principle of selection on the basis of attendance policy content as the basis 
for their decisions. It would be designed to create an obstacle for those 
with a certain kind of attendance policy but not for others. 

5) It would provide differential treatment for those policies which stated 
explicitly the relationship between attendance in a course and grading pro
cedures, and thus not deal with those policies which would consider atten
dance in evaluating procedures in a more subtle way, e.g., class participation. 

6) It was felt that a centalized committee's approach towar~ reviewing a policy 
would only uncover one type of abuse of the Proposed Attendance Policy while 
ignoring others. 

Mr. Howard stated that he was concerned about the student leve1 of participation 
in this matter, considering the fact that the type of student representation at the 
departmental level varies. Mr. Kiely said he was worried about having the departments 
take on this task, for, in his view, some departments do not have the best interests of 
the students in mind. 

Mr. Rutherford moved possibility 0 be accepted as an amendment to the proposed 
policy. The motion was seconded. Mr. Gohlman asked whether the argument stated in the 
report against the use of a central screening committee should not also be applied to 
such a committee at the departmental level, if, in fact, the argument is sound. If no 
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central screening committee is to be used, then it seems there shouldn't be a departmental 
screening committee either. Mr. Rueckert responded saying that there is a procedural 
difference between the two; using UAAC, or a subset of UAAC, as a screening committee 
would be more difficult. Mr. Gohlman asked if a policy can or should be screened at any 
level, and whether this is not truly the real issue? Mr. Cox replied that the second set 
of arguments in the position paper are arguments against screening by a central committee. 
There is no reference to a policy being unscreenable at any level. 

Mr. Kiely stated it seems that under this amendment a policy may be viewed as accept-
. able in one department but not in another. Mr. Rueckert stated that each department has 

different curriculum demands. Mr. Sanders said he favored Mr. Rutherford's motion, but 
he felt the tenn "should" in the last sentence of the amendment should be changed to 
"will." The motion was seconded. Mr. Kiely stated the proposal doesn't deal with the 
problem of student voting at the departmental level . Mr. Rueckert replied that since 
student representation is governed by each department, it is a separate issue and a 
different route must be used to deal with it. 

Mr. Howard stated that a problem with this whole amendment is that the only power 
which a department may exercise over a member is peer pressure. Mr. Sanders stated that 
it is unwise to underestimate the power of peer pressure; colleagues also serve as evalua
tors. Mr. Rueckert stated that peer pressure is a strong measure to invoke. Ms. Carrier 
asked what happens after the review procedure if a faculty member does not agree to change 
his policy? Mr. Rueckert stated that at this point a dialogue would begin. Mrs. Edgar 
asked what is built into the concept of "careful review?" Mr. Foreman asked when the 
review was to take place, before the implementation of the policy or after? He also felt 
the use of peer pressure upon a member seems inconsistent with his academic freedom. Mr, 
Melore said that student representation at the departmental level is still an issue to 
be resolved. Mr. Rutherford said that, according to the amendment, students will be 
directly involved in some manner in the process of screening . He called the question on 
the motion to change the tenn "should" to "will.~· Vote to close debate passed; vote to 
amend the amendment passed and debate on the main amendment continued. 

Mr. Soffer stated that in the amendment, the review process itself is not stated. 
Mr. Gohlman felt that peer pressure as a force to change a member's policy is not as 
great on tenured faculty as on other members. He would like to know where the safeguard 
for the students is in this amendment? Mr. Rutherford said the amendment as it presently 
reads is cumbersome enough and due attention has been given towards clarifying the policy 
for students. The policy may never achieve perfection, and, he anticipates changes in 
the policy {improvements) as time goes by. Mr. Cox agreed with Mr. Rutherford and added 
that one perspective which many people don't seem to see clearly .is that the present 
policy allows for ambiguity in regard to an instructor's policy concerning attendance. 
This amendm~nt does not allow for such vagueness. Protection for students under the 
present policy is not clear, but the amendment does provide a proc~~ure that does not now 
exist in trying to prevent a problem. 

Mr. Kiely said that there are too many loopholes in this amendment and he is against 
it on those grounds. Mr . Rueckert stated that all the loopholes can never be removed. 
There must exist on the part of the faculty and students a certain amount of belief in 
reason, dialogue, democracy, good will, and good faith. Mr. Foreman asked when the 
aforementioned dialogue is to take place. Mr. Calahan stated that he had previously 
suggested that a policy be initiated which required syllabi to be available at least a 
week before a semester begins. Mr. Foreman stated that they should be available at the 
time of pre-registration. Ms. Kemp stated tnat some faculty members may not be available 
a week before the semester begins; she agreed with Mr. Foreman. Mr. Rueckert felt that. 
initially dialogue would take place at the time of implementation of the course, but th1s 
will change and improve with time. Mr. Kiely asked what students are to do in the mean
time, wait and suffer? Mr. Rueckert said that it would be possible to review all the 
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policies within the first three days of each semester, Mr. Rutherford said the bulk of 
the reviewing could be done during the preceding semester. New faculty members would 
then be bound by the departmental decision. Mr. Howard said that this may be a problem 
since new faculty aren't hired before August, and Mr. Rutherford's statement seems to 
ignore an fnstrctor's right of academic freedom. Ms. Kemp said that the number of new 
faculty members hired each summer is not a crucial concern; therefore, departments should 
feel free to determine a particular policy before hiring. Mr. Rueckert said that new 
faculty members are always bound by policies they did not make. 

Mr. Gohlman pointed out that there is nothing in the policy or in the amendment that 
says attendance statements will be posted before the beginning of a semester. Mrs. Edgar 
said that the committee still has not established when the review is to take place. Mr. 
Sanders replied that the committee has not ignored time, because the position of the 
amendment in the proposed policy establishes the time frame. Mr. Rueckert stated that the 
time of availability of the course syllabi is mandated within exist~ng policy. Mr. Fore
man pointed out that in any normal appeal process no one but the instructor may change a 
grade or other aspect of a course. 

Mr. Calahan suggested that the logic of a screening committee eliminates the need 
for a student appeal procedure. Mr. Rueckert said that the intent of the screening is 
to eliminate the need for appeals, and this amendment is a way of minimizing appeals. 
Ms. Schumaker said she agreed with Mr. Calahan. Mr. Cox stated that the screening pro
cedure is not infallible. 

Ms. Ruddy said that the time reference as to when attendance statements should be 
made public is too vague. She felt that perhaps last year's Senate moved prematurely in 
establishing when syllabi should be. posted. Ms. Ruddy moved that after the word "offer" 
in the amendment the phrase "at the time when the course assignments for the upcoming 
semester are determined" be added. Mr. Cox suggested that instead the phrase "prior 
to pre-registration" be inserted after the word "review. 11 Ms. Ruddy agreed. and the 
motion was seconded. Mr. Casler said that all of the possibilities drawn up by the sub
committee have the common purpose of eliminating a central review process; but a major 
objection to this central review had been that the implementation of a screening committ~@ 
was not well spelled out. There seems to be a double standard here, since the mechanisms 
in these possibilities for departmental review procedures are also not well spelled out. 
Ms. Roark-Calnek wondered if the term "approve" shouldn't be substituted for the term 
"review" as the two terms have different meanings. The motion to amend the amendment was 
passed. The question on the amendment to the policy was called, but the motion to close 
debate was defeated. 

Ms. Schumaker moved to amend the amendment with the addition after the word "review" 
· the phrase 11 and post." In addition the phrase 11 in the subsequent semester" should be 

added after the word "offer." Ms. Ruddy agreed. The motion was seconded. Ms. Ruddy 
wondered if the committee wanted to separate the issue of the time of posting syllabi and 
that of posting attendance policies. Mr. Kiely felt the syllabi should be posted at the 
place where pre-registration occurs. Mr. Melore said that sometimes syllabi are not 
posted by departments before a semester begins. Mr. Rueckert stated that there now seems 
to be an absurdity within the amendment, for the syllabi have been ~plit from the atten
dance policies. Mr. Colahan agreed that these must be integrated. Mr. Sanders pointed 
out that this amendment must not be considered out of context. The amendment is preceded 
by the statement, "Every instructor rr.-.;st make a statement on attendance in the course 
syllabi distributed during the first week of classes each semester. 11 Therefore, the time 
of the distribution of the syllabus would seem to be included within the proposal. Mr. 
Rueckert agteed with Mr. Sanders, saying that the time of the distribution of syllabi 
seems to be implicit within the amendment. Ms. Kemp asked whether she was to understand 
that, as a departmental chairperson, she would be required by the policy to request the 
members of her department to prepare their course syllabi and policy statements prior to 



Page 221 

pre-registration? Mr. Rueckert answered that her interpretation is correct. Mr. 
Rueckert moved that the second paragraph of the Proposed Attendance Policy be amended 
by the inclusion of the phrase, .. to be posted prior to pre-registration and" after the 
word .. syllabi." The motion was seconded. Ms. Schumaker agreed to this alternate version 
of the motion. The question on Mr. Rueckert's motion was called and the motion to close 
debate passed. The amendment passed. 

Ms. Ruddy moved that the tenn "review" in the amendment be replaced with the tenn 
"approve." The motion was seconded. Ms. Kemp stated that possibility B seemed to 
deliberately include the tenn "approve" whereas the others do not. The question was 
called on the amendment. Vote to close debate passed; vote on the amendment failed. 

The question was called on the original amendment. The vote to close debate was 
passed; the amendment was passed. 

Mr. Cox said that last week the issue was raised whether or not a fellow faculty 
member should be able to appeal an instructor's attendance policy if he felt it was un
reasonable. Mr. Sanders said that such an occurrence would indeed be bizarre and that 
an appelate of a policy should be someone who was directly affected by the attendance 
policy. He felt that the issue concerned itself with an unnecessary provision to the 
appeal procedure. 

Ms. Kemp pointed out to the committee that the appeal procedure would return the 
policy to the very body (the department) which originally approved of the policy. She 
added, that in light of possibility 0, the appeal procedure seems pointless. Ms. DuBois 
stated that the appeal procedure is a crucial part of the Proposed Attendance Policy and 
that the idea of an appeal initiated by an instructor shouldn't be termed "bizarre." 
Ms. Raymond stated that it may be important for a department to reconsider an established 
attendance policy, as mistakes in judgment by the members of a department could occur. 

Mr. Gohlman stated that a department could conceivably ignore or refuse the_decision 
of the departmental screening committee. In light of this possibility he feels the 
statement definitely needs either an appeal procedure or a stronger screen at some leve~ • 
(at the department-level, perhaps this could be accomplished by replacing the term "rev1ew 
with the tenn "approve .. ). Mr. Rueckert felt that such a case is an extreme one. He 
stated that the tenn "review" should not be replaced and that it should be asst.med that 
professional standards will be upheld by faculty members. Ms. Kemp pointed out that all 
an appeal will essentially do is invoke additional peer pressure upon a faculty member. 
Mr. Rueckert stated that this pressure may very well be enough to change this member's 
mind. Mr. Calahan reminded the committee that there is no way that an instructor's 
policy can be changed under this proposal except by the instructor. 

Mr. Cox asked if a further motion was needed to vote on the main motion. Ms. Kemp 
said that the main motion was simply to report on the Proposed Attenuance to the Senate. 
The committee then had the option of ·reporting with its approval or disapproval. Mr. 
Cox moved the committee approve the policy and recommend the approval of the Proposed 
Attendance Policy to the Senate. The question on the main motion was called. The vote 
on the main motion was 10 for, 8 agai nst; 1 abstention. 

OLD BUSINESS - None. 

NEW BUSINESS - None. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:50 p ~ m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Bill Boyers, Secretary 
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PolicY subcommittee position on pre-implementation screening of instructors' statements 
on attendance. Feb. 9, 1979 

The objection to the present proposal centers on the lack of any provision to prevent, 
so far as feasible, the emergence, or more exactly, the establishment by an instructor, 
of an attendance policy for this or that course which is a really objectionable atten
dance policy. The absence of any such provision has the result that, in those admit
tedly infrequent cases in which a policy were to be established that a student found 
really objectionable, the burden of correcting the situation lies too heavily upon the 
student. In such a case the student will be afraid -- despite the existence of grade 
appeal procedures-- of jeopardizing his or her course grade .by initiating an appeal of an 
attendance policy. The courage required for such an act 1s likely not to be present in 
cases where a remedy for an objectionable policy might really be needed. 

Hence it has seemed that a provision to rrevent, if that is feasible, the establishment 
of an objectionable course attendance po icy should be considered. One proposal of this 
sort is that UAAC, or a subcommittee of UAAC, be given the function of reviewing all the 
course attendance statements in order to approve or disapprove of them. Objections to 
this possibility include: 1) The review by UAAC of course outlines, etc., has always 

been and should propetly be, a review that does not include a study of details 
of courses. Examinations themselves are not examined; the specifics of evalua
tion procedures are not described. To give to UAAC the function and authority 
to review and approve or disapprove of the details of an attendance statement 
would be contrary to precedent. 

2) To create such a precedent would be a dangerous entrance upon a slippery slope 
leading to excessive centralized control over details by those less well quali
fied to evaluate the details of a course than the individual instructor and 
those of his or her colleagues most familiar with the subject, and the teaching 
of that subject. 

3) The task of reviewing attendance statements for every section every semester 
would place an intolerable burden on a few people. No one would knowingly 
accept that role, and to require it would be unfair. 

To make a fair and bureaucratically feasible arrangement by which objectionable course 
attendance policies could be prevented by UAAC or a subcommittee of UAAC from being 
established, it has been proposed that only some statements on attendance be required 
to pass the centralized bureaucratic approval, namely only those which involve any link 
between attendance and grades. Objections to this proposal include: 

1} It is possible that a very large number of courses might be conducted on the 
basis that there is a link between attendance and gradP, even if this is not 
explicttly mentioned in the statement. For example, if participation but not 
attendance is mentioned in the statement, the statement would not ~o to UAAC, 
but since non-attendance guarantees non-participation, attendance (not "in 
itself, .. but as a necessary condition of participation) might very well be 
linked to a course grade even if not mentioned in a statement on attendance. 
To require~ those statements which explicitly mention attendance to go to 
a UAAC committee would be. therefore arbitrary, since substantially (but not 
verbally) similar statements would not have to be reviewed. 

2} Such a requirement would be conducive to attendance statements that would be 
explicit, thus not optimally infonmative to students, who have a right to know 
their instructors' position on attendance. 



Page 223 

3) Such a requirement presumes that there is something abnormal about a policy 
which makes attendance one of the criteria for assigning a course grade, and 
therefore that any such policy would require a special justification. But 
this presumption has already been considered at length in the committee's 
review, and been briefly appraised (item 2.56 on pp. 195 f., in the Faculty 
Senate Bulletin). That it is a false assumption is clearly shown by the fa c~ 
that there is nothing whatever abnormal or objectionable about taking atten
dance into account in cases where tested learnings result in a grade that is 
on one of the letter-grade borderlines. More importantly, no one challen9es 
the appropriateness of class participation as a basis for course grades, nor 
does anyone challenge the self-evidently true proposition that one cannot 
participate in class while absent . There is thus nothing abnormal about 
assigning a low grade on the participation com-onent in cases where attendance 
has been spotty. 

4) Such a requirement overlooks and makes no provision for what is an egual (if 
not greater) possible abuse in the matter of course attendance polic1es: an 
instructor might adopt such an indifferent attitude towards student attendance 
-- from perhaps a dislike of teaching, or laziness, or whatever -- that he or 
she actually discouraged attendance while adopting course requirements, 
designing assignments and tests, etc. such that the assignments could be com
pleted, and tests passed without the interaction of teacher and student which 
teaching implies. If a statement on attendance exhibited in effect a corresond 

-school policy towards student attendance, where teaching gives way to little 
if anything more than examining and grading, such a policy too ought to be 
subjected to scrutiny. In fact, the case is easy to make that such radically 
unrestrictive course attendance policies are far more in need of justification 
than those which (implicitly or explicitly) link attendance to the criteria 
for grades. So the proposal to gain bureaucratic feasibility by requiring only 
those statements which explicitly link attendance to grades to go to a UAAC 
committee arbitrarily addresses itself to only one kind of abuse while over
looking another type which is just as possible and at least as dangerous. 

It is the Subcommittee's considered judgment that if attendance statements are to be 
screened in an attempt to prevent an instructor from establishing an objectionable atten
dance policy, then every statement should be subjected to a review~ not just those that 
fit a certain description (which would itself involve a controversial if not plainly 
partisan principle of selection). 

Further, the subcommittee strongly believes that the review should be carried out at the 
departmental level, not {for reasons given above) at the level of a UAAC committe~ , At 
the department level, the review of attendance statements is feasible. It is carried out , 
by those best acquai nted with the teaching of that subject. It distributes the burden of 
conducting the review broadly and hence fairly. It would be less likely to be carried 
out perfunctorily, and hence involve less of a tendency to rubber-stamping. It would 
be carried out by those best acquainted with the personnel involved. 

The subcommittee, .accordingly, will be presenting possible amendment(s) to UAAC for . 
adoption if, in the judgment of the Committee, the likelihood and/or the evil of possible r 
objectionable course attendance policies is great enough to warrant screening of statements 
on attendance prior to their implementation. 
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TO: UAAC Members FROM: Policy Subcommittee DATE: Feb. 13, 1£79 SUBJECT: Atten-
dance Policy 

In trying to determine whether or not to include a pre-implementation screening provisior 
for statements on attendance in its proposal to Senate, UAAC may find it useful to weig~ 
the following possibilities. Note that none of them involves a central {college-wide) 
committee; instead each of them involves-sO!ne sort of control exercised at the depart~en:~ l 
level. The point of~ such pre-implementation screening is to prevent what would probnb1y 
be a very uncommon situation: namely, the establishment by a professor of a really un
reasonable or objectionable statement and policy on attendance. 

The subcommittee suggests that~ of the following possibilities is substantially better 
than the centralized approaches examined in the subcommittee's position paper. Its 
criteria in that judgment include: feasibility or workability; freedom from any partisan 
principle for reducing the workload of the central committee by selectinq statements to c~ 
reviewed in terms of content considerations~ conduciveness to explicitness in the state
ments -- fostering the student•s right to know the instructor 1s position on attendance in 
all classes; conduciveness to uncovering !nl kind of abuse, not just harshness, in the 
exercise of the right to establish an attendance policy; fairness in distributing the task 
of screening; likelihood that objectionable attendance policy statements will be identi
fied, rather than rubber-stamped; likelihood that objectionable attendance policy state
ments will be prevented from being implemented. 

A. One possibility: In paragraph #2 eliminate the second sentence; replace it with: 

"At the regular time for posting and for distributing course syllabi, every instructor 
must present in the syllabi for his or her courses a statement on attendance which 
has been reviewed by his or her department and approved by a majority vote. The vote 
shall include student representation." 
disadvantage: examination of all the statements on attendance for courses being 
taught in a given semester in a large department -- examination by all members and 
students eligible to vote -- is time-consuming and would require disttibution of all 
statements at least several days prior to the initial department meeting of each ' 
semester. Student reps may not have been elected in the fall by so early a date. 

B. Another possibility: In paragraph #2, after the third sentence, insert: 

"The statements on attendance for all sect1ons of de artmentall re uired courses 
(including courses that are options within a departmental rna or distr bution, but 
not including major electives) must be reviewed b}' the department and approved by 
a majority vote which shall include student representation." 

comment: this would be less time consuming and could make the review much simpler 
for some large departments. It would not screen out objectior.able policies for 
non-departmentally-required courses, if there were to be any. 

C. A third possibility: In paragraph 2, strike sentence #2 and replace it with: 
11Such attendance policies should be described in the course syllabi and reviewed 
by the department chairperson. The course syllabi must be distributed during 
the first week of classes eacl semester." comment: less time-consuming: chair
persons' policies on attendance not screened; no student partici pation in 
screening. 

I 

'I 

1,'. 

~ 
f 
1:1 
~ 



Page 225 

A fourth possibility: In paragraph 2, strike sentence #3 and replace· it with: 

It is especially important that all statements on attendance spell out the place 
of class attendance and participation in the evaluative procedures for a given 
course, and that departments, either at the committee level or as a whole, care
fully review the statements on attendance for all the courses they offer. Student 
representatives should be directly involved in this process. 
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PROPOSED ATTENDANCE POLICY REVISION 
Policy Subcommittee of UAAC, Jan. 29, 1979 

INTRODUCTION 

There is no uniform or mandatory college-wide attendance policy at Geneseo. However~ 
the following policy statem~nt does establish guidelines for an equitable and education
ally sound relationship between the rights and responsibilities of faculty and students 
in the classroom experience. It is in the classroom that teachers and students meet 
regularly to establish and carry on the interactive relationship that is so central to a 
college education. Education is a communal endeavor requiring the good will and coopera
tion of all those who participate in it. The question of student attendance, therefore, 
is of great importance. 

ATTENDANCE POLICY STATEMENT 

Instructors have the right to establish a reasonable attendance poliey which is 
appropriate and educationally necessary for the courses they teach. Every instructor must 
make a statement on attendance in the course syllabi, to be posted prior to pre-registra
tion and distributed during the first week of classes each semester. It is especially 
important that all statements on attendance spell out the place of class attendance and 
participation in the evaluative procedures for a given course, and that departments, 
either at the committee level or as a whole, carefully review the statements on attendance 
for all the courses they offer. Student representatives will be directly involved in 
this process. 

Students are responsible for familiarizing themselves with the attendance policies in 
their courses. As maturing individuals, students should try to recognize the educational 
justification for the attendance policies in their courses, and should adjust their actions 
to these policies. Students should bear in mind that attendance is related to obligations 
they have to their fellow students. 

STUDENTS' RIGHT OF APPEAL 

Normally, discussion of an attendance policy at the beginning of a course w111 insure 
that a policy has been established which is--and is perceived to be--reasonable and appro
priate to the needs of a particular course. However, any student or group of students 
enrolled in a given course has the right to appeal an attendance policy which is judged 
to be objectionable on educational or ethical grounds {Grade appeals are described else
where.) 

Any student or group of students with such an objection shou;a :-irst present and dis
cuss the objection with the faculty member in question. If this fails to resolve the 
complaint, the student or group of students should present the objection to the instruc
tor•s Department Chairperson. (If the instructor is a Department Chairperson, the appeal 
goes to the Vice Pres 1 dent for Academic Affairs, who wi 11 convene n. department comm1 ttee 
that will select its chairperson for the determination of the matter.) The Chairperson, 
in· accordance with the Departmental Constitution, will convene a department committee 
(which shall include student represe.~tation with voting rights) to review the matter 
carefully in an attempt to bring about a resolution. If the student or group of students 
are not satisfied with the decision of the Department Committee, the appeal may proceed 
to the Professional Standards and Ethics Committee, formed in accordance with the Consti· 
tution of the College Faculty. If the student or students are not satisfied with the 
decision of the Professional Standards and Ethics Committee, they may carry their appeal 
in writing to the President, who will consider their written appeal and all prior findings 
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in the matter. Students exercising this right to appeal an attendance policy will obtain 
additional information concerning details of the procedure from the Dean for Instructic~ . 

Time limitations: Any objection must be presented to the instructor during the
first two weeks of a semester. The combined deliberations of the Department Committee 
and the Professional Standards and Ethics Committee shall not occupy more than three. 
weeks from the receipt of the appeal. Otherwise the appeal shall proceed immediately 
to the President. 



UAAC - REVISED PROGRAMS 

N· 6 Biology Concentrators' Program 

Concentration in Biology: 
24 semester hours in biology - 14 above the 100 level 
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12 semester hours in physical sciences to be selected from Physics , 
Chemistry, Geological Sciences, Astronomy 

Revised B.A. in Mathematics 

I. Major Requirements B.A. (Four- and Three-Year Programs) 

II. 

III. 

A. A minimum of 36 semester hours in mathematics 
a) Mat 221,222,233,223, and 324 
b) 9 credit hours from Mat 326,330,333,337,341, and 345 
c) 9 additional hours at the 300 level* 

B. esc 121 
c. One course from the following: 

esc 161, 205,222,262 
Eco 300,301 
GSc 343 
MSc 351 
Phi 310,351 
Phy 121 and above 
Che 320, 322, 324 

Certification in Elementary Education (N-6) [Four Year Program]. 
Requirements are the same as for the B.A. degree except that Mat 235 may 

take the place of a 300-level math elective . 
Certification in Secondary Education (7- 12) Mathematics [Four Year Program] 

Requirements are the same as the B.A. degree except that Mat 235 is required 
and may take the place of a 300-level math elective and Mat 34i is required. 

* See Certification Programs. 

General Description of Program 
The mathematics major is designed to provide a student with a good foundation 
in a broad spectrum of mathematics. Building upon a solid background in pre
calculus mathematics (usually obtained in a four·year high school mathematics 
program that includes algebra, tri gonometry, and geometry) and the study of 
Calculus (both elementary and advanced) the student has the opportunity to take 
course work in algebra, geometry, statistics and applied mathematics. The 
Program stresses formal reasoning, problem solving and computational skills . 

COURSE DELETIONS 

British Literature 

British Literature 

American Literature 

American Literature 

Eng 210 

Eng 211 

Eng 230 

Eng 231 

Eng 240 Studies in National 

to 1785 

Since 1785 

to 1860 

Since 1860 

Lit~rature: (Subtitle) 

Eng 280 Problems and Methods of Comparative Literature 

Eng 321 British Drama Since 1642 

Eng 322 The British Novel to Austin 

Eng 323 The British Novel: Scott to Conrad 

Eng 325 Review of British Literature 

I 



COURSE DELETIONS, cont. 

Eng 335 American Poetry 

Eng 336 American Drama 

Eng 337 American Fiction 

Eng 344 Comparative Literature: Medieval 

Eng 345 Comparative Literature : The Renaissance 

Eng 346 Comparative Literature: Neoclassicism 

Eng 347 Comparative Literature: Romanticism 

Eng 366 Black American Poetry 

Eng 367 African Literature 

Eng 368 Afro-American Literature 

Eng 377 Asian Literature 

Eng 378 East-West Literary Relations 

Eng 385 Short Story 

Eng 387 Modern Novel 

Eng 391 

Eng 392 

Eng 393 

Eng 394 

Eng 395 

Jou 306 

Modern Poetry 

Russian Literature 

Russian Literature 

Russian Literature 

Russian Literature 

School Publications 

MINOR COURSE REVISIONS 

I: 19th Century 

II: Tolstoy and 

III: 1880-1917 

IV: Contemporary 

Eng 241 World Literature: (Subtitle) 

Eng 242 Literary Forms: (Subtitle) 

Backgrounds 

Dostoevsky 

[change in title] 

[change in title] 

Eng 243 Major Authors : (Subtitle) [change in title] 

Eng 285 Film I: (Subtitle) 
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An exami nation of representative movements, types, films, and directors in world 
cinema, with particular emphasis on the aesthetic qualities of films. Some 
characteristic offerings might be: Italian Neo-Rea lism, Holl~·ood in the Forties, 
Bergman, Godard, Japanese Cinema, the Western, the development of the film, the 
New Wave, and Great Films. (This slot course may be taken for credit twice under 
different subtitles.) 3(2-2) 

[change in title and description] 

Eng 294 Western Drama 
A study of representative, major plays in western drama from the Greeks to the 
Modern period. 3 (3-0) 

[change in title and description] 

Eng 313 18th Century British Literature [change in title] 

Eng 315 Victorian iLiterature [change in title] 
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MINOR COURSE REVISIONS, cont. 

Eng 324 The British Novel: (Subtitle) 
A s_tudy of representative major novels emphasizing the development of the British 
novel as a literary form. Typical offerings might be : the rise of the novel; the 
picaresque novel; quest novels; psychological and social realism in the novel; the 
19th century British novel; Fielding, Richardson, Austen, Dickens, and Lawrence. 3(3-0) 

[change in title and description] 

Eng 245 Children's Literature [change in course number] 

Eng 246 Adolescent Literature [change in course number] 

Eng 342 Folklore and Mythology 
A study of the folklore and mythology from at least three of the following traditions : 
African, Asian, Biblical, Classical, Ametican Indian, and Scandanavian. 3(3-0) 

[change in title and description] 

Eng 379 Film II 
An examination of the film medium and its relationship to other forms of cultural 
expression with an emphasis on the basic aesthetic, cultural, and methodological · 
issues involved in the study of films . Designed as a sequel to Eng. 285. Pre
requisite: Eng . 285 or permission of instructor. 3{3~ 0) 

Eng 380 Studies in Comparative Literature: (Subtitle) 
Comparative historical-critical study of a literary period or movement chosen by 
the instructor. (This slot course may be taken for credit twice under different 
subtitles.) · 3(3-0) 

[change in title and description] 

Eng 390 Studies in Literature: (Subtitle) 
Comparative or critica l study of a literary type or major writer(s) chosen by the 
instructor. (This slot course may be taken for credit twice under different 
subtitles.) 3(3-0) 
[Note: Some characteristic offerings of Eng. 390 are: Robert Browning; Thoreau; 
Hemingway; Spenser, Bunyan, and Hawthorne; Thomas Hardy; Robinson and Frost; and 
Modern American Jewish Literature.] 

[change in title and description] 

Eng 397 20th Century Fiction 
Close readings of twentieth century fiction from a ntlmber of national literatures 
with an emphasis on tmerging trends. (Works not written in English will be read 
in the best available translations . ) 3(3-0) 

[change in course title and description] 

Eng 398 20th Century Poetry 
Close readings of twentieth century poetry from a number of n~tional literatures 
with an emphasis on emerging trends . (Works not wri tten in English will be read 
in the best available translations.) 3(3-0) 

[change in course title and description] 

NEW COURSES 

Int 338 Animal Behavior · ·· 
An integration of ethological ~~d comparative psychological aspects of the 
evolution and development of behavior in animals. Special emphasis on such 
topics as biological rhythms, communication, spacing, reproduction, sensory 
systems, learning, and social structure. Prerequisites: 6 hours of Biology 
and/or Psychology above the 100 level and at least Junior standing. The 
course can count for credit toward a major in Biology or Psychology. 3(3-0) 
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NEW COURSES, cont. 

Int 339 Animal Behavior Laboratory 
Studies of the behavior and behavior patterns of animals, under both controlled 
laboratory conditions and natural field conditions. Emphasis is placed on the 
observational and quantitative approaches. Prerequisite or corequisite: tnt 338. 
The course can count for credit ~oward a major in Biology or Psychology. 1(0•3) 

Eng 212 English Literature I 
A study of selected major works in British literature from its beginning~ to 
1700, with analyses of their artistic significance and descriptions of their 
place in the intellectual contexts of their ages. 3{3·0) 

Eng 213 English Literature ii 
A study of se.lect.ed major works in British literature from 1'100 to the present, 
with analyses of their artistic significance and descriptions of their place 
in the intellectual contexts of their ages. 3(3-0) 

Eng 235 American Literature 
A study of selected major works of American literature from its beginnings to 
the present, with analyses of their artistic significance and descri~tions of 
their place in the cultural contexts of their times. Stress will be placed upon 
the continuities of the American tradition. 3(3-0) 

Eng 267 Non·Western Literature: (Subtitle) 
A study of various non-western literatures in translation. Usually the literature 
of a single nation or area will be selected • as, for example. Japanese, Chines.e, 
Asian, African, Islamic, or Indian literature. (This slot course may be taken 
for credit twice under differerlt subtitles.) 3(3-0) 

Eng 268 Ethnic Literature: (Subtitle) 
A study of the contribution to American literature of various ethnic cultures, 
e.g., Black, Jewish, Irish-Catholic• Chicano. (This slot course may be taken 
twice for credit under different subtitles.) 3(3-0) 

Eng 348 European Literature: (Subtitle) 
Studies in selected periods, styles, genres, themes, and writers of European 
literature in translation. Examples of possible courses are: medieval literature, 
Tolstoy and Dostoevsky, Romanticism, great European short novels, Ibsen and 
Strindberg. (This slot course may be taken twice for credit under different 
subtitles.) 3(3·0) 

Mat 233 Elementary Linear Algebra 
A study of matrices, matrix operations and systems of linear equations with an 
introductiort to vector spaces and linear transformations. Elementary applications 
of Linear Algebra will be included. Prerequisite: Mat. 221 or 231 or permission 
of instructor. 3(3-0) 

Mat 332 Mathematical Programming 
Introduce the student to the theory and computational techniques for solving 
constrained optimization problems. Topics include linear programming, the 
simplex algorithm duality theory, the dual simplex algorithm and the primal-dual 
algorithm together with parametric and integer analysis. Non-linear programmirtg 
techniques include the general non-linear assignment problem, dynamic and 
stochastic programming. Prerequisites: Mat 222 and 233. 3(3-0) 

Mat 333 Linear Algebra 
An advanced look at vector spaces and linear transformations with emphasis on 
the nnalysis of the eigenvalues of a linear transformation and on the concept 
of orthogonality. Applications such as the solutions of linear systems of 
ordinary differential equations will be included. Prerequisites : Mat. 223 and 

. Mat. 233. 3(3-0) 



Page 232 

NEW COURSES, cont. 

Mat 341 A Survey of Applied Statistics 
At an intermediate level of mathematics this course first presents a brief 
introduction to the concepts of probability and random variables. This is 
followed by a consideration of some important theoretical probability distri
butions. Next, the study proceeds from the elements of descriptive statistics 
to the main topics, which deal with applied statistical inference. Prerequisites: 
Mat. 221 or Mat. 231 and one other quantitative course. 3(3-0) 

Mat 372 Partial Differential Equations 
An introduction to the field of partial differential equations which play a 
central role in many problems of Applied Mathematics and the physical and 
engineering sciences. Topics include first order equations, the most useful 
second order equations like Laplace's equation, Wave equation and Diffusion 
equation, some methods for solving such equations, including numerical tech
niques. The modelling for the motion of a vibrating string, the conduction of 
heat in a solid body is emphasized. Prerequisite: Mat. 326. 3(3-0) 

NEW PROGRAMS 

Minor in English 

1) Literature Track 

The minor in literature will consist of at least 18 semester hours beyond 
Eng 100, including Eng 270 and two 300-level literature courses. Except 
for Eng 110, no slot course may be taken more than once toward the minor. 

2) Writing Track 
0 ., • 

The minor in writing will consist of at least 18 semester hours to be chosen 
from the following list of courses: 

Eng 200 Expository Writing 
Eng 201 Creative Writing 
Eng 300 Advanced Writing 
Eng 301/303 Poetty Writing 
Eng 302/304 Fiction Writing 
Eng 305 Professional Writing 
Eng 362 Structure of the English Language 
Eng 401 Creative Writing (advanced students only) 

Ora 325 Playwriting 

Jou 205 News and Specialized Writing 

Spe 261 Radio and Television Writing 

Minor in Mathematics 

A minor in Mathematics shall consist of a minimum of 20 semester hours of 
mathematics courses which must include: 

1) Mat. 221 or Mat. 231 
2) Mat. 222 
3) Mat. 233 
4) Mat. 223 and two 300-level electives 

or 
three 300-level electives 
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Chairman Deutsch called the meeting to order at 4:00. Members present were: 
M. Finke, G. Giachino, B. Godsave, G. Goedel, D. Harke, J. Harsh, K. McGowan, 
N. Schiavetti, V. Rabe and J. Winkleman. Visitors: C. Cloninger, J. Herlihy, 
J. Hogan, D. May and L. Ruddy. 

The agenda and minutes of the 28 November 1978 meeting (Faculty Senate, pp. 153-155) 
were adopted without alteration. · 

The chairman's report dealt with changes in the committee's membership, only J. 
Winkleman, replacing J. Kephart, being present. 

Of eight new course proposals submitted to the committee, it was decided to discuss 
the seven ESE courses in connection with the new program for education of the 
visually impaired which they were designed to serve. 

PSY 490 -- Psychopharmacology. Approved, after discussion turning on the nature 
of specific prerequisites and their intent. 

MINOR PROGRAM CHANGE: M. S. In Education - Education of the Hearing Impaired. 
The changes were approved after minimal discussion since the committee had pre
viously been apprised of these changes when approving related course changes at 
a previous meeting. 

NEW PROGRAM: Master of Science in Education - Education of the Visually Impaired 
Discussion dealt with the purposes of the program (will extend degree options 
to all special education certification areas offered by the State of New York); 
the number of existing courses a~ailable g1v~n the ~rrlposal~ for seven n~ one~ 
(5); adequacy of staffing for the program; and the omission of department/division 
approval (obtained since printing of proposal) and library holdings ~nformation 
(in process of being compiled). The program was approved. 

The related new course proposals for ESE 530-531, and ESE 535-539 were tabled to 
allow the department to insert appropriate prerequisites and to make minor editorial 
modifications. 

NEW PROGRAM: Master of Science in Education: Reading (K-12) 
Master of Professional Studies: Reading (K-12) 

The MS program was presented as a modification of the program adopted in 1975 to 
bring it into line with new state certification provisions, the MPS option being 
added at the suggestion of SUNY Central Office. The departments of Psychology, 
English and School of Library Science were consulted regarding courses they would 
provide for the program. Except for suggesting the addition of a page explaining 
the numerous abbreviations used in the proposal, and amending the list of Liberal 
Arts electives (p. 9, sec. 4, group B) to include Developmental Psychology, the 
committee accepted the proposals without further change. 

There being no old or new business to bring before the committee, the meeting was 
adjourned at 5:30 P.M. 

Submitted by, 

Valentin Rabe 
Secretary pro tern 



CALL TO ORDER 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

FACULTY SENATE 
FEBRUARY 20, 1979 

AGENDA 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF 1/23/79 MEETING (pp. 177-181) 

PRESIDENT MACVITTIE 

CHAIRMAN'S REPORT 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - MRS. EDGAR 

' • 

COURSE DELETION - 2nd Reading, p. 188 

Psy 260 Community Psychology 

NEW COURSES - 2nd Reading, p. 188 

His 258 The American Presidency: A Survey 
HPE 317 Recreation Management 3(3-0) 

REVISED COURSE - 2nd Reading, p. 188 

Spa 301 Spanish Composition 3(3-0) 

MINOR COURSE CHANGES - 2nd Reading, p. 209 

Act 210 Intermediate Accounting I 
Act 211 Intermediate Accounting II 
Act 200 Cost Accounting 
Act 202 Cost Accounting II 
Act 300 Advanced Accounting I 
Act 310 Tax Accounting I 
Act 320 Auditing I 
Act 321 Auditing II 

NEW COURSE - 2nd Reading, p. 209 

Phi 101 The Philosophy of Love 

NEW PROGRAM - 1st Reading, p. 209 

Public Relations Minor 

REVISED PROGRAMS - 1st ReJding, p. 228 

N-6 Biology Concentrator~· Program 
Revised B.A. in Mathematics 

3(3-0) 
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3(3-0) 



NEW PROGRAMS - lst Reading, p. 232 

Minor in English 
Minor in Mathematics 
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PROPOSED ATTENDANCE POLICY REVISION - 1st Reading, pp. 226-227 

Mr. Cox, Policy Subcommittee Chainman 

GAAC - MR. DEUTSCH 

NEW COURSE - 1st Reading, p. 233 

Psy 490 Psychopharmacology 

REVISED PROGRAM - 1st Reading, p. 233 

M. S. in Education - Education of the Hearing Impaired 

NEW PROGRAMS - 1st Reading, p. 233 

M. S. in Education - Education of the Visually Impaired 
M. S. in Education - Reading (K-12) 
M. P. S. in Education - Reading (K-12) 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - MR. INNIS 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - MR. ROCHA 

BUDGET - MR. PRAY 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - MR. KUCABA 

OLD BUSINESS 

C.I.E. COMMITTEE POLICY - 2nd Reading 

NEW BUSINESS 

ADJOURNMENT 

That the system of mandatory evaluation of all undergraduate course 
sections each semester be continued for a period of three academic 
years and that the evaluation form attached here be used in this 
evaluation program. {The form appears on page 199.) 


