
ACULTY SENATE STAT£ UNIVCRSITY COLLCCC AT CCNCSCO, N.Y. 

March 2, 1979 

The date for the Spring 1979 elections of Senate officers, at-large senators, and 
faculty representatives to Campus Auxiliary Services is now set for the week of April 9, 
1979. The slate of candidates presented by the Nominations and Elections Committee is 
printed below. Also included on the ballot will be a proposed constitutional amendment 
to form a Committee on Graduate Academic Standards. The proposed amendment is printed 
below, after the Report of the Committee on Nominations and Elections. 

* * * * * * * 
An all-faculty meeting to receive further nominations from the floor is scheduled for 

4:00p.m. , Tuesday, March 13, 1979, in Newton 204. Prior approval of those nominated 
must be obtained. The scheduled Senate meeting for March 13 will be convened immediately 
after the all-faculty meeting. 

* * * * * * * 
REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON NOMINATIONS AND ELECTIONS 

Vice-Cha1nnan 

John Deutsch 
Stacey Edgar 

John Clausz 
Gary Giachino 
Carol Godsave 
John Harsh 
Glenn Hastedt 
James Kimba 11 
Gary Moore 
Miles Wortman 
Ann Young 
Lucienne Entenberg 

Secretary 

Barbara Joshi 
Donald Trasher 

Treasurer 

Andrew Heitzman 
Lanna Ruddy 

Campus Auxiliary Services 
{Three to be elected) 

Fred Bright 
Lee Bryant 
William Gohlman 
Bhairav Joshi 
David Meisel 
Ronald Sitler 

Thomas Conlon Norman Bauer 
William Cook Susan Roark-Calnek 
Henry Latorella 
Durlyn Wade 
James Watson 
Kevork Nahabedian 
Gera 1 d Smith 
Janice Meyer 
Kenneth Kinsey 
Margaret Giles 

This issue of Faculty Senate consists of pages 286 = !~. 
~5/-~.h7 
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A description of the duties of the Senate's officers appears in the Faculty 
Constitution, ARTICLE VI (Appendix to the College Handbook, pp. 6-7). A description 
of the purpose and organization of the Campus Auxiliary Services appears in the College 
Handbook, pp. 29-30. 

* * * * * * * 
PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 

It is proposed that, in order to implement GAAC's policy concerning the academic 
dismissal of graduate students (printed in the Faculty Senate, p. 154, approved by Senate 
action January 23, 1979), a standing committee of the faculty called the Committee on 
Graduate Academic Standards be established. For this purpose, the following new ARTICLE 
III, Section 5 of the Faculty Constitution is presented for ratification: 

ARTICLE III Standing Committees of the Faculty 

Section i: Committee on Graduate Academic Standards 

A. Membership: The membership of the Committee shall consist of eight or more 
faculty, who (1) have been designated as Faculty Teaching Graduate Courses 
and (2) are members of a department which offers a Masters Degree Program, 
no two of whom shall be from the same department. The members shall be 
appointed in September by the Chairman of the Faculty Senate with the advice 
of the Executive Committee and the consent of the Faculty Senate; one repre
sentative of the Graduate Academic Affairs Committee shall serve as a member 
of the Committee. The Dean for Graduate Studies and Research and the Dean 
of the School of Library and Informational Sciences may serve as non-voting 
advisors. Each member's term shall be from October 1 through September 30. 
The chairman of the Committee shall be elected by the Committee from the 
membership. In order to ensure continuity, the Chairman for each succeeding 
year shall be elected by the incumbent Committee from among its academic 
members; the Chairman elect shall be automatically re-appointed. Re-appoint
ment of any member shall be possible. 

B. Functions: The functions of the Committee shall be to act in an advisory 
capacity to the Vice-President for Academic Affairs in all matters dealing 
with graduate academic standards. With respect to cases involving possible 
dismissal of students for academic reasons as may be submitted to the Committee 
from time to time, detailed records of decisions, voting and reasons for dis
missal shall not be kept. With respect to such cases, the Committee shall 
reach one of three decisions which shall be forwarded to the Vice-President 
for Academic Affairs: (1) student dismissal; (2) student reinstatement 
provided he meets certain conditions; or (3) inability to reach a recom
mendation. The Committee should be advised if any of its decisions are over
ruled. 

As a consequence of the introduction of the new ARTICLE III, Section 5, the following 
minor changes to ARTICLE III are proposed: 

1) Section 3 Committee on Adr.issions CHANGED tO 
Committee on Undergraduate Admissions 

2) Section 4 Committee on Academic Standards CHANGED TO 
Committee on Undergraduate Academic Standards 
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3) Section 4 b. First sentence 
•••• matters dealing with academic standards . 

CHANGED TO 

•••• matters dealing with undergraduate academic standards. 

4) Section 5 redesignated Section 6 

5) Section 6 redesignated Section 7 

* * * * * 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

FEBRUARY 27, 1979 
MEETING NO . 21 

* * 

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, D. Innis, 
J. Kucaba, G. Moore, T. Pray, R. Rocha. 

The minutes of the February 20, 1979 meeting were approved as printed on pp. 236-237. 

CHAIRMAN'S REPORT 

The spring election has been rescheduled for the week of April 9. The Committee 
on Nominations and Elections has sent Chairman Watt a list of candidates, including 
candidates for C.A.S. and an expanded slate of candidates for the two senator-at-large 
categories. This list, along with the proposed constitutional amendment that would 
create a Committee on Graduate Academic Standards, will be printed in this week's 
Faculty Senate. 

The Committee on Nominations and Elections, chaired by Margaret Matlin, has made two 
sugges~ions to the Executive Committee. They recommended that the departmental affiliation 
of all candidates be printed in the Faculty Senate after any additional nominations have 
been made at the all-faculty meeting before the election. Several members of the Execu
tive Committee felt that this information would help voters identify the candidates. A 
motion that this information be printed in the Facult~~~e was made, seconded, and 
passed. The Committee on Nominations and Electlons a o sUggested that a brief descrlp
tion of the responsibilities of each office be printed in an issue of the Faculty Senate 
prior to the election. In response to a question, Chairman Watt said that this information 
appears in the Constitution, which is printed in the College Handbook that is distributed 
to all faculty members. A motion was made that a reference to the appropriate sections 
of the Constitution, including page numbers, be printed in the Facul!l Senate. The motion 
was seconded and passed. 

Mr. Foreman has notified Chairman Watt that new student representatives have been 
named to complete the terms of linda Hill, Frank Barone, and Joe Morrelle. They are: 
Ellen Black {UAAC, Curriculum Subcommittee), Donald Clark (Faculty Affairs), and 
Angela Kumm {Student Affairs). 

William Caren has sent Chairman Watt a copy of the statistics on freshman and trans
fer applicants for admission for the Fall 1979 semester. In a covering memorandum to the 
Admissions Advisory CoTTITlittee, Mr. Caren writes: 11With approximately 90 per cent of our 
anticipated freshman applicants, we currently lead the University in the rate .of appli
cations . More significantly, our rate of single applications far exceeds that of any 
other four-year unit of SUNY. The latter factor should have significant positive impli
cations for yield ratio ... 
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COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - No report. 

GAAC - The Committee will meet today to consider a number of new courses, including 
several for the new M.S. program in Education of the Visually Impaired. They will 
also consider the Education Division's request to change from an S/U grading system 
to the use of letter grades in their graduate courses. 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - The Committee will meet today to discuss whether students should 
have full voting privileges on departmental committees. There seems to be some 
concern over having students vote on personnel decisions. Several members of the 
Executive Committee said that their departments have found student input valuable. 
and that they have not experienced any problems with student participation. Mr. 
Deutsch pointed out that the amount and type of student representation is now 
determined by the individual departments' constitutions, and he questioned whether 
a uniform policy could be made to govern all departments. 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - No report. 

BUDGET - Mr. Pray has received from Dr. Quaal a copy of the tie-line feasibility 
study performed by Peter Arment, Chief of Telephone Systems Engineering. Mr. 
Arment's office based their study on figures provided by Rochester Telephone. 
According to the study, the College spends an average of about $3200 per month on 
toll calls that would be toll-free with a tie-line for all New York State calls. 
It is estimated that five tie-lines would be needed to provide the College with an 
acceptable level of service, and this would cost about $3730 a month. One alterna
tive would be to install four tie-lines, at a cost of $3011 a month, with the option 
of adding a fifth tie-line if necessary. 

At this point, it is not clear whether a tie-line is feasible. Several questions 
remain to be answered, and the Budget Committee still plans to survey the individual 
departments. If the College decides to go ahead with the tie-line, the minimum 
commitment is for five years. Mr. Calahan pointed out that the major cause of con
cern is that the money for a tie-line would come from the College's S and E budget. 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - No report. 

The meeting was adjourned at 1:30 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Judith Bushnell, Secretary 

UNDERGRADUATE ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
FEBRUARY 27, 1979 

MEETING # 12 

Chairman Edgar called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. Members present were: R. Black, 
P. Boger, D. Carrier, J. Clausz, T. Calahan, G. Cox, B. DuBois. S. Edgar, F. Howard, 
K. Kiely, D. Parish, L. Ruddy, w. Rueckert, s. Rutherford, S. Sanders, J. Schumaker, 
R. Sells, W. Soffer, G. Towsley, J. Willey. Visitors present were: G. English, 
C. Goetzinger, J. Kucaba. 

The agenda was adopted. 
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The minutes were approved with the following editorial changes: On page 217 of the 
Faculty Senate, after the paragraph on the Minor in Mathematics, insert the following: 

Revised B. A. Program in Mathematics - Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of this new 
program. The motion was seconded and passed. 

On page 230, change the credit hour distribution in Eng 379 Film II to "3(2-2)" 

CHAIRMAN'S REPORT 

The Policy Subcommittee has recommended the formation of an ad hoc joint committee 
made up of members from UAAC, Student Affairs, and Faculty Affairs to consider a policy 
regarding voting studenfrepresentation 1n all departments. This committee is now being 
organized and the UAAC representatives will be Bill Rueckert and Bob Foreman. 

CURRICULUM SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT 

Mr. Clausz moved that Dan 100, Dan 101, Dan 201 and Dan 301 be postponed for dis
cussion until after Mat 188. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Ora 232 Stage Costume I and Ora 332 Stage Costume II - Mr. Clausz recommended 
deletion of these two courses with the understanding that they would be replaced by 
Ora 334, Ora 234, and Ora 235. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Ora 334 Costume Design, Ora 234 Costume History and Ora 235 Costume Construction -
Mr. Clausz informed the committee the title for Ora 234 has been changed to "Costume 
History for the Stage" and the course number for Ora 235 has been changed to 335. He 
moved acceptance of these three courses with the above changes. The motion was seconded 
and passed. 

MSc 388 Exp/A General Systems Approach to Organizational Communication - Mr. Clausz 
informed the committee the course title has been changed to 11A General Systems Approach to 
Organizational Processes." Certain editorial changes were suggested by Mr. Sanders and 
accepted by Mr. Goetzinger. Mr. Howard asked if this was to be offered as an elective or 
as part of one of the options within the Management Science Degree Program. Mr. Goetzinger 
replied that Dr. Martin will offer it ·as an experimental elective but possibly that may 
be changed in the future. Mr. Rutherford questioned whether the ninth topic in the 
description of the course content, under section IC of the course proposal, is too broad. 
Mr. Goetzinger agreed that it might be, and the topic was stricken from the proposal. 
The motion to accept this course was passed. 

Phi 200 Our Platonic Heritage - Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of this course. The 
motion was seconded. Mr. Sanders questioned whether the course description implied that 
Platonic thought was the only source from which our intellectual and cultural foundations 
stem. Mr. Soffer replied that it did not. The motion was passed. 

Minor in Mathematics - Mr. Clausz recommended acceptance of this program with the 
following revisions of the credit distribution: 1) Mat 221 or Mat 231; 2) Mat 222; and 
3} Four courses from Mat 223, Mat 233 and the 300-level electives. The motion was secon
ded and passed. 

Revised B. A. in Mathematics - Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of this program with the 
fallowing editorial changes: In section 1-C, the phrase "Math related courses, taken 
under advisement" should appear after the word .. following... At the bottom of the program 
description the sentence ••some of these courses have extensive prerequisites" should be 
added. The motion was seconded and passed. 
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Mat 188 Exp/Basic Mathematics for Statistics - Mr. Clausz moved acceptance of 
this course. The motion was seconded. Mr. Howard asked if this course was to serve 
as an alternative to Mat 217 Mathematical Analysis for Economics and Management Science? 
Mr. Towsley replied that ft was not; the content of Mat 188 will be geared for a lower 
level. Mr. Clausz added that this course is designed to enable a student to function 
successfully in a statistics course. The motion was passed. 

Mr. Clausz moved to table Dan 100, 101, 201 and 301 until some unresolved questions 
concerning these courses are answered. The motion was seconded and passed. 

POLICY SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT 

Mr. Cox stated the following: 

"The Policy Subcommittee Chainnan•s report today is lengthy and unless there is 
overwhelming demand to the contrary, the report will not be read. Instead I will briefly 
indicate its two main components and commend to your attendance, I mean, to your atten
tion, the full report as it will ~ppear in the UAAC minutes this Friday (pp. 242-245) 
of the Faculty Senate). The first part of the report is a post-mortem on Senate's defeat 
of UAAC's PROPOSED ATTENDANCE POLICY REVISION as printed on pp. 226-227 of the Faculty 
Senate , and as amended on the Senate floor. The second, and almost microscopically 
sma11 portion of the report is undoubtedly more important. It announces the decision of 
the Policy Subcommittee to carry out its commitment to take some important initiatives 
for the sake of fundamental improvement of academic affairs at the College. Specifically, 
since the Committee judged at its last meeting that no single factor is now of more urgent 
importance than the selection of the next President of the College, the Committee has 
decided to give concerted thought to the question as to the qualifications to be given 
highest priority in the selection procedure. Accordingly, the Policy Subcommittee urges 
all interested parties to submit suggestions to its Chairman promptly. These will be 
be considered. The Policy Subcommittee will then communicate with the Advisory Committee 
which will include, I am told, ten members (four of whom are to be teaching faculty). 
The Policy Subcommittee will also communicate with the College Council's Selection . 
Committee on the same subject. Do participate by m~king your ideas known to the Pol1cy 
Subcommittee soon, for the procedures are already under w~y." 

Ms. Ruddy asked how the members of the Committee on Administrative Appointments are 
selected? Mr. Calahan replied that the stipulations for the selection of the members ~f 
this committee appear in the By-Laws of the Faculty Constitution on p. 18 at the e~d o 
the College Handbook. Ms. Ruddy then asked what the composition of the committee 1s t~1 be? Mr. Sells answered by saying the members will span the ranks of the faculty as we 
as the academic areas of the college. 

OLD BUSINESS - None. 

NEW BUSINESS - None. 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:31 p.m. 
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POLICY SUBCOMMITTEE CHAIRMAN 1S FINAL REPORT ON ATTENDANCE POLICY. Feb. 27. 1979 

There were some errors in Ms. Arlene Gogel's article on attendance policy in the 
February 23 Lamron. Those errors of omission and commission could have been very easily 
avoided by any Lamron reporter who had simply asked to speak with me on the subject. 

The picture caption suggests two false propositions: 1) that Senate defeated a 
mandatory college attendance policy. This refrain was iterated and reiterated by the 
editoria . 2) that the policy presented in and defeated by Senate was ~policy. About 
the second of these: I "did move, for first reading, the policy which Senate defeated. 
But that policy was not mine; it was UAAC's. The Chairperson of UAAC would normally 
move such a proposal in Senate. But Mrs. Edgar judged it inappropriate to move that 
proposal, at least in part because she had favored none of the proposed changes from the 
present college attendance policy {of the sorts represented by Senate's Spring '78 
proposal, or the Policy Subcommittee's Jan. 29 PROPOSED ATTENDANCE POLICY REVISION which 
appears on page 198 of the Faculty Senate). Of the proposals that have thus far emerged, 
it is the last which I'd call mine, but only because it is what I judge best, not because 
I wrote it; I didn't. Senate did not defeat "my policy". 

Nor did Senate defeat a mandatory attendance policy. The claim that it did is so 
obviously false that to print it is irresponsible and to believe it would be regrettable. 
It might be politically expedient for student representatives to be perceived by the 
student body as effective leaders who saved us from those power grasping faculty who want 
to mandate attendance. Expedient, perhaps, but contrary to fact, certainly. 

A mandatory attendance policy for the college would be a requirement upon students 
to attend classes, a requirement originating from some source that can provide enforcement 
of the requirement, whether the source be instructors, administrators, or students them
selves. It's a sort of "attend or else" arrangement. There are many shades of strictness 
in such policies (which many colleges presently have). Their strictness varies with: 
1) the number of cuts allowed before unwanted consequences are brought to bear; 2) the 
severity of those consequences; and 3) the kinds of excuses allowed. Although there is 
no sharp line to be drawn between mandatory and non-mandatory attendance policies, there 
are clear examples of each. And by no means can anyone wittingly call what Senate voted 
down on Feb. 20 a mandatory attendance policy; it's not even a borderline case. Yet the 
editorial tells us that Senate opposed UAAC 1 s proposal because it was a mandatory atten
dance policy. This is very dubious indeed. 

What was the policy which Senate defeated? {The lamron didn't tell you.) It con-
sisted 1n the following eight points: . 

1) Individual faculty members have the right to establish policies that relate to atten-
dance in their courses. 

2) Faculty members must publish these in the course syllabi. 
3) Students should familiarize themselves with the policies. 
4~ Students are advised to act in the light of those policies. 
5) Students are presented with an appeal procedure to cope with cases in which an instruc

tor establishes an immorally harsh or educationally counterproductive attendance 
policy in a course in which those students are enrolled. (The appeal procedure could 
easily have been strengthened in UAAC or in Senate, but the time had to be spent on 
Mr. Casler's proposed centralized screening of attendance policies. The appeal pro
cedure could have incorporated a provision to allow students in an appeal procedure 
to sel~ct a willing faculty spokesman to work with them; faculty want to eliminate 
crank policies too.) 

So far these are the essential points of the Policy Subcommittee's Pro*osed Atten
dance Policy Revision (p. 198, Faculty Senate). But before Senate acted, U AC, bowing to 
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pressure from some students, faculty both on and off of UAAC, and some administrators, 
added: 6) Instructors must publish their attendance policies and their course syllabi 
months ahead of the semester, at pre-registration. and 7) Departments (not, as Ms. Gogol 
claimed, UAAC) must review each instructor's attendance policies prior to implementation. 
Senate then amended to the (ludicrous) effect that: 8) only attendance policies would be 
required to be posted by pre-registration. That package, points 1 - 8, is what Senate 
defeated. 

l 
I 

In the Spring of 1978, less than a year ago, Senate passed by an overwhelming majorit · 
an attendance policy which incorporates points 1 - 4 above. And this year no one has 
opposed adding the fifth point, namely an appeal procedure for students who are victims 
of a possible crank attendance policy that is immorally harsh, or educationally counter
productive. Senate, according to the record, favors the first five points; that strongly , 
suggests that Senate would have favored the Policy Subcommittee's proposal (t. 198). Why 
did Senate pass 1-4 in the Spring and reject the package of points l - 8 on eb. 20? 
Probably not because there was an appeal procedure. So far as the explanation is based 
on the data, it would seem that it was largely because of points 6 - .8, all of which were 
amendments tacked on in either UAAC or Senate. Points 6 and 7 are·regarded by many 
faculty as a case of bending over backwards, at considerable cost to themselves, in the 
direction of paternalistic over-protection of students from the occasional crank with aA 
indefensible attendance policy. And point 8 would have encouraged the absurd scenario 
of students choosing courses on the basis of posted attendance policies, with nothing 
else posted. 

Ironically, students could have swung the balance easily in Senate and enacted 
(subject to the President's signature) a policy which would have given to students what 
may well be unparalleled powers among the four-year colleges in SUNY. Ms. DuBois thought 
ft was a good policy as far as students' interests are concerned; but the student bloc 
vote was in opposition to UAAC's policy, on grounds of its being more repressive than 
the Senate's Spring '78 Proposal, more repressive than the existing policy, and full of 
loolholes that would work against students' interests. Student representatives seem 
rea ly to have believed these things, despite the Committee's publications which no one 
has faulted for errors of fact, meaning, inference or relevance. Students may choose to 
reflect on the question: who was it that voted in the students' best interests, Ms. 
DuBois or the bloc vote led by Mr. Foreman? 

There have to be attendance policies in college courses, since there inevitably are . 
some ractices or others that are answers to such uestions as 1) Will makeup tests be 
g ven w en stu ents are absent without an excuse? What about when it is an excused 
absence? If not, how is the course grade affected? 2) Will papers be accepted when sub· 
mitted late as a result of unexcused absence on the date the work was assigned? On the 
date the paper was due? If so, how, if at all, will grades be affected? 3) Will a zero 
for class participation be assigned on those days when a student rioes not participate in 
any form because he or she cuts class? 

The only alternative to there being practices on these matters (and hence eolicies, 
whether published or not) is capricious, impulsive, case-by-case intuitions, wh1ch 
inevitably bring with them differential treatment of similar cases, and identical treat
ment of relevantly different cases. That is a decent definition of irrationality. In 
conduct it fs known as injustice. Justice and rationality then require that there be 
policies regarding attendance in courses. 

The main reason for contending that it is the right of individual faculty members 
to establish the attendance policies in their courses is that these are the people who 
are in the best position to judge what policies are appropriate to their own teaching 
situations. Their judgment will sometimes be wrong (but so will any individual ' s or 
committee's judgment). But the faculty member can see such mistakes sooner and correct 
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them more readily than any other possible agent. This seems enough to show that it is 
the right of faculty members to establish course·, attendance policies. 

It may not really matter in this debate whether faculty members have the ri~ht to 
establish course attendance policies: the existing policy does not deny this. {It merely 
pnJhibits grading on mere bodily presence or absence.) Contrary to my belief of last 
autumn (and widespread'-Taculty opinion until the last week or so), the existing college 
attendance olic is reall no infrin ement on the freedom of facult • Neither OAAC's 
proposal, nor the Subcommittees ro osal o1nts - 5 , nor the Senate's proposal of 
Spring 1978 would g ve any new power to facu ty. R ght now, while remaining in full 
accord with the existing college policy, instructors can operate on a scheme that has the 
same concrete effect as "4 or 5 cuts, and your grade drops a notch." (Remember, the 
Senate has already passed that one.) Under the existing policy, instructors can proceed 

if they simply choose to do so -- on a basis such as: "4 or 5 zeros in class partici
pation, and your grade drops a notch; non-attendance is sufficient evidence of zero par
ticipation." Now who could, without subscribing to a self-contradictory statement, deny 
that that would be a highly reliable and valid test? We are not talking about punishing 
and penalizing students. As in the case of a flunked test, or quiz missed because of a 
cut, we are talking about what the grade represents. 

The upshot is that faculty who want to mandate attendance are free to do so now. All 
they have to do is count class parti~tion very heavily, and count any form of class 
participation -- including wakeful receptiveness to whatever is being presented, but not 
mere bodily presence. By the existing policy, faculty are not even requested to publish 
their answers to course attendance policy questions. There is no policy requirement that 
all the details of the class participation component of the grade be published. By the 
existing policy there is no right of appeal if a crank lowers an outrageous attendance 
policy upon his or her students. The existing policy has no procedure by which attendance 
policies would be screened prior to implementation (and that is just as well). The . 
existing college policy provides no protection from mandatory course attendance polfc1es, 
let alone outrageous ones. 

And, as is too often forgotten: the existing pol icy does state "Each student 
is expected to complete satisfactorily all requirements of courses in which registered." 
Who establishes those requirements? Who makes the judgments as to degrees of satisfactori
ness of completion? 

Mr. Willey, who told the Senate that he "like(s) the existing policy" at least partly 
because "it encourages resourcefulness" was absolutely correct when he said "We do not 
need a new policy." There is little doubt as to the truth of that statement. There 
should be no doubt, either, that that fact is of dubious relevance for anyone trying to 
decide which of the possible policies thus far presented is better. Neither UAAC's 
proposal (nor Senate's Spring 78 proposal; nor the Subcommittee's proposal,-- points 
1 - 5 above, p. 198 of the Faculty Senate) would give to faculty any power they don't 
already have at their disposal. More and more of them are beginning to see that. 

I doubt seriously that the student representatives can dispute these claims. If the 
claims are false, I'd like to know it. 

There were some faculty, as is well known through the public vote, who sided, in 
effect, with the factually unjustif1ed student antipathy towards any change in the 
existing policy. Of these, some had the courage to voice their reasons publicly. I 
respect thP-m for that. Others found it prudent in a public vote to side with students 
while remaining silent in the debate so as not to offend any more faculty members than 
necessary. There may well have been some expediency votes, in view of personal, 
political, and professional ambitions • . To argue for a position would have been risky. 
But in a rational community, respect is learned by forthright participation in rational 
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debate concerning policies. In a rational community, not to argue forthrightly on such 
a matter, but to vote anyway -- and publicly, would be a far more risky course. 

"Well the students won and their representatives have been celebrating." Second 
thoughts may mar the celebration. The Subcommittee lost. But we made a commitment to 
take up important initiatives after completing our attendance policy review. We intend 
to recommend to the Presidential Advisory Committee and the Selection Committee the 
criteria we believe should be weighted most heavily. Send us your suggestions. 

Gary Cox, Prof. Philosophy 
UAAC Policy Subcommittee Chairman 



UAAC COURSE DELETIONS 

Ora 232 Stage Costume I 

Dra 332 Stage Costume II 

NEW COURSES 

Dra 234 Costume History for the Stage 
An historical survey of costumes from Greek to Modern. 3(3-0) 
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[initially offered Fall 1978 as an Experimental course (Dra 288); see Faculty 
Senate, pp. 58,60; now being presented as a permanent course offering] 

Dra 635 Costume Construction 
The study, application and execution of costume construction techniques. 3(2-2) 
[initially offered in Fall 1978 as an Experimental course (Ora 289); see Faculty 
Senate, pp. 58,60; now being presented as a permanent course offering] 

Ora 334 Costume Design 
A study in costume design for the contemporary theatre. The translation of 
specific design problems into finished design renderings. Special emphasis is 
placed on the relationship between the text of the play and the design concept. 
Prerequisites : Dra 100, Ora 131, or permission of the instructor. 3(2-2) 

MSc 388 Exp/A General Systems Approach to Organizational Processes 
A careful blend of theory and practice to further the students' understanding 
of general systems theory, modern organizational processes, and the delicate 
balance between them in today's complex world. Students will be introduced to 
both theoretical considerations and practical problems. Prerequisite: Junior or 
Senior standing. 3(3-0) 

Phi 200 Our Platonic Heritage 
An introduction, through reading and discussion, to the ideas of Plato which 
serve as the intellectual and cultural foundations of our civilization: such 
as the Socratic Method and character; the Nature and Activity of the Soul; 
Knowledge and the Ideas; Education in the Ideal State, and God, Creation, and 
the Good. Selected dialogues will be read and discussed. No prerequisites. 3(3-0) 

Mat 188 Exp/Basic Mathematics for Statistics 
Designed for the student who must take a statistics course to satisfy the require
ment of his major, but is lacking the needed algebraic and arithmetic prerequisites . 
The course covers these basic prerequisites in algebra and arithmetic, introduces 
those parts of mathematics particularly useful in statistics, and begins a study 
of the basic statistical concepts. Prerequisites: course is closed to all students 
who have successfully completed a college math course. Registration is by per
mission of the Mathematics Department. 3(3-0) 

NEW PROGRAM , Revisited 

Minor in Mathematics 
The proposal on page 232 of the Faculty Senate should be revised to read: 

A minor in Mathematics shall consist of six courses in Mathematics to include: 
1) Mat 221 or Mat 231 
2) Mat 222 
3) Four courses from: Mat 223, Mat 233, and the 300-level Mathematics electives. 

REVISED PROGRAM, Revisited 

Revised B.A. in Mathematics - the proposal on p. 228 of FSB should be revised: 
line I.C. should read: 

C. One course from the following Mathematics-related courses, taken under 
advisement**: 

and the following should be inserted after *See Certification Programs. 
**(Some of these courses have extensive prerequisites.) 
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Chairman Deutsch called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. The following were 
Present: P. Alley, J. Deutsch, M. Finke, G. Giachino, B. Godsave, G. Goedel, 
D. Harke, J. Harsh, K. McGowan, N. Schiavetti and J. Hogan (guest) . 

The agenda were adopted without discussion. 

The minutes of meeting No. 5 were approved as printed on page 233 of the Faculty 
Senate. 

Dean Harke had no report. 

Chairman Deutsch announced that the history department had voted to withdraw course 
proposals for His 463, His 464 and His 465 until they have the opportunity to 
consider the graduate offering as a whole. 

The motion to delete ESE 470, Language for Special Needs Children, was approved. 

NHJ COURSES 

ESE 530 Educational Implications of Anatomy and Physiology of the Eye 
ESE 531 Adaptive Skills and Behaviors for the Visually Impaired 
ESE 535 Reading and Writing Literary Braille 
ESE 536 Educational Techniques for Developing Braille Skills 
ESE 537 Language and Communication Skills for the Visually Impaired 
ESE 538 Techniques and Materials for Education of the Visually Impaired 
ESE 539 Internship in Education of the Visually Impaired. 

The above courses had been received at the previous meeting. Action on the courses 
had been postponed until the prerequisites were clarified. The motion to approve 
the courses as revised carried. 

SpH 587 Graduate Internship in Communication Disorders. Discussion regarding the 
number of credit hours received per activity hour ensued. It was decided that 
form Q should read 6 credit hours with lecture and activity hours left blank, and that 
the catalogue description should simply read 6 hours. This is in accord with past 
practice for such courses . The motion to approve the course as modified passed. 

REVISED COURSES 

SpH 585 Advanced Clinical Practicum in Speech Pathology I 
SpH 586 Advanced Clinical Practicum in Audiology 

After a few minor editorial changes the motion to approve the above revised courses I 
carried. 

REVISED PROGRAMS I 
M.A. in Speech Pathology and Audiology -- Approved . 
M.S. in Education- Reading (K-12). The minor revision to their previously . 

passed program was approved. Mr. Deutsch will present this program for second read1n9 
as amended. 

M.S. in Elementary Education 
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M.S. in Secondary Education 

After some discussion about the advantages of receiving letter grades, including 
the fact that the students wanted this change, the change in grading policy for 
the last two programs was approved. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 4:25. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Gary G. Giachino 
Secretary Pro tern. 
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Present were: D. Innis, Chairperson; D. Bradford, R. Covill, W. Derby, K. Duffy, 
W. Harding, J. Meyer, R. Smith, M. Wortman, R. Reilly, J. Kimball. 

The Committee discussed whether or not departmental criteria should be added to Form I. 
There was general agreement that there should be a more direct correlation between Forms 
H and I. Mr. Derby said that departmental material should be added, otherwise adminis
tration will add their own criteria. Ms. Meyer said administration should hear from 
departments about their future plans. Mr. Harding said that information not on Forms H 
and I is available from faculty members• files. The question of whether departmental 
criteria be added to Form I, was tabled. 

Second agenda item, a proposal from Education Division to revise ARTICLE THREE of the 
Constitution to require Faculty Personnel Committee to report back to the Departmental 
Committee, was discussed. Ms. Duffy said that the Departmental Committee should have 
opportunity to consult with Faculty Personnel Committee to permit departmental questions, 
and that perhaps chairpersons of department committees could meet with Faculty Personnel 
Committee. Ms. Meyer said that when Faculty Personnel Committee needs information, they 
go back to the departments for it and there was no point in requiring personnel committee 
to meet with faculty committee. M. Wortman said that it was unfair for one committee fr~ 
one department to provide more information than appears on the form, to the campus-wide 
personnel committee. 

Committee decided to ask members of the Education Division for clarification on their 
rationale for revision of the constitution. 

Chairman Innis read requests from R. Foreman and S. Edgar concerning the formation of a 
sub-committee being formed to evaluate the benefit of student representation on all 
faculty committees within departments, with provision for student represenatives to have 
full voting privileges on all committees. Subc~mmittee is to be made up of two repre
sentatives each, from UAAC, Student Affairs and Faculty Affairs and that one of the two, 
in each case be a student. It was moved and seconded that: 

The sub-committee (proposed) be reconstituted as it is not repre
sentative of Faculty Senate, does not have a 1:3 ratio (student 
to faculty) and any recommendations by the sub-committee would 
likely be voted down by the full Senate, thus wasting much time. 

Resolution passed. 

Ms. Covill said that enthusiastic student representation on departmental committees is 
lacking. Mr. Wortman suggested that Mr. Foreman's request for consideration of this 
matter be dealt with only by the Student Affairs Committee and the Faculty Affairs 
Committee. Faculty Affairs Committee will not participate in the proposed sub-committee · 
because origin and intent of the sub-committee is unclear. 

Discussion of mechanism for choosing President MacVittie's successor: Discussion of 
whether or not there is su{ficient faculty input in final decision of who is new 
president. Mr. Derby said that it i; State Education law that College Council recommends 
one candidate to the Chancellor, and the Chancellor makes one recommendation to SUNY 
Trustees. Concern was expressed that advertisement for new president had not yet 
appeared and the longer it takes for ad to appear, the more limited the choice of 
candidates is likely to be. 

I 



Minutes of previous meeting were approved. 

Meeting was adjourned at 5:10 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Roger Smith 
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REPORT OF THE UNIVERSITY FACULTY SENATOR, MEETING HELD IN ALBANY, FEBRUARY 2-3, 1979 
(Please refer to the summary printed on pp. 212-213) 

I. Chancellor's Report - Commenting on the proposed 1979-80 Executive Budget, 
Chancellor Wharton stated that SUNY fared better than all other state institutions 
except the Department of Corrections, and that we can live with the budget. The 
Chancellor discussed the implications of the proposed tuition increase, and said 
that it would be possible for the hike to lead to a decline in enrollment by 1500 
students. which could thus lower revenues. 

In a discussion of enrollment, Chancellor Wharton emphasized that SUNY's main probl~ 
is still the retention rate. He felt that a reduction in tuition could increase 
enrollment, especially of part-time students, but added that such a move would 
involve considerable risks since a failure to increase enrollment in this way could 
lead to retrenchments and other major cuts. 

Chancellor Wharton responded to the resolutions passed at the November 3-4 meeting. 
Regarding the Resolution on improving the dissemination of University Pol1c1es 
enunciated by the Chancellor in response to University Senate resolutions (p. 115, 
#3), Chancellor Wharton requested that the Executive Committee of the University 
Senate assume responsibility ·for monitoring the implementation of the resolution. 
Re9arding the initiation of a dialogue with AAUP over their vote of censure (p. 115, 
#9), Chancellor Wharton stated that their censure of SUNY is based on their disap~ 
proval of the contract's provisions on retrenchment. There are legal restraints 
which stipulate that such provisions can be discussed only through collective 
negotiation; therefore, the Chancellor is unable to discuss the matter with AAUP. 

A copy of Chancellor Wharton's January 23 memorandum to the Board of Trustees, 
"Key Considerations, SUNY Budget 1979/80," is available in the Senate office. 

II. SUNY Budget Summary - Several crucial areas were not funded, including equipment 
replacement and library improvement. Also, $1.5 million was requested to offset 
the increase in the federal minimum wage, but no funds were provided for this 
purpose. 

III. University Faculty Senate President's Report - The president reported on the 
meeting of the Board of Trustees. Also, there are two new chairpersons of the 
Legislature's Committee on Higher Education: Kenneth LaValle in the Senate, and 
Mark Siegel in the Assembly. 

IV~ Committee Reports -

1. Executive Committee - In response to Chancellor Wharton's responses to the 
Resolutions passed at the November meeting, the Committee said that they would 
be happy to monitor the implementation of the resolution on improved communi~ ,. 
cation. They understand the legal restraints which prevent the Chancellor from 
initiating a dialogue with AAUP, and feel that the University Senate should 
take responsibility for this matter since they do not face these restraints. 

3. Fair Employment Practices Committee - has put together a proposed model of 
membership and charges. 

4. University Planning Committee - expressed the feeling that it is desirable 
to have a joint CUNY/SUNY statement in the 1980 Master Plan. 

r 
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5. Graduate Program Committee - is discussing minority student access to 
graduate programs, and the importance of keeping stipends for teaching 
assistants and graduate assistants competitive with those offered by out-of
state institutions. 

6. International Education Committee - There was further discussion of the 
resolution calling for the suspension of the exchange agreement between SUNY 
and Moscow University until Dr. Irina Bralousky is granted an exit visa or has 
access to Russian laboratory facilities restored to her. The Committee has 
asked Senator Edward Kennedy to assist Dr. Bralousky in her attempts to obtain 
an exit visa. 

12. Library Resources Committee - reported on ongoing surveys on library service 
to the handicapped and practices regarding fees and charges in SUNY libraries. 

VI. Report from Patricia Kerr Ross, Director, University-Wide Programs in the Arts -
There is a need for ideas for exhibits for the art gallery in the University Plaza. 
Also, poetry readings by SUNY poets will be scheduled. Those interested should 
contact Ms. Ross. 


