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STATC UNIIICRSITY COLLCCC AT CCNC S£0, N.Y. 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
APRIL 10, 1979 
MEETING NO. 25 

April 13, 1979 

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

The minutes of the April 3, 1979 meeting were approved as printed on pp. 294-295. 

CHAIRMAN•s REPORT 

Nominations are now being solicited for the 1979 Richard Roark Award. Nominations, 
including a brief biographical sketch of the candidate, should be forwarded to James 
Scatterday, Chairman of the 1979 Roark Award Committee, by April 30, 1979. The other 
members of this committee are Steve Gold, Betsy Brauer, Sue Roark-Calnek, and George 
Gregory. 

The following documents are available in the Faculty Senate Office: 1) The 
Regents 1978 Progress Report, 2) a memorandum on the Freedom of Information Law VI, 
which lists several regulations that have been amended, 3) a memorandum on . t~e proposed 
honors scholarships and honors college, which would be made up of well-qual1f1ed students 
taught by distinguished teaching professors. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - No report. 

GAAC - Mr. Deutsch pointed out that the second reading of the revised programs 
printed on pp. 262-263 appears twice on the agenda for today•s Senate meeting. He 
also recommended that the agenda item 11 Workshop Approval .. (p . 310) be changed to 
11Workshops Approved, .. since workshops do not require a Senate vote. GAAC will 
present the workshops only for informational purposes. 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - At today•s Senate meeting, the Committee will propose an amend
ment to Form H and a policy on student representation. The Student Representation 
Policy 1s slightly different from the version passed by the Student Affairs Committee. 
Mr. Rocha stated that the Student Affairs Committee accepts the version proposed 
by Faculty Affairs and would like to see it presented jointly. Mr. Pray noted that 
Mr. Strang suggested an editorial change from 11 0ne student per 4 faculty members .. 
to 11 one student per 4 voting faculty members ... 

Mr. Deutsch pointed out that the proposed policy fails to address several issues: 
whether students should serve on committees that consider students for admissions 
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or awards, how representation should be determined in departments that do not 
offer a major, whether graduate students will be represented, and the problem 
of determining the number of student representatives when the number of voting 
faculty members is not a multiple of four. Mr. Deutsch distributed copies of a 
substitute motion designed to remedy some of the problems of the original proposal. 

Several members of the Committee felt that the ranges set up in Mr. Deutsch's 
proposal were significantly different from the 1 to 4 ratio of the original proposal, 
and it was added that students were strongly in favor of the 1 to 4 ratio. Mr . ., 
Deutsch felt that the number of student representatives would still average one for 
every four faculty members. Several people also questioned the need to express 
the representation formula in terms of range rather than ratio. Mr. Deutsch felt 
that ranges would eliminate the problem of determining the number of student repre
sentatives when the number of faculty is not a multiple of four. The Executive 
Committee recommended some minor changes in wording and the ranges originally 
proposed. Mr. Moore moved that the Executive Committee endorse Mr. Deutsch's pro
posed policy as amended. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Chairman Watt distributed copies of Mr. Calahan's Version III of the procedures 
for the review of performance of faculty members holding continuing appointments, 
which incorporates suggestions made by the Faculty Affairs Committee. Further dis
cussion of this matter was postponed until April 17. 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - No report. 

BUDGET - No report. 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - No report. 

CENTRAL COUNCIL CHAIRMAN - No report. 

NEW BUSINESS 

Chairman Watt reported that Bill Cotton has asked him whether it would be appropriat, 
for UUP to help the Faculty Senate with the annual retirement tea. The consensus of the 
Executive Committee was that this would be acceptable, and Chairman Watt will contact I 
Mr. Cotton. 

1 The meeting was adjourned at 2:18 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Judith Bushnell, Secretary 

FACULTY SENATE 
APRIL 10, 1979 
MEETING NO • 8 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Watt at 4:07 p.m. With reference to the 
agenda printed on pp. 308-310, Chairman Watt pointed out that the Senate agreed at its 
March 13 meeting that the agenda for this meeting should include a motion to rescind the 
attendance policy passed in Spring, 1978. This motion does not appear on the agenda 
because President MacVittie has written to the Chairman to clarify his view on the issue. 
The President sees the attendance policy rejected by the Senate at its February 20, 1979 
meeting as a substitute for the policy passed in Spring, 1978, so further action on the 
1978 policy is unnecessary. 
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Chairman Watt pointed out the following editorial changes in the agenda: 1) in GAAC's 
report, the second appearance of the second reading of the revised programs printed on 
pp. 262-263 should be deleted, 2) on p. 310, the heading "Workshop Approval" should be 
changed to "Workshops Approved," 3) the Faculty Affairs Committee's report should . 
consist of two separate items headed "Amendment to Form H, 1st Reading," and "Student 
Representation Policy, 1st Reading." The agenda was adopted as amended. 

The minutes of the March 13, 1979 meeting were approved as printed on pp. 284-289. 

CHAIRMAN Is REPORT 

The Presidential Search Committees have completed their initial reviews of applica
tions for the Presidency and have moved to the next stage of the screening process. 
Approximately 100 people have applied or were nominated for the position. 

J Nominations are now being solicited for the Richard Roark Award. All nominations 

I should include a short biographical sketch of the candidate and should be forwarded to 
James Scatterday, Chairman of the 1979 Roark Award Committee, by April 30. Steve Gold, 
Betsy Brauer, Sue Roark-Calnek, and George Gregory are also serving on the Committee. 

( All departments are urged to develop courses and course proposals for inclusion 
under the new core so that UAAC and the Senate can act on these proposals early next 
fall. December 1979 is the deadline for approval of courses to be included under the 
new core, which is scheduled for Fall 1980 implementation. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS I UAAC - Mrs • Edgar 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the Revised B.A. in Mathematics printed on 
pp. 228 and 261 . The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the Minor in Mathematics printed on pp. 232 
and 261 . The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the minor in Organizational and Occupational 
Behavior printed on p. 274. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the Revised Programs in Management Science 
printed on p. 274. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mrs . Edgar moved for second reading the Minor Course Revisions printed on 
pp. 274-275. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the Course Deletions printed on p. 275. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the Courses proposed for core credit in 
the Natural Sciences Area Core, printed on p. 275. The motion was seconded and 
passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for second reading the courses proposed for core credit in 
the Critical Reasoning Area Core, printed on p. 275. The motion was seconded and 
passed. 

Mrs. Edgar moved for first reading the Revised Grading Policy printed on p. 
299. The motion was seconded and passed. 
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Mrs. Edgar moved for first reading the Minor in Anthropology printed on p. 299. 
The motion was seconded. Mr. Deutsch asked why the three different tracks of the 
minor vary in the number of 300-level courses required . Ms. Roark-Calnek replied ·I 

that the department tried to make the minor flexible in order to accornnodate students' 
needs, and it was felt that directed studies at the 300-level would help fill this 
need. Mrs. Edgar pointed out that several minors with one 300-level course have 
been approved in the past, and that the suggestion that there be two courses at the 
300-level is a guideline rather than a requirement. The motion was passed. 

Mrs . Edgar moved for first reading the Revised Bachelor of Science in Education ) 
N-6 printed on p. 301. The motion was seconded and passed. 

GAAC - Mr. Deutsch 

Mr. Deutsch moved for second reading the New Courses printed on p. 262. The 
motion was seconded and passed. 

Mr. Deutsch moved for second reading the Revised Courses printed on p. 262. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mr. Deutsch moved for second reading the Revised Programs in Speech Pathology 
and Audiology, Elementary Education, and Secondary Education, printed on pp . 262-
263. The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mr. Deutsch moved for first reading the Revised Courses printed on p. 303. The 
motion was seconded and passed. 

Mr. Deutsch announced that GAAC has approved the Workshops printed on p. 304, 
and that Workshops do not require Senate approval. 

The next GAAC meeting will be held on April 17. 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - Mr. Innis 

Mr. Innis moved for first reading the Amendment to Form H printed on p. 310, 
and he pointed out that it was proposed in response to Mr. Casler's suggestion. 
The motion was seconded and passed. 

Mr. Innis moved for first reading the Student Representation Policy printed on 
p. 310. The motion was seconded. 

Mr. Deutsch noted that the proposed policy fails to address the following issues:[ 
whether students should serve on committees that consider students for admissions or l 
awards, how representation should be detenmined in departments that do not offer a 
major, whether graduate students will be represented, the qualifications of students,. 
and the problem of determining the number of student representatives when the numb~r ( 
of voting faculty members is not a multiple of four. Mr. Deutsch moved the followln9

1

. 
policy: 

DEPARTMENT~U STUDENT REPRESENTATION POLICY 

All departments shall permit student representatives, with full voting 
privilege~ to serve on all departmental committees including the committee 
of the whole, except those committees dealing with recruitment, tenure, 
discretionary salary increase~and those concerned with evaluation of 
students or prospective students. Student representatives, if any, on 
these committees excluded above shall be set forth by each individual 

leleleleleleletlepartment constitution. Students shall be represented on all depart-
" 

I 



Page 315 

mental committees, except those excluded above, according to the follow
ing formula: 

1 student per 3 - 6 voting faculty 
2 students per 7 - 10 voting faculty 
3 students per 11 - 14 voting faculty 
4 students per 15 - 18 voting faculty 
5 students per 19 - 22 voting faculty 
etc. 

Students serving as representatives on departmental committees shall be 
majors of the department in good academic standing, elected by the 
majors of the department or an organization which represents the students 
in the department, division, school or program. 

*rf a department or program does not offer a major, the student represen
tatives shall be minors of that department elected by his peer group of 
minors. Majors of a department shall be interpreted so as to include 
graduate students of those departments which offer graduate degree programs. 

The motion was seconded. As a point of information, Mr. Innis stated that the 
Faculty Affairs and Student Affairs Committees passed two separate policies, and 
Mr. Deutsch's proposal is a third policy. 

Mr. Godsave expressed concern over the ratio of one student per four faculty 
members and spoke in favor of a one man - one vote formula for majors . Mr. Rocha 
pointed out that the one to four ratio was acceptable to the students and seemed 
to be a formula that would be acceptable to the majority of departments. Ms. Roark
Calnek felt that one to four was an acceptable minimal r~tio, but she favored amending 
the policy so that departments that wanted to have more student representatives 
could do so. 

Mr. Innis offered to withdraw his original motion so that Mr. Deutsch's motion 
could be considered as th~ sole motion, and his second agreed. 

Mr. Strang recoiT1llended as an editorial change the addition of the words "at 
least" before the numbers of student representatives. Mr. Deutsch and his second 
agreed to the change. In response to a question, Mr. Deutsch said that the number 
of student representatives applied both to individual committees and to the depart
ment, which is "the coll1Tlittee of the whole." Mr. Casler recommended as an editorial 
change that the word "his" in the footnote be changed to "their." Mr. Deutsch and 
his second agreed to the change. 

Mr. Casler moved that the beginning of the policy be amended to read as follows: 
"All departments shall permit student representatives, with full voting privileges, 
to serve on all departmental committees including the committee of the whole, 
according to the following formula." The motion was seconded. 

Mr. Innis spoke against the amendment, and pointed out that the Faculty Affairs 
Committee was opposed to having students serve on personnel committees since they 
felt that this could have a destructive effect on faculty morale. Mr. Rocha said 
that the Student Affairs Committee would favor having students serve on all commit
tees, and he added that there have been students on personnel committees and that 
he had no knowledge of any problems caused by this. Mr. Rueckert pointed out that 
the policy as amended would run counter to several departments' constitutions, and 
he questioned the Senate's power to pass such a policy. Mr. Alley spoke against 
the amendment, adding that many departmental committees discuss confidential 
matters and that the presence of student representatives would be inappropriate 
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in such cases. Mr. Harding pointed out that several departments do not even allow 
non-tenured faculty members to serve on their personnel committees. Ms. Ruddy 
spoke in favor of the amendment, and cited the excellent performance of student 
committee members in the past. Mr. Brennan felt that the C.I.E. gives the students 
input into personnel decisions, and he spoke against mixing faculty and student 
input by adding student representatives to personnel committees. He added that 
student and faculty opinion are both important, but that they are most useful when 
kept separate. Mr. Casler felt that personnel committees are the most important 
committees, and that st~dents should not be excluded from them. Mr. Cox asked 
whether the policy as originally proposed would preclude the possibility of students 
serving on personnel committees, and Mr. Deutsch replied that the original policy 
would leave this type of representation to the discretion of the individual depart
ments, rather than mandating a uniform approach. The question was called, and the 
motion to end debate was seconded and passed. Mr. Casler's proposed amendment was 
defeated. 

t1r. Strang expressed concern over the phrase 11 a 11 departmenta 1 committees, .. 
since there are committees that might not be of interest to students, and recruit
ing student representatives could then be a problem. Mr. Innis pointed out that 
the words 11 Shall permit" were suggested in order to deal with such cases . Thus, 
departments would allow student representatives but would not require students to 
serve if they did not want to do so. 

In response to a question, Mr. Deutsch said that the policy would allow a 
department to exclude student representatives from department meetings if the 
department were discussing issues brought to it by committees that do not permit 
student representation. Mr. Deutsch also said that the policy does not specify 
whether the students who serve on departmental committees will also serve as repre
sentatives to the committee of the whole. 

Mr. Casler questioned whether the policy adequately addresses the problem of. 
departments that do not offer majors. Mr. Sanders added that the method of elect1ng 
student representatives could be determined by the constitution of each department. 

Mr. Godsave repeated his concern over the student to faculty ratio. Mr. Innis 
pointed out that giving each major one vote would give students the majority of the 
votes. Several people spoke in favor of the one to four ratio: it was felt that . 
this ratio makes it oossible to find enough students interested in serving on comm1t· 
tees, facilitates the scheduling of committee meetings, and presents less of a 
problem with having a quorum in the event of student absenteeism. Mr. Brennan added 
that student participation is desirable, but that faculty organizations such as 
departments are administrative bodies and, as such, should consist mainly of facultY~ 
Mr. Strang pointed out that the previously approved insertion of the words nat least 
would allow individual departments to give one vote to each major if they wanted to 
do so. 

The question was called, and the motion to end debate was seconded and passed. 

The motion to accept the Departmental Student Representation Policy for first 
reading was passed. 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - Mr. Rocha - No report. 

BUDGET - Mr. Pray - No report. 
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UNIVERSITY SENATOR - Mr. Kucaba 

The University Senate will hold its final meeting for the year on April 20-21 in 
Cortland. 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:52 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Judith Bushnell, Secretary 


