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The next meeting of the Faculty Senate fs scheduled for 4 P.M. on 
Tuesday, December 14th fn N 203 (note change fn room). The agenda 
for this meeting 1s printed on page 159 

·. This issue of Faculty Senate consists of pages 158-.:0 175. 
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CALL TO ORDER 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

FACULTY SENATE 
AGENDA 

DECEMBER 14, 1976 
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APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE NOVEMBER 16, 1976 MEETING (pp. 148-149) 

PRESIDENT MACVITTIE 

CHAIRMAN'S REPORT 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - Mr. Watt 

Revised Program - 2nd reading p. 137 

N-6 Elementary Education Certification 

Policy- -2nd reading p. 137 

External sources for departmental evaluations 

Policy Revision- 1st reading p. 175 

Slot courses 

GAAC - Mr . Joshi 

Revised Courses - 2nd reading p. 157 

lib 556 Studies in the Multi-media: Curriculum materials 
Eng 416 Modern Age 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - Mrs. Duffy 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - Mr. Innis 

BUDGET - Mr. Strang 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - Mr. Derby 

OLD BUSINESS 

NEW BUSINESS 

ADJOURNMENT 



EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING 
7 DECEMBER 1976 

MEETING #15 
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The meeting was called to order at 1 p.m. by Chairman Hatheway. Members 
present were W. Brennan, T. Colahan, w. Derby, K. Duffy, D. Innis, 
B. Joshi, A. Reid, D. Strang, D. Trasher, D. Watt. The minutes of 
meetings #13 and #14 were approved as printed. 

VICE-PRESIDENT'S REPORT 

President MacVittie is attending a meeting today and has asked that the 
vice-president once again raise the issue of smoking in the classroom. 
Apparently some faculty are not only condoning smoking in the classroom, 
but are participating. This is a violation of public law and is punish
able as such. Smoking in the library is permitted only in the lounge. 

CHAIRMAN'S REPORT 

Faculty Senate will meet Dec. 14th in Newton 203 at 4 p.m. Items for 
the agenda are due this week. The last Executive Committee meeting of 
the semester will be next week. 

President MacVittie has formally approved all Faculty Senate actions 
taken in November. 

More than 100 faculty and staff have made reservations for the dinner 
at the Big Tree Inn on Dec. lOth. 

The Administrative Council met this morning. One of the items under 
discussion was the capital construction fund. Campus priority items 
include a new electrical distribution loop on the main campus so that 
all buildings don't lose power at the same time; an outdoor track 
facility--Geneseo is the only 4-year unit without such a facility; ~nd 
rehabilitation of Welles--this will be done in stages to keep the d1s
placement of personnel to a minimum. There is no indication of when 
funds might become available. 

President MacVittie has sent a letter to Vice-Chancellor Kelly support
ing the policy proposed by the University Senate that would permit SUNY 
to award honorary degrees. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

~ - Department chairmen will receive a letter from D. Watt and R. 
Lougeay asking for feedback concerning the number of credits that should 
be required outside the student's major department. 

The proposed revision of the CBTE program and the specific course changes 
are items for the agenda for the next Faculty Senate meeting. 

GAAC - Chairman Joshi will be on sabbatical next semester, and c. Bailey 
Wiii assume the duties of chairman of the committee. The committee 
approved the slot course policy received from UAAC. 

The committee is currently debating the graduate admissions standards. 
There are no graduate courses pending before the committee. 
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STUDENT AFFAIRS - The committee has passed a proposed change in the 
constitution that would add students to the Professional Standards and 
Ethics Committee whenever that committee is dealing with academic 
sanctions concerning a student who has been accused of cheating. Of 
primary concern seems to be the possibility of the same degree of penalty 
being imposed for varying degrees of cheating i.e. the same penalty for 
cheating on a ten point quiz as for cheating on a major examination. 
During the ensuing discussion, it was pointed out that such a case has 
never come before the committee. It was also pointed out that the admin
istration lacks the power to force a faculty member to change a grade, 
and that such an action could end up in the courts. Apparently the 
students have no desire to participate in any of the other functions of 
the Professional Standards and Ethics Committee. The Student Affairs 
Committee will discuss this further. 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - The revised form I is now in effect. In answer to ~e 
question raised last week about college policy concerning field trips a~ 
athletic trips, Vice-President Calahan provided the committe~ with copies 
of the policy statements. These are appended to the minutes. 

The committee talked to J. McNally about the CIE instrument now in use 
and was brought up to date on the evolution into its present form. The 
question was raised as to whether it accurately measures effectiveness of 
teaching. Mr. Heitzman, originator of the recent CIE referendum, will 
be asked to meet with the committee. 

BUDGET - Met with Mr. Nickerson and reviewed the proposed 1977-78 bu~get. 
No action was taken. The committee will probably not meet again un~~l . 
next semester. Vice-President Calahan noted that President MacVitt~e 15 

on 24 hr. standby concerning this budget until the middle of the month. 
The Governor submits his budget to the legislature on Jan. 18th. 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - No formal report. Senator Derby met wi~h Harry Pence 
recently and rece1ved the impression that Mr. Pence is less 1nc~ined ~ · 
think a merger is desirable than previously. Mr. Derby's term 1S up . 15 

year, so the spring election will include balloting for a new UniversltY 
Senator. 

There being no old or new business, the committee adjourned at 1:55 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Arch Reid, Secretary 

J 

I 
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FACULTY AFFAIRS 

Minutes of Meeting 

November 30, 1976 

Chairman Innis called the meeting to order at 4:05. 

Present: J. McNally (guest), J. Allan, W. Cotton, 0. Innis, J. Meyer, 
M. Richard, A. Shank, C. Thompson, K. Trainer, M. Yessenow. 
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Or. McNally was invited to speak on CIE. He presented some background. In 
1969 the Student Affairs Committee initiated the move for a course-teacher 
evaluation, with a resultant 31 item hand-tallied instrument. A shorter (23 
item instrument that could be machine-scored emerged the following year (70-71). 

Another committee then accepted the charge of checking the reliability and 
validity of the instrument. It recommended {in Sept. of 1972} to the Senate 
that the use of the instrument be made mandatory. The Senate agreed 37-18. 
Dr. McNally was named administrator of the program. 

The committee, aware of continuous criticism of the instrument, publicized in 
the Lamron and Compass a request for suggestions for revision. There were two 
responses. The instrument was shortened and room was left for optional items. 

There developed a problem in ·communicating results - a delay of two months or 
more. A large booklet resulted, partially distributed to participating facul
ty, department chairmen (for department results) with total results available 

· in Vice President A.A.'s office, Milne Library, Senate office, and the College 
Union. The committee continues to serve and is contemplating revisions in the. 
form. 

Dr. McNally saw the current concern as one of how the instrument is being used. 

QUESTION - Ever contemplated inclusion of summer courses? 

ANSWER - No. Summer School seems to have a different frame of reference. 

COMMENT - Perhaps it should be included. 

COMMENT - One of the main reasons for inviting Dr. McNally was the committee's 
concern about the President's letter relative to the referendum. 
Specifically, there seems to be emphasis by some administrators and 
the Lamron on one or two key items - usually the idem on rating of 
the instructor. If decisions on retention or non-retention are made 
on this basis, an unfair situation results. 

ANSWER - Difficult to make valid comparisons, but all-college norms were de
manded. Average score is 4.1. Can't prohibit comparisons. The 
scores of instructions at extreme ends of the scale seem to be sup
ported by other impressions. 
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• Quarter courses? 

· Not so far. 

· Very few instructors (less than a dozen} who do not participate. 

- ~ colleagues are concerned about the content of these items. 
Nation-wide research has been and is being done. Does Geneseo's 
CIE represent the current state of the art? Some evidence that it 
is not up to this level. 

- There is a great interest in this area . 

-What about establishing student-base lines? There would be more 
respect from the faculty if it were convinced that this was the 
best instrument available. 

- No better instrument has been brought to the committee ' s attention. 

- Should be more psychologists involved on the committee . 

- May be well to use outside resources. 

- Has the instrument fn any of its forms been validated as a measure-
ment of the instructor's teaching effectiveness? 

- No. 

- Over the past five years, has instrument kept pace with the devel-
oping trends in the college? 

- No. We have ordered the forms in quantity and this inhibits changes. 

- Has any thought been made on giving over-all report on the history 
of CIE? Might be helpful to build faculty confidence in the instru
ment . 

- Good idea. 

- Some professors think there are decisions being made on basis of 
small differences, such as· d1fferences of 3.8, 3.9. 4.0. 4.1, etc. 
This is unfair. 

- Could the Faculty Affairs Committee be assured that there will be 
pertinent use. o.f literature and research to bring about a better 
instrument? 

- We welcome suggestions {preferably by January 24} . 
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After discussion on another matter, the committee renewed consideration of CIE. 

COMMENT - The action of the president in rejecting the result of the referen
dum highlights the weakness of the Senate structure as an instru
ment of faculty self-governance. Therefore, I am puzzled as to why 
~e took this action; one possible reason is indicated in his letter 
to Dr. Hatheway: 11 Prior to the establishment of a pol icy by the 
Senate, there was no valid means for obtaining student advice in any 
objective fashion on the matter of the effectiveness of the instruc
tion available to them. n As it is clear that the validity of CIE 
has not been established, it seems that the president has either 
been misinformed or has misunderstood the situation. 

COMMENT - I think the reason can be found in an earlier part of the letter: 
"The nature of the advice which was provided through the referendum 
indicates that there is a division of opinion on CIE, but it does 
not indicate whether the division is based upon the principle of 
evaluation or the instrument and procedures used. I have consulted 
with campus constituents during the past two weeks and I am of the 
opinion that the concern focuses on the processes rather than the 
principle ... 

COMMENT - Perhaps there should be another referendum to clarify the intent 
of the faculty. 

COMMENT - The purpose of this referendum was supposed to give the faculty an 
opportunity to decide on whether or not a mandatort system should 
be imposed. That purpose was obscured by the confusing statements 
issued by Dr. Hatheway as well as by the actual fonn of the ballot. 

COMMENT - A resolution of the problem could be to recognize that the instru
ment can never be validated as a measurement of teaching effective
ness because there are too many uncontrollable variables involved. 
Therefore, make it voluntary rather than mandatory; those who wish 
to use an unvalidated instrument will be free to do so. 

COMMENT - Another resolution would be to call the instrument what 1t really is: 
A Student Opinionnaire on Courses and Instructors. Then the present 
impossible burden on the instrument of measuring teacher effective-
ness would be removed. · 

COMMENT - However, that still wouldn't solve the problem of misuse of the re
sults. 

COMMENT - Not necessarily. A student opinionnaire would be of limited use in 
such decisions as tenure. 

COMMENT - What does CIE cost? Why not have the student organization assume 
the cost of this program? It has plenty of money while the univer
sity is too poor to grant salary raises. 
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The discussion terminated with a decision to pursue this matter at the next 
meeting. 

Also discussed at this meeting was the question as to whether students who miss 
classes and/or quizzes because they participate in team sports are in the same 
category as students expected to go on field trips which conflicts with other 
scheduled classes. Since attendance in class is not forced at Geneseo, a student 
cannot be forced to attend class, but if he wishes to be absent for a sports 
event he is not necessarily entitled to special consideration or make-up quizzes . 
Individual instructors and individual students will probably have to continue 
negotiating these matters about individual conflicts which appear to be present 
practice. 

The meeting adjourned at 5:40 p.m. 

8111 Cotton, Recorder 

Next meeting: Tuesday, December 7, at 4 p.m., Welles 131 

Guest: Dr. Heitzman 

BUDGET COMMITTEE 

Minutes of Meeting #3 
November 30, 1976 

The meeting was called to order at 4:00 P.M. by Chairman Strang. Members 
present were: V. Brownell, N. Schafler, J. Chen, J. Mills, M. Kentner, 
G. Palmer, E. Fox and J. Meyer. 

Mr. Nickerson was available to discuss the SUNY-Geneseo Budget and answer 
questions. 

No specific actions were taken. 

The meeting adjourned at 4:30 P.M. 

D. Strang 
Chairman 



FACULTY AFFAIRS 
Minutes of Meeting 

December 7, 1976 

Chairman Innis called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. 
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Present: J. Allan, W. Cotton, F. Gillen, A. Heitzman (guest), D. Innis, W. Mahood, 
R. Marsden, J. Meyer, M. Richard, A. Shank, M. Teres, C. Thompson, K. Trainor 

The minutes for the November 30, 1976 meeting were approved. 

Dr. Andrew Heitzman was invited to discuss the referendum opposing mandatory use of 
CIE, which he initiated last Spring after the Faculty Senate had approved continua
tion of the mandated CIE. Dr. Heitzman indicated that 150 faculty members had signed 
the petition requesting the referendum. Reasons for opposing mandated CIE included 
concern by untenured faculty regarding use of CIE ratings as a basis for contract 
decisions, incomplete research regarding use of CIE in other universities compared 
with Geneseo CIE, and incomplete discussion of Geneseo CIE committee report to fac
ulty senate before the vote was taken. Dr. Heitzman also discussed such additional 
points as: (l) student use of CIE as a basis for selecting courses and instructors; 
{2) the University Commission on Purposes and Goals recommending CIE at SUNY campuses; 
(3) student responses to a CIE questionnaire survey (92 responses of 400 surveyed} 
which revealed that 84% of the students evaluated instructors on the basis of grade 
expectations and 43% indicated they never used the CIE book; (4) irregularities by 
faculty in administering CIE in class; (5) questionable cost of CIE, which is esti
mated to be $700-800 per semester or 5¢ per form. 

In the subsequent discussion, the following major points were made: 

1. A joint Faculty-Student CIE Committee was established after students 
encountered difficulty in collecting and reporting data. Optional use 
of CIE provided insufficient results. 

2. The University Commission on Goals and Purposes provided no guidelines 
on CIE for individual campuses. 

3. A third faculty referendum might be useful to clarify the intent of the 
faculty vote against mandated CIE. 

4. There are serious questions as to whether or not CIE provides an accurate 
measure of teaching effectiveness. More research is necessary to determine 
the validity of Geneseo CIE. Factor analysis indicates the internal con
sistency of the questions. However, students may not read CIE items care
fully enough in making judgments about specific courses when particular 
CIE items are irrelevant, for example, rating instructor low on textbook 
when none is used in a course. Perhaps there could be two CIE evaluations 
during a semester to aid instructor in improving his course or perhaps rat
ing could occur after the semester to obtain more objective results. 

5. Key remaining problems of CIE are: 

a. What is its major objective? 
b. How is it used by students? 
c. Why are certain courses excluded? 
d. What is the actual expense? 
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6. Student opinion is that CIE book results are difficult to read, but 
students do use CIE book because it is the only available instrument 
to select courses and instructors. CIE already agrees with what students 
know about instructors . CIE does indicate extreme high and low faculty 
ratings. Problem is with small differences around 4.0 ratings. Students 
would have difficulty administering the CIE. 

7. It was decided to continue discussion of CIE at January meeting and to 
invite Dr. Richard Young to the Committee. 

8. Chairman Innis briefly discussed two memos from Vice President Colahan 
which are included below. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted 

Alan Shank, Recorder 



MEMORANDUM TO: Professor D. Q. Innis, Chairperson 
Faculty Affairs Committ e 

FROM: Thomas S. Colahan 
Vice President fo 

DATE: 3 December 1976 

Affairs 

SUBJECT: Scheduling of outside class work 
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I have asked Ms. Kemp to look into the matter. Her response 
is attached to this memorandum. 

I can add the following comment to Ms. Kemp's memorandum. 
Dean Schumaker has consistently attempted to discourage 
departments from instituting ad hoc, unscheduled field trips 
which were not called for by the syllabus or by the course 
proposal as passed by the UAAC. Such ad hoc trips~e in my 
opinion, an imposition upon the students and upon the other 
departments offering courses in the College. On the other 
hand, (and there is always another hand in the academy), we 
have to be flexible enough to accommodate the occasional 
unscheduled field trip when a faculty member has an exceptional 
opportunity off-campus to add to the presentation of the 
course. For example, if I were teaching a course in late 
medieval or early modern history, and a first-rate person 
offered a public lecture on the formation or politics of the 
Italian city-states at the U of R, I would encourage my 
class to attend, but I would and could not penalize those 
students who could not attend. 

Thus, a policy which forbids all unscheduled off-campus trips 
is ?onstricting. In the past we have relied on ?ommon ~ense 
rem~nders to the faculty that they are not offer1n~ the1r 
courses on an island, This device has usually prevented too 
much field tripping. 

cc: Professor Meisel 
Attachment: (Kemp/Colahan memorandum-- copy) 



• J , • • 

Page 169 

MEMORANDUM TO: Thomas S. Colahan 
Vice President for Academic Affairs 

FROM: Virginia Kem(l_'" 
Assistant Vice President for Academic Affairs 

DATE : 

SUBJECT: 

30 November 1976 

Meisel/Innis 6 October 1976 memorandum re 
Ad Hoc Scheduling of Outside Class Work--

· . . 
It has been College policy that field trips may be scheduled 
by . faculty as part · of the instructional component of a course 
if the field trip requirement is part of the course outline 
approved by UAAC and if the information regarding field . 
trips is included in the course description and syllabus 
distributed to students. Students have the obligation of 
meeting all course requirements, including those scheduled 

· field trips which have been approved as part of the course 
outline. Any student who misses a scheduled field trip does 
so with the awareness that the . faculty are not obligated· ~o · 
provide makeup examinations or assistance. The no attendan7e 
policy of the College leaves the responsibility for complet1ng 
course requirements upon the student. . · 

The only situation in which field trips cannot be part of .· 
· a course requirement are those trips which require a student 
to provide additional financial expenditures for admission 
or travel., i.e., concerts, theatrical productions or other 
similar on-· or off-campus productions. To the best of . ·: 
my knowledge -the only two departments affected by this latter · · 
stipulation are Music and . Drama. It has been a long standing . 
policy with these two departments that student attendance 
for such performances charging an admission f~e or requiring . 
travel expenses cannot be a required part of the course and · · .. 
students cannot be penalized· .for failure to attend such a 
pe~formance. . · · 

.• . 

Mr. Meisel's 6 October 1976 memorandum presents a problem 
· for· which you have no solution unless ~he faculty is . 
willing to mandate a class attendance policy. upon the .students. 
His concern regarding faculty in one class. scheduling.· . . . 
. field trips which conflict with regular scheduled classes a ~ .. ' .: : 

. . student is taking in another Ciepartment is a conflict over .· . .. 
which you have no control, and is a problem which students 
ha~e to resolv·e themselves. · · ·. · · ·· 



MEMORANDUM TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Professor D. Q. Innis, Chairperson 
Faculty Affairs Committee 

Thomas S. Colah~~~ 
Vice President for~ic Affairs 

2 December 1976 

Student absences for participation in 
intercollegiate athletic activities 
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REFERENCE: The Undergraduate Bulletin, 1976-1978, p. 41, 
Attendance 

I am responding to your question at the Executive Committee 
meeting regarding this matter. 

Students participate in intercollegiate activities 
on a voluntary basis. No College policy exists 
which gives to the Director of Athletics permission 
or authority to request faculty to provide studerts 
with makeup examinations or assistance if the 
student has missed a scheduled class/examination 
because of an off-campus/on-campus intercollegiate 
event. The College has a no attendance policy 
for students which also places the responsibility 
on students to complete class assignments. No 
instructor is obligated to provide makeup assistance 
for students who choose voluntarily to be absent 
from a scheduled class/examination. 

In 1968, the Faculty Senate of this College passed a "non-attendance" 
policy, i.e., that students could not be penalized for not attending 
classes. The assumption contained in this policy change is that 
a college student is an adult capable of making a judgment of 
her or his priorities. When you think about it such an 
assumption is a remarkably realistic pedagogical device. 

cc: Dr. D. Mullin, Director 
Department of Health & Physical Education 



GRADUATE ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
DECEMBER 7, 1976 

MEETIUG 19 
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The meeting was called to order at 4:06 by Chairman Joshi. Memoers present 
were: P. Alley, C. Bailey, R. Black, G. Gregory, D. Harke, B. Joshi, A. Reid, 
J. Vallee. N. LaGattuta, guest. 

Dean LaGattuta described plans of the Education Division for reforming their 
graduate programs appropriate to new emphasis and to conform to CBTE. Their 
protocol would be: (1) to cull irrelevant courses, and (2) to review and renew 
other courses. Dean LaGattuta would recommend replacement of the current pre
fixes to education courses by a tripartite prefix structure: EDU for courses 
prescribed as necessary part of the program, EDE (education elective) for re
lated courses, and E __ for slot courses. 

In reference to proposed course EEF 5 Foundations of Curriculum 1892 to 
1947, Dr. LaGattuta said that this was to be narrower-rn content than-fEr-587, 
wh1ch is more generic and more of a survey course than the proposed course. 
It is expected that EEF 587 would be deleted but that there would be a general 
course in curricular development, EDU 551, with minimal overlap with the pro
posed course. In asnwer to the suggestion that the description of EEF 5 __ 
be made more specific, Dr. LaGattuta stated that he would take this suggestion 
to Dr. Brauer, who is to teach the course. Since EEF 5 is not to be offer
ed Spring 1977 and there is no urgency, the Committee wTlT await a revision 
and reconsider the course. 

Dr. LaGattuta presented his views on admission standards for education 
graduate programs, saying that these were his views and did not necessarily 
represent the views of the Education Division. He said that he believed the 
quality of the graduate students had improved since 1970 and that this was 
reflected in the GRE scores. He believed that in the near future the GRE 
scores of the Special Education students would improve significantly. It 
was Dean LaGattuta's opinion that the minimum score currently of 880 should 
be increased, possibly to 1000. He believed that the GRE standard for 
admission, if reasonable, should be college wide. He reported that currently 
the criteria for master program acceptance in education were: GRE - at 
least 880; GPA - at least 2.5; letters of reference; and sometimes personal 
interviews. Of these, the least weight was given to the letters of reference. 

Chairman Joshi announced that Professor Yessenow had been invited but was 
not able to meet with the Committee this time. 

Dr. Joshi said that he would distribute some memos and courses to be con
sidered by the Committee. 

Chairman Joshi reminded the Committee that he would not be on GAAC during 
Spring 1977 and that Professor Randy Bailey would take the chairmanship. 

GAAC adjourned for the semester 4:58 P.M. 

R~¥.'£%JJ 
Allen F. Reid 
Rotating Secretary 



UNDERGRADUATE ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
DECEMBER?, 19?6 

MEETING #10 
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I. Chairman Watt called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. Members present 
included: J. Schumaker, K. Deutsch, 
S. Thompson, R. Lougeay, R. DeFord, 
R. Rucker, K. Coombs, J. Loughery. 
R. Greene. 

II. The agenda was adopted. 

G. Goedel, J. Lagomarsino, G. Moore, K. Skuldt, 
E. Stelzig, V. Kemp, P. Boger, J. Giglia, S. Cherry, 
Visitors were: D. Mullin, W, Derby, J. Kimball, 

III. The minutes of the previous meeting were approved. 

IV. Chairman's Report 

1. Chairman Watt reported that UAAC's uext meeting will be February 1, 19??, 
and that members will be notified prior to that time of the forthcoming room change. 1 

2. Chairman Watt reported that he had received a memo today from Dr. Bhairav 'I 
Joshi, Chairman of GAAC, reporting that GAAC approved of the changes recommended by 
UAAC in the current slot course policy. 

V. CODEittee Reports 

A. Curriculum 
1. Spe 262 Radio Production and Spe 266 Television Production- Ms. 

Schumaker began discussion of these courses by saying that it appeared that same courses 
presently offered seemed already to cover the subject matter proposed for 262, spe
cifically 260, 261, 263, 264 and 265. Mr. Greene replied by saying that the department 
didn't feel there ~as a great deal of overlap, since the proposed courses ~ere more 
technically oriented, and dealt mainly with the elements which go ~to the finished 
TV or radio production. He also added that 260 would remain, but not as a prerequisite 

. to either 262 or 266. In response to Ms. Schumaker's further questions, Mr. Greene 
informed the committee that in these new courses, attention would be given mainly to 
actual performance, as opposed to theory. Spe 262 would be a definite prerequisite to 
Spe 266. Also, the content of the new 266 would consist of only the television content 
of the old 266. No ne~ material ~auld be added. Mr. Goedel asked if these changes set 
precedent for what the Speech Communications Department intended to do for all of its 
courses, i.e., offer more courses so that the subject matter of each could be explored 

I 

in greater detail. Mr. Greene replied that this was not the case. Mr. Goedel then 
recommended that the titles for the two courses b~ changed to Production and Direction, 
since both were mentioned in the course description, but Mr. Greene stated that Production 
includes the notion of direction as well and that it would be more appropriate to delete 
direction from the description. Mr. Watt asked whether or not current trends in en
rollment justified these changes, and Mr. Greene said that current enrollment was average 
at this time. Mr. Watt then questioned the enrollment in the current 266, and Mr. Greene 
said that there was not an abundance, but a sufficient number of students presently in 
that course. In response to further questions, Mr. Greene stated that there thus far 

·I 

has been little difficulty in having no prerequisite for these courses, and that both 
lower and upper classmen seemed to be able to handle them nicely. Spe 262 and 266 
would be offered sequentially--262 in the fall and 266 in the spring. A student com
pleting 262 could elect to enroll in 266, but, Mr, Greene noted, for the most parta 
student interested in one would also be interested in the other. Mr. Cherry asked how 

,, 
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these courses merited being labelled Liberal Arts courses, and Mr. Greene agreed that tb 
may be on the :margina ot the Liberal Arts, but he also urged that they could be seen as 
contributing to an all-round Liberal Arts education. Mr. Thompson then asked if 260 
should be used as a prerequisite for any of the oth~r radio or TV courses. Mr. Greene t 

replied that perhaps there was merit in this, but that it ~as not necessary as a p~
requisite for the other courses. Ms. Kemp then recommended that the Speech Communicatio 
Department provide UAAC with a plan for the sequencing of these courses. She noted that 
Broadcasting is not listed as a major at the college, and so questioned the.: need for as 
many courses as were listed in the catalogue. Ms. Schumaker then moved to table consider 
ation of Spe 262 and 266 until the Department provided UAAC ~ith a sequencing of all TV 
and radio courses on a rotating schedule. She also requested that a new course syllabus 
be drawn up for 266. The motion was seconded and approved. 

2. HPE 105 Body Conditioning and Physiaue Control and HPE 104 Condition
ing - Ms. Schumaker asked Mr. Mullin to explatn briefly the need for deleting 105 and 
changing the title of 104. Mr. Mullin stated that due to the Affirmative Action Guide· 
lines, courses can no longer be listed for only men or women, and that words such as 
body, figure and physique should no longer be used in course titles, as stipulated in 
the AA Guidelines. Mr. Goedel asked if the term "co-ed" should be included in the title, 
and Mr. Mullin said that since all HPE courses are co-ed, it would not be necessary. 
Ms. Kemp stated that this is clearly indicated in the college catalogue and in the 
master schedule. The movion to approve the title change in ~E 104 and to delete HPE 1 05~ 
was accepted. 

3& .· HPE 233 Advanced Volleyball - In response to queries, Mr. Mullin stat 
that advanced courses are offered only in the spring, and that only one section of each 
spor} is offered at a time. He indicat~d that this course would use only co-ed rules, 
and he agreed that this could be stated in the title. The motion to appcove the course 
with the revised title, Advanced Co-ed Volleyball, vas accepted. 

4. His 100 Topics in History: Revolutions - Ms. Schumaker reported that 
the Subcommittee had omly tvo concerns after reading Mr. Bailey's memo. These were: 
Is it possible to retain continuity in the course with the large number of guest lecturers 
and, do the readings provide students with enough background to prepare them for the 
guest lecturersl Mr. Derby stated that, at present, the student response to this course 

1 
has been quite favorable, and noted that most of the students enrolled were freshmen 1 

and sophomores, so previous background is apparent~_.not · a big problem. Mr. Goedel 1 
asked whether this should be taught under His 103 The Human Experience, and Mr. Derby 
replied that it could very well be, but that only one instructor was involved and His 10) 
was intended to be offered ~ith multiple instructors. He agreed to speak to Mr. Bailey 
about it. Ms. Schuamker then moved approval of this course. The motion· carried. , 

5. His 203 Biography: European Statesmen and Dictators - Ms Schumaker 1 
stated that the Subcommittee felt that perhaps the time period should be reflected in · 
the title, but since the title ~as already so lengthly, the catalogue description would 
be sufficient to indicate the time span. Mr. Derby in fact felt that the t~e should 
be included in the title. Mr. Cherry seconded the motion to approv.e the course with the 
stipulation that the time be included in the title and that the course be available for 
core credit. The motion was approved. 

6. His 210 Medieval History (deletion), His 211 Early Middle Ages and 
His 212 High Middle Ages - Ms. Schumaker asked how 211 and 212 related to 3141 and what 
the need was for both these courses at the 200 level. Mr. Derby replied that the over
jtap here ~ould not be more than is usually found between 100 level survey courses in 
history and upper division courses. He stated that Mr. Cook's intent was to broaden the 
studies in Medieval history. Since his current studies at Harvard deal primarily with 
the social and economic aspects of Medieval history, this knowledge ~ould be largely \ 
incorporated into these courses. Mr. Deutsch suggested that the Department offer His 210 
as a background course, and then vary topics in Medieval history at the 300 level. Mr. 
Derby explained that Mr. Cook's long range plan was to offer Medieval sequences in 
alternate years, i.e., one year offer the Early and High Middle Ages, and the next offer 

, Greek and Roman history. Mr. Deutsch recommended that these courses be tabled until ) 
............. . 
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a report from Mr. Cook is received providing his rationale for offering these courses 
in this manner. The motion to table His 210, 211 and 212 vas approved. 

7. Mus 232 Folk Music in America- Ms. Schumaker reported that this 
course would be part of the new B.A. in Ethnomusicology degree and that the Subcommittee 
recommended its approval. Mr. Kimball commented that everyone currently enrolled 1n it 
seems to enjoy it. Ms. Schumaker moved for its approval. The motion carried. 

8. Bio 111 Proficiency Exam- After Mr. Logomarsino explained that the 
proficiency exam wasn't in fact proving proficiency, Ms. Schumaker moved for the approval 
of the deletion of the proficiency exam. The motion carried. 

9. Bio 207 Human Anatomy - Ms. Schuamker reported that after speaking 
with Mr. Reid, it vas agreed that the prerequisite should be Bio 111 or permission of 
Instructor. The Subcommittee also discussed the lecture/lab breakdown, and Mr. 
Lagomarsino reported that the Uepartment agreed to 3(1-6). He also explained that 
Bio 207 woUld be primarily for students interested in nursing, health careers, etc. 
Ms. Schumaker moved for approval of Bio 207 with the revision in the prerequisite and 
in the credit hour breakdown. Mr. Goedtl asked if 107 and 108 will be dropped, and Mr. 
Lagomarsino informed him that this vas the case. The motion to approve the course vas 
accepted. 

10. Che 210 Principles of Organic Chemistry and Che 209 Principles of 
Organic Chemistry Lab - Mr. Watt noted that the changes here were quite minor, but that 
the Department would respond to questions if necessary. Ms. Schumaker vondered if it 
vas necessary to have a revised syllabus for 210 and 209, and recommended that the ex
isting 2)0 'syllabus be broken down into 210 and 209. She noted that by breaking 210 
into tvo courses, a student would be able to drop the lecture and still continue in and 
get credit for the lab. Ms. DeFord questioned the term corequisite, and asked if, in 
dropping 210, 209 should also be dropped. Ms. Schumaker replied that this vas not 
necessary, but that the student must initially register for both at the same time. She 
then moved approval of the change with the provision that the Chemistry De~rtment 
submit nev course syllabi for 209 and 210 to the Vice President's office. The motion 
carried. 

11. Mat 100 Basic Concepts of Mathematics- Ms. Schumaker moved apProval 
of the deletion of Mat 100. Mr. Lagomarsino pointed out that Biology majors need Math 
and that some with minimal background in that area could benefit from Mat 100. Ms. 
Schumaker noted that Mat 100 vas not appropriate for these students and that we have 
never offered the remedial Math course they need. Consequently, it a student needs 
more basic Math, be will have to seek it elsewhere, pro9ably at a Community College. 
She also noted that this course was replaced by the new Mat 104 and Mat 130-135 sequence. 
Ms. Schumaker then moved approval of the deletion of Mat 100. The motion carried. 

12. Mat 117 Finite Mathematics -~ s . Schumaker made a motion to delete 
Mat 117. The motion was approved. 

13. Phi 340 Theory of Knowledge and Phi 360 Analytie Philosophy ~. After 
the changes in number and prerequisite were noted, Ms. Schumaker moved approval of 
Phi 340 and 360. After the motion was seconded, Mr. Watt made reference to a memo he 
had received from Mr. Wilbur, requesting a Philosophy Program change. The Committee 
wished to review the program change and Mr. Watt agreed to place this on the agenda of 
the next meeting. The motion to approve Phi 340 and 360 carried. 

B. Policy 
Mr. Lougeay reported that he and Mr. Watt will meet next week to draw up 

a memo to be sent to all Department chairmen r equesting input on the Policy PropoSal 
on Requirements for Baccalaureate Degree Programs. 

VI. The meeting was adjourned at 5:46 p.m. 

Margaret A. Straub 
Secretary 



page 175 

Policy Proposal on Slot Courses: UAAC, \lith GAAC's concurrence, recommends thepoli 
on Slot Courses be revised to read as follows: 

A "slot" course is a specific topic offered by an academic department or 
division under the general subject of an existing course. For example: 
Po+itical Science 291, Enduring Issues in Comparative and International 
Politics: (subtitle) is a general course through which specific different 
topics may be offered in different semester. The specific topic is offered 
as a subtitle, but each subtitle must be approved by the respective de
partment or division. The topic or subtitle is subject to all of the 
regulations affecting any new course and shall be submitted on the form 
appropriate for submission of a New Course (Form Q). . ~ ~ ... / 

A subtitle may be repeated\~\~~.~~~ 'glv~~ ·-s~~t·l~~·~ --:a: ~~ot been offered 
within the past three years,it must be approved again by the department 
or division, UAAC or GAAC, and Faculty Senate. 


