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March 4, 1977 

!REMINDER! 

There will be an All-Faculty meeting preceding the Faculty Senate meeting on Tuesday, 
March 15 at 4 p.m. in Newton 204. The purpose is to accept nominations from the floor 
for Senate officers for next year and to discuss a Constitutional Revision. 

* * * * * 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING 

MARCH 1 , 1977 
MEETING #23 

Chairman Hatheway called the meeting to order at 1 p.m. Members present were W. Brennan, 
W. Derby, T. Calahan, K. Duffy, D. Innis, A. Reid, D. Strang, D. Trasher, D. Watt. The 
minutes of meeting #22 were approved as printed. 

VICE-PRESIDENT'S REPORT 
\ 

Vice-President Calahan reported on the recent court case relating to the State Education 
Department's attempt to eliminate certain Ph.D. programs within SUNY. SUNY challenged 
SED on this and lost. There is an appeal pending. Vice-President Calahan noted that 
SED had eliminated some Ph.D. programs within the private sector as well. 

CHAIRMAN'S REPORT 

There will be an all-faculty meeting today on the proposed core revision. The procedure 
will be for a general introduction and then the proposal will be covered point by point. 

There has been a committee established to assess student reactions to the college at 
Geneseo. There are three administrators (Kemerer, Kemp, Allan), and three faculty 
(Hatheway, Duffy, Scruggs), and three students on the committee. 

Mr. Nickson has unearthed the revised procedures for the Professional Standards and Ethics 
Committee in the 1971-72 Faculty Senate Proceedings. These procedures are also printed 
in the College Handbook, but they differ somewhat. The presence of students on the 
Professional Standards and Ethics Committee would not be in violation of the union 
contract. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - The committee will meet next week (March 8) and conduct regular business before 
beginning discussion of the core revision proposal. It is anticipated that the regular 
business will not be completed until at least 4:30 p.m. This is an open meeting, as 
are all UAAC meetings. 

The ~olicy subcommittee has prepare~ an addition to the "Representative Bibliography" 
sect1on of new course proposals-- 'References should be germane to the course content 
and focus on materials useful to the students." The subcoiTI111ttee is also working on 
rewording the 75 hour area limitation to put it in a positive context. 

This issue of Faculty Senate consists of pages 231 - 239. 
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GAAC - No report 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - Committee will meet this Thursday (March 3) at 4 p.m. The committee 
has available the table showing the student membership on department committees. 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - Meet next week and will report the results of the CIE questionnaire 
sent to all teaching faculty. 

BUDGET - No report. 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - No report. 

OLD BUSINESS - None 
l 

I NEW BUSINESS - Chairman Hatheway has received a letter from Dr. Murray Block appointing 
him to the committee to assess President MacVittie's term. The Chairman of Student Centrall 
Council, Richard Marsden, and an administrator to be named will also be on the committee. ) 

GAAC - NEW COURSES 

Respectfully submitted, 

Arch Reid, Secretary 

EEF 565 Foundations of Curriculum 1892-1947 - This course is designed to int~-
duce the student to the formative years of the curriculum-making movement in American t 
public education. 3(3-0) ' 

' 
Psy 590 Punishment and Aversive Control - A critical evaluation of the expert- I 

mental literature and theory concerning punishment and other behavioral control techniques 
involving aversive events. Both basic and applied aspects of the research area will be j 
covered. Topics include paradoxical effects of punishment, learned helplessness, and l 
aversion therapy,. Permission of Instructor. 3(3-0) 

Fre 479 Workshop/Intensive French for French Teachers Syntax, composition, 
conversation, phonetics and topics fn language methodology. Prerequisite: Penmissfon 
of the Instructor. 3(3-0) 

I 
) 
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The meeting was called to order at 4:05 p.m. Chairman Hatheway stated that the 
purpose of this meeting was for information only. He then asked Mr. Edgar to give a 
brief history of the Core Committee's activities. Mr. Edgar began by saying that this 
matter had been a going concern in the Faculty Senate for the last 4 years. Last year 
especially, dissatisfaction was voiced with the current core and it was recommended 
that a small committee be formed to deal specifically wfth this problem. As Faculty 
Senate Chairman, Mr. Edgar appointed such a committee which has met regularly for the 
past year and a half. After extensive di'scussfon in which many different versions of a 
common core were considered, a preliminary draft was drawn up on January 3, 1977, 
followed by the final draft on January 24. This recommendation was then sent to UAAC 
and all department chairpersons, and reactions to it were solicited. A large portion 
of UAAC's February 15 meeting was devoted to its consideration, and discussion there 
will be conttnued on March 8. Mr. Edgar concluded by saying that he hoped many good 
suggestions would come out of today's meettng. 

Chairman Hatheway then called for any general statements from the floor. Mr. Kucaba 
gave a clar1fication of a statement he made at UAAC's last meeting. In the Faculty 
Senate Mtnutes of 18 February, page 213, the comment made by Mr. Kucaba should have 
read: "In studio courses in music, as in instruction on musical instruments at the 
elementary level, the time is spent primarily on the acquisition of skills, less on the 
heightening of esthetic awareness." Mr. Kucaba added that at upper levels of instrumental 
instruction, on the other hand, a goodly portion of class time is spent on esthetic 
considerations. Since this esthetic emphasis prevails in a number of other studio courses 
in the fine arts at various levels, ·Mr. Kucaba said he wished to recommend that the Core 
Committee proposal regarding requirements in Esthetic Awareness be modified to read as 
follows: 

"Three courses designed to heighten and broaden esthetic awareness, one 
of which may be a studio course selected from among those in which 
esthetic considerations are a significant part of the course content." 

In addition, the following response by the Biology Department in writing was sent to 
the UAAC Chairman with the request that it be incorporated into the minutes: 

"This paper reports concerns from members of the Biology Department. We would like 
the content entered into the minutes of the All Faculty meeting, March 1, 1977. 

Premises 

1. It is felt that personal and occupational goals should not be precluded 
from contributing to the Core. 

2. Characteristics are generally considered desirable. 

I. Entrance Examinations: 

Minimal writing skills: 

It is felt that limiting remedial writing training to 15% of 
entering students is inconsistent with the goal "capacity to 
express ideas in writing clearly, coherently and grammatically." 
If the writing competence of the students entering the core 
courses is based at the level proposed, the writing in core 
courses will be at a remedial level. 
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Minimal mathematics $kills: 

The rationale for choosing mathematics rather than other skills 
to set minimal competence levels is not understood. And if one 
accepts the necessity of this competence why are the particular 
skills chosen? 

II. Common Core Course Requirements: 

Critical reasoning: 

The committee proposal demands of the core natural science 
courses over 50% skill development, the skill of "problem 
solving by analytical methods". If this is to be the students• 
natural science experience, then their literature courses should 
be exercises tn grammar and punctuation. Natural sciences are 
disciplines of ideas within a framework of reality. Courses in 
the natural sciences are the obvious way to develop "an 
acquaintance with and an appreciation of problems, issues, 
institutions, practices and trends in the contemporary natural 
world". The natural science departments cannot fulf1'11 their 
obl1gattons to a liberal arts education tf they are restricted 
tn their core offerings to analytical problem solving courses. 
The skills of problem solving by analytical means may be developed 
as needed tn a variety of vehicles tncludtng courses in phtlosophY. 
mathmattcs, the social sciences or computer sciences. 

Contemporary issues: 

Does the plan permit all departments to present core courses 
to satisfy this requirement? 

Intellectual history: 

Seems to be an attempt to revive "Synthesis". Inittally 
this offering was not selected by very many students. Are we 
now proposing to force all students into thfs program, thus 
guaranteeing its success? Since the illustrations listed deal 
exclusively with philosophical contributions to history, could 
one assume that a third illustration might deal with scientific 
contributions to history? 

Aesthetic awareness: 

Why are studio courses precluded from the core? What is the 
rationale for selecting the listed areas as the reservoir of all 
aesthetic awareness? What is the reason that the courses avail
able for core credit must be selected from three different areas 
in this portion and no comparable restriction is proposed for the 
other portions of the core? 

III. The Core Committee 

It appears that such a committee would: 

1) be in a position to command the design of courses, a 
function properly belonging to the departments; 
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2) usurp the scheduling prerogatives of the academic adminf.s~ 
tration, including the chairpersons of the departments; 

3) take over staffing arrangements whtch are the responsi
bility of the Vice-President for Academic Affairs and his 
designees; 

4) insert into the course review sequence an unnecessary 
bureaucratic body which could thwart the wisdom of the 
faculty as represented by its Senate . 

' The proposal does not state the position of the Core Committee in 
the academic structure of the co 11 ege. To whom does it report and 
what recourse is there from its decisions? 

IV. Additional Recommendations: 

A. Creation of optional minor 

Generally a favorable response 

B. Abolishment of the 75-hour academic area distribution rule 

There ts concern that a department might require 88 
credits in the major area, which wtth 36 credits of core 
would result in no appreciable freedom of choice. 

· There being no further general comments, Chairman Hathew~ opened the floor for 
discussion of Part I of the Core Revision Proposal. Mr. Alley began by asking how the 
15% figure was reached and added that the Physics Dept. felt that there were incompetencies 
in both writing and math skills in more than 75% of the students fn that department. 
Mr. Edgar replied that 15% seemed to be a most workable estimate, and anything above that 
would alter the Math . Dept. curriculum greatly. Ms. Duffy asked if the committee had 
considered looking at College Board scores in order to discern a student•s ability, 
rather than his performance on the entrance examinations. She felt that there would be 
students who might purposely not do well on tests, so that they could take the remedial 
courses and have six 11easy" hours toward graduation. Therefore the final exam in such 
a course should not be simply a re-taking of the entrance exam. Mr. Edgar said that the 
committee has considered this , and the point is still negotiable. Mr. Small then 
expressed the sentiments of a memo he had sent to the Faculty Senate on March 1, which 
reads as follows: 

The requirement of an examination of basic mathematics for all entering 
students is under consideration by the Mathematics Faculty and a decision 
has not yet been reached. 

The Mathematics Faculty considers that should there be a requirement fn 
basic mathematics then the Mathematics Faculty should determine the extent 
of the requirement. 

The recommendations of the Core Review Committee concerning minimal 
mathematical skills were developed without consultation with the Mathe
matics Faculty. Any decisions concerning mathematics requirements should 
be reached through the usual formal procedures as prescribed by the By-Laws 
of the Mathematics Faculty. 
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The Mathematics Faculty will begin consideration of the recommendations 
of the Core Revtew Committee concerning the above and also courses tn formal 
deductive reasoning (paragraph B.of the Core Review Commtttee Memorandum) at 
its meeting Wednesday, March 2, 1977. 

If there is an entrance examination, the Mathematics Department reserves 
the right to decide the content of the examination and the alternatives, such 
as RSE, ACT, and SAT examination scores. 

Mr. Small added that the Mathematics Department has not yet reached a decision on the 
matter. 

' 

I 
) 

Mr. Chen then expressed the importance of deciding whether 15% was a realistic 
figure, and pointed out that if it in fact meant 75%, it could greatly affect staffing 
and overall make-up of the Math and English Departments. By way of illustrating that 15% 

1 was a low estimate, Mr. Trasher noted that of 559 students tested in Level I and II Math 
skills, 44% could not achieve 50% or better in Level I, and 89% failed Level II. ) 
Mr. Innis stated that the Core Committee felt that to ask the Math Dept. to devote its 
staff and curriculum to more than 15% of the students would be unreasonable. Mr. Small 
commented that the core should be one which could produce an educated person, and that 
the concern should not be with staffing problems. These would be worked out. Ms. 
Sherman then questioned whether it would be realistic to require all students to pass 
Algebra before being able to graduate, and wondered if so much emphasis should be placed 
here. Mr. Colahan stated that Geneseo should look to Oswego for a reference as to how 
this core might work. He recommended that a student's ability in writing could be 
found by looking at the College Board and Regents scores. Mr. Shank voiced his and the 
Political Science Department's support of the Common Core, and remarked that if it were 
the responsibility of the teacher in a Social Science course to teach basic writing skills 
in any given course, 1t would be a great sacrifice of course substance. Mr. Klee stated 
that if this type of core were to go through, it should place even more emphasis on l 
writing, and potnted out that at least 80-90% of h1s students had difficulty in wr1tina a . 
research paper. Mr. Martin satd that 15% was a mtnimal figure, and added that the 
remedial courses were designed for those students with the grossest writing deficiencies. 
He stressed the importance of faculty cooperation in the area of writing, since the 
responsibility here belongs to everyone. Mr. Edgar noted that under the proposed core, 
a student could not graduate without having written at least 3 major research papers. 
Ms. Duffy asked for the rationale in allowjng the remedial courses to be used as pre
requisites as well as toward graduation, and Mr. Edgar replied that this is currently 
the general practice. Ms. Schumaker added that Community Colleges offer comparable 
courses, and Geneseo does accept them as transfer credit. As a final comment, Mr. Stein 
pointed out that the writing and math exams were not entrance but placement exams. 

There b~ing no further comments, Chairman Hatheway called for discussion of Part II. J 
Mr. Alley felt that the core requirements were looking at a student body that we don'~ 
have, but Mr. Edgar said that if the students weren't challenged, we would be doing 
them a disservice. Mr. Martin added that Geneseo would hope to offer as good a liberal 
arts education as a private college. Mr. Alley stated that it seemed unusal that then~ 
core diminishes the laboratory science requirements. He felt that if science is not 1 
specifically required, most students won't take it, and he wondered why, in a technology· . 
oriented society, the amount of lab. science is decreased, and is not included at all in 
the Intellectual History section. Mr. Edgar responded by saying that when the proposal 
was drawn up, the general themes of moral, social, and political standards, and historY• 
were chosen from various alternatives. He agreed with Mr. Deutsch that certain great 
contributors to the sciences such as Aristotle, Galilee and Copernicus should be T 
included, but that the reason they weren't was due to the restricted amount of time 
allotted for the core. He added, however, that anyone could design a section of the course 
to include such men. Mr. Stein also said that there was no restriction on natural science 
instructors submitting courses under Contemporary Issues or Intellectual History. Mr. 
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Yessenow asked who would design these courses. and when they would get underway, and Mr. 
Edgar replied that many people from several departments would be instrumental in their 
design, and noted that courses such as these already tn fact exist. Mr. Chen expressed 
a concern that one lab science course was being dropped, and Mr. Smith said that this 
might not be an actual reductton, stnce 2 natural science courses are still required, 
and virtually all introductory science courses involve a lab experience. Mr. Miller 
asked whY no studio courses were allowed under Aesthetic Awareness. and Mr. Edgar agreed 
that this should be rethought. Mr. Smith added that most would probably support Mr. 
Kucaba's statement. Mr. Brennan asked how many courses presently being taught would be 
acceptable under thi's proposal, and Mr. Edgar said that he had not yet thought about it. 
so he didn't know. Mr. Colahan noted that about 95% of the courses currently offered 
meet the present core requi'rements. Chatrman Hatheway felt that the distinction should 
be mi\de between 11 core courses11 and 11core requfrements 11

• Mr. Edgar said that, presumably, 
many courses existing now could be used for the new core. Mr. Alley asked if a student 
would have to take core courses in hfs own major, and Mr. Edgar repH~d that all students 
would be subject to the core. Mr. Alley felt that this would be a nearly impossi'ble 
situation. 

Mr. Cherry agafn brought up the question of studto art courses. He felt that the 
core committee should make case by case considerations. He recommended that all 3 aesthetic 
awareness courses be studio courses. Hr. Beale potnted out that if thts were the case, 
students wouldn't take Art H courses. He suggested that the requi'rement be 2 Art H. 
and one studio course. Mr. Stein stated that he had no objection to including Art H under 
JIB if such courses developed crttical thinking. He noted that the intent here was to 
guide students to a variety of experiences. 

Mr. Reid then stated that the Biology Department had a question concerning IIA. They 
feel that natural science is more than problem solving, and that tf the proposed requirement 
is used, it would probably eliminate all content courses. Therefore, the department sees 
no latitude in this requirement. Mr. Smith noted that these required courses should 
involve practice as well as theory. Mr. Edgar commented that these courses could be 
designed to fit under other areas. Mr. Martin stated that the greatest concern was that 
the student should learn how science works, how a scientist thinks and approaches a problem. 
Mr. Allen Reid pointed out, however, that analytical sktlls could as well be learned in 
other areas, and to spend so much time on thts one sktll is a waste of time. Mr. 
Yessenow expressed a concern about the other side of this matter, i.e., that natural 
science students would not be well acquainted with the social sciences. Mr. Martin then 
stated that the core committee did not think tn tenns of spectftc departments when they 
drew up the proposal, and that f"t was not the conmittee•s tntent to leave any one out. 
They addressed themselves to the question: What skills should an educated person have? 
Mr. Edgar admitted that the wording under Contemporary issues was a bit sketchy and should 
be done over. 

Mr. 'Klee then asked why the Intellectual History section was given 1n specifics, 
whereas all other areas were merely general statements. Mr. Edgar stated that these were 
not definite specifics, but examples of how this section would take form. Mr. Stein 
added that since tt was a new area it was felt that it should be explicated more clearly. 
Also, choosing 5 works for each section was done arbitrarily. Mr. Deutsch then asked 
ff the committee had discussed UAAC's recommendation that certain guidelines be drawn 
up concerning what must be taught fn each section of Intellectual History core. Mr. Edgar 
said that this had not yet been considered, but that he personally could accommodate such 
a proposal. Mr. Alley then aske" for the rationale in deciding what courses would fit 
under contemporary issues. Mr. Martin explatned that one of the intentions 1n not 
structuring this section would be to encourage a large number of offerings in each area. 
The rules governing thts cannot be spelled out in advance. Mr. Moore asked why a student 
should be allowed to satisfy core requirements with courses that could also be used in 
his major field. Mr. Edgar stated that this was the most pragmatic solution, as it was 
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attempted to devise a separate core for each major and found it couldn't be done. Ms. 
Sherman asked tf Intellectual History should include cultures other than western 
European, and Mr. Edgar replied that it should. Mr. Rutherford expressed his support of 
th1s 1dea, and sa1d that faculty should share the courses offered in the Contemporary 
Issues .area. 

I 
l 

Mr. Shank recommended that a special commfttee be set up to supervise the planning I 
of the Intellectual History section. to develop course content and determine the 
instructors. Mr. Edgar added that this scheme was used to plan the Int. Synthesis courses j 
for the past 3 years, and it seemed to be equally beneficial to both instructors and 
students. Mr. Goedel asked if a student could take a core course and a remedial course I 
at the same time and in so doing, feasibly fail the remedial course and pass the core · 
course. Mr. Edgar said that this could be possible. Mr. Beale noted, however, that 
according to the way this is designed, a student could not take Int 221, 222 or 223 
without passing the writing skills examination. Mr. Kaplan then asked why Intellectual 
History was limited to Western Civ, and Mr. Edgar replied that it was a problem of the 
time that could be required for this core. Mr. Rutherford expressed a concern over what 
was meant by .. correct standards .. , and felt that a curriculum could be developed which 
might miss main points. 

Mr. Alley then wondered how many sections of Int 221, 222 and 223 would be offered 
each semester, who would .staff these sections, and which departmental courses would be I 
cut. Mr. Edgar responded by saying that about 35 sectfons of each course would be offered 
every semester, staffed by ex1st1ng faculty. He added that, for example, sections of Phi 
100, Eng 110, and H1s 100 would be deleted. 

Mr. Beale asked for a clear explanation of why the studio courses would be omitted 
under Aesthetic Awareness, and felt strongly that they should not be. Mr. Kucaba said 
that his previous·statement summed up common sentiments. Mr. Isgro added that a course 
by course evalaution should take place. 

, 
Mr. Louge~ at this point brought up the question of transfer students, and express~ 

concern over where they would fit into this proposed core. Mr. Edgar said that transfer 
students would probably be ab le to transfer credit wh1ch would in many cases do away 
with half of the1r core requirement. Mr. Louge~ noted that most transfer students 
would not have much writing experience. 

Mr. Rutherford brought up the question of 3-year students, and wondered how th1s core 
would be integrated into that program. Ms. Kemp informed him that a special committee 
has been formed to deal with that issue, but at present is in recess, awaiting the results! 
of the Faculty Senate•s action on this proposed Core Revision. . 

Mr. Yessenow pointed out that Int 221, 222 and 223 are not like present Int courses, ) 
since each section would only have one instructor. Mr. Edgar noted that the content of 
these courses was 1nterdisc1plinary, hence the Int prefix. Mr. Teres asked if each 
instructor would have to submit a separate proposal to the Core Committee for each section,! 
and was informed that this would be the case. Ms. Kemp questioned the omi:ssion of Physicall 
Education from the Core, and wondered if it was deliberate. Mr. Martin informed her that 
it was, and that the conrn1ttee would probably propose to add 2 hrs. of 111ifetime", individul 
sports (e.g., swimming, tennis, golf). 

Mr. Beale then expressed personal sentiments about the core by saying that the 1 

interests of a general education cannot be served by a core which includes so little and fsJ 
so slanted. He felt that it would be much better if it were enlarged so that it would be 
more appealing to students. Ms. Sherman said that she saw no suggestion in the proposed 
core that the imagination be encouraged, but Mr. Edgar disagreed. Ms. Woodward then asked 
about the manageability of having .40 student in each section of Intellectual History, and 
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Mr. Edgar said it was thought that this would be manageable, that 15 per section would 
be ideal, but that 75 would be too many. Mr. Moore then again emphasized the importance 
of reviewing the effects this core would have on transfer students. 

Mr. Chen asked if the college was adequately staffed to handle 35 sections of 
Intellectual History, and questioned the degree of diversity between sections taught 
by so many different teachers. Mr. Edgar replied that the staff can accommodate 35 
sections and that some diversity 1n methods and content would be good. In response to 
Hr. Kaplan•s comment, Mr. Edgar said that there is enough flexibility in the course 
content so that staffing will not be a problem. tt was asked if the committee would 
elaborate further on the common theme of the core. and Mr. Edgar said that this would be 
done. Mr. McNally and Mr. Blackman then commented on the transfer student situation. 
Hr. McNally noted that about l/3 of Geneseo•s students are transfers and that the new core 
could greatly affect enrollment. Mr. Blackman stated, however, that he felt the core 
would be very attractive, espectally to those students who could not afford to attend a 
private institution. Mr. Teres commented that he felt the place of the core should not 
be to upgrade admissions, but to upgrade students once they were enrolled. Mr. Lougeay 
asked why students choose Geneseo, and was told that it was for its curricula, for what it 
could offer vocationally. Ms. Kemp pointed out that in the SUNY Central Guidelines, 1t 
was not required, but was expected that a transfer student complete hts Bachelor•s Degree 
1n 4 semesters. She noted, however, that tf the proposed core in fact required more of 
a transfer student. that SUNY Central would question ft . 

Chairman Hatheway then asked for discussion on sections Ill and IV . Mr. Alley began 
by saying that the Physics Department was not 1n favor of this proposed core, but stated 
that the Department was at present formulating an alternative. He noted that tn section 
III, it appeared that the Core Committee would have power in excess of the VPAA, and 
Mr. Goedel added that there was nothing in this section that would indicate any inter· 
action between the committee and UAAC or Faculty Senate. Mr. Edgar clarified matters by 
saying that thts committee would possibly have the power to determtne the number of sections 
and.who will teach them. It was also intended that it be a subcommittee of UAAC. In 
response to inquiries by Ms. Duffy and Mr. Wortman, Mr. Edgar stated that there would be 
no problem with staffing, that each course would need to be submitted to UAAC only once, 
and that the Core Committee would not specifically dictate the book list for each course. 
Mr. Rutherford felt, however, that the committee was dealing with more than ft realized, 
and should see potential recruitment problems, financial cutbacks. retraining of personnel, 
as issues to be carefully considered. Mr. Alley commented that the electton procedure 
as spelled out under IliA would not work, and Mr. Edgar agreed that this should be 
modified. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:40 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 

Margaret A. Straub, Secretary 


