
fACULTY SENATE STATC UNIVCRSITY COLLCCC AT GCNCSCO, N.Y. 

January 23, 1976 

The Faculty Senate will meet on Tuesday, January 27, 1976 at 4 P.M. tn Newton 214. 
The Agenda for this meeting fs prfnted on pages 144-145. 

* * * * * 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

JANUARY 20, 1976 
MEETING #16 

* 

Chairman Edgar called the meeting to order at 1:00 P.M. Members present were: J. Chen, 
T. Colahan, K. Duffy, R. Hatheway, D. Innis, V. Rabe, G. Smith and J. Watson. The 
minutes of the 1.13.76 meeting were adopted as printed. 

Chatnnan Edgar: 

The file of departmental constitutions is now complete except for one fn the process of 
befng revised, and may be consulted in the Senate Offtce. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS: 

Mr. Watson (GAAC) presented a summary of the findings of the three GAAC sub-committees 
which have completed their review of the SED and SUNY reports on graduate programs, as 
well as the responses of departments offering graduate degrees at Geneseo. The primary 
conclusion which will require Senate action ts the recommendation that the History and 
Speech Communications masters programs be dropped. Additional information will be 
printed fn the minutes of the 1/20/86 meettng of GAAC, at which the ffnal report will be 
adopted. 

Mr . tnnis (FAC) raised the question of the current activities of the Steering 
Committee on College Self-Appraisal, since the incomplete investigation of the areas of 
Business and Student Affairs would seem to handicap the administration 1n applying 
recently announced personnel reductions on an equitable basis. Mr. Edgar responded that 
those offices had been approached for information which would be considered at the 
l/26/76 meeting of the committee. The d1scusston then turned to the topfc of mandated 
personnel reductions, with parttcular and inconclusive reference to the Executive Budget 
released by the governor today. Mr. Smith also identified some factual errors and mis
leading information fn the recent Compass article dedicated to th1s topic. 

There being no old or new business to come before the committee, Chairman Edgar adjourned 
the meeting at 1:20 P.M. 

Respectfully submitted, 

V. Rabe, Secretary 

This Facul tl_ Senate consists of pages 141-151 • 
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I. Chairman Chen called the meeting to order at 4:03 p.m. Members present· s All 
R. Bailey, S. Cherry, T. Calahan, A. Craig, P. Curtin, R. Lougeay, W. Mahood ·M M tlfln 
D. Mclymond, J. Meyer, G. Moore, T. Nickson, J. Schumaker, S. Thompson, D. T;ashe/ n. 
J. Walker, D. Watt. Guests: S. Daoutis, D. Enright, M. McDuffie, L. Sangree. ' 

II. Agenda was adopted. 

III. Minutes of Meeting No. 9 on January 13, 1976 were approved. 

IV. Chairman's Report 

A. Welcome was extended to Steve Allinger who is replacing Ms. Baxter as one of 
student representatives. 

B. The student representative to the Curriculum Evaluation Committee of Healt~a 
Physical Education Department is Charles Reist. 

C. Distribution of Proposals to be considered at the next UAAC meeting, February 
3, 1976: 

1. Program Revision in Sociology 

2. Economics B.A. and Management Science B.S. -
3-2 MBA Programs with SUNY at Buffalo 

V. Committee Reports 

A. Curriculum- Ms. Schumaker 

1. Dra 313 Oral Interpretation of Modern Prose and Ora 323 Experiment~ 
Theatre 

Ms. Schumaker asked for the rationale behind the changes made and for1~e updating of the catalogue statement. Ms. Meyer explained that the revisions are be 9 
made to be in accord with current practice. Change 1n Ora 313 and 323 passed. 

2. Deletions: His 201 History of Modern Science, and His 345 Frlnce~ 
Early Modern Times: 1715-1815. Mr. Baile~ explained, concern ng the 

deletion of His 201, that the faculty member who initiate the course and whoTwhasdeletl 
sole faculty qualified to teach the course, was no longer with the College. e 
of His 345 is 1n conjunction with the offering of His 225 which UAAC passed last 
semester. Deletions of His 201 and 345 were approved. 

3. Soc 333 Sociology of Education. Ms. Schumaker asked at what clie~;~le 
the course was aimed - Sociology or Education students? Ms. Sangree indicate~ ~sive 
the course was aimed at both kinds of students. She said that she had had ex e e 
discussion with members of the Education Department and that certain parts ~~ ~~ere was 
course were included particularly for the education majors. Mr. Chen asked 5 n ree 
an overlap between this course and Soc 200, Sociology of Institutions. ~ood 
said that Soc 200 was an unsatisfactory course and was soon to be delete • d~~ 
expressed his concern about the education aspect of the course. He wondere arY 
was enough emphasis on teacher role conflict, 1nfonnal curriculum and contempo~al about 
articles. Ms. Sangree explained that the two texts to be used contained mattehrr than 
these issues. She agreed that the bibliography did concentrate on books ra e 
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current articles • but she did not think this emphasis would necessarily be followed in 
the course . Mr. Mahood thought that many education majors would have already covered 
~ru~h of the material offered in the course. Ms. Sangree admitted that not all education 
maJors may wish to take the course. Mr. Lougeay suggested that the course be offered 
as an experimental course and Mr. Curtin suggested that there be further collaboration 
wfth the Education Department. Ms. Sangree explained that there had already been 
extensive collaboration with the Education Department who did not seem to question the 
value of the course. Mr. Calahan noted that sociology of education was a valid part 
of sociology and that the Sociology Department was capable of teaching it. Ms. Schumaker 
asked whether, considering the clientele, the course could be modified to include some of 
the issues which Mr. r~ahood wished to emphasize. Ms. Saf!9ree agreed that the course 
could be so diverted. Soc 333 was ~pproved with -the recomniendation that there be 
careful consideration of Section III of the course outline, "The Role of the Teacher." 

4. Soc 343 Interpersonal and Small Group Behavior. Ms. Schumaker asked if 
there might be an overlap between Soc 343 and either Social Psychology, Encounter Groups 
or any of the Speech Communication courses dealing wtth small group interaction. Ms. 
~saw no conflict with the course on encounter groups and Mr. Daoutis added that 
he-haamet with the Speech Communication Department, who also had not seen a signifi· 
cant overlap. Ms. Matlin said she had conferred with the social psychologists in the 
Psychology Department and found indications that there was significant overlap. She 
noted that many of the authors in the b1bl1ography were psychologists. Mr. Daoutis 
noted otherwise, naming many sociologists. Ms . Matlin asked about the extent of the 
consultation with the Psychology Department. Mr. Daoutis said that the goals were 
different than those of the Social Psychology courses. Mr. Chen - How many students 
are expected to enroll and are laboratory facilities required? Mr. Daoutis expected 
less than 30, and said arrangements had been made with Mr. F1dura for the use of lab 
space. Returning to the problem of overlap, Mr. Cherrl noted that in a current Social 
Psychology class which he attends, most of the materia offered in Soc 343 is already 
c~ered. Mr. Daoutis answered that perhaps this material should not be offered in 
Hr. Cherry 1s class as existing course outlines in Social Psychology were checked in 
order to prevent overlapping, and he drew up hts outline accordingly. Mr. Ba11ey 
~ved to table the course upon the examtnatfon of a possible interdepartmental course. 
The motion was seconded. Mr. curtin noted that overlap was a perennial problem for 
UAAC. With the present fiscal prlblems there is now an even greater need for guidelines 
concerning overlapping and interdepartmental courses. He suggested that a committee be 
formed to set forth such guidelines. Mr. Daoutis noted that a course such as Soc 343 
was a standard in most colleges with Sociology Departments. Mr. Craig called the 
west1on . Mr . Calahan made a point of information; it is the job of the Chairmen of 
Departments to attend to the problems of overlapping. Motion to table Soc 343 passed. 
It was suggested that outlines of the posstble overlapping courses should be submitted 
for exam1 nat 1 on. 

B. Policy - Mr. Bailey reported that the committee had met but had not come to 
any conclusions concerning EOP grading policy. 

Ms. Schumaker distributed information concerning the Honors Policy. Mr. Watt 
suggested instead of the l0-4-1% that there be a 8~5·2~ breakdown among the 15% ~hi~ 
the committee had agreed were to receive honors. Mr. Allinler objectea to the 15% 
ceiling on honors. The committee reviewed the arguments wh ch had been offered last 
semester on the issue . And Mr. Watt pointed out that the 15% policy had been a compromise 
and should be looked upon in that light. Mr. McDuffie was dissatisfied that there was 
no recognition of honors at graduation. Ms. Schumaker saw the problem as one of time 
between exams and graduation. Mr. Chen suggested that final discussion of Honors Policy 
wait until the committee has received information on the number of students on Dean's 
list depending on the cut off. Mr. Trasher suggested that information be sought as to 
the number of honors received in the various departments. Mr. Bailey added further 
considerations to be kept in mind for final discussion; 1) when the new policy should 
be implemented, 2) departmental honors. 
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C~ Ad Hqc CoJTITlittee will meet Monday, January 26, 1976 at 5:00 p.m. in Fine Arts 
Seminar Room to discuss 50 hour limit in a department. 

VI. Old Business- Mr . Thompson submitted finalized version of Fonm Q. 

VII. Meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 

CALL TO ORDER 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

FACULTY SENATE 

AGENDA 

JANUARY 27, 1976 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF 12.9-75 MEETING (PP. 134-135) 

PRESIDENT MACVITTIE 

CHAIRMAN 1 S REPORT 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

UAAC - Mr. Chen 

NEW COURSES - 2nd Reading - (p . 130) 

Spe 220 Ccmmunication Strategies in Popular Culture 3(3-0) 
Eng 379 Film Criticism 3(2-2) 
Mus 370 Music for the Classroom Teacher 3(3-0) 
Mus 371 Musical Theatre Workshop 2(1-2) 

SLOT COURSES - 2nd Reading (pp. 130, 140) 

Psy 390 Selected Topics: Cognitive Psychology 3(3-0) 
Psy 390 Selected Topics: Loss, Grief and Dying 3(3-0) 

COURSE DELETIONS - 2nd Reading (p. 130) 

Mus 102 Music, Ideas, and Man 
Mus 312 Counterpoint I 
Mus 313 Counterpoint II 

GAAC - Mr. Watson 

Program De\tion - M. A. in History - 1st Reading 

GAAC moves that the M.A. degree program in History be discontinued, that no new 
students be admitted to the program who wish to begin their study after the 
Spring 1976 semester, and that all students currently in the program will be 
allowed to complete their studies in accord with the six year time limit. 

(A summary of the reasons for this motion appears in the GAAC report on Graduate 
Programs- seep. 148.) 

I~ 
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Pro9ram Deletion - M. A. in Speech Communication - 1st Reading 

GAAC moves that the M.A. degree program in Speech Communication be discontinued. 
that no new students be admitted to the program who wish to begin their study 
after the Spring 1976 semester. and that all students currently in the program 
will be allowed to complete their studies in accord with the six year time limit. 

{A summary of the reasons for this motion appears 1n the GAAC report on Graduate 
Programs- Seep. 147.) 

STUDENT AFFAIRS - Mr. Miller 

FACULTY AFFAIRS - Mr. Innis 

BUDGE! - Mr. Smith 

UNIVERSITY SENATOR - Mr. Derby 

OLD BUSINESS 

NEW BUSINESS 

ADJOURNMENT 
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TO: William Edgar, Chairman, Faculty Senate 

FROM: James Watson, Chairman, Graduate Academic Affairs Committee 

DATE: January 19, 1976 

SUBJECT: Summary Report of GAAC's Response to the SED's Evaluation of Graduate Progra~ 

At the beginning of the fall 1975 semester, the Graduate Academic Affairs Committee 
of the Faculty Senate was asked by the Vice-President for Academic Affairs to review 
and evaluate the recommendations contained in a "Report of a Committee to Evaluate 
Master's Degree Programs at SUC Geneseo." This report (known as the "SED Report") had 
been submitted to the Vice-President for Academic Affairs on 3 July 1975 by a review 
team chosen to represent the State Education Department and its recommendations were 
based on an on-site visit conducted during March 1975. 

GAAC on 30 September 1975 voted by a substantial majority to accept the charge of 
reviewing and evaluating the SED's evaluations of graduate programs at Geneseo in the 
humanities (English, Library Science, and Speech Communications), the behavioral and 
social sciences (Education, History, Psychology, Speech Patholo9y and Audiology) and 
in the natural sciences (Biology, Chemistry, Mathematics, Physics) . In view of the 
acceptance of the charge, three subcommittees were constituted, one for each of the 
three subject matter areas just described . What follows is a summary of the recommenda
tions of each of the subcommittees as amended and accepted by GAAC as a committee of 
the whole. 

In the case of each subcommittee, its recommendations were based on additional 
materials supplemental to the text of the SED Report. Each committee also read and 
d1scussed the following documents as pertinent: (1) individual responses to the SED 
Report by each of the departments evaluated, (2) individual reports on each graduate 
program authored by members of the SUNY evaluation team which had visited the Geneseo 
campus in October 1974, (3) a general summary of the SUNY evaluation dated March 3, 1975 ~ 
authored by Louis Salkever and (4) various statistical summaries of data relating to the 
characteristics of graduate programs provided by the Dean for Graduate Affairs. In 
some cases, subcommittees also found it necessary to consult personally with appropriate 
chairpersons . 

Recommendations of the GAAC Subcommittee on the Humanities 

I. English 

The subcommittee noted that both the SUNY and SED evaluations of the English 
graduate program were quite positive in tone. The subcommittee endorsed and supported 
the moves which the English Department has currently undertaken with a view toward a 
reorganization and consolidation of its present programs. It is hoped that positive 
efforts in the direction of consolidation of the English graduate offerings will help 
to solve the problem of declining enrollments. The subcommittee also supports the SED 
reports suggestion that the Department of English explore the feasibility of a new 
interdisciplinary (or multi-disciplinary) master's program in the Humanities. 
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II. The School of Library and Information Science 

The subcommittee observed that after an extensive on-site examination, the School 
of Library Science had just received reaccreditation by the American Library Associa
tion. There appears to be little question concerning the continued viability of the 
existing graduate program in Library Science. 

III. Speech Communication 

The subcommittee considered an answer to the following question to be critical with 
respect to the continued viability of the existing graduate program in Speech Communi
cations: "Is it advisable to offer a program requiring three to four courses per 
semester when the same program graduates, at most, two to three students per year?" 
Although the subcommittee recognized that small graduate programs can pay dividends in 
increased individual attention to graduate students, the subcommittee recommends that 
the Traduate vrogram in Speech Communications should be discontinued. No new stuctents 
Shou a be adm tted to the program who wish to begin their study after tne SJ)r1ng 1976 
semester. All students currently .!.!l the lrogram will be allowed to cOOiPfete their 
studies .!!!. accord wlth the six year time imit. 

In the judgment of the subcommittee the low enrollments in the Speech Communication 
graduate programs does not justify the amount of faculty time diverted from the under
graduate program. The external reviewers have also cited the low admission standards, 
lack of distinction between undergraduate and graduate level work and the ambiguous 
and amorphous program description as other reasons for critically reviewing the viability 
of the program. The subcommittee, therefore, makes the following suggestion: 

Stnce without undergraduate enrollment in graduate courses the 
graduate program (in Speech Communicatton) would appear to be a 
highly expensive and probably unnecessary adnornment to the 
department's undergraduate program, tt would seem more logical 
to incorporate such small graduate programs as speech communication 
into a more general major which would encompass several depart
ments. Suggestions mtght be a program in mass communicattons, or 
perhaps a Master of Arts in Liberal Studies, possibly modeled on 
the program at Stony Brook. 

Recommendations of the GAAC Subcommittee on the Behavioral and Social Sciences Education 
(Special Eaucation and Deaf Education) 

Although criticisms were made of these programs by the SED evaluators, these 
criticisms centered more on shortcomings in program administration and the lack of 
certain instructional resources than on the academic viability of these programs per se. 
In fact, both the SED report and the GAAC subcommittee recognize that graduate programs 
in special education (including CRMD) and deaf education are viable and an important 
resource for the area. 

The GAAC subcommittee notes that Special Education/Deaf Education Faculty and the 
SED evaluators are in substantial agreement concerning the following major improvements 
which are also endorsed by the GAAC subcommittee: 

1. Imposition of an undergraduate quota system of 170 new students per year. 
2. Establishmen~ of a rigorous screening program before acceptance into the 

undergraduate and the graduate program. 
3. Ending the certification program at the masters level. 
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History 

The GAAC Subcommittee on the Behavioral and Social Sciences recommends that the 
M.A. de'Qreeprogram should be diScontinued. No new students should be admi tteato 
the program who wish to begin their study after the Spring 1976 semester. All students 
currently inthe program will be allowed to complete their studies in_ accordwith the 
six year time-rfmit. The~lowing are some of the reasons offered in suppor~thls 
recommendation by the GAAC subcommittee: 

1. Both the SUNY and SED evaluators concur in the recommendation that the M.A. 
program in history be replaced with other options for graduate study such 
as an interdisciplinary or interdepartmental M.A. program in the social 
sciences. 

2. The number of students is insufficient to warrant an M.A. program in 
history. In the 1976 Spring semester, only one full-time student and 
five part-time students were enrolled in the program. 

3. The academic quality of the history M.A. students is undistinguished. 
According to the data quoted in the SED Report, "The combined G.R.E. and 
the undergraduate G.P.A. of the students admitted to the history 
program is the lowest of all the colleges master's programs." 

4. The library holdings to support a graduate program in history are barely 
adequate in only limited areas. 

5. The level of history graduate courses is uneven with a minimal emphasis 
on research according to the SUNY evaluation. 

6. Other more developed history M.A. programs are available at Brockport, 
Buffalo and Rochester. 

7. The history M.A. program currently absorbs resources which, in the 
opinion of SUNY evaluators, might be better used to repair "acknow
ledged weaknesses in the undergraduate program." 

8. At least as important to the GAAC subcommittee as any of the above 
considerations is the fact that the Department of History has been 
consistently divided over the propriety of continuing the M.A. program. 

It should be noted that all of the above eight points are enalrged upon in the SED 
Report, the SUNY evaluation and in the original GAAC subcommittee report. The GAAC 
subcommittee report particularly stresses the relevance of the following principle 
as applied to the case of the History graduate program (as stated in Louis R. Salkever's 
General Summary of the SUNY evaluation dated 3/3/75): 

If the undergraduate offerings and/or major in the same discipline 
in which the graduate program is offered is weak and badly in need of 
resources and faculty attention, serious doubt is cast on the justified 
use of resources in the maintenance of a graduate program. 

Psychology 

Both the SED and SUNY reports are quite complimentary with regard to the M.A. 
program in Psychology. Statements and phrases such as "admirable job in describing 
the program", ':department has done a superb job", "great success in realizing its 
objectives'', are sprinkled liberally throughout both reports. Overall, the GAAC 
subcommittee found itself agreetng with the SED and SUNY evaluators that the psychology 

1

. 
master's program as presently constituted and administered is both sound and viable. 
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Some critical comments, however, are contained in the SED evaluation of the 
psychology masters program. The GAAC subcommittee is satisfied that the Department 
of Psychology has answered these criticisms adequat~ly. A summary of the critical 
issues raised by the SED evaluation. the department's response, and the subcommittee' : 
co11111ents fo 11 ows: 

SED 

In the past, some 500 level courses contained undergraduate students. 

Department 

The department agrees that undergraduate enrollment in 500 level 
courses is unacceptable and attributes isolated instances of its occurrence 
to problems with registration procedures which have subsequently been 
corrected by the Dean for Graduate Studies. 

SED 

rtbrary resources in psychology •.• seem not to be especially strong. 

Department 

The department feels that the SED evaluation did not consider the 
substantial resources of SUNY's and Rochester Area Colleges' library 
and facilities exchange program, which are available to their students 
and faculty. 

Comnent 

The department states that they have, and will continue to spend 
all monies allocated to the development of their own resources. It 
appears that the problem of "inadequate" on-campus resources can be 
resolved by an increase in college support for this vital area. 

SED 

It should be of major concern to the department that in the last 
two years 28 students have entered the program on a provisional or 
deftctency basis. 

Department 

The department feels that the record of success demonstrated by 
the students admitted on a provisional basis justifies the continuance 
of the procedure. 

Conrnent 

Evaluation of the department's data indicates that 71% of the 
students admitted provisionally are progressing satisfactorily through 
the program. Such success certainly does seem to justify the continuance 
of admitting promising students on a provisional basis. 
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Speech Pathology and Audiology 

The GAAC Subcommittee on the Behavioral and Social Sciences recognizes the basic 
viability and integrity of the graduate program in Speech Pathology and Audiology for 
the following reasons: 

1. There are adequate numbers of full and part-time students matriculating 
in the program. 

2. The department does not anticipate any diminution in the de~and for 
graduates in the program. 

3. The department has obtained. and will probably continue to obtain. 
Federal funding to aid in supporting the program. 

The GAAC subcommittee is satisfied that Speech Pathology and Audiology's response 
to the SED evaluation reflects a realistic understanding of the need to place stringent 
controls on the number and quality of students accepted into what is obviously a 
popular and much-needed graduate program. 

Recommendations of the GAAC Subcommittee on the Natural Sciences 

The subcommittee on the natural sciences elected to consider the four graduate 
programs in the sciences (Biology. Chemistry, Physics and Mathematics) together for 
the purpose of a response to the SED evaluators' critique of the science graduate 
programs. The subcommittee felt that "the four disciplines (should be) considered 
together since programs in any one are buttressed by strong programs in the others . 11 

Since the science subcommittee felt that the "only real problem stated (by the SED 
evaluator) was the low enrollments" in the science courses, the subcommittee devoted 
most of their attention to the question of the economic viability of the graduate 
programs in the sciences. The subcommittee deftned "economic viability" as "the net 
cost to the college of the program" as measured in tenns of Faculty FTE on the basis 
that one Faculty FTE is equivalent to 270 student credit hours enrollment and is 
equivalent to 12 classroom contact hours per week." 

The conclusions reached by the subcommittee concerning the economic viability of · 
science programs were stated as follows: 

It is apparent that not only do the Science-Math graduate programs 
support themselves, but also contribute to the support of the 
undergraduate programs. Without the graduate teaching assistants 
it would be impossible to staff the introductor core science l 
COUrSeS whfch reouire laboratories- emphaSlS adde~ 

The committee also took strong opposition to the SED comment regarding the need for I 
ten students per program on the following grounds: 

A survey was made of the United States Colleges and Universities l 
offering masters but not Ph.D. degrees in biology during the 
period 1971 to 1974. During this period SUC Geneseo granted 14 
masters degrees in biology. For this same period, only 17 (45%) ·~ 
of the 38 private institutions had over 14 graduates and 75 {61 %) 
of 123 public institutions grant~d over 14 masters in biology. 
A similar survey 1n physics showed that tne annual average number 
of graduate students in 70 institutions offering only a masters 
degree is 3.7 . 
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Other considerations in addition to the question of economic viability which the 
subcommittee adduced in support of the science graduate programs included: 

1. Considerable departmental enthusiasm for such program. 

2. Ability to recruit sufficient students for each of the programs where 
"sufficient•• means filling the available teaching assistantships. 

3. Reasonable progress with respect to the number of degrees granted and/ 
or the success of students in reaching their career goals. 

In reviewing the viability of the science graduate programs the subcommittee did 
find one area of major concern--the number of graduate mathematics courses being 
offered each semester. The subcommittee felt that a minimum of three graduate courses 
in mathematics must be offered per semester if the program is to remain viable. This 
standard is not at the present time being met. As a result of this situation, the 
GAAC Subcommittee on the Sciences offered the following recommendation: If the M.A. 
in mathematics program is to continue, the department must offer three graduate courses 
per semester. The committee suggests that the department revi ew its program with an 
eye toward providing more service to a larger body of prospective students. 

As a result of the evaluation of graduate programs conducted by the Graduate Academic 
Affairs Committee during the Fall 1975 semester as described in the attached document 
dated 19 January 1976, GAAC as submitted the resolution found in the Faculty Senate 
Agenda for the January 27, 1976 meeting to the Faculty Senate for its consideration. 

Copies of the documents mentioned in the text of this report are available for the 
perusal of interested faculty in the Faculty Senate Office, Blake A 103. 


