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ACULTY SENATE STAT£ UNIVERSITY CDLL£C£ AT C£N£ S£0, N.Y. 

March 141 1969 

NOTICE 

A memorandum from the office of the Student Personnel 

is reproduced in the Minutes of the Executive Committee 

which outlines the policy to be followed in dealing with 

"Demonstrations Which May Appear to Challenge College Rules." 

Please notice the letter from the President of the 

University Faculty Senate, which is reproduced here for 

your information. 

The Faculty Senate includes pages 304-310. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

MINUTES 

MARCH 11 , 1969 

The Executive Committee met in Erwin 104-A at 1:30pm, Chairman Beck 
presiding. Present were: Fisher, Rabe, Derby, Comley, MacVittie, Scholfield, 
Miller, Deutsch, Jammer, Merritt, Young. 

The Minutes of the MArch 4 meeting were approved with the following 
corrections: UAAC Report, relative to deadline dates for submission of new 
courses, should read that Faculty Senate's deadline is April 1. Also, in 
paragraph on grade changes, it is noted that~ (not one) changes involved 
lowering a gre.de. 

Chairman's Report 

Circulated: communications from Dr. Sherwig relative to S. U. budget; 
Student Senate Minut"es. 

The Chairman has requested that the Faculty Nominating Committee, chaired 
b.Y G. Goewey, prepare a slate of officers (Vice Chairman, Secretary, Treasurer). 
There will be a general faculty meeting on March 25 to receive the slate and 
make additional nominations. 

With approval of Senate Committee Chairmen, Dr. Beck deferred all reports 
to next week, so -t.hat matters of immediate importance could be taken up. 

At request of the Chairman, Drs. Young and MacVittie reported upon the 
events on campus since March 5. It was clear that faculty and administration 
involved commend and support the present leadership of Student Senate, and that 
the administration is sincere in its desire to take reasonable action that will 
assist this leadership. It was noted that there has been no interruption of 
college functioning -- no lo~s of class time, or 11 take over11 of space; it is 
hoped that we never reach the type of confrontation that does seriously violate 
college policy. Dr. Young read a statement that summarizes the position of the 
administration, the policies involved, and a statement of the reasons behind 
this position. (See statement included in resolution below.) The President 
asked the Executive Committee to what extent it f.elt able to support this 
statement of policy. 

The Executive Committee unanimously approved a resolution stating that it 
supports and approves the following statement of college policy, and urges that 
it be given the widest possible circulation within the college community 
immediately. 
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TO: Faculty and Students 

FROM: David A. Young, Dean of Students 

DATE: March 12, 1969 

SUBJECT: Demonstrations Which May Appear to Challenge College 
Rules 

On the evening of March 5, several students indicated 
that they did not wish to leave the College Center at 
the regular closing hour of 11:00 p.m. When questioned 
about their purposes and intentions qy an associate 
dean, the group designated a leader who requested 
permission to remain overnight. Permission was granted 
for a temporary suspension of the rules as a gesture 
of willingness on the part of the College officials 
to give fair consideration to the demands of the 
demonstrating group. 

A meeting was scheduled and held the following 
morning, at which time appropriate methods for seeking 
change were explained to group representatives. 
Another meeting was scheduled for March 12, and several 
informal discussions have since occurred. In response 
to repeated requests for permission to occupy the 
Center overnight, the College suspended closing regu
lations again on March 6, 7, and 8. On March 11, the 
College considered a Student Senate request for three 
additional overnight permissions and granted a temporary 
extention of Center closing hours to 3:30 a.m. for 
three nights in order to facilitate student discussion. 

The intention of the College to respond constructively 
to student requests should now be clear. Some reasons 
for returning to normal operation are as follows: 

1. Students involved in the demonstration have 
not cogently argued the existence of an emergency 
such that further suspension of ordinary rules and 
rule-making procedures is necessitated. 

2. None of the students who initiated the 
11 sit-in11 lvl.d previously sought a hearing with College 
.officials to discuss the list of demands, and it 
has not been shown that any student request was ignored 
by the College. Most of the demands were already 
being considered by duly constituted decision-
making groups. 

3. Neither the precedent of unauthorized 
occupancy of a College faculity (which has not yet 
occurred, since permission was given) nor that of 
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continual suspension of rules would be likely to 
develop respect for the rati onal procedure whereby 
the rules werd f ormed. Furthermore, continued 
reluctance to apply existing rules may co~nunicate 
the impression that coercive approaches to change are 
desirable in general. 

4. Hours for the operation of College buildings 
have been established through a systematic process 
of consultation and decision. Where no urgent reason 
exists for a change in these hours, other than the 
pressure of threatened noncompliance, it should be 
clear that change must result only from the same 
orderly process. 

5. Continued overnight occupancy of buildings 
presents a hazard to our students and an attractive 
nuisance for outsiders who do not feel responsi .e 
for the welfare of the College community. 

In summary, the College is responsible for the 
application and enforcement of rules on behalf of all 
of its members and of its ultimate sponsors, the 
citizens of New York. Where a temporary modification 
of rules for a few days to accommodate an unusual 
situation should suggest genuine concern for student 
needs, permitting actual violations could only be 
interpreted as a retreat from principle. 

Therefore, rule modification will not in the 
future be made as a result of "sit-in" activities or 
similar events which have not been approved by 
appropriate student groups and College offices according 
to established procedures. In order t o l eave no 
doubt as to the full meaning of this policy, it ~ust 
be added that noncompliance with College rules during 
demonstrations will be treated the same way as other 
forms of misconduct. Specifically, persons who 
refuse to leave a campus area where their presence is 
unauthorized will be subject to civil arrest under the 
Penal Law of New York State as well as t o College 
disciplinary action, including possible suspension 
or dismissal. 

It is the sincere hope of the College that the 
almost entirely positive r esults of recent experiences 
with demonstration and discussion will not be lost 
through the inability of participants t o sustain a 
rational approach. 

Chairman Beck opened discussion of a memorandum from Dr. Stolper, dated 
March 6, 1969, and related to the foregoing. General consensus of the 
Executive Committee was that, for the moment, the statement of college policy 
should be adequate in resolving faculty concerns. The Executive Committee will, 
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however, review the situation at its next meeting. Readiness to assist the 
administration was conveyed to Dr. MacVittie, also . 

President's Report 

Dr. MacVittie reported upon action taken as a consequence of the request of 
the Executive Committee and Senate on the Scholfield memorandum. The President 
identified the following six steps being taken to come to a decision: 

1. Development of a statement of the charge 
2. Gather the information needed 
3. Review of the information 
4. Hold personal interviews 
5. Consultation (a panel from within the college, and outside assistance 

and advice) 
6. Pr eparation of response and disposition of the matter. 

The President discussed briefly progress to date, which has developed to the 
fourth step. Upon questioning, he a ssured the Committee that the task would be 
completed well before the end of the semester, and more precisely before April 14. 
Committee members expressed sincere approval of the steps being taken. There 
was a brief discussion of manner of r eporting to Senate: this will be clarified 
in ample time to report at the next meeting. 

The President stated that the Advisory Committee on Selection of Vice 
President is meeting daily this week in preparation for making its final report 
on Thursday. 

Dr. MacVittie reported that the S. U. budget picture has not changed since 
his presentation to the faculty at meeting on February 25. He 'noted that the 
Chancellor and the Trustees are not now in favor of suggesting a cut back on 
enrollment. However, it is evident that immediate steps must be taken to 
determine how to accommodate the needs of the college with the financial 
limitations. The picture is that Geneseo will be about $270, 000 short of funds 
needed for minimal, basic operation. A Committee including the Faculty Chairman, 
the Chairman of the Budget Committee, she S. U. Senator, i s being appointed to 
assist in the review and determiniation of where "belt-tightening" will occur. 
There will probably be a ·gener al faculty meeting to inform everyone of the cuts 
decided upon. 

The officers of Student Senate have been kept informed of developments in 
the budget crisis . Under Mr. E. Wilson, and in cooperation with other units of 
State University, student groups are planning strategies to follow in making 
their concern known. 

Adjournment was at 3:00 pm. 

Respectfully submitted, 

M. Charl otte Jammer 
Secretary 
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TO: MEMBERS OF THE UNIVERSITY FACULTY SENATE 

Dear Senator : 

You will be interested to know that the PERB hearings on the State 
University case were completed today. The Board has set May 19, 1969, for the 
submission of briefs in this case by the interested parties. It seems safe 
to conclude that no final PERB decision will be known until this summer. 

The budgetary crisis facing the University remains serious. Chancellor 
Gould has agreed to my proposal that he discuss the impact of this situation on 
the University's 1969-1970 student admissions policy. In addition to University 
Faculty Senate spokesmen, I have also invited representatives of all other pro
fessional organizations involved in the PERB hearing to attend that meeting, 
scheduled for March 17. To guarantee a full discussion of the question, I 
have also invited a number of State University student leaders to attend 
and participate. 

Sin~erely yours, 

John M. Sherwig 
President 
University Faculty Senate 
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Faculty Senate Student Affairs Committee 
Mar~h 11, 1969 
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Dr. Myrtle Merritt convened the meeting of Dr. Charles Bailey, Miss 
Catherine Hughes, Mr. Hugh Lynch, Dr. Daniel Meyer, Dr. Albert Sala
tino, Mrs. Eula White, Dr. James Jackson, Dr. Robert Roecker, Dr. 
Bruce Ristow, Mr. Eric Wilson, Mrs. Nancy Payne, Mr. John Pratico, 
Mr. William Ahroon, and Miss Lynn Kelly. Mr. Jerold Bastedo, Dr. 
David Young, Dr. Fred Bennett, Mr. John Rodgers, Mr. Robert Riedel 
and Mr. Allen Ames were unable to attend. 

The meeting began with discussion of the effectiveness and role of 
the Faculty Senate Affairs Committee. It was considered to be an 
organ of two-way faculty-student communication, although its poten
tial as a device for expediting student suggestions was mentioned. 
Hr . Pratico recommended a more active participation by the committee 
in the exploration of college problems. The problem of accurate 
reporting of student opinions to the committee and in the Student 
Senate vas discussed. Mr. Wilson requested more detailed informa
tion on the plans underway to prevent tripling next September. The 
conversation turned to the nature of planning for student housing 
and on the status of room contracts or housing requests. 

Students on the committee suggested further exploration of ways for 
the College and the University to help those who were disadvantaged 
and not prepared well to meet present academic entrance standards. 
Dr. Jackson asked that the committee request the Office of Financial 
Aids to inform us what grant monies (private or governmental) might 
be available to aid the recruitment and education of the disadvan
taged . Mr. Wilson requested that a f u ture committee meeting be 
devoted to the consideration of criteria and procedures for recruit
ment and program offered the disadvantaged. Another proposed area 
for future discussion is that of the relationship between civil lav, 
campus policy, 1£ 12££ parentis, and the enforcement of each. The 
secretary requested all future proposals for committee consideration 
and action be in writing to minimize misunderstanding. 

Personal thanks to the peacemakers of the campus; 
I think that anarchy is .a kind of active apathy. 

Dan Heyer 


