
Correspondence: showers@geneseo.edu, 245-5264 Page 13 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Bulletin Volume 57, Number 3 

 Pages 13-19 

 October 10, 2012 

 

Contents 
Topic          Page 

Agenda, College Senate Meeting, October 16, 2012     14 

Minutes, Research Council, August 31, 2012     15 

Minutes, College Senate, September 11, 2012     16 

  

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

COLLEGE SENATE BULLETIN 

State University of New York at Geneseo 

College of Arts and Sciences 

 



Correspondence: showers@geneseo.edu, 245-5264 Page 14 
 

Agenda for Senate Meeting on October 16, 2012 
Call to Order        5 minutes 

Adoption of the Agenda 

Adoption of the Minutes 

Minutes of the Senate meeting of September 11, 2012 (CSB V. 57, n 3; pp. 16-19) 

 

Guests 

 Gary Towsley Update on the Gen Ed process   5 min 

 Katie Tierney Assessment and accreditation   15 min 

 

Senate Reports        25 minutes 

President   Christopher Dahl 

Provost      Carol Long 

Chair     Dennis Showers 

Vice Chair    Jan Lovett 

Past-Chair   David Granger 

Secretary   Cheryl Kreutter 

Treasurer    Paul Pacheco 

University Faculty Senator  Gregg Hartvigsen 

Vice President, Student Assoc. Justin Shapiro 

 

Reports of the Standing Committees of the Senate    10 minutes 

Undergraduate Curricula  

Undergraduate Policies    

Graduate Academic Affairs   

Student Affairs     

Faculty Affairs    

 

Old Business 

New Business 

Adjournment 

 5:00  
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Research Council Minutes 
31 Aug 2012 

Members Present:  Paul Pacheco, Lori Bernard, Jenny Apple, Anne Baldwin, Doug Baldwin, Emilye Crosby, Ted 

Everett, Meredith Marko Harrigan, Chris Leary, Michael Lynch, Doug MacKenzie, George Marcus, Dave Parfitt, 

Anne-Marie Reynolds, Jennifer Rogalsky, Farooq Sheikh, Eugene Stelzig 

Guest:  Kurt Fletcher 

Discussion: 

1. New Members and Subcommittee Updates: 

-Leigh O’Brien (School of Education) is on sabbatical so Kelly Keegan will be her replacement.   

-Review of Subcommittee assignments:   Elaine Cleeton will move to Faculty Research, George Marcus 

will take over as chair of the working group to discuss an Office of Undergraduate Research, and Kelly 

Keegan will move to the working group to discuss what can be done to more actively support grant writing.  

All other assignments will stay the same. 

-Faculty Research subcommittee and Undergraduate Research and Travel Grants subcommittee still meet 

face to face.  Patty Hamilton- Rodgers is working with the Working Group on the Office of Undergraduate 

Research to set up a virtual website which will include interviews with student researchers.   Working 

Group on Supporting Grant Writing will begin a new discussion. 

2. 2012-2013 meeting dates:  Like last year,  all meetings will be held on Friday afternoons  at 3:30pm 

(South Hall room 209) – 9/28, 11/9, 2/8, 3/8, 5/3 

 

3. Budget Update:  Anne Baldwin reviewed the new allocations for the 2012-2013 year.  The budget was 

reviewed, including  any May (summer) awards along with the anticipated awards for this year.  Lisa 

Feinstein will be approaching the Student Association in September for additional funds.   

 

4. Distance Mentoring Program:  Lori Bernard shared the news that in addition to Geneseo’s involvement 

with the COPLAC Teagle Foundation-funded distance mentoring pilot,  she has been awarded a SUNY 

IITG award (Innovative Instruction Technology Grant) called “SUNY System Replication of COPLAC’s 

Teagle Foundation-Funded Implementation of Distance Mentored Undergraduate Research: Leveraging 

Consortium-wide Faculty Expertise to Enhance Student Learning.”  

 

a. Possible Research Council faculty mentors include Emilye Crosby, Ben Laabs, Meredith Marko 

Harrigan, Farooq Sheikh, and Doug MacKenzie.   

b. Other SUNY partners in this grant are Plattsburgh, Fredonia and Oswego and there will be two 

faculty members and two students from each institution involved.   

 

5. General Initiatives:  Kurt Fletcher returned as a guest to continue our discussion about  institutionalizing 

undergraduate research which we started last May.   

a. Does SUNY Geneseo want to develop measurable goals in undergraduate research?  And if so, 

what would they be? 

b. Discussions/questions  included:   

i. Setting up an Office of Undergraduate Research is a way of institutionalizing 

undergraduate research. 

ii. Having departments decide what/how the measurements should be used runs into the 

problem that departments tend to have very different definitions of what constitutes 

undergraduate research. 

iii. How would institutionalizing undergraduate research enhance things?  Our numbers 

show that more and more students are involved in research and travel as it is.   

iv. Why are we institutionalizing undergraduate research?  Is there a specific problem that 

needs to be addressed? 
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v. How would the college factor this mentoring into current workloads? 

vi. Smaller course sizes could help with additional mentoring.   

vii. Could the work be compensated?  Could faculty be giving professional development 

funds as an incentive? 

viii. What issues stand in the faculty’s way in terms of mentoring?  Could obstacles be 

identified? 

ix. Could senior students be asked if they participated in research and if not, why? Physics 

asks graduating seniors this question already. 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:30pm.    

Submitted by Traci Phillips and Paul Pacheco. 

          

College Senate Meeting Minutes 

September 11, 2012 

Present: J. Aimers, J. Allen, M. Board, M. Boquard, S. Bosch, T. Bowersox, S. Carroll, C. Dahl, S. Derne, 

E.Drachman, S. Derne, D. Ernst, K. Fletcher, E. Gamello, D. Granger, D. Greenberg, C. Haddad, B. Harrison, G. 

Hartvigsen, J. Haynie, A. Heap, S. Iyer, J. Katz, C. Kreutter, C. Leary, J. Lovett, D. Mackenzie, G. Marcus, V. 

Markowski, K. Matthews, D. McPherson, C. Mellow, J. Miller, J. Milroy, M. Mooney, J. Okada, P. Pacheco, D. 

Repinski, D. Rescott, S. Salmon, E. Savellos, D. Scott, J. Shapiro, D. Showers (Chair), A. Sikka,  D. Strang, S. 

Stubblefield, M. Sullivan, A. Tajima, G. Towsley, R. Vasiliev, H. Waddy, J. Wideen  

 

Call to Order 

D. Showers (Chair) called the meeting to order at 4:00 PM        

 

Adoption of the Agenda  

The agenda was accepted by the Chair without corrections or additions 

 

Adoption of the Minutes 

The Chair accepted the minutes of the Senate meeting of April 3, 2012 without objection 

The Chair accepted the minutes of the Senate meeting of May 1, 2012 without objection 

 

From the Chair 

 Chair Showers introduced Anjoo Sikka, the new Dean of the Ella Cline Shear School of Education. 

 Chair Showers called for a moment of silence to honor our colleague Bill Gohlman who passed away over 
the summer.  

 Opened discussion on topic of “What do Senators need to do their job?” 
o Three groups formed for 15 minute discussions 
o Volunteer from each group provided three minute synopsis of their discussion 

 Notes of the discussions appear below 
o Comments/suggestions/questions raised in the discussion with the full Senate 

 By Board of Trustees Policies, the faculty as a body serves in advisory role to President 

 At Geneseo, the faculty shares that responsibility with other constituencies 
through the College Senate 

 What kind of advice does the administration seek? 
 Who is our (Senator’s) constituency?  
 Bulletins are not effective as a communications tool 
 There needs to be more detail about what was said on the Senate floor during 

discussions 
 Primary role of Senators is to report information back to faculty 
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 Would be useful to have committee chairpersons pass along information regarding 
previous year’s committee work? 

 Could committee chairpersons serve two year terms (instead of current practice of 
serving one year term)? Could each committee select a vice-chair to serve as the chair 
the following year? 

 

Senate Reports        

President Christopher Dahl 

 

 

Provost Carol Long 

 Provost Long  

 

Chair Dennis Showers 

 

 

Vice Chair Jan Lovett 

Remindesd the Senators of the deadlines for nominations for Chancellor’s Awards and Distinguished ranks 

 

Past-Chair David Granger 

 No report 

 

Secretary Cheryl Kreutter 

 No report 

 

Treasurer Paul Pacheco 

 No report 

 

University Faculty Senator  Gregg Hartvigsen 

 No report 

 

Vice President, Student Assoc. Justin Shapiro 

 

 

Reports of the Standing Committees of the Senate 

Undergraduate Curricula – Meg Stolee 

 No report 

 

Undergraduate Policies  

 No report 

  

Graduate Academic Affairs – Doug Mackenzie 

 No report 

  

Student Affairs – Dan Repinski 

Reported on the status of the recommendations made by SAC last year and identified agenda items the 

Committee will take up this year. 

    

Faculty Affairs – Jim Allen 

 Looking forward to working with the committee this year.  

  

Old Business 

New Business 

Adjournment 
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 5:00PM – Chair adjourned the meeting without objection  

      

Respectfully submitted, 

Cheryl A. Kreutter, College Senate Secretary 

 

 

Notes from the Breakout Discussions 
 

At-Large Senators 

 

Convened by David Granger 

 

What is the purpose of Senate? 

 Providing oversight, checks/balances, making recommendations 

 Hear voices from more than one area, unified goal of integrating the college  

 Learning about campus 

 Making recommendations to Administration; Administration executes 

 Curriculum – emphasis 

 

What makes it worth our time? 

 To create change!  Improve college for all 

 Getting to know others, learning issues/discussions beyond usual interests 

 Conveying information back to constituents; Listening for new ideas 

 Not worthwhile when spending time and nothing happens 

 Meaningful input that affects change 

 

Specific – At-Large 

 Little distinction between department/at-large, hopefully department senators have a global perspective as 

well. 

 At-large Senators have to step forward to serve in order to be elected  

 Difference in how Senators are chosen. 

 

What do we need to do our job? 

 Self-efficacy – knowing that the work matters. 

 Improved minutes for everything (include discussions from committees) Re: hashing discussion on floor of 

senate 

 More information from committees 

 How to do this?  Minutes (technically only need to reflect actions but discussion provides context) 

 What suggestions on how to do this? More money? More hours in the day? 

 

Nature of At-Large 

 Course releases for Senate Leadership (Executive Committee) 

 Could departments be able to absorb course release? 

 It is insulting to create a task force to do things that Senate is structured to do (ex. Recommendations of 

SOFI from last year); are we providing oversight? (ex. Recommendation shifting time of SOFI) 

 To do a better job:  follow up on recommendations with Admin, what has happened on 

pending/recommended issues? 

 

Departmental Senators 

 

 More information sharing and information that is timely 

 Overall better communication 

 It would help to have continuity in the chairs of the standing committees 

 What kind of advice does the Administration want? 
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 Senators should bring information back to their departments 

o Is this done consistently? 

 When recommendations are not accepted we should get a written response from the administration 

 Focus more on follow-up—especially one year to the next 

 

 

Administrators/Chairs of College-wide committees 

 

What do they need from the Senate? 

 

 Personnel Committee needs the major SOFI issues resolved to a point where faculty coming up for 

decisions can have confidence in the system. 

 Communication is important to the working of the committees. It informs discussions and requires effective 

dissemination. 

 Each standing committee may need a liaison to the administration 

 Gen Ed originated in the Senate, but since then there has only been discussion of pieces, i.e. R/, M/, Intd 

105. 

 How can the Senate be proactive? 

 Try to find increased support for the Research Council to fund programs.  

o RC could lead a discussion about Undergraduate research goals/values. 

 Dean: Course proposals & policies – direct relationship 

o Problems with appeals to transferability 

o College-wide writing requirement 

o Academic Standards Committee – could there be an expanded role of the committee to support 

faculty input to processes in the Dena’s office? 

 Budget Committee – allocation recommendation to SPG 

o Could serve as a forum for communicating budget information 

o Connect to what is going on at the statewide level. 

 

 

 
 


