SECRETARY’S REPORT NO.  7, October 11, 2006

REPORT OF ACTIONS TAKEN AT THE MEETING OF THE USG SENATE

The Student Senate met in Regular Session on October 11, 2006 at 6:30 in the Ohio Union, Grey Suite K.  Speaker of the Senate Nick Benson presided.

Present:                                       Absent:                                 Alternates:

	Aten (A)
	Babington
	Bachert
	Baginski
	Barylak

	Benson
	Borden (A)
	Bunker
	Byerly
	Casto

	Chi
	Daprile
	Derringer
	Dodovich
	Dunleavy

	Estock 
	Evangelista
	Evans
	Fannin
	Fine (A)

	Fisher
	Fox
	Frost
	Fulara
	Gozur

	Green
	Hellman
	Hendy
	Hornsby
	Hussain

	Innes
	Johns
	Jones
	King
	Marconi

	McCann
	Raju
	Reed
	Rosen
	Salikuddin

	Schreiber
	Sellke
	Sheikh
	Skinner
	Smith

	Sprinkle

Watson
	Steele

Wells
	Surovjak
	Traeger
	Wani


Swearing in of New Alternates

Two new alternates

Open Forum for the Public

Singla: I’m the chair of CSA. I’m here to bring up a couple of points. I know you’re discussing 39-R-33. I’ve seen this proposal in many different forms, and I have to say that the one before us today is fabulous. I want to say that I appreciate the time that everyone’s spent on this. I wanted to bring up a few things from my time on CSA. I definitely understand the viewpoint of having the proportional representation, but having one professional student could be limiting when you want to get discussion going. I think it would be worth it to have more than one IPC student on CSA. Second, looking at Allocations, it’s more than just to create representatives from the student government. In considering how the student governments will be looking at allocations, I would ask you guys to consider representation that’s not adherent in the student voice. Lastly, the Student Activity Fee- I understand that the view point is that undergrads are putting in the money that feeds the Student Activity Fee, but there are certain programs that supercede the constituencies. I ask you to consider that you’ll have to work together with other constituencies to look at those programs.

Questions: 

Christobek: so it seems that the Allocations Committee is the specific point that’s changing. Can you go into that a little more?

As of right now CSA is made up of representatives from the three student governments, Student Affairs, and the director of Student Affairs, as well as staff and faculty members. Allocations is made up of people who are members of Student Affairs but aren’t necessarily on the Council. As of right now, the proposal to change the council would make it up to the student government to compose what the committee would look like. My suggestion is to either keep this committee in place, or keep this organization in mind when setting up the new committee. 

Bunker: I’m not sure what CSA does, but if it only does the allocations, does the new resolution make CSA superfluous?

No. CSA does a number of things beyond allocations. Allocations is just one of three sub-committees that CSA has. USG and CSA serve as advocates of students. Last year, a big issue was GEC reform. In previous years, student s wants and the best interests of students intersected. We look at issues that don’t affect just the undergraduate students and the graduate students. CSA would still continue to look at those issues. 

Jill from the Credit Union of Ohio: For those of you who are not familiar with what a Credit Union is, it’s a full-service financial institution, but we’re a not-for-profit organization. We have a Board of Directors that determines what rates and incentives we’re going to provide to our members. We just opened a full-service branch on the corner of 11th and Neil. We have a free checking account, savings account and credit cards. We serve State of Ohio employees, as well as OSU students, faculty and staff. All of the information is in this brochure. 

Brian Rothenberg: I’m the director of the Committee on Safety and Community. Senators who are interested in working with Safety, or have Safety initiatives that they would like to pursue, come talk to me. Also, if you’re interested in green initiatives, stick around and let me know about those. 

Melanie Stickle: It is truly a privilege that we are all sitting here today. It takes 43% of a working family’s household income to send their children to college. Not one Ohio politician has stepped up to the plate to combat the continuous increase in tuition in Ohio. Issue 3 is a solution. As you can see, 45% of the slot revenue will be going directly back to the people of Ohio. 33% will be going to tuition costs. The rest will be divided to the 88 different counties. 

Questions:

Dodovich: what poll said 80%?


I don’t the actual people who conducted the poll with me. 

Dodovich: was it a student organization, or an outside source?


A pollster

Sellke: can you define what “economic development” would entail?

Basically, we’re going to have more money going into our local townships and creating jobs.

Sprinkle: I don’t understand this. My question is- let’s say this passes. Can I open my own casino?

No, this is a constitutional amendment that makes it so that only the nine people written into the amendment could open one.

Benson: Is it really appropriate to amend the state’s constitution to give millionaires an oligarchy to fun education in the state? Why does this belong in the state’s constitution?

If any of you know about the Ohio Lottery, you know it has failed miserably in terms of funding education. Making it a Constitutional amendment will make sure that the money will go back to the state of Ohio.

Steele: do you agree that to a certain extent, gambling is a tax on stupidity? 

Yes, there may be some stupid people that go to the slot machines, but there are also some smart people. Now, what we have going on is that people are leaving our state and gambling in other places, so all of this Ohio money is going to other places. 

Skinner: I noticed that you said that this is “a solution for now”. Isn’t it true that the money doesn’t start to go to students until 2009?

The reason I say “now” is that everyone in opposition says it shouldn’t be a constitutional amendment, we should let our politicians take care of it. That hasn’t happened, and this will work right away. 

Skinner: isn’t it true that none of us will receive any of this money?


Yes, that’s true.

Dennis: I wonder why you haven’t mentioned that after twelve years of funding education, the funding will stop.

That’s a lie. That’s not going to happen. The funding does not stop in twelve years. In 2021, it will provide all students in Ohio a chance to go to college.

Benson: what does it mean when the amendment says “for the first twelve years…”?

Let’s say that this is November and it passes today. We can’t start giving out scholarships because there isn’t any revenue yet. At first, the top 5% will be getting that funding, and after 2021, all students will get some of that funding.

Smith: Two parted question- part A- the proposed amendment will give 45% of revenue back to Ohio. Where will the other 55% go?


Page three delineates where that money will go. 

Part B- Are these privately-owned casinos? Where will these slot machines be put?

They’ll be put at seven race-tracks and two in downtown Cleveland, and they’re privately owned.

Part C- The philanthropy of 7 individual private companies, are you 100% certain that they’re going to give this money back to Ohio?


Yes, it’s written into the amendment that this will happen. 

Dunleavy: I just did some chicken-scratch math here. Will 26.5% be going to salaries and profits of people who run the casino?


9.5% go to the owners.

Dunleavy: and then 17% go to salaries?


Yes. 

Dave Knapp: First of all, I am the USG Policy Director, and I’d like to encourage everyone to be a liaison between Policy and Senate. Meetings are at 9pm on Monday nights. CSA proposal- let me give you some things I think are important to consider: It is important to recognize that Student Affairs encompasses every mishmash thing at this facility. They influence a whole range of people. The original proposal eliminated faculty and staff, which is dangerous. A lot of what we’ve talked about is the money. If you’re interested in controlling and making sure that the money is divvied up, it is important to address the allocations committee. It is important to make sure that funds are set-aside for OUAB. Also, make sure that if you are going to pass something tonight that it is something passable and worthwhile bringing to University Senate. If you propose it and create a big war, you’ll jeopardize the rest of Policy’s projects for this year. Anything that you do, look forward to the future. Make sure that whatever policy you select will be best in the long-term. 

Questions: 

Christobek: would this new proposal, where do you see us going?

Am I right to assume that the allocations change that was discussed included a certain percent being given to OUAB?

Christobek: the change in the legislation would be determined by approval of University Senate.

It’s important to make sure that the allocations are distinguished by the Student Activity Fee, then making sure that the money is distributed by the proper student government. Also, make sure you set aside enough money to fund OUAB. I think a lot of rules that CSA uses are things we’ll have to look to in the future. We have to have a very firm plan of what will happen in the future, because nobody will give students the right to allocate 2.1million dollars.

Marconi: is there anything that your group is working on that you think would be worthwhile to take to University Senate?

Yes, we have three proposals: the health line, and the religious tolerance policy, then the University Policy agenda, which will be presented to you before sent to University Senate.

Barylak: Do you support this as written?

I have not read this specifically. It’s not my job to support it or not support it; my job is to tell you the policy implications.

Sprinkle: How is the USG assessment going?

We’ve completed an assessment last year. I have some reservations about it, so any questions that we have will be asked again to reconfirm the data. Bear with me while we correct our errors.

Executive Report

Christobek: Ryan will be here any moment now. It’s been a fun-filled day. You can see on the exec report. Arts and Sciences Faculty senate, I went today because they were discussing GEC reform. Nothing was decided today; they’re trying to push forward as much as they can, but there’s still a lot of opposition. They might look to funding students more. 

Knoepfler: I went to the University Area Safety Committee today. They were recapping us on all of the stuff that they do related to Game Day events, and trying to prevent another “Texas” from occurring. Some of the things that the university, police and fire are doing-empty out the dumpsters on Friday and Saturday of the game. They also hose down the dumpsters. They’re not saying that they’ve been doing such a great job these last two weeks, they’re just realizing that it was an atypical game, and we’ve been lucky these last two weeks. They are preparing for the Michigan game because they’re expecting it to be a problem. 

Christobek: with these new member orientations-we’ve had 200 new faces in USG. This past Thursday in cabinet, we had leadership and engagement training. The renting guide is now online. It’s probably one of the most important things that USG does. It’s online right now. You’ll see our budget tonight come to the floor. There is one part of the original budget that was taken out during Steering. I have that right now to propose as new business. OSUVotes was a wonderful success. Tomorrow, they’re having Laurie David in the ballrooms at 8pm. 

Questions:

Dodovich: is there a plan for packing all of our things, reserving new rooms, and everything else?

Daphne Everheart: I just went to the Ohio Union Council. We will start to move on January 8th. If anyone’s going to be here over Christmas, we’ll be doing a lot of work. We’ll have movers, but it will be our responsibility to pack things. 

Dunleavy: 1500 voters- awesome job. How much of the money that we allocated to OSUVotes did they end up spending?


GR used 55% of the allocation for OSUVotes. 


Committee/Constituency Reports

Dodovich: Policy and Governance Met on Monday. We discussed the CSA thing. R-25 passed unanimously. R-26 passed with one amendment. 

Babington: Academic Affairs met this week and had a very productive meeting. We discussed CSA at length. We did a lot of work on GEC planning.

Dunleavy: Student Affairs met. We outlined some goals for the coming year. We approved the former CSA resolution, so we didn’t have to do that this week.

Steele: Budget and Finance met for about 2 hours and 45 minutes. Mary Estock brought cake for us because it was Kyle Fannin’s birthday. We had one bill that we tabled until next week. We think it’s a good program, but we need some more numbers. We passed the budget unanimously. 

Benson: Steering amended the budget that came out of Budget and Finance by striking the section on the ABTS Conference. Initially, one line-item was going to be taken out, then some other concerns were raised. The committee felt that instead of having the budget fail because of one item, to take that out, then introduce it separately. Also, there’s a new version of the CSA resolution. We served as a conference committee, and some new information was brought to us that we felt had to be considered. I actually hope that this can be referred back to committee. I’d hoped that we could go ahead and pass this, but if people feel that it needs to be discussed further, why not a fourth week?

Questions:

Sprinkle: if this gets referred back tonight, can we get it to the University Senate floor by the end of the quarter?


That might be in jeopardy now.

What happened to the old resolution?

What we did was scrap the old proposal and come up with this new proposal that would eliminate the Allocations sub-committee. The initial proposal was replaced with this piece of legislation.

Dodovich: the old proposal wasn’t written in Faculty Rule form, but this at least is in a proper format that we can use. 

Fournier: point of information- the actual format really doesn’t matter right now, because Chris Zacher was going to put it in the proper format. What can we do to get the old proposal back to the floor?

We can refer the issue to committee, and when the committee looks at it, they can choose to amend the structure to replace it to the old one.

Bunker: so the old resolution was tabled, essentially?


It was basically stricken and replaced with this one.

Christobek: have you talked to anyone outside of USG Steering about this?

I represent Undergraduate Students, and I think this is the best thing for them. I don’t represent faculty or staff.

Steele: so did you talk to students outside of USG?


A couple, yes.

What was the vote on it?


3-2-1

Old Business

39-R-33
Presented by Benson: I think there’s a lot of kinks that need worked out, so I encourage someone to refer this to committee. 

Sellke: I move to refer to committee.

Dodovich: I’d like to amend the motion to say refer it to Policy and Governance.

Smith: I think this is a good idea, but I wouldn’t object sending to Student Affairs, too. I move to amend the motion to include the Committee on Student Affairs.

Dodovich: we’re dealing with the structure of the university, I think that’s a policy issue, so it should be sent to Policy and Governance, but since it affects Student Affairs, I think we should send it to both committees.


Babington: I think sending it to only two committees would eliminate half the discussion. I move to amend to refer to all four committees

Benson: according to the parliamentarian, we cannot do that. You can only have two amendments on the main motion at the floor at any time. The question on the floor is to amend the amendment to send it to two committees

Vote: 21-13-5

Discussion on the motion to amend to send it to the two committees. :

Bunker: I move to refer the resolution to all four committees. 

Smith: it seems to me that we’ve narrowed it down to two committees. If you have concerns, you can speak to a member of those committees.


Surovjak: I think it’s a great idea to include all the people who discussed it the first time around.

Babington: CSA doesn’t only deal with two issues, so it should go to all four committees.

Vote: passes by a voice vote.

Discussion on the motion to refer it to all four committees. 

Sprinkle: I think this needs to get to U. Senate by the end of Autumn quarter, so we shouldn’t refer it at all.

Dunleavy: this is a 3 million dollar decision here, so rushing it isn’t a good idea. Let’s try and see what we can do to make it perfect. The format and the layout is different than anything we’ve ever seen. 

Marconi: the reason that the different committees haven’t seen the current form is because Steering had a conference committee. If we were to submit this to University Senate now, there would be ample time for some of us to voice opinions there. 

Dunleavy: I’d like to point out that it really was not a conference committee. This resolution that we’re looking at was already written before we met. The bolded points were not recommended by a single committee in Senate, so I don’t think we can argue that this was a conference committee. What we’re looking at is a similar resolution with some changes.

Reed: we’re talking about the amendment. The discussion has been drifting. We’re talking about whether to send it to four committees. 

Smith: To me, it’s a matter of quality. If we send something to University Senate, it needs to be something that we believe in and approve, so I support sending this to committee.

Barylak: I think we’re beating a dead horse. I don’t think we should send this to committees. I think a lot of problems remain, and some new ones have been introduced. This is contentious. 

Fournier: I think we should vote this down. This is not the resolution I authored. The four committees have already talked about this. The Steering committee decided to put mine aside and replace it with this. I think we’ve already talked about this. 

Sallikuddin: we have been beating a dead horse. This has been dominating the discussion of the senate for three weeks. We don’t know what we want to do with this. We can’t agree on what we want to do, so maybe we can give our suggestions to CSA on how they should restructure. Nobody can agree on how to restructure.

Dunleavy: it definitely should go back to committee. We came to a pretty decent agreement. 

Innes: in response to a couple of the things that Senator Barylak said- this is contentious. We can’t decide what we want to do with it, and I don’t think anyone really knows for sure what their own opinion is. I think that because it’s so contentious, we send it back to committee to make sure we do with it something that we’re positive we want.

Skinner: I think just the fact that there’s so much arguing among the members of the senate shows that it’s something we should proceed with caution on. This is 3million dollars, and we can’t even get the five people at the front of the room to agree. This is not a completed product. I also want to caution against getting personal feelings involved in this. We need to focus on what we, as a body, agree should be done with 3million dollars.

Vote on motion to refer to committees: passes by a voice vote. 

39-B-5

Presented by Fournier: The projector isn’t here, but I want to thank all of you that submitted ideas to Budget and Finance. I think you have a document that has been talked bout for two weeks. Take a look at it. What you have here is per the input of Steering and Budget and Finance.

Discussion: 

Dodovich: I think on the whole this is a good budget. I don’t like some of the unallocated money, but I understand that Budget and Finance worked hard and had to make compromises, so I assume that this unallocated money is one of those. I support the budget. Good job Budget and Finance.

Steele: the reason there’s unallocated funds is for flexibility. We reduced the overall budget by 15.9%. It was unanimously approved after about 2.5 hours of discussion. The first thing I want to go over is what we cut: committee non line-item funds were cut. One of the compromises we made was that exec miscellaneous went from 5,000 to 4,000. I’d like to cut it down to 2, but we thought that if we put it all in one common pot, Ryan and Kate could distribute to any committees that run out of money. As far as Governmental Relations, we cut that from 8k to 4k. The main reason was a lot of the choices for OSUVotes. The 3500 we cut from OSUVotes was for the early voter busses, and the promotional items. We cut from Diversity. Off Campus was cut by a total of 2500. We thought Greek Speaks was a great idea, but not our responsibility, so we cut that. Sponsorship of the Greek Recruitment was cut. Big 10 Black Student Leader conference was cut, because the conference isn’t for 16 months. What we increased: 50 in office supplies. The LCD projector and Screen was increased because simply renting one for the quarter would cost 900, so we said get the very best. Also, Member-D was given 700 non-allocated, then the Intern non-allocated. Diversity non-line-itemed was cut to zero. Senate Miscellaneous was added by moving it from the ABTS Conference. Everyone in Steering seemed to think that paying for people from other schools to go to a basketball game wasn’t a good way to spend our money. As far as the ABTS conference, I was pretty upset that that was removed in Steering last night. Whenever it is brought back to us, I hope you’ll vote for it. We put a lot of work into the budget. Everyone came in with an open mind, and I think it would be a slap in the face to raise some concerns that weren’t brought to my committee. All we did was add $50 for paper from the main. When you have David Schenz speaking on its behalf, I don’t know how you could cut anything. 

Johns: I had a question for clarification. I was under the impression that HIV testing is paid for by the Health Center

HIV testing is free to students, because it’s paid for by other entities around campus. The reason we’re upping it a little is because right now the only people at risk for HIV are three classes of people. Now, the CDC is going to come out with a statement saying that anyone under 24 is at risk.

Barylak: when you say recycling push, what is that?

Right now, there are residence halls that are test facilities for recycling. What we want to do is push that effort into other buildings. 

Barylak: why did you choose to allocate such a small amount of funding to that?

There hasn’t been good documentation that students want to recycle. Off Campus Community Developments is going to have to do a push to get it into Greek houses. Also, recycling bins aren’t that expensive.

Fannin: we’re not limiting this for recycling; separate bills to support recycling can still come through.

Dunleavy: Who are Kerry and Davidson?


John Kerry, and Joanne Davidson. 

Dunleavy: where are they staying?


We’re not hosting them, those are the fees to rent the rooms in the Union.

Dodovich: I really did like the bump in HIV testing. I also love the $10,000 we’re giving to the Escort Service. What are they going to do with that?

They’re not getting the funding that they need. A lot of people are complaining that there aren’t enough people who are part of this program. We’re going to ask the Escort Service to hire more paid staff.

Approved by a roll-call vote (32-0-7). 

39-R-25
Presented by Christobek: Part of my role as VP is to fill vacancies. Our friend Mike Hemmelguard is very busy, so I am asking that you approve our Chief of Staff Stephen Knoepfler. He has experience with this type of committee. Also, Sprinkle brought this to my attention: Stephen only has 12 credit hours (and two of them are jogging), so he has a lot of time to give to this. 

Approved by acclimation

39-R-26
Presented by Smith: If you go before a judicial body at this point of time and misrepresent something, you are accountable. Because of that, I am proposing this to insert the word “intentional”. 

Marconi: as your representative on the University Senate Rules Committee, I’d like to take a moment to explain why this is a good thing. He wants to amend the second line of the end point of a huge section on student conduct. Without this, if something were to come up, I would be sitting in Rules Committee debating why something would be held against people because it would by some technicality. 

Passes: with a voice vote.

New Business

There are five items. Four are going to Policy and Governance, one is going to Budget and Finance, and the CSA issue has been sent to all four committees. 

Christobek: I move to add 39-B-8 to New Business. It’s the bill that will discuss the ABTS. 

Motion approved by unanimous consent. 

Announcements: 

Sprinkle: due to the resignation of Jenn Hellman, there’s an opening on University Senate. 

Innes: Hillel is hosting a Pro-Israel Summit. A couple of the USG leaders went last year, and will be going again this year. For more information, or to register, go to http://ohiolovesisrael.googlepages.com, or talk to Brian Rothenberg.

Dodovich: Cropcho and I attended that last year, and it was a good time.

Surovjak: I would like to thank anyone who was supportive of OSUVotes’ push. We have officially registered over 1,650 students to vote.

Sprinkle: University Senate is tomorrow in the Wexner Center Film and Video Theatre.

Marconi: I am currently sitting on the National Hazing Prevention Week Committee. If you’d like to see something put on, let me know. 

Barylak: I’d like to pass along thanks from the Green Collaboration for supporting the Green Fair. 

Benson: 

-Jenn Hellman did resign her position as nursing senator because of her time constraints. 

-Senator of the week is: Mary Estock

Meeting adjourns at 7:59pm. 

Minutes submitted by Meghan T. Innes, Off-Campus Senator

