980SECRETARY’S REPORT NO. 6, October 4, 2006

REPORT OF ACTIONS TAKEN AT THE MEETING OF THE USG SENATE

The Student Senate met in Regular Session on October 4, 2006 at 6:30 in the Ohio Union, Grey Suite K.  Speaker of the Senate Nick Benson presided.

Present:                                       Absent:                                 Alternates:

	Aten
	Babington
	Bachert
	Baginski
	Barylak

	Benson
	Borden (A)
	Bunker
	Byerly
	Casto

	Chi
	Daprile
	Derringer
	Dodovich
	Dunleavy

	Estock 
	Evangelista
	Evans
	Fannin
	Fine

	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 (A)
	Surovjak
	Traeger
	Wani


Swearing in of New Alternates

One new alternate.

Open Forum for the Public

Christian Zacher, Secretary of University Senate: I’m glad to be here. I teach in the English Department half of the time, and am Secretary of University Senate for the other half. Nick, Ryan and Kate were nice enough to let me come and talk to the Senate. It took me years of being here to figure out what the University Senate was. I’m still not one hundred percent sure about it. There are two ways that Universities or Colleges organize themselves. The first way is that students take courses with teachers who live in a department who report to the department chair, who reports to the dean, who reports to the provost, who reports to the president. Then there’s this other one, in which colleagues, students who are each-other’s equals, or faculty who are each-other’s equals vote for people to form a governance body to get things done in the world of policy. These two systems oftentimes don’t fit well together and oftentimes collide. OSU’s University Senate is unusual. Usually, there’s a faculty Senate. That used to be the case until 1970. Prior to 1940, everyone on faculty served on Faculty Senate. By 1940, there were too many faculty, so they decided to elect representatives. Then in 1970, following the disturbances, the university decided to scrap all of that and form a Senate comprised of university faculty, students and administrators. I think it’s more important to try to talk to you as an organized group about what is important to you and the people you’re representing. University Senate is involved in policy. It has to do with governance. The grand mission of University Senate is to oversee academic and educational policy, and to pay attention to any of the rights, responsibilities, or concerns of faculty, students and staff, which covers almost everything that goes on here. So the University Senate is supposed to cover the waterfront and its concerns. That means that your presence in our monthly meetings is crucial. You have an advantage over the faculty and administrators in that you can talk to your constituents to find out what they want and what concerns them. That’s not the same for faculty and administrators, because I don’t think they’d go out on a limb to oppose the people they work for.

There’s a faculty council that comprises all of the faculty members of University Senate. It’s serves as a caucus to test out ideas. They don’t take votes. It’s a useful place to try something out, similar to the power that the student representatives have. There are 137 members of University Senate. 70 are faculty. If they ever voted in a bloc, that could mean something. There are 26 administrators, and 40 students. The student bloc is huge and potent. I’ve watched students make things happen or oppose things, by meeting in caucus and deciding if they have a particular decision that they’d like to relay to the Senate. This past year, I noticed that the USG senators did not have a full agenda. They had a few things on their mind that they pushed in the Senate, but I think there’s a lot more room for students have their say.

My job is to make sure that governance happens and that all of these groups participate in the running of the University. The only group that has more power than the University Senate, which is presided over by President Holbrook, is the Board of Trustees.

Let me finish by mentioning the main agenda items from the faculty and administrator’s point of view: The McHale Report-the provost hopes to get it done by spring. Next to that is the revision of the graduate programs. This is the year that there’s supposed to be a review of the University Budgeting system, which can put some people to sleep and truly excites other people. The Human Resources and University has a fourth item: they’re pushing for health. The fifth item is the erosion of the physical stability of campus. Things are falling apart, and this does affect research. Students should be concerned about it. There are a few other concerns to faculty: changes in the tenure clock, the position of hiring more part-time tenured staff. 

Benson: could you talk briefly about the importance of committees?

Zacher: most people who come to University Senate meetings find it terribly boring. Have any of you been to the US Senate? It’s the same thing. Most things get done in committees, not on the floor of the Senate. That only happens in Jimmy Stewart movies. Undergraduate, graduate and professional students are on many, but not all University Senate committees. I’ll be coming back in late winter/early spring to see who would like to be on which committee. There are 20 University Committees. One thing I’m trying to do this year is to get rid of certain committees that are a waste of time. 

Skinner: When does University Senate meat?

The third Thursday of the month in the Law School Auditorium at 3:30. The first meeting, a week from tomorrow is the one in which traditionally the President speaks. Karen Holbrook will have the difficult task of speaking about the future of a University that she won’t be a part of. Maybe an out-going president can say things that an incoming one can’t.

Rosen: can you give a brief synopsis of what’s going on with the McHale Report?

It’s sitting in Arts and sciences right now. They’ve been debating different parts of it. They like the cluster idea, as well as the idea of an oversight committee. All of the other schools that we admire are at 180 hours. We should be at 180, say some people. Those are the three hot elements of it right now. The provost hopes that Arts and Sciences gets over this hump, makes up its mind, and it gets done by December. That’s something that all of you have the most stake in. 

Darren Klinger: I am here working on behalf of a coalition called “Vote No Casinos”. I graduated from OSU in ’97, I used to serve on USG, and I think there’s a unique leadership opportunity that I wanted to bring to your attention. There’s a lot of political stuff going on this year. This issue has a lot of broad bipartisan support against it. Strickland, Coleman, Voinovich, Montgomery are all against this. We’re trying to build that coalition, and I thought it would be a good idea to get some of the people who are impacted, and some of the students in leadership positions to weigh in on this. Whether you agree that gambling is a good idea or not is not the point here; there’s a lot more to the Learn and Earn method. If this is enacted, it will be written into the Constitution. If it gets in there, it’s not an easy thing to change. It’s written by nine really, really rich people, who literally, if it passes, the profits will come just to these guys, and it’s forever. It also is just in certain select locations. This will also increase the chances that tribal casinos will come to Ohio. I wanted to ask for your consideration as a body. The bottom line is that this affects you all who are leaders and currently in college. The scholarships that they’re talking about only go to the top 5% of people. Ultimately what I’d like for you to do is to bring a resolution in opposition to this. If not, I hope there are individuals who would like to work on this. I wanted to be able to say that Ohio State is the first on board. If you want to bring casinos to Ohio, this is not the best way to do it. So far, polling has this losing. We want to make sure that it doesn’t pass, and with your help, I think it would send a great message. It would help me when I talk to other schools, as well as other typical political people. I think it would be great for you all to say that you disagree that this will help people and that you see through it. 

Barylak: I know you said this was a bipartisan concern? Is your organization with a particular party?

No. Personally, I’m a Republican, but we’re a bipartisan organization. The coalition is growing on both sides of the aisle.

Steele: Does any of the literature focus on all of the problems that gambling brings?

We have a little on that, and I can provide you more. In my opinion, from a political standpoint, I think everybody agrees to a certain degree that those problems exist. I didn’t mean to scoot past that, but I wanted to focus on other stuff.

Skinner: who are the guys trying to push this?

Four of them are the racetrack owners. They’re looking to bring the slot machines into the tracks. There are two locations in Cleveland: Tower City and the Flats, which are unique, but if this is passed, Cleveland would even more benefit from that because of that provision they’ve written in. A couple of them are more out front, but some of them want to say behind the scenes. 

Surovjak: I don’t know a whole lot about the two sides of this argument, but has your organization come up with any alternative ideas for funding education in Ohio?

There are lots of ideas out there. The focus at hand, though, is that this is on the ballot, so if it passes, it’s there forever. Even if you thought you were okay with casinos and using that to fund education, you still wouldn’t do it this way. I have ideas, but I don’t want to bore you with those. 

Gent: I am here to inform you that this Saturday at 10pm, there will be a small to large scale soiree at my residence with a toga theme. I live on Indiana, which is the corner of Lane and Indianola.

Executive Report

Christobek: something that you’re going to be seeing in the next few weeks is more about safety. Today, we met to talk about where the lighting grant is that was filed last year. It’s on the mayor’s desk. We’ve gotten a phone call from them saying they want to meet and maybe they’ve come to some decision. Those conversations are going to continue whether or not that happens. We’ve been focused on the budget. There was a hearing this past money, but this coming Monday it’ll be decided so it’ll be on the floor next week.

Fournier: President Search-the committee is being divided up to deal with different aspects. I’m glad to see what leadership put together as far as concerns that students want to see with the next president.

Christobek: yesterday, we encouraged 120 people to stay with USG even if they’re not interns. Daphne was asked if anyone had any ideas to show USG presence during Beat Michigan Week. If anyone has any ideas, email Daphne.

Sprinkle: how are staff, faculty, and administration responding to the CSA change?

This is going to be an interesting topic. I think this will be a huge feat for USG if we pass it. Right now, IPC is for it. USG will hopefully be for it. CGS has come out with a proposal against it. Conversations with faculty and administrators are very good. We’re meeting with Hollingsworth, as well as people on the Steering Committee. 

Sprinkle: how has CSA responded to this?

Any time you change something, people look at it as an attack, which it’s not. Some people are a little standoffish, and others are for it. 

Dodovich: I attended the intern conference yesterday, and I want to applaud the work of the Intern Directors. I’d like to thank you guys for letting Senate have a say in this. 


Committee/Constituency Reports

Dodovich: Policy and Governance met and considered R-23 and -24. 23 has been postponed. We started bouncing ideas off so we can come in next week with amendments. R-24 passed it unanimously. I’d encourage you all to support it. 

Babington: Academic Affairs met and were just shy of quorum. The emails that you all received last night- 19 people have responded. Make sure you keep those coming. Once you pick out your times, make sure you contact your teachers. See me if you have questions.

Hendy: Do you have contact info for the people?


No, go to osu.edu and using the “find people” page.

Dunleavy: Student Affairs looked at R-23, which passed unanimously with a couple small amendments. When it comes to your committee, keep in mind that it’s already been passed unanimously by one committee.

Steele: we met on Monday for two hours, and used it to gather information on the budget. We’ll make a final decision next week. We looked at the CSA resolution, discussed it and referred it back to Steering, and discussed what we’re looking for from the next pres. of OSU.

Marconi: The Rules Committee for U. Senate met and made a ruling for a thing that the College of Medicine was trying to do. 

Dodovich: New Union Planning Council met and we’re submitting the final designs and budgets out to our forecasting group. If it looks good, we’ll commence with starting to find a contractor to demolish the old union and start building. 

Babington: Council on Academic Affairs met today. We had a brief report on McHale and GEC. We’re going to get things rolling in the next few weeks. If you have questions or want to learn more, it’s really exciting.

Smith: how did the Forensics minor turn out?


We approved three new minors today. 

Dodovich: where do we look up the qualifications for these new minors?


Right here.

Reed: Council on Student Affairs met last week and discussed the new Sportsmanship Council, as well as the program known as the Best Fans in the Land, which the university is using to curb poor behavior by fans at all athletic events. Rich Hollingsworth said he’d physically lie down on any couch that’s going to be set on fire. Also, CSA Allocations met as well, and we approved a lot of standard funding requests. Alternative Spring Break and the Coke Leadership Project both got more money.

Dodovich: the other two committees for CSA met to see what the best way to market to the student body. The other one is trying to work on minority affairs. 

Fournier: For the committees that haven’t approved the CSA things, I can come discuss it with you. 

Hendy: do you know how much money CSA allocated for the leadership retreat packages?


Around $20,000

Hendy: how much is it usually?

I think we’re going to double what they got previously. Hopefully it’ll be enough to at least keep it going for the rest of the year.

Benson: Athletic Council is working on finding the new faculty representative to the department of athletics. They’re dealing with ethics with box seats at the stadium, and with prices to be a member of the two golf courses on campus. 

Dunleavy: I’ve heard that if you’re on the Perks Committee, you get free tickets and stuff, is that true?


I’ve heard that, but nobody’s ever told me that officially. 

Old Business

39-R-24

Sprinkle; this will confirm the last two committee members. We didn’t confirm these two in the spring, so let’s do it now.

Agreed to with unanimous Consent. 

39-R-28

Benson: each of the 4 committees recommended qualifications the search committee could be looking for, the Steering committee sorted through those. 

Dennis: Is “an individual committed to maintaining affordability for Ohio students” supposed to mean Ohio residents, or OSU students?


We didn’t discuss this in Steering, but we primarily wanted to keep it for Ohioans.

Barylak: what was the analytical process that was gone through to come to this?

Reed: any time more than one committee sees legislation and produces different outcomes, Steering serves as a conference committee, and we compiled them.

Benson: committee chairs brought the suggestions from their committees to Steering, and we went through them to compile a list.

Barylak: I think that having these things phrased so broadly makes them unusable to the higher-ups of the University.

Benson: these aren’t sent to higher-ups, they’re sent to Ryan.

Fournier: these are things that we need to have a consensus on. I can go in and say that USG approved these things. The one that was made last time was really general (“we want someone who’s accountable. We want someone who’s just great”) I think this is really detailed, based on what I’ve seen.

Barylak: some of these recommendations kind of concern me. The fact that there are issues in here about tailgating, but haven’t addressed research concerns me. 

Benson: research was discussed in steering. We couldn’t come to a consensus on it. We didn’t think we could come to one in our Senate body, let alone undergrads as a whole, so we didn’t feel comfortable including it.

Steele: the tailgating point was that alumni like to tailgate and alumni like to give money. There were a lot of angry letters to the president’s office about not being able to tailgate, because she’s anti-tailgating, which upsets alumni. 

Surovjak: along the same lines, what’s the deal with all the discussion on tailgating?

Marconi: basically, she’s saying that you can’t have anything near the stadium. 

Aten: they took away grills in garages, and other things that used to be okay, but now they’re taboo.

Benson: we deliberately left this suggestion vague, but wanted to be sensitive to donors.

Azher: If research is such a contested subject, I think it’s something that we should address. We don’t want to completely leave it out of our mission. 

Reed: Part of our thought process was-there are a lot of issues that need to be addressed, and there are a lot of advocates for research. Part of our thought process was “What are really pressing things for undergrads that we can focus on?” we can’t hammer every issue really hard. If that’s something you feel strongly about, you can address it to Ryan. This isn’t an exhaustive list.

Fournier: this is a starting point. If there’s something not on this list, it can still be talked about. If you have another issue that’s not on here, I really hope that you’ll come talk to us about it. 

Benson: these are consensus things. We tried to come up with the things that we could find a strong majority of our senators in favor of. 

Passes 37-4-0

New Business

R-27 has been referred to, not agreed to, by Policy and Governance; that was a typo.

Announcements: 

Sprinkle: University Senate committee members, please send me minutes from your committees. Also, we have a meeting on 10/12.

Evans: I’m working with OSUVotes, so if you haven’t registered yet, I have registration forms. For everyone here who was elected into office it’d be great if you’d vote.

Dodovich: Policy and Governance will meet Monday at 7:30. I’d like to formally invite Miss Christobek and Mr. Smith to come present their resolutions.

Steele: if you write a bill, we have our bylaws on the site, but there’s also one page of guidelines of what we want to see and what we’re going to expect. It should cover everything, but if you have any questions, shoot me an email.

Babington: Academic Affairs is going to meet Sunday at 8. I had the privilege of sitting on the Alumni Awards for Teaching. Every student has the opportunity to submit the name of a faculty member, it’s a really big honor for them. You can send a recommendation into www.osu.edu/teaching award.

Christobek: I just heard about a Campus Crime Watch committee, so if anyone is interested, just let me know. Also, what Anne said with OSUVotes, we have a lot of democrats coming, and before the election, there will be more republicans. There will be a Sherrod Brown event in the Stecker Lounge of the Ohio Union on Friday. 

Fournier: Strickland’s not coming to campus, but Blackwell will be here.

Surovjak: We’re working on setting a date for Blackwell to come and Strickland’s still up in the air. Officially as of today OSUVotes has registered over 1,000 new members on campus. 

Reed: ATZ will be having their second annual Best Vest, so come wear your favorite vest. 

Innes: Committee Secretaries-I need your attendance records. I haven’t gotten any from this quarter, and there are a couple that I’m still missing from last spring. I’ve already sufficiently annoyed your committee chairs, so now it’s your turn. You need to get those to me ASAP.

Dunleavy: Student Affairs will be meeting this Sunday at 8. 

Matt Couch: the last week you’ll be spending in your office in the Ohio Union will be the third week of January. There will be a Junk Party, which will be an opportunity to throw stuff away. Everything that needs to be gotten rid of will be located down to the Union Ballrooms. 

Surovjak: as you know, the registration deadline for voting is Tuesday. If anyone thinks we’re not doing to well meeting our goal of five thousand, volunteer to help.

Benson: 

-Senate vacancies are online

-If you have input for Budget and Finance, send it to them. 

-Senator of the week is Stephen Smith.

Smith: I am not a Bengals fan. 

Meeting adjourns 7:45. 

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

