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Call to Order
Senate chairperson Susan Kalter called the meeting to order. 

Senator Kalter:  So we're going to call the meeting to order and I'm going to start with the distributed communications and go through to just before the policy reviews, then go back up to the orals, and then go to the policy reviews, if we have time for all of them.  

Distributed Communications:
02.01.18.02 From Academic Affairs: Policy 1.16 Recruitment of Service Members CURRENT no changes (Information item 3/28/18)
Senator Kalter:  So let's start with the policy on the Recruitment of Service Members, which has just come to us out of Academic Affairs and looks like it's going to be an information item.  Did anybody have any questions about the no changes on that one?  This is one of those perfect for consent agenda policies.  Is there such a thing, Jan, as Tuition Assistance funds, TA funds?  Getting access to Tuition Assistance funds?

Provost Murphy:  There is, I believe so.  I'm sorry, what policy?  I'm sorry.  I'm so sorry.

Senator Kalter:  This is 1.16, the Recruitment of Service Members.

Provost Murphy:  Okay, Recruitment of Service Members.

Senator Kalter:  And it's the one that you had told Jim Pancrazio, we don't have any changes to this one.

Provost Murphy:  Okay, then there must be, because Jonathan has looked those over, so I'm assuming there is.  Yes.  

Senator Kalter:  I just had never heard of the TA Tuition Assistance funds, but if there are some, then…

Provost Murphy:  But I will confirm again.

Senator Kalter:  Okay.  So that one, does that look good for everybody to go on as an information item?  

03.13.18.01- From Academic Affairs: Email from Jim Pancrazio
03.13.18.02 From Academic Affairs: Follow up on the LOA policy
Senator Kalter:  Okay.  The second one is the stuff from Jim about the Leave of Absence Policy; the battery of questions and answers to those questions.  Any comments on those?  

Senator Horst:  I was surprised by the answer about Truth in Tuition.  They said it was tuition freezes by statute on a calendar that starts with the initial enrollment term, and I got the impression from Dietz at the information session that he was wondering if that could be more flexible on ISU's end.

Senator Kalter:  I thought that the answer was indecipherable, actually, as was a lot of it actually, but I think most people know that it starts with the initial enrollment term.  The question was when does it end, and so it's hard to tell from that answer what the answer is, I thought.

Senator Horst:  Right, because I was asking if it could be extended during the information session, and I got the impression from Dietz that he was saying that could be a flexible…

Senator Kalter:  A university decision.

Senator Horst:  …a university decision.

Senator Haugo:  Are we looking at number five?

Senator Horst:  Yes.

Senator Kalter:  Yes.

Senator Horst:  Since President Dietz isn't here…

Senator Kalter:  I had a lot on this one.  I feel like we need to send it back to the committee to embed some of this into the policy, because I'm not sure whether Jim Pancrazio realized that many of these, especially Tyler Smith was asking simply to have some of this clarified within the policy, which is what we have an information item session for, and so having the answers without changing the policies to me doesn't seem to catch the point of the information item session.  

Senator Grzanich:  Right.

Senator Horst:  Something like the committee, the mysterious committee.

Senator Marx:  On the ISU website about the Truth in Tuition procedures, it said that a missed semester does not lengthen the clock.  

Provost Murphy:  But that would be, I think, outside of this.

Senator Marx:  It does not extend the duration of the calendar.

Provost Murphy:  Right.  And that makes sense to me.  So if I come in and I myself, you know, and I choose to not come back for a while.  But to me I think the question here is given that with each student who, and I think we want to be, I'll still say we want to be a little careful about being too specific in the policy, because what we're trying to do is help a student and each situation is going to be so different, but I think the real question is do we have the ability to negotiate an extension on the tuition, on that tuition freeze, right, and that's what wasn't answered here, and that's where I think we need the answer is do we have the opportunity to extend that freeze.

Senator Haugo:  Well it says, I mean in question number five, the answer says by statute on the calendar that starts with the initial enrollment term.

Provost Murphy:  And that is true, but when we think about it, it really is a four-year guarantee, except for certain programs where we've requested it to be a five-year guarantee, so let's use education programs.  But by law it's a four-year tuition freeze or a five-year, so what we're saying is do we as a university have the ability to extend that beyond four years or five years, even though the statute it really is a four or five-year freeze, because yeah it does set with their first year, but if a student takes eight years to get through a six-year program, or a five-year program, they don't get eight years of tuition freeze, they get five years of freeze, and I'm saying we probably need to find out if it's our ability to extend that.  I would think it would.  It seems like it would be.

Senator Kalter:  And for that one I'm actually not sure that number five should go into the policy, but I did feel like something about number four and number three and number two, that those were about generalized guidance, right, for example a line in the policy that might say something like:  A leave of absence may affect your scholarships; does not always, but may affect your scholarship, so you should, you know, check about that.  The one about the reinstatement, the answer for the Reinstatement Committee very much confused me, because the Reinstatement Committee itself is dealing with sensitive and confidential information, like somebody flunked out, for example, but there are students as peers on that committee and they're held to confidentiality standards, so it was to me a non-answer there, like exactly who is this committee supposed to be?  Is it administrators only, does it have faculty or students on it, you know, what's going on there?  And then the other one I think that Tyler was just, I think this was his question, was just asking for clarification.  I think that it's already within the policy that you have to use the withdrawal policy for one thing and this policy for a different one, but that it wasn't quite clear to him, so that just clarifying that language or maybe repeating it somewhere would be…  So I'm just thinking that we should send this to Academic Affairs and say can you embed some of this into the policy, maybe not everything, and then clarify number five.

Provost Murphy:  I agree, but if it just says that, you know, Withdrawal Policy and the Leave of Absence are two different policies, and giving a reason for each time.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  I was also pretty dissatisfied at the answer to my question, or my suggestion.  Mine was still the very last one, number seven, where I understand what they're saying about a single point of contact, but it seems to me that somebody in the Dean of Students Office is not an academic contact, and it would be very helpful…  If the person is taking a leave of absence and coming back later, right, in a way that may affect their plan of study that at the very minimum they should contact the Dean of Students and their advisor.

Provost Murphy:  Jonathan Rosenthal and I both thought that was a great idea.  When I mentioned that to Jonathan, he said oh yeah.  He said that makes perfect sense, because what if their plan of study has changed, what if there are classes that aren't available and whatever, so he agreed.  He thought that made perfect sense.  So I'm surprised to see, yeah.

Senator Kalter:  Well, then send it back to committee then, shall we?

Provost Murphy:  But it does.  You're absolutely right.

Senator Horst:  I have one more question.  I'm sorry for interrupting.  Susan, is there any way that this could all just go through the Reinstatement Committee as opposed to creating a new committee?

Senator Kalter:  That is a question.  That is indeed a question.  In a sense they're not being reinstated, right, because they never got un-instated, but it would be efficient to have that committee add to its charge that they also review the leaves of absences.  That would seem…

Provost Murphy:  The Reinstatement, if I remember right, Reinstatement Committee is very heavy, Dean of Students, like UCollege, like Visor Center people, so they definitely have a different focus, because typically, not always, but the vast majority times people being reinstated, students being reinstated, it's either for judicial reasons that they were dismissed or for academic reasons, so they're really looking at their academic ability to come back in, is the timing right, those kinds of things, and this is certainly a different focus, and maybe they were just worried that it would make students asking for a leave of absence feel like, like if I'm, but it's the Reinstatement Committee reviewing this, why is that, maybe they felt like…

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  You don't want to conflate the reason.

Provost Murphy:  The reasons.  You know, this is to me, these are…

Senator Haugo:  Unless the committee is retitled.

Provost Murphy:  Yeah.  I wonder.  It could be too.

Senator Haugo:  The name is changed.

Provost Murphy:  Yeah.  Could be too.  Yeah.

Senator Horst:  What is the purpose of the committee's review?

Provost Murphy:  I think to decide whether or not it's an appropriate request for a leave of absence.

Senator Horst:  It's at the beginning, not at the end.  It's at the…

Provost Murphy:  I think so.  Did I not…  Yeah.

Senator Horst:  The leave of absence goes to a committee.

Provost Murphy:  Once the leave of absence is granted, then they got the leave of absence, and they come back at the time and they may ask for an extension.  I suppose maybe that, but I think it's to see if it's an appropriate request for a leave of absence, not to determine whether or not they can come back, because we said, right.

Senator Horst:  I mean I would just say that as I'm doing these external committee forms there's not a huge number of faculty volunteering, and so to create another committee…

Provost Murphy:  It's a good point.

Senator Kalter:  And also, we rarely say yes to a policy that just says it's going to be reviewed by a committee without explaining who's the committee, you know, who's, what's it, how do you say that, what does it constitute, who's on it.  So even just for that reason, it should go back to Academic Affairs for just rewriting, right, clarification.  None of this is really that substantive.  That one might be, but a lot of this is just can you clarify it within the policy what's going on so that…  I mean if Tyler is reading it and he can't figure it out, right, and he's, as we have seen, somebody who reads things carefully, my guess is that a lot of students reading it wouldn't understand it.  All right, so does everybody agree that we should just send it to Academic Affairs, yeah, Academic Affairs, and we'll take it off of the proposed agenda.  
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Adjournment

Senator Kalter:  Which takes us to the proposed agenda.  Do I have a motion to approve the proposed agenda?  

Motion by Senator Rubio, seconded by Senator Hoelscher to approve the Senate agenda. 

Senator Kalter:  Excellent.  It's a pretty easy one, especially now.  We're taking off, we're going to leave on the Administrator Selection Policy.  Yes?  Mark.  So we want to leave it on the agenda?

Senator Hoelscher:  So what do we want to leave?  Yes, 3.2.13 we'll leave on the agenda. I mean, and then, but I need to think about the appropriate or proper thing to do, so I write a very nice note to my committee and to the folks who are expressing interest that we are proposing to leave it on the agenda to pass it out of committee, we've already passed it out of the committee, to pass it on the Senate floor, to make it an active policy, and then we're going to immediately take it back up, and at that point they can deliver input.

Senator Kalter:  That sounds good to me.

Senator Hoelscher:  And then we're going to take up right away the language that we talked about earlier, which was before spring break, and I'm going to have to go review my notes, but that's.  I know there's something the committee is very interested in.  I can't remember what it was.  It was something you all brought up, though.

Senator Laudner:  And Amelia is going to be okay with that?

Senator Kalter:  I doubt it.  Amelia and Chris are, and this started actually with Ron Gifford and Bob Blythe talking about it, so the heads of the AP/Civil Service Council Bob Blythe and Ron Gifford, and then they brought it to their, I think it was brought to them by their Senate reps and they all four started talking to each other about their concerns about it.

Senator Hoelscher:  It's really late in the game, though.

Senator Kalter:  It's a little bit late in the game to, yeah.  I think what happened was because they don't see it until the information stage, and that one didn't come out until the second information stage, I don't think, if I'm remembering correctly, like exactly what we were doing with that particular section, so they're actually doing it in a timely way, but, unbeknownst to them, we have been working on it for a really long time.

Senator Hoelscher:  So just to think out loud for the committee to help me then, would it be more politically expedient to go ahead and pull that thing back, knowing full well that it will be the fall before that thing comes back up.

Senator Kalter:  It may be politically expedient not to pull the whole thing back, but to take the changes to that particular section back.

Senator Hoelscher:  Okay.  

Senator Kalter:  Right.  I mean, unless people disagree with that.  I mean that would be the politically expedient thing.  It's not necessarily what I would want to do, but it is the more sensitive thing to do.

Senator Hoelscher:  So hard on the changes I hesitate to do that.

Senator Laudner:  Were they okay with the original version?

Senator Kalter:  I think that what they want is not to have a faculty majority.

Senator Horst:  Can you just refresh our memories what their problem is?

Senator Kalter:  So they were looking at the part of the policy that deals with the other kinds of administrators.  I don't even know if that part of the policy has ever really been used that much, or even used.

Provost Murphy:  Well, it could be.  Yeah, it could be the Director of Financial Aid.  Do we really need a majority faculty on the search committee for the Director of Financial Aid.  I would say probably not, because what would the average faculty member know about being a Director of Financial Aid.

Senator Hoelscher:  Or care.

Senator Kalter:  And the question there would be whether that would even become a Panel of Ten search.

Provost Murphy:  Well, I think the way they're wording now is it potentially could, because in there you change wording that says or others as, you know, whatever.  I mean, it opens the…  So I think that's the concern.  It's both.  It kind of opens the door, and I can't remember the wording, but or other, any other position as decided or determined, and then all of a sudden you turn around, and so I think there are some really good examples of positions that could they be captures in that, and then, you know, why would we have that.

Senator Kalter:  The one they brought up to my attention during the, we were meeting for the Campus Communication Committee when I saw both of them, both Ron and Bob, and they were worried about the Registrar's position.  At the same time, you know, I said in my email to them that you guys both saw, you know, while faculty may not know much about what a Registrar does, they are impacted by what a Registrar does.

Provost Murphy:  Do they need to be the majority on the committee?  I think you absolutely have a faculty member do...  I wouldn't even have an issue with having…  It's not like I don't think there should be faculty even on something like Financial Aid.  I mean, but I think to have the majority of the committee be faculty.  I think you struggle because there are so -- like use the Registrar as an example -- there are so many pieces to that job where it would be really helpful to have expertise on the search committee, but how big is a search committee going to be, you know what I mean, so I think that's, I think their concern about that piece is valid given that almost anything now in Academic Affairs could be a Panel of Ten depending on what the Senate or the Executive Committee might think.

Senator Hoelscher:  We're talking about the language that Kevin helped me draft up the meeting before I really took back over.

Senator Kalter:  I think so.

(All talking at once and laughing.)

Senator Hoelscher:  I did not mean to throw you under the bus.  I don't even know how it happened.

Senator Laudner:  I did not make any changes to that document.

Senator Kalter:  I mean one solution to the whole thing is just to have the whole section reduced to the Executive Committee will figure it out when it comes up.  I mean that's one possible way to deal with it, but…

Senator Hoelscher:  I'm hesitant to make changes after it's through information without just pulling it and sending it back to committee, because we're contaminating the process when we start making changes on the fly and the committee, I understand the need, the committee has voted that thing out three times, and I'm thinking that if we're not going to put it on the floor, we probably should raise the white flag, pull it back, and say time for a new group in the fall.

Senator Horst:  What are some changes that are, you know, really important that would be significant?

Senator Laudner:  Director of the Grad School.

Senator Horst:  I see.

Senator Laudner:  Because there was none.  I think the whole thing started because Amy Hurd got hired, and then we thought we don't have anything in this document anywhere on how to hire a Grad Director.  I think that's when it started.

Senator Hoelscher:  So what we could do is offer a friendly amendment that removes the majority faculty.  It's a requirement for faculty majority.

Senator Horst:  It's not really a friendly amendment, though.  It's an amendment.  

Senator Kalter:  I was just going to say, I mean, one way to deal with it is to have them offer amendments on the floor to see if this is…

Senator Laudner:  That's what I would like to hear is what, because I've heard what they don't want, but I haven't heard what they do, necessarily.

Senator Kalter:  That's very true.  That's very true.  They haven't come up with the wording that they would want.

Senator Hoelscher:  So I think we're coming to a, we're jelling here.  We leave it on the agenda, but I send an email out, very polite email tomorrow, suggesting that we put it forward because it's already to action, and that the Senate will be open to them offering an amendment.  

Provost Murphy:  An alternate, and tell them to bring alternative wording if they want that discussed so that otherwise we could be there forever until we figure it out.

Senator Kalter:  And let them know if you can do this in the next like 24 hours or so, let them know that if they have alternative wording by Friday, Cera can send it out, because we're already sending out the other thing that was Martha's amendment.

Senator Hoelscher:  Okay, I can do this tomorrow morning. 

Senator Kalter:  That'd be awesome.  Okay, so let's do it that way.

Senator Horst:  And just on that note, that says it's from the Rules Committee.  It's not from the Rules Committee.  It's from me.

Senator Hoelscher:  We kind of click.

Senator Kalter:  Oh, you're right.  Yeah.  By the way, we're still on the proposed agenda, and 02.27.18.02 should say that it's from Horst. Senator Horst.

Senator Horst:  And then on top of it, it says, on top of it it says it's from the Rules Committee, but it's not coming from a committee at all.  It's just me.

Ms. Christensen: Okay.

Senator Kalter:  Where does it say that? 

Senator Horst:  On the document it says at the top Rules Committee.

Senator Kalter:  Okay.  Great.  Okay, thank you.  The other thing on the agenda, so we have a place marker, Martha, for bylaws, because Cera needs to know what exactly is going forward into the action phase, and then you had on the floor of the Senate mentioned that there were going to be some things that are going to be particular action items, isolated, and then the entire bylaws.  So that's going to stay on there, but we just need you guys to get your heads together.

Senator Horst:  Did I send you an email?  I'll send you another email.

Ms. Christensen:  There was one with the updated bylaws that you had sent and then Susan sent you one suggesting more edits and…

Senator Horst:  Yeah.  We didn't understand each other on that.

Ms. Christensen:  Okay.

Senator Horst:  But, anyway, I have a particular section.  Maybe we'll talk later, but I have a particular section that I'd like… the consent agenda.  Okay, and I even have a list of amendments if it doesn't pass.  I'll say we strike this, this, and this.  All right.  And then past that I'm going to ask that the Senate just allow us to do the hyperlinks on our own.  We're not going to do those right now.

Ms. Christensen:  Right.  I can do those in the summer.

Senator Horst:  Do hyperlinks.  Okay?  So that's the only thing is the consent agenda.

Senator Kalter:  The recusal thing was already in the bylaws and the Rules Committee…

Senator Horst:  The recusal thing?

Senator Kalter:  Not recusal.  I'm sorry.  That's not what it is.  It's the thing, the rescinding thing, recusal and rescinding both have sc's in them, rsc.  Right?  Recusal, rescind.  Sorry.  So…  So the thing about how the Senate can rescind something that it had passed has to pass by a two-thirds majority or something to that effect.

Senator Horst:  Yes.  I read that.

Senator Kalter:  That one was in the original bylaws, and you guys voted late to keep it in. 

Senator Horst:  Right, and I read…

Senator Kalter:  So that one doesn't need…

Senator Horst:  And I read it during the information item stage, and I put it in the draft.  Right.  The recusal/rescind thing.  I'm on you.  Okay.

Senator Kalter:  Okay.

Senator Horst:  So I'm going to…

Senator Kalter:  Because the consent agenda is the only special one.

Senator Horst:  The consent agenda really is the only thing I'd like us to treat a little differently, because it's a big change, and then if it doesn't pass, then I have five changes that we'd have to make to the bylaws in particular.  I'll just read them.  And then let's just vote on the whole bylaws minus hyperlinks.  

Senator Kalter:  Okay.

Senator Horst:  Okay?

Senator Kalter:  So if you can get Cera those two things then, that would be awesome.

Senator Horst:  The two things?

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  And I don't think you even have to mention hyperlinks actually.

Senator Horst:  Okay.  So I'm just getting her the…

Senator Kalter:  What the consent agenda one will be, what that wording is, and then what the whole package is.

Senator Horst:  Okay.

Senator Kalter:  Which I'm pretty sure that we already have that full package in that big thick 70-page document.  So really it's that thing plus whatever the consent agenda is.

Senator Horst:  Yeah, if we could just list the consent agenda separately and I'll send you this section number again.

Ms. Christensen:  Okay.

Senator Horst:  And we're not even going to worry about the changes if it doesn't pass, because it's going to pass, right?  But if it doesn't pass, I'll have a plan to read the necessary changes from the floor.  Okay?

Senator Kalter:  Good deal.

Senator Horst:  Right?  We're good.

Senator Kalter:  Awesome.  And I think that's it for the…  Does anybody see anything else for the proposed agenda that needs checking?  I don't think Jonathan needs to be there for the Recruitment of Service Members, right?  It's pretty straightforward.  All right.  So with those additions from Rules Committee about the bylaws that changed, do we have a yea, an aye, an aye on the agenda?

The motion was unanimously approved.

Provost Murphy:  I'll get affirmation about that Tuition Assistance fund question.

Senator Kalter:  I'm more worried about the way it's worded, absolutely.  The substance of it.  

03.02.18.01 From Jonathan Rosenthal: Policy 4.1. 21 Distance Ed Policy-MARK UP (Dist. to Academic Affairs Committee) 
03.02.18.02 From Jonathan Rosenthal: Email from Jonathan Rosenthal (Dist. to Academic Affairs Committee)
Senator Kalter:  All right.  The next one is the Distance Education Policy.  It's just being routed to Academic Affairs.  Does anybody have anything that needs to go to Academic Affairs with it?

Senator Hoelscher:  Just don't route anything else fast until we get through with 3.2.13.  I feel like I'm stuck in a mud hole.  

Senator Kalter:  I wish that we could take these policies and just take a chunk out and say we want to change this chunk.  I mean, we could.  Technically we could, but we never do.

Senator Haugo:  I think we need to just revise the wording of that third paragraph.  It's awfully written.

Senator Kalter:  You're talking about the one that starts:  The University does not offer courses.  Thank you, Ann.  I concur.

Senator Haugo:  But I can offer wording for that.

Senator Kalter:  In the committee?  Yeah, the note is a little bit odd too, right?  IBHE refers to distance…  Like why is that there and stuff like that.

Senator Hoelscher:  So I'm just a little bit confused.  I remember this conversation, but we're going to put the policy, 3.2.13, and then what are we going to amend?  Because we have a motion to amend.  We're not talking about what they're talking about amending.  You have a motion to amend here.  

Senator Kalter:  So that was…  Remember…

Senator Hoelscher:  That's the language that Kevin helped with?

Senator Kalter:  No.  Last Exec, Martha came up also with a last-minute change, and we decided that Exec should not make last minute changes that had never even been seen by committee.

Senator Hoelscher:  And that's not in the policy yet.  Right, Martha?

Senator Horst:  Right.  So we're going to do motions from the floor and see if they pass.

Senator Hoelscher:  Right.  So all I need to do is put the policy up?  Are you going to move to amend?  

Senator Horst:  I'm going to make a motion to amend, and I'm going to talk about why, and then I'll say you received the wording, which is the nice part.  And it would be great if the other people, if they feel there's a motion to amend, if they send out the wording ahead of time, it can go a little smoother.

Senator Hoelscher:  And I will do that.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  So if you can ask them, do you have wording that you can, that we can send out so that we can consider it…

Senator Hoelscher:  Perfect.  I was just making sure I was prepared.  

Senator Kalter:  Awesome.

Senator Hoelscher:  I'm not going to check my email this time.

Senator Kalter:  It's like a ghost.  It just keeps reappearing.  All right.  So everybody's good with sending the Distance Education Policy to Academic Affairs.  Yes?  

02.23.18.02- From Academic Affairs Committee: Email from Jim Pancrazio
02.23.18.03 - From Academic Affairs Committee: Issues to include on the Annual Reports (Dist. to External Committees)
Senator Kalter:  The next one is the email from Jim about issues to include in the annual report, and we have that as distributing that to the external committees.  Anybody see anything there that brings up any concern before we distribute it?  Oh.  I remember one thing I was going to mention.  We should probably take Academic Planning Committee off of that first sentence, because their report is essentially the annual, what is it called, the Academic Plan, so it really either should come out or be put in its own paragraph.

Provost Murphy:  Agreed.

Senator Haugo:  Well, I think the format of this is including all of the external committees, because he's got a separate paragraph for University Hearing Panel, a separate paragraph for UCC, so we probably should have some statement that says that the APC’s…

Senator Kalter:  Yeah, and it can be a one sentence, one right under the UCC, one that just says, the annual report from the Academic Planning Committee will be the Academic Plan presented at the May Senate meeting, or something like that.  I don't think this needs to go back to Academic Affairs and then come back to us.  Right?  We can just make that small amendment and send it out?

Senator Haugo:  Yeah.

Senator Kalter:  Does that sound good?  This one is only going to those external committees that report to Academic Affairs, not to every external committee.  All right.  Anything else on that one?  All right.  

Oral Communications:
University of Connecticut Center for Behavior and Research - research on prevention of gun violence - Sense of the Senate?
Senator Kalter:  Let's see.  Let's go back up to oral communications.  There are three of them, but I'm not sure we'll be able to deal with all three of them.  You guys might remember at the last Senate meeting I had asked Dr. Dietz in the Communication section to look into a report.  I had just heard on NPR about a research-based response to gun violence.  He responded to me it looks like the Friday before spring break, and he said that he had read the article and done a drill down and that the area that's making the recommendations is the Center for Behavior and Research out of the College of Education from the University of Connecticut, but that the endorsements were mostly individual association or faculty endorsements, rather than institutional endorsements like a president.  He says I didn't see any presidents of institutions on the list.  I think it would be very appropriate for our faculty who might be familiar with the researcher who may have done some research on the topic to endorse the recommendations or to have this Academic Senate weigh in on this as well.  I do agree that approaches which are based upon the work of researchers are more credible than basing approaches on strictly political positions.  So my sense there is that if we do this it should be a Sense of the Senate and wondered if anybody wants to tackle that, if we should try to find people at ISU who know anything about research on gun violence, you know, where we want to go with that.  

Senator Hoelscher:  A Texan cannot tackle it.  

Senator Kalter:  I was just going to say you and David are both looking down at your computers.

Senator Hoelscher:  I mean, it's bad enough that I approve of it.

Senator Marx:  What is the gist of the article?  What do they recommend in this article?

Senator Kalter:  You know, I haven't had a chance to go back, because I heard it like about 10 days ago, and I haven't had a chance to go back and reread it, but it's essentially a, as I remember, it was either 8 points or 15 points or something like that about how to prevent gun violence based on the research that's been done so far, but I don't remember the specifics of it.

Senator Marx:  But did you see these as things that could be implemented here on campus?

Senator Kalter:  Potentially.  Again, I don't remember the larger specifics.  There was, and I don't want to mix it up with something else that I have read about it before, but potentially.  Yeah.  I mean, what we can do is bring it back and have the article itself and read that article.  Would that be the best way to…

Senator Marx:  People should know what it says.  Right?

Senator Horst:  Maybe just send out the article.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  So why don't we do that, and then we can talk about it next time.

Provost Murphy:  Because I keep thinking if we, and I haven't read the article, so but, but if there is a sense that the University is not doing enough, I mean that's we're either, you know, read the article, then you almost feel like, and I don't know if a Sense of the Senate is the right word, but what you really want to do is ask that we figure out what we can do, and the we in that are people like who needs to be on that kind of a task force or ad hoc committee, so you're almost like if we read it and there's some sense we're not doing enough, you're almost asking the President to develop a task force to figure out.

Senator Kalter:  I don't think it was that direction.  I think it was more outside the University policy direction.

Provost Murphy:  Oh, okay.  Never mind then.

Senator Kalter:  As I recall.

Provost Murphy:  Got you.

Senator Kalter:  Now I might be wrong about that, but my, because there are many faculties at other universities that have signed onto it, it was about public policy rather than university policy.

Provost Murphy:  I'm sorry.  I went a different road on that.  Okay.  I got you.

Senator Marx:  Oh, so it's outside the university.

Senator Kalter:  I'm pretty sure that it was about how does society, the government, and potentially, I suppose…  Again, I can't remember much of the specifics.  So it might have had something to do with what institutions can do, but I think it was largely geared towards what does the larger society need to do in order to prevent this kind of stuff.

Senator Hoelscher:  That'd be real interesting to read.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  I thought it was very interesting to hear about.  You know, I remember reading it like that Wednesday of the Senate meeting.

Senator Hoelscher:  So we have some research on gun violence, it's just that we can't use federal monies to do that?

Senator Kalter:  Right.  I would imagine the research on gun violence was already going on around the country anyway, and then at some point, which I don't remember when that was, the CDC was told that they cannot research it.  That's obviously going to change with political administrations, etc., but the point here would be more about a non-partisan way to tackle the problem.  Okay.  So what we'll do, I'll get that article to Cera to send out and we can talk about it.

Senator Hoelscher:  This is going to be an intriguing article.  I love the idea.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  Who knows what's going to work.  I mean, we live in a violent society. 

Senator Hoelscher:  Well, I had an interesting thing happen at Texarkana, of all places, but a son and daughter of a mom and dad, apparently dad had invented something to block the door and they were on a crusade to promote it, and of course I was intrigued with the product, but I was more intrigued with the passion that that son and daughter who thought their dad was awesome.  Anyway, it was a fun experience.  I didn't mean to interrupt you too much.

Senator Kalter:  That's all right.  Okay.  The second of three oral communications.  Martha, actually you're doing the next two in a sense.  You got a query from somebody on the volunteer list for external committees about whether we were going to have a committee about the INTO stuff.

Senator Horst:  “I've been most interested in the new committee that may be formed for the INTO partnership,” and I said, Susan, are we forming a new committee regarding the INTO partnership?

Senator Kalter:  And I said, not to my knowledge.  Let's talk to Exec about it.  Should we, are we?

Senator Hoelscher:  Do we have some interest?

Senator Kalter:  What would its charge be?

Senator Laudner:  Yeah.  For what purpose?

Senator Haugo:  Yeah.  What would the purpose be?  

Senator Marx:  I can't see it.

Senator Kalter:  I mean, to me the issue is admissions.  Right? 

Senator Haugo:  Right.

Senator Kalter:  We've already been through that with the ad hoc administrative committee that was formed, so we figured out that the admission standards are not changing.

Senator Horst:  Could there be some report that's on the INTO partnership that's sent to the Academic Affairs Committee?  Like a progress report, a plan.

Senator Haugo:  I think the Academic Affairs Committee can ask for that at a particular point.  I mean, I don't know that that's something that could be prudent yet.

Provost Murphy:  I'd rather see it be a conversation with the whole Senate, but that's just me.

Senator Haugo:  Yeah.

Provost Murphy:  I just feel like the Academic Affairs is getting a lot anyhow.  I could see it being an update to the Senate.

Senator Kalter:  I could see how either one could imply that there's a problem, something that doesn't exist.

Provost Murphy:  Yeah.  And does, you know, yeah.  

Senator Haugo:  Was there any more content in that request?

Senator Horst:  No.  I was just honestly asking if there was a new committee being formed.  I don't think we should necessarily form a new committee, but if we ask for an update even before it starts, then we're not insinuating there's any problem.  We're just curious as to how things are going.  It could be in front of the Senate.

Provost Murphy:  I agree.

Senator Laudner:  The Senate gets updates on enrollment.

Senator Haugo:  But this was a query about an external committee.  Right?  So it's coming from a faculty member not on the Senate.

Senator Horst:  Yes.  Now I just understand this was gossip.  I wondered if there was any foundation to this request.  It seems as if there's not.

Provost Murphy:  I don't think so. But, again, at any point in time I don't think it would be an odd thing at any point in time if the Senate's interested in an INTO update.  I think that's a very fair thing, even if it's through the President or me.  I think that's always a very fair request for the Senate to make.  Absolutely.

Senator Haugo:  It seems like, you know, data that could be shared by you.

Senator Kalter:  In your Administrator Remarks.

Provost Murphy:  Sure.  Absolutely.  Pretty easy data right now.

Senator Horst:  Good.  So there is no committee.  I'll tell her there's no committee.

Provost Murphy:  Yeah.  No.

Senator Horst:  No committee.  Okay.

Provost Murphy:  But whoever that is, he or she at any point in time is welcome to email me or Jonathan and we'd answer any questions about INTO.  I mean, always.  

Senator Horst:  And I'll say the Senate will be getting updates.  Okay.

Senator Kalter:  And then the third oral communication was also from somebody who had commented on the external volunteer forms about the Economic Well-Being Committee, which we had intended to decommission, but haven't done yet.

Senator Horst:  Yeah.  The Academic Economic Well-Being Committee is a committee that's only constituted if it's given a charge.  Last year, I sent a note to the Executive Committee when we were going through all of those troubles with our insurance.  Our insurance was, there was a lot to discuss, and so I asked the Executive Committee to consider constituting the Economic Well-Being Committee.  At that point, the Executive Committee discussed it and said, well, what can they do, because it's all coming from above.  So then we had a realization that, you know, this sort of committee that we couldn't even figure out how it would function, so then we decided maybe we should kill it, but then I got a note from a faculty who is a Senator who is stepping off that said he was very interested in the Economic Well-Being Committee.  And I said, okay, well, I could bring forward, what would you like them to address, and so the Executive Committee can consider whether or not to constitute the Economic Well-Being Committee, because it needs to be given a charge.  He came up with two specific things.  He says “I have a general interest in the services for young families including childcare, school, and recreation.  My child is now grown, but I feel, you know, he says there's never an opportunity to have simultaneous spring breaks, and he also is very curious about the application process at Metcalf.  He's wondering if there's bias towards children of administrators, and he would like to possibly investigate that through this Economic Well-Being Committee.”

Senator Haugo:  What is the description of the Economic Well-Being Committee, because I don't hear how those concerns necessarily fit.

Senator Horst:  That's a valid point, but I don't have the Blue Book.  Does anybody have the Blue Book in front of them?  

Senator Kalter:  It says something like when the committee has a charge it will be formed to talk about issues…

Senator Horst:  Pensions, insurance.

Senator Kalter:  And I think the way it's worded is something like issues that have impacted faculty something something, like…

Provost Murphy:  He's taking it as benefits and expanding it.

Senator Horst:  He did state that he thought that the Metcalf was dangled in front of him as a potential benefit.  

Provost Murphy:  Ooh.

Senator Kalter:  That was a concern.

Provost Murphy:  That would be a concern.  I wonder what college?

Senator Kalter:  It says that the Lab School brochure clearly states that it's one of the services that they provide for the University.  Right?  

Provost Murphy:  But I read that differently than for your children.  I read it as to our students.  Yeah.  That's interesting, though.

Senator Kalter:  But it says “it was dangled in front of me as a perk when I was hired.”

Provost Murphy:  Wow.

Senator Kalter:  And that this person has noticed that Hovey Hall offspring seem to be automatically admitted as do members of the basketball team.

Provost Murphy:  For the record, my kids never got into Metcalf, ever.

Senator Horst:  I mean, while we're on this subject, I remember very explicitly being on this committee five years ago, six years ago, before kids and somebody brought up this issue of the calendar, and I said what's the big deal, we'd all have to switch our, you know, what's the big deal of having different breaks.  Now that I'm a parent, I'm like why do we have different spring breaks? It costs, this is your economic part, it does cost me money, because I have to cover my child's spring break.

Provost Murphy:  But, you know, the problem is that our families are in different school districts.  So there's no one spring break for all of our school districts.  So our, you know, those families that do have kids at U-High and Metcalf, we have the same spring break.  Unit 5 and District 87 have a different spring break.  I don't know what like Tri-Valley has and Ridgeview and, you know, that's the problem is our employees travel from, I mean, which school district do we pick.  That would be the only issue.

Senator Kalter:  Well, there's another issue, which is what's good for our students in the sense that spring break is, in a certain way, a lot easier on our students because you get to have a big stretch and then halfway through you break, whereas Thanksgiving break comes in week 13.  It's horrifying.

Provost Murphy:  You're right.  That's a good point.  It's about our students.  But it is halfway, always has been.  I wish it was later.

Senator Horst:  But it's just one week, and all of the faculty have to do childcare, I mean potentially there wouldn't be people covered, but it is just talking about a one-week shift that could make it so that they overlap.

Provost Murphy:  But that's for Unit 5 and District 87?

Senator Horst:  Yeah, or they could coordinate.  The calendar committee could call up the other, are they coordinating…

Provost Murphy:  Do you know we have to set that seven years in advance, so I mean we'd have to change it, but you have to change it, we change it out.

Senator Horst:  But, on the other hand, the Thanksgiving break changed when they shifted away from fall break to Thanksgiving break was done instantaneously the next year.

Provost Murphy:  Oh, I didn't know that.  I'm surprised by that.  I won't disagree.

Senator Horst:  But, anyway, but it sounds like a Faculty Affairs issue.

Senator Kalter:  Well, the calendar itself is an Administrative Affairs and Budget Committee issue traditionally.  So requests to change our spring break go to AABC if you choose to take them up.

Senator Hoelscher:  I'm listening and I think, frankly, it would be almost a State of Illinois level in order to get coordination, because I don't know…  You have multiple schools and how would you please everybody.  I mean, if you move it in one direction, then someone else is going to be upset.  You move it in another direction, then someone else is going to be upset.

Senator Horst:  But is the calendar committee actually calling District 87 and Unit 5 and asking when their spring break is?  

Provost Murphy:  I've been here 32 years and spring break has always been halfway through the semester, period.  So now is that the right thing or wrong thing, I don't know, but no, I'm sure they're not calling up the school districts, because our spring break for our students is halfway through the semester, period.  Again, I've been here 32 years.  That's when it is.  Is it right, is it wrong?  I don't know.  It's never changed in 32 years.  It's always been that same week.  Right or wrong.

Senator Haugo:  The question that could be explored is whether we share our schedule, our, how am I saying this, our sharing our schedule with the school districts would impact when they schedule their spring breaks.  Right?  Rather than it being a question of our changing hours.  If we make the information available since we have it seven years ahead of time, will that have any kind of influence?

Senator Hoelscher:  And then you have to have a conversation about what it means to have all the schools on spring break at the same time, because that's going to, you have issues of capacity there as well.

Senator Horst:  But this faculty was pointing out that it's never been coordinated at all for him since he's been here with his 1-year-old daughter, and he's just asking for somebody to consider it.  And, like I said, when I didn't have children and I was on this Executive Committee six years ago, I was like whoa, but it would cause so much trouble, but now that I have children, it's like wow, it would be really great.  So I would like to support that inquiry.

Senator Kalter:  So I came up, I think, with six different things that this faculty member might want us to investigate, and we'll have to decide whether any of them, you know, deserve either pushing out to this Economic Well-Being Committee that we were going to decommission or somewhere else.  The first two were health care and retirement.

Provost Murphy:  What did he ask about health care and retirement?

Senator Kalter:  That was one of the reasons why he was interested in having the Economic Well-Being Committee constituted.  We had that discussion last year and decided that it was a structural problem, because we could put all this time and energy into it as a Senate committee, but we're advisory essentially to the President.  Even the President doesn't control health care or retirement and already had people working in the Government Relations office trying to make sure that those things do not change in drastic ways for us.  So are we still in agreement with ourselves that…

Senator Hoelscher:  That's, again, a State of Illinois issue.

Senator Kalter:  The second, the third one, I'm sorry, was an interest in services for young families, and I suppose in some ways these other two things kind of fall underneath that, so child care, school, and recreation on the one hand, then underneath that was the problem with the Lab School and their admission process and the spring break issue.  Yeah.  I guess I'm seeing actually only five things.  So do any of those need to go out anywhere?

Provost Murphy:  If we have a concern, you know, it's not the first time we get asked about the Lab School, and I always refer them to the Superintendent who lays out the process, but if we have any concerns that there is something unethical, and there's an accusation of an unethical process, then I think we have to ask Rob Blemler to investigate.

Senator Kalter:  I already sent it to him…not…stripping all of the information about who it was coming from.

Provost Murphy:  Yeah.  Because then I think that we ask him to do, because to me that's an audit that he would need to do as the ethics officer.  I think it makes more sense for him to do it than a committee.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.

Provost Murphy:  Do you think?  Yeah.

Senator Kalter:  Definitely.

Provost Murphy:  Because he can really look at some data.  I mean, I think he'll be able to really look at data in a way that may be…

Senator Kalter:  He would be able to find out if Hovey Hall employees tend to have more incidence of children…

Provost Murphy:  Even university employees and how does that all…  I'm not disinterested in how that…

Senator Haugo:  More administrators than faculty.

Senator Kalter:  And I guess I would just say that you could let the incoming Acting Dean of the College of Education know that if the Lab School has brochures out that imply to faculty that they are going to get their child into the Lab School, that we need to change those brochures so that they don't make that promise, and that we need to let chairs and deans know not to put that promise out as they are recruiting faculty.

Provost Murphy:  I wonder if it wasn't a…  But I agree with you on that, that that's a concern.

Senator Kalter:  All right.  So that's it.  We're not constituting a committee.  All right.  All right.  And I'll leave it to Administrative Affairs and Budget to decide about the other issues.

Senator Haugo:  Also on the list was child care and something else?

Senator Kalter:  Child care, school and recreation.  Services for young families, essentially.

Senator Laudner:  What kind of services?

Senator Kalter:  Not specified.

Senator Horst:  But can we clarify, are we sending the calendar issue to AABC?

Senator Kalter:  That's a good question.  Are we?

Senator Laudner:  Are you asking me?

Senator Horst:  Yeah, because last time when I was a single person, we decided not to send it forward. 

Senator Kalter:  So we essentially had two people requesting; the person who wrote this and then Martha.

Senator Hoelscher:  So if the AABC receives that issue, what I would imagine is that we make sure that our schedule is broadcast and we have a conversation with someone, maybe Rosenthal, whoever handles that, as to how that process is formulated, and then possibly we request that someone in the Provost office do a survey and see how many different spring breaks there are.  And if there are more than two, it becomes very complicated.  I don't know if there is or not.

Senator Haugo:  Well, at this point, our spring break does not coincide with any of the area school districts.  It's always earlier than any of the area school districts.  So there are no parents in the area who have their kids on spring break at the same time as they are.

Senator Hoelscher:  I would imagine that the committee would simply put together a memo requesting that this information be researched.

Provost Murphy:  I don't think we need to research it.  We know the answer.  Our spring break is early.

Senator Hoelscher:  Right, but how many different spring breaks are there?  Do we know that?

Senator Horst:  Usually two weeks following our spring break are the spring breaks of the area schools.

Senator Hoelscher:  So does that provide so much variability that there's no way that we can get together, or if we broadcast our spring break, will the other school districts have an interest in coinciding with us.

Senator Horst:  I suspect they are going by Easter, but I would look into that.  And if you can coordinate it with Unit 5 and District 87, that's probably a huge percentage of the faculty.  If you could address it with that, I mean if we could investigate it.

Senator Haugo:  It may be, you know, somebody's conversation with the superintendents.  

Provost Murphy:  Also have to have SGA involved.

Senator Kalter:  I was just going to say that.  Not just SGA, but the students in general.  I think it's important to know what the student opinion is about when their spring break is.

Senator Haugo:  Sure, but I don't think we're proposing that we change our spring break.  I think what we were saying in broadcasting our dates early was that maybe the school districts change their spring breaks, if that's a possibility.

Senator Horst:  Well, if they're tied to Easter, I mean, I don't know if they're tied to Easter.

Senator Porter:  I think some are tied…  I know my mom's school is tied to like the end of quarter and stuff so that teachers have that time to do report cards and stuff, so I think like we do ours in the middle of the semester, so it's easy for our students and teachers.  I think they also do it, some schools, based on the quarters.

Senator Haugo:  I think, I mean, if I can just add to this.  I think if the committee investigated this and then was able to report back, I think that just would be useful for faculty.  Even if the answer winds up being we don't know that there is any traction for this at all, because I know just anecdotally that every parent in my program talks about this.  You know.

Senator Hoelscher:  I'm just, I'm logistical.  I'm just trying to decide what I'd do, and I'm thinking I'm going to request an administrator somewhere to look into this.  That's what I'm going to do.

Provost Murphy:  But who's got that kind of time.

Senator Hoelscher:  That's my point exactly.  I am tapped out, people.

Senator Kalter:  I think the first question we have to answer is whether this committee is charging your committee with doing anything.

Senator Horst:  Right.

Senator Kalter:  So we have at least one vote yes.  Who else is voting?

Senator Haugo:  I will vote yes as well.

Senator Kalter:  You're voting yes.

Senator Laudner:  I vote yes.

Senator Kalter:  Yes.  Okay.  So it looks like we have a majority that is charging it.

Provost Murphy:  Also, look at the local community colleges, most of which have spring break the same week as us.

Senator Haugo:  As us?  Yeah, because their semesters are similar.  

Senator Marx:  I think it could be as simply as someone just calling District 87 and Unit 5 and have a conversation with them as to how they selected their spring break, and start the conversation that way.  

Senator Haugo:  Right.  

Senator Marx:  And that will be some good information.

Senator Hoelscher:  I'll certainly bring it up.

Senator Horst:  Bring in the people from the calendar committee, ask if they've thought about this, you know, try to uncover what the superintendent, how they make their decision, maybe bring them in.

Senator Haugo:  I think with an awareness that around the table we're saying it may not be possible for us to move our spring break, right?  That we're wondering about whether there's flexibility in the local districts, and then coming back with that information.

Senator Marx:  Exactly.  

Senator Hoelscher:  I'll bring it up as an item, agenda item.

Senator Laudner:  So us moving ours is off the table, just to be clear.

Senator Haugo:  Is it off the table, I guess?

Senator Laudner:  That's what I'm asking.

Senator Haugo:  Well, I'm asking too.

Senator Laudner:  Because I would imagine they'd be, it would be tough for us to go in there and ask them to change theirs.  We want this change, but we want you to make it.  We want you to make a change in your spring break so it aligns with us for our benefit.

Senator Hoelscher:  This is part of my problem.  I'm very cynical that all this effort is going to amount to anything, because the issue is convoluted and complicated, and I do not think that anyone is going to be willing to yield, us included.

Senator Haugo:  If I can just repeat, though, that I think that an information sharing may be the most important component of this…

Senator Hoelscher:  We'd be happy to do that.

Senator Haugo:  That if the Senate is able to say we have investigated this, this is how the school districts reach their decision, this is how Illinois State reaches its decision, and we're basically at an impasse, although we probably would want to frame that with better language.  Then we have at least put the time in to understand it and are communicating to faculty why the case is the way it is, even if we do think that it may be unchangeable.

Senator Hoelscher:  All right.  As soon as I'm through with three, I will tackle it.

Senator Haugo:  Does that make sense, rather than going in and saying, “you need to change your spring break…”

(Several people talking at the same time.)

Senator Hoelscher:  I would negotiate where everybody votes yes on three, and then we tackle it.

Senator Kalter:  Do we want to make an attempt to do a little bit of the policy review stuff that's been on our agenda.  In other words, I'm wondering if we now want to move to the next thing on the Exec agenda, and it's about 5 p.m., so we could break, but I wonder if we want to get through a little bit of this.  

02.01.18.26 Policy Review: Tentative non-Senate policies
02.01.18.27 Policy Review: Tentative non-Senate policies
Senator Kalter:  We have two sheets about tentative non-Senate policies.  Does anybody see anything wrong with just saying all of these are non-Senate policies.

Senator Horst:  All of these are non-Senate policies.  

Senator Kalter:  Let me know when you want the Exec meeting to end.  It's about 5 p.m. right now.  

Senator Haugo:  I was confused about why there were two sheets.  Do they represent something different?

Ms. Christensen:  So last week we didn't get to any of the policy review and it just transferred to this week.

Senator Haugo:  Okay.  Great.

Ms. Christensen:  Did we establish if we're getting rid of the Economic Well-Being Committee?

Senator Kalter:  We already put last spring a charge to Rules to get rid of, or at least to discuss getting rid of the Economic Well-Being Committee.  It just never made it to their Issues Pending list, because that was at the beginning of the transition, so we'll just put it on their Issues from last spring… or maybe it was February of last year.

Ms. Christensen:  I just wanted to make sure we were still doing that.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  Thank you.

Senator Horst:  And I will send these Exec notes to this person who did this inquiry.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  That will be good.  I think you already did.

Senator Horst:  I mean this conversation.

Senator Kalter:  Oh, got you.  Okay.  Got you.  So we're good with those tentative non-Senate policies, they're all non-Senate.  Yes?  Let's see.  

02.13.18.01 Policy Review: Policy 3.1.3 Family Relationships (Non- Senate)
Senator Kalter:  We've got the Family Relationships Policy that was tentatively non-Senate, but it got pulled off for reasons I don't quite remember, but it had to do with relationship to other policies and I think the Consensual Relations Policy or something.  Do we think that 3.1.3 is a non-Senate policy or a Senate policy?

Senator Horst:  Well, like I was saying, we're investigating the intersection between the Code of Ethics, the Consensual Relations Policy, and this is a policy for all employees, and it's tangentially related to the Code of Ethics and Consensual Relationships.  

Senator Kalter:  So you're thinking that, therefore, it should go to Rules instead of being non-Senate?  

Senator Horst:  Do we consistently need to evaluate this policy, is your question?

Senator Kalter:  Right.

Senator Horst:  Right.  I don't think so.

Senator Kalter:  I don't think so either.

Senator Marx:  I would say non-Senate policy.

Senator Kalter:  The only thing that I saw that was of concern in the policy was the wording, rather than...  You know, like people are adopted, so blood and marriage are not the only ways that you can be in relationship to somebody who you shouldn't be promoting.

Senator Haugo:  Blood seems like an archaic kind of usage.

Senator Kalter:  It's very archaic.  So like…  But I think we can let Dr. Dietz know, hey, we found this language to be archaic, and ask Tammy Carlson, who is the Director of Human Resources, hey, can you take a look at that and just update it.

Senator Horst:  It doesn't need to go through us.  Right?

Senator Kalter:  Great.  Okay.  So that one is non-Senate.  We're going to send it to Dr. Dietz.  

Policy Review for Planning and Finance Committee 
· 02.01.18.24 Policy Review: Policy 7.1.22 Foundation CURRENT (Planning and Finance)
Senator Kalter:  Let's actually skip down, because the first two are, could take a long time, to the Planning and Finance Committee routing of the Foundation Policy.  Does everybody agree with that routing?

Senator Horst:  Which one is it?

Senator Kalter:  7.1.22.

Senator Horst:  That's going to…

Senator Kalter:  Planning and Finance.

Senator Horst:  Yes.  

Senator Kalter:  Does that look like something Planning and Finance should deal with?

Senator Horst:  Yes.

Senator Haugo:  I'll say yes.

Senator Kalter:  All right.  Anybody object to that?

Policy Review for Rules Committee
· 02.01.18.20 Policy 1.17 Code of Ethics CURRENT
· 02.01.18.21 Policy 1.17A Code of Ethics Professional Relationships CURRENT
· 02.01.18.22 Policy 3.2.19 Shared Governance Policy CURRENT
· 02.01.18.23 Policy 5.1.19 University Violence Policy CURRENT
Senator Kalter:  Let me see, which will be the easiest next one?  Let's go to…  I think the next easy one is the Rules stuff.  Right?  The two Code of Ethics, the Shared Governance policy, and the University Violence policy.

Senator Rubio:  If I may, after this could we dismiss ourselves?  We have another meeting.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  Oh yes.  When do you have to be there?  Now?  Like 5 pm?

Senator Rubio:  Yeah.  Yeah.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  Actually, why don't we do this one and then we'll…

Senator Rubio:  Sorry to interrupt.  I just want to make sure.

Senator Kalter:  No.  That's all right.  Sure.  Thank you.  Thank you.  Does everybody agree with sending Code of Ethics, Code of Ethics Professional Relationships, which I think you're already looking at, Shared Governance policy, and University Violence policy.  That all goes to the Rules. 

Senator Horst:  The Shared Governance policy I thought was in the Faculty Affairs Committee  I thought I…  I think I worked this with you.  You did a draft, and then I worked on it?

Senator Kalter:  Farzaneh worked on it.  

Senator Horst:  Farzaneh?

Senator Kalter:  This thing came out of when Faculty Affairs was doing the Academic Freedom Policy, not being able to incorporate into that policy certain parts of Academic Freedom, because staff don't get Academic Freedom unless they are teaching, and so we spun this part off, and I think that's why it ended up in Rules, because Farzaneh ended up working on it.

Senator Horst:  I thought I worked on it as a Faculty Affairs chair.  

Senator Kalter:  Did you look at the history of this one, by any chance, or was it just me thinking that it was…  We can look at the history and see.  Should we just agree that we'll send it to whoever had it last?

Senator Horst:  Yeah.  Let's do that.

Senator Kalter:  Yeah.  Let's do that.  And then the Violence policy is I think the old Gun policy.  I think it used to be called the Gun policy and we changed it into the Violence policy.  So all of those go to Rules, and Shared Governance goes wherever it should go.  Awesome.  Okay.  Wow, we got through a couple of things.  Let's stop there and we'll have Faculty Caucus meet for very briefly.  

Adjournment
Motion by Senator Hoelscher, seconded by Senator Rubio to adjourn. The motion was unanimously approved. 
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