Academic Senate Meeting Minutes
Wednesday, September 23, 2026
7:00 P.M. (Hard stop 8:30 P.M.)
OLD MAIN ROOM, BONE STUDENT CENTER

Call to Order 
Chairperson Bonnell called the meeting to order. 

Roll Call 
Senator Nikolaou called the roll and declared quorum. 

Public Comment: All speakers must sign in with the Senate Secretary prior to the start of the meeting.
Senator Seifert: Thank you. I’m making this comment on behalf of my colleagues in the College of Business, Finance and Insurance and Law Department. Their statement: during the FIL faculty meeting on September 18 faculty members raised concerns about entering a critical ACSB accreditation year with four interim department chairs and an interim dean and about how the instability could affect the outcome of the accreditation cycle. Provost Yazedjian stated that faculty perspectives would be considered in the timing of the search and in the hiring process for a permanent department chair. Based on our experience viewing her leadership style, as the current interim chair, the FIL faculty believe that Dr. E Tice Sirmans is particularly well suited for the position and requests a targeted internal search for the permanent FIL department chair. The 18 FIL tenure track faculty were surveyed, 17 faculty members support the request and one faculty member voted to abstain. In addition, Provost Yazedjian’s email on September 17, 2026, stated a priority of the provost office this year. Quoting her message, the priority that ISU should become a university where exceptional people choose to build meaningful careers. To me, a meaningful career is one that not simply lasts a long time, is one in which people have opportunities to grow, to work, and do work that matters, contribute their expertise, and know that their work made a difference. The FIL faculty request ais consistent with this stated objective of the provost office. According to University Policy 3.2.13, the president can call for a targeted internal search. We request that Provost Yazedjian consult with the appropriate constituencies to facilitate that process to allow for a targeted search to take place during the fall semester. In addition, the FIL faculty request a written response regarding the outcome of the request for a targeted internal search. Thank you. 
Approval of the Academic Senate minutes of 9-9-26
Motion by Senator Pettit. 
Second by Senator Peterson. 
Unanimous approval. 

Chairperson’s Remarks
Senator Bonnell: Good evening. As always, thank you, everyone, for your important work on Academic Senate. Tonight, we have two information items. And as a reminder, that will be a chance to ask any questions you might have on those proposed changes. As I’ve mentioned to you before, the long-term goal of Senate is to review items in the academic area broadly conceived and in a timely fashion. According to Senate bylaws, Article 6, Section 6, focusing on bylaws related to all Senate committees, it states that committees will take action on items using processes and procedures detailed in the most current version of Robert’s Rules of Order. Robert’s Rules is a manual of parliamentary procedure that helps groups run that helps groups run fair, orderly, and efficient meetings. As an FYI Milner Library offers free online access to the most current edition of Robert’s Rules. That would be the 12th edition. That title is called Robert’s Rules of Order, Newly Revised. There are actually many versions of Robert’s Rules. If you need any help finding that, please let me know. 
I’m mentioning this because this year’s Senate is discussing important topics, policies, and items that many of you may have strong thoughts on, whether it’s about specific language or more broadly on an item’s philosophical point of view. Under Robert’s Rules, chapter 13, it addresses decorum. So, for instance, a member can condemn the nature or likely consequences of proposed measures in strong terms, but they must avoid one, engaging in personal attacks, name calling, or insults directed at individuals. There should be no personal insults, rudeness, or discourteous behavior. Two, They must avoid questioning motives. Members must never imply that a colleague is acting out of malice, corruption, greed, or dishonesty. And three, members must avoid targeting groups and attacking the integrity of entire units or divisions within the organization. So the measure, not the member, is up for discussion and debate. There’s continuity in the work of the Senate. Senate finds a way of working through the challenges that present themselves to work in the best interests of all affiliated with Illinois State University. I want everyone in this room to always feel respected whether they’re senators or whether they’re guests. 
An example I want to give is I want to thank you again for asking questions and representing your constituents when Chief Information Security Officer Dan Taube was here at our first meeting. He was covering Adobe licensing at that first meeting. And all of your questions were helpful and constructive. I appreciated that. That helped everyone in the room to better understand issues but what was also great was I learned after the fact that what he shared helped other people when they learned about what he had shared whether it was through our minutes or people sharing that information back through the constituents. So I want to thank you because that was a great example of constructive comments and questions directed to him. I just wanted to mention that as something to think about as we move forward and as we approach policies that might be difficult for us to navigate our way through. Does anyone have any questions about that? Okay, again, I want to thank you for your service. 
Student Body President’s Remarks
Senator Zagal: Good evening, everyone. As we’re getting to the sixth week of the semester, all of our senators are working on initiatives to help students. Some of our senators are working with School Street Pantry, along with we’re working really closely with the Center of Civic Engagement as elections come up to make sure all students know the resources and all the events coming up on campus. Besides that, I wish everyone an amazing rest of the week.

Administrators’ Remarks
· President Aondover Tarhule

Senator Tarhule: Thank you, and good evening, everyone. Last weekend was Family Weekend. It’s always a great weekend when families come, especially parents of first year students, but not exclusively so, to see how the kids and the students are doing. And it’s always a lot of fun to see the relief and the pleasure they get from interacting on our campus. I want to thank all the people who were involved in making this successful. Maybe Senator Johnson may have more to say about this, but I’m always very pleased and very proud to see people take pleasure in the university, not just in our physical facilities, but also the people. Thank you for that. Tomorrow I’ll be delivering the state of the university address and inviting, it’s actually an Academic Senate event, and so Chairperson Bonnell is going to be leading that and I look forward to delivering those remarks at 2 P.M. tomorrow in the Ballroom and invite you all to attend. One of the things I will be mentioning tomorrow, for the first time, but since you’re here, I’ll give you a sneak preview. You have the advantage of knowing it earlier is we will be announcing this year’s presidential speaker. That will be Scott Pelley. Some of you have probably watched him on TV. He has been reporting on a lot of the most consequential events in our nation and I think he has tremendous insights that he’ll be sharing and I think it would be a very intellectually stimulating event. I think the date is October 27th. I hope you all make the time to attend. Scott Pelley, will be a presidential speaker this year. Thank you so much.
Senator Meyer: Last Senate, I was on a committee where we heard kind of a preview of the operating budget and capital outlays presentation. And just a rough estimate from the last couple years of those reports that I’ve looked at, we’re funded about 15% roughly from state monies. So that raises the question in my mind, who does the university belong to? It doesn’t seem like the public or the government is the answer. They’re a minority stakeholder at best with that level of support. How would you answer that question? Who does the university belong to?
Senator Tarhule: I think the exact number is 18.7% of the amount that we’re funded from the state. I can say it in a number of ways. Number one, when we recite that number to colleagues from public universities in some states like New Jersey, like Virginia, they are surprised. They’re like, oh, wow, we’re in the single digits. Some states have really cut funding down to 7%, 9%, Unfortunately, this is a national trend going back to the 1970s. Maybe 80% of our funding came from the state. So over time, the state has gradually transferred the cost of public education from the state to parents and students. This is why tuition costs keep going up because the state is no longer providing it. So currently more than 86% of the money that we run, this university comes from parents and students which is why we’re always very mindful about cost because we know affordability is one of the key questions that people are working on. Now, the larger question you ask about who does the universe belong to? It’s a good question and it’s one that we can discuss. The fact remains though that why our operational annual operating cost is reduced to 13.7%. The state still pays our pension. So if at the 13.7% does not include the pension of all the faculty and staff that the state pays. So in some statistics, if you look at the State of Illinois, it actually shows Illinois is investing more money per student than any other state in the country. The problem is the money is not coming to us because of severe pension obligations, that money is going to try to make up for those obligations and we’re not getting it. So that’s what the legislator sometimes offers. Additionally, the buildings, the ground, the facilities, this all belongs to the state. So it’s tricky to take the number any time as troublesome as that is and say the university is no longer the state’s. If the state were to come in and say we’re going to take all the buildings and we’re going to take the land and we’re going to take all those facilities, then we wouldn’t be able to operate. So I don’t think that answers your question. I think I have a sense of the challenge you’re facing. Believe me, I face it every day. But that’s where we are.
Senator Meyer: So would it also be fair to say that the university belongs to the public good? That alumni, donors, students, workers share in the ownership of the university as much as the governments that provide funding, buildings, other financial incentives?
Senator Tarhule: It depends. I think many people will say that the university, certainly a university education is no longer considered or certainly treated as a public good. Back when we considered or the nation considered a university education a public good, they state paid for it. Well, now the state is not paying for it and individuals are paying for it. And there are many people who now argue that the university education is a private good and should be treated as such. There is no formal pronouncement or proclamation to that effect, but reading from the investments that the state puts in it there are people who can who make that case.
· Provost Ani Yazedjian 

Senator Yazedjian: Thank you. I’ll keep my remarks very brief, but just echo what the president said about family weekend. I had the opportunity to go to the tailgate that happened actually at Campus East with the new engineering families. It was really a great experience to be able to go and connect with families there. But I know the College of Education had an event and that was well attended. I think you ran out of all your treats. So that is a good sign. When I was a faculty member, I used to study college student adjustment and achievement and looked at how variables like family support, peer support, institutional support, support student success on campus. And one of the things that touches me there is that we do have families who are engaged, we do have alums who come back, but also, you know, not everybody has the privilege of having families who may be able to support them in that way. And the partnership that we have with student affairs and academic affairs is really meant to kind of come around students and fill that gap. So no student at ISU, no Redbird should feel like they’re in this alone. And I hope that as a group, we can continue to share the resources that we have on campus so that the students we admit are the students we graduate. Thank you. 
Senator Midha: I’d like to read the statement and ask questions on behalf of the concerns of COB. In response to questions about the COB interim Dean search, the Provost said at the August 28, 2026 Academic Senate meeting that she would appoint an interim Dean from a candidate identified by an external organization called the registry. Immediately after the meeting, the COB through its Senate representative raised questions about whether this process complied with the University Policy 3.2.13, Section 1A, which requires consultation with appropriate constituencies before an interim appointment. To our knowledge, no one from the COB was consulted. We were told that the Provost believed she met the requirement, but she declined to provide a written response explaining how. We are placing these comments and request a public response to the following questions. Does the Provost consider COB faculty, staff, students, donors, appropriate constituencies for consultation? Number two, who was consulted? What was the nature of that consultation? And when did that occur? Number three, why was interest from within the COB not solicited before an external organization was engaged? To our knowledge, an interim dean has not been selected this way in the history of the COB. We remain concerned that the consultation required by the policy did not occur, especially since our questions have gone unanswered, even after we raised them through the Academic Senate.
Senator Bonnell: I will mention really quickly that Senator Midha and I we had a chance to talk, we’re on the same committee now. Senator Midha, would you be willing to share those questions with me and I can share them with the Provost. That was a very long list of and I couldn’t keep track of what you were asking. Is that okay if we do that if we handle it this way? 
Senator Midha: Sure. 
Senator Yazedjian: I was trying to take notes too, but I think it would be better to look at it.
Senator Tarhule: In general, I try not to respond to comments that come up in this venue and to my knowledge that this is the first time that I’m doing so. And I just want to briefly mention to my colleagues I understand that they have concerns in College of Business. Sometimes I’m a bit at a loss when those issues come to Academic Senate. I think the faculty in the college, any department, can invite the Provost if they have concerns about an issue and raise those issues and have the constructive conversation about their concerns and how they would like to have those concerns served or addressed. I think when we bring an issue like this to Academic Senate, sometimes I’m not sure what is supposed to happen. It feels like we’re elevating an issue to an adversarial level that could actually be more constructive and discussive. 
I want to just encourage, not just in the present situation, but in future instances like this, unless the communication has broken down, it is a lot more effective to raise your issues through the channel or invite the administrator concerned to a conversation. That doesn’t say you can’t bring it here, certainly that’s your prerogative and that’s what we can do. But if the goal is to solve a problem and have an issue addressed, I think there are other more effective ways of doing it than this being the place where it’s raised first. So just putting that out as a suggestion and consideration. This university belongs to all of us. It’s going to take all of us working together to have those issues, to serve the many difficult issues that we face. And to do so in an environment where we have a lot more back and forth, we can get feedback about why certain decisions are made the way they are. And we can share our feedback, of course, thanks to those decisions. So this is not the time for a detailed conversation, but I just wanted to share that to all of our colleagues.
Senator Meyer: Okay. Well, this question would spring off President Tarhule’s comment. So how would you define authentic shared governance in its genuine form? This seems to be the shared governance opportunity. I mean, you know, if I say I’m in charge and I say, okay, I’ll have a town hall, I’ll listen to things, but I don’t change anything. What if a faculty or a unit think, well, this is the shared governance body. This is where to raise those concerns. In other words, I’m just looking for how you define shared governance.
Senator Tarhule: I hope this doesn’t become an extended debate. I said it is a prerogative of the individual to bring the issue here. So there’s nothing wrong with bringing the issue here. Shared governance is not just Academic Senate. Shared governance begins at the level of the department. A department unit, can have a discussion about an issue such as this, raise questions, and invite the provost or whoever is involved to discuss those questions. To me, that’s that one. If the answers they get are not satisfactory or acceptable to them, or they don’t get any answers, you can elevate that and to a larger group like this, where you’re showing that we’ve tried to address this and we would like this group to hear this. So I’m just suggesting by putting that suggestion out, is not to say this is not this is not the place to do it. It just seems to me like there’s an opportunity for a few more steps before we get to this point.
Senator Seifert: I appreciate your comments, President Tarhule. I do want to let you know that these comments are brought here out of frustration and about a feeling that in the college that things are not, we’re not getting the answers that we need. So I say that respectfully, but it’s out of a place of caring, you know, about our college and about the university. And we just feel that the transparency is just not there. So just to let you know the steps have been covered, we’re not getting anywhere. I just thank you for your comments and I hope you don’t take my comments the wrong way.
· Vice President for Student Affairs Levester Johnson

Senator Johnson: Good evening, everyone. I only have the opportunity to echo the President and the Provost’s thanks to the entire community for coming out and celebrating and having a great weekend for our family weekend. Again, weather was great, the events that Student Affairs partnered with other areas sponsored for families, they went off without a hitch. Attendance was great. It definitely helped and added that we got a great Redbird win. Thanks everyone for coming out and I’ll just open things up for any questions.
Senator Meyer: I had a 14-year-old now that went to band camp a couple of years and this year he decided to take a break from that. He went to esports camp and that was the first time I’d seen the facility, which was impressive and he enjoyed that camp. I didn’t know much about it. I’ve tried to research a little bit online. Does the esports team and the rec center space fall under your portfolio or purview? Is that where it belongs?
Senator Johnson: Yeah, it does. It does, actually. And we’re very proud of the program. Great engagement from students on campus on a daily basis. As a matter of fact, we’ve gotten to the point where we want to say to a certain extent limit, the amount of time that folks can actually be in there. And I join you in the joy; I’ve had several grandsons who have attended the esports camps during the summer, including this past summer. And the last time around, after the first day of attending, this youngest grandson basically said, hey, so this thing is weeklong. Can you do two weeks in a row? I’m like, absolutely. But it’s a wonderful recruitment and engagement opportunity for many of the high school students that are looking at institutions, universities are looking to see whether you have an esports program, whether that’s club and or varsity program. We have a club. We used to have a varsity program. We no longer have that. But the engagement is just outstanding as far as the number of club sports that we have. But yes, that’s a very popular option as far as engagement for students on campus these days.
· Vice President for Finance and Planning Glen Nelson (excused)

Action Items: 

Information Items: 
From the Academic Affairs Committee: Dimitrios Nikolaou
04.29.2026.01 - 7.7.6 Registration Blocks
Link to current
Link to markup
Senator Nikolaou: All right, so the first policy that we have is policy 7.7.6 Registration Blocks. The policy was last revised in 2018. Why we are seeing so early right now, if you remember the Academic Affairs is also revising the Code of the Student Conduct and there is a specific section within the code that talks about blocks. So we needed to have the actual policy completed so that we can proceed with the Code of the Student Conduct. 
So first of all, even though you might see that lots of things are deleted and everything is new, there is a change in the wording and then additional things added. So some of the main changes are that, first of all, right now the ownership is with the Vice President for the Finance and Planning. We’re changing to the Provost since these are talking about registration and graduation holds, which are under the purview of the Academic Affairs. The other change is that instead of talking about blocks, we are talking about holds and we are not talking only about registration, we are talking about registration and graduation holds. The third change is that these holds are going to be reviewed and audited by a committee. This is something different that was not present in the current policy, that the provost is going to be approving new types of hold. And we want to clarify here that we are talking about the types of holds. It is not that the provost or designee is going to be approving and reviewing each and every hold that it is imposed on a student. 
And then that holds will be posted, which is something that’s being done right now. And now that the posting must include the steps to resolve the hold, because right now the wording is that they may include steps about resolving the hold. So these are the main changes. And today, the Academic Affairs, we talked so that we add a little bit more clarity based on a couple of questions from our students. We are going to add one sentence under the first bullet point. So the sentence is just going to say students who believe a hold was placed in error should contact the office that placed the hold. Also, the reason is because you will see that all the different offices are being deleted. Before you could figure out that, okay, if I have a question about student conduct, I could call that number, but now since we only have the office of the provost, that’s why we’re going to add this sentence, which is also especially for students when you go on your account. If you see a hold on your account, it already says you have a hold because you haven’t completed your immunization. If you have any questions, please contact student health services, and it’s already going to have the number over there. Um, so these are the changes. And so the wording has been reviewed by Provost Yazedjian, and it has been reviewed by VP for Student Affairs Johnson and also since the policy is currently under VPFP Nelson, he also has seen, other than that last sentence that I mentioned today, all the other changes have been reviewed by the VPs. 

From the Academic Affairs Committee: Dimitrios Nikolaou
05.14.2026.01 - 2.1.9 Baccalaureate Degree Programs
Link to current
Link to markup
Senator Nikolaou: This policy we revised in the spring of 2025. And if you remember, we did that same semester when we approved the new general education program for 2028, It was one of the associated policies. The section that talked about the Gen Ed requirements, that’s the changes that we had added. And this is the reason why if you see the very top of the policy, it says policy effective fall 2028. because it’s going to be effective once the new Gen Ed program was in effect. You will see there are some small editorial stylistic changes. The main reason for this revision is pretty targeted. It is the second to last page under item four. 
You will see there is this sentence added where it says the 55-credit hour cap does not include student teaching hours in teacher education programs. If you remember from last year, when we’re talking about the new budget model, we have the way that the allocation happens. It’s based on the number of the majors and the number of the credit hours that are being produced. But up to now, student teaching hours, they have been present under the code STT, which is not really under any specific school or department. So technically, it’s not under specific college. So the question was, where are these credit hours going to be allocated? So there were course revisions, so that instead of listing STT, the student teaching hours, they are now saying, for example, for the teacher ed in Agriculture, it’s going to have the AGR department code. 
So that way the tuition is going to filter to the college that it is going to provide this supervision. Now the issue is teacher ed majors already have a lot of hours. So by changing the code from STT to let’s say TCH, it would violate the current policy 2.1.9. with respect to the 55 credit hours. And that’s why the revision, it is to say that these 55 credit hour does not include student teaching hours. So it is not the exception that we are providing. It is not that we are allowing to add additional required. It is only specific to the student teaching hours. And so that is the change. And as a side note, which probably we will have to talk about it on the Exec, it’s the Academic Affairs will have to also review the undergraduate catalog because the undergraduate catalog still refers to STTs. So we need to update the language there. And then even though you see under policy owner that the university curriculum committee is deleted, this was already approved as a change from spring of 25, but because the policy is not continuing effect, that’s why it is still listed, but it’s not going to be there.
Senator Meyer: This is just kind of a general question. I suppose you can say it applies to this policy or the previous one that you presented. When I reviewed them, they both look fairly simple and straightforward and I didn’t see any problems or questions necessarily. What’s the commentary coming from your committee, do you also think they’re simple and they’re good changes are there any concerns or issues that you foresee that we should be thinking about?
Senator Nikolaou: So especially the 2.1.9 because we’ve seen it like a year ago. We’ve seen it multiple times and they are pretty straightforward. The 7.7.6 because we haven’t seen it for like several years. I mean, we didn’t see any issues. But then like the extra sentence that we added, it’s because when we talked about it, in our previous meeting, some of our student senators, they weren’t able to make it. And since now we had more of our students, and since that’s a policy that more students might be looking at, that’s why we thought it’s fine to make this assessment, but otherwise we didn’t see any issues.
Senator Meyer: I appreciate that answer and just to follow up on that, I think it would be helpful for me at least personally if when the policies were presented we said, hey, we endorse this or we strongly endorse this. We think the changes are simple. I guess it provides me the reassurance during an information item that, okay, I didn’t overlook something. I guess I’m looking for an endorsement from the committee.
Senator Nikolaou: Oh, so as bringing it, it is, so both of these policies, they have been approved unanimously to be sent to like Exec and then like from the Exec to, well, obviously, the Senate, the Executive to the Senate. But yeah, the Academic Affairs unanimously sent both to the Exec to decide if they’re going to be added on the agenda.
Senator Stewart: So there’s a section of this titled Professional Practice and Independent Study, and that section ends with a sentence, a student may count no more than six credit hours of independent study, and then parenthetically, 287 credit towards graduation. And I just wondered many departments, or at least some departments, also have independent study at the 300 level, sometimes 390 independent study is even the name of the course. And so I just wondered if this policy was supposed to also apply to the 300 level courses, or if there’s some clear reason why there’s a limitation to only 200 level independent studies, or maybe this is something your committee might look into further.
Senator Nikolaou: So this one, because it was a targeted change, other than editorial changes, we only focused on that sentence about the 55 credit hours, so that all the teacher ed majors, they are able to do the registration without violating the policy. Senator Stewart mentioned it during the Exec. So I had some time to look at it and we also communicated with Senator Dumančić. So we are going to make some small changes after we are done with the Code of the Student Conduct. So quickly to give you an idea, I looked at what other universities do in Illinois, and there is not an IBHE requirement where it says that you can count only six or only nine. It’s up to the universities. Like UIUC, say, for example, like the School of Architecture, Architecture limits it to six credit hours, but then their College of Theater Arts says up to 16 hours. So the 287, like quickly looking, there is no reason why it was added. The only reason I could think of is because it is on the university catalog where it has standardized independent study numbers. So when you see 287 across all units, it is the independent study. But then as you said, there are other units that may have an independent study at the 300 level. So Senator Dumančić had some language recommendations for adjusting it in general for independent study and then we needed to bring in the honors independent study. But because the honors graduation requirements are included as part of the university catalog, we would need to be looking at them at the same time. So if we make a change here, we need to change the undergraduate catalog, which is fine. It is under the purview of Academic Affairs. But that’s why that’s probably something we will do. Once we’re done with the code this semester, we’re going to have it on our list for spring.
Internal Committee Reports:
Academic Affairs Committee: Senator Nikolaou
Senator Nikolaou: We met this evening and we had an overview of the discussions of the Academic Affairs on the Code of the Student Conduct from last year. And that’s pretty much what we did.
Administrative Affairs and Budget Committee: Senator Peterson
Senator Peterson: We met this evening and since in our first meeting we had a joint meeting we did not have the opportunity to discuss our committee charge and our plan for this semester. So that’s what we did this evening with a plan to begin with policy. 6.1.37 Naming of University Facilities and Entities for next meeting. So that’s what we’ll work on coming up.
Faculty Affairs Committee: Senator Blum
Senator Blum: Yes, so we met tonight. We continued our discussion of work of disestablishment, and then we began our discussion on indirect cost. And so we developed a list of questions, and Kris O’Connor is going to confirm that it’s going to come next time, and so moving on.
Planning and Finance Committee: Senator Seifert	
Senator Seifert: Yes, we met this evening and went over our plan of action for our committee looking at several policies, sustainability, the electronic equipment policy and talked about various experts that we will have in over the next meetings, including you, Angie. We need to talk to you. And so that’s going to what we do.
Rules Committee: Senator Bonnell
Senator Bonnell: Rules committee met this evening. We elected a chair for that committee. We discussed potentially adding language or revisions to the bylaws during the action phase. And we also discussed 5.1.20, the alcohol policy that’s up for its 5-year review and we specifically talked about stakeholders potentially to reach out on those revisions. 
Senator Meyer: You said you elected a chair. I assume it was you?
Senator Bonnell: Yeah, sorry. It seemed kind of obvious, but I guess it wasn’t obvious as I thought, that I was elected chair. 
University Policy Committee: Senator Stewart
Senator Stewart: The University of Policy Committee did meet tonight. We actually had Janice Bonneville, AVP from HR, come to discuss policy 3.2.4 salary adjustments. I think we’re actually pretty close to approving a version of that. We also then had the beginning of a very substantive discussion of policy 1.17 and 1.17A, the Code of Ethics. And then so we will continue that discussion in the next meeting or two or three.
Communications
Senator Meyer: Okay. So as I’ve thought on your opening remarks, as this meeting has gone on, I guess I have some concerns about what you talked about from Robert’s Rules about decorum, et cetera. And I want to be careful that those remarks are not chilling the speech or the inquiries of senators in this body. And I guess it’s kind of a question, but I hope this isn’t coming… You gave us an example of where you thought we were courteous with Dan Taube and you know, asked good questions. I guess I hope that there are not bad examples that you’re pointing out too. And I’m particularly sensitive to that because I used to be a policy debater in high school and college. And I understand the importance of substantive attacks and talking about the issues. I don’t think in my time on Senate, I’ve witnessed ad hominem attacks against a person. So are you mentioning those things in the chairperson’s remarks because you have specific concerns about things that you’ve witnessed here in Senate?
Senator Bonnell: The way that I will answer that, I’ve been on Senate for many years and I’ve seen a lot of different things and there’s different ways of communicating with people. And one of the things I try to say, I didn’t say it this time, but as you know, I really believe in a sense of community and belonging. And that’s one of those things I want to advocate for in this group. And when I say that, and I know I’m revealing myself and no one else probably has this issue, but this is a big room. And I want people to feel comfortable speaking and sharing. That’s important because it’s actually kind of hard for me when you think about it. I remember when I was a new senator, I had a hard time with that because this room is so big. That’s the lens through which I see things. So I want people to feel comfortable. But the other part of that is we do follow process and procedure and I love that too. 
So it was me trying to strike a balance of I want people to feel they are welcome and encourage them to participate and speak up because I really do believe in that. I mean, I really do. But then on the other hand, we do follow process and procedures. That’s my answer to that. And the other thing I will say, I am looking forward, looking ahead, to some of the debates that we will have, for instance, 1.17. And it’s really important, because I’m really looking forward to that really good debate and discussion, because it’s so important. But I think what might be happening, so I guess I am kind of previewing coming attractions, which is, I want to make sure that we’re having thoughtful discussions, and it’s about the language. And I, one of the things I would hope, that no one would ever leave this room feeling that they were attacked or hurt or that they would leave this meeting feeling like they just had a really rough time. I mean, I know these meetings are long, so there’s that kind of thing, but I would hope that no one would feel badly having looked at this group. That is kind of where I’m coming from. Does that help? Do you understand my motivation here? I’m sorry if I confused things. That’s not my intention. I happen, as you know, I’m a big fan of all of you. And this is one of my favorite places to be. So I’m really glad to be here with all of you but I guess it’s really more of a statement and I’ll stop talking now. It’s probably more a statement about me and how I worry about this as the chair, it’s important that I lead. And I want to make sure that this is a respectful group, and I’m not saying that people aren’t, but I want to make sure that I do the best that I can. It’s a statement about me more than anything, I guess. I want to do the best that I can.
Adjournment
Motion by Senator Shourek
Second by Senator Saner. 
Unanimous approval. 
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