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SENATE M NUTES
YOUNGSTOWN STATE LN VERSI TY
Friday, Decenber 3, 1971

RRESENT: M. Lfvosky, M. Snyder, M. S nan, M, Robinson, #r. Looby,
Rnger, M. Swnan, M. Wil es, 1II, M. Rook, M. Scriven,

Hot chki ss, M. Beckman, M. Rand, M. Cohen, M. Ronaghy,
DeGarmo, M. HIlis, M, Jones, M. Greenman, Mr. A nond,

Harris, Jgr., M. Krill, »r. Terlecki, M. Crum, Mss Feldmll er,
Hurd, M. von Gstwal den, M. Fol dvary, M. Mavrigian, M. Behen,
Dillon, M. WIIlianmson, Ms, Niemi, MsS. Dykema, Mss Pfau,

Hare, M. Hankey, Ms. Mner, M. Mner, M. Simko,Miss Anderson,
Hovey, M. curran, M. Deiderick, M. Petrych, M, Berger,
Poddar, M. Shipka, M. Hanzely, M, Henkel, Ms. Budge,

Reilly, M. Teodorescu, M. Jonas, M. Baldino, Jr,, M. Ahmed,
Bronstrup, M. Steele, M. Dobbert, Mss Boyer, M. Esterly,
Kiriazis, M. Blue, M. Cernica, M, Paraska, M. Zetts,

. Fortunato, M. Mller, M. Parm M, Brachfeld, M. My,

Mss Sterenberg, Mss Shell ock, M. WIlns, M. S awecki, Ms. Fol ey,
Ms. Turner, M. Earnhart, M, HIIl, M, Morhead, M. Jenkins,

M. Vanaman, M. S avin, M. Domonkos, M. |ves, M. Hahn,

Ms. Painter, M. Painter, M. Byo, M. Aurand, M. Yozwiak,

M. Tarantine, M. Rchley, M, Spiegel, M. Schroeder, M. Van Zandt,
M. Kelley, M. Kraner, ss Jenkins, Vice President Coffelt,

Vi ce President Edgar, and President Pugsl ey.

PRES O NG PRESI DENT ALBERT L. PUGSLEY TIME 4:00 p.m.SCHWEBEL AUDIT.

SZZZZZIZZEZEX

The President called for the ﬁgproval of the mnutes of the pre-
vious Senate neeting (Friday, Novenpber 5, 1971). There bei ng no
additions, nodifications or corrections the President then decl ared
those mnutes to be approved as distri but ed.

REPCRT O THE GONSTI TUTI ON AND BYLAWS GCOMM TTEE:

This report was given by the Chairman, r. David M Behen. H s
report foll ows:

1 The Coomttee this afternoon will offer two (2) Anendnents to
the Bylans and two (2) Amendnents to the Constitution whi ch have been
previ ously circul at ed.

2 Snply torefresh our nenories on procedures, it nay be noted
that (1) Bylaw Arendnents require only najority vote at a Senate
neeting for approval; therefore, the two 32) Byl aw Anendnents to be so
noved wi || be open for discussion and upon receiving a majority vote
w Il becone effective. Anmendnents to the Constitution require for
approval, initially, an affirmati ve vote by a majority of the nenbers
present at a Senate neeting, and subsequently, approval b&a two-thirds
vote of those voting on the proposal in a nail ballot. (CGonstitution,
Article v).

3 Al proposed Anendnents to Constitution or Byl aws are, of
course, open to discussion by the Senate, and subj ect to Anendnent
fromthe Senate fl oor.

(CONT' D NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE M NUTES coNT!'D - (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)
REPCRT (- QONSTI TUTI ON & BYLAW COMMITTEE CONT'D.: (0. Behen)
Dr. Behen Stated he was not going to present themin the order in
whi ch they were presented in the circul at ed nenor andum

MOTION: [r. David M Behen noved adoption of |Iteml|V which
IS to AMEND the Byl aws by the addition of the fol-
low ng article:

sYLAW M. RUWLES G- GRDER
The rules contained in the | atest revision of Roberts
Rul es of Order shall governin all cases to which
they are applicable, and i n which they are not incon-
sistent wth the Bylaws of the Gonstitution of the
Facul ty of Youngstown State Uhiversity.
Seconded.
AYES HAVE IT. MOTI ON PASSED

moTIOoN: Dr, David M Behen noved the Anendnent of the Byl ans
by the adoption of a new Byl aw X as fol | ows:
Motion to AMEND t he Byl aws by the addition of the
follow ng article, this Arendnent to becone effective
upon approval of the Arendnent to Article V of the
Constitution shoul d that Anendnent be adopt ed:
BYLAWX  AMENDMENTS

Section 1, Proposed amendnents to the Byl aws shal | be

first submtted or referred to the Senate Commttee on the

Constitution and Byl ans.

Section 2 A proposed anendnent to the Byl aws shall be

nai | ed b?/ the Secretary of the Senate to the Senate nenber -
ship at least one (1) week prior toits being submtted to
the Senate for consideration,

Section 3 A proposed anmendnent to the Byl aws shal | becone
effective upon approval by a majority vote of the Senate
members present at a neeting.

Seconded.

Or. WIIliamJenkins:

MOOON D. WIIliamJenkins offered an Arendnent to the Pro-
posed Anrendnent to replace Article V, Section 2 with Sections
2, 3, and 4 becomng Sections 3, 4 and 5 respectively.

The proposed Anendnent to replace Article V, Section 2
as foll ows:
The Commttee on the Gonstitution and Byl aws shall re-
ort a proposed anendnent to the Senate for a vote not |ater
than the second regul ar Senate neeting after recei pt of the
proposed anendnent .

D. Jenkins: The purpose behind this anendnent as stated woul d be to
pl ace a reasonable tinme limt on the consideration by the Constitution

and Byl ans Committ ee. _
(onsider two (2) regular Senate neetings to be a reason-

able tinelimt, particularly since sone anendnments get carried over
for a year or possibly | onger,

(QNI' D NEXT PACD)
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SENATE MINuTES QNI'D . (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)
REPORT - GONSTI TUTT ON & BYLAWS COMMITTEE GQONI'D :(Dr , Behen)

D. Pugsley: Before he called for the Second on the Mtion he asked
for aclarificationas there was a difference i n the wording of the
nmaterial givento the Secretary and that read on the Senate fl oor.
It had the words ' proposed Byl aw anendnent', etc.

Or. Pugsley: Does everyone understand that the anendnent proposed
refers only to Byl aw anmendnent s?

Ms. Dykema: This is an anendnent to an anendnent of the Bylaws. He
I's not proposing a separate Byl aw, but one Section as an anendnent

to this one the Commttee has proposed.

D. Pugsley: The way the Mtion now reads:

The Committee on the Constirtuti on and Byl aws shal |l re-
port a proposed anendnent to the Senate for a vote not |ater than
the second regul ar Senate neeting after recei pt of the proposed
anendnent ,

Seconded,

M. lves: | understand the proposal. |t does not replace the rest of
Section 2, but adds toit, _
. T. Mner: There wll nowbe 4 Sections under Byl aw X

Mr. Livosky: Mght it not be sinpler to add a sentence to Section 1,
rather than create a new Section? Al in the sane category.

Dr. Hau: My | ask if the effect of this Amendment woul d be to nake
It 1npossible for the Constitution and Bylaws Coormttee to reject a
pr oposed anendrent ?

Or. Behen: | don't knowthat the Constituti on and Byl aws Comm ttee can,

properly speaking, either accept, approve or reject a proposed Arend-
nent -

| suppose it would sinply | eave the way open as it i s now
to report an anendnent in the usual fashion: to report an amendnent
to you and possibly with the active urging of the Conmttee that it
be passed or to report an amendnment as sinply a natter placed before
the house for its action; perhaps w th express di sapproval of the
Commttee.

| don't knowthat this would i n any way change either by
augnenti ng or di mni shing what ever powers the Coomttee nay now
possess. This is only ny interpretation.

. Hare: If | understand correctly, under the present procedure a
Byl aw can be offered on the fl oor.
D, Behen: |If it has been circul ated i n advance, Yes.

Or. Hhree The Coomttee on Constituti on and Byl aws can, therefore be
bypassed under the present procedure.
Thi s amendnent you propose woul d force the Bylawto go
t hrough your GCormmttee before it is reported out on the Senate fl oor.
This new anendnent to the anendnent woul d sinply require
the person submtting this Bylawto wite it directly by Petitionto
the Coomttee or would it first have to be referred to the Coomttee
by the Senate? That Is where | ami n doubt.

. Behen: As far as | know, there has never been any regul ar pro-
cedure, nuch less an ironclad rule established wth respect to
matters referred to the Gonstitution and Byl ans Coomttee.

| think, speaking paranthetically, this is perhaps a good
idea for it gives everyone the naxi mumanount of |eeway. W have in

(QONT D NEXT PACE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONT'D.: (Friday, December 3, 1971)
S—COMMITTES CNF D (Dr. Behen)

. Behen cot'd.:

t he past received requests that we consi dered anendnents to the Con-
stitution but actually | don't recall, although Ir. Jenkins nay be
quite right, an?/ Anendnent s to the Byl ans havi n? been del ayed tfor a
ear or nore, do not evenrecall any particular references of By-
aw consideration t 0 t he Comnittee.

But, at any rate, we have recei ved and do recei ve requests for
consi deration of amendments to the Constitution directly fromthe
Senate fl oor, Senate Executive Committee, and Qher Standi ng Coomttees
of the University Senate,

V& sometimes consider natters referred to us directly by the
President - although | do not recall that the President ever referved
an anendnent to us to be consi dered,

V¢ are not at all stickish about where suggestions cone from., I
amnot sayi ng we wel cone themw th open arns (we have |ots to do).

| don't think we have ever declined to give considerationto a
Paoposed Anendrent regardl ess of the source, Mght if we considered
t he sour ce.

To answer Dr. Hare's question specifically: Thereis not in the
Gonstitution, nor in the Bylaws any action ever taken by the Senate
limting the source of suggestions to the Coomttee (Gonstituti on and
Byl ans Committee). | rather like it that way. An% Committee, Senate
itself, any nenber of the Senate, Admnistration, Faculty member who
woul d like to submt sonething for the committee's consi deration w ||
get it considered.

Dr. Hare: The | anguage of the amendnent reads "a proposed anendnent”?
| would 1ike to know - What is a Proposed Arendnent ? Wat
does this nsan before I vote on this. _
Is it something proposed by a vote of the Senate or is It
sonet hing that soneone mght wite a note to you and say | think the

Gonsti tution ought to be changed in this respect. Is this a Pro-
posed Anendnent *
Dr. Behen: | myself, and not speaking for the Committee, woul d con-

si der a Proposed Arendnent, and again | amnot speaking officially,
we have in tinmes past and certainly on a %ood nany occasi ons recei ved
fromindi vi dual nmenbers, sonetines from the President sinply a sugges-
tion that we take a look at sonething that we mght want to amend t he
Qonstitution regarding this. Not saying that we do,

would interpret it nyself broadly and liberally rather
than narrowy.

Mrs. Dvkema: Qould we have a clarification fromthe proposer of the

anendnent ? _
D. Jenkins: | would agree that the Proposal be any form under which

it 1S presently allowed as a Proposal to the Constitution and Byl awns.

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONT'D - (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)

Q= QONSTI TUTT ON & BYL AN COMMITL#E CONT'D.: (Dr. Behen)
DSOS ON conT!'D.: VWul d the Chai rnman, . Behen care to comment as
Lo whether or not this mght pressure the Coomttee (2 nonths)?

D. Behen: | had not ?i ven it any prior thought, and a%ai n spaaki ng
individually and not for the committee, | concur with Dr. Jenkins'
feeling that 2 Senate neeti ngs should be anpl e tine.

Qdinarily Byl aw Amendments are not extrenely conplicated natters.
If you | ook back at the series of anendnents offered | ast year
for what invol ved a reconstruction of the Senate and whi ch were Con-
stitutional Anendnents then we certainly do get proposal s where
two (2) nonths or |ess woul d not be anpl e tine.
It isalittle hard to concei ve of a Proposed Arendnent to the
Byl ans as being so intricate or controversial that we could not cone
up wth sonething after a coupl e of neetings.

br. Hahn: 1) One question that nmay not be clear about this, and that
I's whether referral to the Gonstitution and Byl ans Commttee nust be
reported as a Byl aw Anendnent or whether it can nerely be referred
back to the Senate as a report?

2) Question arises as to whether it might take nore than

2 nonths to bring about a change. | think F. Behen i S correct,
2 nont hs probabl y woul d be adequate. However, you cannot anti ci pate
the future. | n cases of this kiiid the | anguage used is "a reasonabl e

period of tine." And, if you cannot rely on the judgnent of the
peopl e on the committee you shoul d change t he GCommttee.

Therefore, | suggest a change in the wording to "a reasonabl e
eriod of tinme", with the understanding that referrals do not have to
e Mbtions to Arend,

Ms. Dykema: As the amendment presently reads doesn't it permt
"Progress Fasgort” fromthe Coomttee wthout bringing in necessarily
an Anendnent *

D. Pugsley: Doesn't it say 'for a vote*?

D. Jenkins: It does say 'for a vote', and as . Behken has reported
2 nonths 1s a reasonable tine for Byl ans. _ _

| cannot see the purpose cf putting in "a reasonabl e
period of tine", since 2 nonths has been Indicated as the tine.

| amnot in agreenent wth the change.

D. Ronaghy: Thisis at least 2 nonths. Wen you have 2 sessi ons
you really have 3 nonths to consider. Someone tonorrownay suggest
something and they do not have to report for 2 sessions and then they
woul d have 3 nonths; possibly if they submtted it yesterday for the
neeting today they would have 2 full nonths so it would be at | east
2 or possibly 3 nonths.

Mr. Livosky: The essence of the Mbtionis really to put atinme l[imt
on a Conmttee to report out on its charges. _

| think it isinplied, and it is assuned and real ly required of
any Coomttee to take care of its charges i n a reasonabl e peri od of
tine.

| think if we are going to start this we may as well charge
every Commttee we have when we nay expect themto report out what -
ever their business is, _ _

| ama present menber of the Constitution and Byl ans Commttee
and | think what ever charges woul d be returned woul d be done soin a
reasonabl e period of tine, whatever time that mght be

(conT'D NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONT'D - Fri day, Decenber 3 1973,
REPORT OF CONSTITUTION & BYLAWS cOMMITTERE: (Dr. Behen)

§
i tﬁl%k 't 1S absurd to tie the hands of anybody in the Constitu-

tion and Byl aws Comm ttee to say that sonethi ng-nmusk be out in "X"
nunber of nonths. Let the Committee work as it nay work.

There i s a presumption that the Commttee is not doing its job it
seens to ne. And, there is no basis in fact, except for one consider-
ation throughout the years when a Proposed Arendnent took any period

of time. It was because it was too conpl ex,

Def eat _t hat Amendment.
M. Brachfeld: | think the point is poorly taken. There have been
(St udent) numer ous occasions at this University where Conmttees

have feiled to discharge their responsibilities. The
one that comes inmmedi ately to ny mnd is the Pass-Fail G ade, when
sonet hing was set up on that, | can conceive of the sane thing
happeni ng with respect to the Byl aws.

We nust assune that this body or someone in this University feels
that there nust be an Anendnent to the Bylaws there is a reason for
that, and it is for the benefit of the Constitution and the body and
t herefore, should be acted upon as swiftly as possible and not de-
| ayed - not only through negl ect but unforeseen circunstances,

| cannot understand this whol e questi on of people objecting to the
length of tinme of acting upon a charge.

M. Reilly: What are you going to do if you have an even decision on a
very controversial subject and in 2 nonths you cannot cone to a
PPjorLty deci sion? How are you going to nake a Mdtion then on the
0or ~
M. Simko: I was under the inpression that a Committee has to nmake the
(Student) final decisiononthe Mtion before it cones before the
Senate floor. That is not necessarily true.

A Commttee can bring a Mdtion before the Senate floor for a vote
without a final decision fromthe Coomttee. Then let the Senate
probably decide if it is such a hair-splitting issue, and if the vote
is decided by one (1) vote one way or another then |I think the Senate
has a right to know about it anyway, and have sone nmeans of worKki ng
in the decision process,

Dr. Hurd: | would like to ask whether the Amendments as proposed by
the Constitution and Byl aws Commttee do not al ready offer the oppor-
tunity toward the proposer of the Amendnent to bring it on the floor
even t hough the Cormittee does not bring it?

D. Behen: It would seemto nme that such would be the case, though
aﬁainﬁ this is sonething to which | had not given any particul ar
t hought .

It says it shall first be submtted or referred to the Senate Com
mttee on Constitution and Byl aws but does not contain any statenent
that only the Cormittee on Constituti on and Byl aws can offer an
Arendnent to the Byl aws.

f ghe purpose of this is not really at all either devious or pro-
ound «

It was sinply to give the Conmttee on Constitution and Byl aws an
opportunity to exam ne a proposed Bylawto see that it would be com
patible if passed with the existing Bylaws and exi sting Constitution.

(CONT D NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE M NUTES CONT®D.: (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)
REPORT CF CONSTI TUTI ON & BYLAWS COMMITTEE CONT'D.: (Dr. Behen)
D. Behen cont'd.:

It is a definite policy of the Constitution and Byl ans Comm ttee,
especially reaffirmed this year, and has been the policy of this Com
mttee for several years that the Constitution and Byl awns Committee
does not take positions on substantive issues.

Many substantive i ssues cone before this Senate as in the case of
Amendments whi ch i nvol ve substantive i ssues and substantive i ssues
of great inportance to this Senate.

The Constitution and Byl aws Conmttee does not use its position
nor does it feel the obligationto try to pronote or inpede any
changes of this sort for substantive reasons.

W envi sioned the purpose of the function of our Conmttee to be
that of saying that the body of the Byl aws and the body of the Con-
stitution are internally conpatible and consi stent,

The danger is this, and this has no reflection on the nover of
any Amendment. An Anendnent offered on the floor by ne or by an in-
di vi dual which may seem of itself good to the individual, and might
i ndeed neet with ready reception and speedy approval by this bod%
niPht turn out when incorporated in its existing |anguage into the
Byl aws or the Constitution to create an inconsistency or an incom-~
patability.

This is the sole purpose this Coomttee had in mnd in providing
that a Bylawfirst be submtted to the Cormittee before it Is offered
for a vote,

| amwell aware of the dangers that | have spoken of. | can
give you a specific exanple: It was not until after this proposed
Anendnent to the Bylaws that we are discussing right now had been
approved for presentation and the Arendnent to the Constitution
which will be presented next (Article V) had been approved for pre-
senﬂa%ion (and both of these cane on the initiative of the Committee
itself).

It was not until after these had been approved that it dawned
upon us that there were certain actions that could be taken and m ght
i ndeed wel | be taken by the Senate which would | eave us with two (2)
di fferent provisions respecting the Arending process. It was then
that we went back and added the proviso that one was not to becone
effective unless the other one did  Things of this kind can creep
in, discrepzncies, ete. This was the sole purpose of this.

. Baldino: | do feel in all fairness to the |ast speaker that the
question was not answer ed,

Or. Behen: Wuat was the question? In giving an answer maybe | over-
| ooked t he questi on.

Or. Bal di no: Can the Commttee be circunvented? Yes or No?
Can the Senate act if the Commttee refused?

Or. Behen: By ny interpretation, this would in no way preclude any-
one fromoffering an Arendnent to the Bylaws on the floor, provid ng
and assum ng t he adoption of this Arendnent, that he had submtted
it to the inspection or scrutiny of the Coomittee, Then ny further
remarks were nerely explanatory that the reason we woul d want to | ook
at it was sinply to see in our judgnent that its passage woul d not
i ntroduce any inconpatability and if we did find such, this would
still not preclude 1ts being brought to the floor but I suppose the
CbFnittee woul d feel obligated to get up and point out the diffi-
cul ty.

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE. MINUTES CONT'D.: (Friday, December 3, 1971)
REPORT (F CONSTITUTION & BYLAWS COMMITTEE CONT'D.: (Dr. Behen)

Dr, Dobbert: |1 have been following these deliberations for some time
and 1t seems to me that we are following a close second to the Ohio
State Legislature.

Also, it seems to me that the question is rather simple, 2rs we
trusting the Committee's work or aren't we? |If we don't trust the
Committee then 1t bottles up the Amendment; i f we trust the committee
then 1t goes back to the Senate,

Dr. Dobbert then called for the guestion. Let's make up our minds

Dr. Pugsley: Asked Mrs bDykema for a ruling at this point.

Mrs Dvkema: Put it to a vote.
Dr. Swan: Movad the previous Question.

Seconded.
Dr. Pugsley: This calls then for no further debate.
Seconded.

You are voting to close debate,
AYES HAVE IT,

MOTION: Dr. William Jenkins moved the Committee on Constitution
(Recopied and Bylaws shall report a proposed anmendnent to the
here) Senate for a vote not later than the second regular
Senate meeting after receipt of the proposed amendment,
Seconded,
IN FAVOR 24 AGAINST: 58
NO'S HAVE |IT, MOTION DHEATED.

Dr. Pugsley: Back to the original Question, Dr. Behen.
Further discussion on the Original motion by Dr.Behen.

Mr. Simko: Although as you said the Motion does not prevent people
(Student) from bringing a Bylaw Amendmat to the Senate floor after
it has been submitted to the Constitution and Bylaws Gom-
mittee | sincerely hope the interpretation that it can be i s made
clear by some means and incorporated in the Minutes of this meeting-—
that a person can indeed bring a Bylaw Amendmat to the Senate
floor after it has been submitted to the Constitution and Bylaws Com
mittee.

Dr. Baldino: A comment with respect to the comment mede earlier re-
garding the relationship of our debate to that of the State Legisla—
ture.

To have a memba of this body make an observation of that kind -
It was one of comic relief. That's all it was

Dr. Hare: 1t seems to me that in spite of the assurances of Dr. Behen
and his interpretation of Bylaw X, which we are currently considering,
that there is a strong implication here that ney not have been in-
tentional of course, that a Bylaw cannot be brought to the floor of
the Senate without first going through the procedure of the Committee,

Dr. Hare offered as an Amendment Section 4 to read:

MOTION: Dr. Hare offered as an Amendmat Section 4 to read:
Nothing in these sections shall be interpreted to mean
that a Proposed Amendmat to the Bylaws mey not be
brought to the floor of the Senate without the prior
approval of the Committee.

Seconded,

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGH



- O -
SENATE M NUTES conT'D - (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)
REPORT (O GONSTI TUTI ON & BYLAWS COMMITTEE CONT'D.: (Dr. Behen)

D. Savini Wuld like to ask the Parlianmentarian a questi on.

Isn't this taken for granted and isn't it traditional ?

Doesn't every parent body have a right to consider any question
put before it?

In other words, if you turn this down no one has aright to in-
troduce a Byl aw

MsS. Dvkema: As it nowstands it sinply says there are 2 things
(Parltanentarian) that nust be dons:
1) it nust be referred
2) it nust be circul at ed.
It doesn;l}I say that it cannot be brought up to the fl oor
at .

D. Hare: The Arendnent | amoffering is a clarification of what
appears to be sonewhat restrictive | anguage subj ect t0 misinterpre-
tation.

M. Ives: Does the individual authorize the Secretary of the Senate
to nake the circul ati on?

D. Hare: The requirenent of the circul ati on remai ns intact.

Mr, lves: Wio directs the Secretary of the Senate to nake the
circul ati on?

D. Hare: | suppose the individual could circulate it if he w shes

or ask the Secret ary of the Senate to do so.
| do not see any difficulty here.

Dr. Saan: Asked a question of the Parlianentari an,
Is it not a fact since anything nay be brought to the

Senate and then referred to this Coomttee cannot a charge be given
tothe Coomttee that it return and report in a %i ven period of tine.
This obviously does anay wth playing around wth the period of tinme
limt. It can be handl ed when the Anendnent is brought up before the
gr ouE; when it is referred to the committee; when anyone wants to do
sonething it wll be referred.

Ms. Dykema: Any Coomittee can be charged to bring on the fl oor
(Parlianentarian) by acertaintine. It nust be in the Mtion for
bringing problemto the Conmttee.

Comment: It seens to ne that introductionto Section 4 contradi cts
t he purpose of Section 1
First, we are saying that the proposed Anendnents to the Byl ans
shall first be submtted or referred to the Senate Commttee on the
Gonstitution and Byl aws.
Then in Section 4 we are sayi ng we don't have to. Ms. Dykema
and . Hare said "No" that was not correct.

pr, Hare: | think | would interpret it: fromthe Axrendnent that |
of fered that when a proposed Anendnent to the Byl aws i s brought to
the Senate it automatically gets referred to the Gonstituti on and
Byl ans Committ ee.

But at the sane tine it can be circulated to the Senate and vot ed
on at the next neeting whether it be Constitution and Byl ans Com
mttee reports it out or not.

(QONT D NEXT PACE)




SENATE MINUTES CONT'D. : (Friday, Decembe 3, 1971)
REPORT OF CONSTTUTION & BYLAWS COMMITTEE: (Dr. Behen)

Dr,. Swan: Questionon the Motion.

Dr. Pugsley: QUESIION HAS BEEN CALLED FOR
Once again we are ready to vote.

VOING _ON _THE AMENDMENT: AYES: 30. NAY: 50.

Dr. Pugsley: BACK TO THE ORIGINAL HFROPCGAL.

QUESTION HAS BEEN CALLED FIR OX THE ORIGINAL MOTION.

This concerns Bylaw X.

Ore membar asked about postponing.

Mrs Dykema gave her advice as Parliamentarian.

She stated if you vote to table 1t means you simply set aside the
problem you are dealing with until some other urgent problem is taken
care of Or you get some other information regarding it and then you
take the problem up again at the same meeting.

Mr. Livosky: Only i f somebody removes it from the table.
Mrs. Dvkema: Yes.

Mr. Livosky: Don't forget - this can also have the effect of killing
the Motion. |f somebody forgets to remove it from the table it's
dead.
Dr. Pugsley: | believe the Parliamentarian raised the question as

to whether the intent of the mover and perhaps the seconder was
expressed in terms of the Motion to table, Was this not correct?

Mrs. Dvkema: Y es.

Dr. Puasley: That Motion to table if expressing the intent of the
mover happens to take priority.
Parliamentarian: I n that case you have to say | move to table until
(Mrs. Dykema) more information IS available or until something or
else has happened or until a certain hour or some-
thing of that sort.
Dr. Pugsley: Since that wasn't done let's proceed to see what the
next Motion isS.

MOTION: To refer back to Committee. Without instructions.
Seconded.
AYES: 27. NAY: 55.
MOTION IS DEFEATED.

Dr. Swan: We have discussed this at some length. |t seems to be only
a question of whether or not something can be brought to the floor
and atime limit put on it. It seems obvious that is the case and it
can happen. | think we have discussed the i ssue long enough.

| MOVE THE FREVIOUS OUESTION.
Seconded.
Dr. Pugsley: This is a Motion to close debate.
Seconded.

AYFS HAVE 1T.

Dr. Pugsley: Back to the Original Motion without debate.
AYES HAVE IT.
(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES conN™!'D) : (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)
REPCRT (- CONSTITUTION & BYLAWS COMMITTEE CONT'D.: (Dr. Behen)
. Behen: n Section 3, lrned i1n Aticle V, ndnents - the word
Senat e shoul d appear in there. This was inadvertently left out when
t yped.

MOION DOr. Behen noved an Anendnent to the CGonstitution sub-
stituting for present Article V(this placed in here
since the printed Constituti on does not have t he change
init) as anended the follow ng Article which, if
approved, will be a newArticle V, as foll ows:

Fol | owi ng consi derati on by the Senate, and upon ap-
proval by a majority of the nenbers present at a Senate
neeting, a proposed Arendnent to the Constitution shall
be submtted by the Secretary to the entire Senate nem
bership for voting by mail ballot. The ballot shall

I ncl ude a conpl ete statenment of the proposed anendment
and shall be returned to the Secretary of the Senate
wthinten (10) days after it is naled.

Seconded.

MOION D. Philip J. Hahn proposed an anendnent to the Con-
stitution, Article V, Section 3:

After the words: entire Senate nenbership (add) "and

the Full Service Facul ty".
Seconded.

D. Hahn stated he woul d comment on this later.

M. Reilly: If we renove this fromthe Senate and add Ful | Service
Facul ty, 1 nasmuch as the Senate i s conposed of 50% admni strative
peopl e then does this nmean that all admnistrative people in the
Uhiversity and all Faculty nenbers woul d vote on Constitutional
Amendnent s?

Dr., Hhhn: | don't knowthat this is the proper point for this.

M. Reilly is suggesting if the Full Service Faculty votes on Con-

stitutional anendnents and i nasnuch as the Senate i s conposed of

50% of ex-officio nenbers the admnistrators shoul d al so vote on this.
This rai ses the question of the function of the Senate, and the

role of admnistrators in the Senate.
| propose that admnistrators in the Senate M. Reilly should be

t hose who provi de functions, The principal work of the Senate is
educational and academc. W want to have their advice; yet the
Senate is essentially a body of academ c educat ors.

Therefore, it is inportant that these people, the Full Service
Facul ty becone invol ved i n the procedure.
M. Reilly: | think your statenment was to the entire Faculty nenber -
ship, wasn't it? By that then you nean that menbers of the Senate
who are ex-officio woul d be i ncluded?

Dr. Hhhn: No, | did not say that.
It woul d be the Senate nenbership and the Full Service

Faculty and including students, if admtted, would vote on Constitu-
tional Anendnents.

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SNATE MINUTES CONT'D. - (Friday, December 3, 1971)
REPORT O UTl & BYLAWS COMMITTEE CONT'D.: (Dr. Behen)
Dr. Han cont'd. -

If you are concerned about power around here | think you are
wrong. Wha we need IS to get a democratic process and participation
of the elements i n the University, | believe we all are in favor of
this.

I think if you bicker about wio are the ones you can think of all
kinds of reasons why somebody shouldn't do Or should do something
about this.

Let's get this procedure going.

Mr. Reilly: | am not particularly opposed to what you are trying to do
but 1 an trying to anticipate some of the problems you are going to
get into when you try to implement this thing, That's all.

Dr. Hahn: Wha kind of problems?

Mr. Reilly: There are many. For example: ex-officio members voting
or not voting, Chairmen of Departments voting, etc.

Dr. Pugsley: Ex-officio membas of the Senate are included as mem-
bers of the Senate.

Dr. Han: My | repeat, Mr. Reilly that all members of the Senate
would vote on Constitutional Amendments and i n addition Full Service
Faculty who are not on the Senate.

It's clear, That's all thereisto it.

Dr. Pugsley: The Proposed Amendment isS tO add the four (4) words:
"and Full Service Faculty" following the word in the 4th |line member—
ship.

Dr. Dillon: | think that is where the confusion comes from. It is
Senate membership plus other Full Service Faculty.

Dr. Pugsley: That's right.
Dr. Han: Ard other Full Service Faculty = you mean which?
Dr. Pugsley: Yau have mede your Motion for Amendment, Dr. Hahn.

Dr. Hahn: | don't think Dr. Dillon would object if we left it the way
It was. People aren’'t going to vote twice.

Dr. Dillon: | understand it. It has been clarified.
Dr. Vanaman: Asked for the wording once more.
Dr. Pugsley: in the 4th line - Section 3, ArticleV - to add the

words following the word membership "and Full Service Faculty".
Dr, Vanaman: That IS the way Dr. Han has moved it?
Dr. Pugsley: Stated that was the way Dr. Hahn had moved 1t.

QUESTION CALLED FOR

Dr. Pugsley: | N FAVMOR CF THE AMENDMENT:
AYES HAVE |IT. AMENDMENT PASTHD.

New, back tO discussion of Dr. Behen's Motion.

Dr. Haree Moved the Questionon the entire Sections,
Seconded.

This isS to close debate; on the Motion made by Dr. Behen as amended
AYES 53, NAY: 10.
MOTION TO CLOSE DEBATE PASSED.

BACK TO DR. BEHEN'S ORIGINAL MOTION AS AMENDED.
(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SEMATE M NUTES CONT'D.- (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)
REPCRT - GONSTI TUTI ON & BYLAVWS coMMITTEE QNI'D: (. Behen)

D. Jenkins: Asked for a point of clarificationfrombr. Behen re
garding Moti on,

Dr. Behen: Referred to present Article V, Amendments in the Constitu-
tion of the Faculty and read Section 1 and Section 2.

Dr. Behen then offered his opinion, inasnuch as the sol e purpose
of the change (not considering Dr. Hahn's Arendnent) was to renove
fromArticle Vrequirenents respecting Bylaws for it did not seem to
us that they bel onged i n the Gonstitution; and to i nsure w der dis-
tribution by requiring the Proposed Arendnent to be submtted to the
entire Full Service Facul ty.

We had in mnd no change i n the procedure by whi ch an Amendment
Is adopted. | would, therefore, offer as an interpretationthat the
adoption of this Arendnent woul d nake no change i n such procedure as
has exi sted because it certainly was not our intentionto do so.

Mr. Ives: | would like to point out that in Section 1 it says submt or
refer. Can refer nmean fromthe floor of the Senate? |n other words,
they can be proposed in the Senate and thenreferred to the Conmttee.
Nor nal procedur e.

Dr. Pugsley: QUESTION HAS BEEN CALLED FCR
You are nowvoting to Anvend Article V as Amended by
the earlier Mdtion adding the words: and Full Service Faculty: and
reflecting the addition that Or. Eehen nade of the word "Senate".
Seconded.
AYES uavE I T

Or. Behen: There is one change in the Arendnent as distributed and
]E_his IS not due to a typographical error but is designed as a clari -
i cation,

It represents no change in the Coomttee's thinking or in-
tent but to avoid any possi bl e conf usi on,

This is the Motion which will be nmade wth respect to
Article 11T, Section 2, InLine 2it nowreads: elected by each
under gr aduat e School or (ol | ege, etc.

The Mbtion as actually offered will be: elected by the
students of each undergraduate School or College, etc. It has been
our assunption that this woul d be under st ood.

MOTION: [r. David M. Behen noved to Anend the Constitution
by the additionto Article 111, Section 2 of the Pro-
posed Anendnent as distributed which is as foll ows:

Student nenbers with the right to vote shall be

el ected by the students of each under graduat e School
or llege. There shall be two each elected fromthe
School of Business Admnistration, the School of Edu-
cation, and the (ol |l ege of Arts and Sci ences, and one
each el ected fromthe School of Engineering, the
Techni cal and Gormmunity Col | ege, and t he School of
Misi C.

The Chai rman of Student Council and the President of
Student Governnent shall be ex-officio voting nenbers.
Student nenbers shall be full tine undergraduate students
eligible for electionto Student Gover nnent.

(QONT' D, NEXT PAGEH)
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SENATE MINUTES CONT'D.: (Friday, December 3, 1971)
REPORT (F CONSITUTION & BAANS COMMITTEE CONT'D, = (Dr. Behen)
MOTION CONT'D.: )
The following proviso IS also part of the Motion, but not
part of the Amendmett, becoming effective i f the Amendmat
IS approved. )

THE CONSTITUTION AND BYLAAS COMMITTEE SHALL EDIT THE GONSITUTION
TO RECONCILE THE APPRCPRI ATE S=CTIONS W TH THE AMENDMENT.
Seconded.

Mrs. Dvkema: Suggested that the parts of our Constitution which re-—
quire that the Senate pass by a majority vote any Constitutional
change before it is sent out to the entire body of the Senate; that
the majority of those in attendance at a particular meeting i s to
avoid bothering the entire body of the Senate with trivial matters.
That 1t should be properly thought about and then sent out.

The objective Is not to keep the Senate membership from expressing
themselves, and it seems to me that unless you feel that this Amad-
ment is so trivial that you do not need to know what the entire Senate
thinks about it you certainly should pass it as it is.

Col. Wales: The Student Affairs Committee met on this Motion and we
do endorse it, However, we feel that due to the possible change in
enrollment in the Schools an Amendmat would be appropriate. There-
fore, Col. Waes moved the following:

MOTION: Col. Waes moved an Amendmat in the 2nd sentence be
reworded: (D "that there shall be two elected from
each of the three largest Schools or Colleges and one
elected from each of the remaining Schools or Colleges"
and (2) that Fall Quarter Full Time Equivalent (FTE)
figures be employed | N the determination of the number
of student representatives per School or College.
Seconded.

Dr. Cohen: If the enrollments do change i n such a way that there are
4 proximately equally large Schools then the proposed Amendmat
woul d not be relative; or if there are two approximately equally large
Schools and then 2 middle type Schools.

An attempt to predict the future and make an Amadnmat row i s
unnecessary.

. If 1t becomes necessary to change it we can change 1t when the

time comes.

I don't see how we can predict all possible or even try to pre-
dict the changes.

Dr. Pugsley: Then reread the Amendmait that Col. Waes proposed
for all to hear.
Dr. Ronaghy: Could somebody tell us the size of the enrollment of the
3 Largest Schools at the present time?

Dr. Bdgar: The 3 largest Schools right monm. College of Arts and
Sciences, School of Business Administration and School of Education.
Dr. Paraska: | can answer the question about student enrollment (FTE).
For the Fall Quarter this academic year as foll ows:

1) College of Arts & Sciences FTE, 3170;2) Schl.of Business Adm n-
istration, 2656; 3) School of Education, 2110; 4) Technical and Gom-
munity College, 2065; 5)&chl.of Engineering, 942; 6) School of
Music, 329,

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONTD. - (Friday, December 3, 1971)
REPORT OF CONSTITUTION & BYLAWS COMMITTEE CONT'D. : (Dr. Behen)
Dr. Paraska cont'd. -

I would like to continue in reference to this statement. 1 think
that any Amendment that should be included in the Constitution, and I
mede this statement |ast Spring, should be wordsd i n such a way that
we don't have to tie Schools to figures and Schools to anything. It
might happen that the T & cc would be dissolved just as the T & CC
was organized,

Wwe should work the Amendmat in such a way that it does the job
that we want done and yet doesn't tie to specific things and for this
reason | would like to suggest another Amendmentt.

I don't know what the Parliamentary procedure is, whether the
Amendmat has to be voted down or whether 1 can offer an Amendment
{0 an Amendment.

Ms. Dvkema: Yau can urge the group to defeat the Amendment that is
before them.

Dr. Slavin: Wy can't it be incorporated in the other one. If willing
to accept it let him read it.

Dr. Paraska: Dean Paraska stated what he would incorporate as his
Amendment:
Student members with the right to vote shall be elected
by the students of each undergraduate School or College
based on total student enrollment as of the Fall Quarter
with one (1) student Senator per school for the first
1500 students or any portion thereof and one (1)addi-
tional student Senator for each 2000 additional students
or magor fraction thereof.
The Chairman of Student Council and the President of
Student Government shall be ex-officio voting members.
Student members shall be full time undergraduate students
eligible for election to Student Government.

By doing this, Dean Paraska stated, you are going to increase the
number of student Senators by one (1). In other words, by this
formula Arts & Sciences would have two (2), School of Business Admin-
istration two (2), School of Education two (2), T & CC two (2) based
on present enrollment. The future enrollment would not necessitate an
Amendmat if the distribution of student Senators was not changed.
School of Music would have one (1). Every School would have at least
one (1) and the larger Schools two (2).

Dr. Haree Wha does a major portion thereof mean?
Dean Paraska: Over half.

Dr. Pugsley: Dr. Paraska has told what he would offer as a sub-
stitute Motion in the event that this one is defeated. We are not here
to discuss the merits of his future Motion. We are here to discuss the
merli_ts of the Motion that col. Wales made and which | read to you
earlier.

Col. Wales: Unfortunately I don't feel that 1 am in a position to speak
for the Committee on this, It so happened that I was not present
when the Committee considered this. ossibly a membea of the Student
Affairs Conmmttee who was present could tell you a little more about

t,

(QNT'D NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE M NUTES CONT'D.: (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)
REP NSTITUTION & BYLA OMMITTEE D: (Dr. Behen)

D. Pugsley: The Chair wishes to ask Dr. Behen a question
Were different kinds of formulas considered by the
Committee i n maki ng this recomendati on?

D. Behen: Not at this time. This is essentially the same Mtion that

was of fered last year for Anendnent. At that tine a wide variety was
not ed.

The purpose of this Mdtionthis tine was essentially to

rei ntroduce the Mdtion that was defeated last time, on 2 grounds.
1) On the ground that there seemed to be dissatisfactionwith the re-
sults of the vote last tine; in other words the narrowness of the
vote; 2) that this is a different body. There has been some change in
t he nenbershiP and the Senate may feel the sanme this year as |last year
or it may feel differently.

-~ We thought it would be wise to obtain the sentinment of the Senate
on iIt.

Dr. Budge: | was at the Student Affairs Committee neeting Col. Wl es
was tal ki ng about,

The Student Affairs Committee (and | think the Mdtion was

i ntroduced by Dean Painter) thought this would be a fairer fornula if

t he enrol I ment profile changed,

For exanple: should the T & CC increase the nunber of
students enrolled. It is not designed to change the Mtion, sinply de-
signed to nake it fairer

. Baldino: We call ourselves a University Senate.

| think it would be a %ood idea if we gave serious con-
sideration to equal representation by the Schools. “In other words,
2 fromeach of the individual Schools of the University.

DL, Robi nson: Is this an Anendnent ?

Dr. Baldino: To avoid the catastrophic situation that woul d devel op
every year as to what fornula woul d be used | don't think it would be
asking too nmuch to consider giving equal representationto each of the
School s or (ol | eges.

D. Hankey: Wshes to speak in oppositionto Gl. Wl es! Arendnment on
aesthetic grounds, The representation of 2 versus 1 overl ooks what
students can contribute to the Senate. I think the Senate coul d get
nore out of the students.

For exanple: if the enrollment should change, particularly in

t he upper division schools, particularly Education, Business Adm nis-

tration and they were to | ose nenbership as T & CC gained it it would

work badly for the Senate.

For this reason | think we should Defeat this Arendnment and go
closer to one on the order Dr. Baldino has suggested, equal represen-
tation.

M. Simko: As President of Student Covernment | amhighly in favor of
(Student) any Mtion which allow nmaxi mum nunber of students voting
on the Senate.
Reapporti onment shoul d be the charge of possibly one of the
Cﬁmmiﬁfees of the Senate to see that the apportionnment is followed
t hr ough.

| understand there is a problemof how many faculty nenbers
from each School shall be represented on the Senate, (what proportion).
| hope this is done today.

(CNT D NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MNUTES QNT D :  (Friday, Decenber 3, 1971)
REPCRT O _QUNSTI TUT ON & BYLAWS OOMM TTEE CONT'D.:  (Dr. Behen)

M. lves: If faculty representationis chosen proportionately accordi ng
to the size of the School why shoul d not the students?

M. Brachfeld: You are dealing here not wth a true representati on
(S udent) but wth token representation, and as | ong as you can

keep the numbers snall as it isit doesn't really
nmatter who is on the Senate fromwhat School - whether it is 9, 12
or 14.

. Richley: It is obvious that the clarification brought in by both
of these Mdtions be included. Qherwse. we wll be revising every
year to suit the needs,

It would seemto ne that there mght be alittle difficulty with
the Mbtion brought by Col, Wales in the event of what was nenti oned
by Ir. Cohen - that there would be 2 School s whose enrol | nents woul d
be very cl ose; but 2 School s enrol | nent bei ng about equal is about
as ﬁ_OSSI bl e as this Arendnent bei ng gassed w thout further argument.
| think the | ast Arendnent proposed by Dean Paraska is extrenely
flexible and it does al |l owrepresentation based on students.

Defeat the previous Mdtion so that we can pass this Mtion.

D. Pugsley: QUJESTION CALLED FCR
You are voting on the Avendnent submtted by Col.Wales.
NOS HAVE IT.

TH S AVENDVENT DEFEATED
BACK TO TaE CR G NAL MO QN

MO ON Dean Paraska noved the fol | ow ng amendment:
Student nenbers wth the right to vote shall be el ected
by each under graduat e School or (ol | ege based on total
student enrollnent as of the Fall Quarter wth one (1)
Senator per school for the first 1500 students or any
Portl on thereof and one (1) additional student Senator
or each 2000 additional students or najor fraction
thereof. The Chai rman of Student Gouncil and the Presi -
dent of Student Governnent shal |l be ex-officio voting
nenbers. Student nenbers shall be full tine under-
graduat e students eligible for el ectionto Sudent Govern-
nent .
Seconded.

D. pugsley: It has been noved and seconded that the above

Mbtion be an Amendnent to the original Mtion.
Actually it is a repl acenent.

D. Baldino: Wged that this Mdtion be def eat ed.

Dean Sriven: Seened nore like a substitute Mbtion to him rather than
an Anendnent to the original Mtion.
D. Pugsley: Agreed wth Dean Scriven.

D. Burd: | wonder if the understanding of thisis clear. As | |ook
at this | believe that only two (2) Schools would qualify for 2
representati ves.

ANS.: No - 4

D. Hird: If yourequire 1 for every 1500 students and then an addi -
tional Senator for a najor fraction of 2000 that neans you woul d have
to have 2500 students in School to get 2 Senators.

(coNT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONTD. : (Friday, December 3, 1971)
REPORT OF CONSTITUTION & BYLAWS GOMMIXTTEE CONTD.: (Dr. Behen)

Dean Paraska: You would have to have 2500 but as | pointed out origin-
ally that 1s the total students. |If you want to change it to FTE then
perhaps it would be changed to 1500. It was not to cut down student
representation but to state a formula that could be followed next year,
and the next, etc. It is a formula that will handle any situation.

Dr. Hurd: | still believe that only two (2) Schools would qualify for

2 Senators.

Dean Paraska: No = there are 4 that have over the required number.
Dr. Pugsley: Your Motion does not specify FTE'S.

Dr. Robinson: | would encourage again the simplistic formula = that an
equal number of Senators from each School or College in the University.
Dr. Vanaman: | would question the mechanics of this. |If these votexs
are to appear and vote we wait until we have exact counts in the fall
and run an election and wait until we get them seated on Senate. It
seems to me we ought to take some other time of the year to determine
the formula and then vote immediately after the Fall Quarter starts

to get the students in.

Dr. Paraska: Regarding Dr. Baldino's suggestion.

If itisthewill of this body to have 2 representatives or
Senators from each School or College and that is the simplistic ap-
proach; and it is clear-cut and never going to be argued I an not
going to oppose it. I will go along with it but T do oppose the
wording as it isin the original Motion. 1 was offering ny Amendment
toclarify it,

I don't believe this Amendment, or Dr. Behen's Amendment or any-
body's has spelled out when the election would take place, but notice
that the wording of what I offered isthe same as it is for the
Faculty. In other words, the election takes place based on what
happened in the Fall Quarter,

This would not be a matter of concern. Next year's representation
would be based on this Fall's enrollment | presume because the elec-
tion of student Senators would take place in the Spring.

Dean Paraska: Stated he would withdraw his Motion i f the simplistic
formula was the one wanted (Equal representation).

Dr. Greenman: |n support of what Dr. Baldino suggested,

It seems to me that the students in the Senate primarily function
as representatives of the School and are here to do something in terms
of the interest or role of that School and not to exert political
power. Therefore, if you say 2 students from each School you are
saying each School has an equal right to be represented in the Senate
and there won't be any second class citizens.

Dr. Pugsley: QUESTION HAS BEHEN CALLED FOR,
Voting on the Amendment submitted by Dean Paraska,
NOS HAVE IT.
THIS MOTION WAS DEHEATED.

Dr. Baldino: Suggested 2 elected from each undergraduate or College.
MOTION: Dr. Baldino moved an Amendment that two (2) student

members with the right to vote shall be elected by
the students of each undergraduate School or College.

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE MINUTES CONTD. : (Friday, December 3, 1971)
REFORT_(F CONSTITUTION & BYLAWAS COMMITTEE CONTD. ~ (Dr. Behen)

MOTION: There shall be two (2) each elected from each under-
CONT'D: graduate School.
The Chairman of Student Council and the President of
Student Government shall be ex~officio voting members.
Student members shall be full time undergraduate
students eligible for election tOo Student Government.
Seconded.

Dr. Pugsley: QUESTION HAS BEEAN CALLED FOR

You are voting on the Amendment that there be 2 repre-
sentatives from each undergraduate School.
AYES HAVE IT.

Nowv back to the Original Motion. Any discussion now IS on the
Original Motion as amended.

MOMD THE PREVIOUS QUESTION. This is a call to eliminate debate

Mr, Brachfeld: A point of information, Mr. Chairman.

(Student) No where in this does it state how long a student will
serve, whether 1t IS a 2-year term, l-year term, etc.
What is the status of this i f passed by the Senate? When will it
go into effect? When will the election be held?

Dr. Pugsley: This is a discussion of the Question here and |
think 1t 1S no longer appropriate since the Question
has been called for.

COMMENT: | understand if this is passed it does not take effect right
away.
Dr. Pugsley: It has to go to the Senate and requires a 2/3 vote.
Dr. Hares It will only go to the Senate and not tOo the Faculty.

Dr. Pugsley: This is a Motion to close debate.
W to this time only points of information.
AYES HAVE IT. You have voted to close debate.

NOW THE VOIE CF THE AMENDMENT.

Dr. Behen: | want to call attention that the affirmative vote must not
in this case be a majority of votes cast but a majority of the people
here at this meeting.

Whatever the present assemblage is it will take half plus one
to pass it.

Dr. Pugsley: This is the vote on the Amendment.
AYES HAVE 1T.
Declared this carried by vote of required majority.

Dr. Behen: Mr. President, this concl udes t he Report.

Dr. Pugsley: Asked in terms of time (5:40 p.m.) if the group
wished tO continue.
They stated NO.

(CONT'D. NEXT PAGE)
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SENATE M NUTES CONTD. : (Friday, December 3, 1971)
REFORT_(F_CONSTITUTION & BYLAWS COMMITTEE CONTD: (Dr. Behen)

Dr. Kelley: Was to give a report regarding the Media Center for
Dr. Eshleman but we did not get that far.

Dr. Kelley stated the Media Center |ast year in the Budget
Hearings was asked by the Budget Committee to formulate a statement of
policy upon which the forthcoming year's Budget could be based.

Dr. Eshleman has been working very hard getting his Budget fi gures
together based on this policy statement which has been drawn up by the
Media Center Committee.

He feels he is going tO be left out in the cold i f he doesn't

get some sort of feeling from this group tonight as to whether or not
his report on the policy statement is forthcoming and meets with ap-
proval and what are the needs.

He feels 1t is very urgent.

Dr. T. Miner: Could we have another Senate meeting before the Budget
Problem becomes so severe for Dr. Eshleman?

Dr. Pugsley: You can so determine.
For the balance of the business you have not had the
Report of the Senate Executive Committee, etc.

MOTION: Dr. Thelma Miner moved that there be a Senate
meeting Friday, December 10, 1971 at 4:00 p.m.

Dr. Pugsley: You can move it but I don't think 1t will meet with
any enthusiastic approval.
_ The President asked Dr. Niemi: do you have any sug-
gestion about time?
Dr. T, Miner: | was only trying to get another meeting day.

Dr. Niemi: She asked the President at what point of time would
Dr. Eshleman need his Budget figures ready for consideration. We
will be having a meeting early 1 n January - the first Friday.

Dr. Edgar: This isin time.
Dr. T. Miner: Dr. T. Miner withdrew her Motion.

Dr. Pugsley: The next Senate meeting i s scheduled for January 7,1972.
The President wished everyone a MERRY CHRISTMAS!

Respectfully submitted,

Vera Jenkins
FCRETARY OF THE ENATE



December 7, 1971

TO: UNIVERSITY SENATE MEMBERS

FROM: VERA JENKINS
Secretary of the Senate

A REMINDER!

The first Senate meeting of the new year will be held on

Friday, January 7, 1972 = 4:00 p.m. |N THE SCHWEBEL AUDITORIUM OF THE

ENGINEERING SCIENCE BUILDING (Room 273).

AGENDA: A continuation of the agenda for the meeting held on
Friday, Decamba 3, 1971:

3) Report of Executive Committee of the Senate (Dr. Niemi)
4) Committee Reports:
1) Media Center Report (Dr. Foster)
2) Other Committee Reports
5) UNFINISHED BUSINESS
6) NEW BUSINESS

7) REMARKS BY PRESIDENT PUGSLEY



TO:

FROM
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November 30, 1971

UNI VERSI TY RULL SERVICE FAGLTY MEMBERS

VERA JENKINS
Secretary of the Faculty

Results of Balloting for YSU Faculty Appeals Commttee:
FR CHAIRMAN: FRANK 7. TARANTINE (l-year term)

FR COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP:

FREDERICK J. BLUE (3-year term)
THELMA S. M NER (2-year term)
JOHH KI PSCHNER  (1-year term)

GENERAL MBEVIBERSHP. The person receiving the highest number
of voteswill be elected to a three (3)-year term; the person
receiving the second highest number of votes will be elected
to a two (2)-year term; and the person receiving the third
highest number of votes will be elected to a one (1)-year term.

This is in accordance with the recommendation of the Faculty
Appeals Committee approved and passed at the Special Senate
Meeting of June 3, 1971.
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YOUNGSTOWN STATE UNIVERSTY

YOUNGSTOWN. OHIO 44503

December 8, 1971

Dear Vera Jenkins,

This is to notify you that | will be |eaving
The University at the end of the month. Flease find a

replacement for my place in The Senate from The School of
Arts and Sciences.

Sincerely yours,

Henry N. Fukui

Assistant Professor
Chemistry Dept.

School of Arts and Sciences
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