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AGENDA 

FACULTY SENATE 
The w;chita State University 

Room 126CH 

Meeting Notice: Monday, February 10, 1992 

Order of Business 

I. Calling of the Meeting to Order 

II. Informal Proposals and Statements 

III. President's Report 

3:30 p.m. 

IV. Approval of Minutes (including minutes circulated with January 27 
agenda) 

V. Old Business 
(a) Resolution on Faculty Review of Associate of Applied Science 

Degree Proposal (Second Reading; Blue Attachment) 

(Note: A statement 
Associate of Applied 
corrected form only at 
for your information.) 

from the Provost's office regarding the 
Science Degree Proposal received in its 
the January 27th Senate meeting is attached 

VI. New Business 
(a) Resolution 

Committee 

(\Jhite Attachment) 

on Senate Representation on Mission 
(Green Attachment) 

Steering 

(b) Special Rule Regarding Election of At-Large Faculty to the 
University Academic Advisory Committee (Canary Attachment) 

VII. Meeting of Committee of the Whole 
(a) Discussion of Senate Agenda for Spring Semester (Green 

Attachment, January 27 Agenda) 

VIII. Report of the Committee of the Whole 

IX. As May Arise 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

A. J. Mandt, President 
James Clark, Vice President 
Joyce Cavarozzi, Secretary 
Kathryn Griffith, President Elect 
Albert Gosman, Elected by Senate 
Robert Wherritt, Elected by Senate 
Anneke Allen, Appointed by Senate President 
David Alexander, Past President 

3125 
3220 
3541 
3165 
3402 
3160 
3120 
3190 

Box 74 
Box 78 
Box 53 
Box 17 
Box 35 
Box 33 
Box 51 
Box 32 
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RESOLUTION 

The Faculty Senate of Wichita State University does not recognize the creation of an 
associated faculty for the associate of applied science degree program. This body, intended 
to perform the governance functions of a departmental or college faculty, was created 
without consultation with the Faculty Senate, the faculty's authorized representative in 
matters of university governance, and without consultation with the General Faculty, which 
has traditionally exercised faculty authority over degree programs and related academic 
matters. 

Creation of such a faculty body by the university administration without consultation with 
authorized faculty representatives undermines the faculty's proper authority in matters of 
academic policy. 

The Faculty Senate charges the its officers to consult with the university administration to 
determine a proper faculty representation to review new degree proposals, including the 
proposed associate of applied science degree. 

The Faculty Senate requests that the university administration not pursue further Board of 
Regents authorization for the proposed associate of applied science degree until such time 
as it has been approved by an authorized faculty body . 
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TO: 

WICHITA STATE UNIVERSITY 

ACADEMIC AFFAIRS 

January 2 7, 1992 

Jay Mandt, Faculty President 

FROM: Peter Zoller, Associate Vice Preside~);{:

. SUBJECT: Corrected Version of Dec. 9, 1991, Memo 

Attached is a corrected version of the memo dated Dec 9, 1991, and sent by Dr. Rex Cottle to 
Dr. Jim Clark. Due to the haste with which we needed to respond, a few inadvertent errors 

• occurred in the memo and these I have corrected. 

• 

In discussing this matter with Dr. Cottle, I know that it is his hope, Dr. McDougall's, and mine 
that the Associate of Applied Science will be approved by the Kansas Board of Regents. We 
believe this degree will be a major step forward in the dream I hope we all share that Wichita 
State University will become a truly notable metropolitan university. Working closely with the 
Wichita Area Vocational Technical School allows us to begin to offer programs to students with 
whom we usually do not deal. The degree will enable us to guide the general education 
requirements for many more students in our area. Composition, Mathematics, Speech, 
humanities--these are subjects we can bring to the community in a new and exciting way. 

Last Summer, when I had the pleasure of chairing the Task Force on the Undergraduate 
Experience, the Task Force began to realize what it would require for Wichita State University 
to live up to our mission of being an urban university. When we talked about the requirements 
of a non-traditional student body, we didn't mean just offering courses at night. We envisioned 
alternative degree programs and the whole panoply of services non-traditional students require. 
The Associate of Applied Science and the Associate of Arts Degree are parts integral to the 
realization of our mission. I hope that in the discussion of the process that took place, we won't 
lose sight of the real contribution these programs and other like them will make to Wichita State 
University. 

cc: Dr. Rex Cottle 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

James Clark, Vice President, Faculty Senate 

Rex Cottle 

December 9, 1991 (Corrected Copy January 27, 1992] 

SUBJECT: Executive Session of the Senate, December 9, 1991 

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to respond to the memo 
distributed to Senate members outlining the process and procedures 
used in preparing the University's request for authority to offer 
the Associate of Applied Science degree. Unfortunately, there are 
a few errors and omissions in that summary. 

For ease of reference I will refer separately to the section 
entitled "The Approval Process" and the section entitled "The 
Proposal: Outline." 

The Approval Process 

Item #2: Associated Faculty were identified by elected or appointed 
department position or were individuals identified by department 
chairpersons. Chairpersons of all affected departments were asked 
to serve. One chairperson declined because of other commitments and 
identified an alternative. Directors in the basic skills areas were 
invited as the second faculty representative from basic skills 
departments. One director declined because of other commitments and 
identified an alternative. In non-basic skills areas, the 
department chairperson was asked to identify an appropriate faculty 
member to serve on the associated faculty. A faculty member from 
the library and the MRC were identified also, on the basis of their 
responsibilities in these academic support units: reference and 
instructional development, respectively. 

Item #4: Two precedents were used to guide the approval process. 
Aside from the precedent of Urban Affairs, the process used to 
develop the University's request to restore authority to offer the 
Associate of Arts degree was adopted. This proposal was developed 
by a subgroup of faculty in the College of Liberal/ 



Arts, the administrative home for this degree option. The 
precedents available clearly indicate that ~aculty directly 
affected should be involved in approval process(s and this guided 
the process for identifying appropriate faculty. 

Item #5: Information about the degree and a copy of the degree 
proposal was available to the chairpersons in the basic skills 
areas and college deans around November 1, 1991. The Urban 
Extension Advisory Committee endorsed the proposal at their 
meeting on November 7, 1991. Deans and Chairs were asked to work 
closely with faculty in the work of the Urban Extension 
Committee. A copy of the appointment letter establishing the 
Urban Extension Advisory Committee is attached, including its 
charge. 

The process established was intended to expedite review and not 
intimidate faculty. 

I never stated that the proposal would be submitted regardless of 
action by the associated faculty. If the associated faculty had 
disapproved the proposal it would not have been sent forward. 

Item #6: There are no new courses to be approved. The proposal 
takes advantage of courses that already exist; courses that have 
been developed by departments, approved by college review 
committees, and approved for inclusion in WSU's general education 
program. 

• 

Item #7: The comparison with University College is not • 
appropriate. The proposal takes advantage of regular courses 
developed and approved via department and college procedures. 
Individuals teaching these courses will be individuals identified 
by departments and expected to be individuals who regularly 
teaching the courses included in the proposal. 

Item #8: Board policy on two-year degree options are 
underdeveloped and it is unclear if additional tracts will 
require Board approval. While many potential options may exist, 
my comments never suggested serious consideration of hundred of 
tracks. 

The Proposal: outline 

Item #1. The correct name for the track proposed is: Electronic 
Engineering Technology. 

Item #5. The associated faculty will certify that students have 
completed degree requirements and the University is the degree 
granting authority. This is true for the academic colleges and 

• 
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Urban studie~, also . 

Item #8. Board policy on two-year degree options are 
underdeveloped and it is unclear if additional tracts will 
require Board approval. While many potential options may exist, 
my comments never suggested serious consideration of hundred of 
tracks . 
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FACULTY REPRESENTATION ON UNIVERSITY ACADEMIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

The ad hoc committee on program review procedures has developed a procedure that 
employs both college and university level faculty advisory committees. The 
college committees wi 11 be chosen in the colleges. The university committee wi 11 
be composed of the chairs of the college and divisional committees plus three at
large members. The Senate has been asked to elect two of these; the Provost will 
appoint the third at-large member. 

The Senate President proposed, and the ad hoc committee agreed that the Senate 
could elect any eligible faculty member, and that nomination of candidates and 
election by the Senate would occur at separate Senate meetings to provide an 
opportunity for discussion of candidates. The committee also decided that the 
two at-large representatives should be elected from different colleges. 

The Executive Committee recommends that the Senate adopt the following 
procedures: 

(1) After selection of college committees, and election of college 
committee chairs, senators will nominate candidates from the floor. 
Any faculty member other than the members of college committees, or 
the Mission Steering Committee, are eligible to be nominated. A 
nomination requires a second. A motion to close nominations will 
not be in order if any two senators object. 

(2) The Executive Committee will publish the names of candidates 
along with the names of ex officio members (college committee 
chairs) as soon as possible. 

(3) The Senate will elect two at-large members at the next regular 
Senate meeting. In each round of voting, senators may vote for as 
many candidates as there are seats remaining open. If no candidate 
receives a majority of the votes cast, the candidate or candidates 
receiving the fewest votes will be eliminated before the next round 
of voting. The chair will indicate before each round of voting how 
many names will be eliminated should no candidate receive a 
majority. 

(4) If one candidate is elected, all other candidates from his/her 
college will be eliminated from further consideration. The Senate 
wi 11 determine whether sufficient candidates remain to continue 
balloting, or whether all of those eliminated earlier, except those 
from the same college as the first candidate elected, should be 
returned to the pool of eligible nominees. Ba 11 ot i ng wi 11 then 
continue as above until the second candidate is selected . 
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RESOLUTION 

The Faculty Senate requests that Prof. A. J. Mandt remain in the ex officio position on the 
University Mission Review Steering Committee for the president of the Faculty Senate 
during the Fall, 1992 semester. This action will provide the committee with continuity of 
membership as it concludes its work on the university's role and aspiration statement, which 
is due in December, 1992. 

Explanation 

When the University Mission Review Steering Committee was created last spring, it was 
expected that its work would be completed early this spring. Hence, the question of what 
should occur to the ex officio position of the Faculty Senate president at the end of his term 
of office was never considered. It now appears that the work of this committee will not 
conclude until next December. Since the president's term ends in June, we are confronted 
with two choices: either the current president should continue his service with the 
committee until its work is done or the ex officio position should be passed on to the new 
president when she assumes office. 

The University Mission Review Steering Committee has worked hard this year to gather 
relevant background information and to establish effective working relationships both within 
the committee and among the various campus constituencies. In the interest of maintaining 
continuity in this process, the Executive Committee recommends that the current president 
complete the task through next December. We are concerned that a new committee 
member would be less well equipped to respond to the complex issues which have been and 
will continue to be addressed by this group and would, therefore, provide less effective 
representation of faculty interests and concerns during the deliberations of the committee. 

Please note that this action would also have the effect of making the incoming president 
eligible for service on the program review advisory committees currently being established 
at the college and university levels . 
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FACULTY SENATE 
The Wichita State University 

Minutes of the meeting of February 10, 1992 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Alexander, Allen R. Armstrong , Bajaj, Behrman, Bereman, Billings, 
Brady, Burk, Campbell, Carper, Carroll, Cavarozzi, Christensen, Clark, Daugherty, 
Duell, Erickson, Gosman, Griffith, Gythiel, Hay, Horn, Hoyer, Hubbard, Jeffers, Kahn, 
Koppenhaver, Lee, Mandt, Merriman, Muth, Olivero, Parker, Parkhurst, Paske, Perel, 
Rogers, Romig, Sweney, Wherritt, Widener, Yeager, Zytkow 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Bair, Baxter, Benson, Bernhart, Farnsworth , Hawley, Kitch, Martin, 
Masud, Sethi 
GUESTS: Brunner, Zoller 

Summary of Action: 

1. Passed a resolution endorsing continuation of teaching release time for the 
Senate President. 

2. Passed a Resolution on Senate Representation on Mission Steering Committee. 
3. Passed a Special Rule Regarding Election of At-Large Faculty to the 

University Academic Advisory Committee Resolution. 

I. 

II. 

III. 

President Mandt called the meeting to order at 3:30 p.m. He requested the Senate 
rise for a moment of silence in memory of Dr. Lindquist. Memorials have been 
established at Bethany College and WSU in his memory . 

INFORMAL PROPOSALS AND STATEMENTS: 
a. Senator Perel informed the Senate that President Mandt was one of two 
faculty members appointed to the 35 member Athletic Commission. 
b. Senator Romig asked what procedure was being fol lowed concerning KMUW 
Advisory Committee appointments. President Mandt said the Executive Committee 
submitted the five members of the KMUW ad hoc convnittee and nine other faculty 
from various colleges. In addition to the five members of the ad hoc committee 
(Billings, Cavarozzi, Kelly, Ackerman and Lee), Deborah Baxter, J. C. Combs, 
Nancy Bereman, Walter Bernhart, Carol Furtwengler, Roger Berger, Asrat Teshome, 
James Sheffield, and John Hartman. Romig asked if it would come to the Senate . 
President Mandt said the regulations came from President Armstrong as the 
licensee of KMUW. The admin i stration revised the charge to the Advisory 
Commi ttee and the Mission statement. The Senate Executive Committee, the KMUW 
Ad Hoc Committee and SGA considered the arrangement satisfactory. Senator Romig 
asked how the nominations were made. President Mandt said the Executive 
Committee took up the President's request, and submitted faculty names to him. 
Senator Bereman said no one asked if she was willing to serve. President Mandt 
said copies of the memo to the President were sent to names on the list . 
c. Senator Clark announced that John Dreifort and Elmer Hoyer are the newly 
elected Sena~ors At Large. They will serve a two-ye~ r term . 

~R~Siu~NT 'S rE~~RT 
a . A no'tice w~ s i'ece i ve<.i fr·om AP t-. :~oouga1 1 wlio 1 3 c, 1cJ iri ,:1 tJ •e Liu ; ar / Ad ,:"c 
Commi ~.t, -q. 1"wo open faculty fo rums re sched...; le rl Feb .. u~ r y 12' and 20 .:: t ?:00 
p.m., · Rr11 231, Hubbard Hal 1. 
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b. The Executive Committee have held a discussion with President Armstrong and 
Provost Cottle. 

1. The resolution on the Associate Applied Science degree will be 
postponed until February 24 so President Armstrong can be here for the 
discussion. Discussions with them indicate possible solutions for the 
future. 
2. Release time for the next year's Senate President will be discussed 
more this week. 

Senator Paske asked if the Senate could make its wishes known about release time. 
President Mandt said a resolution should probably have two readings, and he would 
like to have more discussions with the administration before the Senate reaches 
a conclusion. Senator Paske asked if it was proper to take a straw vote. 
Senator Duell asked what the concerns were. We need to listen carefully to what 
is said by the administration. Senator Merriman said if the administration wants 
to reconsider what the Senate did last year, it needs to do so before election 
of the new President Elect. Senator Billings said she agreed. Senator Perel 
moved to change the order of the agenda so a resolution could be introduced. 
Senator Erickson seconded. The motion passed. Senator Paske moved the 
following: · 

"That the Senate st rang 1 y endorse the continuation of f u 11 ti me re 1 ease 
from teaching and research for the Faculty Senate President for the 1992-
1993 year and that any change in this in future years be discussed with 
the administration." 

Senator Bi 11 ings seconded. Senator Wherritt said he would 1 ike to add the 
following: 

"Discuss ion and dee is ion shou 1 d be made before the election of the next 
President Elect in May." 

Senator Paske accepted this as a friendly amendment. Senator Romig said he would 
like to hear from former Senate Presidents. Senator Paske said when he was 
President a number of years ago it was easily a half-time or more job. But the 
role has changed in recent years, and the Senate is effective and strong, partly 
because of the Senate President position. 

Senator Alexander said last year the Academic Affai rs Position Definitions 
Committee recommended to the Senate that a faculty voice be heard in as many 
administrative council s as possible. The faculty voice is now heard where it 
wasn't before, and the Senate President's position has worked well with the 
administration and in information given to the faculty. He said in his 
experiences it was more than a full-time job, and it was his own personal sense 
that President Mandt had done even more work. 

Senator Hoyer said during his term, meetings increased drastically. If he hadn't 
had department faculty who picked up his load, he couldn't have managed it. 

Senator Rogers pointed out that by statute the Senate President has been put on 
a nun.f)e .. of com,n · ees the ·~ ~.sident was 1:ut. on befo,-e, and t"lat alone i s a fu ~, · 
t l,;,A j d b, 

2enat1.., r i; ie ·1 ~ sa :.; her v: ~ , ~s i tat ·,.;., , ·~s i f othe r~. 1 i ke depa rt ment ~eads, w1:: r~ 
•eb~~ing C hour~ , w~ need, J rsasons t~ ~ the Senate President. 
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Senator Perel said this was the wrong issue. Last year the Senate approved 
teaching release time, and the administration agreed. The Political Science 
department has been authorized to replace Dr. Griffith. We should live up to our 
commitments. 

President Mandt said that President Armstrong's recollection is that he indicated 
that this was an experiment to be reviewed in the Spring in his conversation with 
the Senate President in August. President Mandt does not remember that being 
said. He said it was an honest difference in recollection of the meeting. 
Senator Erickson said the issue is making agreements and breaking them. If we 
go along with this without making a response, we are only a discussion body and 
will not be taken seriously. Senator Daugherty asked what administrator 
authorized the Political Science Department to undertake a search. Senator Kahn 
said the Dean of L.A. S. had authorized it. President Mandt said that Provost 
Cottle said he had authorized it, and the new search would not be stopped. 
Senator Bajaj pointed out that many departments are facing money problems. 
Senator Romig said if he were ever President, it would be hard to go to his 
department chair and ask for release. Do other Senate Presidents in Kansas get 
release time like this? 

President Mandt said the arrangement was for a replacement position in the 
department of the Senate President. Other Senate Presidents get from half to 
more than half time. They envy us because they believe it is a full time job, 
and they are trying to get more release time. 

Senator Duell asked what the time line was. We elect our President Elect in May . 
When was this proposal sent to the President? Senator Mandt said it was passed 
in February, 1991, and it went to President Armstrong shortly after. Senator 
Alexander said he had a verbal response from President Armstrong within a week 
or two, and a written confirmation by the middle of March. 

Senator Perel called the question. Senator Bajaj pointed out the need for a two 
thirds vote. There were 30 yes, 10 no. President Mandt called for the vote on 
the resolution. It passed. 

IV. APPROVAL OF MINUTES. 
October 18, 1991: Senator Hoyer moved and Senator Campbell seconded approval. 
Motion passed. 
November 11, 1991: Senator Romig said that pg. 2, b, 4, should read "The EAS/IT 
unit of the College of Education ... " Senator Campbell moved and Perel 
seconded approval as corrected. Motion passed. 
November 18, 1991: Senator Lee moved and Senator Campbell seconded approval. 
Motion passed. 

V. OLD BUSINESS 

VI. 

a. Resolution on Faculty Review of Associate of Applied Science Degree 
postponed until February 24. 

1:FW BUSrnESv· 
2. Senator A1 exa1;de1- prnsented the RPS01,:t.1 un on Sl'ln t e ,f'pr sen'l t.10:i on 
Mi s::.~on Steering Committee. H~ ·s~id the c-nf;:mittc~ ~3 to report De,:e,r~er, •gs ::, . 
Since P,~sident Mandt has been on the committee since its inception, th~re wo~ 1 ci 
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be continuity if he continued on it. Senator Perel seconded the resolution. AVP 
Zoller asked if it would affect President Mandt's sabbatical. He said no, the • 
sabbatical was spring, 1991. The motion passed. 
b. The Executive Committee presented the Special Rule Regarding Election of 
At-Large Faculty to the University Academic Advisory Committee. Senator Perel 
asked for definition of "eligible faculty members." President Mandt said it 
meant those eligible to attend General Faculty meetings and be a member of the 
Faculty Senate. President Mandt said we would have to wait until college 
committees were formed before nominations could be accepted. That would be 
February 24, and then the Senate could vote the first meeting after spring break. 
Senator Perel moved to accept the resolution. Senator Rogers seconded. Motion 
passed. 

Senator Lee asked the Senate to consider re-activating the Senate Academic 
Planning Committee. It could help with curriculum issues, auditing plans, 
evaluations, etc. Senator Muth asked why the committee was moribund. Senator 
Duell said there had been no new programs proposed at this university for a long 
time and the committee was rubber stamping college decisions. When the new 
Senate was formed, this committee was dropped for these reasons. AVP Zoller said 
that for the two previous years, he has attempted to get Academic Affairs 
Committee to approve courses, and they had rejected his proposals. Senator Duell 
wanted to know what can be done with committees who refuse to do the charge given 
to them. President Mandt said this was discussed a little in Executive Committee 
meeting last year but they didn't do anything. 

Senator Romig asked if in part 3 of Faculty Representation on University Academic 
Advisory Committee, it meant decisions would be up to the chair. President Mandt • 
said the Senate could overrule the chair. The terminology needed to be kept 
general, since we don't know how many nominations there will be. Senator Perel 
moved for acceptance. Senator Lee seconded. The Resolution passed. 

The Senate moved to a meeting of the Committee of the Whole. 

After a motion to rise from the Committee of the Whole and report, Senator Perel moved 
to adjourn. Meeting was adjourned. 

Joyce Cavarozzi, Faculty Senate Secretary 

' · 
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Committee of the Whole 

February 10, 1992 

Vice President Clark called the meeting to order. He said the Senators were being 
asked to consider agenda items for the Senate for the rest of the year. He said that 
#1 referred to a system wide committee that has reported to Regents about faculty 
evaluations. That will come to the faculty. AVP Zoller said that a cover letter to 
that particular report will be presented at the March 1992 Regents Meeting and advisory 
committees would be reviewing it. Dr. Burdsal was the WSU representative. Senator 
Bereman asked what item 4 meant. VP Clark said it meant any pol icy made about 
distribution of money for salaries, or whatever the faculty decided. Senator Duell 
asked, in reference to #8, if a policy had been drawn up. President Mandt said that 
Senator Gosman had been on a Task Force set up by Provost Cottle. He said he had re
submitted the Senate position to the Provost. 

Senator Alexander said the question was what does the Senate think the Senate and the 
Executive Committee should spend its time on. Senator Rogers asked if the Ad Hoc 
Tenure and Promotion Committee would bring a recommendation to the Senate this spring. 
Senator Alexander said they had been meeting once a week, and now twice a week. An 
internal working draft would be ready by the end of the Spring semester. This would 
be brought to a Faculty Caucus in the fall, then a final recommendation in October, 
1992. Senator Rogers said that #3 was critical. He is one of three faculty 
representatives on the Capital Improvement Committee. They are talking about the 
Elliott School, and rebuilding the Marcus Center. These would be funded by bond money 
and have substantial effect on mill levy usage. Senator Griffith said VP Lowe had 
indicated the Marcus Center wouldn't be on the recommendations. President Mandt said 
the administration hoped to have a recommendation ready for the special Board of 
Trustees meeting the middle of March. 

Senator Kahn gave strong support to #3. He said Senator Kitch was developing a salary 
study. We might want to develop the K State format. Senator Lee said research funding 
needed to be addressed. Senator Campbell said #3 should have top priority, and #1, 
since the Regents were looking at it. Senator Alexander said LAS chairs said they 
couldn't agree with the policy (on faculty work load) and it was still under 
discussion. AVP Zoller said it was being done college by college and it was still 
under discussion. VP Clark asked who was involved in the negotiations. AVP Zoller 
said the Deans were dealing with the Chairs, and they were dealing with the faculty. 
Senator Paske asked if any other Regents institutions were reviewing faculty work load. 
President Mandt said no. Senator Paske asked why are we doing it. What is the 
problem? VP Clark said the Dean of his college had returned from a meeting with the 
.Dean of K State who didn't know anything about it. Senator Duell asked if it was being 
done because enrollment dropped. She asked if there was a time line from the Provost. 
AVP Zoller said he didn't know, but this was not part of the program review. Our 
enrollment has been steadily dropping. Senator Billings said she was tired of hear ~ng 
that somethinJ was wrong with tht: faculty. It ~s. an old :: lie ic t o blame ths worke :--s 
for low or.nductivity. Gene al Educc. . iu is ~rying to re-tool , there rt:; new que::.~i ons 
.&'or t hem, riew paradi.:;ms, ne,: f r~mes of :·~fe-ence, arid v!e need to give #1 2 t.o .., prio r ;L/ 
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VP Clark said that #2 referred to the Senate putting in a proposal to the Mill Levy. 
Senator Paske said the Executive Committee should go ahead and put in a proposal. ·~ 
President Mandt said the Executive Committee wants the consent of the house. AVP 
Zoller said that the Senate could seek funding for salary analysis like K State. 

Senator Perel said there was money for the new building under construction, but none 
for custodial help or utilities. President Mandt said the Governor's budget request 
included utilities but not custodial help. Senator Rogers said there was a proposal 
for a new tennis complex. There was a donor, but maintenance money was not there. 

Senator Perel moved to rise and report. Senator Rogers seconded. Motion passed. 
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