AGENDA OF THE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN-RIVER FALLS
STUDENT ASSOCIATION STUDENT SENATE
of Thursday, February 26th, 2009

Willow River Room of the University Center
Closed Session may occur under Wis. Stat. § 19.85(1)(b) “‘to conduct a hearing to consider the
possible discipline of a public employee’”
I.
II.
III.
IV.

CALL TO ORDER:
ROLL CALL OF MEMBERS:
INTRODUCTIONS OF GUESTS:
NEW BUSINESS

SS0809102
Whereas, 36.09(5) states “ The students of each institution or campus subject to the
responsibilities and powers of the board, the president, the chancellor and the faculty shall be
active participants in the immediate governance of and policy development for such institutions.
As such, students shall have primary responsibility for the formulation and review of policies
concerning student life, services and interests.”;
Whereas, 30-3 Guidelines for Student Governance states “Active Participation : Student input to
immediate governance and policy development of the institutions will be given serious attention
and consideration. As active participants there must be a meaningful opportunity for input so that
student ideas are received and considered before decisions are made and the meaningful
opportunity must include timely notice to students of pending issues concerning immediate
governance and policy development of the institutions. The requirement of § 36.09(5) that
students be "active participants in the immediate governance of and policy development for" their
institution also includes the provision that student participation be "subject to the powers and
responsibilities of the board, the president, the chancellor, and the faculty. For this reason, "active
participation" will necessarily be defined to an extent in the procedures by which the several
agencies of shared or faculty governance for each institution receive student recommendations
and opinion. The mechanisms for active participation may be several, ranging from opportunity
for students or student organizations to be heard, to non-voting representation on certain policymaking committees, to voting representation on such committees.”;
Whereas, F50 states “Each student government, in consultation with the chancellor, must develop
institutional allocation policies and procedures...”;
Whereas, F50 states “Procedures for student participation on the SUFAC and in the SUF budget
are determined by the students at each institution.”;
Whereas, a new process has been developed by Jon Levendoski, Gregg Heinselman, Amy Lloyd,
Karyn Wells who are all advisors;
Whereas, students were not allowed to provide input into the process while it was being
developed;
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Whereas, the new process would change the students who would be participating in the SUF
budget by creating a Programming Board and taking the programming committees out of the
process;
Whereas, the two student regents as well as other Student Senate Presidents unanimously agreed
that this action overstepped their duties as advisors;
Therefore, be it resolved that Student Senate recognizes that they are in violation of the above
stated policies;
Therefore, be it further resolved that we endorse the following memorandum and ask for the
Chancellors support;
Memorandum of Understanding
Student Senate reasserts the right of students to have active participation in the formulation of policies
and procedure changes including a programming board with review and recommendations. Additionally,
students and the chancellor must have a decisive role in any revision process. Furthermore, the structure
being formulated by Jon Levendoski, Amy Lloyd, and Karyn Wells, without proven student consent is
hereby considered in violation of 36.09(5), F50, and 30-3 and therefore is to be immediately postponed. All
parties involved with these unsanctioned policy formulations shall forgo any rights to assist in the creation of
future policy creation within programming board considerations, though they still may give guidance and
advice if students or student committees ask for such help. Specifically, the ad hoc committee charged with
revising LDPB in the Spring Semester 09’ will not have anyone involved with the previously mentioned
unsanctioned policies as an official advisor. In the future any attempt to form or change policy in violation
of 36.09(5) will be met with determined resistance by the students and Student Senate with the intent of
removing any violator from their advisor positions within Shared Governance.
Initial step would be a two to three week review period to analyze the current information for a programming
board without any staff trying to influence the decision of the review board which will be open to all students
for input. After this time period a meeting will be set to confer on points and ask questions with Jon
Levendoski, Amy Lloyd, Karyn Wells, and any other staff who might have insight needed. Throughout the
rest of the formulation process the review board will stay involved and review and recommend changes. The
review board will also be charged with determining a new allocation process if they choose to proceed with
splitting the board or any other form of an appropriation board.
Student Senate hopes this document clarifies any misconceptions about the programming board
revision process, and looks forward to drafting a process that is good for the University as a
whole.
Therefore, be it finally resolved that this motion be forwarded on to Chancellor Connie Foster.
Moved by: President Bendix
Seconded by: Vice President Casper
V.
VI.

ADDITIONAL ITEMS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS
ADJOURNMENT
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