CLEVELAND STATE UNIVERSITY
Faculty Senate

To: Cleveland State Faculty Senators

From: Prof. Rachel Carnelfaculty Senate Secretary
Re:  Correcting the Record

Date: 8 March 2022

As Faculty Senate Secretary, | am charged wettpkng an accurate recavflwhat occurs at
Faculty Senate meetings; | am also chargel erafting the Senategenda during Steering
meetings. In keeping with my responsibility tasare an accurate record, | am writing to correct
several misstatements in an email missive thateirgulated to Senators by Senator Ausherman
on Thursday, March 3, 2022.

1) | begin with Senator Ausherman’s final gtien, “Why are we not allowed to keep
minutes in steering?” The archival record3téering consists dle final agenda for
Senate, produced and voted on in that mgefihere is no Cleveland State precedent for
keeping other minutes; the Faculty Sertsgeretary is busy during Steering updating the
Senate agenda in real time and so is iab&gpof simultaneously taking minutes of the
Steering meeting itself. However, Senatdsninistrative assiaht often keeps brief
notes on the votes that take place in $tgelas she did on February 25, 2022. | have
consulted those notes in offeringe#ie corrections to the record.

2) The motion and vote “to remove” an agendsaitio which Senator Ausherman refers was
nota motion “to remove,” but was a motion ‘fteconsider” a previous motion to put an
item on the Senate Agenda. (The motion doansider,” if passed, as President Krebs
explained in Steering, would effectively maamoving the item from the Agenda.) The
motion “to reconsider” was moved by a semavho had voted “gs” on the previous
motion to introduce this item (a requireme



3) On the matter of secret ballots: per RilseRules, a secret ballot may ocaunly if a
motion for one is introduced and pasaete. At Steering on February 25, 2022,
Senator Ausherman put forth a motion for a eeballot for her motion to place an item
on the Senate Agenda. That motion wasuwdised, voted on, and defeated. Therefore,
there was no secret ballot, and her prepaipd sf paper were not used. As to why there
wasa secret ballot for the vote concernaalege reorganization under CSU 2.0 at the
April 28, 2021 Senate meetintat ballot occurred because a motion was made and
passed (by voice vote) for a secret bdibotthat April 28 vote during the March 31, 2021



motion for the secret ballot, meoied above, was also introduced and
approved.

. A vote taken April 28, 20210n the “General Acceptability of the College
Reorganization Proposal in the CSU B@cument,” following 46 minutes of
heated discussion with a resultAdceptable — 25/ Unacceptable — 19/
Abstain — 5.

(The separate vote on the “Overaticeptability of the Entire CSU 2.0
Document” came from a motion from a veisity administrator at the April 12,
2021 Steering meeting, nobf a faculty member.)

. A special Zoom meeting (unpedented at Cleveland Stass)elyfor the
faculty of Faculty Senate at noonndary 12, 2022, to articulate concerns
about shared governance in the CSU 2.0 process.

. A strongly worded Open Letter, dated January 19, 2022, written by the Senate
President (with editorial input from ttf#enate VP and Secretary) to Cleveland
State’s president and provost, reitgrg ongoing concerns, articulated at the
January 12, 2022 meeting, about shayedkernance and a growing perception
among faculty that all the hard work done by them during the pandemic, in
keeping the primary function ofstruction going on without major

disruption, was not being acknowleddg®dthe administration from the

disrespect shown duringdftontract negotiations.

A Senate plan, conceived and repdrte by UFAC at the February 2 and
March 2, 2022 Senate meetings, to allow senators and other faculty
opportunity for input to UCC on the spific proposals for forming college
structures, was distributed on Marcl2822, with a final Senate consideration
of the UCC summary report duethe April 27, 2022 Senate meeting.

As Senate President Krebs urged s Miarch 4, 2022 email to Senators: now

is the time to offer “your concerns, yosmggestions, and your requests” for
further Senate procedure “deliberaisd and “review” tlough the process

now available to you. In other wadfaculty, including senators, may

comment on the specific proposalsTieams for re-structuring, using the

system that UFAC set up; senatorsiretheir right to comment or propose
actions by the means available to them as senators, such as making motions
(for votes) in that Apl 27, 2022 Senate meeting.



