College Council Meeting

February 13th, 2008

Minutes

I. Chris Williams and Zach Binney on Undergraduate Housing


A. Christ Williams and Zach Binney presented a draft of committee recommendations and findings regarding undergrad campus housing, with Kim Goff-Crews and Cheryl Gutman answering questions.



1. Topics




-goal: to have 70% of undergrads in housing (currently 56%)

-710-1000 more beds, including more independent living options

-student resentment of dining plan costs, options

2. There will be a housing committee meeting tomorrow, email Zach Binney at elzatcho@uchicago.edu if you have ideas to bring up


B. Comments, Discussion



1. Is there discussion about lowering the amount 1st-years have to pay?




-Yes, and then raising upperclassmen’s costs to compensate



2. Balance between community dining, freedom of choice, and costs




-House table system requires more resources/labor



3. Why do you want more students living on campus?

-Aside from comparison to peer institutions, it is helpful for building community, safety; students will be living in the vicinity anyway, so might as well provide housing; also ties into larger issue of general amenities



4. Is the decrease in students on campus a nationwide trend, or just here?

-UChicago is actually the reverse of the norm; huge building boom in recent years on other campuses

5. How would you go about getting upperclassmen to stay on campus?




-New buildings, perhaps different kinds of housing, renovating

6. Maybe year-long housing would be helpful, for those who stay over the summer

7. More support of off-campus students would be helpful, such as info about how to deal with landlord problems, etc



8. Is there an official relationship with MAC?




-No, but Bill Michel has been talking with them a lot

II. Kim Goff-Crews on student housing and student life


A. Ms. Goff-Crews gave a presentation entitled The Chicago Student Experience



1. Areas of focus




-multipurpose spaces for student interaction




-diverse community that fully engages in university life




-support for student development, individually and collectively

-key issues: undergrad housing, grad students, neighborhood/campus amenities, diversity



2. Health and safety goals




-cost-effective services for student health/safety (review of SCC, SCRS)




-sponsorship of health/safety education

-provide programs to support crime prevention, student emergencies, personal safety education, communications



3. Co-curricular support goals




-provide support for all types of programs, opportunities




-advancing the arts




-career exploration opportunities, support for 1-2 years after graduation


B. Comments



1. A letter-referral service like other institutions have would be very helpful



2. Would like to see centralized & increased support for undergrad research




-there was a past attempt with FROGS, but it’s nonfunctional




-should this be under CAPS? more academic than career-related

-also related to availability of funds – why would departments pay undergrads if there’s a grad student who needs the money?



3. Academic advisor problems




-could perhaps have faculty advisors instead, like Princeton

4. How likely would it be for students to either get a higher printing quota or have to pay less?




-still doing research, but it is a topic under discussion

5. What sort of health/safety education is planned, and taught by whom? –there is a related RSO




-don’t know right now

6. Integration of RSOs, increased support? RSOs can fill gaps in University programming/services



7. More computing space of all kinds would be good

III. Platypus Appeal


1. Appeal

-asked $2000 to fund journal; SGFC only wants to fund distribution to students, so would like $1000 since half of distribution would be aimed at students

---CC recevied a singing valentine from Unaccompanied Women, courtesy Kati Proctor—

IV. College Republicans Appeal


1. Appeal

-want to bring in John Stossel for a visit; have raised over $12000, need $8000 for the remaining honorarium balance



-maximum attendance 400, estimated around 350



-joint event with Chicago Society



-concerns among students about bias in funding?


2. Discussion:



-John Stossel may not be such a popular speaker as proposed



-should make some criteria about funding speakers in general




-funding $10 per head as a baseline



-College Republicans have historically brought in good speakers



-whether intentional or not, they accused SGFC of bias

-this is still a lot of money, maybe this is something the University should be paying for instead of students



-the waffling of attendance numbers in the proposal suggests uncertainty




-can ask to re-apply with actual numbers


3. Motion to ask group to re-apply with updated, accurate figures: (13-0,0) PASSED

V. UC Dems Appeal


1. Appeal

-want to bring Gloria Steinem as a speaker as part of Progressive Gala; working with OBS, Feminist Majority, ACUofC, Stand, Social Justice Coaltion, etc



-would like $4000 more in addition to $6000 already approved



-lot of stuff already paid for by Campus Progress, will charge $5 tickets, fundraise


2. Questions

-Why can’t you get Campus Progress to fund Gloria Steinem?




-she rarely gives speaking engagements; not on their list of usual speakers

-If you have ticket sales, shouldn’t that provide more than enough money?

Motion to resume UC Dems appeal discussion at next CC meeting: (12-1,0) PASSED

Motion to resume Platypus appeal discussion at next CC meeting: (12-0,1) PASSED

