
University Technology Fee Advisory Board Minutes 
May 5, 2014—C.B. & Potts 

 
Attendance: Taylor Farley, 2014-2015 Chair, CVMBS; Kyle Gruenhagen, 2014-2015 Vice Chair, 
WCNR; Bianca Lenski, 2014-2015 Secretary, CHHS; Taylor Rice, Associate, CVMBS; Ryan Whitcomb, 
CNS; Paul Tanger, GSC; John Roos, AgSci; Sam Laffey, Associate, LibArts; Brandon Earle, SFRB 
Liaison; Chauncy Hinshaw, CVMBS; Jacob Hartman, Eng; Lance Li Puma, 2013-2014 Chair, ASCSU; 
Jason Berlinberg, 2013-2014 Vice Chair, ASCSU; Scott Baily, ACNS; Rusty Scott, ACNS; Jason Huitt, 
ACNS 

 
I. Meeting Called to Order at 5:20 pm 

II. Approval of Minutes from April 28, 2014 Meeting 

a. “I move to approve the minutes from April 28, 2014” 

b. Seconded 

c. Passed unanimously 

III. Old Business: 

a. Final Vote on FY15 Fee Package 

i. No discussion on Student Information System 

i. “I vote to allocate $657,176 to Student Information System” 

ii. Seconded 

iii. Passed10-0-0 

ii. No discussion on Wireless Networking 

i. “I vote to allocate $600,000 to Wireless Networking” 

ii. Seconded 

iii. Passed 10-0-0 

iii. No discussion on Classroom Support Services 

i. “I vote to allocate $161,900 to the Classroom Support Services” 

ii. Seconded 

iii. Passed 10-0-0 

iv. Discussion on Library: 

i. Discussed the need vs. want of iMacs to be located in the library 

ii. “I would like to allocate $153, 938 to the Library” 

iii. Seconded 

iv. Passed 9-1-0 

v. Discussion on Echo360: 

i. Discussed whether or not to allocate more than the $42, 281 to contribute to 

adding Echo360 to other classrooms; CVMBS uses AZ205 a lot with their 

classes; discussed funding ENG100 as well 

ii. “I vote to allocate $42,281 to Echo360 as well as fund ENG-100 and AZ-

W205 to be equipped with Echo360 with a total of $59,921.” 

iii. Seconded 

iv. Passed 10-0-0 

vi. Discussion on Trial Gardens Wireless 

i. Discussed how many students spend time in the Trial Gardens, co-funded 

with college of agriculture; that side of campus is darkest which is a safety 

issue with the CSUPD whereas the WiFi would give the police officers an 

extra outlet of communication. “I vote to allocate $16,000 to the Trial 

Gardens Wireless” 

ii. Seconded 

iii. Not Passed 3-6-1 



a. The UTFAB Bylaws require that members voting “no” on a given 

proposal must submit an anonymous statement relating their vote to 

the funding rules contained in Article VII.  Those statements are 

included below: 

i. “My reason to vote no on the funding of the Trial Gardens 

Wireless was due to the fact that I discussed this with the 

College of Health and Exercise Science Den's Leadership 

Council. 0 out of 22 members supported the funding in the 

Trial Gardens and some members did not even know that 

they existed or why you would need WiFi there. With 

further discussion and explanation, there was still little to 

no interest on the funding of the Trial Gardens.” 

ii. “With respect to supplemental funding criteria 1, ("The 

project's ability to benefit as many Colorado State 

University students as possible") I did not believe the Trial 

Gardens Wireless Request had the potential to reach a 

sufficient enough number of students to receive funding 

from the UTFAB. The scope of the project's impact to the 

user base stated in the proposal presentation was limited 

primarily to students from one college. Even with the co-

sponsorship offered, I did not think the proposal would 

benefit a large enough contingent of students to warrant 

approval.” 

iii. “I voted no on the Trial Gardens proposal because I believe 

it does not represent an effective allocation of funds, given 

the limited number of people that would make use of the 

outdoor wireless.” 

iv. “I do not believe that the proposal to allocate $16k to place 

wireless in the Trial Gardens pertains to #1 and #5 in 

Article VII, Section 1. I do not believe that this proposal 

would effectively benefit as many CSU students as 

possible. The trial gardens are a low traffic area for 

students due to its location off of the main corridor and on 

the east side of College Ave. The number of students who 

would be using the wireless in this location is too low to 

account for usage of the technology fee. In addition, the 

ability of students to effectively utilize the project's goal is 

under question. The proposal would have student's using 

their wireless devices (computers, tablets, cellphones) 

outside where the weather places a large effect on the 

ability to have electronic devices in use (rain and snow), as 

well as students having a desire to study at the trial 

gardens. The small amount of students using the wireless 

in the trial gardens, and students using wireless outside in 

general, is what caused me to issue a "No" vote for this 

proposal.” 

v. “I voted No on approving outdoor wireless for the trial 

gardens because I was unable to find students from my 

college to support that WiFi was needed.  While there are 

some students that could benefit from this addition as 



mentioned during some of the meetings, I felt that given 

how difficult it was to find those students myself, the cost 

of adding the WiFi could not be justified by the students it 

would impact.” 

vi. “Maybe a less expensive solution could be found to 

provide wifi to that area, and unclear how many students 

would benefit.  Gaps in wifi near LSC should probably be 

addressed first.” 

iv. More discussion: it is possible to take the $16,000 out of the $600,000 

allocated to WiFi. Also, the LSC renovation is not funding any outdoor 

WiFi which means this will ultimately fall on UTFAB in the semesters 

coming. 

vii. Discussion on RamLink 

i. “I vote to allocate $15,881 to RamLink” 

ii. Seconded 

iii. Passed 10-0-0 

IV. New Business: None 

V. Next Meeting: None- HAPPY SUMMER! 

VI. Meeting Adjourned at 6:12 pm 

 


