
University Technology Fee Advisory Board Minutes  

March 2nd 2015 4:00PM 

Attendance: Taylor Farley, Chair, CVMBS; Kyle Gruenhagen, Vice Chair, WCNR; 
Naomi Bombardier, Secretary, ASCSU;  Taylor Rice, CVMBS; Matt Todd, Eng; 
Brandon Earle, SFRB Liaison;  Sam Laffey, ASCSU;  Jacob Taylor, COB; Jake 
Laughridge, COB; Johnny Roos, Ag Sci; Rusty Scott, ACNS; Pat Burns, Advisor, VPIT; 
Jason Huitt, ACNS; Scott Baily, ACNS 

I. Meeting Called to order at 4:13 PM 
 

II. Approval of February 23rd 2015 Meeting 
a. Passed unanimously 

III. Presentations 
a.  Pat Burns, Advisor  

1. Review of past funding issues, Considering the separate 

department funding, and charges for the technology 
2. Substantially reduced the cost of the technology in the library, 

urge to reduce the cost of technology within the colleges.  
3. Take the board back to the basics, to better the university in a 

more beneficial approach for the student body, given the 

amount of funding that currently is available 
4. Suggestion to use $30,000 into the reserve 

IV. Old Business 
a. Jason Huitt Advising presentation, and the procedures of the voting of the 

Supplemental proposals. 

1. Will discuss each proposal, enter a discussion, and then rank 
the proposals. 

2. Final Vote on Proposals 
3. Options on how to approach the discussion 
4. Notes of advice to reflect on the importance of the bylaws of 

UTFAB 
V. New Business  

a. Discussion on Supplemental Proposals 
1. ACNS Storage Request $50,000 

i. ACNS, and SPARC also currently funding the project  

ii. Question of the relevance of the problem’s issue for 
students-the majority of students have voiced that the 

problem seams like less of an issue this semester-there 
have been no blackouts this semester 

iii. Should a partial approval of the fund of the project be 

considered? 
iv. Straw pull-all voting members have been in support of 

pursuing the importance of this proposal 



v. Review of the initial presentation, this is a fix to be the 
most cost effective, and influence the most amount of 

students 
vi.  This upgrade will house the authentication of the 

servers, higher availability infrastructure  
vii. May be beneficial to fund half of the funds that are 

being requested. -$25,000 

viii. Motion to change the motion for $25,000 for the 
proposal  

a. Motion Seconded  
b. Discussion 
c. Motion passed 6:1 with 0 abstentions 

2. CS130 Projector $4,250 
i. Note from Brandon Earle-The remaining proposals 

are more focused for separate departments, and will 
challenge the student-wide approach to the 
utilization of the fees 

ii. The project is already committing to contribute 50% 
of the remaining funding for the project 

iii. Seems that the request is somewhat last-minute, 
even though it is the last of the projectors to be 
replaced  

iv. There is a definite need for this technology to be 
replaced in CS130  

v. Majority interested in funding the proposal (4:3) 
3. HES GA Classroom: $30,802.73 

i. The proposal is for a General Admission Classroom 

ii. It looks as though there may be a less-than 
transparent approach to this funding proposal  

iii. The blueprints were completed incorrectly, and the 
cost was increased 

iv. The HES department building is in need of 

renovation, and expansion 
v. The project has already begun, and students are 

scheduled to be in class for this upcoming semester. 
vi. The plan is for implementing a new “flipped-

classroom” model-a pursuit that the University is 

interested in 
vii. Majority interested in funding proposal (5:2) 

4. ARDEC $28,085 
i. RDEC is not GA classroom-and many of the 

students will likely be entirely unaware of presence 

of this improvement 
ii. It is a flipped classroom, and is to go directly to the 

room materials of the project 



iii. There may be an additional fee to supply the 
implementation of the technology-and expansion of 

CSU’s Reputation 
iv. In this way, the increase of ARDEC’s facilities will 

also increase the prestige of CSU’s other programs 
v. There are numerous other functions that are hosted 

on these grounds, and aiding the progress of this 

department will only promote the overall mission of 
CSU  

vi. The increase in this department, will aid the  
vii. $3.3 million dollars reflects an intention, and an 

additional commitment, to fundraise independently  

viii. Majority of board interested in funding the proposal 
(4:3) 

5. 222 Laurel: $17,941.50 
i. Online classroom emphasis  
ii. Did fund the project mostly on it’s own  

iii. College council was not in support of funding it 
iv. The MTM classroom will meet in the classroom 

once a week  
v. Could potentially be used with more as a general 

admission classroom, though the department will 

maintain the ultimate say on the building’s semester 
scheduling  

vi. Will be used to increase a more globally-based CSU 
Campus, and promoting the integration of a better 
online program  

vii. The student fees that the students in this program 
pay are likely not ever utilized to technologies that 

they utilize-this is not entirely objective 
viii. Emphasis on the promotion of the new programs 

that the department is attempting to implement  

ix. Majority not currently interested in funding 
proposal-from brief survey 

b. Ranking on Supplemental Proposals 
1. Ranking was as follows: [HES, ACNS Storage Expansion, 

ARDEC Classrooms, CS 130 Projector] 

i. Vote constructed on a 1-5 scale, each voting 
member wrote in a ballot, scaling the proposals in a 

1-5 ranking system, and the totals were added to 
determine the boards opinion 

ii. Totals (a smaller score correlates to the most-

prioritized proposals, and the larger score is for the 
less-prioritized proposals in the voted ranking)  

iii. HES-15   
ACNS-21 



ARDEC-23 
CS130 Projector-26 

222 Laurel -35 
2. Discussion on next course of action 

i. Possible to approve the top four proposals at $88,138 
ii. Possible to approve the top three at $60,053 
iii. May want to consider returning to college councils to 

reaffirm the constituents opinions of the matter 
iv. May want to pass motion to further the process, and to 

enable the discussion to progress 
 

c. Final Voting on Supplemental Proposals  

1. Motion to approve the top four proposals on the ranking: HES GA 
Classroom proposal, ACNS Storage Proposal, ARDEC Classrooms 

Proposal, CS 130 Projector Proposal 
2. Motion Passes unanimously (7:0) 
3. Motion to table discussion of 222 Laurel proposal until next meeting: 

Passes unanimously (7:0) 
 

VI. Next meeting March 9th 2015 4:00 PM 
1. Discussion to entertain funding of 222 Laurel out of supplemental 

funding 

2. Student Information System FY16 Proposal 
3. Classroom Support Services FY16 Proposal 

 
VII.  Meeting Adjourned at 6:02 PM  

 

 
  

 

 

 

 

 
 


