
Executive Committee Minutes 
Monday, April 8, 2019 
 
Present: Rachel Bowen, Jon Clevenger, Stavros Constantinou, Joe Fahey, Donna Hight, Adrienne 
Hopson, Norman Jones, Dawn Kitchen, Elizabeth Kolkovich, Mike LaCroix, Del Lindsey, Agus 
Munoz-Garcia (guest), Suma Robinson, Yongmin Sun, Heather Tanner, and Terri Winnick 
 
Excused: Amy Brunell 
 
Del Lindsey called the meeting to order at 4:35 p.m. 
 
Approval of March 21 minutes: Heather Tanner made a motion to approve the minutes of the 
last Executive Committee meeting; Rachel Bowen seconded. Vote: 10 yes, 0 no, 0 abstentions.  
 
Land management plan: Agus Munoz-Garcia visited to introduce the Ecolab Committee’s 
resource management plan, a document created in December 2018 that outlines priorities for 
the uses of Ecolab, including long-term and short-term objectives. The document divides 
activities into ten categories: invasive species, trails, forests, wildlife habitat, water resources, 
campus core, open land, restricted and underutilized property, historical sites, and 
management. Each category includes long- and short-term goals that are prioritized according 
to their fulfillment of these guiding principles, in ranked order: (1) Restore and maintain the 
OSU Mansfield landscape, (2) Create conditions that allow the use of the OSU Mansfield 
landscape as a classroom and laboratory, and (3) Make the OSU Mansfield landscape available 
to our community for use. There is also an accompanying chart. Agus emphasized that these 
are living documents that should be reviewed annually. The Ecolab Committee hopes that they 
can be valuable in guiding decisions. Several Executive Committee members voiced support of 
the document, and discussed followed, including these open questions and comments: 

• Who will supervise these documents and their use? What if we do not have a land 
manager? The new committee structure says that the Executive Committee supervises 
Ecolab. Agus added that we need someone whose job is to supervise this plan; 
otherwise it cannot work. 

• Has there been a cost analysis of this plan? What if we could get a grant for a land 
manager? Are there grants available that would work for this purpose? 

• Is this an advisory or aspirational document? Are we committing to all of these 
priorities? How will it work practically? Some EC members suggested revisions that 
clarify which items are clear priorities and which are aspirations. Even if we do not have 
the funding to accomplish everything at once, we should still record our ambitions. 

• Heather moved that we submit this document to the Faculty Assembly with the 
suggested revisions, making the “objectives” section into an appendix of recommended 
goals; Rachel seconded. Vote: 11 yes, 0 opposed, 0 abstentions.  

 
Pattern of Administration (POA): Norman Jones had circulated a draft of his POA via email, and 
he invited feedback in the meeting. Some suggestions followed, and the most detailed 
discussion was about faculty ratings during annual reviews—whether they should be numerical, 



according to what scale, and how the POA should explain the process. Heather moved that the 
document be sent to the Faculty Assembly; Rachel seconded the motion. Vote: 11 yes, 0 no, 0 
abstentions. 
 
One faculty member voiced concern that some EC meetings have been scheduled later than 
staff members’ regular hours; others added that common hour has not given enough time for 
meetings. Dawn Kitchen has been working to identify a timeslot that could be reserved as a 
meeting time in future semesters’ schedules.  

 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:40 p.m. 
 
Minutes recorded by Elizabeth Kolkovich 


