Motion to Create:

POLICY FOR MEMORIALS OF LANDSCAPE AND HARDSCAPE 

ON GEORGIA COLLEGE CAMPUS

· Statement of Proposal (brief, i.e. at most one paragraph)
In keeping with the existing “Naming Policy” the Budget and Planning Committee recommends that when landscape or hardscape memorials or monuments are to be considered for establishment at GCSU that the President appoints a committee to review such conferral.  The draft stipulating membership and the process for carrying out this policy accompanies this proposal.

· Type of proposal

· Policy Recommendation:   (Specify exactly one of the following) 
· New Policy    

· Supporting Information*   (The purpose of such information is to provide University Senators and members of standing committees context to make informed decisions.)
· Rationale  

Received from ECUS 10 March 2006 for BPC review
(  General description of the significance and value of the proposal 
The proposal allows for consistency with and an appropriate review before determining who can be commemorialized, and for what actions, as well as outlining the types of vehicles suitable for such an honor, and to prevent inappropriate conferrals from occurring.
(  Relationship to the University Senate Governing Principles (as appropriate)

No particular concept is embedded in this policy but it does seem to align 


with “shared governance” generally
(  Illustrative example(s) of consequence(s) of action/inaction
If someone should wish to honor someone such as botanist, Harriet Whipple, for her service to the university with some memorable item from the plant family this policy outlines the process for ensuring the type of tree and its placement would be appropriate and completed with foresight as to the consequences of such a long term decision.  It would prevent individuals who may have disgraced themselves or the institution from receiving such an honor.
· Relevant background and documentation at all levels (include all that apply)

· Initiation or endorsement by administrator/administrative committee

Received from ECUS 10 March 2006 for BPC review, sent to BPC members on 24 March 2006, discussed by BPC on 31 March 2006, and the motion passed unanimously as seen in the minutes from that meeting.

*All documents submitted must identify author(s) and date drafted.

No author was indicated but document was received from ECUS on 10 march, 2006

