
 
The University of Mississippi  

Campus Senate 
Minutes for [10/30/18] 

 
I. Call to Order at 7:47pm 

II.  Invocation by Chief of Staff Brady Kies 
III. Pledge of Allegiance led by Senator Angle 
IV. Roll Call 

a. Members absent: Riojas  
V. Report from Standing Committees 

a. Committee on Rules 
i. Has approved resolutions 18-17 and 18-18 to be brought to the 

floor and certain people to speak on the floor.  
b. Committee on Government Operations 

i. No reports 
c. Committee on Academics and Administration 

i. Approved Resolution 18-18 to come to the floor 
d. Committee on Athletics  

i. No reports 
e. Committee on Student Life  

i. No reports 
f. Committee on Infrastructure  

i. No reports 
g. Committee on External Affairs  

i. Approved Resolution 18-17 to come to the floor 
h. Committee on Inclusion and Cross Cultural Engagement 

i. No reports 
VI. Reports from Legislative Council 

a. Legislation Monitor  
i. Resolutions 18-17 and 18-18 are being brought to the floor.  

b. Executive Liaison 
i. No reports 

c. Campus Liaisons 
i. No reports 

VII. Nominations 



 
a. Austin Fiala comes to the floor with potential elections commissioners and 

Deputy Attorney General of Outreach 
i. Office has been working to fill vacant seats in the office of the 

attorney general. They are asking to approve elections 
commissioners and Deputy Attorney General of Outreach. He 
brings the nominees for consideration. 

ii. Dames: What reforms are you looking to bring to the office of the 
attorney general? 

1. If we restrict paraphernalia and things candidates can give 
out can help and make elections more efficient. 

2. Would like to change voting requirements from hours to 
years attended. 

3. Keeping things consistent across candidates. 
4. Wants to make sure that everyone knows they have the 

opportunity to vote and run for positions. 
5. Plans to promote the idea of sending out emails and 

reminders for people to vote to increase voter turnout. 
iii. Passed with unanimous consent. 

VIII. Legislation  
 
Resolution 18-17  

● Introduction 
○ This resolution is to establish a polling place on the Ole Miss campus. Has 

been working on for the entire semester. Committee on External Affairs 
and Academics is dedicated to increase voter turnout on campus. 
Administration are on board and have established several potential 
locations. Jarrius has been meeting with Lafayette County Supervisors 
who are very open to putting a polling place on campus. Very dedicated to 
solve logistical issues and passing this will put pressure on them to fix 
these issues. Used to have a polling place at the Jackson Avenue Center. 

● Questions 
○ Shackleford: Is there a correct legislation memo on this resolution? The 

one provided is to cancel class on election day? 



 
■ At this meeting, more than one topic was discussed. The meeting 

memo is to cancel class on election day. One thing discussed was 
putting a polling place on campus. It was discussed heavily, there 
are no other meeting memos. Jarrius said that if ASB passed a 
resolution for this, then it would help heavily when talking to 
Lafayette.  

○ What impact would Laura Martin have on putting polling place? 
■ She was more of an advisor to see how feasible it could be. 

Although this is the only meeting Weaver attended, Jarrius Adams 
has met countless times on this issue. This is what he does. A lot of 
the data and meeting memos are from him. Plenty of research has 
gone into this. Still encourages senators to vote yes and ask him 
questions 

○ What does the McLean institute do on campus and are they involved in 
voting? 

■ Not exactly sure, but advisor was part of this institute.  
○ Dames: In the meeting memo, it says we should look at the QEP and 

increase voter turnouts. What does it say in the QEP? 
■ Is a plan on how to improve the University in a variety of ways. 

One main goal is to increase voter turnout and community 
engagement. Part of the Quality Enhancement Plan is to increase 
voter turnout which adheres to the goal of the university to hear 
student voices. 

○ Dames: If that was placed in the report by the administration, have they 
been expressing or promoting polling places on campus? 

■ Mississippi State had a polling placed in the past. We used to have 
one and they have proposed from the administration three different 
locations. The Inn at Ole Miss, Ford Center, and Tad Pad are 
proposed locations. Only issue is dealing with Lafayette County 
Supervisors. 

○ Armistead: If these were established, what would be the time frame of 
when this would happen? 

■ Time frame is up to Lafayette County. If they hear this resolution, 
it could happen as soon as next year. If we don’t pass this, it could 
be years before this actually takes place. The goal is to have it by 



 
next year. There is an election next year, so we need to think about 
this in a timely manner for the 2019 elections. 

○ Shackleford: Which portions of the administration recommended the 
polling stations? 

■ Don’t know specific office. This is something that Jarrius has been 
working on. It is someone in the Lyceum. Wishes he could be here 
now to answer this question. 

○ Mayfield: Who would this polling place be open and available to? Any 
and all students or just students that live on campus? 

■ It would be open specifically for students who live in the specific 
precinct. Will need to look at the map to see which precinct covers 
most of the student population. Want to lobby for redistricting so 
that the polling place would have a precinct of students. For now, it 
would be for 1 of 4 precincts. 

● Debate 
○ Benson: Is in affirmation of this bill. Has done a lot of work for voter 

registration. Lafayette county has one of the lowest turnout rates in the 
state. Us passing this would be a good show to Lafayette county officials 
that students want to be engaged and want a polling place. Hopes 
everyone votes. 

○ C. Fox: Any way we can promote more voting and participation in the 
democratic process is important. There's nothing inherently wrong with 
the way its written, so is in strong affirmation. 

○ Czerwinski: The office of the attorney general supports this, however in 
the preface it states that the senate requests this and the later says that it 
supports this. The inconsistency in language should be changed before this 
passes. 

● Vote: Passed with unanimous consent 
 
Resolution 18-18  

● Introduction 
○ Weaver: Excited to present this to you establishing an A+ in the Ole Miss 

grading scale. Has been working on since the first meeting in August, 
collaborative promise meetings, and tonight. Has a large number of 



 
benefits which is in the research paper that has been put together about the 
benefits and different grading scales across the company. Has a lot of 
support within faculty and administration. Could be implemented as soon 
as next year, would harm no one. 

○ Boswell: Grading Policy Chair and brings forth resolution. Believes it will 
allow students performance to be shown more within their GPA. Eight 
major university in the state offer no A-. Only three other schools offer an 
A- without an A+ which puts us at a disadvantage when applying to 
graduate schools. Other SEC schools, Alabama and LSU specifically,  use 
A+. Adding this would give professors discretion when to award an A+. 
Arguing for the A+ to be a 4.3. Semester GPA could be above a 4.0, but 
cumulative GPA would be capped at a 4.0 to avoid grade inflation. 
Believes all students have the opportunity to benefit from this, no one will 
be negatively impacted. 

● Questions 
○ Johnston: In the memo, it says they believe it is wrong and wants to 

elaborate on faculty discussion. 
■ Meeting got heated at times. There were a wide variety discussed. 

That comments was made on a separate issue at the beginning of 
the meeting. Wouldn’t hold much weight. 

○ Johnston: Can you elaborate on the faculty senate’s feelings towards this? 
■ Were optimistic and supportive. They passed it into committee. 

○ Hoang: What would happen to an A that a student received in the past that 
would have been an A+? 

■ This is not retrospective. They would remain unaffected. 
○ Benson: What students were reached out to? 

■ That was no specific group. It was from casual conversation from 
past experiences. 

○ Hudson: Is there a reason why there wasn’t a resolution to get rid of an 
A-? 

■ Change of the entire grading scale would have been a much bigger 
issue. This resolution doesn’t fix all grading issues. There are a lot 
of issues with grading scale. This addresses one specific issue 
which is the presence of an A-. 



 
■ Other schools have done this and not many schools have A- 

without A+. 
■ Modeling after Alabama and LSU. 

○ Hudson: What would encourage teachers to give A+? 
■ Same thing that motivates them to give any grade which is to 

accurately show a students performance in class. Gives professors 
another opportunity to accurately assess students. Not incentivizing 
to use or not use. Gives another tool to accurately assess students. 

○ Hudson: Do you think that teachers knowing that GPA would be capped at 
a 4.0 would still be willing to use it? 

■ Often times students think if they get an A-, their 4.0 is lost. This 
would help students keep working as hard as possible. Will benefit 
most students.  

■ Teachers already have the assumption that most students in their 
class don’t have a 4.0. If you have a 4.0, it wouldn’t encourage you 
but the vast majority of students don't have a 4.0. Nothing inherent 
about this resolution to advise professors to use or not use. It gives 
teachers the opportunity to use if possible. 

○ A. Hall: How long is it going to take for faculty report to consider it and 
get opinion?  

■ We were supposed to get it by the end of October, but we have not 
received it yet. It should be considered at faculty senate on 
November 13 if all goes to plan, and they would know that ASB 
supports this.  

○ Benson: Was there research done to see if LSU and Alabama’s overall 
GPAs are higher than ours? 

■ No  
○ Dames: what classes are A+ currently available in? 

■ No professors currently offer A+. If they give out an arbitrary A+, 
it is not worth anything higher than a 4.0. 

○ Shackleford: With this, your cumulative GPA wouldn’t be above a 4.0, but 
could your semester GPA be above 4.0? 

■ Yes. 
○ Johnston: If the faculty senate does approve this, when will this be in 

affect? 



 
■ A resolution by ASB and faculty senate doesn’t guarantee this will 

happen. It will have to go to IHL. There is no exact timeline. 
Hopefully by Fall of 2019 by best case scenario. Important to get 
the ball rolling now to get it done as soon as possible. 

○ Hall: What was the faculty ideas on a C-? 
■ Before addressing the A+, they asked about the C-. Wasn’t 

discussed much to focus on the A+. Committee on Academics is 
working to address problems in the grading scale. This is a vigilant 
step towards bettering. 

○ Watts: How many staff are supporting this?  
■ Can’t give a specific number of professors. Can only reference 

meetings with faculty. Have heard mixed reactions and isn’t being 
welcomed with open arms. Once they see the research and see the 
support, they will be more open to it. Many faculty fear grade 
inflation, but since the cumulative GPA will be capped it should 
ease their worries. If we poll faculty now, may not get the best 
results but once they know the research they will like it more. 

○ Czerwinski: The office of the attorney general is curious as to why the 
first line asks to establish an A+ but later it says it is endorsing it.  

■ Endorsing the work being done in the faculty senate and encourage 
them to vote yes.  

○ Czerwinski: Do you think it would be better to change to demand? 
■ Believes it will have same impact. 

○ O. Fox: Assignment of grades is to the prerogative of the instructor. Why 
does the A+ allow for more accurate representation when grading is 
already up to a students? This will more counteract poor performance in 
one class.  

■ It does counteract the poor performance and does accurately assess 
class performance. Teachers are currently allowed to choose how 
they designate grades. It would allow them to give an A+ worth a 
4.3. There are certain cases where students go above and beyond 
and should receive above a 4.0, and it will counteract poor 
performance.  

○ Wells: Mentioned talking casually to friends. Were there official ASB 
polls to get student opinions? 



 
■ Coming to the floor and no concerns or thoughts were raised by 

students. 
● Debate 

○ West: As an ASB senate, we represent our constituents in our respective 
fields. Very confident if we polled all of our constituents if they wanted a 
higher gpa, all would say yes. This wouldn’t negatively impact anyone. 
This is silly to debate whether or not this should pass as it only gives the 
opportunity for a higher GPA. 

○ Dames: In dissent. A lot of constituents are honors students with great 
GPAs. are concerned with how this will impact them. There is already a 
high standard to achieve perfection. Will increase students willingness to 
take easier classes to get a A+. Want students to get academic potential 
and not just higher GPA. They are more in support of removing the A-. In 
favor of not passing this so students can take classes that are better for 
them and not what's easier. 

○ Weaver: The idea that students would go out of their way to take easier 
classes to get a higher gpa is not crazy as this already exists. Students do 
this in hopes to achieve an a or a better grade in general. Adding A+ 
would not change this ideology. Removing an A- would be almost 
impossible and there is no precedent for that to be found in Mississippi or 
SEC. Getting rid of A- is ridiculous. this does not seek to solve all of 
them, it just seeks to address one specific issue. encourages everyone to 
vote yes. 

○ Dames: Although students do take easier classes to boost GPA, but this 
resolution is aimed towards those who would earn A+ and work hard in 
classes. Have gotten texts from constituents who are very impacted by this 
and voice concern for their mental health and academic success.  

○ Vincent: As someone who does well in classes, I would love the idea that i 
would be recognized as achieving higher with a 98 than someone with a 
91. Grading scale is so objective. Would provide a better opportunity for 
an accurate representation for performance in class. 

○ Shackleford: Proposes amendment with “demands,” instead of “establish” 
and “support.” Amendment passes. 



 
○ Benson: Voting no because he would like more student input. Could send 

out poll or do instagram story poll. would like to see if students want this 
and will see it beneficial. 

○ Hudson: Speaks in dissent because of the lack of research from student 
body. Needs more polls. Also on behalf of teachers as it is their discretion 
and implementing this wouldn’t change discretion.  

○ Johnston: Echoes sentiments of Hudson and Benson. Needs more research 
from the campuses of Alabama and LSU. Have heard from those who are 
worried about grad school acceptance rate and if this would affect 
acceptance to grad schools. 

○ Gage: One thing we haven't talked about is the possibility of keeping 
scholarships. Students are out of state and are on the line to keep GPA to 
go here. Passing this would encourage students to work hard in their 
classes to keep their scholarships. 

○ C. Fox: Responding to some comments. Research is important and getting 
voice of students is important. Restates what West said that is there 
someone who wants the opportunity to get  4.0 to someone who may have 
lost it. Giving students this opportunity is not wrong. 

○ Armistead: Speaks in dissent because as a previous senator said, grades 
are in discretion of the professor. Many professors don’t even utilize 
blackboard. Concerned with the fairness of this. How will it be calculated? 
Will it incentivize easier classes? 

○ Doty: Supports the spirit of this resolution, but has some issues with the 
faculty senate and their input. Faculty senate believes it is wrong for 
students to hold them accountable, which is what this resolution does. 
Having a syllabus bank was turned down by faculty senate and that was 
the end of it. ASB is not the be all end all in this situation. 

○ Shackleford: It is our job as senators to poll before these meetings. each 
and every one of us should have been asking around, and it shouldn’t have 
been asked now that it has been brought to the floor. Likes this resolution 
and what it is doing. Faculty senate has opposition for what we do, but it is 
important to represent our constituents. 

○ McDonald: Raises concern that there are students who have earned a 4.0 
who has kept it all the way through. They wouldn’t be on same playing 
field and isn’t as fair. 



 
○ Mayfield: thinks that we have all been at Ole Miss for a couple years. In 

that time, we have learned things about campus and how students feel 
about certain issues. There are division in how students feel about things 
on campus. This is a rare issue where from the first semester of freshman 
year and last semester of senior year, kids are talking about A+ and talk 
about how they wish there was an A+. This is something that most 
students agree on. After you get out of a class with a tough test, students 
wish there was an opportunity for an A+ and has heard this for 2.5 years 
now. Encourages everyone to vote for this as it would benefit students a 
lot. There has been a lot about how faculty senate feels and doesn’t care 
how they feel as we are here to serve our students. If there is a time 
students want something, we need to advocate for it and stand up for them. 

● Summation 
 

● Vote: 32-13-2 passes. 
 
 
IX. Senatorial comments 

a. VP Abel: Thank you so much for coming. This is so great for Senate, and 
I appreciate you paying attention to Ms. White 

X. Announcements 
a. Benson is a Rhodes finalist. 
b. People shouldn’t be doing things that aren’t senate related during senate. 
c. November 6th bikes are free so you can bike to the polls to vote! 
d. Fiala gives notice that at the end of this semester that Nick Lewis will be 

stepping down and will be taken over by Bennett Wilfong. 
e. Javon Patterson sock drive ends tomorrow on Wednesday. 

 
 
 
Concluded at 8:54PM 
 
Cady Cooper 
Secretary 
Associated Student Body 



 
cmcoope1@go.olemiss.edu 

 


