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Precision can be difficult to achieve in bud-
geting in a large organization, but it is even
more difficult to see why an institution would
build a budget on a critical number it knows to
be inaccurate. There are plenty of fiscal vari-
ables to complicate the process already with-
out intentionally using an incorrect figure.

Yet that’s exactly what happened when
Alabama State University trustees were pre-
sented a budget last week. As the Advertiser’s
Josh Moon reported, the budget was based on
having 6,000 students enrolled.

But ASU doesn’t have 6,000 students. It has
about 5,200. That’s a big gap in enrollment and
in funding. It means the budget presented to
the trustees will have to be cut by at least $8
million. Trustee Herbert Young said he thinks
the shortfall is more like $12 million.

Either way or somewhere in the middle,
that’s a lot of money for an institution that
doesn’t have a lot of it. The pinch is all the
tighter because the budget was already
slashed by almost $15 million from the previ-
ous fiscal year.

ASU has money problems. For all the
brighter spirit that is evident at ASU, for all of
President Gwendolyn Boyd’s sunny assertions
that all is well, there’s no getting around that
hard fact.

ASU has substantial debt it is struggling to
service. As this budget indicates, it also has
issues with its operating expenses. Higher
enrollment would help with that, of course, but
the students have to actually be there in order
to bolster the budget. Building a budget on an
enrollment figure that contains 800 non-exis-
tent students is hardly sound fiscal policy.

Board Chairman Larry Thornton says he is
confident that Boyd and Wanda Smith, ASU’s
vice president of finance, “will take the appro-
priate steps to make the cuts required and get
us where we need to be.” For the sake of the
institution, we hope he’s right.

With at least $8 million in new cuts needed,
Boyd and Smith have some tough choices to
make. Trustees are well justified in asking
pointed questions about priorities and person-
nel decisions. For example, with funds so tight,
does it make sense to create a new position of
student ombudsman, with a $70,000 salary,
plus benefits?

Maybe a case can be made for it, but with a
hiring freeze in place for most positions ex-
cept those deemed critical to the function of
the university, this one looks questionable. Do
students really lack reasonable access to uni-
versity officials now under Boyd’s seemingly
student-centered philosophy and a ready op-
portunity to convey their concerns?

We have contended, and still do, that Boyd
needs some latitude in dealing with the serious
issues confronting ASU. However, that doesn’t
mean that explanation is not called for, or that
proposals and decisions are not to be exam-
ined in the harsh light of fiscal reality.
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ASU has 
to face 
reality

WASHINGTON — In the midst
of professional football’s lin-
gering domestic violence scan-
dal, Melanie Campbell is prob-
ably the last woman NFL Com-
missioner Roger Goodell wants
to talk to — but she should
have been the first.

Campbell is the quintessen-
tial voice of black women. A
tireless advocate for the politi-
cal, economic and social em-
powerment of this nation’s 22.7
million black females, her
roots run deep among black
activist organizations. She’s
president and CEO of The
National Coalition on Black
Civic Participation and orga-
nizer of the Black Women’s
Roundtable Public Policy Net-
work.

In a little more than two
decades of work, Campbell has
been honoredby a long list of
black groups for her effort to
uplift black women in a coun-
try that has too often neglected
their issues and ignored their
voices.

So you’d think Campbell
would have been one of the
first women Goodell called
when the NFL domestic vio-
lence problem surfaced seven
months ago. After all, the
NFL’s current crisis was
sparked by the release of a
videotape of then-Baltimore
Ravens player Ray Rice drag-
ging his unconscious then-
fiancée, Janay Palmer, off of
an Atlantic City casino eleva-
tor.

Both Rice and Palmer, who
married Rice a day after a
New Jersey grand jury in-

dicted him on third-degree
aggravated assault, are black.
And violence against black
women tops the list of prob-
lems Campbell has grappled
with recently.

On the very same day Rice
was indicted, the Black Wom-
en’s Roundtable released a
76-page report on the plight of
black women in the United
States. While the overall rate
of “intimate partner violence
has dropped by more than half
for all women since the early
1990s,” it’s increasing slightly
among black women, Camp-
bell’s organization reported.

The document also offered
this jarring bit of information:
A black woman is more likely
to be attacked by a stranger or
someone she “loves and trusts”
than other women in this coun-
try. “We have a special knowl-
edge and understanding of this
problem,” Campbell told me
last week shortly before hold-
ing a news conference in the
Washington Convention Center

to renew her call for Goodell to
add some black women to the
circle of outside domestic
violence experts he has hired.

So far, he hasn’t done that.
“Violence in the NFL is a

reflection of the broader soci-
ety,” Campbell said during the
news conference. “Since so
many young people look up to
athletes in the broader commu-
nity, the NFL has an opportuni-
ty to help us all get it right.”

Getting it “right” is some-
thing Goodell has struggled
with. After announcing that he
got it wrong when he suspend-
ed Rice for two games without
seeingthe second videotape of
the blow Rice landed inside the
elevator, Goodell promised to
do better.

But a request by Campbell
and 19 other black female ac-
tivists from the Roundtable for
“an emergency meeting” to
discuss the exclusion of black
women from the team of out-
side experts the NFL assem-
bled has been ignored.

Instead, the NFL responded
by offering Campbell’s group a
meeting with members of his
staff. Campbell said that
though her group will go to
that meeting, she plans to
mount a social media cam-
paign and online petition to
ratchet up pressure on Goodell
to see them.

If Goodell is looking for
someone to rubber stamp the
domestic policy the NFL
comes up with, Campbell is
someone he should continue to
ignore. But if he’s serious
about addressing a domestic
abuse problem that dispropor-
tionately affects black women
— and has become the new
face of the NFL — he should
have talked to Campbell long
ago.

DeWayne Wickham, dean of
Morgan State University’s School of

Global Journalism and
Communication, writes 

for USA TODAY.

Why is Goodell ignoring these black women?

DEWAYNE WICKHAM

I am undecided on whether the
better perturbation experts are in
the Federal Reserve or the media. I
doubt anyone in Prattville knows
what or when Janet Yellen’s next
move will be, but I’ll bet you that
there are those in Washington who
do. They will continue to get filthi-
er and richer while the mushrooms
of our society make guesses and
contributions to their accounts.

Yellen says there are forth-
coming interest rate increases
contingent upon employment
growth and inflation. Her latest
two reports advocate a “consider-
able time” before this happens. The
media and financial pundits in-
terpolate this to mean mid-2015 or
prior or after predicated on con-
tingencies.

From this, what do we really
know? Us, nothing. Our representa-
tives in Washington are much clos-
er to the intelligence loop. The
ideology of transparency floats
around in government circles.

Remember the massive bailouts
initiated about five years ago?
Some financial institutions were
considered too large to fail — or

for the government to allow to fail.
Other big boys like Lehman Broth-
ers were viewed through different
lenses and bellied up. 

An advertised driving force for
the bailouts was focused on how
many citizens had their life savings
with the institution. They say it
would upset the financial eco-sys-
tem for this many once stable,
mostly elderly, people to become
suddenly impoverished. Sounds
good, but there were stronger polit-
ical ties between the White House,
the Fed, intermingled with Fannie
Mae, Freddie Mack and executives
in certain institutions that preclude
and roil the little man’s informa-
tion.

Janet Yellen’s failure to provide
better information now will have
disastrous results on hundreds of
thousands of small investors in a
few months down the road.

Does the government really
care about the citizens’ invest-
ments? Certificates of deposit
haven’t paid anything for years.
The stock market is overpriced and
teetering day by day pending col-
lateral damage information from

the Fed. Bond funds are fair, but as
in the spring of 2013 Bernanke did
a little wiggle on interest rates on
10-year notes that induced bond
fund stock prices to plummet.
Pending interest rate maneuvers
by the Fed quash any excitement
for bonds.

Much of the financial informa-
tion that we do receive is political
subterfuge misleading voters due
to an upcoming critical election.
What if the unemployment figures
aren’t as good as we are told that
they are for political reasons? We
all know that we are fed tripe on
occasion. What if Janet Yellen
knows right now that the economy
is not going to be strong enough
and unemployment will not be low
enough to warrant a rate increase
in 2015?

If divulged, it would be politi-
cally detrimental to the current
administration, but would be inval-
uable to the investing citizenry to
capitalize on a stable market place
for a year. But politics will always
trump what’s good for the country.

Charlie Graham writes from
Prattville.
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