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SENATE CONSULTATIVE COHHITTEE 
March 14, 1985 

626 Campus Club 
1:30 - 4:00 

AGENDA 

1. SCC minutes of February 28 (enclosed). 

2. Reports: 

Student Chair 
sec Chair 
Senate Finance Committee 
Presidential Search Advisory Committee 
Regents meetings. 

3. Committee nominations: FCC report. 

4. Co-Sponsorship, Promotions, Advertising Policy 
(See proposal distributed 2/28). 

5. Student Governance Amendments to be submitted for 
April 18 Senate docket (enclosed). 

6. Early registration for student senators (see page 
from 1974 Senate minutes distributed earlier). 

7. The semester vs. quarter question: Structuring 
Senate consideration (see page of SCEP concerns, 
enclosed) . 

8. Improving governance (note materials distributed 
earlier -- Ibele and Melby letters, reports of 
SCC's two subcommittees). 
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l5i1 UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA University Senate Consultative Committee 

210G Burton Hall 
178 Pillsbury Drive S.E. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455 
Telephone (612)373-3226 

MINUTES 
SENATE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 

March 14, 1985 
1:30 - 3:45 

626 Coffman Memorial Union 

APPROVED 4/4/85 

Members present: Cathy Birk, Shirley Clark, Charles Farrell, Phyllis Freier, 
Sue Gruenes, Joseph Latterell, Douglas Melby, Cleon Melsa, Jack Merwin (Chr.), 
Paul Murphy, .Irwin Rubenstein~ Paul Schulte, David Shope, Frank Sorauf, Deon 
Stuthman, Wesley B. Sundquist, Bruce Williams. 

Guests: John Howe, Mary Jane Plunkett, Maureen Smith. 

Mr. Schulte reported briefly on the March 13 legislative session of 
questions to candidates for the Board of Regents relating to the University's 
budget and the "Commitment to Focus" paper. 

Professor Merwin will write outgoing Regents Dosland and Krenik expressing 
the Consultative Committee's thanks for their attentiveness to student and 
faculty concerns. 

1. The minutes of February 28 were approved with one correction: the name 
of the MSA lobbyist is Matt Goldman. 

2. Reports. 

A. Student SCC. Mr. Farrell. 

MSA will send two delegates to student government's national 
convention in Washington, D.C. 

SSCC talked this morning with Assistant Vice President Heydinger 
and gained a better standing of "A Commitment to Focus." 

B. SCC Chair. Professor Merwin. 

SCC's April 4 agenda will include the question of creation of a 
new Senate committee on computers and other information systems. Committee 
on Committees has asked SCC's advice. 

Today's 
some members have to 
Addition to agenda: 
Professor Sundquist, 

agenda will be rearranged to cover the major items before 
leave for a Finance Committee meeting and an MSA Forum. 
Professor John Howe will join the meeting to report, with 
information on the completed presidential search process. 
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C. Senate Finance Committee. Professor Stuthman. 

Regrettably, as a consequence of two reschedulings, today's SFC 
meeting will overlap the sec meeting. 

D. From Regents' Meetings. 

Educational Policy and Long Range Planning Committee. Professor 
Freier reported in brief on attention to the IT 10-year plan (which Committee 
of the Whole approved on 3/8). 

Budget and Legislative Coordinating Committee. Professor Stuthman 
reported that the Regents discussed with Vice President Kegler a number of 
non-appropriations bills pending. 

Faculty, Staff, & Student Affairs Committee. Professor Stuthman 
noted that the presentation sensitized the audience to the problem of student 
debt. 

Committee of the Whole. Professor Merwin reported the Board passed 
the indemnification policy and bylaws changes for the Hospitals Board of Governors. 
The "Commitment to Focus" was approved using the phrase, "We support the direction ... " 
(changed from"· .. the directions ... "). There was some cautioning against haste 
in voting on it without further-examination. 

E. Pre-Accreditation Self-Study Committee. Professor Rubenstein. 

On March 18 the Committee will hold a two-hour focus group session 
on the University's planning process. Five untenured faculty members have been 
chosen at random to participate together with the Self-Study Committee and the 
Faculty Affairs Committee. 

The Senate Planning Committee will also be holding a focus group session 
on planning and will add the substance of that session to the Self-Study 
Committee's material. 

Professor Rubenstein commented that the Committee is learning some statistics 
about the nature of the University that surprise them. He reminded sec that 
the Committee's intent is to get a "shapshot" of the University against which, 
in the future, changes can be measured. 

3. Early Registration for Student Senators. Mr. Shope. 

The reference was to a motion approved by the University Senate on February 28, 
1974, one part of which reads, "The Senate ... requests that the office of Vice 
President for Academic Administration be asked to instruct college registration 
officials to permit student senators to register early so as to avoid classes 
on Thursday 3:15-6:00 p.m." 

Mr. Shope reported that such early registration is apparently granted 
nowhere. CLA (and presumably other units) does attempt to assist a student 
senator to avoid a specific conflict for an individual section or course. 

Professor Sorauf, who was dean of CLA at the time of the Senate vote, told 
SCC he had held out very strongly against making early registration a perquisite 
for student senators because nothing should be done to compromise seriously the 
equity of the registration system. CLA's implementation has been to allow early 
registration only in the case of a conflict. 
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4. Appointments and Recommendations to Senate and Assembly Committees: 
An FCC Report to SCC. 

Professor Merwin reported on the response of those people FCC had proposed 
to serve and to chair in the coming year. Tn nearly all cases the first person 
asked has agreed to serve. He distributed the written report to SCC members. 
Names will be reported to the Senate and Assembly. 

5. Student Governance Amendments. 

Mr. Schulte reported that the students hope to enter the amendments motion 
into the docket for the April 18 Senate meeting. (SCC members have seen the 
amendments at various stages of development over the past year and a half.) 

Professor Sorauf, as a new member, asked why the amendments are necessary 
and what they are intended to accomplish. Mr. Schulte explained that they are 
an outgrowth of the 1980-81 revision of the Senate constitution and bylaws. 
The Student Senate is referred to in the structure but details, such as defining 
the officers, were left to be worked out. He believes the changes are necessary 
to make a fully operative Student Senate. The MSA is a Twin Cities body only; 
the Student Senate incorporates the coordinate campuses as well. 

Professor Stuthman questioned the creation of a Student Affairs Committee; 
its description sounds all-encompassing and it may simply add a whole layer in 
the governance system. 

Messrs. Farrell and Schulte told SCC that Professor Spring (who headed the 
constitutional revision) believed the committee important. It will parallel the 
Senate Committee on Faculty Affairs. It can help relieve some of the sizable 
burden on the Student Senate Consultative Committee. Its responsibilities are 
deliberately broad, not so that it will have to take on everything, but so that 
it may address any areas, as necessary. -rfiey pointed out that it will remain 
under the direction of the SSCC, which can give it its charge; they expect it 
would have a different focus each year. 

Professor Stuthman interpreted the broad wording as requ1r1ng that every
thing would have to go through the Student Affairs Committee. Mr. Shope said 
SSCC would send to this proposed committee certain aspects of big questions (such 
as the mission focus document) to assess implications for students, much as FCC 
now sends aspects of issues to the Faculty Affairs Committee, to consider 
impact on faculty. 

Mr. Melby pointed out that the committee would report only to the Student 
Senate, and that the wording parallels rather closely that which defines the 
Faculty Affairs Committee. 

Professor Clark inquired how issues would be sorted out between the Senate 
and Assembly Committees on Student Affairs. The students agreed the break-down 
would be between all-University issues and campus issues, but that there would 
be overlap. 

They concluded by stating that constructing this committee is something 
the students wish to do for the sake of their own interests. 
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6. Report from the Presidential Search Advisory Committee. Professor 
John Howe, Chairman, Search Advisory Committee. 

Professor Howe reported to the Consultative Committee, which had appointed 
the faculty and student members of the Search Advisory Committee, on the manner 
in which that Committee had worked and in which the search had been carried 
through to completion: 

It is obvious to all of us that surrounding the March 13th election of 
Kenneth Keller as president of the University there revolves some uncertainty 
and controversy regarding procedural matters. It would be helpful to the whole 
University to illuminate quickly the entire process and provide information on 
what did and did not happen. 

There are two questions on people's minds: (1) Was the search sufficient 
and thorough? and (2) Was it in fact an open search--that is, one which gave 
full and fair consideration to all candidates? Professor Howe noted that he 
was submitting an informational piece for the March 15 Minnesota Daily and the 
March 16 Minneapolis Star ! Tribune explaining and making observations on the 
process. 

(Professor Stuthman observed at this point that it seemed the reason for 
unrest in the wake of the election boils down to a lack of agreement on whether 
the search process should be open--in the sense of finalists' names being public-
or closed. That needs to be resolved so the controversy on it can be avoided 
next time, he said.) 

Professor Howe said that all the members of the Search Advisory Committee 
and the Board of Regents felt frustration at the legal constraints under which 
they had to operate and which stood in the way of an ideal search. There were 
also time constraints, that is, a logical desire for the existing Board of 
Regents to carry the search to completion. Therefore, it was a concern of both 
groups to move through the process responsibly but efficiently. 

(1) Was the search sufficient and thorough? 

There were 309 nominations and applications. The Advisory Committee and 
Regents together winnowed down that number, initially to about 50, and then 
eventually to 13 whom it investigated with thoroughness and from which it was 
generally agreed the choice would be made. At each stage of their work the 
Advisory Committee reported to and made recommendations to the Regents. The 
Regents made some changes in the lists, but the two groups were in close agree
ment throughout the several stages. 

Quality and distinction of the 13: 8 college and university presidents, 
4 provosts or academic affairs vice presidents, and 1 dean. The Committee had 
already built up the files on each of the 13, from the letters of nomination 
and other sources. 

At that point, direct contacts were made through the Regents with each one 
to learn if each was willing to engage in a conversation with some Regents and 
faculty to discuss the University of Minnesota and explore the possibilities of 
the presidency. Six declined at this point, not an unusual occurrence 
in a search of this sort. 
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Face-to-face discussions, generally including two faculty members and 
four Regents, took place with the seven remaining people. In some cases there 
were follow-up conversations. In some cases a contact had preceeded the inter
view. Next there were follow-up telephone calls by Advisory Committee members 
or other faculty members to colleagues on the candidates' campuses. 

The Advisory Committee and the Regents also had information provided on 
two occasions by a presidential search advisory service. In addition, the 
Committee did some library searches on the candidates' writings on issues in 
higher education. 

The Advisory Committee met on February 28 and March 2 to review all its 
information regarding the seven people and to discuss the relative merits of 
the candidates. They continued to use, as they had throughout, the Regents' 
statement of criteria for selection. They were looking for a president appro
priate for the special needs of the University of Minnesota at this specific 
time in its history. 

The Advisory Committee concluded unanimously that, while recognizing the 
constraints, it had sufficient information to make recommendations to the 
Regents. It did so, in written and oral form. The Regents then held their 
meetings and made their decision. 

There are "no doubts in my own mind regarding the adequacy and sufficiency 
of the search," said Professor Howe. 

(2) Was the search genuinely open? 

Kenneth Keller was nominated, early in the process, by a number of people. 
The Advisory Committee chose to consider his name just like any other and to 
regard the Regents' resolution that the interim president should not be a can
didate, as relevant to the Board of Regents and not the Advisory Committee. 
The Regents knew of the Advisory Committee's decision and said it was proper. 
At each stage of the process Dr. Keller remained in the pool. In the end he 
became one of two candidates the Search Advisory Committee considered eminently 
qualified to be president of this University. 

The Advisory Committee wished that some of the six who declined had not 
done so, but regarded the remaining seven as constituting a strong pool. 

Advisory Committee member Professor Sundquist indicated his complete agree
ment with Professor Howe's description of the process. He added that, from the 
point at which the Committee cut to below 50 names most Committee members were 
aware that some of the people who would be left out of the following pool would 
still make strong candidates. He felt that the committee had not eliminated 
these people and could again consider any of them. Professor Howe expressed 
his agreement that there were some people the Advisory Committee and Regents 
could have gone back to in good conscience should the final group not have 
panned out. 

Discussion: 

Professor Merwin raised one of the questions which has been aired publicly, 
that of when Kenneth Keller knew he was a candidate. Professor Howe said the 
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Advisory Committee never talked with him and that to his knowledge, the Board 
of Regents didn't either until very late in the process. 

In answer to a question from Professor Rubenstein, Professor Howe said 
there was one women and one minority person among the 13. 

Professor Rubenstein asked why there were only two finalists and whether 
the Advisory Committee's two were the same as the Regents' two. Professor Howe 
said there were three prime names in the end. Circumstances and the logic of 
the Advisory Committee's argument moved the committee to the point of only two 
names. Others the Committee considered, while people of distinction and accom
plishment, seemed distinctly less suited to Minnesota's needs. There were two 
people who had the unanimous support of the Advisory Committee, but the Committee 
forwarded to the Regents comments on the others as well. 

Mr. Farrell asked, regarding the complaint just filed in court, whether 
Professor Howe believed everything had been done to assure fairness. Professor 
Howe said the Committee met its affirmative action commitments throughout the 
search. At each stage the committee talked specifically about those commitments. 
Also, Patricia Mullen, Acting Equal Opportunity Officer, sat as an ex officio 
member on the Advisory Committee. The Committee looked very carefuiTy at a 
number of women who are presidents and provosts. There are not yet a large 
number of women and minorities in administrative positions which would obviously 
qualify them for the presidency at Minnesota. Professor Sundquist noted that 
many were executive officers at small institutions. 

In answer to another question, Professor Sundquist explained that none of 
the prospects was asked about his or her availability until the Committee was 
down to 13 names. 

Professor Latterell asked if the Committee had any sense of the reasons 
by which people decided whether to be considered or not. Professors Howe and 
Sundquist said it did not. 

Professor Rubenstein asked for an assessment of the effect of the secrecy 
issue. Professor Howe said he thought it a severe problem which inhibited the 
search committee and disuaded individuals from becoming final candidates. He 
referred to the risk a person takes who is presently well-situated as a president 
or vice president of a good institution and makes it known he or she is exploring 
a move. The current laws, said Professor Howe, make an insider look better 
because one can know much more about that person. 

Nevertheless, Professor Howe said, it was an open, good, and honest search, 
the outcome of which is very beneficial to this University. "I'm persuaded 
that process is not really a substantial issue in this outcome," he added. 

When Mr. Schulte asked Professor Howe to speculate on the future of the 
state's information laws, Professor Howe said he thought the law ought to be 
reconsidered, because there is a good case to be made that the social gain in 
a change permitting the finalists' names to be kept secret would outweigh the 
losses of information to the public. 

Professor Merwin expressed the Consultative Committee's appreciation for 
Professor Howe's excellent work in what was, as the SCC had anticipated when 
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it recommended that he chair the Advisory Committee, a difficult and demanding 
job. The SCC joined in a round of applause for Professors Howe and Sundquist. 

Professor Howe remarked that the Advisory Committee had worked well 
together. He told SCC that tremendous credit should go to Regents David Lebedoff 
and Lauris Krenik who functioned with the interests of the University foremost 
in their minds and worked far beyond the call of duty. The Consultative Committee 
will write these Regents expressing SCC's thanks. 

7. Co-Sponsorships, Advertising, Promotions. 

(The Twin Cities student members had had to leave the meeting for the MSA 
Forum.) Mary Jane Plunkett reported for David Shope. SSCC's recommendation 
was for the Consultative Committee (strictly speaking, the Assembly Steering 
Committee) to call upon the Assembly to rescind its action of April, 1984, which 
established policy and a review committee. The students think the "Guidelines 
for Co-Sponsorship of Student Organizations By Off-Campus Sponsors) which SODC 
director Tom Fiutak developed last fall and which the membership of the Assembly 
Committee on Student Affairs approved, will be adequate and acceptable to cover 
the cases which will arise. 

Professor Sorauf moved the Assembly Steering Committee recommend to the 
Assembly that it rescind its action of last April. 

Discussion. Professor Sorauf reitered the argument of earlier meetings 
that the SCC's and the Steering Committee's concern was that the kind of dispute 
in point (which prompted ACSA in 1984 to bring the motion to the Assembly) should 
not be resolved with overkill. It involved the Assembly in a matter not of 
University-wide, or even Campus-wide policy. sec should do all it can, he 
argued, to see that problems are taken care of at levels closer to their origins. 

Vote. The motion was carried without dissent. 

8. Semester System vs. Quarter System. 

Professor Merwin called attention to a March 13 action of the Faculty 
Affairs Committee reported in today's Daily recommending a requirement of at 
least 60% of faculty voting in a referendum to favor the change before the 
University could implement it. SCFA reportedly will make that recommendation 
to the Faculty Senate. Some SCC members questioned the appropriateness of that 
action by SCFA. 

The SCC must determine how it will serve the Senate's steering committee 
role on this issue. 

Professor Sorauf said the semester vs. quarter question is, more than 
anything else, a question of educational policy. SCEP has issued a one-page 
statement on the matter, but the Consultative Committee could ask SCEP to take 
a broader view of the educational policy aspects of the question. He emphasized 
that some governance body ought to take a comprehensive approach. 

Other sec members noted that while the semester question is not primarily 
one of faculty affairs, it is in some aspects. 
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The Consultative Committee then discussed sponsoring a Senate or University 
forum on the question. There was a consensus for the sec to organize a special 
Senate Forum to be held from 2:15 to 3:30 on April 13, immediately preceeding 
the Assembly and Senate meetings. 

The Committee agreed there should be an opening statement presented for 
the pro and con side of the question. Otherwise, the time should be left open 
for speakers. Time limits should be adhered to strictly in order to hear from 
a large number of speakers. Dr. Robinett should be invited to attend to answer 
any specific questions which might arise. 

9. Honoring the New President. The Consultative Committee will send to 
President Keller its congratulations in the form of flowers. 

The meeting was adjourned at 3:45 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Meredith Poppele, 
Executive Assistant 



3/14/85 INFORMATION REPORT TO SCC 

SENATE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE FACULTY NOMINATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 

TERMS ON SENATE AND ASSEMBLY COMMITTEES. ALL TERMS ARE FOR THREE YEARS 

UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED. 

Faculty members 
Assembly Committee on Intercollegiate Athletics 

Richard L. Purple (Medical School, Senator) 

Earl Scott (CLA) 

expected to continue in 85-86 

John Clark (CLA; second term) 

To chair: John Clark (for second, successive year) 

Senate Committee on Business and Rules 

John Fossum (School of Management) 

Marilyn Grantham (Ag. Ext.: P/ A) 

To chair: Caroline Czarnecki 

Senate Planning Committee 

David Hamilton (Medical School) 

James Hearn (Education) 

Walter Jobnson (IT: one-year term to restore 
--- normal rotation) 

To chair: W. Donald Sprin~ 

Eleanor Fenton (CEE) 
Alan Hunter (Agric.) 
James Jernberg (Pub. Aff.) 
Maria Snyder (Nurs.) 
Virginia Gray (CLA) 

Caroline Czarnecki (Vet. Med. 

Joel Nelson (CLA) 

Lansine Kaba (CLA) 

W. D. Spring (UMM) 

Patricia Swan (H.Ec. & 
Agric.) 

All University Honors: FCC has recommended the following to the 

President, who makes these appointments: 

Wilbert Ahern (Morris Campus, History Dept.) 

Robert Beck (Education) 

To chair: Wayland Noland 

Frank Irving (Forestry) 

Arch. Leyasmeyer (CLA) 

.wayland Noland (IT) 

Jonathan Wirtschafter (Med.) 



l5TI UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA University Student senate 

Februa~y.B, 1985 

240 Coffman Memorial Union 
300 Washington Avenue S.E. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455 

(612) 373·2414 

TO: The Senate Business and Rules Committee, Prof. Purple, Chair 

FROM: Paul Schulte, Student Consultative Committee member 

RE: The Student Senate Amendments 

Attached are the final set of constitutional amendments as 
approved by the Student Consultative CommittPe. As I feared, they 
got lost in the shufflE"' on Prof.- Swan's motion, and have not been 
transmitted to your committee. Since I was heavily involved in 
the process by which -these amendments i-n a prPvious life entered 
your committee, -I feel very responsibl~ t.o see these amendments 
through to their successful conclusion. I apologize for the delay 
i n t r a n s m i t t a 1 , a n d e x p r e s s t h e h ope , o n b e h a 1 f o-f t h e S t u d e n t 
Consultative Committee, that thes~ amendments will meet with 
your approval. 
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STUDENT GOVERNANCE AMENDMENTS 

MOTION: 

That the un·i versity Senate approve the following proposed 
amendments to the Senate Constitution, Bylaws, and Rules: 

1. AMEND THE ~ONSTITUTION, ARTICLE III, SECTION 6, BY MAKING 
THE EXISTING TEXT PARAGRAPH "a." AND ADDING THE FOLLOWING 
NEW PARAGRAPAH "b." 

The officers of the Student Senate shall be a chair, a vice 
chair, a clerk, and a treasurer. The chair shall be 
elected by the Student Senate at its last regularly 
scheduled spring quarter meeting from the members of the 
Student Senate. Term of office shall be July 1 to June 30, 

- and the person holding office is eligible for re-@lection. 
The clerk and treasurer shall be appointed by the chair 
subject-to the approv-al of the Student Senate. The duties 
of the clerk and treasurer shall be prescribed in the 
Bylaws. The Student Consultative Committee shall 
periodically review these officer positions. 

2. AMEND TH£ BYLAWS, ARTICLE I, BY ADDING THE FOLLOWING NEW 
SECTION 9: 

The T r e as u r e r o_f t h e Stud en t Sen ate s h a 11 be t h e c h i e f 
budget officer of the Student Senate. The treasurer shall 
chair the Budget Sub-Committee of the Student Senate. 

-3. AMEND THE BYLAWS, ARTICLE II, SECTION 1, SUBSECTION A UNDER 
(3) DUTIES & RESPONSIBILITIES ADD POINT 3: 

* to provide a bud~et subcomm i~tee of the Student Senate~ 
T-he budget subcommittee shall be chair~d by the Treasurer of. 
the Student S~nate. Three ~embers shall be~~ppointed by the 
Chair of the Student Senate w-ith one member from each of the 
followlng committees: Student Senat@ Consultative Committee, 
St~dent Committee on Committees~ Student Lobby Advisory 
Committee. These appointments are subject ~o the approval 
of the Student Senate. 

4. AMEND THE BYLAWS, ARTICLE. III, BY ADDING THE FOLLOWING NEW 
SECTION 3:- -

3. COMMITTEES REPORTING TO THE STUDENT SENATE 

A. Student Affairs Committee. 
The ___ Siud:-ent Affairs Comm-ittee is concer-ned with 
policies and procedure~ ~hich affect the welfare of 
the student body.- These matt@rs may include such 
items as tutition, financial aid, housing, student 
activities and organizations, student publications 
and other matters that influence the 
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4. Removal of Student Committee Members for Neglect of 
Meetings 
A student member of a committee of the Senate shall 
forfeit membership by neglecting three consecutive 
meet~ngs of the committee for which notification was 
given. A student member whose membership has been 
forfeit~d may appeal to the Student Committee on 
Committees for reinstatement. 
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5. 

6. 

responsibilities, rights, privileges, opportunities 
and qua 1 it y o f_ 1 i f e o f the student body , and any 
other responsabilities as delegated to it by the 
Student Consultative Committee. 

Membership. The Student Affairs Committee shall be 
composed qf at least 10 members of the student body, 
one faculty member, and ex-officio repr~sentation as 
specified by vote of the Senate. Of the student 
members, three (3) shall be from the Twin Cities_ 
campuss, two (2) shall be from the Duluth Campus, 
wi~h one (1) each from the Morris, Waseca and 
Crookston campuses. At least two of the student 
members and the faculty member shall be senators at 
t h e t i rri e o f t h e i r ... _eTe·cr:roli" ~ .. ---· -M-e m_b_e_r s· sfi a li" b e 
appoint e d by the Com m itt e e on Com m itt e e s w it h the 
approval of the s~nate. -

Duties and Responsibilities. 
* to make recommendations to the Student Senate 

on all policies and procedures of the Univer
sity which influence the welfare of the 
student body. 

* to submit an annual report to the Senate. 

B. Student Committee on Committees. 
Membership shall be the student members of the 
Senate Committee on Committees. 

Duties and Responsibilities. 
* to review the representation and input from 

students of the various campuses to the Senate 
and senate committees, taking necessary action to 
ensure high quality student partiaipation. 

* to make .an .annual report to the_ Senate_. 
* advise the Student Constiltative Committee on 

student participation in the Senate and the 
s t r u c t u r e o f t h e _ S t u d e n t S e n a t _e a n d it s 
committees. 

AMEND THE RULES, ARTICLE II, SECTION 5: 

5. POLICY STATEMENT OF THE STUDENT SENATE 
There shall be a policy statement of the Student Senate 
which shall de-fine any further policy and op-erating 
procedure of the Student Senate not contained inor in 
conflict with the University Senate Constitution, Bylaws 
or Rules. This statement shall be adopted and amended by 
a two-thirds vote of those members of the Student Senate 
present and voting ~t any meeting, or by a simple majority 
of those members of the Student Senate present and voting 
at two consecutive meetings. -

AMEND THE RULES, -ARTICLE III, BY ADDING NEW SECTION~ ANDRE
NUMBERING THE REST OF THE ITEMS: 

1 
j 

I 

I 

I 



For the Twin Cities Campus Assembly meeting of April 18, 1985 

STEERING COMMITTEE 

MOTION: That the Assembly rescind its action of April 19, 1984, which 

approved the following: 

"That the Assembly approve the following recommended policy on 

advertisements, promotions, and sponsorships: 

1. When academic units plan to enter into a jointly sponsored 

activity or program with non-University groups, the appropriate 

dean, or director, or their designee, shall be responsible for 

review and approval of the proposed event. 

2. When non-academic units plan to enter into a jointly sponsored 

activity or program with non-University groups, the appropriate 

director shall designate a suitable officer to review and approve 

the proposed event. In the case of registered student organizations, 

the director of the Student Organization Development Center shall 

be responsible for such review and approval. 

3. In the case of a co-sponsored activity, where the non-University 

sponsor donates funds, materials, or services in excess of $500, 

approval of an agreement shall be obtained prior to entering into 

the agreement with a non-University co-sponsor, according to 1.) 

or 2.) 

4. We further recommend that the University administration establish 

a Review Committee on Advertising, Promotions, and Sponsorships to 

monitor the practices of jointly sponsored activities. This committee 

may also serve to hear appeals , clafiry procedures, and disseminate 

information about existing policies to the appropriate officers . 

• 



Motion to rescind, page 2 

The membership in this Review Committee shall consist of: 

2 students selected by the Assembly Steering Committee 

2 faculty members selected by the Assembly Steering Committee 

1 person designated by the office of the Vice President for Finance 

and Operations. 

No member of this Review Committee shall be a person responsible for 

review and approval of these activities at a unit level. 

5. The Review Committee shall report to the administration and/o~ 

the Assembly as necessary. 

INFO~~TION: The motion introduced to and approved by the Assembly a year 

ago was prompted by a particular administrative decision which student 

leaders believed jeopardized the future of major Twin Cities Campus social 

~ and fundraising events. It represented a good-faith effort to delineate 

responsibilities and provide an appeals process whenever co-sponsorship 

approval was denied. 

The Steering Committee has concluded, after seeking and receiving the 

counsel and advice of the Senate Committee on Business and Rules, that the 

solution is unwise for several reasons: (1) it is an Assembly policy which 

speaks to the entire University; (2) it speaks to academic units and non

academic units including student organizations, when the provocative case 

related only to student organizations; (3) it assigns to the review committee 

roles that properly are mutually exclusive (clarifying procedures and monitor

ing practices on the one hand, hearing appeals on the other). The Steering 

Committee has further concluded that the policy is unnecessary because a 

wide spectrum of student leaders is reported to be satisfied with the "Guide

lines for Co-Sponsorships of Student Organizations by Off-Campus Sponsors," 

which the director of the Student Organization Development Office drafted 

last fall 
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and which have received the approval of both the Assembly Committee on 

Student Affairs a~d the Office of Student Affairs. The Steering Committee 

takes the position that structures should encourage the participants involved 

in any problem to solve it as close as possible to the origin of the problem. 

The Steering Committee appreciates the assistance of the Committee on 

Business and Rules in sorting out the issues involved in the Assembly policy. 

Jack Merwin, Chair, 

Assembly Steering Committee 



.. 

The Senate Committee on Educational Polley CSCEP) Is studying the educational 
Implications of the proposed change to the semester calendar. Although 
no decision has been made officially to move to a semester calendar, the 
members of the conunlttee are concerned that, should It take place, reshaping 
the curricular structure to fit a semester calendar may produce adverse 
consequences relative to at least three maJor educational policy Issues. · 

The CommIttee Is concerned about the lt bera I EducatIon requIrements that 
are new a major feature of the curr I cuI ar structure of the undergraduate 
program. Any loss In this Liberal £ducatton effort, In any of the col leglate 
units, would have a major negative Impact on the way In which education 
Is provided. 

A second Issue of concern to SCEP Is that elective opportunities for students 
at the undergraduate level not be diminished. We realize that the semester 
system may force a re-distribution of electives relative to required courses 
In the various collegiate units; we also realize that the faculty's opportunity 
to teach the specialized courses reflecting their research and Intellectual 
Interests are related to the range of elective offerings; therefore, we 
wish to bring this Issue to a clear position on the agenda of curricular 
structural change. 

Finally, the members of SCEP are concerned th-at departments. In the collegiate 
unIts may be tempted to create an excessIve number of one= an.~ two-cred It 
courses. Such a development, It Is believed, would have unfortunate educational 
consequences.' It wou'ld vitiate one of the main advantages claimed for 
the semester calendar, that subJect matter could be studied In greater 
depth. It wou I d a I so encourage or even requl re students to reg I star for 
6 or 1 courses at once In order to comp I ete theIr programs expedItIous I y. 
In genera I, the members of SCEP th Ink It Is educatIonal I y unadv I sab I e for 
students to register for more than 4 or 5 courses simultaneously d~rlng 
a semester. 

Therefore, SCEP recommends that all deans, department heads, end other 
officers of Instruction engaged In evaluating curricular change preparatory 
to any change to a semester calendar be Instructed, In the strongest terms, 
to avoid the proliferation of one- and two-credit semester courses. Degree 
programs shou I d be so structured that It not be necessary for a student 
to register for a large number of courses simultaneously In order to complete 
the program In a reasonable length of time. The foregoing remarks do not 
apply to laboratory courses or so-cal led "orientation courses." 

SCEP will undertake a continuing study_of these Issues In greater depth, 
but this recommendation Is being distributed now to sensitize the various 
deans, department heads, and other officers of Instruction of the paramount 
Importance SCEP attaches to changes ·tnat will result fran a shift to the 
semester calendar. 
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l5i1 UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA 

Honorable Lauris Krenik 
R. R. #l 
Madison Lake, Minnesota 56063 

Dear Lauris: 

University Senate Consultative Committee 

210G Burton Hall 
178 Pillsbury Drive S.F.. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455 
Telephone (612)373-3226 

March 22, 1985 

The members of the Senate Consultative Committee extend 
to you their thanks for your years of devoted service to the 
University as a Regent and as the chairman of the Board. 
You have listened attentively to the faculty and student 
points of view whenever they were presented to you and for 
that we are particularly appreciative. I thank you for 
your cooperative response to each of my calls. 

The news media and our colleagues on the Search Advisory 
Committee have revealed to us the dedication and skill of 
your work, as Regents' Chairman, in working with David 
Lebedoff to accomplish a thorough and fair presidential 
search. The University is in the hands of a strong and 
gifted academician with Ken Keller as its new president. 
We anticipate a dynamic future. We thank you for your 
unstinting efforts that have helped to bring this about. 

With your retirement from the Board the University 
is losing a highly valued servant. We wish you a future 
rich in personal rewards. 

JCM:mbp 

Sincerely, 

~--·~ 
~a~C. Merwin, Chairman, 
Senate Consultative Committee 
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l5i1 UNIVERSilY OF MINNESOTA 

Honorable David M. Lebedoff 
4200 IDS Center 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402 

Dear Regent Lebedoff: 

University Senate Consultative Committee 

210G Burton Hall 
178 Pillsbury Drive S.E. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455 
Telephone (612)373-3226 

March 22, 1985 

Ken Keller, a highly gifted academician and our 
long-time colleague, has become the twelfth president of 
the University of Minnesota. The Senate Consultative 
Committee anticipates a dynamic future for the University 
under his strong leadership. 

We extend to you our gratitude for your careful, 
thorough, and arduous work in chairing the Regents' Presi
dential Search Committee. From our colleagues who served 
on the Advisory Committee we have heard the highest praise 
for your skill and dedication in carrying out the search. 
Please accept our thanks for your wise labors on behalf 
of this University and the state. 

Sincerely, 

~,>~~····~ 

Jack Merwin, Chairman, 
senkte Consultative Committee 

JCM:mp 


