
SENATE RESEARCH COMMITTEE∗ 
Friday, April 18, 1997 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
 
 

PRESENT:   David Hamilton (Chair), Kathryn Rettig, Phil Norcross, Burle Gengenbach, Jesse Grenz, 
Ed Wink, Susan Hupp, Mark Snyder 

 
ABSENT:   Robin Dittmann, Mark Brenner, Barbara Van Drasek, Len Kuhi, Marilyn DeLong 
 
REGRETS:   Jennifer Long, Dorothy Hatsukami, Joel Eisinger, 
 
OTHER:   Frances Lawrenz, Fay Thompson, WinAnn Schumi, Mike Rollefson  
 
These minutes contain discussion on the following agenda items:  Academic Misconduct, 1998 budget 
reallocation, faculty consultation, and ICR. 
 
 
WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS  
 
 Prof.  David Hamilton noted that there were several issues that needed attention, and indicated 
that there may be a need for the scheduling of an additional meeting before the next University Senate 
meeting in May.   
 
FACULTY CONSULTATION 
 
 Prof.  Hamilton gave a brief synopsis of the events of the April 11 Committee meeting, and noted 
that several resolutions had been made at that meeting.  He then discussed the resolution asking the 
University to stop its efforts to repeal the Minnesota Statute 137.41., relating to ICR, until the issue had 
received faculty consultation.  He noted that he was unsure as to what he should do with the resolution.  
After speaking with FCC chair, Virginia Gray, he said it was suggested that he take the resolution to 
President Hasselmo, along with comments.  Dr. Hamilton indicated that he had been wrestling with the 
issue of what constitutes appropriate faculty consultation following the April 11 Committee meeting.  He 
said he has discussed the issue with several administrators and faculty in his attempts to determine what 
would be considered appropriate consultation.  He noted that the FCC would be taking up the issue of 
consultation in the Fall.   
 
ACADEMIC MISCONDUCT 
 
 Fran Lawrenz facilitated discussion on the academic misconduct policy, and provided copies of a 
draft revision to the policy for comments.  She indicated that Mark Brenner would like to see the Regents 
Policies become just policies, and the University Policies contain the procedures, so that when the 
University wants to make changes, it won't need to go through the Regents to be approved.  She stated 
that she had reorganized the policy, and that the first three pages of her draft were Regents Policy, and 
attached to this section was the University Policy, which included the details regarding responsibilities 
and duties.  Dr. Hamilton asked the Committee to review the revisions that Dr. Lawrenz had made, and if 
necessary, an extra meeting would be scheduled to further discuss the policy. 
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ICR 
 
 Dr. Lawrenz provided draft copies of a new brochure "Understanding Facilities and 
Administrative (Indirect) Costs at the University of Minnesota." She explained the charts and asked 
Committee members for feedback.  She noted that the brochures would be used in addition to overheads 
in training sessions on Indirect Cost Recovery.  She said it was felt that brochures would be more helpful 
and efficient in the training process.  It was asked if it explained the ICR process well enough for faculty 
to understand, and it was noted that clarity was an issue among faculty. 
 
 Dr. Hamilton noted that there may be too much vagueness as to what would be considered 
appropriate direct costs, and that there were distinct differences in what could be considered direct costs 
in different colleges and units on campus, as well as among the various granting agencies.  It was 
suggested by a Committee member that the brochure be made more clear, and that a disclaimer be added 
stating that the information may not be relevant in all cases.  It was also suggested by the Committee that 
the contents of the brochure be put up on the World Wide Web. 
 
1998 FISCAL YEAR BUDGET REALLOCATION 
 
 Dr. Hamilton introduced Mike Rollefson, who spoke about the upcoming budget cuts in the VP 
for Research Office.  Mr. Rollefson noted that the slated budget cuts were currently projected to be 
$1,255,348 for the 1998 fiscal year.  This figure was noted to be 56% of the total Academic Affairs cuts, 
and 14% of the total University cuts.  It was indicated there were two areas that Marvin Marshak would 
like to see reduced.  One was the Supercomputer Institute allocation.  The Supercomputer Institute is a 
research center that currently has an $8 million budget for the current fiscal year.  Most of that money was 
a state special that was allocated to the Supercomputer Center, a private company, which bought 
computing time for the faculty.  That arrangement has changed.  Mr. Marshak would like to see $1 
million cut from the Supercomputer Institute's budget. ~ 
 
 Dr. Hamilton suggested that the Committee draft a resolution stating that the Committee 
disagrees with the cuts being made in the office of the VP for Research.  He said he understood the 
resolution would have little effect, but that it might have some impact.  Mr. Rollefson indicated that such 
a resolution might have the effect of adding momentum to the discussion surrounding the retrenchment.  
Burle Gengenbach introduced a motion that the 
 

"Senate Research Committee oppose the proposed $1.255 million reduction in the budget of the 
Office of the VP for Research.  This action would run counter to the proposed goals of U2000 to 
strengthen research and graduate education." 
 

 The motion was seconded by Phil Norcross, and the motion passed unanimously. 
 
 With no further items for discussion, the meeting was adjourned. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
Dana Swanson 
University Senate 

 
University of Minnesota 


