
MINUTES∗ 
 

Senate Research Committee 
January 11, 1991 

 
 
Present:  John Sullivan (Chair), John Basgen, Signe Betsinger, Mark Brenner, Tony Faras, Neal 

Gault, Essie Kariv-Miller, Kenneth Reid, Duane Rostad 
 
Guest:  Walter Weyhmann 
 
 
1.   Schedule  
 
 There was discussion of changing the February meeting date because neither Mark Brenner or 
Robert Herman will be able to attend on the 8th.  Professor Herman teaches on Monday, Wednesday and 
Friday.  No Tuesday or Thursday date were possible for all members, so it was decided to move the 
meeting to Friday, February 15. 
 
2.   Reallocation 
 
 It was noted that according to the recently released Reallocation proposal CLA, IT, and the 
Research Initiatives Fund will benefit considerably, while Administration, Education, and CEE will lose 
significant amounts, the Graduate School will lose to a lesser degree, and Waseca is slated for closing.  
The plan is to be presented to the Regents today and be voted on in March. 
 
3.   Search for Chief Research Officer/Dean of Graduate School 
 
 Vice President Kvavik has asked for input from SRC on the search.  Following the last meeting 
several names were suggested.  The intent is to keep the committee relatively small.  It was observed that 
people suggested should have good experience at the University and presumably would favor the general 
principle of having this be a single position.  Signe Betsinger said a representative from the St. Paul 
campus is needed.  Mark Brenner said it would be appropriate to have the chair of SRC serve, and John 
Sullivan recommended having representation from a coordinate campus.  It was agreed to recommend the 
chair plus four or five names from the various categories.  Other names suggested were Ted Labusa, 
Michael Steffes, Ellen Berscheid and Carol Windels.  Erik Klinger was suggested as both a SRC member 
and a coordinate campus representative.  Sullivan said he will call those suggested to determine if they 
wish to be considered.  Brenner suggested sending the names to Warren Ibele as well as to Vice President 
Kvavik. 
 
4.   Disclosure Policy  
 
 Sullivan said that Dean Brenner will introduce the matter of changes in the University's 
Disclosure Policy today, and then a subcommittee may be formed to consider specific changes.  Brenner 
said that the University is already ahead of many institutions in its disclosure policy, but potential issues 
and conflicts are considered areas appear where the policy could be challenged.  The idea is not to restrict 
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the ability of faculty to interact with industry or to hamper the exchange of technology.  As a public 
university engagement with both industry and government agencies is expected, but involvement should 
be open. 
 
 Kenneth Reid said there are sensitive issues of procedure and responsibility.  The present 
document could be improved in several ways, he suggested.  He observed that the original committee that 
prepared the document was part of the Patent Committee and the object of the enterprise was to enable 
technical functions to proceed.  He questioned what the makeup of the revision committee should be and 
commented that if a revision is done it should look at relations all external organizations, not only 
industry.  Neil Gault added that similarly the revision should look at not only financial arrangements; 
there are many arrangements between investigators and sponsors. 
 
 Sullivan pointed out that the original document spoke of a standing committee made up of 
various categories of people and suggested that some of these categories could be considered in forming a 
subcommittee.  Brenner suggested using some members of the original committee and some members of 
SRC, and said he would be happy to serve on the subcommittee or advise it as desired.  Reid agreed that 
the subcommittee must take cognizance of the original process and intent and suggested working with 
Tony Potami.  He added that it is timely to make changes now in response to initiatives at the federal 
bureaucratic level and to keep pace with changing situations. 
 
 It was agreed that a subcommittee would be formed.  John Sullivan will coordinate it and Mark 
Brenner will serve.  Other SRC members will be asked to serve including Tony Faras as a faculty member 
and principle investigator, and non-member Sam Krislov who was on the original committee.  
 
4.   Grant in Aid Funding 
 
 Brenner observed that two or three years ago the SRC was instrumental in making policy changes 
in use of funds available to the Graduate School for grants.  The University has been in the forefront of 
research funding, and this year is the fiftieth anniversary of the General Research Fund.  Now about one 
third of a million is needed to cover absolute needs of meritorious proposals.  Given the financial situation 
of the state, there will be no request to the state, but Research Initiatives are included in the reallocation 
plan.  It can be assumed that some of this can be used for grants in aid, and a recommendation on this is 
desirable.  He added that grants are reviewed by faculty committees. 
 
 For the past three years, Brenner said, available funds have fallen far short of needs.  Three years 
ago the Graduate School took a loan.  Two years ago it felt it could not do this again and did not fund 
grants.  One year ago central administration helped with funding.  This is the fourth year of a short fall 
and grants have been cut 5% across the board.  He suggests following up on the initiative of the past with 
support for the needed one-third million. 
 
 Asked what form the support of this committee should take, Walter Weyhmann suggested using 
the words "Research Initiative" from the reallocation document.  In answer to a question about summer 
research fellowships, it was explained that they are separated and funded as a budget item with 0100 
funds.  Reid suggested that the committee vote to register general support of supplying grant-in-aid funds 
and assign the chair to work on a specific statement.  No reservations or objections were expressed, and 
Sullivan said he will work with Walter Weyhmann to write up a statement. 
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5.   Mineral Resources Research Center 
 
 Kenneth Reid said he would like to have the committee consider the situation of MRRC, which 
the reallocation plan recommends to be cut.  He said he received the information only yesterday and has 
had limited time to respond.  He observed that research done at MRRC has greatly benefited the area.  
Taconite, for example created a one million dollar tax income.  Unfortunately there is little institutional 
memory of all that has been done.  The present and future also, however, indicate a need for such 
research.  Last December the Governor's Blue Ribbon Committee report on mining cited a need for more 
support of research into new mineral resources.  He acknowledged that the reallocation planners had to 
make tough decisions, but asked if this committee would consider making a statement regarding the 
importance of mineral resources research.  
 
 Sullivan suggested a letter stating that in view of MRRC's continuing record of contributions and 
the current need for mineral resources, the SRC views with concern the proposal to eliminate MRRC.  It 
was moved, seconded (Reid/Klinger) and unanimously carried to send this message. 
 
6.   Issues for Future Meetings 
 
 Brenner reported that the final draft of the Space Rental Policy will be ready for review at the 
February meeting.  Copies will be distributed. 
 
 The Fraud Policy is moving along.  Concern was expressed that it said little about potential 
whistle blowers and the need to protect those who act in good faith from retaliation. 
 
 The meeting was adjourned at 10:00. 
 
    -- Catherine Winter 
 
University of Minnesota 


