
SENATE RESEARCH COMMITTEE• 
Minutes of the Meeting 

March 31, 1994 
 
 
PRESENT: Al Yonas (chair), Eric Klinger, N.L. Gault, Stephen Rich, Allen Goldman, Anne Petersen, 

Signe Betsinger 
 
REGRETS: Paul Sackett, Jeylan Mortimer 
 
OTHERS: Mark Brenner 
 
 
The minutes of the last meeting were approved as written. 
 
Professor Yonas convened the meeting at 12:30 p.m.  The first item of business was a discussion relative to 
charging system for research dogs from Research Animal Resources.  This issue had been brought to 
Professor Yonas' attention by Professor Feeney.  Professor Feeney explained in his letter that when one 
writes a grant, quotes about how much a conditioned or unconditioned dog will cost.  Acute dogs cost 
$80.00 and conditioned dogs cost $180.00.  Also in the case of acute dogs, orders must be placed one week 
or more in advance of delivery and per diem charges for acute dogs begin the day after arrival at the 
University.  On top of that animal board must be considered during the investigation.  Therefore, an 
investigator could have the bad fortune to order a dog for a specified date and get a dog with a long stay in 
inventory.  It is Professor Feeney's position that additional charges such as this are a definate hindrance to 
research endeavors.  To cover for such charges, an investigator may have to budget an additional 30%, but 
this would not be predictable and would exceed the RAR quoted prices.   
 
Professor Yonas stated that he had a telephone conversation with Dr. Patrick Manning, Director of Research 
Animal Resources regarding Professor Feeney's letter.  Dr. Manning disagreed with Professor Feeney's 
claim.  Professor Yonas suggested that Dr. Manning speak directly to Professor Feeney.  Professor Yonas 
said that he later received a call from Dr. Manning's assistant who indicated that the issue as Professor 
Feeney related it was accurate.  The assistant said that they would try to fax to Professor Yonas some sort of 
a statement clarifying the policy. 
 
Faculty who think they are being ill-treated by service organizations should be able to complain directly to 
the department and get a reasonable response, commented one member.  Another member queried whether 
the policy was being followed.  Professor Yonas responded that he thought they were following the policy.  
Should the policy be changed?  Another member commented that there are two issues:  1) the policy - the 
pricing goes with the luck of the draw and, 2) the way in which people are treated.  The costs of board 
should be built into the policy, added another member, and to whom should the complaint go?   
 
The Committee agreed that it should wait and see if a document is provided by RAR and to follow any 
developments relative to this issue. 
 
One member inquired as to what happened relative to the interaction between the University and the Animal 
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Rights Coalition.  Vice President Petersen responded that the Animal Rights Coalition won - investigators 
have been asked to turn over 1,500 pages of information. 
 
Professor Yonas commented that the Committee did send a resolution to the Attorney's Office and has not 
heard back from anyone.  Should the Committee ask once more as to what the position with respect to 
litigation and support of the legal needs of the faculty and staff who are involved with this issue? 
 


