
[In these minutes: Introductions, Updates on 1999-00 agenda items, 2000-01 agenda items] 

SOCIAL CONCERNS COMMITTEE  

MINUTES 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 2000 
3:00 - 4:30 
300 MORRILL HALL 

[These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the University of 
Minnesota Senate or Twin Cities Campus Assembly; none of the comments, conclusions, or 
actions reported in these minutes represent the view of, nor are they binding on the Senate or 
Assembly, the Administration, or the Board of Regents.] 

PRESENT: George French (chair), Katherine Anderson, Robert Brown, Patricia Cavanaugh, 
Mike Davey, Selma de Ridder, Anthony Eliseuson, John Jensen, Andrew Kuhlmann, Geri 
Malandra, Wesley Matson, Annette McNamee, Jean Niemiec, Luis Ramos-Garcia. 

REGRETS: Catherine Forseide-Hussain, Margaret Kuchenreuther, Mary Steinke, Julie 
Sweitzer. 

ABSENT: John Beatty, Judi Linder, Angelita Reyes, Greg Schooler. 

GUESTS: Katherine Peterson. 

1. INTRODUCTIONS 

Professor French welcomed everyone to the first meeting, distributed information packets, and 
asked that each member introduce themselves. 

2. UPDATES ON 1999-00 AGENDA ITEMS 

SWEATSHOP LABOR 
Last year, the University appointed a task force to look at vendor licensing for University 
products and, in particular, where the products were being made. During this process, two 
organizations were formed, the Fair Labor Association (FLA) which was flawed by corporate 
interests and the Workers Rights Consortium (WRC) which was still in its infancy. While the 
task force was working, the Social Concerns Committee was also conducting its own research 
and recommended to the task force that the University join the WRC. The task force agreed and 
passed the recommendation on to the President. Representatives, including Professor French, 
were then sent to the WRC's founding conference on April 4, 2000. The University's joining is 
conditional though, pending how the formation and reporting is worked out for the WRC. 

Q: Is the task force still meeting? 



A: The task force has not been disbanded but its charge is unclear since it forwarded the 
recommendation last spring. Mark Rotenberg will be contacted to see if it will still be meeting. 

HOUSING 
Student housing was looked at in terms of cost and availability. The Twin Cities has a booming 
economy that is creating a severe housing shortage. With a decreased supply and an increased 
demand, fewer affordable units are available. Information was gathered and a comparison was 
done between University housing and up-scale private units. The idea of a task force being 
assembled was also considered. 

Q: Was on and off campus housing discussed? 

A: Yes since both affect students. 

Q: Was MPIRG involved or was there any communication with community organizations? 

A: No since the committee just gathered some basic information. 

The committee then suggested that the following people could be contacted for more 
information: Mary Ann Ryan, Director of University Housing; Institutional Relations, the Center 
for Urban and Regional Affairs (CURA), Ed Goetz, Professor in the Humphrey Center for Public 
Affairs; and john powell, Professor in the Law School. 

PROXY VOTING 
The Social Concerns Committee is charged by the Regents to review the social impact 
resolutions associated with the University's stock holding and vote for or against each resolution. 
This issue will be a part of each meeting spring semester. 

3. 2000-01 AGENDA ITEMS 

Professor French noted that each item from last year will continue to be reported on until the 
issue is resolved. He then turned to information on the Scholars at Risk program. He noted that 
this item was forwarded from Professor Margaret Kuchenreuther as a possible agenda item and 
then read information from the packet. He then asked for feedback from the committee. 

Committee members made the following comments: 

• Joining does not do anything, advertising is needed 
• Where does the money for this program come from? Is it expected from the University's 

who participate? 
• More information is needed 
• There is a bigger issue to be looked at 

Professor French then introduced Katherine Peterson who had approached him about a possible 
agenda item for the committee. Katherine Peterson said that as a member of the Student 



Organization for Animal Rights (SOAR) she would like the committee to look at how animals in 
research are being treated. She and her group believe that ethical wrongs are being committed by 
certain researchers at the University. There are also internal problems as the board who approves 
experiments is composed mostly of the researchers performing the experiments. SOAR has 
asked for public information regarding the treatment of these animals but has been rejected each 
time. 

Q: Have you spoken with the Research Committee about this issue? 

A: Members in the past have tried, without any luck. I still need to talk with the committee to see 
if sentiments have changed. 

Q: Do you have information from any medical professionals? 

A: We know of two groups of doctors who disagree with animal research and who could be 
contacted to speak to the committee. 

Q: What information on animal research is public? 

A: Information not pertinent to the study, such as what the animals are fed, how often the cages 
are cleaned, contact between animals, and how the animal died. 

Q: Can you define what you mean by ethical treatment and animal rights? 

A: The current law is against most animal rights, but we feel that the University is in violation of 
the little bit of law that exists. SOAR feels that it is unethical to experiment on unwilling animals 
and that some experiments are questionable regarding what new evidence, if any, they produce. 

The committee then made the following comments: 

• Decision cannot be grounded in rights since no agreement can be reached 
• Are we considering only unnecessary experiments or all experiments? 
• A history of what has been done at the University would be helpful 

It was then decided that Katherine Peterson should provide more information to the committee in 
October, including information on experiments at the University and the constitution, minutes, 
and agendas from SOAR. Other speakers from the other side of the issue, such as Professor 
Ponce de Leon and Jeffrey Kahn, would also be contacted to bring more information to the 
committee. 

OTHER BUSINESS 

A committee member brought up the ethics behind coaches getting money from private 
companies, such as Nike, when the University is investigating how theirproducts are being 



manufactured. Professor French decided that some research would be done into this issue before 
being discussed by the committee. 

Another member noted that with all the emphasis being placed on plant genomics, the committee 
might need to be prepared to provide a position statement on the issue. 

With no further business, Professor French thanked everyone for attending and adjourned the 
meeting. 

Rebecca Hippert 
University Senate  


