
SENATE COMMITTEE ON STUDENT AFFAIRS 
MINUTES OF MEETING 
FEBRUARY 19, 2003 
 
[In these minutes:  Welcome, Smoke Free Entrances to University Buildings, Student 
Code of Conduct, Minnesota Private College Council Proposal] 
 
[These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the 
University Senate or Twin Cities 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:  Cheryl Meyers, chair, David Lenander, Jim Turman, Jean Marie Del Santo, 
Gerald Rinehart, Janet Schottel, Kari Lindeman 
 
REGRETS:  Amy Lee, Nick Cecconi 
 
ABSENT:  Yasemin Kaygisiz 
 
OTHERS:  Gabriele Schmiegel, Tina Falkner 
 
GUESTS:  Dr. Edward Ehlinger, Director, Boynton Health Service; David Golden, 
Director of Public Health, Boynton Health Service; Meredith McGrath, Associate 
Director, Student Judicial Affairs, John S. Anderson, chair Student Judicial Affairs 
Committee; Frank Viggiano, Executive Director, Minnesota State University Student 
Association (MSUSA) 
 
I).  Professor Meyers called the meeting to order and asked those present to introduce 
themselves. 
 
II).  Professor Meyers welcomed Dr. Ehlinger, Director, Boynton Health Service and 
chair of the Alcohol, Tobacco and Other Drug Committee (ATOD).  Dr. Ehlinger 
provided members with background information on ATOD, which was established 
several years ago by McKinley Boston to look at alcohol, tobacco and other drug issues 
on campus. 
 
Approximately two years ago the committee received numerous complaints from 
students, faculty and staff concerning being exposed to environmental tobacco smoke 
outside University buildings.  The ATOD committee examined whether or not the 
University should adopt a policy that would make entrances to University buildings 
smoke free.  Many institutions throughout the country have adopted such a policy.  After 
thoroughly examining the issue, the committee unanimously recommended that a policy 
be put in place to ban the use of tobacco within 25 feet of main pedestrian entrances to 
University buildings as well as prohibit smoking in the enclosed portion of the 
Washington Avenue pedestrian bridge.  This policy was then brought before President 



Bruininks and the Executive Committee, which approved the ATOD committee’s 
recommendation. 
 
Introduction of this new policy to the University community will be implemented later 
this spring.  All buildings will be outfitted with signs to make people aware of the new 
policy. Dr. Ehlinger noted that concerns over how this policy will be enforced have been 
voiced.  He noted that other institutions that have implemented a similar policy have used 
social enforcement as a means to enforce this policy.  For individuals that refuse to 
comply with the social enforcement, Environmental Health and Safety and eventually the 
University Police Department could be called, but it is unlikely this would be necessary. 
 
The goal of the policy is to have a marked reduction in smoking around University 
building entrances.  The University plans to offer a variety of cessation programs, so if 
individuals want to quit, these services will be available. 
 
Professor Meyers thanked Dr. Ehlinger and David Golden for sharing this new policy 
with the committee. 
 
III).  STUDENT CODE OF CONDUCT:  Professor Meyers welcomed Meredith 
McGrath, Associate Director, Student Judicial Affairs, and asked that she lead a 
discussion on the revised Student Code of Conduct.  The committee will be asked to vote 
to either approve or disapprove the revised Student Code of Conduct once discussion on 
this issue has been completed. 
 
The motive behind revising the Code was to bring it up-to-date by broadening some of 
the language as well as removing out-of-date vernacular.  Ms. McGrath highlighted the 
proposed changes to the Code. 
 
Ms. McGrath opened up the meeting for questions.  Discussion highlights included: 
 

• A member asked about whether there is an appeal process in place for the Student 
Code of Conduct.  Ms. McGrath assured members the University has an appeal 
process. 

• A member recommended publicizing the Student Code of Conduct in conjunction 
with all other University policies such as the Sexual Harassment Policy, 
Computer Use Policy, etc.  By consolidating all the policies that students, faculty 
and staff need to be familiar with would make it much more convenient for all.  
There needs to be a major push to disseminate the policy by colleges, etc.  It 
seems oftentimes that students become familiar with the Code for the first time 
when they are in trouble. 

• There was concern that the Code was vague in its jurisdiction.  It was suggested 
the language be clarified to make it incontestable.  On the other side of this issue 
were comments supporting judicious interpretation.  A comment was made that 
no amount of definition would make it possible to define every possible situation 
that could arise. 



• A member recommended giving examples in the policy because many 
international and multi-national students interpret words differently e.g. 
plagiarism, sexual harassment, etc. 

 
A motion was made and seconded to vote to accept the University’s Student Code of 
Conduct as it was presented to the committee.  The motion passed with a vote of 5 to 1. 
 
IV).  Professor Meyers introduced the next agenda item, the proposal by the Minnesota 
Private College Council (MPCC) to provide additional funding for the State Grant 
Program.  The Student Senate Consultative Committee (SSCC) has asked the Senate 
Committee on Student Affairs (SCSA) to explore this issue and provide SSCC with a 
recommendation to support or oppose this proposal.  In order for members to make an 
informed decision, there will be a series of visitors representing different perspectives on 
this issue at SCSA meetings.  In order to hear all perspectives on this issue, an additional 
meeting has been scheduled on March 5, 2003 from 2:00 – 3:00.  At the March 5th 
meeting members will hear from Peter Zetterberg, Director, Institutional Research and 
Reporting, University of Minnesota. 
 
Next, Professor Meyers introduced and welcomed Frank Viggiano, Executive Director, 
Minnesota State University Student Association (MSUSA) representing the MnSCU 
(Minnesota State Colleges and Universities) perspective on this issue.  According to Mr. 
Viggiano, a very small group of private colleges and universities (MPCC) is attempting 
to drive the funding for the Minnesota State Grant Program with a proposal to 
significantly reduce state grant appropriations to the University of Minnesota and the 
MnSCU.  Mr. Viggiano reported that Governor Pawlenty’s budget proposal was 
announced yesterday and it does not add $60 million to the State Grant Program, but 
rather takes $60 million from the University and MnSCU’s base budgets and moves it to 
MHESO (Minnesota Higher Education Services Office) in both the next biennium and 
the 2006 – 2007 biennium ($120 million total).  The only way to replace this money 
would be through tuition increases at public institutions.  Mr. Viggiano stated that this 
proposition is a perfect example of attempting to take from the many and give to the few. 
 
Mr. Viggiano noted that the State of Minnesota has the 4th highest funded State Grant 
Program based on per capita dollars in the country.  Although Minnesota is 4th in terms of 
the dollars it appropriates to financial aid, the state ranks 31st in the percentage of 
undergraduate students that receive grants; only 13.75% of Minnesota students receive 
grants.  This means significant amounts of money are given to a very small group of 
people, the vast majority are attending private institutions.  Private institutions do not 
have an obligation to answer to the state but only to their board of trustees.  Mr. Viggiano 
believes it is a travesty to take public dollars and turn them over to the public sector and 
put the additional burden on students to run the state’s public institutions. 
 
Mr. Viggiano outlined 8 MSUSA recommendations to the legislature on how to cut costs 
and better deliver state financial aid to low-income students in Minnesota: 
 



• Block Grant state grant dollars to the University of Minnesota and MnSCU and 
provide funding to the Department of Finance (or other appropriate state 
department) for private institutions. 

• Eliminate MHESO and transfer necessary functions to appropriate state agencies. 
• Mandate all financial aid dollars go to students based on the income of the student 

and their family.  To base the State Grant Program on the cost of an institution 
makes no sense.  The Pell Grant Program is based entirely on income and is 
institutionally blind to the cost of an institution.  Mr. Viggiano believes all 
financial aid programs should operate this way. 

• If the state is short of money, raise the student share of the State Grant Program 
back to 50%.  Under the current program there is a student share and a 
government share.  Currently, the student share is 46% and the government share 
is 54%.  The complexities of this formula it makes it difficult to explain, but 
basically when the percentage of the student share is reduced more monies are 
shifted to the private sector.  Of the $130 million in State Grant Program funding 
last year, private institutions received 52.5% of the money.  A recent analysis 
disclosed that there are approximately 175,000 – 180,000 students attending 
MnSCU and the University that are Minnesota residents that would qualify for 
financial aid and only 29,000 private college students that are Minnesota residents 
that would qualify, yet the private institutions receive over half of the state grant 
money.  If one looks at the number of recipients of financial aid 2/3s attend public 
institutions and 1/3 attend private institutions.  These numbers reveal that those 
that attend private institutions on average receive much larger grants.  The current 
State Grant Program is not progressive but rather regressive because it recognizes 
cost as a higher priority than a student’s income. 

• Provide funding for the Work Study Program and Child Care Program to higher 
education systems based on prior demand for these programs.  Low-income 
students attending public institutions took advantage of these programs much 
more than students attending private institutions, however, MHESO eliminated 
these programs in order to retain the State Grant Program. 

• Separately earmark all financial aid related appropriations to the University of 
Minnesota and MnSCU independent from the agency’s base budget. 

• Keep all income from the SELF Loan Program within the program and make in 
school interest support a primary goal of the program. 

• Prorate state grant awards if the program is retained and provide protection for all 
low-income recipients. 

 
During the course of his presentation, Mr. Viggiano referred to several handouts he 
distributed and relayed some alarming statistics concerning the Minnesota State Grant 
Program.  According to Mr. Viggiano the statistics clearly illustrate that Minnesota has a 
very rich program for the private sector and a mediocre program for the public sector, 
especially for part-time and non-traditional students.  Another frightening trend is the 
number of students attending private career schools.  Many of these students according to 
Mr. Viggiano are paying enormous amounts of money for questionable degrees.  The 
private colleges and universities in conjunction with the private career schools represent a 
significant amount of the real growth in the State Grant Program. 



 
At the conclusion of his presentation and discussion with the committee, Mr. Viggiano 
thanked members for the opportunity to address this issue. 
 
V).  Hearing no further business, Professor Meyers adjourned the meeting. 
 
        Renee Dempsey 
        University Senate 


