
Minutes* 
 

Senate Consultative Committee 
Thursday, May 2, 2002 

3:45 – 4:45 
Room 238A Morrill Hall 

 
 

Present: Joseph Massey (chair), Wilbert Ahern, Muriel Bebeau, Judy Berning, Susan Brorson, 
Ryan Brux, Khaled Dajani, Daniel Feeney, Yev Garif, Marti Hope Gonzales, Leonard 
Kuhi, Shawn Lavelle, Kari Lindeman, Judith Martin, Ryan Osero, Paula Rabinowitz, 
Charles Speaks  

 
Absent: Nick Cecconi, Les Drewes, Arthur Erdman, Trevor Ewanochko, Christina Frazier, 

Anthony Heryla, Candace Kruttschnitt, Matt McBlair, Jeff Ratliff-Crain 
 
Guests: Vice President Carol Carrier, Professor Fred Morrison, Vice Provost Robert Jones, 

Elizabeth Wroblewski (Office of the Chief of Staff) 
 
Others: Cathy Gillaspy (Office of the Board of Regents), Patrick Pederson (GAPSA), 
 
[In these minutes:  (1) grievance procedures; (2) protocol on mailing labels and lists; (3) additional 
students on committees] 
 
 
1. Grievance Procedure 
 
 Professor Massey convened the meeting at 3:50.  Vice President Carrier distributed four 
documents outlining the changes proposed for the grievance procedures.  Professor Massey first 
recognized Professor Goldstein, however, who asked why the grievance procedure is before this 
Committee when the Committee on Faculty Affairs has been considering it but has not yet seen the 
language proposed today?  This is short notice for review, he said. 
 
 Before getting to the issue raised by Professor Goldstein, Vice President Carrier explained that 
these procedures do not go to the Board of Regents; the Board adopts policy but does not act on 
procedures.  That means these procedures can be amended as the faculty and administration believe 
appropriate.  Ms. Wroblewski said that the policy and procedures have been separated because leaving 
them together would have required changing language in the policy and the result would be a user-
unfriendly document.  This document should help avoid questions and confusion about what to do. 
 
 In terms of the principal issue over which there has been contention, use of the procedures by 
emeriti faculty, the proposed amendment to the Board policy allows them to use the policy.  The proposed 
amendments to the procedures sets forth the conditions under which they may do so:  either to allege 
violation that occurred prior to the termination of employment or if there is an alleged violation of a 
written contract signed by the appropriate dean, vice president, or chancellor (the remedy in the latter case 
will be limited to a financial remedy).   
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 There were two issues, Professor Morrison said.  The procedures were over-lawyered and highly 
technical; both he and the Committee on Faculty Affairs objected and suitable language has now been 
substituted, and there must be a written contract approved by a dean, etc.  The rest of the changes in the 
procedures were approved long ago by the Senate.  He said he recommended approval of the current 
draft, although whether by this Committee or by Faculty Affairs was not clear. 
 
 Professor Goldstein said that Faculty Affairs has reviewed the procedures on several occasions 
and he did not want to see it bypassed now.  The changes are to be approved by the Senate, however, and 
that is not possible until next fall if action must wait on Faculty Affairs; this Committee can act on behalf 
of the Senate to adopt the procedures.  If the procedures wait until next fall, Vice President Carrier 
pointed out, then so do the emeriti faculty. 
 
 Professor Massey suggested that this Committee approve the draft subject to final approval by the 
Committee on Faculty Affairs.  Professor Feeney said he was comforted by Professor Morrison's 
endorsement; many of the issues Faculty Affairs has discussed with Professor Morrison, and if he accepts 
this version, then there is a low likelihood that Faculty Affairs will reject it.  And if Faculty Affairs does 
not approve it, then this version will not be considered approved by the Senate Consultative Committee 
acting on behalf of the Senate, Professor Martin confirmed. 
 
 Asked about the extent to which she believed emeriti faculty would use the procedures, Vice 
President Carrier said she thought not very often.  There are some things that can get muddy, Professor 
Martin pointed out (such as canceling a course if enrollment is low; what about an emeritus faculty 
member who had been promised the opportunity to teach the course?)  That should lead to caution in what 
departments will promise, Dr. Carrier said.   
 
 Dr. Carrier said she has been in touch with the emeriti faculty about the changes.   
 
 All but four members of the Committee voted to approve the changes subject to final approval by 
the Committee on Faculty Affairs; four student members of the Committee abstained because they were 
uncertain if the procedures applied to students. 
 
2. Protocol on Mailing Labels and Lists 
 
 Professor Massey distributed copies of the proposed protocol governing how Senate mailing 
labels and mailing lists will be used (in essence, items will be mailed to Senators only at the request of a 
committee; committees will receive materials only at the direction of the chair or if the staff identifies 
something that bears on a committee matter). 
 
 Mr. Pederson explained briefly the events that led to promulgation of the protocol:  he and Ms. 
Frazier wanted to send a mailing to the members of the Senate from the two of them presenting the views 
of the Graduate and Professional Student Assembly on a Senate docket item; the Senate staff had refused 
to send it on the grounds that mailings to the Senate came from committees, not individuals.  The issue is 
moot, Mr. Pederson said, because GAPSA has compiled its own database of Senators. 
 
 Professor Gonzales pointed out that the protocol is not anti-student, it simply provides that 
individuals cannot have mailing labels and lists. 
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 The Committee approved the protocol unanimously. 
 
3. Student Membership on Committees 
 
 Mr. Dajani next passed out proposed bylaw amendments to increase the number of students on 
three Senate committees:  Finance and Planning (4 to 6), Information Technologies (3 to 4), and Research 
(3 to 4).  He explained that students looked at the number of students on committees after the Senate 
agreed to increase the P&A staff representation; these three committees, in their view, should have more 
students.  The purpose is to keep an appropriate balance and voice, he explained in response to a question.  
They tried to keep the student voice appropriate while not making the committees too large. 
 
 Professor Martin said her only concern was the difficulty of getting students to agree to serve, or 
to attend meetings once they have agreed.  Mr. Dajani said that has not been a problem recently and that it 
depends on student leadership in the Senate. 
 
 The Committee approved the bylaw amendments unanimously, so they will be on the docket of 
the first meeting of the Senate in the fall. 
 
 Professor Massey adjourned the meeting at 4:30. 
 
      -- Gary Engstrand 
 
University of Minnesota 
 
  


