
Student Senate Consultative Committee (SSCC)  
November 17, 2016 
Minutes of the Meeting  

These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the University of Minnesota 
Senate; none of the comments, conclusions, or actions reported in these minutes represents the views of, 
nor are they binding on, the senate, the administration, or the Board of Regents.  

[In these minutes: Freedom of Expression and Academic Freedom; Updates from SSCC 
Members; Campus-Area Safety Task Force Update; Learning Space Master Plan]  

PRESENT: Trish Palermo (chair), Katie Ledermann, Jonathan Borowsky, Patrick English, John 
Freude, Madison Schwartz, Noelle Sjoquist, Fanda Yang 

REGRETS: Zane Bloom, Taylor Cronen 

ABSENT: None. 

GUESTS: Colin Campbell, chair, Faculty Consultative Committee (FCC); Chandler Peterson, 
co-chair, Campus-Area Safety Task Force; Maria Sera, chair, Classroom Advisory 
Subcommittee (CAS) 

OTHERS: Becky Hippert, senate associate, University Senate Office; Lauren Mitchell, chair, 
Student Representatives to the Board of Regents 

Chair Trish Palermo welcomed the committee.  

1. Freedom of expression and academic freedom – Chair Palermo introduced Colin Campbell, 
chair, Faculty Consultative Committee (FCC). Campbell began by providing an overview of 
discussions surrounding freedom of expression and academic freedom. At the FCC retreat in 
September 2016, this issue was high on the priority list for faculty for the coming year, Campbell 
said, and specifically a discussion on the freedoms of expression that we currently have at the 
University, and the responsibilities that the University has as a public institution. After hearing 
feedback from students who felt that University administrators do not listen to the needs of 
students, Campbell is seeking to work as equal partners with students in addressing issues of 
freedom of expression and academic freedom, and would like to form a small working group to 
plan one to three forums in spring 2017. 

Fanda Yang asked Campbell to elaborate on the types of forums that would be planned for 
spring. Campbell responded that while it may be more convenient to have the conversations at 
the University Senate meeting, they are not particularly well attended. Campbell said that it will 
be important to create events that people are interested in coming to, adding that faculty are 
willing to put in time and money to this effort, but that student interest is essential. 

John Freude said that issues of freedom of expression and academic freedom are discussed 
frequently in the Humphrey School of Public Affairs. Specifically; Freude said, a survey 
conducted by the college revealed that many minority students did not know about many of the 



resources available to them. Freude confirmed that he would like to be a member of the working 
group to plan spring forums. 

Palermo asked about participation on system campuses and how system campus members would 
be included in planning. Campbell said that he felt the forums should be focused on the Twin 
Cities campus, as other campuses may have their own initiatives in this area. These forums could 
serve as a model for system campuses, Campbell added, but since different issues are present on 
each campus, participation in the forums should be limited. 

Palermo asked if the Minnesota Student Association (MSA), Professional Student Government 
(PSG), and the Council of Graduate Students (COGS) had been approached about participation 
in these forums. Campbell replied that yes, MSA and PSG had been approached and were on 
board. Abeer Syedah, chair, MSA, indicated to Campbell that she would work with Palermo on 
how best to involve undergraduate students. Campbell said that he would like the SSCC and 
other student groups to take the lead on identifying who should be involved in the forums; in his 
view, Campbell said, students and faculty should lead the conversation rather than staff. 

Jonathan Borowsky asked if there was a concrete University policy that might be used to frame 
these discussions, since marginalized students may feel more engaged in a forum with a policy 
focus. Campbell replied that he thought there was much confusion surrounding what the law and 
policies were relating to freedom of expression, and agreed that it was most effective to frame 
the conversation around concrete issues and policies rather than ideas.  

Palermo asked Campbell what his timeline was for these forums. Campbell replied that he’d like 
the first event to take place in early spring 2017, with the planning group working this semester.  

2. Updates from SSCC Members – Palermo invited SSCC members to discuss what their 
respective students government groups were working on. Patrick English said that MSA is 
working on the “How Are You?” campaign, and Support the U Day activities. Borowsky said 
that COGS is working on internal funding issues at the college level, preparing a draft resolution 
on rejecting complacency in mental health services, and following up on action items from the 
recent COGS forum addressing teaching assistant issues, which was heavily attended. Freude 
said that PSG recently had a successful tailgating event, and will next hold a tailgating event at a 
Duluth hockey game, in addition to working on issues such as funding for mental health services 
and the free expression forum. Ellie Sjoquist said that the Crookston Student Association (CSA) 
was working on the search for their new chancellor, providing input on the University-wide 
strategic plan effort, and finishing their work on midterm alerts. Katie Ledermann said that the 
Morris Campus Students Association (MCSA) was working on a unity event. Lauren Mitchell, 
chair, Student Representatives to the Board of Regents, and member, Senate Committee on 
Educational Policy (SCEP), said that SCEP is continuing their work on the excused absence 
policy (they have had some additional requests for revisions from other groups), but the addition 
of University Senate and Student Senate meetings to the policy is non-controversial and is likely 
to pass the SCEP vote. After SCEP votes on the addition, it will move to the Policy Advisory 
Committee (PAC) for a vote, possibly move to the President’s Policy Committee (PPC), and then 
be up for 30-day comprehensive review. There is the possibility that this would be added to the 
policy for the March senate meeting. 



At this point, Palermo needed to leave the meeting, and Yang acted as chair. 

3. Campus-Area Safety Task Force update – Yang introduced Chandler Peterson, co-chair, 
Campus-Area Safety Task Force, to give an update on the work of the task force. Peterson 
provided an overview of a proposal that the task force has created to present to Parking and 
Transportation Services (PTS) after receiving feedback from senators at the November Student 
Senate meeting, and through a survey sent to Twin Cities student senators. The task force is 
recommending Parking and Transportation Services offer $1 after-hours parking for students in 
all of the non-contract lots on campus. Peterson asked for feedback on their proposal before they 
meet with PTS to present the proposal. 

Borowsky said that it is important to graduate students that the task force be very specific about 
the differences between day and night parking, since many graduate students arrive early and 
stay after hours. Borowsky suggested adding the following or similar language to the proposal: 
“Parking will be charged at the regular daily rate until 6 p.m., and at $1 after 6 p.m. (all students 
pay day rate + $1).” 

4. Learning Space Master Plan – Yang introduced Maria Sera, chair, Classroom Advisory 
Subcommittee (CAS). Sera began by providing the committee with an overview of CAS’ 
Development of a Learning Space Master Plan as part of the University Strategic Plan. Sera said 
that she has heard of several issues with the planning of new spaces and rennovations at the 
University, and she and CAS would like to see better planning in the area or learning spaces. 
Currently: 

• Teaching spaces may be very far from faculty office spaces 
• There is a lack of handicap accessibility in existing facilities 
• There is a lack of discovery-based learning spaces, though the University is a leader in 

this area (for example, Bruininks Hall) 
• The Tate Laboratory renovation has removed much teaching space, and there does not 

seem to be plan to address this loss of space 

CAS has reviewed several other institutions’ strategic classroom plans, including New York 
University and Stanford, and would like to see this type of planning implemented at the 
University. There are people at the University who have expertise in this area and could lead the 
effort of creating a learning space master plan, Sera added. The outlined proposal, sent to the 
Senate Committee on Educational Policy (SCEP) in May 2014, was not approved by the 
administration; CAS is now looking into why this was not pursued by administrators, and has 
invited Capital Planning to present at an upcoming CAS meeting. 

Mitchell said that she has taught classes in Bruininks Hall, where the majority of Active 
Learning Classrooms are housed, and found the setting to be a poor fit for her course. Mitchell 
said that she felt the University should plan to provide a better fit between the types of classes 
being taught and the spaces assigned to instructors. Sera responded that she understood that the 
Office of the Executive Vice President and Provost is ultimately in charge of this, and that 
Provost Karen Hanson would be attending the next CAS meeting to speak on this issue along 
with the Capital Planning Office. Sera added that she has heard that many do not like to teach in 



the center of the classroom, as laid out in Bruininks Hall, and that some of those rooms are 
already slated for renovation (which occurs in all spaces on a five-year cycle). Sera said she was 
unsure how the Office of Classroom Management assigned classes to specific rooms, but she has 
noticed that they respond well to feedback from instructors. 

Borowsky said that the CAS statement seems to address three separate issues, and that it may be 
helpful to break down these items: first, recommendations for best practices and guidelines for 
classroom design and features; next, the creation of classroom capacity guidelines, with the 
educational expertise of faculty to guide the capital planning process; and finally, intentional 
assessment of needs, current and future, to inform the capital planning process. Sera noted that it 
is a fairly large project to evaluate space needs, and that currently the Office of Classroom 
Management is undertaking this project. Additionally, Sera added, the feedback from the Capital 
Planning Office is that long-term capital planning is not possible; she’s not sure why, and this 
will be part of the presentation at the next CAS meeting. 

Borowsky said that he thought the dean and vice provost for undergraduate education should be 
involved, as well as the provost, and that CAS would need to document inadequacies before 
requesting that they are remedied. Borowsky asked how CAS planned to incorporate students’ 
knowledge and perspectives into their plan. Sera replied that student members on CAS have been 
charged with identifying issues from the student perspective, and asked SSCC members how to 
best involve students in this plan. Borowsky suggested Sera reach out to student government 
groups, including the Minnesota Student Association (MSA), the Council of Graduate Students 
(COGS), and Professional Student Government (PSG). Yang advised CAS to query graduate 
teaching assistants for their feedback. While course evaluations do ask students to rate their 
learning space, Yang said, instructors are often the ones that truly know the limitations of a 
teaching space. English suggested the SSCC create a survey to send to student senators to get 
their feedback on this issue.  

English asked what CAS was ultimately asking for; rennovations, new buildings, or demolitions? 
Sera replied that this would be left to expert planners to address needs; Sera said that CAS would 
like to see the University prioritize learning space when planning new buildings and 
rennovations. English suggested CAS look at other public land grant institutions to see what they 
have in place, instead of looking at institutions like NYU and Stanford, since their situation is 
likely to be more similar to the University’s. Sera added that she would like to see classroom 
rating data from student evaluations be tied to the classrooms being evaluated, rather than the 
instructor. 

Schwartz asked if this effort was system-wide, or if it was focused only on the Twin Cities 
campus. Sera said that CAS would like to set system-wide priorities for learning spaces. 
Schwartz said that she would create and send a survey to system campus senators to get their 
feedback on issues affecting their campuses related to learning space. Sjoquist said that on her 
campus, lab renovation needs were needed more than additional learning spaces, but said that she 
would confirm this with her student body president. Mitchell added that she had heard that the 
Morris campus had building compliance issues and several critical buildings that will need to be 
addressed in the plan. 



4. Other business – Schwartz told the committee that she had emailed a template to senators that 
may be helpful in planning reports to their deans and/or chancellors. She encouraged SSCC 
members to advise their senators to use this tool if it was valuable to them. English asked if there 
was a specific date reports should be sent to deans. Schwartz replied that no, there is not a set 
date, but said that a good timeline is the one that English used for MSA senators (MSA senators 
have already met with their deans, and were advised to follow up with this letter some time in 
November). 

Hearing no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 

Barbara Irish 
University Senate Office 


