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Resolution on Classroom Health and Safety under COVID-19
Chair Ned Patterson reminded members that this special SCC meeting was called (1) to review
and discuss a resolution brought to the committee for consideration by faculty senators
Professors Willam Jones, Ellen Messer-Davidow, and Michael Minta, and (2) to vote on whether
to hold a special University Senate meeting to discuss the merits of the resolution. Patterson also
told members that the SCC leadership was supportive of the SCC calling a special University
Senate meeting.

Professor Jones stated that he protested the way that the special SCC meeting was being
conducted and explained that the authors of the resolution had requested to bring the resolution
to the Faculty Senate rather than the University Senate, but was told by Patterson that they would
have to present it to the University Senate. Jones then referenced the Faculty Senate Constitution,
which states that “special meetings of the Faculty Senate may be held upon the call of the
president, the Faculty Consultative Committee, or upon written request of ten members of the
Faculty Senate.” Jones told members that eighteen faculty senators had requested a meeting of



the Faculty Senate. Patterson explained that the authors could request a vote by the SCC to bring
the resolution to the Faculty Senate, but that the SCC would also vote on whether to bring the
resolution to the University Senate. The resolution, Patterson said, impacts constituents other
than faculty, and those groups should be able to voice their concerns with and/or support for the
resolution. Minta then requested that the resolution be brought to the Faculty Senate first,
explaining that the language was drafted to address concerns heard among faculty. Other SCC
members agreed to support the Faculty Senate discussing the resolution first.

Faculty senators Jones, Messer-Davidow, and Minta then presented the Resolution on Classroom
Health and Safety under COVID-19.

Executive Vice President and Provost Rachel Croson thanked the senators for their advocacy and
provided the following information:

● The University has benchmarked with peer institutions and has identified what works in
terms of COVID-19 safety measures, and what does not work.

● There are many safety options available to the University community, but each measure
requires time, money, and people resources. The administration has thought carefully
about what is sustainable in the long term, and the current plan represents a collaborative
and thoughtful approach.

● The COVID-19 safety measures currently in place have been successful, with over 90%
of the University population vaccinated. Combined with a mask mandate, campus is very
safe.

● There has been no evidence of transmission or outbreaks in the classroom.

Members asked the authors if the resolution has been consulted on by stakeholders other than
faculty that may be impacted by the resolution. The authors told the committee that the
resolution has not been brought to any other committees at this time, adding that the resolution
was written entirely by faculty, and the authors would like it to be discussed by the Faculty
Senate first. It would be premature to bring the resolution to a University Senate meeting because
the resolution has not been consulted on by other constituencies, they said.

Sarani Millican, Student Senate Consultative Committee chair, told the authors that the rhetoric
about wanting just faculty input and therefore not gathering input from other stakeholders makes
her feel shut out of the process. The resolution has been presented as a time sensitive issue and
therefore has been granted a special senate meeting, which only adds to concerns about the
resolution not being properly consulted, she said. Millican stated that she would like an
opportunity for students to weigh in on the resolution and suggested that it would be best brought
to the University Senate, rather than the Faculty Senate. Some members agreed and provided the
following points:

● The language in the resolution would impact faculty, staff, and students, but has been
written for faculty consideration only.

● Faculty senators far outweigh the other constituents on the University Senate; there is an
imbalance that non-faculty senators may find unsettling.

● Given that the resolution specifically impacts the entire community, the process that the
authors are requesting (i.e. that the resolution be brought to the Faculty Senate first) is not
the correct process. If the resolution was focused on faculty only, then the request to go to
the Faculty Senate would be appropriate.

● It would be more inclusive to consult on the resolution in committees first.

https://drive.google.com/file/d/17LHipM0psc8_ci-XZuI8TBeDh16Wg0iU/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/17LHipM0psc8_ci-XZuI8TBeDh16Wg0iU/view?usp=sharing


● Faculty represent roughly 4,700 individuals in a more than 50,000 member community.
● As has been communicated with previous student-led resolutions, broad consultation is

imperative.
● Given the short timeline, it is most appropriate to engage the full community now.

The resolution authors then provided the following information:
● The resolution is not intended to exclude other constituents, but rather, capture the

concerns heard among faculty on campus. The intent is to bring the faculty together to
discuss whether the resolution is representative of faculty concerns, and then, if it is
representative and is endorsed by the Faculty Senate, then it may be appropriate to bring
the resolution to the University Senate.

● The authors encourage other committees to consider drafting parallel resolutions.

Zenzele Isoke expressed support for the authors’ request to go to the Faculty Senate first and
explained that it is important for the faculty to be able to broadly discuss the safety issues that
faculty are facing and are concerned about.

SCC members voted to hold special meetings of the Faculty and University Senates on October
6, 2021. Members also voted to schedule the Faculty Senate meeting prior to the University
Senate meeting.

Patterson thanked everyone for their input and said that the SCC leadership has consistently tried
to promote all constituencies working together.
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