
MINUTES 

University Staff Central Committee 

10.26.17 

 

MEMBERS PERSENT: J. Rebholz, T. Fritter, R. Hernandez, B. Goldade, R. Garcia 

MEMBERS ABSENT: None 

OTHERS PRESENT: C. Maney, M. Bradley, S. Hildebrand, R. Jeris, P. Sheehan 

At 2:00PM, Chair Fritter called the meeting to order and instructed the Secretary to record all of those 

present. 

Chair Fritter paused to accept public comments. Mr. Terry Fritter noted that it was this week in 2001 

that the USA Patriot Act was signed, allowing for greater surveillance of private citizens.   

Mr. Jake Rebholz stated that he felt he owed the Central Committee and Mr. Courtland Maney an 

apology for his remarks at the previous meeting, stating that he had been incorrect in his assertion that 

the Committee may be acting in violation of open meetings laws. Mr. Rebholz concluded that 

disagreements among members did not justify his loss of temper at the time. 

Chair Fritter opened discussion on the appeal of the decision of the Appointments Committee as it 

related to the naming of members to the Bylaws Committee. Chair Fritter noted that on the advice of 

the Office of Legal Affairs and in consultation with the Office of Human Resources the conversation 

regarding the appeal should be conducted in closed session. 

Mr. Goldade moved, seconded by Mr. Garcia, pursuant to Open Meetings exemption: Wis. Stats. 19.85( 

1) ( c ) and (f), to meet in closed session. 

Concern was expressed that if the Committee were to proceed with the motion as made exceptions 

could be taken to the citing of these particular statute sections as justification for closed session. 

Question was raised as to how 19.85 ( 1), ( c ) and ( f ), relate to the topic under discussion. Secretary 

inquired for a clarification if it had been proper for other committees of shared governance to meet 

under these provisions but an objection was being made that the Central Committee should not meet in 

this instance under these provisions. Reply was in the affirmative. Concern was raised that according to 

the compliance guide as provided by the Office of the Attorney General, instances in which (f) can be 

used are, “extremely limited”. 

Representative of the Office of Legal Affairs replied that while ( f ) is limited, the portion covering 

“adverse affect” may apply. Representative of Legal Affairs was unsure as to the use of ( c ) in this 

instance. 

Question was raised as to which poses the greater danger, meeting in closed session when a committee 

should not have, or discussing matters in open session that could have qualified for discussion in closed 

session. 

All voted in favor of the motion to meet in closed session. MOTION CARRIED. 



***closed session*** 

At 3:15PM, Mr. Goldade moved, seconded by Mr. Garcia, to return to open session. All in Favor. 

MOTION CARRIED. 

Mr. Rebholz moved, seconded by Mr. Riley, to add to the draft Agenda of the 20 November Congress 

meeting, an appeal of the Appointments Committee appointments of the Bylaws Committee. 

Question was raised if it was anticipated that such a discussion or decision item by Congress would 

include a discussion of those appointed by the Appointments Committee to the Bylaws Committee. 

Concern was expressed regarding the difficulty of attempting to hold a closed session of the full 

Congress, and if so, under which provision would be the most appropriate for them to meet. 

General agreement was heard that the scope of the appeal would be limited to the process only by 

which the members of the Bylaws Committee were chosen. Secretary was instructed that the appeal 

would not be listed as a closed session item as the Congress would not be discussing those selected, or 

evaluating or choosing alternate members to those selected by the Appointments Committee. 

Appellants Garcia and Rebholz pledged not to reapply for appointment to the Bylaws Committee if the 

Congress were to instruct the Secretary to re-open applications in that regard.  

Vote taken on motion to add the appeal to the Congress Agenda. 3 voted in favor, 2 against. MOTION 

CARRIED. 

Secretary inquired if the Central Committee wished to take action on the question if the currently 

named Bylaws Committee should continue it’s meeting schedule. 

Discussion was heard as to how much time should be made available for the added Agenda item. 

Secretary noted that the submitted draft Agenda had already been full prior to the addition of the new 

appeal item. Discussion was heard if existing items should be reduced in time or removed. General 

agreement was heard that two of the items scheduled for 20 minutes should be removed and the 

Secretary instructed to attempt to re-schedule those items for a future Agenda.  

Mr. Rebholz moved, seconded by Mr. Garcia, to approve the Agenda for the 20 November Congress 

meeting with the removal of draft Agenda items 5 and 7 and including 40 Minutes for the Appeal 

Agenda item. All in favor. MOTION CARRIED.                   

Chair inquired of the Secretary if a ten minute break would be required for interpretation services. 

Secretary replied in the Affirmative. General agreement was heard that a ten minute break would occur 

after the report by Vice Provost Sims. 

Chair noted that the 29 November meeting would be moved to 30 November and an additional meeting 

would be scheduled for 22 November. 

At 3:36PM, Mr. Rebholz moved, seconded by Ms. Hernandez, to adjourn. All in Favor. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

Minutes prepared and submitted by: J. Lease  / Secretary     


