
MINUTES 

University Staff Congressional Central Committee 

9.28.17 

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

MEMBERS ABSENT: None 

OTHERS PRESENT: S. Hildebrand, P. Sheehan 

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

present. 

Chair Fritter paused for public comments.  

Mr. Jon Becker spoke in favor of a resolution calling for a Climate Action Plan. Mr. Becker noted that the 

Faculty Senate will consider such a resolution shortly and recommended the University Staff pass a 

parallel resolution. Mr. Becker distributed copies to the Committee. 

Question was raised if there has been a request from anyone in the University to appear on the Central 

Committee agenda regarding this topic or a request to have it placed on the Congressional Agenda. 

Secretary replied that beyond the request of Mr. Becker, who is not a University employee, there has 

not been. 

Secretary summarized a written communication from the Congressional Representative of District 205 

who objected to Congress making statements on social issues through resolutions. Secretary noted that 

he replied to the member of Congress counseling patience and emphasizing the positive aspects of 

Congressional membership. Secretary noted that he would provide the full text of either email to 

members of the Central Committee upon request.   

Ms. Hernandez arrived. 

Mr. Terry Fritter noted that it was this week in 1976 that the government provided swine flu vaccines to 

the public at no cost. 

Chair Fritter informed the Committee that he has received complaints about the atmosphere and 

behavior at Central Committee meetings and he cautioned members not to question motives during 

discussion or to filibuster during debate. 

Chair Fritter directed the attention of the Committee to the 2nd draft of the Minutes of the meeting of 

10 August. 

Mr. Goldade moved, seconded by Ms. Hernandez, to approve the Minutes. 

Secretary noted that five additions to the draft Minutes were recommended and that the Secretary had 

reformatted one of the requests and included it, and included a portion of another and had refused to 

include the remaining items. Secretary noted that these suggestions should be considered five separate 

amendments to the Minutes as each was different. 



Discussion was heard that when a member requests to include comments they made at the meeting the 

Secretary should comply rather than producing a summary as he interpreted it. 

Discussion was heard that Robert’s Rules do not require such a level of detail in Minutes, rather only the 

time, place, those in attendance, and the motions need to be recorded. 

Secretary noted that for every complaint he receives that the Minutes are too brief; he receives another 

complaint that they are too long. 

Mr. Rebholz moved, seconded by Ms. Hernandez, that his 1st Amendment to the Minutes be approved. 

Secretary questioned the relevance of the discussion of seeking additional Nepali interpreters for 

Congress meetings. 

Discussion was heard that the Secretary should be held accountable for his statement that more Nepali 

interpreters would be hired. Secretary replied that interpretation services fall under CLS and no 

personnel would be hired by his office, but he would work with CLS to expand the number of available 

personnel if possible. 

Ms. Hernandez moved, seconded by Mr. Goldade to amend the Amendment to read, “Options were 

discussed regarding additional Nepali interpretation support.” All in Favor. MOTION CARRIED. 

Vote was taken on original motion to amend the Minutes. All in Favor. MOTION CARRIED.  

Mr. Rebholz moved to approve his 2nd Amendment to the draft Minutes of the meeting of 10 August, 

which appeared on page two. 

Secretary explained that he made an addition to the original draft of the Minutes to include a portion 

reflecting the request of Mr. Rebholz, but re-wording it so as to include the portion that refers to an 

objection regarding the motivation of the speaker and thus putting the objection into proper context of 

Robert’s Rules to indicate why what he was objecting to what was inappropriate. 

Mr. Rebholz withdrew his motion to amend.     

Mr. Rebholz moved, seconded by Mr. Garcia, to approve his 5th submitted Amendment appearing on the 

final page of the 2nd Draft of the 10 August Central Committee meeting Minutes. 

Discussion was heard that a specific request had been made of the Secretary to include this language, as 

it was important to the maker of the motion that his words on this topic appear in the record. 

Secretary stated that he did not include the requested portion as he felt the entire portion of the 

Minutes related to the discussion of having twice a month Central Committee meetings, particularly as it 

resulted in no motion being made, was already too long. Secretary noted that he had explained to the 

requestor that his original intention was to reduce the entire portion to one sentence that discussion 

was heard regarding having two meetings a month. 

Discussion was heard that the portion is relevant not only to the immediate past Chair of the Central 

Committee but to the current and future Chairs as it relates to the Chair’s ability to participate in 

meetings outside of Central Committee without their being accused of participating in secret meetings. 



Discussion was heard that if a member submits material for the Minutes that reflects what they said in 

the meeting then the Secretary should accept them. 

Discussion was heard that a member had no recollection of the Chair being accused of holding private 

meetings that were inappropriate. 

Discussion was heard that when a previously scheduled meeting of the Central Committee was unable 

to take place, due to lack of a quorum, the Chair then met outside the meeting with the intended guest 

who was to appear at that meeting, this in turn lead the Chair to be accused of holding inappropriate 

private meetings and at the time the Chair emphasized the need for these appearances to take place at 

public meetings but was unable to produce a quorum which the Chair found to be suspicious.             

Secretary inquired if the maker of the motion wanted the word ‘suspicious’ to appear in the Minutes of 

the meeting. Reply was in the affirmative. 

A vote was taken on the motion to approve the Amendment. 3 opposed, 2 in favor. MOTION FAILED. 

A vote was taken on the motion to approve the draft Minutes, as now amended. With one member 

opposing, MOTION CARRIED.   

Chair directed the attention of the Committee to the draft Minutes of the meeting of 29 August. Mr. 

Goldade moved, seconded by Ms. Hernandez, to approve the Minutes. All in favor with the exception of 

Mr. Garcia, who abstained. MOTION CARRIED. 

Chair recognized the appellant in a request to appeal a motion of the Appointments Committee. 

Mr. Rebholz moved, seconded by Mr. Garcia, to add an appeal of the motion of the Appointments 

Committee regarding the selection of members of the Bylaws Committee, to the October Congressional 

Agenda. 

Secretary noted attachments in Committee packets regarding possible objections in regard to the 

committee process, as it related to the Bylaws, Robert’s Rules and Open Meetings requirements. 

Appellant stated the basis of the appeal was not in regard to process but in regard to a conflict of 

interest and an incident of patronage. 

Chair noted that if personnel are going to be discussed, rather than process, than it would be proper 

only to do so in closed session. 

Secretary noted that no closed session appears on the current Agenda and that such a session would 

have to be noticed. 

Appellant requested that a closed session be added to the next Central Committee Agenda and that a 

representative of the Office of Human Resources be present at such a meeting. 

Chair directed the attention of the Committee to a list of requests provided to the Central Committee 

regarding topics for Central Committee agendas. 

Secretary noted that when the list was provided, another item followed thereafter, and appears at the 

top of the original list per the requestor. 



Discussion was heard that the intent of the list was to show that the Central Committee has business 

that requires more than one meeting per month and that there was disappointment in the cancelling of 

the last meeting.    

Chair opened discussion on the topic of the practice of providing memos to Congress on matters to be 

discussed at Congress meetings. 

Concern was expressed that memos that reflect personal opinions should not be released in advance of 

a vote at Congress. 

Discussion was heard that the approved Minutes of a previous meeting of the Central Committee 

contained a line reading – “Discussion was heard that Congress should determine the fate of the 

resolution as long as they are made aware of the risks in pursuing it.” 

Discussion was heard that the understanding of that statement was that such information would be 

provided at the Congress meeting during debate, rather than before. 

Discussion was heard that it was inappropriate to release a document of opinion to which those who 

disagreed with it could not respond. 

Secretary clarified that what amounted to a rebuttal memo was submitted in response and that his 

office offered to release it to the Congress membership but that the author refused the offer. 

Discussion was heard that the Secretary was only willing to release an edited version of the submitted 

memo. 

Secretary confirmed that he was only willing to release an edited version and at the time detailed to the 

author which paragraphs to cut, adding that he was willing to include in the email a message of 

objection by the author regarding the request for edits. Secretary also noted that when released 

privately by the author, the memo contained the same edits recommended by the Secretary. 

Reply came that the memo was not in the same format as the Secretary recommend as it contained 

additional edits to those he requested.     

Secretary made the inquiry that if in the future, the author of a document or resolution that is 

distributed to Congress wants to release an explanatory memo in advance, and that author is in 

Congress but not serving on a committee which could authorize the content of a memo, should the 

Secretary release the document or not. 

Discussion was heard that the author of the memo sent privately is also a member of the Central 

Committee, which is known to the Congress and carries a weight of it’s own. 

Reply came that the author of the memo didn’t feel he had any choice but to proceed in that fashion 

and stated as much in the first paragraph of the document. 

Discussion was heard that if a memo is to be released by the Chair of a committee then the Chair should 

seek the agreement of the members, and if there is dissent, the dissenting member should also be 

allowed to offer a memo of their own or provide a summary of their objections.   

Chair Fritter directed the attention of the members to the draft of the October Congressional Agenda. 

Secretary noted the particulars of the Agenda in terms of public appearances that were scheduled.   



Mr. Goldade moved, seconded by Ms. Hernandez, to approve the Agenda. All in Favor. MOTION 

CARRIED. 

Chair Fritter recognized the Secretary for the purpose of a report.     

Secretary reported that the shared governance website has added the ‘Institutional Statement on 

Diversity’ on it’s front page, as requested by the E.I.D. team. Secretary reminded the members of the 

joint shared governance reception to take place on 4 October. Secretary also noted that an ‘Oktoberfest’ 

celebration would take place on the evening of 11 October as part of the ongoing series of cultural 

awareness and heritage celebration events. 

Chair Fritter provided a report to the Committee in which he noted he attended a recent meeting of the 

Communications Committee at which computer access policy was discussed. Chair Fritter also noted 

that he was present at the recent UW-System shared governance meeting. Chair Fritter reported that 

TTC Job Family Functional Teams will begin their work next week and was appreciative of all those who 

volunteered to serve. 

Request was made that the submitted list of possible agenda items for the Central Committee be 

included again on the next Central Committee agenda. 

At 3:29PM, Mr. Goldade moved, seconded by Mr. Garcia, to adjourn. All in Favor. MOTION CARRIED. 

 

Minutes prepared and submitted by: J. Lease / Secretary        


