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Henige, Chris

From: Portman, Penny
Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2015 11:01 AM
To: Henige, Chris
Cc: Paige Reed; Portman, Penny; McPhail, Mark L; Trampf, Judith Marie
Subject: RE: hearing - witnesses

Dr. Henige 
 
It is up to the Hearing Panel to determine what information is relevant in determining whether the allegations contained 
in the charge have been proven.  The testimony of each witness will be weighed accordingly.  
 
Dr. Portman 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Henige, Chris 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 8:56 AM 
To: Portman, Penny 
Subject: RE: hearing - witnesses 
 
Dr. Portman; 
 
I would like some assurances that the witnesses on this list and on my list will be permitted by the panel only to speak 
about conduct to which they have "firsthand knowledge". They should not be permitted to testify about anything that 
was reported to them, which would be, by definition, "secondhand". If they wish to introduce that evidence, then they 
must call the persons who did the reporting, and who in fact have "firsthand knowledge." 
 
Dr. Henige 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Portman, Penny 
Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 2:04 PM 
To: Henige, Chris 
Cc: McPhail, Mark L; Trampf, Judith Marie; Paige Reed; Portman, Penny 
Subject: RE: hearing - witnesses 
 
Dr. Henige 
 
The current witness list of the Chancellor include five persons: 
 
Denis Dale 
Susan Messer 
Dean McPhail 
Dr. Frank Goza 
Chancellor Telfer 
 
The list is not 'cast in stone' until 7 April 2015. 
 



2

You may call whomever you wish as a witness for your side.  I will need the list of your witness(es) on the 7th April with 
any documentation (lettered and numbered) you wish to be considered by the hearing panel, you, and other party. 
 
I will check on the distribution of documentation to witnesses in advance to the packets.  You might want to include the 
document in your packet submitted on the 7th. 
 
Dr. Portman 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Henige, Chris 
Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 12:47 PM 
To: Portman, Penny 
Subject: RE: hearing - witnesses 
 
What does this witness list now look like? The recipients of your email don't match my understanding, but that may 
have changed. 
 
Perhaps I should just create a list that includes everyone I think needs to appear, and if they also show up on the 
chancellor's list, fine. Does that sound reasonable? 
 
Also, I asked the Dean to distribute the "Evaluating the Art history Major" document to his witness, when it was Michael 
Flangan, and this should be distributed to all witnesses after the final lists are determined on April 7. 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Portman, Penny 
Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 8:36 AM 
To: Henige, Chris; McPhail, Mark L; Paige Reed 
Cc: Telfer, Richard J; Trampf, Judith Marie; Portman, Penny 
Subject: RE: hearing - witnesses 
 
Dr. Henige 
 
According to the most recent list of witnesses for the Chancellor and their explanation for each witness, the committee 
will allow them to be presented as witnesses. 
 
A reminder that all communication to the other  party should be addressed through me.  
 
Dr. Portman 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Henige, Chris 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 2:53 PM 
To: McPhail, Mark L; Paige Reed; Portman, Penny 
Cc: Telfer, Richard J; Trampf, Judith Marie 
Subject: RE: hearing - witnesses 
 
Dean McPhail; 
 
So I would then like a formal ruling from the panel that the rules regarding "firsthand knowledge" can be added to the 
list of personnel rules that don't apply in this case. 
 
Dr. Henige 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: McPhail, Mark L 
Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 2:51 PM 
To: Henige, Chris; Paige Reed; Portman, Penny 
Cc: Telfer, Richard J; Trampf, Judith Marie 
Subject: Re: hearing - witnesses 
 
Dr. Henige, 
 
Professor Dale has been added to the witness list, which already includes the Chancellor and Associate Dean Goza.  The 
University will be presenting three witnesses at the hearing.  Professor Dale has first hand knowledge of the events and 
has already offered written testimony. 
 
Dr. Mark Lawrence McPhail 
Dean, College of Arts and Communication 
University of Wisconsin-Whitewater 
2001 Greenhill Center of the Arts 
Whitewater, Wisconsin  53190-1790 
(262) 472-1221 
 
 
 
 
On 3/25/15, 2:23 PM, "Henige, Chris" <henigec@uww.edu> wrote: 
 
>Dean McPhail; 
> 
>Am I to understand then that Denis Dale will be your only witness? Your  
>initial list included (I did not receive a copy so I'm going from 
>memory) Frank Goza, Chancellor Telfer and Michael Flanagan. Neither of  
>the first two have "firsthand knowledge" of any of the allegations, and  
>Flanagan now is replaced by Dale. 
> 
>The rules in this respect are clear: "the panel shall conduct a  
>substantive review by the following procedures... (d) Hear oral  
>testimony or take written statements from witnesses about information  
>of which the witnesses have firsthand knowledge." No firsthand knowledge, no testimony. 
> 
>Dr. Henige 
> 
>-----Original Message----- 
>From: McPhail, Mark L 
>Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 2:13 PM 
>To: Paige Reed; Portman, Penny 
>Cc: Henige, Chris; Telfer, Richard J; Trampf, Judith Marie 
>Subject: Re: hearing - witnesses 
> 
>Dr. Portman, 
> 
>Professor Denis Dale has agreed to testify for the University and is  
>available to do so on April 17th.  He was present at the meeting in  
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>question and can speak to the situation with firsthand knowledge of the  
>event.  Please add him to our witness list.  Thank you. 
> 
>Mark 
> 
> 
>Dr. Mark Lawrence McPhail 
>Dean, College of Arts and Communication University of  
>Wisconsin-Whitewater 
>2001 Greenhill Center of the Arts 
>Whitewater, Wisconsin  53190-1790 
>(262) 472-1221 
> 
> 
> 
> 
>On 3/25/15, 9:08 AM, "Paige Reed" <preed@uwsa.edu> wrote: 
> 
>>Just a reminder that the committee does not have subpoena powers, but  
>>can request the attendance of witnesses and direct the university to  
>>assist in securing the attendance of witnesses (who are employees). 
>> 
>>Dr. Henige has raised a concern that a number of the University's  
>>witnesses do not have "firsthand knowledge" of the information that  
>>relates to the charges filed.  Based upon the witness list provided by  
>>the University, which University witnesses will be able to testify  
>>about the incidents or allegations (and be subject to 
>>cross-examination) against Dr. Henige? Which witnesses are key for  
>>presenting the University's case to the hearing body?  If we could  
>>secure those witnesses for the hearing, then maybe we could make  
>>progress with a hearing date.  Then, if additional witnesses are  
>>required, we could schedule a second hearing date, if necessary. 
>> 
>>Paige 
>>__________________________ 
>>Paige Reed 
>>Senior System Legal Counsel 
>>University of Wisconsin System 
>>1848 Van Hise Hall 
>>1220 Linden Drive 
>>Madison, WI  53706 
>>Telephone: (608) 265-5319 
>>Fax: (608) 263-3487 
>>Email: preed@uwsa.edu 
>>____________________________ 
>>The preceding e-mail message (including any attachments) contains  
>>information that may be confidential, protected by the attorney-client  
>>privilege or other applicable privileges, or constitute non-public  
>>information.  It is intended for the designated recipient(s)only. If  
>>you are not an intended recipient of this message, please notify the  
>>sender by replying to this message and then delete it from your system. 
>>Use, dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message by  
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>>unintended recipients is prohibited. 
>> 
>>-----Original Message----- 
>>From: Stinson, Anne [mailto:stinsona@uww.edu] 
>>Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 8:56 AM 
>>To: Goza, Franklin W 
>>Cc: Skelly, William A; Portman, Penny; Henige, Chris; Richard Telfer;  
>>McPhail, Mark L; Valde, Gregory A; Horton, Robert L; Paige Reed; Judi  
>>Trampf; Flanagan, Michael 
>>Subject: Re: hearing 
>> 
>>I don't know about the rest of you, but we seem to be getting nowhere. 
>>Time for subpoenas!! :-) 
>> 
>>Annie 
>> 
>>Dr. Anne D'Antonio Stinson 
>>Coordinator, AEPL Program 
>>Curriculum & Instruction 
>>Uw-Whitewater 
>>(262) 203-2439 
>>Sent from my iPhone 
>> 
>>> On Mar 25, 2015, at 7:11 AM, Goza, Franklin W <gozaf@uww.edu> wrote: 
>>>  
>>> If April, the 24th will work for me.  As earlier discussed, the 17th  
>>>does not work. 
>>>  
>>> Thank you. 
>>> Frank Goza 
>>> ________________________________________ 
>>> From: Skelly, William A 
>>> Sent: Monday, March 23, 2015 15:43 
>>> To: Portman, Penny 
>>> Cc: Henige, Chris; Telfer, Richard J; McPhail, Mark L; Stinson,  
>>>Anne; Valde, Gregory A; Horton, Robert L; preed@uwsa.edu; Trampf,  
>>>Judith Marie; Goza, Franklin W; Flanagan, Michael 
>>> Subject: RE: hearing 
>>>  
>>> If April, these work for me. 
>>>  
>>> Bill 
>>>  
>>> From: Portman, Penny 
>>> Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2015 1:39 PM 
>>> To: Henige, Chris; Telfer, Richard J; McPhail, Mark L; Stinson,  
>>>Anne; Skelly, William A; Valde, Gregory A; Horton, Robert L;  
>>>preed@uwsa.edu; Portman, Penny; Trampf, Judith Marie; Goza, Franklin  
>>>W; Flanagan, Michael 
>>> Subject: hearing 
>>>  
>>>  
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>>> Greetings all 
>>>  
>>>  
>>>  
>>> Finding no agreement on a date for April I would like to suggest the 
>>>following: 
>>>  
>>>  
>>>  
>>> March 17 1:00-3:00  Hearing part 1   Introduction of persons, 
>>>presentation (upwards of 10 minutes) from each party, witness #1 for  
>>>the Chancellor, cross examination, and questions from the committee. 
>>>Adjourn 
>>>  
>>>  
>>>  
>>> March 24 12:00-3:00  Hearing part 2  Witness #2 for the Chancellor,  
>>>cross, and committee questions.  Witnesses for Dr. Henige, cross  
>>>examination, and questions from committee.  Rebuttal if less that 90  
>>>minutes per party has not been used.  Closing from each party  
>>>(upwards each of 10 minutes). 
>>>  
>>>  
>>>  
>>> The committee will deliberate after the hearing has concluded. 
>>>  
>>>  
>>>  
>>> Not ideal but the schedule would work for everyone,  Please confirm 
>>>  
>>>  
>>>  
>>> Penny, Chair 
>>>  
> 
 


