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Henige, Chris

From: Portman, Penny
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 12:47 PM
To: Henige, Chris
Cc: McPhail, Mark L; Trampf, Judith Marie; Portman, Penny; Paige Reed
Subject: RE: Hearing Schedule

Dr. Henige 
 
Each party has a total upwards to 90 minutes for presentation of witnesses and cross.  On the 17th there should be about 
90 minutes available for either/both parties to use (factoring the ‘upwards to 10 minutes introduction” from each 
party.  On the 24th the Hearing has allocated 180 minutes of which 90 minutes is for witness(es), cross and rebuttal, and 
‘upwards to 10 minutes’ conclusion for each party.  Decided also at the pre-hearing meeting was that the Chancellor’s 
party would present witnesses first and you would cross.  Then you would present your witness and Dr. McPhail (on 
behalf of the Chancellor) would cross. 
 
I guarantee that each party with have ‘upwards to 90 minutes’ available to them.  Two of the Hearing Panel members 
are assigned the role of timekeepers (one for each party).  Although I can control for ‘total time’, I cannot control how 
each party decides to use the ‘upwards to 90 minutes’ assigned to them.  If the witnesses for the Chancellor and your 
cross do not  cover the entire two hours allotted, the hearing will adjourn until the 24th and the times (90 minutes for 
each party) will stop and will continue on the 24th. 
 
Does this help? 
 
Dr. Portman 
 

From: Henige, Chris  
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 11:28 AM 
To: Portman, Penny 
Subject: RE: Hearing Schedule 
 
Dr. Portman; 
 
I realize that, but it seemed that the original schedule included all of the Chancellor’s witnesses except Dr. Goza would 
appear this Friday, and only Dr. Goza’s testimony would be presented on the 24th. The schedule proposed by the Dean in 
his documentation places all of the key witnesses on the 24th, and there will not be sufficient time to cross-examine 
them, and to present my own case in the time allotted. It seems more than likely that this Friday’s proceedings, if we 
follow the Dean’s schedule, will be inordinately short as a result, and I should not be compelled to present any of my 
defense until I have heard all of the plaintiff’s case.  
 
I request that the order of the witnesses as presented earlier by the Dean be retained, and that all witnesses for the 
Chancellor except Dr. Goza be requested to appear on Friday. 
 
Dr. Henige 
 

From: Portman, Penny  
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 11:21 AM 
To: Henige, Chris 
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Cc: McPhail, Mark L; Trampf, Judith Marie; Portman, Penny; Paige Reed 
Subject: RE: Hearing Schedule 
 
Dr. Henige 
 
The timeline I presented is, at best a draft.   I cannot estimate in advance how long you propose to cross each of the 
witnesses representing the Chancellor.  What we agreed on at the pre-hearing meeting was that either party has a total 
of “up to 90 minutes” for their witnesses and cross of the other party’s witness(es). 
 
Hope this helps. 
 
Dr. Portman 

From: Henige, Chris  
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2015 8:34 AM 
To: Portman, Penny 
Subject: Hearing Schedule 
 
Dr. Portman; 
 
The documents submitted by Dean McPhail have a schedule at the top of the first page which is not consistent with the 
one you sent out. There’s no way that he can present Goza, Messer and himself and still allow time for my cross-
examination and my entire presentation on April 24.  
 
Can you confirm the actual schedule so I can prepare accordingly? 
 
Dr. Henige 


