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Henige, Chris

From: Olson, Elizabeth A
Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 11:52 AM
To: Henige, Chris; Kopper, Beverly A
Cc: Gulig, Anthony G; Taveira, Alvaro D; Weston, Karen A; Leitheiser, Robert L; Matt Lind 

(mlind@uwsa.edu); Anne Bilder (abilder@uwsa.edu); Donna L McGee 
(mcgeed@uwm.edu)

Subject: RE: Letter to Parties Re: Hearing Procedures

Dr. Henige, 
 
I have reviewed your August 16, 2017 letter with the members of the Hearing Panel, and our responses to each of your 
points follow below. 
 
1. Your complaint regarding the composition of the hearing panel was acknowledged and addressed in my letter to you 
dated June 5, 2017. As such, the Panel will not consider this issue further; however, if there is a negative decision against 
you, you will have the opportunity to raise any concerns you may have with the Chancellor and/or the Board of Regents. 
 
2. Wis. Stat. 4.04 states that you may request a hearing within 20 days of notice of the statement of charges, but this 
time may be enlarged "by order of the hearing committee." My June 5th letter addressed this issue, explaining to you 
that the Panel voted to enlarge this time, consistent with the language of the statute. Consequently, the Panel will not 
further address this issue. However, as I stated above, in the event of a negative decision against you, you may raise this 
issue with the Chancellor and/or the Board of Regents. 
 
3. Wis. Stat. 4.05(1) sets forth a number of items that a fair hearing shall include. This is not an exclusive list, and the 
Panel is left with discretion to determine whether any additional procedural and evidentiary requirements are 
appropriate. Such requirements are documented in my letter dated August 7, 2017. Any evidence not submitted in 
accordance with that letter will not be considered by the panel. 
 
4. Your concern about contacting potential witnesses was addressed in my June 5th letter, thus I will not address it 
further. 
 
5. As described above, the Panel has the discretion to determine appropriate procedural requirements with respect to 
your hearing. As such, the Panel has imposed the time and relevance limits documented in my August 7th letter. Both 
sides are expected to comply with such limitations. 
 
6. It is correct that you will have the right to cross-examine adverse witnesses. With respect to documentation that does 
not originate with a witness, you will have the ability to raise this concern when you present your case and ask that the 
Panel weigh such evidence accordingly. I note that, pursuant to UWS 4.06(1)(e), the panel is not bound by statutory 
rules of evidence (such as prohibitions on hearsay), thus it is within the panel's discretion to consider such evidence. 
 
7.  The Panel will further consider this issue. 
 
8. Please see my response to point five above. 
 
 
----- 
 
Elizabeth A. Olson, Ph.D. 



2

Department of Psychology 
Laurentide Hall 1209 
262-472-5400 
 

From: Henige, Chris  
Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 10:43 AM 
To: Olson, Elizabeth A; Kopper, Beverly A 
Cc: Gulig, Anthony G; Taveira, Alvaro D; Weston, Karen A; Leitheiser, Robert L; Matt Lind (mlind@uwsa.edu); Anne 
Bilder (abilder@uwsa.edu); Donna L McGee (mcgeed@uwm.edu) 
Subject: RE: Letter to Parties Re: Hearing Procedures 
 
Dr. Olson; 
 
I have attached my cumulative objections to the proceedings so far to be entered into the record. I am not an attorney, 
nor am I one to reject legitimate rebuttal of my assertions. I invite Chancellor’s counsel or your own, to do so, and to 
provide statutory support or legal precedents for that rebuttal. Silence will be considered assent. 
 
Dr. Henige 
 


