
Faculty Senate MINUTES – March 5, 2019 

• In Attendance: Amal Dass, Beth Ann Fennelly, Brad Jones, Caecilia Parks, Cole 
Stevens, Corina Petrescu, Dennis Bunch, Evangeline W. Ivy, Jeff Pickerd, Jennifer 
Gifford, Jeremy Clark, John Schuesselin, KoFan Lee, Kyle Fritz, Marilyn Mendolia, 
Meagen Rosenthal, Nancy Wicker, Phillis George, Robert Van Ness, Simone Delerme, 
Tejas Pandya, Tess Lefmann, Thomas Peattie, Vivian Ibrahim, Kimberly Kaiser, Ana 
Velitchkova, Le’Trice Donaldson, Lei Cao, Laura Prior, Breese Quinn, Brice Noonan, 
Aileen Ajootian, Carolyn Higdon, Zachary Kagan Guthrie, Tamara Warhol, Andy Cheng, 
Stuart Haines, Brenda Prager, Chris Mullen, Byung Jang, Cristie Ellis, Stacey Lantagne, 
Fei Lan, Sumali Conlon, Roy Thurston, Susan Allen, Cong Feng 
 

• Substitutions: Tina Harry (Kristin Rogers), Georgianna Mann (Mary Roseman), Tiffany 
Bensen (Brad Jones), Ashley Jones-Bodie (Stephen Monroe), Michael Barnett (René 
Pulliam) 
 

• Absent: Kathleen Fuller, April Holm, John Berns, Chalet Tan, Matt Bondurant 

 

• Call Meeting to Order 
o Called to order at 6:00 

• Approval of February 12 2019 Minutes 
o Motion – Michael Barnett 

o Second – Stuart Haines  

o Discussion – none 

§ Vote – all in favor 

• Dr. Cade Smith (Assistant Vice Chancellor for Community Engagement): Dr. Smith 
will discuss the process of seeking classification from the Carnegie Foundation for 
Community Engagement. 

o Carnegie Classification (See attached handouts) 

o It is a partnership between UM faculty, staff, and students and communities 

§ To be classified in this way it must be mutually beneficial and reciprocal  

o Community engagement is an activity that exists across teaching, service, and 
research missions of the institution  

o UM applied for the classification in 2010, but was not successful 

o We have made strides since that application 



§ The area that needs most improvement for this new application is tracking 
the community engagement across the campus 

o Everyone has received at least two emails about conducting a survey of their 
courses with community engagement (course inventory) 

o Questions:  

§ Q: For dissertation projects that are sponsored by an industry partner, does 
that count? 

• A: I am going to assume that the industry partner is interacting and 
helping frame that project and both parties are going to benefit. 
That is absolutely community engaged.  

o 10-year plan for advancing community engagement at UM (handout not provided) 

§ Submit application in seventh months 

§ Hope to get a well-developed system that does a good job of recognizing 
and incentivizing faculty for this type of work 

o Question: 
§ Q: If you misclassified a course incorrectly, can you fix it? 

• A: Just log in using the link you received in your email and you 
should be taken directly to the database.  

• Call extraordinary meeting of the faculty senate Wednesday, March 6 @ 6:00. 
o Agenda will come out shortly, but the primary item will be the ASB resolution 

o Comment: 

§ My department is concerned that this process is moving too quickly to 
have an adequate discussion, and that is problematic. 

• R: I understand that concern. The resolutions as written are not 
lengthy. I feel it is important to discuss this in a timely manner and 
not leave the students hanging on this item unnecessarily.  

o Question: If none of the senators can make the meeting can vote in absentia? 

§ R: You can send an alternate to vote. Absentia votes are not allowed. 

• Committee Reports 
o Academic Instructional Affairs (Corina Petrescu) 

§ None 

o Academic Conduct (Vivian Ibrahim) 
§ None 

o Finance & Benefits (Phillis George) 



§ No report, but will have something at the next meeting 

o Development & Planning (Mary Roseman) 

§ None 
o Governance (April Holm) 

§ None 

o Research & Creative Achievement (Thomas Peattie) 

§ None 

o University Services (Brad Jones) 
§ None 

o Executive Committee (Brice Noonan) 

§ Update on on-campus childcare 

• The university has contracted Horizons Workforce Consulting to 
visit and investigate how child care could work on our campus.  

 

• Old Business 
o None 

• New Business 
o Discussion of relocation of statue. 

§ The resolution is something that came out of ASB committee last 
Tuesday. It came to the Chair’s attention the week before. The ASB 
committee that drafted this resolution has done so very quietly. The ASB 
has been planning this resolution for months, and it just happened to 
coincide with the marches. We met with the students last week to get a 
sense of what they were proposing and the timeline of events. The ASB 
expects the discussion about the resolution to go until 11:00 tonight. There 
is every expectation that it will be passed, they have garnered very broad 
support from a number of constituents that would not otherwise come 
together.  

 

At the meeting last week, we (Noonan, Lantagne, Rosenthal) meet with 
representatives from ASB, GSC, and Staff Counsel. The original plan 
changed somewhat with GSC passing a resolution last night to recommend 
relocating the statue. This change is part of the reason to call the 
extraordinary meeting tomorrow night, but this should not be taken as a 
push to pass anything that this body is not comfortable doing.  



• Question: What are we hoping to accomplish with these meetings? 
o R: That’s a good question, we hope to tackle the 

differentiating aspects of each of the resolutions in an effort 
to create one of our own.  

• Question: Are we supporting the creation of our own resolution, or 
supporting the students? 

o R: I had anticipated that the senate would create its own.  
§ Question: Are the GSC and ASB claiming they are the governing body 

that makes this request, or are they requesting the governing body to move 
the statue? 

• R: They are not claiming individually to be the governing body, 
but that together (Faculty senate, Staff Counsel, GSC, and ASB) 
we are… 

• F/U: So they are requesting that the university acts as the 
governing body to make this decision.  

§ Comment: I emailed this resolution to my faculty, and one person replied 
stating that they are in support of moving the statue, but they took issue 
with the equating of the statue with white supremacy in the GSC 

§ Question: Did they say where they were moving it? 
• R: They propose moving the statue to the confederate cemetery. 

§ I (Noonan) will be going to the ASB meeting after our meeting tonight 
and will be sending out their approved resolution along with a draft 
resolution that this body could consider at tomorrow’s meeting.  

§ Question: I heard back from my faculty and I got a split vote. Will there 
by new information to provide to faculty? 

• R: I will send the final version of ASB document, as well as the 
MS statute and the AG opinion that describe the law regarding 
relocation with the ASB draft and GSC resolution. 

§ Comment: The student initiative is bi-partisan and includes people who 
care deeply about confederate history. Also remember that the 
contextualization committee has a contingency plan for moving the statue 
and that was also a bi-partisan committee.  

§ Comment: I just want to reiterate an issue with the speed of this process. 
Our department does not generally discuss these issues…I think that the 
reasoning not to leave the student hanging is weak, given that the students 
didn’t let us know that this was coming down the pike. I don’t think this 
obligates us to act quickly.  

• F/U: I (Noonan) don’t think that the students expect us to act 
quickly. I do. 



o F/U: I think that your department is being ridiculous given 
the events that have taken place over the last few weeks. 

§ F/U: I think that is insulting, I will let my 
department know that you said that. 

• F/U: I think you are conflating two different 
issues, one is about people’s feelings about 
moving the statue, but also the language of 
the resolution represents this body and we 
want to make that we are satisfied with that 
language. 

§ Comment: Why tomorrow night for the meeting, why not Thursday? 
• R: That is a valid comment, I will speak with the executive 

committee and get their sense of moving the meeting to Thursday.  
• The vast majority of the language of these resolutions is the same. 

There was a thought that we might simply endorse the language of 
these resolutions, by paralleling their language.  

§ Comment: I think that polling the faculty should be relatively straight 
forward, but I also understand that the wordsmithing could take some 
time. But the rest of the faculty don’t need to be here for that discussion.  
 

• Adjournment 
o Motion – Michael Barnett 

o Second – Susan Allen 

§ Voting – All in favor 
	  



Mississippi Code Title 55. Parks and Recreation § 55-15-81. Relocation, removal, or 
other alteration of specified items and areas prohibited;  exemptions 

(1) None of the following items, structures or areas may be relocated, 
removed, disturbed, altered, renamed or rededicated:  Any Revolutionary 
War, War of 1812, Mexican-American War, War Between the States, 
Spanish-American War, World War I, World War II, Korean War, Vietnam 
War, Persian Gulf War, War in Iraq or Native American War's statues, 
monuments, memorials or nameplates (plaques), which have been erected 
on public property of the state or any of its political subdivisions, such as 
local, municipal or county owned public areas, and any statues, 
monuments, memorials, nameplates (plaques), schools, streets, bridges, 
buildings, parks preserves, reserves or other public items, structure or 
areas of the state or any of its political subdivisions, such as, local, 
municipal or county owned public areas, which have been dedicated in 
memory of, or named for, any historical military figure, historical military 
event, military organization or military unit. 

(2) No person may prevent the public body responsible for maintaining 
any of the items, structures or areas described above from taking proper 
measures and exercising proper means for the protection, preservation, 
care, repair or restoration of those items, structures or areas.  The 
governing body may move the memorial to a more suitable location if it is 
determined that the location is more appropriate to displaying the 
monument. 

(3) This section shall not apply to items, structures or areas located on 
property owned or acquired by the Mississippi Transportation Commission 
which may interfere with the construction, maintenance or operation of 
public transportation facilities. 
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Office of the Attorney General 
State of Mississippi 

*1Opinion No. 2017-00288 
*1 October 13, 2017 

Re: Clarification of Miss. Code Ann. Section 55-15-81 
  
*1 Thomas McKenzie 
*1 City Council Selectman-At-Large 
*1 City of McComb 
*1 P.O. Box 667 
*1 McComb, MS 39649-0667 
Dear Mr. McKenzie: 
*1 Attorney General Hood is in receipt of your request for an official 
opinion, and it has been assigned to me for research and reply. 
  

Background 
  
*1 Your request states that you are seeking clarification of Miss. Code 
Ann. Section 55-15-81, which states, in part: 
*1 (1) None of the following items, structures or areas may be 
relocated, removed, disturbed, altered, renamed or rededicated: Any 
Revolutionary War, War of 1812, Mexican-American War, War 
Between the States, Spanish-American War, World War I, World War 
II, Korean War, Vietnam War, Persian Gulf War, War in Iraq or Native 
American War's statues, monuments, memorials or nameplates 
(plaques), which have been erected on public property of the state or 
any of its political subdivisions, such as local, municipal or county 
owned public areas, and any statues, monuments, memorials, 
nameplates (plaques), schools, streets, bridges, buildings, parks 
preserves, reserves or other public items, structure or areas of the 
state or any of its political subdivisions, such as, local, municipal or 
county owned public areas, which have been dedicated in memory of, 
or named for, any historical military figure, historical military event, 
military organization or military unit. 
*1 (2) No person may prevent the public body responsible for 
maintaining any of the items, structures or areas described above 
from taking proper measures and exercising proper means for the 
protection, preservation, care, repair or restoration of those items, 
structures or areas. The governing body may move the memorial to a 



more suitable location if it is determined that the location is more 
appropriate to displaying the monument. 
  

* * * 
  
*1 Your questions read as follows: 
*1 Clarification Request 1: “may move the memorial” Would any 
such move be required to stay within the municipality which it is 
currently on display? Such a move outside an existing municipality 
can be surely viewed as “removing” instead of “moving” since it would 
no longer be visible anywhere in that community and conflict with 
Section 1: “relocate, remove”. 
*1 Clarification Request 2: “suitable” Is suitable restricted to equal 
visibility of the current location? There is concern of relocating some 
monument to ““storage” which would conflict with Section 1: “relocate, 
remove”. 
  

Analysis and Conclusion 
  
*1 The Mississippi Military Memorial Protection Act, Laws, 2004, Ch. 
463, codified at Section 55-15-81, addresses the relocation of certain 
memorials and monuments. 
*1 The questions presented require this office to examine the intent of 
the language found in Section 55-15-81. Rules of statutory 
construction are invoked when a statute is ambiguous, has conflicting 
provisions within it, or conflicts with another statute. Mississippi 
Gaming Comm'n v. Imperial Palace of Mississippi, Inc., 751 So.2d 
1025 (Miss.1999). In construing a statute, the courts must seek to 
ascertain the legislative intent of the statute in question as a whole 
taking into consideration each provision of the statute. McCaffrey's 
Food Market, Inc. v. Mississippi Milk Commission, 227 So.2d 459 
(Miss. 1969). Further, all parts of a statute are to be given effect, if 
possible. Mississippi Public Service Commission v. City of Jackson , 
328 So.2d 656 (Miss.1976). 
*2 Regarding the relocation of a county-owned monument under 
Section 55-15-81, this office recently stated: 
*2 Reading the entire statute as a whole and giving effect to all of its 
provisions, it is our opinion that a monument may be “moved” 
pursuant to its second subsection only to the extent that such 
movement does not amount to a prohibited “removal” or “relocation” 



under the first subsection. In the case of the county, for example, a 
monument may be “moved” within the county jurisdictional limits to 
some other more suitable location on county property; this may be 
done upon a finding by the board of supervisors that such location is 
more appropriate for displaying the monument. A monument may not 
be ““removed” from the county or from public property. Applying the 
statute in this manner gives effect to all of its provisions without 
negating any of them. 
*2 MS AG Op., O'Donnell (October 2, 2017). 
*2 In response to your questions, we are of the opinion that upon a 
proper finding by the governing authority that a location is more 
appropriate for displaying the monument, a monument may be moved 
to a more suitable location within the jurisdictional limits of the 
municipality. The suitability of the new location is a factual 
determination which can only be made by the municipal governing 
authority; however, we are of the opinion that Section 55-15-81 
requires a monument to remain on public property for display and that 
it may not be removed from the municipality. 
*2 We also point out that any alteration of the monument in question 
requires authorization by the Board of Trustees of the Mississippi 
Department of Archives and History pursuant to the Mississippi 
Antiquities Law, Miss. Code Ann. Section 39-7-1, et seq. MS AG 
Op., O'Donnell (October 2, 2017). See also MS AG 
Op., Smith (October 2, 2017). 
*2 Please let us know if this office can be of further assistance. 
Sincerely, 
*2 Jim Hood 
*2 Attorney General 
*2 By: Elizabeth S. Bolin 
*2 Special Assistant Attorney General 
	



  

  

Senate Resolution 19-4  
Senator Katie Dames, Student Governance  

Senator Jarvis Benson, Student Governance, Black Student Union President  
Senator Charlotte Armistead, Panhellenic  

Senator Arielle Hudson, At-Large Black Student Union Vice President  
Leah Davis, Director of Inclusion and Cross-Cultural Engagement, Black Student Union Chief of 

Staff  
Tyler Yarborough, Director of ASB First Year Experience  

John Chappell,College Democrats President  
Senator Dalton Hull, Political,College Republicans President  

Committee on Inclusion and Cross Cultural Engagement 

A RESOLUTION OF THE ASSOCIATED STUDENT BODY SENATE TO CALL FOR THE 
RELOCATION OF THE CONFEDERATE STATUE IN THE LYCEUM-CIRCLE 
HISTORIC DISTRICT TO THE CONFEDERATE CEMETERY.  

WHEREAS Confederate ideology directly violates the tenets of the University Creed that 
support fairness, civility, and respect for the dignity of each person;  

WHEREAS the University of Mississippi has a complex history in regards to slavery, injustice, 
and race that negatively impacts current students;  

WHEREAS the current placement of the Confederate monument undermines our mission to 
maintain an inclusive and safe environment;  

WHEREAS 2013 Mississippi Code 55-15-81 stipulates that the governing body can decide the 
relocation of the monument on campus;  

WHEREAS the Associated Student Body government acts as part of the university’s shared 
governance model, AND;  

WHEREAS 2013 Mississippi Code 55-15-81 stipulates the governing body may move the 
memorial to an appropriate alternative location, AND;  

WHEREAS the confederate cemetery would offer a contextually-appropriate location to house 
the statue that acknowledges historical characters while not inhibiting the livelihoods of current 
students.  
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THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE ASSOCIATED STUDENT BODY SENATE 
CALLS FOR THE RELOCATION OF THE CONFEDERATE STATUE IN THE LYCEUM- 
CIRCLE HISTORIC DISTRICT TO THE CONFEDERATE CEMETERY 

______________________   ______________________   ____________  

Committee     Committee Chair                         Date  

______________________  ______________________    ____________  

Date of Introduction   Action of Student Senate    Clerk 
Initials  

Acknowledgement of Student Body Elected Vice President:  

______________________    __________  

Walker Abel      Date    

 ASB Vice President Approval of Associated Student Body Elected 

President:  

______________________     __________  

Elam Miller       Date   
 ASB President  

Acknowledgement of Campus Administration:  

____________________    ____________________  

Melinda J. Sutton, Ph.D.    Brandi Hephner LaBanc, Ed.D. 
Dean of Students     Vice Chancellor of Student 
Affairs  

______________________  

Larry Sparks, C.P.A. 
Interim Chancellor  



RESOLUTION: 2019-02 

Senator Thomas Porter, History 

Senator D. Hooper Schultz, Southern Studies 

Senator Mary Berman, English 

OUTGrads Executive Committee 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE GRADUATE STUDENT COUNCIL TO CALL FOR THE 

RELOCATION OF THE CONFEDERATE STATUE IN THE LYCEUM-CIRCLE HISTORIC 

DISTRICT TO THE CONFEDERATE CEMETERY 

 

WHEREAS Confederate ideology directly violates the tenets of the University Creed that 

supports fairness, civility, and respect for the dignity of each person; 

 

WHEREAS the University of Mississippi has a complex history in regards to slavery, injustice, 

and race that negatively impacts current student; 

 

WHEREAS we disavow white supremacy and stand in solidarity with UM student groups to 

foster inclusivity on our campus; 

 

WHEREAS the current placement of the Confederate monument undermines our mission to 

maintain an inclusive and safe environment; 

 

WHEREAS 2013 Mississippi Code 55-15-81 stipulates that the governing body can decide the 

relocation of the monument on campus to an appropriate alternative location; AND 

 

WHEREAS the 2017 State of Mississippi Attorney General Opinion No. 2017-00288 asserts that 

the statue can be moved to “more suitable location;” 

 

WHEREAS the Graduate Student Council acts as part of the university’s shared governance 

model; AND 

 

 

WHEREAS the Confederate cemetery would offer a contextually-appropriate location to house 

the statue that acknowledges historical characters while not inhibiting the livelihoods of current 

students; 

 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE GRADUATE STUDENT COUNCIL CALLS 

FOR THE RELOCATION OF THE CONFEDERATE STATUE IN THE LYCEUM-CIRCLE 

HISTORIC DISTRICT TO THE CONFEDERATE CEMETERY. 
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