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Friday, November 4, 2011
 Campus Center 103/104, noon-1:00 pm

Present: Mohini Banerjee, Mairin Brady, Rae-Anne Butera (guest), Ruth Constantine (guest), Kendra Danowski, Ashavan Doyon, Brent Durbin, Stacie Hagenbaugh (chair), Scott Graham, Daniel Kramer, Catherine Leung, Susan Levin, Sam Masinter, Sharon Moore (guest), Scott Morin, Hayley Raetz (guest), Danielle Ramdath, Pamela Schwartz, Vera Shevzov, Laura Smiarowski, Bob Smith, Diane Tsoulas, Jannie Wachowski (guest), Anne Watanabe (guest), Barbara Williams, Chelsea Williams, Sherry Wingfield, Kathy Zieja (guest)


Announcements & Updates
Stacie Hagenbaugh welcomed the attendees and recognized and thanked guests for their attendance.  In addition to the invited guests who would be speaking on the Coke Vendor Issue (Rae-Anne Butera, Ruth Constantine, Sharon Moore, Kathy Zieja), there were a number of student guests, many representing SSJIC, in attendance.

Stacie noted that in answer to her call for a vice-chair, Susan Levin (Philosophy) would act as vice-chair in the Fall.  Daniel Kramer has agreed to serve in this capacity for Spring 2012.

Mairin Brady and Ashavan Doyon will provide assistance as note-takers for this year.

Topic: Discuss Coke Vender Issue
Stacie Hagenbaugh was approached by Kathy Zieja to revisit the Coca-Cola vendor discussion, which was last examined five years ago.  Rae-Anne Butera served as the chair at that time, and was present to provide some background information to the council.  Butera reported that she was approached by the student group “Coke Off Campus,” part of a larger national movement of student organizations working to get Coca-Cola off of college campuses.  She invited that group to the council to present their concerns, along with other involved offices, including Kathy Zieja from Dining Services.  The group asked CCCP to make a recommendation that the vender committee consider removing Coke from campus.

Stacie Hagenbaugh reported that she had some of the backup documentation from these meetings and discussions, and that once they were being prepared and collected to be posted on the CCCP website to aid in the current council’s discussions.  She asked Butera to elaborate on the concerns of the student group.

Butera reported that the primary concerns presented at that time had to do with Coca-Cola’s world-wide operations and that at the time the primary concerns had to do with the environment (specifically issues around water) in India, and with human and worker rights violations in Colombia.  There were 90 campus groups across the country, and Coca-Cola had provided a written rebuttal of their complaints.

Kathy Zieja continued with background, noting that the President requested that a Soft Drink Advisory Committee be formed, which Zieja chaired.  This committee, which included student representation, considered the issues over several months, inviting guests from Coke off Campus and Coca-Cola and considering all sides of the issue.  The focus continued to be on the environmental impact of Coke’s operations in India and labor rights in Colombia.  The committee finally voted to recommend that Coke not be allowed to participate in the Request for Proposal (RFP) process.  Kathy Zieja was involved primarily due to her role as Director of Dining Services, Sharon Moore for her role in vending on campus.

Coca-Cola appealed this decision.  Due to the longstanding relationship with the vendor, the President met with delegates from Coca-Cola.  Despite the appeal, President Christ made the final decision that Coke would not be allowed to participate in the RFP process.

Zieja discussed the changes that had resulted from this decision, including the adoption of three different vendors – a woman owned group from CT that fulfills the vendor role for dining halls, Polar (based in Worcester, MA) for the Campus Center Café, and a third vendor for the vending machines.  The original request was for Coke not to be allowed to have an exclusive contract, but this had been interpreted very broadly in practice on campus.  Zieja noted that all the relevant RFP processes were coming up to be due, and that she was bringing this forward now so that there would be an informed discussion.  She also noted that Pepsi had elected not to bid, but that Pepsi products were carried on campus through the vending machines.

Ruth Constantine noted that what was being requested was some guidance, perhaps through a sub-committee of CCCP.  She did not wish to permanently ban any company, but felt that perhaps in the time that passed that a revisiting and investigation of the issues was warranted.  Ideally the CCCP would examine the issues and make a recommendation before the RFP process started.  Zieja noted that they would need the recommendation by April.  Constantine reiterated that the mandate to take Coca-Cola off campus was currently being interpreted very broadly, noting that if Coke purchased another type of drink (she used Vitamin Water as an example) that this drink currently was also then placed under the ban.

Mairin Brady asked if this meant we would need to look at other companies also, or just at Coca-Cola.  Hagenbaugh said that she felt that the question of Coke by itself was a large enough question for the moment and that the council would focus on just that.

Barbara Williams and Diane Tsoulas both asked if we ask vendors more generally to be socially conscious in their policies.  Constantine noted that the College does include some language on this issue, but that the language is focused on sweatshops.

Daniel Kramer asked of the student guests if they were here to be part of the conversation, or to ask that Coke not be allowed back on campus.  One of the students responded that they strongly felt the ban should continue.  This was echoed by other students present.  Kramer continued by asking if were making these decisions to show disdain for the current policies of the company, or if we were trying to influence their policies.

Ruth Constantine responded that it was very unusual for the college to make the step of excluding a vendor from the RFP process, that in essence by doing so it was telling the company that they couldn’t even try to be a vendor on campus.  That the college had made the decision was representative of the feeling that the policies of Coke at that time were that egregious.

Hagenbaugh suggested that it made sense for the CCCP to reevaluate the policy, but asked if just the two original issues (India/Colombia) should be looked at or whether the discussion should look more broadly.  Mohini Banerjee said that she felt it was important not to just look to see if they had stopped the practices, but also whether they had acknowledged them, perhaps paid reparations or done something to make amends.

Sam Masinter asked if anyone knew what other campuses with Coke Off Campus groups were doing.  Zieja responded that she had done some research but that it depended a lot on the institution.  One of the student guests noted that UC Berkley had just kicked Coke off Campus, so the issues were still going on, but noted that they hadn’t had much time to research the issue, only learning that the issue was being revisited about a week ago.

Scott Morin asked if the original documents reviewed by CCCP were available.  Constantine responded that while certainly documents referring and summarizing the documents were available, that the original source documents in their entirety might not be.

Hagenbaugh asked if there was a contact at Coca-Cola, since that seemed a reasonable place to start.  Zieja responded that she could provide a contact.  Hagenbaugh noted that a sub-committee should be formed to examine the issues and evaluate what guests and other resources would be needed for the full council to make a recommendation.  She asked where the recommendation would need to go and if the Soft Drink Advisory Committee was still active.  Zieja noted that it was not, but Constantine added that the recommendation could go directly to her.

Sharon Moore noted that even though the RFP process would start in April, a recommendation in March would really be ideal.

Hagenbaugh asked for volunteers for the sub-committee.   Scott Morin, Ashavan Doyon, Mohini Banerjee, Catherine Leung, and Brent Durbin volunteered to serve on the sub-committee.

Students asked if they could also send suggestions of people to consult on the issue and Hagenbaugh encouraged any suggestions, noting that they should be emailed to her directly.

Other Topics
Hagenbaugh noted that she would like to invite Julianne Ohotnicky, Dean of Students, to the CCCP’s next meeting to discuss the emergency response from the October 29-30 storm.  Ohotnicky serves on the Emergency Response team.  Kramer suggested that more information on the information technology plan would be helpful, and Sam Masinter noted that some suggestions had already been made to the new Chief Information Officer.  Hagenbaugh noted that he would be a good person to invite also.  Banerjee suggested that Pauline Mousa, the chair of the House Presidents’ Association would also be a good person to invite, since she was involved from within the houses.

Next meeting: Friday December 2, 2011, Campus Center 103/104 from noon – 1 p.m.*

Minutes submitted by:
Ashavan Doyon
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