
Minutes* 
 

Faculty Consultative Committee 
Thursday, March 22, 2001 

1:30 – 2:30 
238 Morrill Hall 

 
 

Present: Fred Morrison (chair), Muriel Bebeau, Susan Brorson, Dan Feeney, Richard Goldstein, 
Marti Hope Gonzales, David Hamilton, Joseph Massey, Billie Wahlstrom 

 
Regrets: Wilbert Ahern, Linda Brady, Les Drewes, Marvin Marshak, V. Rama Murthy, Paula 

Rabinowitz, Gwen Rudney, Charles Speaks 
 
Absent: none 
 
Guests:  Associate Vice President Richard Pfutzenreuter 
  
Other: Nick Bussey, Minnesota Daily 
 
[In these minutes: (1) the Viking football stadium proposal; (2) other matters] 
 
 
1. The Vikings' Football Stadium Proposal 
 
 Professor Morrison convened the meeting at 1:35.  He had learned the day before that there 
would be a press conference by the Minnesota Vikings announcing a proposed new stadium, with the 
University's football team as one of the users. 
 
 Professor Morrison distributed copies of a draft statement from the Committee concerning the 
stadium.  The Committee has avoided making a statement up to now because doing so would have been 
premature; with the Vikings making a proposal, the Committee must express its views on University 
priorities.  The Committee does not wish to cut off the conversation but does wish to state clearly its 
position.  He added that he believed the faculty would be upset if the Committee did not say something; 
they may already be upset but it was too early to act before today. 
 
 The Committee voted unanimously in favor of the following resolution (a number of those not 
present at the meeting had voted by email in favor): 
 

The Faculty Consultative Committee, the executive committee of the Faculty Senate, 
approved the following statement in response to the proposal of a new stadium on campus. 

 
 

STATEMENT ON THE STADIUM PROPOSAL 
by the Faculty Consultative Committee 

 

                                                           
* These minutes reflect discussion and debate at a meeting of a committee of the University of Minnesota 

Senate or Twin Cities Campus Assembly; none of the comments, conclusions, or actions reported in these minutes 
represent the views of, nor are they binding on, the Senate or Assembly, the Administration, or the Board of 
Regents. 
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1.  The Minnesota Vikings announced today a proposal for a joint Vikings-Gophers 
stadium on the University campus.  Many Minnesotans, including many faculty members, would 
like the Vikings to stay in Minnesota.  In considering its potential role in such a venture, the 
University should focus on its own primary mission–education.   

 
2.  Financial resources provided to us by students and taxpayers must be directed toward 

education. The governor and legislature are calling upon us to focus on priorities.  A stadium is 
not currently on the list of University priorities. 

 
3.  Although the present Gopher football facilities at the Metrodome may be less than 

ideal, they are adequate for immediate needs.  The University cannot now afford to divert 
resources or fund-raising activities to a new stadium. 

 
4.  In reviewing this proposal, the University should consider the relationship of this 

proposal to its priorities.  If those priorities are met, the University should consider the following 
factors in evaluating the stadium proposal: 
 

– No University direct or indirect contribution to capital or infrastructure costs. 
– No increase in operating costs over present Metrodome rents.  
– Stadium activities must be compatible with University operations and values. 
– The University must be insulated from future liabilities and responsibilities. 

 
5.  There must be appropriate consultation with the University community.  We would  

welcome an opportunity to review the proposal. 
 

6.  Our educational mission of teaching, research, and service must remain our primary 
commitment. 

 
 Committee members made a number of comments in the discussion that surrounded adoption of 
the statement. 
 
-- He is hearing from faculty that there should be NO state funds for a stadium.  (Professor 
Hamilton) 
 
-- It is troubling to read the newspaper articles; from them one has the impression the University has 
participated in the decision and is "in bed with" the Vikings on the proposal.  (Professor Bebeau)  That 
has been the impression of many all along:  that the University was actively behind the proposal. 
(Professor Gonzales) 
 
-- Would there be value in finding out what students, staff, and faculty think about the stadium?  
Students were asked; their response was that it is their highest priority--but they would not favor any 
student fee money going into a stadium.  (Professor Feeney).  [That is the position of everyone in 
Minnesota:  a stadium is a high priority if someone else will pay for it.  (Professor Morrison)]  Would 
people even be in favor of a stadium on campus even if it cost the University nothing?  There would be a 
higher concentration of people on campus, there could be events like tractor pulls in the stadium, and the 
situation could escalate well beyond just a few football games; what effect would this have on the 
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campus?  Everyone knows how things go when there is a need for revenue.  Will parents choose to send 
their children to another campus, rather than one with a professional football team?  (Professor Feeney) 
 
-- The statement from Vice President Gardebring undermines to a certain extent the Committee's 
view; to say it must be on campus, as she has, means that if there is to be a stadium the University will 
have professional football on campus.  One must be concerned about parking and about the University 
giving away 32 acres of land.  (Professor Hamilton)  Is the University giving away 32 acres in return for 
six (Gopher) football games on Saturdays in the fall?  (Professor Bebeau) 
 
-- Would there be a problem with security on campus?  (Professor Gonzales)  Would there be a 
problem with Monday night football (and the demand on parking facilities when there are also Monday 
night classes)?  (Professor Bebeau)   
 
-- The proposal features two fronts, one for the Vikings and one for the Gophers, with two different 
color schemes.  There will also be two ramps (with 4000 spots, replacing the existing 2500 surface lot 
spaces) that would be paid for by the stadium project (if that occurred, the University would not 
necessarily have to charge students ramp rates) but that the University would have except for Vikings 
game days.  (Professor Morrison) 
 
-- This is a HUGE facility that will overpower the rest of the area.  It will dwarf Mariucci and 
Williams Arenas.  The size is stunning.  (Professor Hamilton) 
 
-- At Michigan, with a stadium that seats 101,000, there were positive benefits to having it on 
campus.  The games bring to campus people who otherwise had never been there and can lead to 
increased support for the institution.  (Professor Wahlstrom) 
 
-- Who would control the stadium?  (It would belong to the Vikings and would be theirs.) 
 
-- One has only heard negative things.  There must be consideration given to alternatives; the 
administration may not be happy with the possibility that the Vikings will get a new stadium, or leave 
town, and the University might then inherit the Metrodome.  There were complaints when the games were 
moved downtown that the University spirit was lost.  The Committee needs to talk about what it could 
approve.  The football team will not go away.  (Professor Goldstein) 
 
-- There are other colleges in the country that share stadia with professional teams; information 
should be sought from them about their experiences.  (Professor Goldstein) 
 
-- Are there any alternative sites that have been or could be considered?  (Professor Hamilton) 
 
 There will be a presentation to the Board of Regents at their April 5 meeting, Professor Morrison 
reported.  He suggested (and the Committee agreed) that the statement adopted by the Committee today 
should be sent to the Regents with a request that it also be part of their docket for the stadium discussion.  
What may happen, he said, is that the Committee may be asked to review additional materials concerning 
the stadium proposal; he asked Committee members to reserve time on their calendars. 
 

There should also be an item for discussion/information on the April 19 Senate docket concerning 
the stadium, Professor Morrison said, and the views of the Senators sought.  Professor Feeney said he 
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would go one step further and would send an all-campus email noting there will be a Senate docket item 
and asking people to contact their senators to express their views. 
 
 Mr. Pfutzenreuter reported that Mr. Kelly from the Vikings did a good job at the press 
conference; he (Mr. Kelly) said immediately that this was not a University priority and that it is a terrible 
time to ask for money, but that the Vikings feel this is urgent.  It would be about a half-billion dollar 
facility, about twice the size of the Metrodome, with 1.7 million square feet.  There is no financial 
commitment for the University in the Vikings' plan but it is difficult to predict what the legislature might 
do.  The stadium would be above-ground and would have a retractable roof. 
 
2. The Biennial Request 
 
 Mr. Pfutzenreuter reported that the House and the Senate are having their debates about spending 
and tax reductions.   At present it appears the University will receive more than what the Governor 
recommended but much less than what it requested.   
 
 Professor Morrison thanked everyone for coming and adjourned the meeting at 2:15. 
 
      -- Gary Engstrand 
 
University of Minnesota  


