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 Faculty Consultative Committee 
 April 28, 1988 
 University of Minnesota, Crookston 
 
 
Present: Ellen Berscheid, Mark Brenner, Charles Campbell, Shirley Clark, Lynnette Mullins, M. 

Kathleen Price, W. Phillips Shively (chair), James VanAlstine 
 
Guests: Various members of the Crookston faculty, as observers 
 
 
1.   Report of the Chair 
 
 Professor Shively touched briefly on a number of issues, including the attempt by FCC to 
communicate more effectively with the faculty, the nominee for vice-chair of the Senate, and his 
meeting schedule with the President.  He invited comments from the Crookston faculty, who made two 
points: 
 
 -- The Crookston faculty would like to be able to make better use of the resources on the 

Twin Cities campus and also be in closer touch with their disciplinary colleagues.  With 
only $150 per year in travel funds, that interaction is perforce limited.  Could the Senate 
Consultative Committee do anything to assist the faculty? 

 
 -- The presidential search should not be the same as the last time, when the final choice was 

drawn from outside the pool.  Professor Shively responded that when he said it would be 
the same, he was only speaking of the faculty-student involvement in the procedure. 

 
2.   Letters Policy for Footnote 
 
 Objection had been raised by a member of the Chemistry Department about the letter that had 
appeared in one of the issues of Footnote; FCC needed to decide if there would be a policy.  The 
Committee concluded it did not want to restrict the right of the faculty to write about whatever they 
wished, and decided that a statement would be inserted declaring that all letters reflected the views of 
the author and not the FCC and that the right to edit letters would be reserved.  Professor Shively agreed 
to work out an appropriate statement with editor Gayle Grika. 
 
 A question was also raised about whether or not the FCC would come under "pressure" to use 
Footnote as part of the morale-boosting efforts being undertaken by the administration.  The Committee 
agreed that Footnote could not become a voice or pawn of the administration but that articles or 
statements from the administration, clearly so labelled, were part of the original intent in starting the 
newsletter. 
 
3.   Faculty and Academic Staff Assistance Program 
 
 Professor Shively reported that SCFA had unanimously endorsed the proposed assistance 
program and sought FCC support for it for the Senate agenda.  Committee members, noting that such a 
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proposal had been before the Senate in the past and had been defeated, raised a number of objections 
which the faculty might have.  They included the likelihood that the records and documents of the office 
would not be confidential, that the service could be seen as duplicating many such services available in 
the Twin Cities, that if it were for referral rather than diagnosis the problems might be reduced, and that 
outside groups, with larger caseloads, might have superior expertise in the treatment of the problems.  
The Committee decided to refer these questions back to SCFA for response before endorsing the 
proposal.  There was, however, significant sentiment on the Committee in general favor of the idea of 
the proposal. 
 
 The Committee adjourned at 2:00 p.m. 
 
       -- Gary Engstrand 
 
University of Minnesota 


