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Faculty Consultative Committee (FCC) 

March 23, 2017 

Minutes of the Meeting 

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

Senate; none of the comments, conclusions, or actions reported in these minutes reflect the views of, nor 

are they binding on, the senate, the administration, or the Board of Regents. 

 

[In these minutes: AHC FCC Update; Senate Committee on Faculty Affairs Update; 

Legislative Update; Election of 2017 – 2018 FCC Chair; FCC Statement Reaffirming the 

University’s Values in Response to the Executive Order on Immigration; Request to endorse 

the March 22, 2017 March for Science by March for Science – Minnesota] 

 

PRESENT: Colin Campbell (chair), Joseph Konstan (vice chair), Catherine French, Dan 

Feeney, Kathleen Krichbaum, Michael Kyba, Monica Luciana, Michael Oakes, George 

Trachte, Robert Blair, Shawn Curley, Janet Ericksen, Greta Friedemann-Sanchez, Peggy 

Nelson, Ruth Okediji, Amy Pittenger, Peter Tiffin 

 

REGRETS: Donna Spannaus-Martin, Susan Wick 

 

OTHERS ATTENDING:  Julie Christensen 

 

1.  AHC FCC update:  Professor Campbell convened the meeting and welcomed those 

present.  He then turned to Professor Krichbaum to provide members with an update on topics 

the AHC FCC has been working on this year. 

 

For the past couple years, said Professor Krichbaum, the AHC FCC theme for its meetings has 

been communication, connectivity, and collaboration. She noted that the committee meets 

twice a month during the academic year, once on its own, and once with Vice President for 

Health Sciences Brooks Jackson. Additionally, the committee travels to the University of 

Minnesota Duluth (UMD) campus annually in the fall and holds a meeting there, which gives 

the committee an opportunity to engage with and hear about what is on the minds of the Duluth 

Medical School and College of Pharmacy faculty. Following the UMD visit, the committee 

brings what it learned from this visit back and shares it with Dr. Jackson. 

 

While typically the chair of the AHC FCC meets with student members of the AHC SCC, this 

year, for the first time, the entire AHC FCC met with the AHC SCC. Issues that were discussed 

with the students included student mental health, and food scarcity, to name a few. 

 

The AHC FCC also meets once a year with the chairs of each of the AHC schools’ faculty 

consultative committees to discuss issues facing each school. This year a topic of particular 

interest to the group was a team science initiative that is being launched or will be launched 

soon. Apparently, this initiative will explicitly encourage collaborative research and 

participation in multidisciplinary research teams. While in the traditional academic promotion 

and tenure system, ‘credit’ has always primarily been given to the principal, and senior or 

corresponding authors, and little credit to other authors. This traditional reward structure is 

problematic if the goal is to promote collaborative research. 
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Other topics and initiatives the AHC FCC has undertaken include, but are not limited to the 

following: 

• Encouraging faculty input into the budget and compact process. 

• Discussing non-regular/contract/clinical-track faculty, and how each school treats these 

individuals. 

• Working with AHC Communications to have a web presence on the AHC Resource 

Hub to increase the committee’s visibility within the AHC and across the University. 

• Hearing about changes to the University’s Learning Management System (LMS), and 

the move to either Canvas or Moodlerooms. 

• Meeting annually with representatives from the Office of Information Technology to 

provide feedback on OIT services and resources. 

• Keeping abreast of developments related to the Health Sciences Education Center 

(HSEC). 

• Continuing to promote AHC Third Thursday conversations, which provide AHC faculty 

with a venue to engage in dialogue and share ideas with the intent of fostering 

interprofessional collaboration among AHC faculty. 

• Discussing the issue of a lack of AHC-wide faculty development opportunities. 

• Staying apprised of possible hospital mergers. 

 

Professor Campbell asked how people in general across the AHC feel about the Vice President 

for Health Sciences and Dean of the Medical School structure. In Professor Krichbaum’s 

opinion, she thinks people have resigned themselves to the fact that this is the structure. 

 

2. Senate Committee on Faculty Affairs (SCFA) update: Professor Campbell called on 

Professor Luciana, chair, SCFA, to provide the committee with an update on what SCFA has 

been working on this year. Before beginning, she distributed a handout that highlighted the 

topics that either the committee has talked about this year, or plans to talk about before its last 

meeting in May. 

 

Professor Luciana said SCFA meets monthly like a number of other Senate committees. She 

also reported that the committee’s charge was revised last year, and, as a result, besides dealing 

with matters that impact faculty, the committee deals with postdoctoral fellow and associate 

issues as well. This year, said Professor Luciana, has been somewhat challenging for SCFA to 

make much progress in terms of policy changes, etc. given the Maintenance of Status Quo 

Order that is in effect. Next, she walked members through the handout highlighting the topics 

SCFA has taken up so far this year: 

• Proposed changes to the Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA) and the ramifications this 

had for the University. 

• Heard a proposal from the Postdoctoral Association (PDA) about modifying their 

structure in order to further legitimize postdocs as an entity within the University 

workforce and to try and bring more resources to that group, e.g., professional 

development opportunities. 

• Received an introduction to the Bias Response and Referral Network (formerly called 

the Bias Response Team). 

• Met with Julie Showers, director, Office for Conflict Resolution. 

https://hub.ahc.umn.edu/about/administration-governance
http://ulta.umn.edu/
http://www.health.umn.edu/education-and-training/health-sciences-education-center
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• Devoted a meeting to discussing retirement-related issues. At this meeting, the 

committee heard about the Encore Transitions program and hosted a panel of fairly 

recent retirees who talked about things to think about in preparation for retirement and 

post-retirement life. 

• Heard a presentation on a resolution coming out of the Social Concerns Committee 

concerning Equal Opportunity and Title IX training, which SCFA endorsed. 

• Heard a presentation on a resolution coming out of the Equity, Access, and Diversity 

Committee concerning privacy of student’s counseling and medical records, which 

SCFA also endorsed. 

• Heard about changes to the University’s Learning Management System (LMS), and the 

move to either Canvas or Moodlerooms. 

• Received a presentation from Boyd Kumher, chief compliance officer, on changes to 

the Reporting and Addressing Concerns of Misconduct. 

• Discussed the issue of parental leave with Professor Jane Blocker, a representative from 

the Women’s Faculty Cabinet, and a faculty member who shared her personal 

experience with the current policy. 

 

In light of time, Professor Luciana briefly highlighted a couple topics SCFA will take up this 

spring: 

• Hear about the University’s disability benefits and the process for obtaining these 

benefits.  

• Receive information about a new benefit, IDShield, an identity theft protection 

program, and hear the rationale for offering this benefit and how the vendor was 

selected. 

 

Professor Campbell thanked Professor Luciana for her update. 

 

3. Legislative update: Professor Campbell requested Professor Michael Oakes, faculty 

legislative liaison, to update the committee on what is happening at the legislature.  

 

Professor Oakes then asked members for their thoughts on how the University can help 

legislators realize the importance of the research being done across the University. He said he 

and his faculty legislative liaison colleague Professor Spannaus-Martin are thinking about 

reaching out to faculty and have them come to the legislature to talk about their research, 

and/or reaching out to faculty via email and encouraging them to write to their legislators to 

advocate for University funding. 

 

Professor French asked Professor Oakes about the key questions legislators have for him and 

Professor Spannaus-Martin. It is actually quite simple, said Professor Oakes, the primary 

question is how does the work being done at the University contribute to creating jobs or 

educating students that will get jobs in Minnesota, particularly rural Minnesota. Concrete 

examples need to be provided to legislators. Besides sharing faculty research stories with 

legislators, Professor French suggested sharing the stories of University of Minnesota alumni. 

Professor Oakes agreed with Professor French that the University and its alumni should jointly 

build relationships with legislators. 

 

http://ulta.umn.edu/
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In Professor Konstan’s opinion, the University needs to “de-elitify” itself, and have faculty, 

students, and alumni work as a team to tell the story about how research, training, and 

education are not separate things, but are inter-related. 

 

Professor Pittenger mentioned a suggestion she had brought up previously, which was to 

develop short (e.g., 60-seconds) public service announcements that would follow an average 

Minnesota family and highlight how their lives are touched on likely a daily basis by the 

research and education that occurs at the University. In her opinion, many people do not realize 

how many touchpoints they have on a daily basis with the work (research and education) that 

takes place at the University of Minnesota and she cited a few examples. On a semi-related 

note, Professor Oakes said it would be a great public service if there were faculty who would 

agree to hold “mini” courses for the public to share their expertise and research, e.g., a new 

plant, so the average Minnesotan could have more opportunities to interact with the University. 

 

Professor Kyba said he believes it is also important to communicate to legislators the 

University’s ranking/reputation as a public research university because this demonstrates the 

value of the education that students receive, many of whom are from Minnesota. It is clear that 

students who graduate from highly regarded institutions have better career options open to 

them after they graduate. Additionally, it is also important to convey to legislators not only the 

“photogenic” or high profile research being done at the University but the less high 

profile/impact research as well, which is equally as important. Professor Oakes agreed that 

legislators need to be informed and educated on these facts. 

 

Professor Campbell thanked Professor Oakes for the update and the committee for its 

discussion about what the University can do to more effectively convey its message to the 

legislature. 

 

 4. Election of 2017 – 2018 FCC chair: Members unanimously endorsed Professor Konstan as 

the 2017 – 2018 FCC chair. When Professor Konstan came back into the room after stepping 

out briefly, members gave him a round of applause and congratulated him on becoming the 

2017 – 2018 FCC chair. 

 

5. FCC statement coming out of the executive order on immigration: Professor Campbell 

turned to Professors Konstan and Tiffin to present the most current version of the FCC 

statement, which Professor Konstan did. After this, the committee talked about the audience for 

the statement and the desired outcomes. The sense of the committee was that the audience is 

the people in the University community who are feeling unwelcomed and unappreciated in an 

effort to show them the respect, confidence and support of the faculty. Members then shared 

their preferences for which version of the statement they liked better and why. After doing 

some wordsmithing, members took parts of the versions before them and combined them into a 

document that they were able to agree upon, which they voted unanimously to approve.  They 

also unanimously concurred that this document should be distributed as soon as possible and as 

broadly as possible to the University committee. 

 

Professor Campbell thanked Professors Konstan, Friedemann-Sanchez and Tiffin for their work 

and contributions to the final document. 
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6. Request to endorse the March 22, 2017 March for Science by March for Science – 

Minnesota: Professor Campbell distributed copies of a letter he received from the president, 

vice president and treasurer of the March for Science – Minnesota requesting that the FCC 

officially endorse and promote this upcoming event. 

 

After members were given a few minutes to read the letter, Professor Campbell opened the 

floor for comments from members. While it is unlikely there are any members who are opposed 

to this event, said Professor Campbell, the issue is whether the FCC should endorse causes. 

 

Aside from being asked to endorse other causes/events, asked Professor Friedemann-Sanchez, 

what would be a negative outcome of endorsing this event? She added that she leans toward 

endorsing the event because it is an event that is at the heart of the University’s core mission – 

science. Professor Campbell made the distinction that there is a difference between endorsing 

science and the March for Science. In his opinion, endorsing the March for Science would 

likely be viewed as an inherently political act and partisan. 

 

Professor Okediji agreed with Professor Campbell and encouraged the FCC to be careful about 

endorsements of any sort. In part, she said this is because the FCC cannot “control for quality” 

per se. The FCC does not know enough about what it does not know. She added that if the FCC 

endorses this event it is likely they will be asked to endorse other causes as well.  

 

After further discussion, the committee decided to decline the offer to endorse the March for 

Science – Minnesota event, but acknowledged that the committee was sympathetic for what the 

organization was trying to accomplish, which Professor Campbell volunteered to communicate 

to them. 

 

7. Adjournment: Hearing no further business, Professor Campbell adjourned the meeting.  He 

then reminded FCC members who are also members of the Senate Consultative Committee 

(SCC) that that meeting would start in a few minutes. 

 

Renee Dempsey 

University Senate Office 

 

 

 

 

 

 


