University of Idaho

Faculty Council Minutes

2005-2006 Meeting #18, Tuesday, February 21st, 2006

Present: Adams (w/o vote), Beard, Bechinski, Crowley, Exon, Greever, Gunter, Hart, Hubbard, Machlis, McCollough, McDaniel, McLaughlin, Munson, Parrish, Pine, Williams, Young, Zemetra

Absent: Baker, Davis, McMurtry
Observers: None

A quorum being present, Chair Robert Zemetra called the meeting to order at 3:31 p.m. in the Brink Hall Faculty Lounge.

Minutes: It was moved and seconded (Beard, Hart) to approve the minutes of February 14th as distributed. The motion carried unanimously.

Chair’s Report: Chair Zemetra reminded council that this year’s Jazz Festival would be beginning tomorrow and urged councilors to be as supportive as possible, particularly regarding attendance at the evening concerts. He also reported that he had just come from a meeting, perhaps the last, of the Art and Architecture Transition Team, and it appeared that major issues of budget and space were close to complete resolution. The course listings for the new college should be ready for Vandal Friday. In the course of the discussion of the transition team the question of the rights of emeriti faculty to university space had been raised. The question arises because space, particularly lab and studio space is in very tight supply. On the other hand, an emeritus faculty member who is still doing scholarly and creative activity, particularly one bringing in grant money to the university, needed to be accommodated. There was general consensus in the ensuing discussion that emeriti space requests should be handled at the departmental and college levels on a case-by-case basis.

The faculty secretary announced that he had been informed by the head of the search committee for a new ombuds that the search committee had sent to the president the names of two excellent candidates: Gail Eckwright and James Fazio.

Provost’s Report: In the absence of a provost, there was no provost’s report.

Budget-Setting and Fee-Setting Process: In the unexpected absence of the vice president for finance and administration [it was later learned that she had decided at the last minute that a visit to Faculty Council would be “premature”] there could be no robust discussion of the university’s budget-setting or fee-setting process. Professor Young, chair of the University Budget Committee, was able to remind council that there would be budget hearings on March 6th and 8th from colleges and departments. Having open hearings was an attempt to increase the budget’s transparency and to allow for the asking of strategic questions. Ms. Pine was also able to provide some insight into the fee-setting process. She noted that there had been some changes in the student committee which heard requests for fee increases. It was now composed of four undergraduate students (four ASUI officers), two members of the Graduate Student Association (she was one of those), and a representative of the Student Bar Association. They had heard some seventeen proposals for increasing student fees for a total of about $135 per student per semester. They expected to whittle down that number to something in the range of $40 to $50 in their recommendation to the president which was due on March 3rd. She was concerned, not so much with the requests for increases, but with the on-going fees. There was no attempt to justify on-going fees or to explain how they were being used. The recommendation of their committee concerning recommended fee increases to the president would be coupled with a request for a first ever audit of student fees. She was also concerned that “activity fees” covered a wide range of areas (e.g., student counseling, academic advising, building maintenance) that would not naturally be thought of as “student activities.”

Adjournment: There being no further business, it was moved and seconded (Parrish, Beard) to adjourn. The motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

Douglas Q. Adams

Faculty Secretary and Secretary to Faculty Council

