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University of Idaho
FACULTY COUNCIL MINUTES

2008-2009 Meeting #1, Tuesday, May 6th, 2008

Present: Adams (w/o vote), Baker (chair), Eveleth, Fritz, Guilfoyle, Machlis, McDaniel (sitting in for Huber), McCaffrey, Miller, Murphy, Noble (sitting in for Thomas), Oman, Rowland, Sullivan, Williams, Wilson; Crepeau (Idaho Falls). Absent: Fairley, Huber, Mihelich, Ripplinger, Schmeckpeper, Schmiege, Thomas; Stauffer (Boise), Newcomb (Coeur d’Alene).

Observers: None

A quorum being present, the provost called the meeting to order at 3:33 p.m. in the Brink Hall Faculty Lounge.

Minutes: It was moved and seconded (Miller, Murphy) to accept the minutes of the April 26th meeting (Meeting #26) of the 2007-2008 Faculty Council as distributed. The motion carried unanimously.

Provost’s Report: The provost thanked those members of the 2007-2008 council who were returning members of the 2008-2009 council for a great year. He looked forward to another great year for the newly constituted 2008-2009 council whose first meeting this was. He noted that this first meeting was devoted to the nomination and perhaps election of next year’s officers. The first order of business would be the nomination of candidates for chair and vice chair; by the bylaws of the council the election of those officers would take place the following week. However, if by unanimous consent the council wished to suspend the rules, we could proceed directly to the election this week.

Nominations: Professor Karen Guilfoyle was nominated (Wilson, Fritz) for the office of chair. There being no further nominations for that office, the chair declared nominations closed. Professor Jack Miller was nominated (Machlis, Murphy) for the office of vice chair. There being no further nominations for that office either, the chair declared nominations closed.

Elections: It was moved and seconded (Oman, Murphy) to suspend the Faculty Council bylaws and proceed directly to the election of officers at this meeting. The motion carried unanimously.

Before the actual vote, whose outcome did seem fairly certain at this point, the chair asked the candidates if they would say something about any plans they might have for the 2008-2009 council and its business. Professor Guilfoyle said that it was important and productive for Faculty Council to make its voice known on issues important to the university community. Working on the Strategic Plan’s Goal IV, Climate and Culture, would be a primary interest of hers in the forthcoming year. Professor Miller noted that next year he would be the chair of the University Budget and Finance Committee as well as vice chair of Faculty Council and he saw his major contribution to council’s work in the context of that committee. The chair (provost) noted that the University Budget and Finance Committee had helped the university sharpen its thinking on budgetary matters.

The chair then asked for a voice vote on Professor Guilfoyle’s election as chair. The vote was unanimously in favor.

He then asked for a voice vote on Professor Miller’s election for vice chair. The vote was unanimously in favor.

Discussion: The business of the meeting having been so efficiently dispatched, the chair asked if there were comments or observations to be made on any topic. As one might expect, the major topics revolved around resources. Why reallocation and why, since we always seem to be doing it, is it never feeling like we’ve done it? The provost replied that the university continues to look at reallocation as a way to create nationally competitive programs with assets we have now. We have not received even an inflationary increase from the state and are unlikely to receive any new money from that source except for special programs that may catch the legislative imagination. Some of our programs we need to invest in, others possibly to disinvest from.

Our competition is not staying the same, and we need to match them. The way to do that, in some areas at least, appears to be the creation of multidisciplinary teams to work on solving larger societal issues. The provost reminded councilors that on May 12th and 13th there would be a workshop for university leaders and administrators to discuss the proposals presented by the Yardley Report and the good, bad, and the ugly therein.

Both the provost and Professor Crepeau at Idaho Falls noted the recent decision to build a two billion dollar nuclear reprocessing facility at the INL would be very supportive of education opportunities at Idaho Falls: it was “huge” for graduate education there. The facility would be hiring employees with bachelor’s degrees and then sending them to us for master’s and PhDs.

The provost was asked about the status of the president. He replied that an institution was “courting him hard” and he thought the president would be making a decision within two weeks. The provost did not want to see the president go, but was encouraged that, if he did, we knew what we wanted to continue to do.

Adjournment: It was moved and seconded (Miller, Murphy) to adjourn at 3:56. The motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,


Douglas Q. Adams
Faculty Secretary and
Secretary to Faculty Council

