
Faculty Executive Committee 
Minutes for April 5, 2010 

 

Present:  Pat Hilleren, Dan Hurwitz (Chair),  Karen Kellogg,  Reg Lilly (scribe) 

 

I.  The minutes for the meetings of 3/29 and 3/23 approved as revised. 

II.   The Round IV WTS is going to go out April 19th, , and the election will begin April 26.  Natalie will 
handle the omnibus for appointed positions. 

III.  There was discussion about Faculty Handbook, Part One, Article X, which deals with the discipline of 
faculty.  This section of the handbook seems very vague.   Dan reported that a meeting by Muriel with 
faculty representatives looke at what various institutions do about disciplining faculty.  CAFR , CAPT and 
FEC reps will meet in May with Muriel to do something to clean all this up.   There was some question 
about whether this was a FEC issue.   It deals with the Handbook, but otherwise there was some 
question about what role FEC should play in this.   As next year’s chair, Reg will represent FEC at this 
meeting. 

IV.   The present issue is the dissolution of the IRC, and all voices have recommended that IRC be 
dissolved.   Pat Hilleren attended one meeting, and will attend another where IRC will look at an exit 
strategy.  There is a concern that there be a continuing faculty voice in technological  decisions, and this 
has yet to be determined.  There was some discussion of the perhaps unfortunate dissolution of FPPC as 
an object lesson in the loss of faculty representation when committees are dissolved. 

V.  The tracked changes to the faculty observation of the February meeting of the Board of Trustees was 
reviewed.   There was discussion of President’s Cabinet making editorial changes to the report.  We 
accept the changes, and Dan will tell Sue Blair that they are ok  

VI.  Dan brought a document concerning a policy concerning intellectual property that the College is 
developing.  Muriel wants to form a standing Intellectual Property committee.  The proposal is that it 
contain three voting administrators, one non-voting ex-officio member, and “three faculty derived from 
FDC.”   FEC felt that questions concerning representing all academic areas was important, and that all 
four faculty members of FDC should be included in the committee.  Dan will tell Muriel that perhaps 
there would be four.   

VII.   Adrienne’s letter about the size of IPPC was discussed and met with approval.  We discussed our 
meeting with the FEC members on IPPC, and we found it to be a very productive meeting.  FEC feels that 
we should have a liaison between the FEC 6 and the FEC members of IPPC, and have regular debriefings 
from the latter.  We will continue to discuss the constitution and identity of FEC 



VII.   Other 

a.  Karen made the excellent suggestion of making a list of FEC issues for next year so next year’s 
FEC chair knows what  he’s supposed to do.  Karen might have suggested to compile that list.  
The scribe was unable to discern. 
 

b.  A FEC member mentioned that there is some pressure the Administration is bringing to bear 
on Departments and Programs  to reduce course releases in order to Direct or Chair Programs or 
Departments.   FEC noted that this is an example of legitimate faculty concerns that the 
governance system broadly conceived was not well prepared to receive and deal with. 

Humbly submitted, 

Reg Lilly 


