
Tenure and Promotion Committee Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday, 7 February  2012 

 

Present: Jim Hutchisson, William Sharbrough, John Zardus, Suzanne Mabrouk, Dave Trautman, 

Pat Briggs, Julie Lipovsky, George Williams, Kirstin Steele, Mark M
c
Kinney, Martha Hurley, 

Kathy Grenier, Harry Davakos 

 

Absent:  Katya Skow-Obenaus, John Murden 

 

The meeting began at 11:09 in the conference room on the second floor of the library. 

 

No minutes will be given of the first part of the meeting, during which time committee members 

asked for clarification of any issues with the portfolios of candidates from CHEM, ELEC, and 

ENGL. 

 

When the clarification session ended at 11:36 Chair Jim Hutchisson turned our attention to 

discussion of the questions pertaining to the revision of General Order 4, now known as 

Memorandum 3-7. 

 

We began the discussion of revising G.O. 4 by inadvertently opening anew the discussion of how 

long a candidate had before he or she could ask for an appeal or second review.  Fortunately 

Mark M
c
Kinney reminded us we had passed a motion about this at our last meeting (giving 

candidates 5 working days to make a request).  This time was not entirely wasted; we agreed that 

times would be listed in terms of “business days”, so that candidates will have 5 business days to 

request an appeal or second review. 

 

We then discussed how long the second review process should take.  On the one hand committee 

members had a desire to allow plenty of time for the candidate to make his or her case, but we 

also realized that further actions (provost decision, possible appeal) necessitate some speed.  

Kathy Grenier made this motion, which was seconded by Julie Lipovsky. 

 

It is expected the Faculty Tenure and Promotion Committee will hold the second review within 

10 business days of reception of the written request. 

 

The motion passed 13 to 0.  This phrasing will allow for some delay if conditions warrant it 

(allowing a candidate more time or many requests in one year). 

 

Jim brought up the questions of who receives the request for an appeal and who calls the first 

meeting of the Appeals Committee.  The FTPC quickly agreed that the chair of the Appeals 



Committee (a standing committee) receives the written request for an appeal, and calls the first 

meeting of the committee. 

 

We then discussed the question of who file an appeal.  Julie Lipovsky made this motion, which 

was seconded by Harry Davakos. 

 

The candidate may file an appeal on his or her behalf. 

 

This motion passed, 12 to 0. 

 

Our next meeting will be at 11:00 on Tuesday, 14 February in the conference room on the second 

floor of the library.  We will begin by discussing a question raised by Kathy, which concerns 

stating exactly what a second review consists of (may a candidate add material, may he or she 

have someone speak for him or her). 

 

This meeting adjourned at 12:08. 

 

Submitted 8 February 2012 

Dave Trautman 


