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Minutes of the 
Sixth Regular Meeting of the Second Senate 

Purdue University Fort Wayne 
February 10, 2020 

12:00 P.M., KT G46 

Agenda 
(as amended) 

1. Call to order

2. Approval of the minutes of January 13 and January 27

3. Acceptance of the agenda – J. Toole

4. Reports of the Speakers of the Faculties

a. IFC Representative – J. Nowak

b. Deputy Presiding Officer – J. Toole

5. Report of the Presiding Officer – A. Nasr

6. Special business of the day

a. Purdue West Lafayette Senate Update – C. Erickson

7. Committee reports requiring action

a. Executive Committee (Senate Document SD 19-17) – J. Toole

8. Unfinished business

a. Faculty Affairs Committee (Senate Document SD 19-13) – K. Dehr

9. Committee reports requiring action

a. University Resources Policy Committee (Senate Document SD 19-16) – G. Schmidt

b. Executive Committee (Senate Document SD 19-18) – J. Toole

c. Executive Committee (Senate Document SD 19-19) – J. Toole

10. New business

11. Question time

12. Committee reports “for information only”

13. The general good and welfare of the University

14. Adjournment*

*The meeting will adjourn or recess by 1:15 p.m.
____________________________________________________________________ 
Presiding Officer: A. Nasr 
Parliamentarian: C. Ortsey 
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Sergeant-at-arms: G. Steffen 
Assistant: J. Bacon 
 
Attachments: 
 
“Procedures of Promotion for Lecturers at PFW” (SD 19-13) 

“Approval of Adding Member to the University Resources Policy Committee” (SD 19-16) 

“Approval of Adding Member to the Executive Committee” (SD 19-18) 

“Amendment to the Bylaws on Lecturer Voting Privileges” (SD 19-17) 

“Constitutional Amendment - Apportionment” (SD 19-19) 

 

Senate Members Present: 

J. Badia, A. Bales, S. Betz, Z. Bi, S. Buttes, M. Cain, S. Carr, K. Creager, K. Dehr, Y. Deng, 

H. Di, C. Drummond, J. Egger, R. Friedman, M. Gruys, S. Hanke, J. Hersberger, M. 

Johnson, M. Jordan, D. Kaiser, B. Kim, C. Lee, A. Livschiz, L. Lolkus, A. Marshall, J. 

Mbuba, A. Mohammadpour, J. Nowak, M. Parker, S. Randall, N. Reimer, M. Ridgeway, G. 

Schmidt, H. Strevel, R. Sutter, J. Toole, R. Vandell, L. Vartanian, N. Virtue, G. Wang, D. 

Wesse, K. White, M. Wolf, N. Younis, M. Zoghi 

 

Senate Members Absent: 

J. Burg, A. Coronado, J. Creek, S. Ding, R. Elsenbaumer, K. Fineran, J. Lewis, A. Macklin, 

J. O’Connell, H. Odden, S. Rumsey, S. Stevenson, R. Stone, A. Ushenko, E. Win 

 

Guests Present: 

R. Clark, A. Coffman, C. Erickson, J. Malanson, D. Smith, C. Springer, T. Swim, A. 

Williams 

 

Acta 

 

1. Call to order: A. Nasr called the meeting to order at 12:00 p.m. 

 

2. Approval of the minutes of January 13 and January 27: The minutes were approved as 

distributed. 

 

3. Acceptance of the agenda: 

 

J. Toole moved to accept the agenda. 

 

M. Wolf moved to amend the agenda by moving Senate Document SD 19-17 

(Amendment to the Bylaws on Lecturer Voting Privileges) to come before Unfinished 

business. 

 

Motion to amend the agenda passed by voice vote. 

 

Agenda approved by voice vote. 

 

4. Reports of the Speakers of the Faculties: 
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a. IFC Representative: 

 

J. Nowak: Hello, and Welcome, 

Hopefully you were able to attend the Campus Master Plan Open House last 

Wednesday in the Walb Union International Ballroom. While that plan is 

undergoing final tweaks, simultaneously our Campus Strategic Plan is at a 

similar point in its development. At this time the plan is to present the Campus 

Strategic Plan to the Board of Trustees in April, and the Campus Physical 

Master Plan to the Board in June. If you have any questions or concerns 

please contact either Greg Justice, Executive Director of Facilities 

Management, or Jeff Malanson, Director of Strategic Planning and the Office 

of Academic Innovation.       

 

Our campus is moving quickly through our transition to Brightspace.  As a 

reminder, we have a small group of faculty and students piloting Brightspace 

this Spring.  CELT and ITS will soon be identifying a larger group to pilot 

Brightspace in their summer courses.  All faculty and courses will be using 

Brightspace this Fall. 

  

The CELT and ITS Spring workshop schedule, to help faculty transition to the 

new LMS, is extensive and can be found on CELT’s website.  The first step: 

Departmental “Getting Started with Brightspace” workshops have begun and 

are receiving positive feedback.  96% of departments have either completed or 

have a session scheduled over the next few weeks.  

  

All faculty now have available a “Brightspace sandbox” to explore the system 

and faculty can also request development sections to begin migrating their 

Blackboard content and/or start building their courses from scratch.  Please 

watch for e-mails this week from CELT about how to access your sandbox 

and to request development sections. Please direct any questions you may 

have regarding the LMS to Adam Dircksen.   

 

Thank you 

 

b. Deputy Presiding Officer:  

 

J. Toole: I have a few announcements. The first is that I just want to remind 

you that the Faculty Leaders have called a Faculty Assembly for next 

Wednesday, the 19th of February. This is on the proposed Follett’s Access 

program. EPC has been working on this. Rather than get it wrong, I am going 

to read from the email. The brief description of this plan, as EPC describes it, 

is “for a flat fee per credit hour, students will have access to their required 

textbook on the first day of class. This fee would be part of their tuition bill. If 

Follett Access is adopted by the university, all students would be 
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automatically charged a flat fee per credit hour, regardless of what (if any) 

required textbook they have for their course.”  

 

So, we have called a Faculty Assembly. The idea is that we just have an open 

discussion with all views being aired and all questions being asked. EPC 

wants to know how faculty feel about this. Please encourage people to attend. 

Please attend yourself, if you can. Again, that is next Wednesday, February 19 

at noon in LA 159. The information was sent in an email from Josh Bacon on 

January 23. Representatives from Follett’s will be there. Carl Drummond and 

David Wesse will be there as well. Please submit any questions you have to 

Assem by this Wednesday. Questions by this Wednesday. Faculty Assembly 

next Wednesday. 

 

Two other quick announcements. We are still seeking nominations for 

Presiding Officer and for one of the two Speaker positions. The Presiding 

Officer term is one year, 2020-2021. The Speaker position is two years, 2020-

2022. The Speaker cannot come from the College of Arts and Sciences. If you 

have any nominations then please send them to Lesa Vartanian or Josh Bacon 

by this Friday at 5:00 pm. Thank you. 

 

5. Report of the Presiding Officer: 

 

A. Nasr: Nothing to report. 

 

6. Special business of the day: 

 

a. Purdue West Lafayette Senate Update – C. Erickson 

The Equity and Diversity Committee of the Purdue Senate has been very busy. There 

are four different proposals. 19-09 through 19-12. If anybody is interested then maybe 

the Senate might want to bring up these ideas. They do things a little differently at 

Purdue. They talk about the proposals and then at the next Senate meeting they vote 

on them. With this particular proposal everybody agreed to do a voice vote right then 

because this is such a terrific idea. This deals with a food scarcity on campus. The 

proposal that we approved of is for this to go into the template for all Purdue syllabi. 

They have some special template and this is going to go in it. Of course, anybody else 

can have access to that. Perhaps the Senate might want to consider discussing this or 

sending this out for people. We do have food scarcity issues on this campus among 

students. This would be nice to put it on all of our syllabi. I have already sent Josh 

Bacon the link to the Senate agenda. 

https://www.purdue.edu/senate/calendar/index.php 

 

Again, Senate documents 19-09 through 19-12 are on that site if anybody else wants 

to take a look. The other ones deal with eliminating costs for menstruation products in 

Purdue University bathrooms, a diversity statement requirement for all faculty hires, 

and gender markers on Purdue University forms to include non-binary gender 

https://www.purdue.edu/senate/calendar/index.php
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markers, which are allowable on legal identification forms, but Purdue doesn’t have 

that yet.    

 

7. Committee reports requiring action: 

 

a. Executive Committee (Senate Document SD 19-17) – J. Toole 

 

J. Toole moved to approve Senate Document SD 19-17 (Amendment to the Bylaws 

on Lecturer Voting Privileges). 

 

Motion to approve passed on a voice vote. 

 

8. Unfinished business: 

 

a. Faculty Affairs Committee (Senate Document SD 19-13) – K. Dehr 

 

A. Livschiz withdraws the amendment of taking S. Carr’s deletions, bringing the 

original wording back, and placing it under section 3.7. 

 

S. Carr moved to amend with the following changes: 

 

Page one: Deleting XX and replacing it with 13. 

 

Page two: Deleting XX and replacing it with 13. Deleting such and replacing it with 

they. 

 

Page three: Deleting such and replacing it with they. Adding “”. Deleting Senate. 

Adding ,. Adding seven. Deleting s, l, only, his, serve on, for, and ,. Adding , and at 

all relevant levels will receive review at the same time as other tenure and promotion 

cases. To constitute a promotion committee for Senior Lecturer, one or more current 

Senior Lecturers or other eligible faculty members may join an existing promotion 

and tenure committee as needed, and for the sole purpose of reviewing cases for 

promotion to Senior Lecturer. Members joining a promotion and tenure committee for 

the purpose of reviewing lecturer promotion cases may not review, discuss, or vote on 

any other case before the committee, including any case for tenure or any case 

involving the promotion of a tenured faculty member. 

 

Page four: Deleting only. Adding Senior Lecturers and other eligible faculty may join 

an existing promotion and tenure committee for the sole purpose of reviewing cases 

for promotion to Senior Lecturer. Deleting ,. Adding and. Deleting this committee 

should be established each year in case it is needed based on 3.7 below. Deleting the. 

Adding each. Adding ‘s.  

 

Page five: Deleting the. Adding each. Adding ‘s. Deleting which. Adding that. 

Deleting must. Adding should. Deleting invited. Adding recruited. Adding The 

electoral procedures for the Senior Lecturer position(s) and the procedures for filling 
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vacancies shall be the same as for other members of the college promotion and tenure 

committee. 2.3.2.3 Senior Lecturers and other eligible faculty may join an existing 

college promotion and tenure committee for the sole purpose of reviewing cases for 

promotion to Senior Lecturer. Deleting only.  

 

Page six: Adding 2.5. The chief academic officer of PFW 2.5.1. Primary Tasks: The 

chief academic officer of PFW shall: 2.5.1.1. Recognize the credibility of the 

decisions of lower levels. 2.5.1.2. Review split votes and/or inconsistencies in 

findings and recommendations at, and between, lower levels. When there is a split 

vote and/or inconsistency, the chief academic officer of PFW will focus the review on 

that part of the case dealing with the split vote and/or inconsistency. 2.5.1.3. Review 

how well the process has adhered to the documented procedures. 2.5.1.4. Make a 

recommendation to the next level in the form of a letter. 2.5.2. Letter of 

Recommendation: The letter of recommendation from the chief academic officer of 

PFW shall be based on the chief academic officer’s review of recommendations from 

lower levels, and the process to this point, and must clearly explain the 

recommendation of the chief academic officer, including an explanation of agreement 

or disagreement with the decisions of the lower level(s). Deleting this. Deleting 

should. Deleting based on 3.7 below. Adding In the event of a positive promotion 

decision by the chief academic officer of PFW, the campus promotion committee 

shall not review a candidate’s case. However, in the event of a negative promotion 

decision by the chief academic officer of PFW, the input and vote of the campus 

promotion committee must be sought. This. Adding must. Adding at the start of. 

Adding academic. Deleting representatives. Adding nominee. Adding Vacancies shall 

be filled for the remainder of the term through a process similar to that which selects 

campus committee members. Adding at least. Adding 2.6.2.3. Deleting should. 

Adding must. Adding Members of the campus committee should have prior 

experience serving at a lower level in the process before serving on the campus 

committee. 2.6.2.4. Senior Lecturers and other eligible faculty may join the existing 

campus promotion and tenure committee for the sole purpose of. Deleting an.  

 

Page seven: Adding reviewing cases for promotion to Senior Lecturer. Deleting only. 

Deleting and. Deleting the. Adding its. Deleting the. Deleting d. Adding .. Deleting 

The chief academic officer of PFW Primary Tasks: The chief academic officer of 

PFW shall: Recognize the credibility of the decisions of lower levels. Review split 

votes and/or inconsistencies in findings and recommendations at, and between, lower 

levels. When there is a split vote and/or inconsistency, the chief academic officer of 

PFW will focus the review on that part of the case dealing with the split vote and/or 

inconsistency. Review how well the process has adhered to the documented 

procedures. Make a recommendation to the next level in the form of a letter. Letter of 

Recommendation: The letter of recommendation from the chief academic officer of 

PFW shall be based on the chief academic officer’s review of recommendations from 

lower levels, the process to this point, and must clearly explain the recommendation 

of the chief academic officer including an explanation of agreement or disagreement 

with the decisions of the lower level(s). Adding The Chief administrative officer of 



7 

 

PFW. Adding the. Deleting all. Adding Unless noted otherwise, all. Deleting from. 

Adding at. Adding 3.4. Adding 3.5. Adding to. Deleting of. Adding seven ().  

 

Page eight: Deleting 3.7 If a chief academic officer at any level is not recommending 

for promotion, the input and vote of the promotion committee at the same level must 

be sought. Deleting or if the candidate for promotion requests it,…. Adding , 

associate and full clinical professors,. Adding section. Adding of this document.  

 

Deleting the entire Special Abbreviate Procedure for First Year of Senior Lecturer 

Promotion Process section.   

 

Motion to amend passed on a voice vote. 

 

Amended version of Senate Document SD 19-13 (Procedures of Promotion for 

Lecturers at PFW) passed on a voice vote. 

 

9. Committee reports requiring action: 

 

a. University Resources Policy Committee (Senate Document SD 19-16) – G. Schmidt 

 

G. Schmidt moved to approve Senate Document SD 19-16 (Approval of Adding 

Member to the University Resources Policy Committee). 

 

Motion to approve passed on a voice vote. 

 

b. Executive Committee (Senate Document SD 19-18) – J. Toole 

 

J. Toole moved to approve Senate Document SD 19-18 (Approval of Adding Member 

to the Executive Committee). 

 

Motion to approve passed on a voice vote. 

 

c.  Executive Committee (Senate Document SD 19-19) – J. Toole 

 

J. Toole moved to approve Senate Document SD 19-19 (Constitutional Amendment – 

Apportionment). 

 

J. Toole moved to table. 

 

Senate Document 19-19 (Constitutional Amendment – Apportionment) tabled on a 

voice vote. 

 

10. Question time: There were no questions for question time. 

 

11. New business: There was no new business.   
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12. Committee reports “for information only”: There were no committee reports “for 

information only.” 

 

13. The general good and welfare of the University:  

 

A. Livschiz: I have two things. One, hopefully people have been noticing signs all over 

campus with Rick’s face on them. Rick Sutter is the internal Distinguished Lecturer for 

the College of Arts and Sciences. His lecture is “Ancient Lessons For Modern Times: 

Spectacular Violence, Population Displacements, And Climate Change During The 

Moche (AD 200-850) Of Peru.” The lecture is on March 4 at noon. There are going to be 

snacks. We hope that everybody will join COAS in celebrating Rick’s accomplishments.  

 

The second general good and welfare is that the Brown Ink fundraiser is on Friday, April 

3. It is a few weeks away, but I just wanted people to get it on their calendars.  

 

M. Cain: In April, we will be having the former poet laureate of the United States 

coming. More details to come.  

 

M. Gruys: On February 28 we are having a women’s professional development day for 

our students. We are already accepting RSVPs. It hasn’t been sent out all that broadly yet, 

but we will make sure that it gets out. If you would encourage your students to go, that 

would be great.  

 

Our accounting program was ranked twelfth on the first time CPA pass rate. We were 

ranked twelfth in mid-size schools, of which we are. Most accounting schools are mid-

size schools. In the entire nation, in schools of accounting, we are top six percent in first 

time CPA pass rate. There is only one school in the whole state of Indiana that was above 

us and that was Notre Dame. It is exceptional. We are just really happy about the result. 

The students have to study very hard for that result.  

 

M. Parker: On Friday, February 28 at noon in the Idea Space in Helmke Library the 

Student Engagement Coalition that has been running the last year will be doing their 

presentations. If you are interested, CELT has kindly been promoting this with us. Lunch 

is being served. You can RSVP and attend these presentations to see what these 

professors have done with student engagement. You are welcome to join us. 

 

S. Carr: Today at 4:00 pm in the International Ballroom A the Office of Academic 

Affairs has generously invited Dr. Diya Abdo to speak on “Reimagining the University in 

a Time of Crisis: Higher Education’s Civic and Curricular Engagement with Refugee 

Resettlement.” 

 

R. Friedman: On a sadder note, in case you didn’t know, Dr. Elaine Blakemore passed 

away Saturday morning. We will be hearing more about services soon.  

    

14. Adjournment: The meeting adjourned at 12:46 p.m. 
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Joshua S. Bacon 

Assistant to the Faculty 

 

 



Senate Document SD 19-13

Amended and Approved, 
2/10/2020 

MEMORANDUM 

  TO: Fort Wayne Senate 

FROM: Talia Bugel, Chair  

Faculty Affairs Committee 

DATE: November 8, 2019  

SUBJ:  Procedures of promotion for Lecturers at PFW 

WHEREAS, the Fort Wayne Senate approved guiding principles and procedures for tenure-track faculty at IPFW 

in the spring of 2015; and   

WHEREAS, the Fort Wayne Senate determined that it was prudent to draft separate guiding principles and 

procedure documents for promotion of Lecturers; 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fort Wayne Senate adopt SD 19-13 as the procedures for promotion of Lecturers at 

PFW. 

Approved Opposed Abstention Absent Non-Voting 

Talia Bugel Marcia Dixson 

Karol Dehr 

Hui Di 

Andres Montenegro 

Joseph Khamalah 
Dong Chen 



 
 

 

PROCEDURES FOR PROMOTION OF LECTURERS 

(Based on SD 14-36) 

 

Purdue Fort Wayne and its autonomous academic units shall establish, within the timeframes and 

by means of guiding principles and criteria established in other documents, procedures for the 

evaluation of Lecturers for promotion according to the following procedures. Autonomous 

academic units shall consist of those units subject to the powers of the Faculty detailed in Section 

VI of the Constitution of the Faculty; other units may, at their option, adhere to these guidelines 

and procedures. 

 

The procedures for evaluating Lecturers for promotion ensure fair and consistent treatment of 

candidates. The procedures include multiple levels of review with clear expectations for each 

level. When considered in its entirety, the procedures create a coherent whole that includes a 

system of checks and balances. While there are variations between academic units, all 

procedures are based on these principles. If a department/program (department) or 

college/school/division (college) cannot comply with specific procedures in this document, they 

are expected to explain why they cannot and utilize a procedure that conforms as closely as 

possible to the procedures in this document. The explanation and amended procedure shall be 

included in a separate document with recommendations regarding cases for promotion. 

 

The procedures and guiding principles for evaluating Lecturers for promotion are discussed 

in separate documents (see SD 19-9 for guiding principles for Lecturers), but the two are 

interrelated. The procedures for evaluating Lecturers are the method for implementing the 

guiding principles. 

 

Amendments to this document shall trigger reviews of college and department procedure 

documents. It shall be the responsibility of the Presiding Officer of the Senate, in concert with 

the Senate Secretary, to notify colleges and departments of any amendments to this document 

and the need to review their procedure documents. 

 

The appointment letter of a Lecturer to more than one academic unit shall identify that department 

whose promotion process shall apply to the appointee. 

 

1. Document Review and Approval 

1.1. Department documents 

1.1.1. Departments must include procedures and criteria for promotion of Lecturers. 

1.1.2. Department procedures must adhere to the guidelines and procedures laid out in 

college and Senate documents. 

1.1.3. Department criteria must align with college guiding principles, if they exist. 

1.1.4. Department procedures must be submitted to the Senate Faculty Affairs 

Committee for feedback and then reviewed and approved at the college level. 

The feedback from the Senate Faculty Affairs Committee shall be forwarded to 

the college. 

1.1.5. Department criteria must include: 

1.1.5.1. Criteria for quality of performance in teaching for promotion to Senior Lecturer. 

1.1.5.2. Rationale of the department for the criteria. 

 



 
 

1.1.6. Department criteria must be reviewed and approved at the college level. The 

review by the college must focus on: 

1.1.6.1. The completeness and clarity of the department criteria document. 

1.1.6.2. The alignment of department criteria with Senate and (if they exist) college guiding 

principles. 

1.1.6.3. Compliance with Purdue procedural document “Operating Procedures for Lecturer 

Appointments”. 

1.1.7. If a college rejects the criteria of a department, a thorough explanation of 

the rejection must be sent to the department. 

1.1.8. If there is a disagreement between a department and college about criteria, the 

Senate Faculty Affairs Committee will arbitrate the disagreement. 

1.1.9. Upon passage of this document by the Senate, departments with Lecturers 

have one calendar year to draft, approve, and seek review of department 

Lecturer promotion documents. 

1.2. College documents 

1.2.1. Colleges must include procedures and guiding principles in documents. Colleges 

may choose to elect the campus Lecturer guiding principles as the guiding 

principles of the college. 

1.2.2. College procedures must adhere to the guidelines and procedures laid out in 

Senate documents. 

1.2.3. College procedures and guiding principles must be reviewed and approved at the 

campus level, first by the Senate Faculty Affairs Committee and then by the 

Senate. 

 

2. Decision Levels: Nominations for promotion to Senior Lecturer shall be considered at 

several levels. The quality of the evidence presented in the case is best evaluated at the 

department level. Candidates may respond in writing to recommendations at all levels. 

Written responses must be submitted within seven (7) calendar days of the date of the 

recommendation and proceed with the case. Cases for promotion to Senior Lecturer will be 

submitted on the same time schedule as tenure and promotion cases, and at all relevant 

levels will receive review at the same time as other tenure and promotion cases. To 

constitute a promotion committee for Senior Lecturer, one or more current Senior Lecturers 

or other eligible faculty members may join an existing promotion and tenure committee as 

needed, and for the sole purpose of reviewing cases for promotion to Senior Lecturer. 

Members joining a promotion and tenure committee for the purpose of reviewing lecturer 

promotion cases may not review, discuss, or vote on any other case before the committee, 

including any case for tenure or any case involving the promotion of a tenured faculty 

member. 

2.1. The department committee 

2.1.1. Establishing the department committee: The department committee composition 

and functions shall be established according to a procedure adopted by the faculty 

of the department and approved by the faculty of the college in compliance with 

Operating Procedures for Lecturer Appointments. The Senate shall have the right 

of review of this procedure. The department committee shall follow procedures 

established by the faculty of the college or, in the absence of such procedures, by 

the Senate. 

2.1.2. Composition of the department committee: 

2.1.2.1. A faculty member deemed the equivalent of a department’s “head for 

teaching and learning” (i.e., chair of curriculum or faculty affairs 



 
 

committee, a faculty member recognized for teaching excellence), one or 

more faculty with teaching responsibilities in the same general area as the 

Lecturer, and one or more Senior Lecturers (if not available from within 

the department, recruited from another unit). 

2.1.2.2. If, by established departmental criteria, fewer than three persons are eligible 

to serve on the department committee, the department shall submit to the 

chief academic officer of the college the names of faculty members from 

other departments whom it deems suitable to serve on the department 

committee. From this list, the chief academic officer of the college shall 

appoint enough faculty members to bring the committee membership to 

between three and five. 

2.1.2.3. Senior Lecturers and other eligible faculty may join an existing promotion 

and tenure committee for the sole purpose of reviewing cases for 

promotion to Senior Lecturer. 

2.1.2.4. Members of the department committee shall elect a chair from among its 

members. 

2.1.2.5. The chief academic officer of the department may not serve on the 

department committee or participate in meetings. 

2.1.3. Primary Tasks: The department committee shall review the evidence presented in 

the case, compare the case to department criteria, and make a recommendation to 

the next level in the form of a letter. 

2.1.4. Letter of Recommendation: The letter of recommendation from the department 

committee shall be based on the case and department criteria and clearly state and 

explain the recommendation of the committee including commenting on the 

candidate’s professional standing. 

2.1.5. Other: 

2.1.5.1. Any faculty member, Lecturer and Senior Lecturer subject to the procedures 

and guiding principles of promotion to Senior Lecturer or promotion/tenure 

at PFW shall have the opportunity to read and provide feedback on cases in 

their home department until the department committee has made a 

recommendation regarding promotion. Any document that is provided does 

not become part of the case and does not move forward with the case. 

 

2.2. The chief academic officer of the department 

2.2.1. Primary Tasks: The chief academic officer of the department shall: 

2.2.1.1. Review the case and compare the case to department criteria. 

2.2.1.2. Review how well the process has adhered to the documented procedures to 

this point. 

2.2.1.3. Review the recommendation of the lower level. 

2.2.1.4. Make a recommendation to the next level in the form of a letter. 

2.2.2. Letter of Recommendation: The letter of recommendation from the chief 

academic officer of the department shall be based on the chief academic officer’s 

review of the case in light of department criteria and the process to this point, 

and clearly state and explain the recommendation of the chief academic officer, 

including an explanation of agreement or disagreement with the decision of the 

lower level. 

 

2.3. The college committee 

2.3.1. Establishing the college committee: Each college committee’s composition and functions shall 



 
 

be established by each college’s faculty and Lecturers, incorporated into the documents that 
define the procedures of faculty governance within the college, and approved by the Senate. This 

procedure shall be periodically published, simultaneously with the Bylaws of the Senate, as and 

when the Bylaws of the Senate are distributed. 

2.3.2. Composition of the college committee 

2.3.2.1. Members of the college committee should have prior experience serving at a 

lower level in the process before serving on the college committee. 

2.3.2.2. The college committee will include at least one Senior Lecturer.  If the college 

does not currently have Senior Lecturers, one or more may be recruited from 

other colleges to serve this role. The electoral procedures for the Senior Lecturer 
position(s) and the procedures for filling vacancies shall be the same as for other 

members of the college promotion and tenure committee. 

2.3.2.3. Senior Lecturers and other eligible faculty may join an existing college promotion 
and tenure committee for the sole purpose of reviewing cases for promotion to 

Senior Lecturer. 

2.3.2.4. Members of the college committee may not serve consecutive terms. Terms shall 
be staggered and may not be longer than three years. 

2.3.2.5. Members of the college committee shall elect a chair from among its 

members. 

2.3.2.6. The chief academic officer of the college may not serve on the college 

committee or participate in the meetings. 

2.3.3. Primary Tasks: The college committee shall: 

2.3.3.1. Review how well the process has adhered to the documented procedures to this 

point and ensure that the candidate has been afforded basic fairness and due 

process. 

2.3.3.2. Review the recommendation of the lower levels. 

2.3.3.2.1. This review shall include a consideration of the basis of the decisions from 

the lower levels. 

2.3.3.2.2. If the committee judges that a decision from a lower level is contrary to the 

evidence, the committee may include consideration of the evidence in the 

case as it compares to department criteria. 

2.3.3.3. Make a recommendation to the next level in the form of a letter. 

2.3.4. Letter of Recommendation: The letter of recommendation from the college committee 
shall be based on the committee’s review of the process to this point, and must clearly 

state and explain the recommendation of the committee including an explanation of 

agreement or disagreement with the decisions of lower levels. 

 

2.4. The chief academic officer of the college 

2.4.1. Primary Tasks: The chief academic officer of the college shall: 

2.4.1.1. Review how well the process has adhered to the documented procedures to 

this point. 

2.4.1.2. Review the recommendations of the lower levels. This review: 

2.4.1.2.1. Shall include a consideration of the basis of the decisions from the 

lower levels. 

2.4.1.2.2. May include consideration of the evidence in the case as it compares to 

department criteria if a decision from a lower level is judged to be 

contrary to the evidence. 

2.4.1.3. Make a recommendation to the chief academic officer of PFW in the form of a 

letter. 

2.4.2. Letter of Recommendation: The letter of recommendation from the chief 

academic officer of the college shall be based on the chief academic officer’s 



 
 

review of the process to this point, and must clearly state and explain the 

recommendation of the chief academic officer including an explanation of 

agreement or disagreement with the decisions of lower levels. 

 

2.5. The chief academic officer of PFW 

2.5.1. Primary Tasks: The chief academic officer of PFW shall: 

2.5.1.1. Recognize the credibility of the decisions of lower levels. 

2.5.1.2. Review split votes and/or inconsistencies in findings and recommendations 

at, and between, lower levels. When there is a split vote and/or 

inconsistency, the chief academic officer of PFW will focus the review on 

that part of the case dealing with the split vote and/or inconsistency. 

2.5.1.3. Review how well the process has adhered to the documented procedures. 

2.5.1.4. Make a recommendation to the next level in the form of a letter. 

2.5.2. Letter of Recommendation: The letter of recommendation from the chief academic 

officer of PFW shall be based on the chief academic officer’s review of 

recommendations from lower levels and the process to this point, and must clearly 

explain the recommendation of the chief academic officer, including an explanation of 

agreement or disagreement with the decisions of the lower level(s). 

 

2.6. The Senate Lecturer Promotion Committee (a.k.a. the campus committee) 

2.6.1. Establishing the campus committee: In the event of a positive promotion decision by the 

chief academic officer of PFW, the campus promotion committee shall not review a 

candidate’s case. However, in the event of a negative promotion decision by the chief 

academic officer of PFW, the input and vote of the campus promotion committee must 

be sought. This committee must be established at the start of each academic year in case 

it is needed. 

2.6.1.1. Members of this committee shall be selected to staggered, three-year terms, 

by the Chief Administrative Officer of PFW and the two Speakers of the 

Faculty. 

2.6.1.2. The committee members will be selected from a panel of nominees 

composed of at least two nominees from the faculty of each college 

elected according to procedures adopted by the college faculty and 

incorporated into the documents which define the protocols of faculty 

governance within the college. If a college has more than three Senior 

Lecturers, then at least one nominee from that college should be a Senior 

Lecturer. The vote totals from the elections shall be included with the 

panel of nominees. 

2.6.1.3. Vacancies shall be filled for the remainder of the term through a process 

similar to that which selects campus committee members. 

2.6.2. Composition of the campus committee 

2.6.2.1. The campus committee shall consist of at least seven (7) members. 

2.6.2.2. A minimum of four (4) academic units must be represented on the campus 

committee and no more than three (3) members of the campus committee 

may be from one academic unit. 

2.6.2.3. At least two members of the committee must be Senior Lecturers when 

that is possible given the panel of nominees. Members of the campus 

committee should have prior experience serving at a lower level in the 

process before serving on the campus committee. 

2.6.2.4. Senior Lecturers and other eligible faculty may join the existing campus 



 
 

promotion and tenure committee for the sole purpose of reviewing cases 

for promotion to Senior Lecturer. 

2.6.2.5. Members of the campus committee may serve at the department level, but 

not at the college level, in the promotion process while serving on the 

campus committee. 

2.6.2.6. Members of the campus committee may not serve consecutive terms. 

2.6.2.7. Members of the campus committee shall elect a chair from among its 

members. 

2.6.2.8. The chief academic officer of PFW may not serve on the campus committee 

or participate in its meetings. 

2.6.3. Primary Tasks: The campus committee shall: 

2.6.3.1. Review how well the process has adhered to the documented procedures to 

this point and ensure that the candidate has been afforded basic fairness and 

due process. 

2.6.3.2. Review the recommendations of the lower levels. 

2.6.3.2.1. This review shall include a consideration of the basis of the  

decisions from the lower levels. 

2.6.3.2.2. If the committee judges that a decision from a lower level is contrary 

to the evidence, the committee may include consideration of the 

evidence in the case as it compares to department criteria. 

2.6.3.3. Make a recommendation to the next level in the form of a letter. 

2.6.3.4. Letter of Recommendation: The letter of recommendation from the campus 

committee shall be based on the committee’s review of the process to this 

point and must clearly state and explain the recommendation of the 

committee, including an explanation of agreement or disagreement with 

the decisions of lower levels. 

 

2.7.  The chief administrative officer of PFW will make the final determination of promotion to 

Senior Lecturer. 
 

3. Case Process: Nominations for promotion shall be considered at several levels. 

3.1. The candidate must identify the criteria document that should be used to judge the case. 

The department criteria document used must have been in effect at some point during 

the five years preceding the submission of the case. 

3.2. Unless noted otherwise, all cases for promotion to Senior Lecturer shall pass 

sequentially through the decision levels above. 

3.3. No information, other than updates to items in the case, can be added to the case after 

the vote and recommendation at the department level. The intent is that each level 

will be reviewing the same case. Each decision level is responsible for determining if 

items submitted after a case has cleared the department committee should be included 

in the case or considered to be new evidence that should be excluded. 

3.4. Each decision level forwards only a letter of recommendation to the next level. 

Recommendations may not include attachments or supplemental information. 

3.5. When the vote is not unanimous, a written statement stipulating the majority 

opinion and the minority opinion must be included. The candidate may submit a 

written response to the statement of the administrator or the committee chair 

within seven (7) calendar days of the date of the recommendation and must 

proceed with the case. At the same time that the case is sent forward to the next 

level, the administrator or committee chair shall also ensure a copy of the 



 
 

recommendation and statements of reasons, and the candidate’s response, if any, 

are sent to administrators and committee chairs at the lower level(s). 

3.6. The deliberations of committees at all levels shall be strictly confidential. Within the 

confidential discussions of the committees, each member’s vote on a case shall be 

openly declared. No abstentions or proxies are allowed. Committee members must be 

present during deliberations in order to vote. 
 

4. Individual Participation 

4.1. Only tenured faculty, associate and full clinical professors, and Senior 

Lecturers may serve as voting members of promotion committees at any 

level. 

4.2. No person shall serve as a voting member of any committee during an academic year in 

which his or her nomination for promotion is under consideration, nor shall any 

individual make a recommendation on his or her own promotion nomination. 

4.3. Individuals may serve and vote at the department level and one other level (college or 

campus). 

4.4. Voting members of committees and chief academic officers shall recuse themselves 

from considering cases of candidates with whom they share significant credit for 

research or creative endeavor, team teaching, service projects or other work which is a 

major part of the candidate’s case or if they have other conflicts of interest. The 

committee will decide if committee members who collaborate with the candidate need 

to recuse themselves. The next highest administrator will decide if a chief academic 

officer who collaborated with the candidate needs to recuse her/himself. 

4.5. Any committee member, at any level, who recuses her/himself shall leave the room 

during the discussion of that case. 

4.6. Chief academic officers who have written a letter of recommendation as part of 

Section 2.2.2. of this document will recuse themselves from discussion or vote on 

that candidate’s case at a higher level. 

REVIEW OF PROGRESS TOWARD PROMOTION 

In compliance with Purdue’s Operating Procedures for Lecturer Appointment, each Lecturer will be 
reviewed for promotion at least every five years. 

 

 



Senate Document SD 19-16

Approved, 2/10/2020 
MEMORANDUM 

TO: Fort Wayne Senate  

FROM: Gordon B. Schmidt, Chair of the University Resources Policy Committee 

DATE: 1/24/20 

SUBJ: Approval of adding member to the University Resources Policy Committee 

WHEREAS, The Bylaws of the Senate provide (5.1.4.1.) that “Senate Committees shall have the 

power to fill committee vacancies for the remainder of an academic year, subject to Senate 

approval at its next regular meeting”; and  

WHEREAS, There is a vacancy on the University Resources Policy Committee; and 

WHEREAS, The University Resources Policy Committee voted by email on 1/24/20 to appoint 

Hank Strevel to fill the available vacancy for the 2019–2020 academic year;  

BE IT RESOLVED, That the University Resources Policy Committee requests that the Senate 

approve this appointment.  

Approved Opposed  Abstention     Absent Non-Voting 

Gordon Schmidt 

Darin Kaiser 

Tanya Soule 

Lindsey Dutrieux 

Jane Leatherman 

Steven Hanke 

Marcia Dixson 



Senate Document SD 19-18

Approved, 2/10/2020
MEMORANDUM 

TO: Fort Wayne Senate  

FROM: Faculty Senate Executive Committee 

DATE: 1/29/20 

SUBJ: Approval of adding member to the Executive Committee 

WHEREAS, The Bylaws of the Senate provide (5.1.4.1.) that “Senate Committees shall have the 

power to fill committee vacancies for the remainder of an academic year, subject to Senate 

approval at its next regular meeting”; and  

WHEREAS, There is a vacancy on the Executive Committee; and 

WHEREAS, The Executive Committee voted on 1/29/20 to appoint Hui Di to fill the available 

vacancy for the 2019–2020 academic year;  

BE IT RESOLVED, That the Executive Committee requests that the Senate approve this 

appointment.  

Approved Opposed  Abstention     Absent Non-Voting  
Ann Marshall  Craig Ortsey 

Assem Nasr 

Jeffrey Nowak 

Mark Ridgeway 

James Toole 

Nashwan Younis 



Senate Document SD 19-17 

Approved, 2/10/2020
To: Fort Wayne Senate 

From: Executive Committee 

Date: January 29, 2020 

Re: Amendment to the Bylaws on Lecturer Voting Privileges 

WHEREAS, 2.8.3 of the Bylaws of the Senate prohibit continuing lecturers from voting “on 

issues regarding promotion and tenure in the Senate and/or in committee,” and; 

WHEREAS, the Bylaws currently prohibit continuing lecturers from participating in the Senate 

and/or in committee while these bodies are considering a promotion process for continuing 

lecturers, and; 

WHEREAS, 10.1 of the Bylaws of the Senate require a two-third majority of Senators present 

and voting at a regular meeting to amend the Bylaws, 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Senate adopt the following amendment to the Bylaws. 

Section 2.8.3, amended to read as follows: 

The elected representative of the continuing lecturers shall be eligible to serve on all Senate 

committees and subcommittees, but may not vote on issues regarding promotion and tenure for 

tenured or tenure-track faculty in the Senate and/or or in committee. 

Approved Opposed  Abstention     Absent Non-Voting  

Ann Marshall  Craig Ortsey 

Assem Nasr 

Jeffrey Nowak 

Mark Ridgeway 

James Toole 

Nashwan Younis 



Senate Document SD 19-19

Tabled, 2/10/2020
To: Purdue University Fort Wayne Senate 

From: PFW Senate Executive Committee 

Re: Constitutional Amendment--Apportionment 

Date: 29 January 2020 

WHEREAS, all major units at Purdue University Fort Wayne should be afforded representation 

in the Senate, and;  

WHEREAS, the authors of the Constitution of the Faculty of Purdue University Fort Wayne 

never countenanced a situation where a major unit would possess fewer than six Voting Faculty 

members, and; 

WHEREAS, a major unit has, in fact, now dropped below that threshold; 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Senate vote to amend the language of Section VII.A.4 of the 

Constitution to read as the following. 

4. Apportionment. Senate membership shall be apportioned among the major units according to

the number of Voting Faculty comprising those units. One member shall be allocated to each unit

for every six Voting Faculty in that unit; all major units must be allotted at least one Senator.

The representative of the continuing lecturers does not count toward a major unit’s

apportionment.

Approved Opposed  Abstention     Absent Non-Voting  

Ann Marshall  Craig Ortsey 

Assem Nasr 

Jeffrey Nowak 

Mark Ridgeway 

James Toole 

Nashwan Younis 
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