
Special Faculty Assembly Minutes 
Monday, Oct. 29, 2018 
 
Present: Steve Abedon, Cody Armstrong, Rachel Bowen, Amy Brunell, Mirel Caibar, Cynthia 
Callahan, Sergei Chmutov, Ozeas Costa, Stavros Constantinou, Joe Fahey, Glenn Hartz, Adrienne 
Hopson, Andy Kinney, Dawn Kitchen, Elizabeth Kolkovich, Carol Landry, Del Lindsey, Phil 
Mazzocco, Scopas Poggo, Dennis Shaffer, Yongmin Sun, Heather Tanner, John Thrasher, Faith 
Wyzgoski 
 
Excused: Mollie Cavender, Kip Curtis, Bill Putikka, Kate Shannon, Carolyn Skinner, Kelly Whitney 
 
Del Lindsey called the meeting to order at 12:41 p.m. The purpose of the meeting was to vote 
on a proposal by the Executive Committee (EC) to delay EC elections and committee 
assignments until the spring semester. Although we normally hold elections for a new EC in 
November, the EC proposes that we maintain our current committee assignments for another 
semester so we can better evaluate the new committee restructuring proposal.  
 
Del opened the floor for discussion, which included the following points: 

● Why did this proposal to restructure committees follow so quickly behind the 
committee tasked with service restructuring? Two members of the Executive 
Committee clarified that this new proposal is an attempt to address a long-standing 
issue about the amount of faculty service, as well as the issues of gender bias in service 
that we began discussing last academic year.  

● One faculty member voiced support for the delay in voting so we can take more time to 
examine the proposal carefully. We have many fewer faculty now and need a new 
structure.  

● Another faculty member pointed out that we still have the possibility of rejecting the 
proposal. Today’s vote is only about “freezing” our current service assignments until the 
spring.  

● What will happen next with the proposal? The Faculty Assembly will vote on whether to 
adopt and implement the committee restructuring proposal. 

● Someone added that it might make more sense to hold the EC election in the spring 
every year, to synchronize service assignments with the academic year instead of the 
calendar year. However, one problem of making service assignments per academic year 
is that our annual reports cover a calendar year, so committee chairs would need to 
separate their reports for one academic year into two different calendar years.  

● Dawn Kitchen said that the EC suggested enough changes to the drafted proposal that 
she is taking time to update it before she meets with the standing committees. It is 
important that this document will be brought to the standing committees to evaluate 
fully, and we need time to do that. We also might have a survey that asks faculty to 
identify what service tasks we think are essential or could be jettisoned and what 
hidden service is not represented in the new proposal. A revised document will be 
brought to EC then Faculty Assembly for a vote.  

● The vote today is not to change the committee assignment process permanently; it is 
only to freeze committee rollover this one time.  



 
Heather Tanner called the question. Faculty Assembly members voted by secret ballot: 19 yes, 
0 no, 0 abstained. 
 
Minutes recorded by Elizabeth Kolkovich 


