ORIGINAL

The following was passed at the April 5, 2010, Faculty Senate Meeting #166:
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Senate, Section 1, Article III: Membership, subsection B.4 (page 13). This amendment changes the way
split appointments are handled in reapportionment calculations for representation on the Faculty Senate.
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RATIONALE: This amendment would drop the use of split appointments to adjust faculty
counts for individual units in reapportionment calculations. The change would help to make the
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apnointment. resardless of whether it is in an academic ar regea rch unit. TAB still would not

qualify for separate representation, but in this version the faculty with > 50% appointment in IAB
would be counted in IAB rather than in an academic unit, and would vote with whatever unit IAB
decided to affiliate with (i.e., GI, IARC, CNSM, etc.). Note that this procedure would require

details of appointments for all faculty with split appointments. This would require less effort than
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Under Version 2, these faculty would be counted in the tenure-granting unit, even though the
majority of their appointment in any given year may be in a research institute. The justification
for this is twofold. First, the appointment may change from year to year, and the information on
each faculty member’s appointment is not readily available; thus it is desirable to avoid using
these details for reapportionment. Second, an appointment in a tenure-granting unit may be
considered the primary appointment on the grounds that it determines the faculty member’s rank.
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