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RESOLUTION 

concerning 

DEAN OF EXTENSION COLLEGE 

WHEREAS, The Direc tor  o f  Extension College i s  responsib le  f o r  t h e  
t o t a l  operat ion of t h e  Extension College and has responsi- 
b i l i t i e s  comparable t o  those  of  deans i n  t h a t  t h e  Direc tor  
i s  responsible f o r  overseeing programming and i n s t r u c t i o n ,  
t h e r e f o r e  be it 

RESOLVED, That t h e  pos i t ion  e n t i t l e d  Dean of  t h e  Extension College 
be es t ab l i shed  e f f e c t i v e  May 7, 1976, and t h a t  t h i s  
pos i t ion  be  assigned Salary  Groups 34 and 35 as  they appear 
on t h e  S t a t e  of Connecticut Salary  Scale. 

A C e r t i f i e d  True Copy: 

'I 

~{ecut ive  Secre tary  





June 29, 1976 

MENO TO FILE: 

A t  . D r .  Frost ' s urging I telephoned D r .  Bokelman regarding s;l~-76.-xapproved 
by t he  Board on May 7, 1976. Dr .  Bokelman's question was whether o r  not t h e  
Board planned t o  submit t h e  change i n  sa la ry  sca le  f o r  t he  Dean of Extension 
College. I t o l d  him t h a t  it was not necessari ly a change i n  sa la ry  scale. 
I f  he were t o  examine t h e  records he would f ind  it t o  be so. The resolut ion 
concerned a new t i t l e .  

I t o l d  him a l so  t h e  Board had considered i t s  respons ib i l i ty  t o  t h e  Commission 
fo r  Higher Education and f e l t  t h a t  under t h e  author i ty  it had under Section 
10-109 (b )  and 10-329 ( a )  the re  was no need fo r  CHE review. The Board c l ea r ly  
has control  over t he  designation/appointment of i t s  professional  s t a f f  a t  t he  
Colleges. D r .  Bokelman quoted 10-324 of t h e  General S ta tu tes  regarding t h e  
du t ies  of t h e  Commission. He f e l t  t ha t  possibly t h e  Commission had some re-  
spons ib i l i ty  p r io r  t o  t h e  designation of a given employee a s  professional  t o  
make comments and recommendations. I reminded D r .  Bokelman t h a t  t h i s  sect ion 
of t h e  law re fe r red  only t o  instances wherein a c l a s s i f i ed  person is  designated 
unclassif ied.  He indicated t ha t  t h i s  was so and s t a t ed  i n  h i s  reading of 10- 
109 ( b )  and 10-329 ( a )  he f e l t  t h e  Board of Trustees would, indeed, have un- 
questionable author i ty  over t he  professional  persons i n  t h e  Colleges and t h a t  
he woud do a memo t o  t h e  f i l e  along those l i n e s  i n  t h e  event t h e  CHE w a s  ever 
questioned fo r  not making recommendations i n  t h i s  and other such instances. 

cc: Dr .  J. A. Frost  
D r .  C. M. Ri tchie  
Mr. F. W. Rossomando 
Mr. A. W. Boynton 
D r .  W. F. Croft 



June 30, 1976 

TO COLLEGE PRESIDENTS: 
Dr. Robert M. Bersi (WCSC) 
Dr. F. Don James (CCSC) 
Dr. Manson Van B. Jennings (SCSC) 
Dr. Charles R. Webb (ECSC) 

The enclosed record of Mrs. Hayber's conversation with Dr. Bokelman 
of the Commission for Higher Education will be of interest to you. 

James A. Frost 
Executive Director 

JAF/~ 
encl . 
cc : Administrative V.Pt s. 

C.O. Staff 


