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    of the Academic Senate Meeting
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PRESENT:
Alex, Dickson, Fisk, Garcia-Des Lauriers, Gonzalez, Guyse, Hargis, Husain, Ibrahim, Jia, Kampf, Kopplin, Lay-Bounpraseuth, Lloyd, MacNevin, Mirzaei, Muhtaseb, Nelson, Ortenberg, Osborn, Pacleb, Polet, Puthoff, Sadaghiani, Salik, Sancho-Madriz, Schmitzberger, Shen, Singh, Small, Sohn, Speak, Swartz, Szypowski, Von Glahn, Winer
PROXIES:
Senator Nelson for Senator Shih, Senator Lloyd for Senator Mekonnen
NOT PRESENT:


GUESTS:
A. Baski, M. Bohannon (Brailsford & Dunlavey), L. Dopson, S. Eskandari, S. Garver, S. Hilles, M. Holz-Clause, L. Jarnagin, D. Manning, F. Neto, B. Quillian, E. Rolland, L. Rotunni, K. Street, Weiqing Xie

1. Academic Senate Minutes – February 1, 2017
M/s/p Academic Senate Meeting Minutes from February 1, 2017 as written. 
2. Information Items
a. Chair’s Report

Chair Speak reminded Executive Committee members that there will be a short meeting after the regular Academic Senate meeting.

Chair Speak reported that he had the opportunity to participate in Academic Senate CSU Conference which was February 9 and 10, 2017.   
b. President’s Report

No report given.

c. Provost’s Report
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The Provost’s Report is located on the Academic Senate website at http://www.cpp.edu/~senate/documents/packets/2016-17/02.22.17/Provosts_Report_to_Academic_Senate_2017-02-22.pdf.

Dr. Sep Eskandari, Interim Associate Vice President for Academic Planning and Faculty Affairs reported.  Chair Speak recognized Dr. Eskandari.
Dr. Eskandari reminded the body that the Provost’s Awards for Excellence Symposium is March 2, 2017 from 3:00 to 5:00 pm in the Bronco Student Center.  The recipients are honored for their efforts in teaching, service, and scholarly and creative activities.  The following faculty members are being recognized:

· Provost’s Excellence Award for Service - Dr. Jeffery Mio, Psychology

· Provost’s Excellence Award for Teaching – Dr. Mariappan Jawaharlal, Mechanical Engineering

· Provost’s Excellence Award for Scholarly & Creative Activities – Dr. Craig LaMunyon

Dr. Eskandari, on behalf of the Provost, thanked all who have participated in the Academic Master Plan process, which has been designed to be as transparent as possible.  Over 100 participants, approximately 60 of which were faculty, were part of the working groups that provided responses to 11 critical questions presented to them.  The reports from the working groups are posted on the Academic Master Plan website at http://www.cpp.edu/~academicplan/plan-development.shtml.  The Steering Committee has met to review the synthesis of the ideas from the working group reports.  Dr. Eskandari stated that the next meeting to identify major and unifying themes will be on. February 28, 2017.
In terms of multi-term scheduling, Dr. Eskandari stated that in accordance with the schedule below, all the fall 2016 schedules have been rolled over to fall 2017.  He went on to say that the process did work okay; out of 4019 sections that were in the fall 2016, based on the criteria defined, 3510 sections were rolled over.   There were some “glitches” during the process; six (6) lectures sections, three (3) lab sections, and three (3) activity sections did not roll over, but they were cleaned up by the appropriate departments.  Dr. Eskandari conveyed that two (2) other terms are on schedule to roll over and requested if there are any issues and/or challenges please let him know.
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One senator asked why the roll overs are being done so early and went on to say with the challenges this has not necessarily been the most helpful activity and that there is a problem with multi-section classes, the class numbers are not in order.  Dr. Eskandari did acknowledge that this was one of the problems encountered; that if a section was canceled in fall 2016, it did not roll over.  Dr. Eskandari stated that the issue of why the roll overs were being done so early was addressed in the open forum on January 13, 2017; it is to help the students plan for semester conversion by letting students put a valid plan together when they do their Individual Advising Plans (IAPs).  The senator reiterated that they just want students to understand that this is a tentative plan since we are planning so far in advance that the chairs do not know who they will have teaching in the semester calendar.
Another senator stated that at the “big” level, i.e., what classes in which semester, these schedules will be useful, but the details of who, what, when are “fiction”, due to demand fluctuations, faculty schedules, etc.  The question was then asked about what is the exact information that the students should have.  Dr. Eskandari responded that all these questions were discussed at the January 13, 2017 meeting; in the ideal situation students should know the time of the classes because we need them to be able to make a plan, although they will need to know that it is a tentative plan.  
Dr. Eskandari notified the body that 15 faculty members have been selected as data champions.  Data champions will perform data analytics to allow for data-informed decisions in support of student success.  The data champions will research specific questions selected in consultation with the Deans and the Provost.

Dr. Eskandari presented the following upcoming deadlines:
· Special Projects for Improving the Classroom Experience (SPICE)

· Proposals are due Friday, February 24, 2017

· Lottery Funding for Instructional Space Improvements

· Proposals are due Wednesday, March 15, 2017

· Teacher-Scholar Support applications

· Call will go out soon with applications due in late March

Chair Speak asked if there was any significant change in the amount of Teacher-Scholar Support this year as compared to last year.  Dr. Eskandari responded that the amount is slightly higher this year, approximately $500,000.
Dr. Eskandari mentioned the passing of Edward Hohmann, Jr., former dean of the College of Engineering. He started his career in the Chemical Engineering Department in 1971 and later became the chair of the department.  He was dean of the College of Engineering from 1984 until 2010.  He retired in 2010, earning him the distinction of being the longest-servicing dean of an engineering college within the CSU system.  

d. Vice Chair’s Report
Vice Chair Shen reported.

NEW REFERRALS: (11)
GE-002-167

Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of B.S. in Chemical Engineering

GE-003-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of B.S. in the Aerospace Engineering Program

GE-004-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Civil Engineering Program

GE-005-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Construction Engineering and Management Program

GE-006-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Computer Engineering Program

GE-007-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Electrical Engineering Program

GE-008-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Electromechanical Engineering Technology Program

GE-009-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Electronics Systems Engineering Technology Program

GE-010-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Industrial Engineering Program

GE-011-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Mechanical Engineering Program

GE-012-167
Satisfaction of GE Subarea A3 by Completion of the B.S. in the Manufacturing Engineering Program
SENATE REPORTS FORWARDED TO PRESIDENT: (23)

AS-2650-167-AP
Chicana/o & Latina/o Studies Minor

AS-2651-167-AP
Native American Studies

AS-2652-167-AP
Gender and Sexuality Studies Minor

AS-2653-167-AP
BA in Spanish

AS-2654-167-AP
BA in Music - General Option

AS-2655-167-AP
Discontinuation of BA in Liberal Studies - BA/Credential Subplan/Option

AS-2656-167-AP
Discontinuation of BA in Liberal Studies - Bilingual Authorization BA/Credential Subplan/Option

AS-2657-167-AP
Discontinuation of BA in Liberal Studies - Bilingual Authorization Precredential Subplan/Option

AS-2658-167-AP
MS in Mathematics and Statistics

AS-2659-167-AP
Discontinuation of MS in Economics - Economics Analysis Subplan/Option

AS-2660-167-AP
MS in Economics

AS-2661-167-AP
Discontinuation of MS in Economics - Financial Economics Subplan/Option

AS-2662-167-AP
Discontinuation of BS in Kinesiology - Health Promotion Subplan/Option

AS-2663-167-AP
Discontinuation of BS in Kinesiology - Exercise Science Subplan/Option

AS-2664-167-AP
BS in Kinesiology - General Option

AS-2665-167-GE
AMM 1200 - American Demographics and Lifestyles

AS-2666-167-GE
SOC 4465 - Impact of Colonization on the Peoples of Hawaii

AS-2667-167-GE
ENG 4880 - Modernism and Postmodernism

AS-2668-167-GE
CRM 3390 - Media and Crime (GE Area D4)

AS-2669-167-GE
ENG 2800 - Introduction to Folklore

AS-2670-167-GE
ENG 2331 - U.S. Latino/a Literature

AS-2671-167-AA
Student Work Retention Policy

AS-2672-167-AP
Guidelines for Academic Credit Bearing Certificate Programs
PRESIDENT RESPONSES TO SENATE REPORTS: (129)
AS-2596-167-AA
Update Process for Registration Appointment – Modification Requested, Sent Back to AA Committee 

AS-2598-167-AA
Policy for Priority Registration – Approved
AS-2613-167-AP
Reinstatement of Options in Master of Science in Electrical Engineering Program – Approved
AS-2614-167-AP
Pest and Disease Management Minor – Approved
AS-2615-167-AP
Theatre, B.A. - Dance Theatre Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2616-167-AP
Chemistry, B.S. - General Chemistry Option – Approved
AS-2617-167-AP
Chemistry, B.S. - American Chemical Society Option – Approved
AS-2618-167-AP
Political Science, B.A. – Approved
AS-2619-167-AP
Geography, B.S. - Geographic Studies Option – Approved
AS-2620-167-AP
Geography, B.S. - Geospatial Analysis Option – Approved
AS-2621-167-AP
Theatre, B.A. - Theatre in Education and Community Engagement Option – Approved
AS-2622-167-AP
Geography, B.S. - Environmental Studies Option – Approved
AS-2623-167-AP
Theatre, B.A. - Design and Technical Production Option – Approved
AS-2624-167-AP
B.A. in Philosophy - General Option – Approved
AS-2625-167-AP
B.A. in Philosophy - Law and Society Option – Approved

AS-2603-167-AP
MS in Agriculture - Nutrition and Food Science Option – Approved
AS-2626-167-AP
Discontinuation of Latin American Studies Minor – Approved
AS-2627-167-AP
Discontinuation of Religious Studies Minor – Approved
AS-2511-156-AP
Human Resources Minor – Approved
AS-2628-167-AP
Biology, B.S. for Semesters – Approved
AS-2629-167-AP
Discontinuation of Biology, B.S. - Botany Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2512-156-AP
Management and Leadership Minor – Approved
AS-2630-167-AP
Discontinuation of Biology, B.S. - General Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2513-156-AP
Computer Information Systems Minor – Approved
AS-2631-167-AP
Discontinuation of Biology, B.S. - Microbiology Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2514-156-AP
Discontinuation of Total Quality Management Minor – Approved
AS-2632-167-AP
Discontinuation of Biology, B.S. - Zoology Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2633-167-AP
Urban and Community Agriculture Minor for Semesters – Approved
AS-2634-167-AP
MA in English - Rhetoric and Composition Option – Approved
AS-2635-167-AP
MA in English - Teaching English to Speakers of Other Languages (TESOL) Option – Approved
AS-2636-167-AP
BS in Kinesiology - Pedagogical Kinesiology Option – Approved
AS-2637-167-AP
BS in Economics - General Option – Approved
AS-2638-167-AP
BS in Economics – Applied Economics Option – Approved 

AS-2639-167-AP
BS in Economics - Quantitative Option – Approved
AS-2641-167-AP
BS in Urban and Regional Planning - Infrastructure and Transportation Option – Approved
AS-2642-167-AP
BS in Urban and Regional Planning - Resiliency, Sustainability and the Environment Option – Approved
AS-2643-167-AP
BS in Urban and Regional Planning - Urban Design Option – Approved
AS-2644-167-AP
BS in Urban and Regional Planning - Community Development and Social Justice Option – Approved
AS-2645-167-AP
BS in Urban and Regional Planning – Approved
AS-2646-167-AP
Master of Urban and Regional Planning – Approved
AS-2557-167-AP
Civil Engineering, M.S. - Construction and Engineering Management Option – Approved
AS-2650-167-AP
Chicana/o & Latina/o Studies Minor – Approved
AS-2558-167-AP
Art History, B.A. – Approved
AS-2559-167-AP
Visual Communication Design, B.F.A. – Approved
AS-2652-167-AP
Gender and Sexuality Studies Minor – Approved
AS-2560-167-AP
Kinesiology, M.S. – Approved
AS-2599-167-AP
Water Resource and Irrigation Design Minor – Approved
AS-2561-167-AP
Nutrition, B.S. – Approved
AS-2654-167-AP
BA in Music - General Option – Approved
AS-2562-167-AP
Nutrition, B.S. - Dietetics Option – Approved
AS-2563-167-AP
Nutrition, B.S. - Nutrition Science Option – Approved
AS-2564-167-AP
Communication Studies Minor – Approved
AS-2565-167-AP
Public Relations Minor – Approved
AS-2566-167-AP
Chinese Minor – Approved
AS-2567-167-AP
Teaching English to Speakers of Other Languages (TESOL) Minor – Approved
AS-2655-167-AP
Discontinuation of BA in Liberal Studies - BA/Credential Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2656-167-AP
Discontinuation of BA in Liberal Studies - Bilingual Authorization BA/Credential  Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2657-167-AP
Discontinuation of BA in Liberal Studies - Bilingual Authorization Precredential Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2658-167-AP
MS in Mathematics and Statistics

AS-2659-167-AP
Discontinuation of MS in Economics - Economics Analysis Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2660-167-AP
MS in Economics – Approved
AS-2661-167-AP
Discontinuation of MS in Economics - Financial Economics Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2662-167-AP
Discontinuation of BS in Kinesiology - Health Promotion Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2663-167-AP
Discontinuation of BS in Kinesiology - Exercise Science Subplan/Option – Approved
AS-2664-167-AP
BS in Kinesiology - General Option – Approved
AS-2672-167-AP
Guidelines for Academic Credit Bearing Certificate Programs – Approved
AS-2522-156-FA
Revision and Updating the Current Policy for Granting Emeritus Status to Faculty – Approved, Modification Requested, and Executive Committee accepted change
AS-2665-167-GE
AMM 1200 - American Demographics and Lifestyles – Approved
AS-2515-156-GE
FST 325 - Food Safety and Current Issues (GE Synthesis Area B5) – Approved
AS-2538-156-GE
IGE 2200 - Encountering Difference: Culture and Power – Approved
AS-2539-156-GE
PLS 1011 - Introduction to Political Science – Approved
AS-2604-167-GE
ENG 2803 - Fantasy and the Fantastic – Approved
AS-2605-167-GE
ENV 1010 - Introduction to Design Theories and Methods (GE) – Approved
AS-2606-167-GE
ENV 1010L - Introduction to Design Theories and Methods (GE) Lab – Approved
AS-2540-156-GE
URP 1040 - The City in Context – History, Politics, Environment – Approved
AS-2568-167-GE
IGE 3100 - Interdisciplinary Perspectives: Capstone Seminar – Approved
AS-2607-167-GE
ARC 3610 - World Architecture before the Renaissance – Approved
AS-2608-167-GE
ARC 3612 - World Architecture before the Renaissance Discussion – Approved
AS-2569-167-GE
COM 4447 - Political Communication – Approved
AS-2667-167-GE
ENG 4880 - Modernism and Postmodernism – Approved
AS-2570-167-GE
LA 3271 - History II: Modern Landscapes – Approved
AS-2609-167-GE
PLS 4800 - Policies of Need and Greed – Approved
AS-2541-156-GE
IGE 1200 - Authority and Faith: Late Ancient and Medieval Worlds (GE Areas A2/C3) – Approved
AS-2542-156-GE
SPN 1120 - Intro to the Spanish - Speaking World (GE Area C3) – Approved
AS-2543-156-GE
URP 1040L - The City in Context-History, Politics, Environment lab (GE Area D3) – Approved
AS-2571-167-GE
HST 3352 - History and Culture of the British (GE Area C4) – Approved
AS-2647-167-GE
IGE 3500 - The Creative Process: Theory and Practice (GE Areas C4/D4) – Approved
AS-2544-156-GE
HST 2201 - United States History to 1877 – Approved
AS-2545-156-GE
EWS 1020 - Engaged Education: Integrating Knowledge, Learning and Success (LS 1020, IGE 1020) – Approved
AS-2546-156-GE
AST 1010 - Stars, Galaxies, and the Universe (GE Area B1) – Approved
AS-2600-167-GE
AST 3050 - Archaeoastronomy (GE Area B5) – Approved
AS-2572-167-GE
AST 3420 - Life, the Universe, and Everything (GE Area B5) – Approved
AS-2573-167-GE
BIO 1060 - Human Biology (GE Area B2) – Approved
AS-2574-167-GE
GSC 1010A - Planet Earth: A Citizen’s Guide Activity (GE Area E) – Approved
AS-2575-167-GE
GSC 1010 - Planet Earth: A Citizen’s Guide (GE Area E) – Approved
AS-2576-167-GE
GSC 1120 - Earth, Time, and Life (GE Area B1) – Approved
AS-2577-167-GE
GSC 1410L - Principles of Geology Laboratory (GE Area B3) – Approved
AS-2547-156-GE
GSC 1510L - Earth, Time, and Life Laboratory (GE Area B3) – Approved
AS-2548-156-GE
VCD 1330A - Foundations in Ceramics (GE Area C1) – Approved
AS-2549-156-GE
FRL 1001 - Personal Money Management (GE Area E) – Approved
AS-2550-156-GE
LS 1020 - Integrating Knowledge, Learning, and Engagement for Success – Approved
AS-2578-167-GE
HST 3313 - The Middle East from the rise of Islam to 1500 – Approved
AS-2579-167-GE
HST 3315 - The Middle East from 1500 – Approved
AS-2610-167-GE
SOC 4440 - Technology & Society – Approved
AS-2580-167-GE
BIO 1040 - What is evolution? – Approved
AS-2648-167-GE
BIO 1020 - Plagues, Pandemics and Bioterrorism – Approved
AS-2551-156-GE
AG 2480 - Focus on the Future: Leadership Skills for the 21st Century – Approved
AS-2581-167-GE
EWS 4020 - Contemporary Chicana/o and Latina/o Studies – Approved
AS-2582-167-GE
EWS 4030 - Contemporary Native American Studies – Approved
AS-2583-167-GE
SPN 3420 - Latin American Civilization – Approved
AS-2584-167-GE
MAT 1940 - Mathematical Concepts for Elementary School Teachers – Approved
AS-2552-156-GE
GEO 1010 - Physical Geography – Approved
AS-2585-167-GE
PHY 1050L - Physics of Musical Sound Laboratory – Approved
AS-2586-167-GE
BIO 3070 - Biology of Human Pregnancy – Approved
AS-2587-167-GE
BIO 3130 - Marine Biology – Approved
AS-2588-167-GE
PHY 3020 - Physics for Future Presidents – Approved
AS-2601-167-GE
ANT 3050 - Archaeoastronomy (GE Area B5) – Approved
AS-2589-167-GE
ENG 2801 - Adolescent Literature – Approved
AS-2590-167-GE
PHY 1510L - Newtonian Mechanics Laboratory – Approved
AS-2668-167-GE
CRM 3390 - Media and Crime (GE Area D4) – Approved
AS-2669-167-GE
ENG 2800 - Introduction to Folklore – Approved
AS-2670-167-GE
ENG 2331 - U.S. Latino/a Literature – Approved
AS-2602-167-GE
STA 1300 - Biostatistics (GE Area B4) – Approved
AS-2591-167-GE
TH 1250 - Introduction to Acting – Approved
AS-2611-167-GE
ENG 4740 - Chinese Civilization and Culture – Approved
AS-2612-167-GE
HST 3306 - Modern India – Approved
AS-2592-167-GE
KIN 4440 - Sport and Film (GE Area D3) – Approved
AS-2593-167-GE
TH 4250 - Community Based Theatre – Approved
AS-2594-167-GE
IGE 3400 - Peoples and Cultures of Central Asia: Life along the Silk Road (GE Area D4) – Approved
e. CSU Academic Senate
Senator Swartz reported.

The CPP leadership team attended the CSU Academic Conference at San Diego State University on February 8 and 9, 2017.  Senator Swartz stated that President Coley, Provost Alva, Dr. Jarnagin, Vice President of Student Affairs, and the ASI Student Body President, ASI Senator, and Senators Swartz and Speak all attended the conference. He mentioned CSU wide there were 19 presidents, 20 provosts, and 15 student body presidents in attendance.  Senator Swartz reported that it was a very dynamic learning experience.  
Senator Swartz stated that his seat on the statewide senate will be vacant soon and that the nomination notice has gone out to all faculty.  Statewide senators have the opportunity to deal with CSU policy and higher education policy both statewide and nationally.  Senator Swartz spoke very highly about the opportunity and encouraged the faculty present to nominate themselves for the CSU Academic Senate.  The body was reminded that the CLASS constituency is not eligible because there is already a representative, Chair Speak, from that constituency.  

f. Budget Report
Senator Lloyd reported. 
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The Budget Report and the attachment are located on the Academic Senate website at http://www.cpp.edu/~senate/documents/packets/2016-17/02.22.17/02.22.17.shtml. 
Senator Lloyd stated that the committee met with Provost last week to go over Academic Affairs Division budget for 2016-17.  Senator Lloyd thanked the Provost for taking the time to meet with the committee. The Budget Committee did express their desire to have the budget numbers earlier in the academic year and they were assured by the Provost that that was the intention moving forward.  

· Academic Affairs Division General Fund (GF) Budget for 2017-17:

· General Fund: $121.3 M

· 83.7% from permanent GF base; 8% one-time monies; 6.5% designated; 2.1% lottery

· 12.7% increase from 2015-16

Senator Lloyd noted that permanent GF base money is from the state and student tuition, meaning that a majority of our GF base money is based on enrollment numbers.  The one-time monies are from the Chancellor’s Office or reserves; this funding does not repeat on a yearly basis.  Senator Lloyd stated that the Provost stressed to the committee that the President is working diligently to make sure permanent faculty salaries are allocated from the permanent GF base.  The designated funds are from student success fees and are funds designated for specific purposes.    
· Expense Categories:

· Permanent Faculty Salaries:  $53.7M (44.3%)   

+9% 
· Lecturer Salaries                    $20.4M (16.8%)    
+8.8% 
· Staff Salaries (FT/Temp)        $18.8M (15.5%)    
+28%
· Management Salaries            $  5.9M  (4.9%)      
+28% 
Senator Lloyd was initially concerned about the jump in staff and management salaries, +28%, but that number reflects that a number of units, including some student services, have moved from Student Affairs to Academic Affairs.  
Senator Lloyd conveyed that the Provost has a funding formula for the college budgets:

· Base: $64,000 per college (minimum operating budget). 
· FTEs-based additional funding. 
· Colleges self-fund 25% of operating budget from other sources (i.e., cost recovery, summer, and foundation).  
Senator Lloyd stated that this has placed some of the colleges in a hardship because it is a different funding model then the colleges are used to; the Provost did say she has received some input from the college deans and is considering an upward adjustment to the minimum budget and the formula.
Moving Forward:

· Lottery funding for instructional space upgrades (proposals due from colleges March 15).  
· Multi-Year financial model in progress. 
· Currently working on Next Year's 
· Tenure-track searches 
· Funding for teacher-scholar 
· FTES goals for colleges and departments
Senator Lloyd raised the question that in the spreadsheet “teacher-scholar and shared governance” (row 29 in the spreadsheet) funding shows a reduction of 22% from the previous year and approximately a $450k reduction from two (2) years ago.  If teacher-scholar funds have increased, per the Provost’s report, then that would suggest there has been a significant reduction for shared governance.  Dr. Eskandari, Interim Associate Vice President for Academic Planning and Faculty Affairs, commented that there was a slight increase in the teacher-scholar funding, from slightly under $500k to $500k for this year.  He then asked Lisa Rotunni, Executive Director, Academic Research and Resources, to address the bigger question.  Mrs. Rotunni responded that the budget is defined at the beginning of the year and as the teacher-scholar process moves forward, as we look at the nature of the proposals and the requests and then going through the process of making the allocations, the allocations have been slightly less than what was budgeted at the beginning of the year.  She went on to say that the “shared governance” portion is primarily the Academic Senate and standing committee chairs assigned time, a small portion for the Animal Care and Use Committee and the Institutional Review Board (IRB) chair, and the University RTP Committee; those numbers have not been reduced.  Mrs. Rotunni confirmed that it is the “teacher-scholar” funding that has been reduced over the years; when Provost DenBoer instituted the teacher-scholar funding, he made a large statement with the sum of money he set aside for teacher-scholar funding.  With the other pressures on the budget, the teacher-scholar funding commitment has been honored with less budget.  Chair Speak added that since the funding comes from the general fund there is a trade-off between funding the teacher-scholar program and faculty searches.  Senator Lloyd commented that the money for temporary faculty increased by approximately $450k, so maybe some of the teacher-scholar money went to that line item as a trade-off.  
There was a question on where the summer funding money is from last year; has this money been allocated to the colleges yet?  Lisa Rotunni answered that this money has not been allocated to the colleges yet because there was a significant change to the fee structure and funding model last year so it is taking longer to get the money to the colleges.  She stated that even in the “regular” summers the colleges did not receive their monies until January or February so the lag is not significant.
g. CFA Report
CFA Chapter President Weiqing Xie reported.
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Dr. Xie reported that the CFA has released a new report, “Equity, Interrupted: How California is Cheating Its Future”, which will be used to talk to lawmakers in Sacramento.  He stated that Lobby Day is April 5, 2017.
Chair Speak added that the CFA always sends a lobbing team to Sacramento in the spring; this year the dates are April 4th and 5th.  
Dr. Xie stated that the Winter 2017 newsletter is posted on the CFA website. 

He reviewed Policy No: 1416, “Taping of Faculty Lectures”, stating there is a gap between the Student Code of Conduct, which states that you cannot use the tapes of faculty lectures for commercial purposes, and the Faculty Affairs policy which states that students must obtain permission to tape lectures of classroom presentations.   
One senator brought up the issue regarding posting lectures on a YouTube channel; a YouTube channel is not commercial so this is a grey area.  In addition, there is the more difficult conversation about a student’s right to accommodations and the faculty’s responsibility to comply are becoming more complicated; in particular, what is an accessible simulation in engineering and science?  Do we deprive all students of using these tools because they are not accessible? What is an accessible circuit diagram or architectural plan?  Are there legal definitions of these sort of learning tools? Chair Speak pointed out that the ASCSU is dealing with these types of issues, calling attention to other things that the ASCSU Senator will be involved with.
Chair Speak recognized Dr. Jarnagin, Vice President of Student Affairs, who stated she looks forward to continuing the conversations around accommodations and faculty rights.  She stated that these are complicated issues dealing with state and federal regulations; there are no easy answers.  
h. ASI Report
No report given.  
Senator Swartz announced that the 2nd Lecture in the “Last Lecture Series” is Thursday, February 23, 2017 and encouraged everyone to attend.
i. Staff Report
No report given.
j. Semester Conversion Report
Dr. Neto, Director of Semester Conversion, presented.

Dr. Neto revealed that there are several programs under the quarter calendar that are Associate Degrees for Transfer (ADT) compliant.   The Associate Degree for Transfer (ADT) is a pathway in the CSU system in which a transfer student completes half of their bachelor’s degree at the Community College and half at a CSU campus.  An ADT-compliant-student admitted under this policy can receive priority admission over all other community college transfer students.  Dr. Neto is inquiring among these departments if they will be ADT compliant for the semester system.  Admissions needs to send a report of ADT compliant to the Chancellor’s Office.  
Senator Guyse announced that the policy for Associate Degrees for Transfer will be available for a first reading at the next Academic Senate meeting, March 8, 2017.  
Dr. Neto stated that advising, scheduling, and course demand activities are concentrating on quarter students with the goal of graduating students prior to the start of the semester calendar.   Advising for transition students will begin soon.  She went on to say that Cal State LA semester conversion representatives were recently on campus talking about lessons learned on demands and scheduling.  
One Senator brought up the concern that during this quarter’s advising there were a number of students asking about conversion and they did not have any advice to give them.  There should be an approximate date for when advising for transition students will be available.  Dr. Neto responded that the expectation is that those type of questions can be answered sometime during the spring quarter.  The intent is to talk about semester conversion to transition students during summer orientation.
There was another question on when more information will be available on “bridge” and “gap” courses.  Dr. Neto responded that she is planning on coming to the Executive Committee for consultation on these type of courses and more information will follow shortly.

k. GE Committee Report
Senator Ibrahim, Chair, General Education Committee, reported.
· Total Directly Converted Courses = 250
· Approved= 225
· Incomplete, returned to author for changes = 25
· Total New/Revisioned Courses = 102
· Complete (Approved by President) = 66
· First Reading on 2/22/17 = 5
· Second Reading on 2/22/17 = 9
· Approved by GE Committee = 1
· Incomplete, returned to author for changes = 12
· Rejected = 6
· Not GE = 1
· Deleted = 2
3. Consent Agenda
Academic Senate Chair Speak reminded the body that the Executive Committee is careful vets items on the consent agenda and they are very simple and straightforward and non-controversial.  There are first and second reading reports on the consent agenda; adopting the consent agenda means receiving and filing all first reading reports and adopting all second reading reports.  Per procedure, any senator can request that an item be removed from the consent agenda.  Reports are not debatable until removed from the consent agenda.  
a. GE-087-156, EWS 2800S - Service Learning and Community Engagement – FIRST READING
b. GE-092-156, EWS 3010 - Ethnic Identity – FIRST READING
c. GE-093-156, EWS 3300 - Ethnicity and Families – FIRST READING
d. GE-094-156, EWS 3750 - Gender, Ethnicity, and Film – FIRST READING
e. GE-135-156, URP 4120 - Urban Design in Europe – FIRST READING
f. AA-010-156, Revision of Academic Renewal Policy for Semester Conversion – SECOND READING
g. AA-012-156, Revision of University Honors Policy for Semester Conversion – SECOND READING
h. AP-018-167, Fashion Merchandising Minor for Semesters – SECOND READING
i. GE-016-156, SOC 3345 – Crime, Criminalization and Society (GE Area D4) – SECOND READING
j. GE-022-156, ARC 4630 – Interpreting Architecture (GE Area C4) – SECOND READING
k. GE-098-156, EWS 4250 - Gender, Identity and Technology – SECOND READING
l. GE-101-156, EWS 4520 - Ethnicity, Race, and Sexuality – SECOND READING
m. GE-116-156, GEO 3030 – Climatology (GE Area B5) – SECOND READING
g. GE-126-156, EGR 4820 - Project Design Principles and Applications – SECOND READING
h. GE-127-156, EGR 4830 - Project Design Principles and Applications – SECOND READING
i. GE-129-156, EWS 4430 - Women, Health, and Body Politics (GE Areas C4/D4) –  SECOND READING

j. GE-133-156, URP 3010 – Introduction to Urban Planning (GE Area D4) – SECOND READING
M/s/p to adopt the consent agenda passed unanimously.
4. Academic Senate Committee Reports – Time Certain 3:45 p.m.

a. FA-004-156, Adjustment of Faculty Affairs Policies for Semester Conversion – SECOND READING
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The report for FA-004-156, Adjustment of Faculty Affairs Policies for Semester Conversion, is located on the Academic Senate website at http://academic.cpp.edu/senate/docs/fa004156sr.pdf. 

Senator Sancho-Madriz reported.

M/s to adopt FA-004-156, Adjustment of Faculty Affairs Policies for Semester Conversion.
Recommendation:
Amend all the policies as proposed on the draft documents attached to this report with to become effective on the first day of Fall Semester 2018. The policies affected by changes are: 1200, 1201, 1306, 1316, 1325, 1326, 1328, 1329, 1332, 1375, 1376, 1377, 1378, 1381, 1382 and 1384.
Discussion:
Senator Sancho-Madriz stated this report consists of a review of all policies that impacted Faculty Affairs and was done in close collaboration with Anita Jessup, Director of Faculty Affairs.  He reported that part of the reason this took so long was because policies needed to be updated for the last Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA) needed and the review and deletion of obsolete policies and policies that were a direct copy from the contract.  The final product are the policies that are impacted by the conversion to semesters: 1200, 1201, 1306, 1316, 1325, 1326, 1328, 1329, 1332, 1375, 1376, 1377, 1378, 1381, 1382 and 1384.  Senator Sancho-Madriz stated that the majority of changes were changing the word “quarter” to “semester”.  There were instances where the committee chose to use the word “term” where the policy impacted summer courses, since summer is not considered a “semester”.  The other changes were date related; revisions were made to convert quarter deadlines to the semester calendar.   

The motion to adopt FA-004-156, Adjustment of Faculty Affairs Policies for Semester Conversion, passed unanimously.

b. AA-011-156, Revision of Academic Standing Policy for Semester Conversion – SECOND READING
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The report for AA-001-156, Revision of Academic Standing Policy for Semester Conversion, is located on the Academic Senate website at http://academic.cpp.edu/senate/docs/aa011156sr.pdf.

Senator Guyse reported.

M/s to adopt AA-011-156, Revision of Academic Standing Policy for Semester Conversion.
Recommendation:

The Academic Affairs Committee recommends adoption by the Academic Senate and recommendation to the President to approve the following revisions to Policy No. 1430 and 1431 and to accordingly update them in the online University Manual.

Recommended Policy (Black font is AS 2462-145/AA which supersedes Policy No. 1431 and contains significant overlap with Policy No. 1430). Policy 1430 below attempts to combine policies 1430, 1431 (based on AS 2462-145/AA) and EO 1038 into a single policy for undergraduate students. Policy No. 1431 can then be designated for postbaccalaureate students.

CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA
POLICY NO: 1430*
ACADEMIC STANDING - UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS
1.0 Purpose
The purpose of this policy is to establish the criteria for assignment of Probationary and Disqualification academic standings to undergraduate students. The minimum requirements for academic probation and disqualification are established under Executive Order No. 1038, Sections 41300 and 41300.1 of Title 5 of the California Code of Regulations, and Chapter III, Sections 1 and 2 of the Standing Orders of the Board of Trustees of the California State University.
2.0 Good Standing

An undergraduate student is considered to be in good standing when a cumulative grade point average of 2.0 (C) for all university level work attempted and for all such work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona is earned.

If a student’s GPA remains below 2.0 for more than two three consecutive semesters quarters, the student will not be certified for veterans educational benefits until his/her academic status is restored to good standing.

3.0 Early Warning
All undergraduate students with a Cal Poly GPA of less than 2.2 will have an advising hold placed systematically on their record. The students will not be able to register until they have cleared this hold with their major department.

4.0 Academic Probation

An undergraduate student shall be placed on academic probation if at any time the cumulative grade point average in all college work attempted or cumulative grade point average for work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona falls below 2.0. The student shall be advised of probation status promptly.

The first time an undergraduate student's cumulative grade point average in either work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all college level work attempted falls below 2.0 he/she shall be placed on academic probation, even in circumstances where his/her GPA falls below the disqualification thresholds as described under section 3 of this policy.

An undergraduate student shall be removed from academic probation when the cumulative grade point average in all college work attempted, and the Cal Poly Pomona cumulative grade point average is 2.0 or higher.

After the first occurrence of the GPA falling below 2.0, students may be academically disqualified as detailed in section 5.0 of this policy without first being put on probation.

5.0 Academic Disqualification

After attempting 12 semester units at Cal Poly Pomona, an undergraduate student is subject to Academic Disqualification if at any time:

a) As a freshman (less than 30 semester units of college work completed) the student’s cumulative grade point average falls below 1.50 in all units attempted at Cal Poly Pomona, or in all college level course work attempted overall.

b) As a sophomore (30 through 59 semester units of college work completed) the student's cumulative grade point average falls below 1.700 for all units attempted at Cal Poly Pomona, or in all college level course work attempted overall.

c) As a junior (60 through 89 semester units of college work completed) the student's cumulative grade point average falls below 1.85 for all units attempted at Cal Poly Pomona, or in all college level course work attempted overall.

d) As a senior (90 or more semester units of college work completed) the student's cumulative grade point average falls below 1.95 for all units attempted at Cal Poly Pomona, or in all college level course work attempted overall.

An undergraduate student who is academically disqualified will not be allowed to attend for at least one semester. All academically disqualified students shall be notified of their disqualification before the beginning of the semester following the assignment of that academic standing. Students disqualified at the beginning of a summer enrollment break should be notified at least one month before the start of the fall term. The disqualification notification shall advise the student that the disqualification is to be effective immediately*. The disqualification notification shall include any conditions which, if met, will result in permission to continue in enrollment. Failure to notify students does not create the right of a student to continue enrollment. Students will not be allowed to attend the semester following academic disqualification. Students who do not attend two semesters consecutively in one calendar year are considered to have broken continuous enrollment status.
Students have the right to appeal their eligibility to enroll by completing the Disqualification Appeal Student Information Sheet available in the Registrar's Office.

Except in extraordinary circumstances, appeals will be considered only if the student's CPP and overall grade point average, during the semester subsequent to disqualification, have improved enough to remove the student from disqualification status. Students will be notified of their College Appeals Committee's decision no later than the last day to register for the semester in question. A successful appeal request is considered a reinstatement. However, no reinstatement petition or advising contract is required. Students may not appeal a second disqualification. Students who are disqualified at the end of the spring semester shall have until the end of the following fall semester to appeal the restriction on enrollment.

Upon initial disqualification, students may request consideration for reinstatement only after presentation to the university of satisfactory evidence that they have improved their chances of scholastic success. The Petition for Academic Reinstatement must be filed in the Registrar's Office after approval by the student's major department chair and the college dean. After reinstatement, students must be removed from disqualification status by the time they have attempted an additional 16 semester units in baccalaureate level courses. The student and the department chair must agree upon this coursework at the time of reinstatement.

Undergraduate students who do not remove the disqualification within the 16 semester-unit limit and academically disqualified undergraduate students who attain good standing or probationary status and then become disqualified again shall normally not be eligible to re-enroll at the university. However, in exceptional circumstances, a student may be allowed to petition for reinstatement or re-ad mission after a second disqualification.

6.0 Administrative-Academic Probation

An undergraduate student may be placed on administrative-academic probation for any of the following reasons:

a) Withdrawal from more than two-thirds of a program of study in two successive semester or in any three semesters. A student whose withdrawal is directly associated with a chronic or recurring medical condition or its treatment is not to be subject to Administrative­ Academic probation for such withdrawal.

b) Repeated failure to progress toward the stated degree objective or other program objective, including that resulting from assignment of 15 semester units of No Credit, when such failure appears to be due to circumstances within the control of the student.

c) Failure to comply, after due notice, with an academic requirement or regulation, as defined by campus policy, which is routine for all students or a defined group of students (example: failure to complete a required CSU or campus examination, failure to complete a required practicum, failure to comply with professional standards appropriate to the field of study, failure to complete a specified number of units as a condition for receiving student financial aid or making satisfactory progress in the academic program) .

When such action is taken, the student shall be notified in writing and shall be provided with the conditions for removal from probation and the circumstances that would lead to disqualification, should probation not be removed.

7.0 Administrative-Academic Disqualification

A student who has been placed on administrative-academic probation may be disqualified from further attendance if:

a) The conditions for removal of administrative-academic probation are not met with in the period specified.

b) The student becomes subject to academic probation while on administrative­ academic probation.

c) The student becomes subject to administrative-academic probation for the same or similar reason for which he/she has been placed on administrative-academic probation previously, although not currently in such status.

When a student has been placed on administrative-academic disqualification he/she shall receive written notification including an explanation of the basis for the action.

In addition, the Office of Academic Programs may disqualify a student who at any time during enrollment has demonstrated behavior so contrary to the standards of the profession for which the student is preparing as to render him/her unfit for the profession. In such cases, disqualification will occur immediately upon notice to the student, which shall include an explanation of the basis for the action, and the campus may require the student to discontinue enrollment as of the date of the notification.

CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA
POLICY NO: 1431*
ACADEMIC STANDING - POSTBACCALAUREATE STUDENTS
1.0 Purpose
The purpose of this policy is to establish the criteria for assignment of probationary and disqualification academic standings to postbaccalaureate students. The minimum requirements for academic probation and disqualification are established under Executive Order No. 1038, Sections 41300 and 41300.1 of Title 5 of the California Code of Regulations, and Chapter III, Sections 1 and 2 of the Standing Orders of the Board of Trustees of the California State University. Probation and disqualification criteria of post-baccalaureate and graduate students may not be less than those established for undergraduate students.

2.0 Academic Probation

A postbaccalaureate student shall be placed on academic probation if at any time the cumulative grade point average in all postbaccalaureate level course work attempted or cumulative grade point average for postbaccalaureate course work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona falls below 3.0. The student shall be promptly notified in writing of their probation status.

The first time a postbaccalaureate student's cumulative grade point average in either postbaccalaureate course work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all postbaccalaureate course work attempted overall falls below 3.0 he/she shall be placed on academic probation, even in circumstances where his/her GPA falls below the disqualification thresholds as described under section 3.0 of this policy.

A postbaccalaureate student shall be removed from academic probation when the cumulative grade point average in all postbaccalaureate course work attempted overall, and the Cal Poly Pomona cumulative grade point average is 3.0 or higher. The student shall be provided with any additional conditions for removal from probation and the circumstances that would lead to disqualification, should probation not be removed.

After the first occurrence of the GPA falling below 3.0, postbaccalaureate students may be academically disqualified without first being put on probation.

3.0 Academic Disqualification

A postbaccalaureate student is subject to Academic Disqualification if at any time:

a) After the completion of 8 semester units of postbaccalaureate work, the student's cumulative grade point average falls below 2.3 for all postbaccalaureate work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all postbaccalaureate work attempted overall.

b) After the completion of 16 semester units of postbaccalaureate work, the student’s cumulative grade point average falls below 2.7 for all postbaccalaureate work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all postbaccalaureate work attempted overall.

c) After the completion of 24 semester units of postbaccalaureate work, the student's cumulative grade point average falls below 2.9 for all postbaccalaureate work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all postbaccalaureate work attempted overall.

All Academically Disqualified postbaccalaureate students shall be notified of their disqualification before the beginning of the semester following the assignment of that academic standing. Students disqualified at the beginning of a summer enrollment break should be notified at least one month before the start of the fall term. The disqualification notification shall advise the student that the disqualification is to be effective immediately. The disqualification notification shall include any conditions which, if met, will result in permission to continue in enrollment. Failure to notify students does not create the right of a student to continue enrollment. 
Postbaccalaureate and graduate students may petition for reinstatement following disqualification with no break in continuous enrollment status. Postbaccalaureate and graduate students will normally be ineligible for reinstatement or readmission after a second disqualification. However, in exceptional circumstances, a student may be allowed to petition for reinstatement or readmission after a second disqualification.

4.0 Administrative-Academic Disqualification

A postbaccalaureate student may be placed on administrative-academic probation for any of the following reasons:

a) Withdrawal from more than two-thirds of a program of study in two successive semester or in any three semester. A student whose withdrawal is directly associated with a chronic or recurring medical condition or its treatment is not to be subject to Administrative­ Academic probation for such withdrawal.

b) Repeated failure to progress toward the stated degree objective or other program objective, including that resulting from assignment of 15 semester units of No Credit, when such failure appears to be due to circumstances within the control of the student.

c) Failure to comply, after due notice, with an academic requirement or regulation, as defined by campus policy, which is routine for all students or a defined group of students (example: failure to complete a required CSU or campus examination, failure to complete a required practicum, failure to comply with professional standards appropriate to the field of study, failure to complete a specified number of units as a condition for receiving student financial aid or making satisfactory progress in the academic program) .

When such action is taken, the student shall be notified in writing and shall be provided with the conditions for removal from probation and the circumstances that would lead to disqualification, should probation not be removed.

5.0 Administrative-Academic Disqualification

A student who has been placed on administrative-academic probation may be disqualified from further attendance if:

a) The conditions for removal of administrative-academic probation are not met with in the period specified.

b) The student becomes subject to academic probation while on administrative­ academic probation.

c) The student becomes subject to administrative-academic probation for the same or similar reason for which he/she has been placed on administrative-academic probation previously, although not currently in such status.

When a student has been placed on administrative-academic disqualification he/she shall receive written notification including an explanation of the basis for the action.

In addition, the Office of Academic Programs may disqualify a student who at any time during enrollment has demonstrated behavior so contrary to the standards of the profession for which the student is preparing as to render him/her unfit for the profession. In such cases, disqualification will occur immediately upon notice to the student, which shall include an explanation of the basis for the action, and the campus may require the student to discontinue enrollment as of the date of the notification.

Discussion:
Senator Guyse stated that no comments have been received since the first reading.  He explained that aside from direct conversions from quarter units to semester units and change the wording from “quarter” to “semester” or “term”, the other change is from the President’s Response to AS-2462-145-AA stating that there will no longer be a grace period for disqualification.   

The motion to adopt AA-011-156, Revision of Academic Standing Policy for Semester Conversion, passed unanimously.

5. Discussion/New Business








a) Lanterman Update

[image: image8.emf]Academic Sentate 

Lanterman Project Update 022117.pdf


The Lanterman Update presentation is also located on the Academic Senate website at http://www.cpp.edu/~senate/documents/packets/2016-17/02.22.17/02.22.17.shtml.
Chair Speak recognized Dr. Danielle Manning, Vice President and Chief Financial Officer for Administrative Affairs.  Dr. Manning introduced Matt Bohannon from Brailsford & Dunlavey, which is the firm doing the consulting for the feasibility study.
Matt Bohannon reported that the firm has been working the last couple months on the feasibility study for the Lanterman property.  The purpose of the study is to determine the viability of retaining the site for future development purposes.  The feasibility study is looking at the variety of development options for consideration and their likelihood for market success, in addition to potential financing options for developing the site.  The study is determining is something can be done at the Lanterman site that is of worthwhile benefit to the institution from an academic prospective, a financial prospective, and from a land use perspective.  The current effort is not looking at final solutions or determining the specific project or concept for the use of the site.  
The consultant team started their work at the beginning of the year looking at the architectural side of the property, historical perspective, facility conditions, financing options, etc.  The first phase of the project was looking at the conditions of the existing site; understanding the facilities, the structures, the possible opportunities, and identifying any constrains of the property.  Mr. Bohannon stated that the timeline for the complete project is very aggressive; Cal Poly Pomona needs to inform the state of their intent to retain the property in September 2017.  To meet the September date, a presentation needs to be made to the Board of Trustees in the summer.  All phases of the feasibility study are detailed in the figure below.
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Lanterman is a 287 acre site with over 130 different structures on the property, four (4) of which are registered as historical buildings.  The property shares a boundary with the Spadra Farm and the consulting firm is taking that into consideration.  The analysis of the potential developable area considered the following constraints:

· Steep slopes on the property
· Existing structures and facilities that are within the historical district

· LA County and State protected trees
· Flood zones

· Potential seismic issues

· Areas best suited for development

· Reuse of existing structures

The analysis has shown that there are a significant number of acres available for development but at this time it is not known if the property is something worthwhile for the university to consider developing.  

Some of the next steps for this activity are:

· Integrating the feedback from the first two (2) workshops

· Conducting additional stakeholder meetings
· Providing updates to the campus community

· Advancing Market Research Options

· Housing potential

· Research and Development options

· Support services

· Retail or hospitality options

· Academic spaces
· Opportunities for financing 

· On-site revenue sources

· Workshop 3 to go over initial test concepts – March 17, 2017

Identifying the plans and what can be developed includes addressing the historical district on the site; need to determine how to maintain the historical significance of the site during development.  The group is also looking a transit; there are rail lines on the property and the potential to have a transit related development.
There was an inquiry on how many existing housing units are potentially useable by faculty.  Mr. Bohannon did not have an exact answer but recognized that faculty/staff housing in California is very challenging aspect of recruitment and added that only 7 out of the 23 CSUs are providing a median salary to afford housing in their general area.  He stated that faculty/staff housing is one element being seriously considered for this development.
It was asked if the workshops are open to all members of the campus committee.  Mr. Bohannon responded that the initial workshops are for the project committee, but there will be other opportunities for campus-wide participations towards the end of the process.
It was stated that the on-campus contact for questions/concerns is Dr. Manning, Vice President and Chief Financial Officer for Administrative Affairs.
The Academic Senate Meeting adjourned at 4:35 p.m.
* Revised AY 2016-2017


* Revised AY 2016-2017. Former Policy No. 1431 included in Current Policy No. 1430
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		California State Polytechnic University, Pomona												Institutional Research & Academic Resources - 02/13/2017

		Division of Academic Affairs - 2016-17 Fiscal Year

														Page 1 of 3

		General Operating Fund (GF) and Lottery Sources - Summary and Year-to-Year Comparison

				2014-15		2015-16		2016-17		% of Total		Yr-to-Yr		Notes

		Permanent GF Base		85,232,306		88,992,657		101,549,072		83.7%		14.1%		Budget as allocated w/comp changes

		Base Designated Revenue		3,327,800		4,076,126		4,087,950		3.4%		0.3%		Includes Cal Poly Pomona Student Success Fee

		CSU Student Success Initiatives		153,956		1,222,346		3,296,500		2.7%		169.7%		Includes Base and 2016-17 $1.2M One-time Funds

		Prior Year GF CarryForward (CF)		4,688,150		6,001,164		7,463,460		6.2%		24.4%		CF includes a variety of designated funds

		Temporary Allocations of Campus GF		5,982,925		5,554,595		2,081,822		1.7%		-62.5%

		Lottery Funding		1,442,297		1,520,500		2,573,371		2.1%		69.2%

		Program Allocations from C.O.		260,000		272,000		272,900		0.2%		0.3%		EAP, MSTI, Service Learning, CSU Pre-Doc program

		Total General Fund		101,087,434		107,639,388		121,325,075		100.0%		12.7%

		Note: This report shows funding as allocated or designated in initial budget processes.

		Enrollment Services moved from Student Affairs in 2016-17 with $5.8M budget allocation.  Budget and expenses are not shown for prior years.

		Budgeted Uses by Expense Category

				2014-15		2015-16		2016-17		% of Total		Yr-to-Yr		Notes

		Permanent Faculty Salaries		47,552,340		49,193,685		53,692,407		44.3%		9.1%

		Permanent Staff Salaries		12,870,552		14,537,282		18,612,345		15.3%		28.0%

		Management Salaries		4,455,124		4,667,122		5,975,468		4.9%		28.0%

		Temporary Faculty		16,138,004		18,788,370		20,437,359		16.8%		8.8%

		Temporary Staff		406,486		140,642		202,118		0.2%		43.7%

		Teacher-Scholar and Shared Governance		1,210,000		959,958		749,325		0.6%		-21.9%

		Faculty Hiring Package Commitments		1,047,870		1,714,302		1,940,529		1.6%		13.2%		Includes assigned time & start-up for new faculty

		College Operating Funds		5,096,158		3,209,904		2,236,918		1.8%		-30.3%

		Library Operating Funds		1,713,296		1,408,468		1,750,561		1.4%		24.3%

		Central Academic Affairs Operating Funds		2,062,276		2,233,741		3,237,240		2.7%		44.9%

		Designated One-Time Funding		7,091,932		9,466,112		11,677,824		9.6%		23.4%		Includes C.O. & Campus Designated Allocations

		Divisional Contingency		1,443,396		1,319,802		812,981		0.7%		-38.4%

		Total General Fund		101,087,434		107,639,388		121,325,075		100.0%		12.7%

				- 0		- 0		- 0

		Acronym Definitions: GF = General Operating Fund; CF = Carryforward (prior year balance); C.O. = Chancellor's Office

		Budgeted Uses by Organizational Unit												Page 2 of 3

				2014-15		2015-16		2016-17		% of Total		Yr-to-Yr		Notes

		College of Agriculture		6,210,835		6,468,581		6,897,687		5.7%		6.6%		College budgets vary with changes in personnel

		College of Business Administration		12,235,224		12,279,995		13,453,400		11.1%		9.6%		and FTES goals.

		College of Education & Integrative Studies		6,086,933		6,406,777		6,556,044		5.4%		2.3%

		College of Engineering		14,279,165		15,306,680		16,701,502		13.8%		9.1%

		College of Environmental Design		6,298,199		6,932,549		6,410,411		5.3%		-7.5%

		Collins College of Hospitality Mgmt		3,033,369		3,144,646		3,408,613		2.8%		8.4%

		College of Letters, Arts & Social Sciences		16,068,324		16,755,642		17,660,701		14.6%		5.4%

		College of Science		18,847,159		20,240,710		21,766,729		17.9%		7.5%

		University Library		3,941,478		3,610,973		4,028,776		3.3%		11.6%

		SubTotal - Colleges & Library		87,000,686		91,146,553		96,883,863		79.9%		6.3%

		Acad. Planning & Faculty Affairs, AVP Office		540,385		519,200		522,236		0.4%		0.6%

		Academic Programs, AVP Office		918,209		978,822		807,585		0.7%		-17.5%		Split to create Student Success AVP mid-2015-16

		Academic Test Center		409,242		472,766		502,120		0.4%		6.2%

		Admissions and Outreach		- 0		- 0		2,221,478		1.8%				Moved from Student Affairs in 2016-17

		Center for Community Engagement		345,495		357,851		410,243		0.3%		14.6%

		CSU Teaching Initiatives		557,710		419,603		333,045		0.3%		-20.6%		Math-Science (MSTI) & Teacher Recruitment (TRP)

		Early Assessment Program (EAP)		305,896		318,993		323,922		0.3%		1.5%		100% C.O. funding

		eLearning		669,077		720,586		753,848		0.6%		4.6%

		Enrollment Management, AVP Office		- 0		- 0		364,359		0.3%				Moved from Student Affairs in 2016-17

		Faculty Center for Professional Dev		241,118		182,259		179,232		0.1%		-1.7%

		Financial Aid and Scholarships		- 0		- 0		1,123,257		0.9%				Moved from Student Affairs in 2016-17

		Innovation Idea lab		193,000		386,000		348,498		0.3%		-9.7%		2014-15 new campus-funded program

		Inst. Research & Academic Resources		692,971		891,023		875,453		0.7%		-1.7%

		International Center		452,017		456,897		506,663		0.4%		10.9%

		Kellogg Honors College		476,872		402,268		404,570		0.3%		0.6%

		Learning Resource Center		476,679		456,012		399,370		0.3%		-12.4%

		Office of Undergraduate Research		87,033		113,945		199,487		0.2%		75.1%

		One Stop Services		- 0		- 0		372,053		0.3%				Moved from Student Affairs in 2016-17

		PolyTransfer		80,000		83,010		120,024		0.1%		44.6%

		Provost's Office		2,192,450		2,273,690		2,258,657		1.9%		-0.7%		Includes Teacher-Scholar and Shared Governance

		Registrar's Office		- 0		- 0		1,726,085		1.4%				Moved from Student Affairs in 2016-17

		Research, AVP Office		393,932		394,764		410,472		0.3%		4.0%

		Research & Sponsored Programs		414,104		315,098		226,782		0.2%		-28.0%

		Student Success, AVP Office		- 0		62,006		360,945		0.3%		482.1%

		SubTotal - AA Central		9,446,190		9,804,793		15,750,384		13.0%		60.6%

		Divisional Funds for One-time Uses in Designated Project Areas												Page 3 of 3

		Funding for one-time uses shown here is transferred to organizational units for expenditure

		Permanent uses of designated funds are shown in the organizational units above

				2014-15		2015-16		2016-17		% of Total		Yr-to-Yr		Notes

		Cal Poly Pomona Student Success Fee

		Improve Classroom Experience		1,187,865		1,534,560		1,702,996		1.4%		11.0%

		Support Academic Success		582,641		718,084		998,695		0.8%		39.1%

		Enrich Path to Graduation		1,426,656		1,470,256		1,646,756		1.4%		12.0%

		CSU Student Success Initiatives		- 0		1,160,340		2,578,695						Added $1.2M one-time funds in 2016-17

		Instructional Space Improvements		- 0		485,000		887,932						Lottery funds deployed through call for proposals

		SubTotal		3,197,162		5,368,240		7,815,074		6.4%		45.6%

		Divisional Contingency		1,443,396		1,319,802		875,754		0.7%		-33.6%

		Total All Budgeted Uses		101,087,434		107,639,388		121,325,075		100.0%		12.7%
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Provost’s Report to the Academic Senate


Sylvia A. Alva, Ph.D.


Provost and Vice President for Academic Affairs


Wednesday, February 22, 2017







Provost's Awards for Excellence Symposium
Thursday, March 2, 2017; 3:00 - 5:00 p.m.; Bronco Student Center, Ursa Major


Dr. Jeffery S. Mio
Psychology


Service Award


Dr. Mariappan Jawaharlal
Mechanical Engineering


Teaching Award


Dr. Craig W. LaMunyon
Biological Sciences


Scholarly & Creative 
Activities Award







Academic Master Plan
http://www.cpp.edu/~academicplan/


• Many thanks to working group members for their outstanding and thoughtful work!


• 10 working groups, totaling over 100 faculty, students, and other campus community
members, worked very hard to produce drafts that will serve as the basis for Cal Poly
Pomona’s next Academic Master Plan.


• Working group reports have been posted for the campus community to examine:
http://www.cpp.edu/~academicplan/plan-development.shtml


• The Steering Committee met yesterday (February 21, 2017) to discuss the working group
reports.


• A summary of ideas submitted by the working groups has also been posted.


• The next step is for the working groups to come together as a whole on Tuesday,
February 28, 2017 to identify major and unifying themes.


• Please keep checking the Academic Master Plan web site for additional information.


• Please provide feedback: http://www.cpp.edu/~academicplan/feedback.shtml



http://www.cpp.edu/~academicplan/

http://www.cpp.edu/~academicplan/plan-development.shtml

http://www.cpp.edu/~academicplan/feedback.shtml





Multi-Term Scheduling


• Class Scheduling forum on Friday, January 13, 2017 allowed for a
productive conversation related to multi-term scheduling.


• In preparation for semester conversion in Fall 2018, class schedules
will be entered in PeopleSoft for the remaining quarter terms
according to the following proposed timeline:


Quarter Term
Start Building Class 


Schedule
Start of advising


Start of priority 


registration


Summer 2017 01/31/2017 04/17/2017 04/17/2017


Fall 2017 02/13/2017 04/17/2017 05/10/2017


Winter 2018 02/27/2017* 10/16/2017* 10/25/2017*


Spring 2018 03/13/2017* 01/22/2018* 01/31/2018*


Summer 2018 01/30/2018* 04/16/2018* 04/16/2018*


* Tentative date







Faculty Data Champions


• Faculty data champions to perform data analytics to allow for data-informed decision in
support of student success.


• Research questions selected in consultation with Deans and Provost.
• Class schedule


• Enrollment management


• Etc.


• Training provided on available campus data dashboards (early March).


• Faculty receive a stipend.


• 15 faculty members have been selected as Data Champions.







Upcoming Deadlines


• Special Projects for Improving the Classroom Experience (SPICE)
• Innovative Approaches to Instruction


• Modernize Classroom Equipment


• Up to $25,000 per proposal


• Proposals are due Friday, February 24, 2017


• Questions: spicecommittee@cpp.edu


• Lottery Funding for Instructional Space Improvements
• $500,000 available for instructional space improvements in Academic Affairs.


• Proposals would ideally be in the $50,000 – $100,000 range.


• Proposals are due Wednesday, March 15, 2017.


• Questions: seskandari@cpp.edu


• Teacher-Scholar Support applications
• Call will go out soon with faculty applications due late in March.


• Questions: seskandari@cpp.edu



mailto:spicecommittee@cpp.edu

mailto:seskandari@cpp.edu

mailto:seskandari@cpp.edu
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Report to the Academic Senate 
Wednesday, February 22, 2017 


 


1. CFA’s new report 
CFA released a new report, “Equity, Interrupted: How California Is Cheating Its Future” which 
details the systemic and steady disinvestment in the CSU over the past 30 years as the student 
body has grown increasingly diverse.  


The report (PDF format) can be downloaded at http://www.calfac.org/sites/main/files/file-
attachments/equity_interrupted_1.12.2017.pdf   


2. Pomona Chapter CFA Newsletter 
The Issue 2 of winter 2017 CFA newsletter is posted at http://www.cpp.edu/~cfa/Winter2017-
2.pdf.  Please check it over. We have included information about faculty rights, lecturer tips and 
more in the Newsletter. 


3. Other 
• Please read an article of Faculty Rights related to Executive Order 1097, the CSU protects 


students from discrimination, harassment and retaliation, sexual misconduct, dating and 
domestic violence, and stalking. A direct link at  http://www.calfac.org/sites/main/files/file-
attachments/equity_interrupted_1.12.2017.pdf   


• CFA has set up a website to report instances of hate speech and crimes at 
http://www.calfac.org/form/report-hate-speech-incidents. 


• Policy No: 1416, ‘Taping of Faculty Lectures’ 


Disabled students may tape faculty lectures of any classroom presentation. If students 
identify themselves as disabled and ask permission to tape lectures or classroom 
presentations, the instructor may ask them to sign a "limited release statement" that the 
tapes of lectures would be used only by the student and only for class purposes. 


For all other students, instructors may, but are not required to, permit taping, either audio or 
video, of their lectures or any classroom presentation.  In the case of visiting or guest 
lecturers, the discretion rests with the person actually making the presentation. 


If instructors grant permission they should do so in writing, specifying the limitations they 
may wish to place upon the use and farther dist1ibution of the taped material. 


 


 
 
 
 
Dr. W. Xie – CFA Pomona Chapter President 
 



http://www.calfac.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/equity_interrupted_1.12.2017.pdf

http://www.calfac.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/equity_interrupted_1.12.2017.pdf

http://www.calfac.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/equity_interrupted_1.12.2017.pdf

http://www.cpp.edu/%7Ecfa/Winter2017-2.pdf

http://www.cpp.edu/%7Ecfa/Winter2017-2.pdf

http://www.calfac.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/equity_interrupted_1.12.2017.pdf

http://www.calfac.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/equity_interrupted_1.12.2017.pdf

http://www.calfac.org/form/report-hate-speech-incidents




_1549268285.pdf


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 


ACADEMIC SENATE 


 


 


 


 


 


 


ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 


 


REPORT TO 


 


THE ACADEMIC SENATE 


 


AA-011-156 


 


Revision of Academic Standing Policy for Semester Conversion 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Academic Affairs Committee      Date:  23 January 2017 


 


Executive Committee 


Received and Forwarded      Date: 25 January 2017  


 


 


Academic Senate       Date: 01 February 2017 


          First Reading 


          22 February 2017 


          Second Reading 







AA-011-156, Revision of Academic Standing Policy for Semester Conversion 2 
   


 


Background 


 


The existing policies have been revised to be consistent with semester terminology and to better 


align with the wording of EO 1038. The President’s recommendations listed in Senate Report AS 


2462-145/AA have also been reviewed and incorporated into the revised policies. 


 


Resources Consulted 


 


University Manual Policy 1430 Academic Standing Undergraduate Program 


University Manual Policy 1431 Administrative-Academic Probation and Disqualification 


AS 2462-145/AA: Revision of Academic Standing Criteria for Undergraduate Students/Policy 


on Probation and Disqualification 


CSU EO 1038 Minimum Requirements for Probation and Disqualification 


 


Discussion: 


 


The current posted policies and respective EO are: 


 


Current Posted Policy (What is in bold above has been superseded by AS 2462-145/AA): 


 


CALIDORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA  


POLICY NO: 1430 


 


ACADEMIC STANDING – UNDERGRADUATE PROGRAM 


 


1.0 Good Standing 


 


An undergraduate student is considered to be in good standing when a cumulative grade 


point average of 2.0 (C) for all university level work attempted and for all such work 


attempted at Cal Poly Pomona is earned.  


 


If a student’s GPA remains below 2.0 for more than three consecutive quarters, the 


student will not be certified for veterans educational benefits until his/her academic status 


is restored to good standing. 


 


2.0 Early Warning  


 


All undergraduate students with a Cal Poly GPA of less than 2.2 will have an advising 


hold placed systematically on their record. The students will not be able to register until 


they have cleared this hold with their major department. 


 


3.0 Academic Probation 
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A student will be placed on academic probation if the cumulative grade point 


average falls below 2.0 (C) either for all college level work attempted, for all college 


level work attempted at Cal Poly Pomona, or all work attempted in the major.  


The student will be advised of probation status in writing at the end of each quarter.  


Students on probation will have advising holds placed on their record the following 


quarter. These students will not be able to register until they have cleared this hold 


with their major department and have been counseled as to how to regain good 


standing. 


 


4.0 Subject to Disqualification 


 


A student will be subject to disqualification if the Cal Poly Pomona or cumulative 


grade point average falls below 1.5 for freshmen, 1.7 for sophomores, 1.9 for 


juniors, and 1.95 for seniors.  


 


Students will be advised in writing of their subject to disqualification status as soon 


as possible following the end of the quarter.  


 


Each academic unit may exercise the option to disqualify a student in Subject to 


Disqualification status due to a lack of adherence to advisement worksheets, failure 


to make progress in the major, or follow faculty advisement.  


 


5.0 Academic Disqualification 


 


Students on probation or subject to disqualification will be disqualified at the end of 


any quarter if:  


a. a freshman (less than 45 quarter units of university work completed) or 


sophomore (45 to 89 quarter units of university work completed) is 22.5 or 


more grade points below a 2.0 (C average);  


b. a junior (90 to 134 quarter units of university work completed) is 13.5 or more 


grade points below a 2.0 (C average);  


 


c. a senior (135 or more quarter units of university work completed) is 9 or more 


grade points below a 2.0 (C average).  


 


Notification of academic disqualification is sent as soon as possible following the end 


of the quarter.  


 


A student who is disqualified on the basis of their grade point balance will not be 


allowed to attend for at least one quarter, normally the quarter following 


notification of disqualification.  


 


Students have the right to appeal their eligibility to enroll by completing the 


Disqualification Appeal Student Information Sheet available in the Registrar’s 


Office. Except in extraordinary circumstances, appeals will be considered only if the 


student’s grade point average, during the quarter subsequent to disqualification, 
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has improved enough to remove the student from disqualification status. Students 


will be notified of their College Appeals Committee’s decision no later than the last 


day to register for the quarter in question.  


 


Upon initial disqualification, students may be reinstated only after presentation to 


the university of satisfactory evidence that they have improved their chances of 


scholastic success. The Petition for Academic Reinstatement must be filed in the 


Registrar’s Office after approval by the student’s major department chair and the 


college dean.  


 


After reinstatement, students must remove their disqualification by the time they 


have attempted an additional 24 units in baccalaureate level courses. This 


coursework must be agreed upon by the student and the department chair at the 


time of reinstatement.  


 


Students who either do not remove the disqualification within an additional 24 units 


or who do remove the disqualification, but then become disqualified for a second 


time, may not request consideration for readmission to Cal Poly Pomona until they 


have taken a mandatory one year break. After such time, an application for 


readmission will be considered.  
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Current Posted Policy (Superseded by AS 2462-145/AA): 


 


CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 


POLICY NO: 1431 


  


ADMINISTRATIVE-ACADEMIC PROBATION AND DISQUALIFICATION 


 


1.0 Administrative-Academic Probation.  


An undergraduate or graduate student may be placed on administrative-academic 


probation by action of appropriate campus officials for any of the following reasons:  


a) Withdrawal from all or a substantial portion of a program of studies in two successive 


terms or in any three terms. (Note: A student whose withdrawal is directly associated 


with a chronic or recurring disability or its treatment is not to be subject to 


Administrative-Academic probation for such withdrawal.)  


b) Repeated failure to make satisfactory progress (as defined below) toward the stated 


degree objective or other program objective, including that resulting from assignment 


of 15 units of NC, when such failure appears to be due to circumstances within the 


control of the student.  


c) Failure to comply, after due notice, with an academic requirement or regulation which 


is routine for all students or a defined group of students (examples: failure to 


complete English Placement Test, failure to complete a required practicum, failure to 


complete a specified number of units as a condition for receiving student financial 


aid).  


 


When such action is taken, the student shall be notified in writing and shall be provided 


with the conditions for removal from probation and the circumstances which would lead 


to disqualification, should probation not be removed.  


 


2.0 Administrative-Academic Disqualification.  


A student who has been placed on administrative-academic probation may be disqualified 


from further attendance if:  


a) The conditions for removal of administrative-academic probation are not met within 


the period specified.  


 


b) The student becomes subject to academic disqualification while on administrative-


academic probation.  


 


c) The student becomes subject to administrative-academic probation for the same or 


similar reason for which he has been placed on administrative-academic probation 


previously, although not currently in such status.  
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When such action is taken, the student shall receive written notification including an 


explanation of the basis for the action.  


 


3.0 Satisfactory Progress  


Fulltime undergraduate students are considered to be maintaining satisfactory academic 


progress toward their degree goal when they have completed a minimum of 36 units per 


academic year of which a minimum of 24 units directly apply to satisfying the core, 


support, and/or directed elective course requirements of their major curriculum according 


to their Degree Requirement Evaluation sheet (or until such time as all core and support 


course requirements are satisfied). Good standing is defined as 2.0 GPA. 


 


Halftime students are considered to be maintaining satisfactory academic progress toward 


their degree goals when they have completed a minimum of 18 units per academic year 


of which a minimum of 12 units directly apply to satisfying the core, support, and/or 


directed elective course requirements of their major curriculum according to their Degree 


Requirement Evaluation sheet (or until such time as all core and support course 


requirements are satisfied).    
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Executive Order: 


 


1038 


  


Effective Date: September 15, 2008 


Supersedes: Executive Order No. 823 


  


Title: Minimum Requirements for Probation and Disqualification  


 


This executive order is issued pursuant to Sections 41300 and 41300.1 of Title 5 of the California 


Code of Regulations and Standing Orders of the Board of Trustees, Section II (a) and is effective no 


later than the spring 2009 academic term (semester or quarter). 


 


I. Academic Probation: An undergraduate student is subject to academic probation if at any 


time the cumulative grade point average in all college work attempted or cumulative grade 


point average at the campus where enrolled falls below 2.0 (title 5, California Code of 


Regulations, Section 41300 (a)). The student shall be advised of probation status promptly. 


An undergraduate student shall be removed from academic probation when the cumulative 


grade point average in all college work attempted and the cumulative grade point average at 


the campus where enrolled is 2.0 or higher. 


 


II. Academic Disqualification: As authorized by Section 41300 (b) of Title 5, an undergraduate 


student on academic probation is subject to academic disqualification when:  


A. As a freshman (fewer than 30 semester hours of college work completed*) the 


student falls below a grade point average of 1.50 in all units attempted or in all units 


attempted at the campus where enrolled. 


B. As a sophomore (30 through 59 semester hours of college work completed*) the 


student falls below a grade point average of 1.700 in all units attempted or in all 


units attempted at the campus where enrolled. 


C. As a junior (60 through 89 semester hours of college work completed*) the student 


falls below a grade point average of 1.85 in all units attempted or in all units 


attempted at the campus where enrolled. 


D. As a senior (90 or more semester hours of college work completed*) the student 


falls below a grade point average of 1.95 in all units attempted or in all units 


attempted at the campus where enrolled. 


 


III. Academic Disqualification of Students not on Probation: As authorized by Section 41300 


(c) of Title 5, the president may designate a campus official to act to disqualify an 


individual not on probation when the following circumstances exist:  


A. At the end of any term, the student has a cumulative grade point average below 1.0, 


and 


B. The cumulative grade point average is so low that in view of the student’s overall 


educational record, it seems unlikely that the deficiency will be removed within a 


reasonable period, as defined by campus academic policy. 


 


IV. Notice of Disqualification: Students who are disqualified at the end of an enrollment period 


under any of the provisions of this executive order should be notified before the beginning 


of the next consecutive regular enrollment period. Students disqualified at the beginning of 
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a summer enrollment break should be notified at least one month before the start of the fall 


term. In case where a student ordinarily would be disqualified at the end of a term, save for 


the fact that it is not possible to make timely notification, the student may be advised that 


the disqualification is to be effective at the end of the next term. Such notification should 


include any conditions which, if met, would result in permission to continue in enrollment. 


Failure to notify students does not create the right of a student to continue enrollment. 


 


V. Probation and Disqualification of Post Baccalaureate and Graduate Students: Probation and 


Disqualification of post-baccalaureate and graduate students are subject to section 41300 


(d), (e), and (f) of Title 5 and criteria established by the campus. Such criteria may not be 


less than those established for undergraduate students. 


 


VI. Administrative-Academic Probation: As authorized by Section 41300.1 of Title 5, an 


undergraduate or graduate student may be placed on administrative-academic probation by 


action of appropriate campus officials for any of the following reasons: 


A. Withdrawal from all or a substantial portion of a program of studies in two 


successive terms or in any three terms. (Note: A student whose withdrawal is 


directly associated with a chronic or recurring medical condition or its treatment is 


not to be subject to Administrative-Academic probation for such withdrawal.) 


B. Repeated failure to progress toward the stated degree objective or other program 


objective, including that resulting from assignment of 15 units of No Credit, when 


such failure appears to be due to circumstances within the control of the student. 


C. Failure to comply, after due notice, with an academic requirement or regulation, as 


defined by campus policy, which is routine for all students or a defined group of 


students (example: failure to complete a required CSU or campus examination, 


failure to complete a required practicum, failure to comply with professional 


standards appropriate to the field of study, failure to complete a specified number of 


units as a condition for receiving student financial aid or making satisfactory 


progress in the academic program). 


When such action is taken, the student shall be notified in writing and shall be 


provided with the conditions for removal from probation and the circumstances that 


would lead to disqualification, should probation not be removed. 


 


VII. Administrative-Academic Disqualification: As authorized by Section 41300.1 of Title 5, a 


student who has been placed on administrative-academic probation may be disqualified 


from further attendance if: 


A. The conditions for removal of administrative-academic probation are not met within 


the period specified. 


B. The student becomes subject to academic probation while on administrative-


academic probation. 


C. The student becomes subject to administrative-academic probation for the same or 


similar reason for which he/she has been placed on administrative-academic 


probation previously, although not currently in such status. 


When such action is taken, the student shall receive written notification including an 


explanation of the basis for the action. 


In addition, an appropriate campus administrator may disqualify a student who at any time 
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during enrollment has demonstrated behavior so contrary to the standards of the profession 


for which the student is preparing as to render him/her unfit for the profession. In such 


cases, disqualification will occur immediately upon notice to the student, which shall 


include an explanation of the basis for the action, and the campus may require the student to 


discontinue enrollment as of the date of the notification. 


 


VIII. Campus Procedures: Each campus shall establish procedures whereby a student who is 


either placed on probation or disqualified under the provisions of paragraphs I through VII 


may appeal such action. Each campus shall establish procedures whereby a student 


previously disqualified at the campus or at any other campus of the California State 


University may petition for readmission or admission. Such procedures are to include 


provisions for evaluating the probable impact of any medical condition on previous 


unsatisfactory academic performance. In both instances, use of an appropriate review board 


or committee is recommended. 


 


IX. Notice in Campus Bulletin: The provisions for probation and disqualification shall be 


summarized in each campus bulletin together with information on campus policies and 


procedures related to their implementation. Procedures for orientation of new students shall 


include distribution of written materials concerning all aspects of probation and 


disqualification as well as provisions for review and reinstatement. 
 


 


 


 
Charles B. Reed Chancellor 


 


 


Date: September 15, 2008 
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Recommendation: 


 


The Academic Affairs Committee recommends adoption by the Academic Senate and 


recommendation to the President to approve the following revisions to Policy No. 1430 and 1431 


and to accordingly update them in the online University Manual. 


 


Recommended Policy (Black font is AS 2462-145/AA which supersedes Policy No. 1431 and 


contains significant overlap with Policy No. 1430). Policy 1430 below attempts to combine 


policies 1430, 1431 (based on AS 2462-145/AA) and EO 1038 into a single policy for 


undergraduate students. Policy No. 1431 can then be designated for postbaccalaureate students. 


 


CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 


POLICY NO: 1430* 


 


ACADEMIC STANDING - UNDERGRADUATE PROGRAMSTUDENTS 


 


1.0 Purpose 
 


The purpose of this policy is to establish the criteria for assignment of Probationary and 


Disqualification academic standings to undergraduate students. The minimum 


requirements for academic probation and disqualification are established under Executive 


Order No. 1038, Sections 41300 and 41300.1 of Title 5 of the California Code of 


Regulations, and Chapter III, Sections 1 and 2 of the Standing Orders of the Board of 


Trustees of the California State University. 


 


2.0 Good Standing 


 


An undergraduate student is considered to be in good standing when a cumulative grade 


point average of 2.0 (C) for all university level work attempted and for all such work 


attempted at Cal Poly Pomona is earned. 


 


If a student’s GPA remains below 2.0 for more than two three consecutive semesters 


quarters, the student will not be certified for veterans educational benefits until his/her 


academic status is restored to good standing. 


 


3.0 Early Warning 


 


All undergraduate students with a Cal Poly GPA of less than 2.2 will have an advising hold 


placed systematically on their record. The students will not be able to register until they have 


cleared this hold with their major department. 


 


 


4.0 Academic Probation 


 


                                                           
* Revised AY 2016-2017 
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An undergraduate student shall be placed on academic probation if at any time the 


cumulative grade point average in all college work attempted or cumulative grade point 


average for work attempted completed at Cal Poly Pomona falls below 2.0. The student 


shall be advised of probation status promptly. 


 


The first time an undergraduate student's cumulative grade point average in either work 


completed attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all college level work attempted falls 


below 2.0 he/she shall be placed on academic probation, even in circumstances where 


his/her GPA falls below the disqualification thresholds as described under section 3 of this 


policy. 


 


An undergraduate student shall be removed from academic probation when the cumulative 


grade point average in all college work attempted, and the Cal Poly Pomona cumulative 


grade point average is 2.0 or higher. 


 


After the first occurrence of the GPA falling below 2.0, students may be academically 


disqualified as detailed in section 5.0 of this policy without first being put on probation. 


 


5.0 Academic Disqualification 
 


After attempting 12 quarter semester units at Cal Poly Pomona, an undergraduate student 


is subject to Academic Disqualification if at any time: 


 


a) As a freshman (less than 45 quarter30 semester units of college work completed) the 


student’s cumulative grade point average falls below 1.50 for in all units attempted at 


in Cal Poly Pomona, or in all college level course work attempted overall. 


b) As a sophomore (45 through 89 quarter30 through 59 semester units of college work 


completed) the student's cumulative grade point average falls below 1.700 for all units 


attempted at in Cal Poly Pomona, or in all college level course work attempted overall. 


c) As a junior (90 through 134 quarter60 through 89 semester units of college work 


completed) the student's cumulative grade point average falls below 1.85 for all units in 


attempted at Cal Poly Pomona, or in all college level course work attempted overall. 


d) As a senior (135 or more quarter 90 or more semester units of college work completed) 


the student's cumulative grade point average falls below 1.95 for all units attempted at 


in Cal Poly Pomona, or in all college level course work attempted overall. 


 


An undergraduate student who is academically disqualified will not be allowed to attend 


for at least one quartersemester. All academically disqualified students shall be notified of 


their disqualification before the beginning of the quarter semester following the assignment 


of that academic standing. Students disqualified at the beginning of a summer enrollment 


break should be notified at least one month before the start of the fall term. The 


disqualification notification shall advise the student that the disqualification is to be 


effective at the end of the quarterimmediately*. The disqualification notification shall 


include any conditions which, if met, will result in permission to continue in enrollment. 


Failure to notify students does not create the right of a student to continue enrollment. 


After notification students shall be permitted to continue with their classes, if already 
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enrolled, until the end of the quarter. These students will have, in effect, a "grace" quarter 


during which time they can demonstrate improved potential for academic success and 


appeal the restriction on enrollmentStudents will not be allowed to attend the semester 


following academic disqualification. Students who do not attend two semesters 


consecutively in one calendar year are considered to have broken continuous enrollment 


status. 


 


Students have the right to appeal their eligibility to enroll by completing the 


Disqualification Appeal Student Information Sheet available in the Registrar's Office. 


Except in extraordinary circumstances, appeals will be considered only if the student's CPP 


and overall grade point average, during the quarter semester subsequent to disqualification, 


have improved enough to remove the student from disqualification status. Students will be 


notified of their College Appeals Committee's decision no later than the last day to register 


for the quarter semester in question. A successful appeal request is considered a 


reinstatement. However, no reinstatement petition or advising contract is required. 


Students may not appeal a second disqualification. Students who are disqualified at the end 


of the spring quarter semester shall have until the end of the following fall quarter semester 


to appeal the restriction on enrollment. 


 


Upon initial disqualification, students may request consideration for reinstatement only 


after presentation to the university of satisfactory evidence that they have improved their 


chances of scholastic success. The Petition for Academic Reinstatement must be filed in 


the Registrar's Office after approval by the student's major department chair and the 


college dean. After reinstatement, students must be removed from disqualification status 


by the time they have attempted an additional 24 quarter16 semester units in baccalaureate 


level courses. The student and the department chair must agree upon this coursework at the 


time of reinstatement. 


 


Undergraduate students who do not remove the disqualification within the 2416 semester-


unit limit and academically disqualified undergraduate students who attain good standing 


or probationary status and then become disqualified again shall normally not be eligible to 


re-enroll at the university. However, in exceptional circumstances, a student may be 


allowed to petition for reinstatement or re-ad mission after a second disqualification. 


 


6.0 Administrative-Academic Probation 
 


An undergraduate student may be placed on administrative-academic probation for any of 


the following reasons: 
 


a) Withdrawal from more than two-thirds of a program of study in two successive 


quarters semester or in any three quarterssemesters. A student whose withdrawal is 


directly associated with a chronic or recurring medical condition or its treatment is not 


to be subject to Administrative­ Academic probation for such withdrawal. 


b) Repeated failure to progress toward the stated degree objective or other program 


objective, including that resulting from assignment of 15 quarter semester units of No 
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Credit, when such failure appears to be due to circumstances within the control of the 


student. 


c) Failure to comply, after due notice, with an academic requirement or regulation, as 


defined by campus policy, which is routine for all students or a defined group of 


students (example: failure to complete a required CSU or campus examination, failure 


to complete a required practicum, failure to comply with professional standards 


appropriate to the field of study, failure to complete a specified number of units as a 


condition for receiving student financial aid or making satisfactory progress in the 


academic program) . 


 


When such action is taken, the student shall be notified in writing and shall be provided 


with the conditions for removal from probation and the circumstances that would lead to 


disqualification, should probation not be removed. 


 


7.0 Administrative-Academic Disqualification 
 


A student who has been placed on administrative-academic probation may be disqualified 


from further attendance if: 


 


a) The conditions for removal of administrative-academic probation are not met with in 


the period specified. 


b) The student becomes subject to academic probation while on administrative­ academic 


probation. 


c) The student becomes subject to administrative-academic probation for the same or 


similar reason for which he/she has been placed on administrative-academic probation 


previously, although not currently in such status. 


 


When a student has been placed on administrative-academic disqualification he/she shall 


receive written notification including an explanation of the basis for the action. 


 


In addition, the associate provostOffice of Academic Programs may disqualify a student 


who at any time during enrollment has demonstrated behavior so contrary to the standards 


of the profession for which the student is preparing as to render him/her unfit for the 


profession. In such cases, disqualification will occur immediately upon notice to the 


student, which shall include an explanation of the basis for the action, and the campus may 


require the student to discontinue enrollment as of the date of the notification. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 


POLICY NO: 1431* 


 


ACADEMIC STANDING - POSTBACCALAUREATE ADMINISTRATIVE-


ACADEMIC PROBATION AND DISQUALIFICATION OF POSTBACCALAUREATE 


STUDENTS 


 


1.0 Purpose 
 


The purpose of this policy is to establish the criteria for assignment of probationary and 


disqualification academic standings to postbaccalaureate students. The minimum 


requirements for academic probation and disqualification are established under Executive 


Order No. 1038, Sections 41300 and 41300.1 of Title 5 of the California Code of 


Regulations, and Chapter III, Sections 1 and 2 of the Standing Orders of the Board of 


Trustees of the California State University. Probation and disqualification criteria of post-


baccalaureate and graduate students may not be less than those established for 


undergraduate students. 


 


2.0 Academic Probation 
 


A postbaccalaureate student shall be placed on academic probation if at any time the 


cumulative grade point average in all postbaccalaureate level course work attempted or 


cumulative grade point average for postbaccalaureate course work attempted at Cal Poly 


Pomona falls below 3.0. The student shall be promptly notified in writing of their 


probation status. 


 


The first time a postbaccalaureate student's cumulative grade point average in either 


postbaccalaureate course work completed attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all 


postbaccalaureate course work attempted overall falls below 3.0 he/she shall be placed on 


academic probation, even in circumstances where his/her GPA falls below the 


disqualification thresholds as described under section 3.0 of this policy. 


 


A postbaccalaureate student shall be removed from academic probation when the 


cumulative grade point average in all postbaccalaureate course work attempted overall, and 


the Cal Poly Pomona cumulative grade point average is 3.0 or higher. The student shall be 


provided with any additional conditions for removal from probation and the circumstances 


that would lead to disqualification, should probation not be removed. 


 


After the first occurrence of the GPA falling below 3.0, postbaccalaureate students may be 


academically disqualified without first being put on probation. 


 


3.0 Academic Disqualification 
 


A postbaccalaureate student is subject to Academic Disqualification if at any time: 


                                                           
* Revised AY 2016-2017. Former Policy No. 1431 included in Current Policy No. 1430 
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a) After the completion of 12 quarter8 semester units of postbaccalaureate work, the 


student's cumulative grade point average falls below 2.3 for all postbaccalaureate work 


completed attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all postbaccalaureate work attempted 


overall. 


b) After the completion of 24 quarter16 semester units of postbaccalaureate work, the 


student’s cumulative grade point average falls below 2.7 for all postbaccalaureate work 


completed attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all postbaccalaureate work attempted 


overall. 


c) After the completion of 36 quarter24 semester units of postbaccalaureate work, the 


student's cumulative grade point average falls below 2.9 for all postbaccalaureate work 


completed attempted at Cal Poly Pomona or for all postbaccalaureate work attempted 


overall. 


 


All Academically Disqualified postbaccalaureate students shall be notified of their 


disqualification at before the beginning of the quarter semester following the assignment of 


that academic standing. Students disqualified at the beginning of a summer enrollment 


break should be notified at least one month before the start of the fall term. The 


disqualification notification shall advise the student that the disqualification is to be 


effective at the end of the quarterimmediately. The disqualification notification shall 


include any conditions which, if met, will result in permission to continue in enrollment. 


Failure to notify students does not create the right of a student to continue enrollment. 


After notification students shall be permitted to continue with their classes, if already 


enrolled, until the end of the quarter. These students will have, in effect, a "grace" quarter 


during which time they can demonstrate improved potential for academic success and 


appeal the restriction on enrollment. Students who are disqualified at the end of the spring 


quarter shall have until the end of the following fall quarter to appeal the restriction on 


enrollment.  


 


Postbaccalaureate and graduate students may petition for reinstatement following 


disqualification with no break in continuous enrollment status. Postbaccalaureate and 


graduate students will normally be ineligible for reinstatement or readmission after a 


second disqualification. However, in exceptional circumstances, a student may be allowed 


to petition for reinstatement or readmission after a second disqualification. 


 


4.0 Administrative-Academic Disqualification 


 


A postbaccalaureate student may be placed on administrative-academic probation for any 


of the following reasons: 
 


a) Withdrawal from more than two-thirds of a program of study in two successive 


quarters semester or in any three quarterssemester. A student whose withdrawal is 


directly associated with a chronic or recurring medical condition or its treatment is not 


to be subject to Administrative­ Academic probation for such withdrawal. 
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b) Repeated failure to progress toward the stated degree objective or other program 


objective, including that resulting from assignment of 15 semester units of No Credit, 


when such failure appears to be due to circumstances within the control of the student. 


c) Failure to comply, after due notice, with an academic requirement or regulation, as 


defined by campus policy, which is routine for all students or a defined group of 


students (example: failure to complete a required CSU or campus examination, failure 


to complete a required practicum, failure to comply with professional standards 


appropriate to the field of study, failure to complete a specified number of units as a 


condition for receiving student financial aid or making satisfactory progress in the 


academic program) . 


  


When such action is taken, the student shall be notified in writing and shall be provided 


with the conditions for removal from probation and the circumstances that would lead to 


disqualification, should probation not be removed. 


 


5.0 Administrative-Academic Disqualification 
 


A student who has been placed on administrative-academic probation may be disqualified 


from further attendance if: 


 


a) The conditions for removal of administrative-academic probation are not met with in 


the period specified. 


b) The student becomes subject to academic probation while on administrative­ academic 


probation. 


c) The student becomes subject to administrative-academic probation for the same or 


similar reason for which he/she has been placed on administrative-academic probation 


previously, although not currently in such status. 


 


When a student has been placed on administrative-academic disqualification he/she shall 


receive written notification including an explanation of the basis for the action. 


 


In addition, the Office of Academic Programsassociate provost may disqualify a student 


who at any time during enrollment has demonstrated behavior so contrary to the standards 


of the profession for which the student is preparing as to render him/her unfit for the 


profession. In such cases, disqualification will occur immediately upon notice to the 


student, which shall include an explanation of the basis for the action, and the campus may 


require the student to discontinue enrollment as of the date of the notification. 
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Referral      
 
Adjustment of Faculty Affairs Policies for Semester Conversion 
 
Background    
  
A review of existing Faculty Affairs policies was needed in order to make adjustments 
triggered by the conversion to semesters that begins with Fall Semester 2018.  
Recommendations for changes would become effective on the first day of the first 
semester. 
 
Resources   
 
The following people provided input to the committee on the referral:  
 


A. Associate Vice President for Planning, Policy, and Faculty Affairs (Dr. 
Srinivas and then Dr. Eskandari)  


B. Anita Jessup, Director, Academic Personnel 
C. Collective Bargaining Agreement 


 
  
Discussion   
 
In collaboration with the Faculty Affairs Office, the FAC identified and thoroughly 
reviewed existing Faculty Affairs policies contained in the University Manual. Before 
completing this review, the FAC addressed another referral last Academic Year that 
adjusted policies based on changes triggered by the last Collective Bargaining 
Agreement (FA-002-156) and also recommended the deletion of sections of the manual 
that were either obsolete or their content was identical to what was stated in previous 
versions of the Collective Bargaining Agreement. This “clean up” was necessary before 
conducting the final revisions and proposed modifications.  In general, the modifications 
are very straightforward, in some cases switching the word “quarter” for “semester” or 
“term” in a sentence was sufficient.  In other cases, the work involved consideration of 
certain deadlines given in some policies and rescheduling them based on the expected 
calendar for semesters.  The committee did not consider any of the modifications 
controversial or problematic but welcomes any feedback after the first reading of the 
referral report. 
 
Recommendation   
 
Amend all the policies as proposed on the draft documents attached to this report with to 
become effective on the first day of Fall Semester 2018. The policies affected by 
changes are: 1200, 1201,1306, 1316, 1325, 1326, 1328, 1329, 1332, 1375, 1376, 1377, 
1378, 1381, 1382 and 1384. 
 







CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1200 


UNIVERSITY COURSE SYLLABUS 


1.0 A syllabus should be prepared for each class section an instructor teaches. The 
syllabus should be distributed to students either on paper or electronically before the 
second week of the quarterterm. At a minimum, a syllabus should contain these items:  


1.       The instructor's name, office location, phone number, and e-mail address; � 
 


2.       The instructor's Office Hour schedule; � 
 


3.       A brief statement of course objectives (this might be limited to saying a �course 
covers chapters one through six of the text); � 
 


4.       Title(s) of required and recommended text(s); � 
 


5.       Course prerequisites and co-requisites; � 
      


6.       A tentative schedule of assignments and exams; � 
 


7.      An explanation of the class grading system; � 
      


8.      Examination methods (objective, essay, Scantron, other); � 
 


9.       A policy statement regarding the make-up of assignments and exams (this �could 
be that there will be no make-ups); � 
 


10. A policy statement concerning attendance, particularly as it affects the �grade (this 
could be that a student is responsible for all material and activities covered in a 
class period whether the student chooses to attend or not); � 
 


11. The instructor's information on academic dishonesty as it applies to the class. � 


Instructors are free to elaborate on or add to this list as they deem appropriate for their 
class.  


2.0    The following policies are not required, but should be considered for inclusion in 
syllabi.  


1.        Statements about campus Disability Resource Center services, the campus address, 
the telephone number, the URL, and further statements that encourage students 
who qualify to register with the DRC. � 


2.        Information about exam schedules. � 







3.       Course-specific Student Learning Outcomes. � 


4.       A reference to campus resources that students can access if they are having 
difficulties. � 


3.0 When enforcing policies related to absences and make-up work, instructors may take 
the following considerations into account:  


1.         Federal, State, and Municipal laws can place duties on citizens that may not be 
avoided. Students may be asked to serve in the National Guard, to perform on 
juries or grand juries, or to participate in emergency response obligations. � 


2.         Many students have family responsibilities � 


3.         Students' may have chronic or unexpected medical problems � 


4.         The university generally encourages co-curricular activities such as the �Model 
United Nations, athletic activities, theatrical and musical performances, etc., in 
recognition of the educational value of these activities. � 


4.0 The California State Education Code, as law, supersedes all campus policies. In 
particular, section 89320 states:  


The Trustees of the California State University require each state university, in 
administering any test or examination, to permit any student who is eligible to undergo 
the test or examination to do so, without penalty, at a time when that activity would not 
violate the student's religious creed. This requirement shall not apply in the event thatif 
administering the test or examination at an alternate time would impose an undue 
hardship which could not reasonably have been avoided. In any court proceeding in 
which the existence of an undue hardship which that could not reasonably have been 
avoided is an issue, the burden of proof shall be upon the institution.  
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1201 


FINAL EXAM 
 


 
Every lecture and seminar course shall include a final evaluative activity appropriate to 
the course. An instructor shall not shorten the academic term by scheduling this final 
activity before the week scheduled for final examinations. Such activities may include 
(but are not limited to): written exams, presentations, portfolio sharing, performances, 
critiques, oral exams, and review of learning outcomes. Assessment exemptions may be 
granted for such reasons as uniqueness of course content or method of instruction, or a 
more appropriate procedure for establishing an evaluation of the students’ performance in 
the course.  Exemptions ordinarily will be established at the time the course is proposed 
by the department for inclusion in the University Catalog. If a separate final evaluation in 
other courses (activities, laboratories, independent study) is desired, it shall be given 
during the last week of class. 


 
In-class final activities shall be administered only during final exam week and only at the 
time published by the University. In-class final activities for one-unit lecture courses 
shall be arranged by consultation of the instructor and students and approved by the 
department chair. The required submission date for out-of-class final activities (take- 
home finals, papers, etc.) must fall no earlier than the day designated for the final 
examination of the class. For online classes with no set meeting time, final examinations 
or projects shall be due no earlier than the end of the first day of the published exam 
period. 


 
Requests by instructors for a change from the university-scheduled date and time of the 
course in-class final activity must be for compelling reasons and must be made no less 
than four weeks in advance of finals week. The rescheduled date and time must be 
confirmed by documented consent of every student registered in the course as obtained 
by the department chair. Such requests shall be made by the instructor to the department 
chair and shall require approval from the College Dean. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1306 


 
ACADEMIC DEPARTMENT CHAIR APPOINTMENT 


	
Academic Department Chairs are appointed by the President upon the recommendation 
of the Dean of the college and the Provost after consultation with the faculty. The 
Department Chair should be a tenured professor. The selection of the Department Chair 
will take place according to the following procedures. 
 
For the purposes of this appendix,policy the term “faculty” will refer to the tenured 
faculty, probationary faculty, and full-time lecturers with at least one year of full-time 
service in the department. These are the faculty members eligible to participate in the 
selection of the Department Chair. 
 
Department Chairs shall be appointed by the President to a term of four years. There shall 
be no limit on the number of terms that any faculty member may serve as the Department 
Chair. 
 
I. DETERMINATION OF THE SELECTION PROCESS 


 
A. For existing departments – No later than 11 months to the completion of the term 


of service as the Department Chair or as soon as it is clear that the position will 
become vacant due to any other reason, the Dean shall convene a department 
meeting to announce the vacancy of the Department Chair position and to discuss 
the process and criteria for Department Chair selection, including the question of 
whether an outside search is possible. At this meeting, the Dean will articulate the 
Department Chair’s responsibilities, expectations, benefits, delegation, resources 
such as administrative fraction and potential for Associate Chair(s), etc., and 
discuss these with the faculty. If an outside search is possible, the faculty will 
consider the options and inform the Dean of its choice.  
 
If the decision is to search outside, the procedures outlined in Appendix 38Policy 
1311 must be followed. Current members of the department may be candidates 
for Chair, and must be treated as all other candidates. 
 


B. For new departments - A screening committee will be established by the Dean in 
consultation with the Department Chairs of the college. The committee will 
consist of two Department Chairs and three tenured faculty members, with 
departmental representation spread as broadly as possible. The Dean of the 
college will be an ex-officio, non-voting member of this committee and will meet 
with the two Chairs and three tenured faculty members in the screening process. 
The screening committee members will select their own committee chair. 


																																																								
	A	participant	in	the	Faculty	Early	Retirement	Program	is	deemed	a	tenured	faculty	employee	only	
during	the	period	of	active	employment.	







 
II. PROCESS FOR AN INTERNAL SEARCH 


 
A. The faculty will determine the criteria and procedures, such as written statements 


or oral presentations to the department faculty by the candidates, for the selection 
of Department Chair and will then elect a nomination committee whose task shall 
be to identify candidates for the Chair position and to implement the procedures 
for the selection of the Department Chair. The selection criteria and procedures 
shall be approved by the majority of the faculty through confidential balloting. 
The nomination committee shall consist of at least three members (and preferably 
an odd number) representative of the department, and elected by the majority vote 
of the department faculty. The faculty may choose to operate as a committee of 
the whole. If the faculty operates as a committee of the whole, candidates may 
participate in the work of the nomination committee. If a nomination committee is 
elected, then the elected members should not seek nomination as the Department 
Chair. Determination of the selection criteria and procedures and the selection of 
the nomination committee shall be completed within one calendar month 
following the notification of the vacancy. The nomination committee members 
will select their own committee chair. 
 
The committee will report at least once to the department and once to the Dean on 
its progress before submitting its list of nominee(s). 
 


B. The candidate(s) will be interviewed by the Dean as part of the selection process. 
 


C. After the candidate(s) have been interviewed and before the department makes its 
recommendation, the department faculty will meet with the Dean to discuss the 
candidate(s). Candidate(s) should not be present at this meeting. Following the 
meeting with the Dean, the department faculty will meet to decide on its 
recommendation. The recommendation will indicate the candidates (one or more) 
supported by the faculty for the position of Chair. The Dean will meet with the 
faculty to discuss the department recommendation. If the faculty and Dean agree 
on a Chair candidate, the faculty will submit its recommendation to the Dean who 
will forward it to the President via the Provost. Ordinarily, the Dean and the 
faculty should find it possible to reach agreement. If consensus is not achieved, 
the faculty and Dean will meet with the Provost to present their individual 
recommendations. The Provost will determine how to proceed. 


 
If the selection process fails to result in the selection of a Chair, the Dean and 
Provost will recommend to the President the name of an Interim Department 
Chair, per provisions of section III below.  
 


III. Interim Department Chair Appointment 
 
The Dean and Provost shall, in consultation with the department faculty recommend to 
the President the name of an interim Department Chair only if: 







 
1. The Department Chair position is vacated unexpectedly. 


 
2. The search process fails to result in the appointment of a Department Chair. 


 
3. The nomination/department committee informs the Dean that the search process 


cannot be completed prior to the departure date of the current Department Chair. 
 
The recommended Interim Department Chair shall be a tenured faculty member of the 
same department; but, the Dean and Provost, in consultation with the department faculty, 
may recommend a tenured faculty member from outside the department to serve as the 
Interim Department Chair. 
 
During a regular academic quarterterm, the search process for the Department Chair shall 
be initiated simultaneously with the announcement of the appointment of the Interim 
Department Chair. If the Interim Department Chair appointment is made during the 
summer quarter term or in a recess period, the search process for the Department Chair 
shall be initiated no later than the second week of the immediately following regular 
academic quarterterm. 
 
The term of service for an Interim Department Chair shall be one year or until the new 
Department Chair is appointed. Only in exceptional cases may the Dean and the 
Provost, after consultation with the department faculty, recommend to the President that 
an Interim Department Chair continue to serve beyond one academic year. 
 
IV. SERVICE 
 
The Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA article 20) provides that the appointment of 
a Department Chair is made by the President and the appointment may be terminated at 
any time. 
 
V. RESIGNATION PROCEDURE 
 
The Department Chair may resign at any time. The resignation should be directed to 
the President with copies to the Provost, Dean, and department faculty. 
 
VI. REVIEW PROCEDURE 
 


A. By means of the procedure specified in Appendix 15BPolicy 1326, the Dean 
of the college and the faculty of the department will appraise the Department 
Chair’s effectiveness. 
 


B. At any time during the term of the Department Chair, thirty percent or a 
minimum of three, whichever is greater, of the faculty of a department may 
petition the Academic Senate Executive Committee to conduct a vote of 
confidence in the department chair. Each department may only petition the 







Executive Committee of the Academic Senate for a vote of confidence in the 
department chair once in each academic year. 


 
 


VII. TENURE AND PROMOTION 
 
Tenure and promotion considerations shall adhere to the RTP principles and procedures 
of sections 301.10 and 306.2 of the University Manual and Appendix 16Policy 1328. 
 
VIII. INTERPRETATION 
 
In case of differences of opinion concerning the interpretation of this document, the 
Executive Committee of the Academic Senate shall recommend an interpretation to the 
Provost. Such recommendations shall relate to policy of a general nature and not to 
individual cases. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1316 


 
APPOINTMENT OF ACTING DEPARTMENT CHAIR FOR 


SUMMER QUARTERTERM 
 


	
When it is necessary to appoint an acting department chair for the summer quarterterm, 
all full-time faculty (including full time lecturers) present at the time recommendations 
are to be made shall meet and recommend one person to the college dean through the 
chair, if available, to serve as acting chair for the summer quarterterm. These faculty 
should be provided with full knowledge of those department colleagues eligible, planning 
to teach and willing to serve in this capacity.  
 
Acting department chairs for the summer quarterterm shall normally be chosen in 
accordance with the following order of preference:  
 


a. Tenure-track faculty of that department who will be teaching the forthcoming 
summer quarterterm, who are willing to serve, and whom the faculty believe are 
qualified to serve in this capacity.  
 
b. Chairs or acting chairs of closely related departments in the same college who 
meet the same standards as in the above. This must be done after consultation 
with the individual(s) involved.  
 
c. The dean, or an associate or assistant dean, of the college in which the 
department is 1ocated. All individuals involved must be consulted prior to any 
recommendation being made.  


 
If the department faculty fail to reach agreement on recommending an individual, they 
will transmit this information to both the department chair and the college dean. The dean 
will then recommend a person to serve through normal channels to the president.  
 
No department policy, other than that which is applicable only to the particular summer 
quarterterm in question, may be formulated, initiated and/or modified by a summer 
quarterterm acting department chair without written consultation and approval of a 
majority of all the tenure-track full-time faculty of that department. 







CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO:  1325 


 
MPP PERIODIC REVIEW PROCESS 


	


	
It is the policy of California State Polytechnic University, Pomona (CPP) to review the 
employees included in the Management Personnel Plan (MPP) to (1) provide objective 
and specific information regarding individual and organizational performance; and to (2) 
provide information and suggestions for improving 
and optimizing organizational performance. 
 
GUIDING PRINCIPLES FOR MPP REVIEWS 
The review process of MPP administrators is intended as both a developmental and 
performance management tool. The guiding principles for the process are enumerated 
below: 
 


1. The review process shall be fair, balanced, formative, rigorous, and related to the 
area of responsibility of the MPP being reviewed. 


2. The review process shall include broad opportunity for input from all organization 
levels as defined by the Review Committee, including tenured and probationary 
faculty, administrators, temporary faculty, staff, students and members of the 
outside community. 


3. Results shall be treated confidentially and in the same manner as any performance 
reviews at CPP. 


4. A summary report of results will be prepared and provided to the university 
community and the Executive Committee of the Academic Senate by the 
President or his/her designee. 


5. CPP policies, procedures, and practices do not permit anonymous input. 
 


1. APPLICABILITY OF THE MPP PERIODIC REVIEW 
 
1.1 This policy applies to periodic review of the following MPP administrators: 


 
a. All University level Vice Presidents 
b. All College Deans including the Dean of Extended University, Dean of 


Students, and Dean of library 
c. Associate Vice President, Research and Graduate Studies 
d. Associate Vice President, Undergraduate Studies Academic Programs 
e. Associate Vice President, Academic Planning, Policy, and Faculty Affairs 


 
The President may at his discretion request periodic review of any MPP administrator 
that is not included in the above list. 
 


1.2  The administrators, who have served a minimum of three years of full-time 
service in their current position, shall be subject to the Periodic Review. For 







purposes of this guideline, years of service in a position is defined as the 
period the administrator has served in the position whether in an acting, 
interim, or permanent appointment. The MPP Periodic Review will be 
initiated during the fourth year after the initial appointment and every five 
years thereafter. The President can direct a special Periodic Review at other 
intervals. 


 
 


1.3 The President or designee will maintain a list of administrators subject to 
Periodic Review and create a five-year review schedule. The President or 
designee shall notify the administrators to be reviewed. No later than three 
weeks from beginning of the fall quarter term of each academic year, the 
President or designee shall provide a list of the administrators subject to 
review in that academic year to the Academic Senate and request selection of 
faculty members who serve on the review committee of the administrator. The 
review process shall begin in the fall and shall be concluded no later than May 
15th of the same academic year. 


 
2. MPP PERIODIC REVIEW COMMITTEES 


 
2.1 GENERAL PROVISIONS 


a. All faculty members on MPP review committees shall be full-time tenured 
or tenure track faculty. Faculty participants in the Faculty Early 
Retirement Program and fulltime lecturers shall not be eligible for service. 


b. Faculty designated by the Executive Committee of the Academic Senate to 
serve on MPP review committees shall be selected as that body deems 
appropriate. 


c. Staff members who serve on review committees shall be full-time 
permanent employees of Cal Poly Pomona selected by the supervisor of 
the MPP employee being evaluated. 


d. Associated Students, Inc. (ASI) will be given the first opportunity to 
appoint students to review committees. If AS1 is unable to provide a 
student representative in a timely manner, the position of the student 
representative shall remain vacant. Students serving on review committees 
shall be in good standing with sophomore, junior, senior, or graduate 
status. 


e. The Executive Committee of the Academic Senate will select the faculty 
members who serve on the review committee within three weeks of the 
receipt of the request to form the committee. If the faculty representatives 
are not selected within three weeks, the Executive Committee of the 
Academic Senate may at its discretion reduce the required number of 
faculty representative for serving on the review committee to no less than 
half (rounded down when needed) of that required under the policy. 
 


2.2 COMPOSITION OF REVIEW COMMITTEE FOR PROVOST 
a. Up to two persons selected by the President, 







b. Five full-time tenured or tenure-track faculty members selected as 
provided in (2.1a). No College shall have more than one representative 


c. One permanent staff member selected as provided in (2.1 c), 
d. One student selected as provided in (2.1 d). 


 
2.3 COMPOSITION OF REVIEW COMMITTEES FOR OTHER VICE 


PRESIDENTS 
a. Up to two persons selected by the President, 
b. Two full-time tenured or tenure-track faculty members selected as 


provided in (2.1 a). No College shall have more than one representative, 
c. One permanent staff member selected as provided in (2.1 c), d. 
d. One student selected as provided in (2.1 d). 


 
2.4 COMPOSITION OF REVIEW COMMITTEES FOR ASSOCIATE 


VICE PRESIDENTS IN ACADEMIC AFFAIRS DIVISION 
a. Up to two persons selected by the Provost, 
b. Five full-time tenured or tenure-track faculty members as selected as 


provided in (2.1a), 
c. One permanent staff member selected as provided in (2.1 c), 
d. One student selected as provided in (2.1 d). 


 
2.5 COMPOSITION OF REVIEW COMMITTEES FOR DEANS  


a. Up to two persons selected by the Provost, 
b. Five full-time tenured or tenure-track faculty members selected as 


provided in (2.1 a). At least four faculty members shall be from the 
college of the Dean. No department shall have more than one 
representative until all departments are represented, 


c. One permanent staff member from the college selected as provided in (2.1 
c), 


d. One student selected as provided in (2.1 d). 
 


3. MPP PERIODIC REVIEW PROCEDURE 
 
3.1 Each committee will elect a chair at the first meeting by majority vote of the 


committee members. The President or designee is responsible for providing 
support staff for each of the MPP periodic review committees. In addition to 
attending all meetings of the committees, the support staff person is expected 
to provide logistical support, clerical support, etc. 


 
3.2 The committee shall handle, process, and maintain all MPP periodic review 


related documentation with the understanding that this MPP periodic review is 
a personnel action and that such documentation must be maintained with a 
high degree of confidentiality and will form a part of the administrator's 
personnel file. Any breach of confidentiality is a serious violation and is 
subject to disciplinary action. Committee members will sign an oath of 
confidentiality. 







 
3.3 The review committee shall identify the constituencies that should be 


surveyed or contacted as the committee deems appropriate. 
 
3.4 The Office of Academic Planning, Policy and Faculty Affairs shall maintain a 


file of sample evaluation instruments (survey, questionnaire, etc.) that may be 
used by the review committee. To promote consistency in evaluations, the 
review committee is encouraged to utilize this resource. 


 
3.5 The President or designee shall provide to the review committee a copy of the 


administrator's job description as well as the administrator's listing of work 
plan, administrator's self-assessment, any prior periodic and annual evaluation 
reports, and a list of goals and objectives for the current and next review 
cycle. The committee shall invite the administrator under review, if 
appropriate, to discuss the review process and calendar. 


 
3.6 The review committee shall prepare all evaluation tools including the survey 


instruments, questionnaires, interview questions, etc., as appropriate and is 
responsible for distributing, collecting, organizing, and analyzing data 
concerning the administrator's performance. 


 
3.7 The committee shall arrange a meeting with the administrator to review all 


evaluation instruments prepared by the committee prior to distribution. The 
committee and the administrator being reviewed shall ensure that the 
evaluation instruments only include questions that are relevant to the 
administrator's primary areas of responsibility. 


 
3.8 The committee may invite individuals to meet with the committee to discuss 


the performance of the administrator under review. Relevant comments of 
such meetings shall be reduced to writing by the committee with authorship 
attributed to the originator of said comments. The originator of the comments 
shall be provided the opportunity to review and approve any attributed 
comments prior to inclusion in the committee's final report. 


 
3.9 The committee cannot compel individuals to meet with the committee. 
 
3.10 Any person may submit a written statement to the committee, but such 


statements must be signed by the maker of the statement. 
 
3.11 The review committee shall prepare a draft report which shall include a 


description of the review process, data collected, all solicited materials 
including the results of the interviews, and an analysis of all information 
obtained from all sources. The draft report shall include commendations as 
well as specific recommendations for improvement. A simple majority vote 
of the review committee shall be sufficient to approve the report. A minority 







report shall be appended if requested by any member of the committee. 
Minority reports shall be seen by all members of the review committee. 


 
3.12 A copy of the draft report shall be forwarded to the reviewed administrator. 


The administrator shall be given 10 working days to respond to the report 
and/or request a meeting with the review committee. Any additional 
documentation and response provided by the administrator shall be 
appended to the report. 


 
3.13 Following any response, if any, by the administrator, the draft report will be 


finalized. The administrator under review shall be given 5 working days to 
review the final report and append any additional comments and response 
deemed necessary prior to its distribution. Copies of the report shall only be 
provided to the President, the administrator under review, and the 
administrator's supervisor. The final report shall become a part of the 
permanent personnel record maintained by the Human Resources 
Department Services. 


 
3.14 No later than 60 days after the receipt of the final report from the review 


committee, the President or designee shall prepare and distribute a summary 
report that includes the disposition of the recommendations in the report. 
The President or his/her designee shall distribute the summary report to the 
University community. A written copy of the summary report shall be 
forwarded to the Executive Committee of the Academic Senate. 


 
3.15 The committee shall, on completion of its duties, turn over all data and 


records to the Human Resources Department Services. 
 


4. AREAS OF EVALUATION 
 


The following evaluation areas are suggested for consideration. The review committee 
shall remain free to add to and/or eliminate from this list of suggestions as appropriate. 
 


 Leadership Support of university mission and goals 
 Creating an environment conducive to teaching excellence and scholarship 
 Managerial skills 
 Communication and consultation in decision making 
 Management of resources 
 Fiscal skills and budgeting transparency 
 Diversity/Equal Opportunity 
 Effectiveness in defining and achieving outcomes 
 On-going professional development, maintenance of currency in the field, and 


professional improvement 
 Development activities and results achieved 







CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1326 


 
PROCEDURES FOR REVIEW OF DEPARTMENT CHAIRS 


	
I. REVIEW PROCEDURES 
 
University policy calls for the regular evaluation of Department Chairs to ensure effective 
administration of Cal Poly’s academic program. This formal review shall occur during 
winter andthe  spring quarters term of the third year of each term period of service of an 
academic Department Chair. 
 
The department faculty or an elected department committee, in consultation with the 
Dean and Department Chair, will develop procedures, criteria, and necessary instruments 
such as survey questionnaires and/or feedback forms for evaluating the Chair’s 
performance. While the procedures and criteria are defined by tenured faculty, 
probationary faculty, and full-time lecturers, the process must provide the opportunity for 
input from all faculty members (including both full-time and part-time lecturers), staff, 
administrators, and students. A college may elect to use a standard procedure for the 
review of all its Chairs; however, each department must have the opportunity to 
supplement the standard procedure. The Dean will report the results of the review of 
performance to the Provost, who will forward his/her  
recommendation to the President. A summary of the Dean’s report will be provided to the 
department faculty. 
 
II. INITIATION OF REVIEW 


II.  
In January, the Associate Vice President for Faculty Affairs shall send each Dean a list of 
Department Chairs who are scheduled for reviews. In February, the Associate Vice 
President shall send a memo directly to the Department Chairs with copies to the faculty, 
informing them that they are scheduled for a review. The review process occurs primarily 
in spring quartersemester, and the Deans' reviews are submitted to  
the Associate Vice President by May 30the end of the 14th week. 
 
III. CONTENT OF THE REVIEW 


 
The evaluation of Department Chairs includes, but is not limited to, 4 major categories of 
responsibility: 
 


A. Personnel responsibilities (including the Chair's role as an advisor to faculty, staff, 
and students, judgment in personnel decisions, and effective management of 
human resources). 
 


B. Curriculum and scheduling (including leadership in developing strong curricula 
for disciplines in the department, fair assignment of faculty teaching 
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responsibilities, long-range academic planning, and effective scheduling of class 
hours, rooms, and faculty). 


 
 


C. Department administration (including planning and management of department 
budgets, supervision of departmental support staff, technicians, and student 
assistants, efficient use of equipment and supplies, and fostering acquisition of 
non-state funds and equipment). 
 


D. Collegiality and cooperation (including leadership in cooperation with other 
departments, the Colleges/Schools, the University, and alumni to further the 
academic and scholarly goals of the institution). 
 


Reviews by the Deans and department faculties should emphasize strengths as well as 
areas for future improvement by the Department Chairs. Every effort should be made to 
ensure an objective evaluation.  
 
IV.  PROCEDURES FOR THE REVIEW PROCESS 


 
Although the departments and colleges can tailor the review process for their special 
needs, the general format below must be followed. 
 


1. Development of procedure, criteria, and instruments by the department faculty or 
an elected committee. 
 


2. The procedure must provide for input from faculty, staff, administrators, and 
students. Student input can be solicited in the form of signed letters to a 
designated faculty member, or in the form of an anonymous survey administered 
to an appropriate sample. 
 


3. Written self-assessment of the Chair, including “state of the department report” 
summarizing important activities and achievements. 


 
4. The faculty or committee provides the input received to the Dean along with a 


report that summarizes and analyzes the input received. The department may use 
the form inin the attached Department Chair Evaluation form Appendix 15c as a 
guide. The Chair receives these materials when the Dean does. The Chair may 
respond to the department with a copy to the Dean. 


 
5. The Dean writes a report based on the Chair’s self-assessment, the report of the 


faculty committee (with any response provided by the Chair), and the Dean’s 
observations on the Chair’s performance. The report may be done using the form 
provided here. 


 
6. The Dean and Chair meet to review the report and self-assessment. 


 







7. A summary of the Dean’s report is made available for review by department 
faculty and staff. The department report, the Dean’s report, and the summary are 
provided to the Provost. 


8. The Chair and members of the department may express disagreement with the 
report by writing to the Provost. 


 
9. The Provost provides the report and any disagreement expressed to the President. 


 
V. RESULTS OF THE REVIEW 


 
Department Chairs receive acknowledgement letters from the President that recognize 
their achievements and outline any areas in which change may be desirable. 
  







APPENDIX 15C 
 


DEPARTMENT CHAIR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
________________________________________________________________________
_________________________ 
 
 
Chair _______________________________  _________  Dean 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Department _________________________________   College 
_______________________________________________ 
 
Administrative Fraction ______________  _____  Review Period 
______________________________ 
 
 
This review considers the department chair's performance in four major areas of 
responsibility. The dean should include an evaluation of the chair's effectiveness during 
the time since the last evaluation. Areas of successful accomplishment and innovation 
should be mentioned, as well as any suggestions for more effective direction of the 
department. 
 
1. Personnel management (This evaluation should include comments about the chair's 


role as an advisor to faculty, staff, and students, judgment in personnel decisions, and 
effective management of human resources.) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Curriculum and scheduling (This consideration should include leadership in 


developing strong curricula for disciplines in the department, fair assignment of 
faculty teaching responsibilities, and effective scheduling of class hours, rooms, and 
faculty.)  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
 
 


 
3. Department administration (This evaluation should include planning and 


management of department: budgets, supervision of departmental support staff, 
technicians, and student assistants, efficient use of equipment and supplies, and 
fostering acquisition of non-state funds and equipment.) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4. Collegiality and cooperation (These considerations include leadership in 


cooperation within the department and with other departments, the Colleges/Schools, 
the University, and alumni to further the academic and scholarly goals of the 
institution.) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department Chair’s Response: 
 
I have read this evaluation. 
 
 
 
 
 
Signature: _________________________________________________________  Date 
_________________ 
 
Comments: 
 
 
 
 







 
Dean’s Signature: __________________________________		_________________Date	
___________________	
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA POLICY 
NO:  1328 


(FORMERLY APPENDIX 16) 
 


REAPPOINTMENT, TENURE, AND PROMOTION POLICY AND 
PROCEDURES 


 


This policy is intended to be a guide for the conduct of all reappointment, tenure, and 
promotion (RTP) matters. Every effort has been made to ensure compliance with the current 
Unit 3 (Faculty) Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA).  However, this policy should not be 
considered as a substitute for those parts of the Agreement that affect RTP matters.  Direct 
references to the 2012-20142014 - 2018 CBA are cited parenthetically by Agreement section 
(e.g., CBA 15.7).   The term COLLEGE in this document means college, library, or 
Counseling and Psychological Services (CAPS). 


 
Faculty Evaluation policy of the University Manual provides official university policy on 
performance evaluations. Student Evaluation of Teaching policy of the University Manual 
provides official university policy on student evaluation of teaching and each department has a 
Department RTP Document that defines criteria and expectations for RTP actions.  All official 
policy documents should be consistent with one another.  In any case of inconsistency, the 
CBA takes first precedence, the University Manual second precedence, and the approved 
Department RTP Document third precedence.  The Rose Garden Memorandum is an unofficial 
guide to all RTP-related policies and procedures.  The Rose Garden Memorandum should not be 
cited as policy; the original sources should be cited. 


 
1.0             GENERAL PRINCIPLES 


 
1.1             The President (or designee) of the university makes final decisions in matters of 


reappointment, tenure, and promotion.  Because the faculty’s judgment is central to 
matters of educational policy, the President normally accepts faculty 
recommendations in these matters, except in rare instances and for compelling 
reasons.  When the President notifies RTP candidates of final decisions, he/she does 
so in writing and provides specific reasons for approval or denial of the candidate’s 
requested RTP actions.  These reasons shall be based solely on approved department 
RTP criteria.  In order to provide the best advice on this matter to the President, the 
faculty will proceed with the instruments and by the steps outlined below. 


 
1.2             Reappointment, tenure, and promotion policy is one of the most delicate matters in a 


university community.  A system must be provided within the restrictions of the 
imposed legal framework that will assure that excellence will be rewarded and that 
every competent and responsible faculty member will have some reasonable hope of 
advancement.  The correct conduct of RTP procedures provides the assurance that 
every RTP candidate will be fairly evaluated and that the integrity of the evaluation 
process is maintained to the highest degree.  The following procedures are designed 
to achieve these goals by allowing the faculty the greatest possible participation in the 
process of recommendation for reappointment, tenure, and promotion.  THE 
PRIMARY RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE ACHIEVEMENT OF THESE GOALS 
LIES WITH THE FACULTY. 


 
1.3             The provisions of this policy apply only to probationary and tenured faculty unit 


employees as defined by the CBA (2.13) and to academic rank administrators holding 
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teaching return rights who would otherwise be eligible for tenure or promotion. 
 
1.4             Personnel recommendations or decisions relating to reappointment, tenure, or 


promotion shall be based on the Personnel Action File (PAF).  (CBA 15.12c) 
 
1.5             Prior to the beginning of the review process, the faculty member subject to review 


(“the candidate”) shall be responsible for the identification of supplementary materials 
he/she wishes to be considered for review, such as a teaching portfolio and 
publications, and for the submission of such materials as may be accessible to 
him/her, as well as materials required by campus policy.  (CBA 15.12a) An index of 
all supplementary materials shall be provided by the candidate in his/her RTP 
package.  All such material shall be made available to evaluators upon request. 
Letters received by the Department RTP Committee (“DRTPC”) from students, 
external  reviewers ,  faculty, and administrators in response to the publicizing of 
the upcoming RTP action shall also be included, as well as the candidate’s responses 
to such letters.  The contents of the RTP package may be compiled and reviewed in 
electronic format, pursuant to campus policy.  (CBA 15.8) 


 
Evaluating committees and administrators shall be responsible for identifying and 
providing materials relating to evaluation required by campus policy but not 
accessible to the candidate that are not provided by the candidate.  Any such materials 
shall be placed in the candidate’s RTP package.  (CBA 15.12a) The RTP package is 
the working PAF for the purposes of RTP evaluation and consists of the Faculty 
Performance Review Form and accompanying materials. However, evaluating 
committees and administrators should consult the full PAF for additional relevant 
materials.   
 


Evaluating committees and administrators shall be responsible for identifying and providing 
materials relating to evaluation required by campus policy but not accessible to the employee. 


 


1.6             A specific deadline shall be established by campus policy at which time the RTP 
package is declared complete with respect to documentation of performance for the 
purpose of evaluation. Insertion or deletion of materials other than responses and/or 
rebuttals to official evaluations after the date of this declaration must have the 
approval of the University RTP Committee (“URTPC”) and shall be limited to items 
that became accessible after this declaration. Materials inserted in this fashion shall 
be returned to the initial evaluation committee for review, evaluation, and comment 
before consideration at subsequent levels of review. If, during the review process, the 
absence of required evaluation documents is discovered, the RTP package shall be 
returned to the level at which the requisite documentation should have been provided.  
Such materials shall be provided in a timely manner.  (CBA15.12b) 


 
1.7             The candidate shall sign and date each page of the RTP package.  (This includes all 


completed pages of the Faculty Performance Review Form and all accompanying 
materials.)  The candidate will sign pages of the Faculty Performance Review Form 
as they are completed by the candidate or evaluating bodies.  The purpose of this 
provision is to ensure that the candidate is completely aware of the content of the RTP 
package at all times. 


 
1.8             All student evaluations for the period of review shall be included in the RTP 


package according to the current Unit 3 Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA 
15.15 and 15.12c), and procedures determined by departments, and in accordance 
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with policy on Student Evaluation of Teaching. 
 
1.9             All peer evaluations for the period of review shall be included in the RTP 


evaluations according to the guidelines in Section 3.3 below. 
 
1.10           Deliberations on reappointment, tenure, and promotion shall be confidential.  Access 


to materials and recommendations pertaining to the candidate shall be limited to 
the RTP candidate, DRTPC and URTPC members, the department chair (in the case 
where the chair makes a separate evaluation), appropriate administrators, and the 
President.   In the event where the College RTP Committee (“CRTPC”), has been 
called to deliberate on an action, these materials and recommendations shall also be 
made available to the said committees. 


 
1.11           A request for external review of materials submitted by a faculty unit employee may 


be initiated at any level of review by any party to the review.  Such a request shall 
document (1) the special circumstances which necessitate an outside reviewer, and (2) 
the nature of the materials needing the evaluation of an external reviewer.  The 
request must be approved by the President with the concurrence of the faculty unit 
employee. (CBA 15.12d) 


 
1.12           At all levels of review before recommendations are forwarded to the next review 


level, the candidate shall be given a copy of the recommendation, which shall state in 
writing the reasons for the recommendation.  The candidate shall have the right to 
respond or submit a rebuttal statement or response in writing no later than ten (10) 
calendar days following receipt of the recommendation.  A copy of the response or 
rebuttal statement shall accompany the RTP package and also be sent to any previous 
levels of review.  The candidate may request an opportunity to discuss the 
recommendation with the recommending group or individual, who shall honor such a 
request (see also 8.0).  Such requests shall not require that RTP timelines, as 
specified in the current University Calendar for RTP Actions, be extended. (CBA 
15.5) 


 
Each RTP committee evaluation report and recommendation shall be approved by a 
simple majority of that committee. (CBA 15.454) 


 
1.13           In the case of a difference of opinion concerning the interpretation of this 


document, the Executive Committee of the Academic Senate shall recommend an 
interpretation to the Vice President for Academic Affairs.  Such recommendations 
shall relate to policy of a general nature and not to individual cases, which should be 
taken through the appeal procedure. 


 
In each case the question, the interpretation, and subsequent response of the Vice 
President for Academic Affairs shall be written, distributed to all concerned, and kept 
on file in the Academic Senate and Academic Affairs offices. 


 
1.14           RTP Forms, as revised annually, shall be the official Faculty Performance Review 


Form (i.e., "RTP package" or Working Personnel Action File). 
 
1.15           If any stage of the RTP process has not been completed within the specified 


period of time, the candidate's RTP package shall be automatically transferred to 
the next level of review for evaluation and recommendation.  In such cases, the 
candidate shall be so notified. (CBA 15.476) 


 
In the unusual circumstance where an extension of a deadline is required due to 
circumstances beyond the individual’s control (the individual may be the candidate, 
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DRTPC chair, department chair, CRTPC chair, dean or URTPC chair) the individual 
shall appeal to the URTPC for an extension of the deadline. Following consultation 
with the Associate Vice President for Faculty Affairs, the URTPC chair shall respond 
to all parties.  When the URTPC chair approves an extension, all parties shall be 
informed of the new deadline(s).  Such an extension shall not result in the abrogation 
of the RTP candidate's rights as described in 1.12. 


 
1.16           Prior to the final decisions, candidates for promotion may withdraw without prejudice 


from consideration at any level of review. (CBA 14.7) This provision also applies to 
candidates for early tenure. 


 
1.17           Eligibility for RTP Activities 


 
A. The Collective Bargaining Agreement (15.2) restricts membership on RTP 


committees to tenured, full-time faculty members and, if requested by the 
majority vote of probationary and tenured faculty members of the department 
and approved by the President, faculty participating in the Faculty Early 
Retirement Program (FERP).  The RTP committees shall not be solely 
comprised of faculty participating in the FERP.  The CBA permits (15.2) 
consideration of information from other faculty, students, and academic 
administrators.  In addition to service on RTP committees there are a number of 
activities (electing RTP committees, adopting criteria, etc.) in which a wide 
participation of faculty is desirable. 


 
1.   Those eligible for RTP committee membership shall be full-time tenured 


faculty and, if requested by the majority vote of probationary and tenured 
faculty members of the department and approved by the President, faculty 
participating in FERP.  This group is hereinafter called the "full-time tenured 
faculty and FERP faculty." 


 
2.   For participation in all other RTP activities those eligible shall be 


probationary and tenured faculty unit employees.  This group is hereinafter 
called "the probationary and tenured faculty." 


 
3.   Under  certain  conditions, department chairs may make separate evaluations/             


recommendations.  (CBA 15.4039b) (See Section 3.1) 
 


B.  Eligibility Constraints 
 


1.   No tenured faculty member may serve on more than one RTP committee 
level during any given RTP cycle.  (CBA 15.421) 


 
2.   In promotion considerations, RTP committee members and the department 


chair must have a higher rank/classification than those being considered for 
promotion.   Candidates being considered for promotion are ineligible for 
service on RTP committees dealing with tenure or promotion.  (CBA 15.432) 


 
3.   Faculty on Professional Leave-with-Pay (sabbatical and difference-in-pay) 


may participate in RTP activities subject to other provisions in this policy and 
to the stipulations in the Acceptance of Paid Professional Leave form. 


 
4.   Individuals who know in advance that they will, during one quarter semester 


or more, be unavailable or ineligible should not be nominees for CRTPCs or 
the URTPC. 
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1.18           Department and higher level peer review committee(s) may rank-order faculty unit 
employees recommended for promotion.  The end result of a promotion ranking 
shall serve as a recommendation to the President.  (CBA 15.443) 


 
2.0             DEPARTMENT RTP CRITERIA AND PROCEDURES 


 
2.1             Department RTP criteria must be consistent with university-wide RTP criteria 


(see section Faculty Evaluation policy of the University Manual); specifically, they 
must recognize the primary importance of teaching and the maintenance of 
appropriate academic standards, must address accomplishments in the area of 
scholarly and creative activities, and must address accomplishments in the area of 
service to the university, the profession, and the community. 


 
Department criteria also shall address the following circumstances: consideration of 
performance in the area of  student  advising/mentoring,  peer  evaluation  of  
teaching  performance, provision for the evaluation of faculty serving in 
administrative positions or performing administrative duties, provision for evaluation 
of faculty serving in positions of academic governance, and consideration of the 
activities of faculty temporarily on leave from teaching duties (such as sabbatical 
leave, fellowships, overseas teaching and administrative assignment for the university, 
and visiting professor/scholar at another institution). 


 
Department evaluation of teaching performance will include a review of student 
evaluations and peer evaluations.  This evaluation will also include a comparison of 
the candidate's student evaluations with his/her peer evaluations. 


 
Explicit criteria must be elaborated for the following actions: reappointment, tenure, 
early tenure, promotion (by academic rank), and early promotion (by academic rank). 
Reappointment criteria should clearly address the necessity of progress toward 
satisfying the criteria for tenure; that is, they should establish a progressively more 
rigorous set of expectations during the probationary period. For all candidates who 
are not yet tenured, the DRTPC will evaluate the progress the candidate is making in 
satisfying the department's RTP criteria for tenure.   Department procedures must 
clearly identify the composition of the DRTPC. 


 
Adoption of the Department RTP Document, describing the criteria and procedures, 
shall be accomplished by a majority vote of the probationary and tenured faculty in 
that department.  The department chair shall ensure that each faculty member has a 
copy of the approved Department RTP Document.  RTP evaluations at all levels, 
including deans and other administrative levels, shall apply the approved department 
RTP criteria. 


 
A. Modifications of the Department RTP Document shall be submitted 


simultaneously to the CRTPC and to the dean no later than April 1, preceding the 
academic year that the criteria will be in effect, for review, comment, and 
forwarding, with recommendations, to the President via the Vice President for 
Academic Affairs.  The CRTPC and the dean each will forward the document to 
the Vice President for Academic Affairs within sixty days (June 1), the CRTPC 
forwarding its comments via the dean.  The CRTPC and the dean shall provide a 
copy of their recommendations to the chair of the RTP document revision 
committee.  At each step of the process an effort should be made to resolve 
conflicts before forwarding.  Should a conflict remain unresolved, the document 
shall be submitted to the URTPC before forwarding to the President. The URTPC 
shall review the document and forward its recommendations to the President via 
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the Vice President for Academic Affairs.  The URTPC shall provide a copy of 
its recommendations to the dean, CRTPC and the chair of the RTP document 
revision committee.  The President shall provide a written statement of approval 
or disapproval with reasons within sixty days after receipt (August 1).   Approved 
documents may be in effect for up to five years.  The Department RTP Document 
will clearly state in a prominent way the academic years in which it is to be in 
effect. 


 
B. The review of department RTP criteria by the CRTPC and the dean may include a 


consideration of whether the proposed criteria are in the best interests of the 
department and of the college.  No recommendation for changes in department 
RTP criteria by either the CRTPC or dean shall negate department RTP criteria 
that have been previously approved. 


 
C. The Department RTP Document will be reviewed at least once every five years 


by the department.  The document may be reviewed more frequently on the 
request of the department or dean.  If revisions are deemed necessary, they shall 
be presented to the department for ratification no later than March 1.  Revisions to 
the Department RTP Document shall go through the same process as in Section 
2.1.A., above, for review and approval. 


 
D. The department chair shall make available, no later than 14 days after the first 


day of fall quarter semester instruction, to all RTP candidates and the DRTPC the 
Department RTP Document that the candidate is eligible to use.   (Note that 
copies of these documents are available in the Faculty Affairs Office.)  Once 
the evaluation process has begun, there shall be no changes in criteria and 
procedures used to evaluate the candidate during the evaluation process.  Faculty 
members teaching online are subject to all the rights and conditions set out in the 
evaluative process and applicable campus evaluation policies. The collection and 
use of online course quantitative data for evaluation purposes shall only occur 
when required in campus evaluation policies and procedures.  (CBA 15.3) 


 
2.2             No department or college of the university can require a candidate to secure an 


additional degree to qualify for promotion to any rank when it is shown to the 
satisfaction of the URTPC and the Vice President for Academic Affairs that the 
candidate holds the terminal degree in the discipline in which that candidate 
regularly teaches at the university. 


 
2.3             The University may stipulate in original employment letters a requirement that 


faculty members so appointed must obtain a terminal degree in their discipline, a 
license, or certification, before tenure and/or promotion will be granted.  Such 
requirements may be made in addition to department RTP criteria.  


 
2.4             Recommendations for promotion to associate professor and to professor may be made 


on a contingency basis provided that the contingency does not conflict with 
department RTP criteria and that the contingency is met prior to the individual's 
anniversary date.    If the contingency is not met, promotion eligibility will be 
deferred to the next evaluation cycle. 


 
2.5             A probationary faculty unit employee shall not normally be promoted during 


probation.  However, a faculty unit employee in the rank of instructor or librarian 
equivalent may be considered for promotion after completing one (1) year of service 
in rank.  Probationary faculty unit employees shall not be promoted beyond the rank 
of Associate.   A probationary faculty unit employee shall normally be considered for 
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promotion at the same time he/she is considered for tenure. (CBA 14.2) 
 


The promotion of a tenured faculty unit employee shall normally be effective the 


beginning of the sixth (6
th


) year after appointment to his/her current academic 
rank/classification.   In such cases, the performance review for promotion shall take 
place during the year preceding the effective date of the promotion.  This provision 
shall not apply if the faculty unit employee requests in writing that he/she not be 
considered. (CBA 14.3) 


 
2.6             A candidate may, upon application and with a positive recommendation from 


his/her department or equivalent unit, be considered for early tenure.  A positive 
recommendation from the department or equivalent unit is not required for 
consideration for early promotion.  Requests for early tenure and/or promotion must 
be initiated by the candidate and follow the regular RTP procedures. 


 
Requests for early actions shall not be considered unless the individual will have 
completed two years of full-time service in an academic rank position on this campus 
prior to the effective date of those actions. 


 
Criteria for early actions shall place emphasis on teaching and shall require 
exceptional performance or extraordinary qualifications with regard to scholarly and 
creative activities, and service to the university and profession.  DRTPC 
recommendations shall include material relating specifically to the approved 
department RTP criteria. 


 
3.0             DEPARTMENT RTP COMMITTEE 


 
3.1             Committee Structure and Function 


 
A. The department RTP committee (DRTPC) shall consist of full-time tenured and 


FERP faculty members elected by probationary and tenured faculty.  (See 
Section 1.17) The membership size for a DRTPC shall be:  three (3) to seven (7) 
for departments with ten (10) or fewer faculty eligible to serve, five (5) to nine 
(9) for departments with eleven (11) to seventeen (17) faculty eligible to serve, 
seven (7) to fifteen (15) for departments with eighteen (18) or more faculty 
eligible to serve.  The DRTPC shall always have an odd number of members. 


 
B. The DRTPC chair shall be a full-time tenured faculty. 


 
C. The structure, size, and procedures of the DRTPC shall be determined by the 


probationary and tenured faculty in the department within limits stipulated in this 
document. 


 
D.  Annual elections by secret ballot must be conducted before the end of the 


winter quarter by March 1 of the school year preceding the given RTP cycle, and 
election shall be by a majority vote of the probationary and tenured faculty 
members of the department.  The DRTPC’s term of service shall not end until all 
matters pertaining to the DRTPC’s recommendations have been concluded. 


 
E.  The structure shall include whether the department chair will be a member of the 


DRTPC or write a separate statement.  Non-tenured department chairs, or chairs 
who are candidates for an RTP action, are not eligible to be members of the 
DRTPC or to write separate recommendations. 


 
F.  The department chair shall notify the dean of the composition of the DRTPC, 
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including election results, immediately after its election. 
 


G.  In promotion considerations, RTP committee members must have a higher 
rank/classification than those being considered for promotion.  Candidates being 
considered for promotion are not eligible for service on promotion or tenure 
considerations.  (CBA 15.432) In the event that the chair of the DRTPC does not 
have a higher rank/classification than one or more candidates being considered for 
promotion, those members of the DRTPC who do have a higher rank/classification 
shall choose an eligible member to handle the duties of the chair for these 
candidates. 


 
H.  A department may use one or more subcommittees for dealing with different RTP 


actions.  
 
I.    If too few faculty members are available to properly constitute a DRTPC for all or 


some aspects of a DRTPC's work, faculty members from outside the department 
shall be elected to supplement the DRTPC.    Election of members outside the 
department members shall fully comply with all provisions under 3.1.D. above. 


 
J.    In the case of inability to serve or procedural difficulties, the CRTPC shall 


recommend, after consultation with the DRTPC involved, a course of action 
to the Vice President for Academic Affairs. 


 
K.  The DRTPC chair shall be responsible for ensuring that the provisions of the 


Department RTP Document, this policy and the policy on Student Evaluation of 
Teaching in the University Manual, and Articles 14 and 15 of the CBA are 
carried out within the prescribed deadlines established by the university for 
completion of review at the department level.  The DRTPC chair may not delegate 
his/her responsibilities (except when compliance with 3.1.G. is necessary).  In 
the event that the chair relinquishes the position of chair, the DRTPC must 
choose a new chair as soon as possible. The DRTPC chair will be the official 
custodian of the RTP package for the period between the submission of the 
package to the DRTPC by the candidate and the forwarding of the package to 
the dean's office.  During this period, the DRTPC chair and only the DRTPC 
chair shall be responsible for additions to the package or any changes in the 
content of the package and notification of the appropriate committees and/or 
parties of any additions or changes. 


 
3.2             Student Evaluation of Teaching 


 
A.  Refer to the policy on Student Evaluation of Teaching in the University Manual 


for an explanation of the role and procedures for the use of students' evaluation of 
teaching in the RTP process. 


 
B.  RTP procedures provide that RTP committees should consider information from 


students. Guidelines for student involvement in faculty personnel actions are 
stated in the policy on Student Evaluation of Teaching. 


 
1.   The probationary and tenured members of the department shall develop 


specific procedures and forms for the DRTPC to receive signed evaluative 
material, commentary, and substantiating documentation. 


 
2.   The plan shall include methods for publicizing (on department bulletin boards 


and other relevant locations, newsletters, etc.) names of DRTPC members to 
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whom material is to be submitted, submission procedures, and, during an RTP 
cycle, the names of candidates for reappointment, tenure, or promotion.   If a 
DRTPC is divided into subcommittees, that information shall be available.  A 
DRTPC calendar shall be established and published at an early date in each 
cycle. 


 
3.   Information is to be submitted at any time during the academic year, with 


respect to RTP cycles.  This implies the on-going existence of the DRTPC in 
some form. 


 
4.   Solicitation of recommendations from students, if done in such a way, and at 


such a time, that students feel pressured or threatened, is considered 
unprofessional. 


 
3.3             Peer Evaluation of Teaching 


 
A.  Department RTP procedures shall provide for the evaluation of teaching 


performance by peers. Specific procedures and forms for peer evaluation of 
teaching shall be included in the Department RTP Document. 


 
B.  Peer evaluation of teaching shall include classroom visits and a review of 


course syllabus and related material.  The individual faculty unit employee being 
evaluated shall be provided a notice of at least five (5) working days that a class 
room visit, online observation, and/or review of online content, is to take place.  
There shall be consultation between the faculty member being evaluated and the 
individual who visits his/her class(es) regarding the classes to be visited and the 
scheduling of such visits.  (CBA 15.14) Classroom visits shall be followed within 
two weeks by a written report.  The report must be submitted to the faculty 
member and to the DRTPC chair.  The candidate has the right to respond in 
writing to the peer evaluation within ten (10) calendar days of receiving the 
evaluation.  It is the responsibility of the DRTPC chair to forward the peer 
evaluation, and the candidate’s response (if any), to the dean/director for 
placement in the candidate's PAF. 


 
C.  A minimum of one two peer evaluations per quarter shall be conducted in at least 


two different quarters in each academic year.  Peer evaluations shall reflect, to the 
degree possible, the breadth of courses taught. 


 
D. Only peer evaluations conducted either prior to or during the period of review 


may be used for that period’s deliberations.  Exceptions may be allowed if the 
candidate does not have the minimum number of evaluations. 


 
E. The DRTPC is responsible for ensuring that the minimum number of peer 


evaluations is conducted and that a copy of each written evaluation is submitted to 
the faculty member within two weeks of the class visit. 


 
F. A candidate may request additional peer evaluations beyond those initiated by 


the DRTPC.  Such requests are to be directed to the DRTPC chair. 
 
4.0             COLLEGE RTP COMMITTEE 


 
4.1             The college RTP committee (CRTPC) shall consist of three members with no 


more than one per department until all departments are represented and with a 
maximum of two per department.  The CRTPC shall be elected by secret ballot by the 
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end of the third week in May April preceding the academic year in which it will 
serve.  Those eligible to vote are probationary and tenured faculty members of the 
college.  A majority of votes cast, by secret ballot, shall be required for election.  
Should a majority not be obtained among candidates from a department, a run-off 
election will be conducted between the two who have the largest number of votes.  
The results of the election shall be reported to the dean who shall arrange for the 
CRTPC to convene and elect its chair before the end of the spring quarterterm. 


 
A. When there is no CRTPC, all responsibilities as defined in this policy will 


default to the University RTP Committee (URTPC). 
 


B. Faculty members who serve on CRTPCs must be full time tenured and at full 
professor rank. 


 
C. The term of office for members of the CRTPC shall be two or three years.   


Terms shall be staggered for maximum continuity.  The Academic Senate 
Elections and Procedures Committee will conduct the election.  A constituency 
representative may stand for reelection after their current term expires. 


 
D. A member of the DRTPC is ineligible to serve simultaneously on the CRTPC. 


 
E. Candidates being considered for promotion are ineligible for service on 


promotion or tenure RTP committees.  (CBA 15.432) 
 


F. The dean of the college may meet with the CRTPC, at its invitation, or at the 
dean's request.  


 
G. The CRTPC may not delegate any of its functions. 


 
H. In the case of procedural difficulties, the URTPC will recommend, after 


consultation with the department involved and the CRTPC, a course of action to 
the Vice President for Academic Affairs. 


 
I. If a CRTPC member is unable to serve for any reason, the replacement shall be 


elected by the Academic Senate through a special election. 
 
5.0             UNIVERSITY RTP COMMITTEE 


 
5.1             The university RTP committee (URTPC) shall consist of one faculty member from 


each college. Library, Counseling and Psychological Services (CAPS), Disability 
Resource Center (DRC), and other unit 3 non-instructional faculty members shall 
have joint representation by one faculty member. 


 
A.  The URTPC shall assume the responsibilities of the CRTPC when it does not 


exist. 
 


B.  Faculty who serve on the URTPC must be tenured and have the rank of 
professor, librarian, or counselor. 


 
C.  The URTPC shall be elected before May April 1 preceding the academic year in 


which it will serve.  The Academic Senate Elections and Procedures Committee 
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will conduct the election of the colleges' representatives to the URTPC.  Those 
eligible to vote are the probationary and tenured faculty of the university.  A 
majority of votes cast, by secret ballot, shall be required for election.  Should a 
majority not be obtained among candidates from a college, a run-off election will 
be conducted between the two who received the largest number of votes.  The 
results of the elections shall be reported to the Vice President for Academic 
Affairs, who shall arrange for the URTPC to convene and elect its chair before the 
end of the spring quarterterm.  The Vice President for Academic Affairs will 
provide each URTPC member with a copy of the Faculty Evaluation policy of the 
University Manual and a copy of this policy. 


 
D. Members shall serve terms of two or three years, and terms shall be staggered for 


maximum continuity.  A constituency representative may stand for reelection after 
their current term expires. 


 
E.   Members of the URTPC shall receive a minimum of four units of assigned 


time for each year of their term.  The chair of the URTPC shall receive a 
minimum of eight units of assigned time in the year of their term as chair. 


 
F.  Members are ineligible to serve on department or College RTP Committees.  
 
G. If a URTPC member is unable to serve for any reason, a replacement member shall 


be elected by the Academic Senate through a special election. 
 


H.  For the benefit of the candidate, the URTPC may invite the Vice President for 
Academic Affairs or other individuals deemed appropriate to meet and consult 
with the URTPC on the application of department RTP criteria.  Questions 
regarding interpretation of procedures and policies shall also be referred to the 
Executive Committee of the Academic Senate for additional consultation and 
resolution. 


 
I. The integrity, confidentiality, and independence of the URTPC and its procedures 


are of paramount importance to all parties and shall be zealously protected. 
 
5.2              The URTPC may select ad hoc committees from among its own members to 


gather information, formulate recommendations, and perform other actions it 
deems necessary. 


 
6.0              LIBRARY, THE COLLINS COLLEGE, AND COUNSELING AND 


PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
 
6.1              The RTP committees of these units shall perform all functions of the DRTPC.  


The committee shall be elected using the procedures of Section 3.1. 
 
6.2              The appeal function of CRTPCs for these units shall be performed by the URTPC. 


 
6.3               For RTP matters for counselors in the Counseling and Psychological Services 


(CAPS) department, the director of CAPS shall perform the duties of the dean. 
 
7.0              RTP PROCEDURES 


 
7.1             Criteria for reappointment decisions shall be the department RTP criteria that were 


in effect during the candidate's first academic year of probationary service on this 
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campus. 
 
7.2             Each candidate for tenure (including early tenure) may use either the department 


RTP criteria in effect during the candidate's first academic year of probationary 
service on this campus or the department RTP criteria in effect in the year the 
candidate requests action. 


 
Each candidate for promotion (including early promotion) may use either the 
department RTP criteria in effect during the candidate's first academic year of 
probationary service on this campus or the department RTP criteria in effect in the 
year the candidate requests action. 


 
If a candidate requests simultaneous consideration for both promotion and tenure, the 
candidate must select a single set of criteria. 


 
7.3             The period covered by the self-evaluation (“period of review”) should be the time 


period that has passed since the last application was made for the same or a similar 
action.  Reappointment evaluations are normally based on the previous year's 
performance; promotion evaluations are based on the period since the previous 
application for promotion or since original appointment; and tenure evaluations are 
based on the period since original appointment to the probationary position.    
The candidate may discuss achievements outside of the period of review, but only for 
the purpose of demonstrating consistency of performance.  Thus, this discussion 
should be brief.  The DRTPC shall consider relevant work done off-campus while the 
candidate was on professional leave of absence from Cal Poly Pomona.  The DRTPC 
has access to, and should consider, previous evaluations and other materials in the 
Personnel Action File. 


 
7.4             When the Vice President for Academic Affairs has made available the list of faculty 


members considered eligible for RTP consideration, the chair of the DRTPC shall 
verify the list with the dean. Initiation of recommendations for reappointment, 
tenure, and promotion shall come from the department level.  Requests for action 
should start with a person desiring reappointment, tenure, or promotion.  The DRTPC 
chair shall ask all candidates for reappointment, tenure, and promotion to state their 
case in writing to the DRTPC, using the standard university Faculty Performance 
Review Form (RTP Forms). 


 
A. Each faculty member eligible for an RTP action shall notify the DRTPC chair in 


writing of intent to request an RTP action(s) or that no action will be 
requested.   This notification shall take place during the first week of the fall 
quarterterm.  The notification will be non-binding. 


 
B.  The Associate Vice President for Faculty Affairs will notify all those eligible for 


regular RTP consideration no later than the first day of the fall quarterterm. 
 


C.   Each candidate for consideration shall submit to the DRTPC a summary of their 
professional accomplishments and a self-evaluation of performance using the 
standard Faculty Performance Review Form (RTP Forms).  He/she will 
supplement it with other evidence to demonstrate that department RTP criteria 
have been met.  In particular, candidates for reappointment must discuss their 
progress toward meeting department requirements for tenure.  All candidates 
must discuss progress made on any recommendations for improvement given in 
the previous RTP cycle. 


 
D.   The DRTPC, after thorough deliberation, shall make its recommendations for or 
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against reappointment, tenure, or promotion.  The DRTPC members shall 
commit their reasons to writing on the appropriate page of the Faculty 
Performance Review Form covering both strengths and deficiencies, citing 
specific sections of the department RTP criteria and a summary of the evidence on 
which the recommendation is based.  The DRTPC must also include a 
discussion of progress made on any recommendations for improvement given in 
the previous RTP cycle. 


 
E.  Before forwarding its recommendations, the DRTPC shall notify each candidate 


of its recommendation in his/her case.  Such notification shall consist of a copy 
of the DRTPC’s written statements that the candidate shall be asked to sign.  If 
the candidate is off campus, notification must be made by registered mail, 
return receipt requested.  If the candidate refuses to sign, the DRTPC chair shall 
document the fact that the candidate was apprised of the DRTPC's evaluation and 
recommendation and refused to sign.  When the candidate is notified, he/she 
shall indicate his/her reaction to the DRTPC's evaluation and recommendations by 
checking the appropriate box, and by signing on the appropriate page of the 
Faculty Performance Review Form. 


 
The candidate has ten (10) calendar days following receipt of the DRTPC’s 
recommendation to appeal the DRTPC action to the CRTPC in accordance with 
the provisions of Section 8.1 of this policy.  In addition to, or in lieu of a formal 
appeal to the CRTPC, the candidate may submit, within ten (10) calendar days, a 
response or rebuttal statement to the DRTPC’s recommendation to be included in 
his/her RTP package. 


 
F.  The DRTPC shall forward to the CRTPC the files of only those candidates who 


have requested an appeal to the CRTPC.  All other recommendations for action 
are to be forwarded to the dean, along with the written reasons for these actions in 
accordance with Section 7.4.D. above. 


 
G.  Any member of the DRTPC may file a supplementary report.  Supplementary 


reports, if submitted, must accompany the recommendation in question and must 
have been made available to all members of the DRTPC and to the candidate. 


 
J. If the department chair makes a separate recommendation, he/she shall notify 


each candidate by providing a copy of his/her written statements.  If the candidate 
is off campus, he/she must be notified by registered mail, return receipt 
requested.  When the candidate is notified, he/she shall acknowledge the 
department chair evaluation and recommendation by signing on the appropriate 
page of the Faculty Performance Review Form. If the candidate elects to respond 
to the department chair’s recommendation, he/she has ten (10) calendar days from 
the date of notification by the department chair to submit a response or rebuttal 
statement to the department chair for inclusion in his/her RTP package.   The 
department chair shall forward his/her recommendation, signed pages of the 
Faculty Performance Review Form, and the candidate’s response directly to the 
Dean for inclusion in the candidate’s RTP package. 


 
7.5             The CRTPC has three functions in RTP matters: (1) to monitor the operation of the 


RTP process in its college, (2) to hear appeals of department RTP actions, and (3) to 
serve, augmented by the dean as chair and voting member, as the body to rank 
candidates, if required. 


 
A.  If a candidate appeals to the CRTPC, the department shall forward to the CRTPC 
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the candidate's RTP package, supplemental reports, responses, rebuttals, appeal 
documentation, and the relevant department RTP criteria. 


 
B.  Before forwarding its recommendation concerning a candidate's appeal, the 


CRTPC shall notify, in writing, the candidate and the candidate's DRTPC of its 
action within ten (10) calendar days of receipt of the appeal.  If the candidate is 
off campus, he/she must be notified by registered mail, return receipt requested. 


 
C.  The CRTPC chair shall be responsible for ensuring that the provisions of this 


policy and the policy on Student Evaluation of Teaching of the University Manual 
and Article 15 of the CBA are carried out.  The CRTPC chair will be the official 
custodian of the RTP package for the period between the forwarding of the 
package to the college RTPC by the department RTPC and the forwarding of the 
package to the dean's office.  If the chair of the CRTPC determines that the 
package should be held in a department or college office for security reasons the 
other CRTPC members must have access to the package and the chair remains the 
only person who may add any items to the package following approval by the 
URTPC. 


 
7.6             The dean shall receive all documentation from the DRTPC and all documentation of 


those candidates who have appealed to the CRTPC.  The dean's evaluation of all 
candidates shall be consistent with and shall not extend beyond the department's 
approved RTP criteria.  The dean's recommendation should make appropriate 
references to department RTP criteria.  Except when the URTPC has approved an 
extension, the dean shall provide the recommendation to the candidate by the deadline 
established in the current University Calendar for RTP Actions.  If the 
recommendation is not completed by the deadline and an extension has not been 
approved, then the package shall automatically be transferred to the next level.   Any 
late recommendation that has not been approved shall be removed from the 
package at the request of the candidate to the Vice President for Academic Affairs. 


 
Before forwarding his/her recommendations to the URTPC, the dean shall notify each 
candidate, the appropriate DRTPC and the CRTPC.   Such notification shall consist of 
a copy of his/her written statements.  If the candidate is off campus, he/she must be 
notified by registered mail, return receipt requested.    When the candidate is notified 
he/she shall indicate his/her reaction to the dean's evaluation and recommendation by 
checking the appropriate box and by signing on the appropriate page of the Faculty 
Performance Review Form. 


 
The candidate has ten (10) calendar days following receipt of the dean's 
recommendation to appeal the action to the URTPC in accordance with Section 8.2 of 
this policy.  In addition to, or in lieu of, a formal appeal to the URTPC, the candidate 
may submit a response or rebuttal statement to the dean's recommendation to be 
included in his/her RTP package. 


 
7.7             This section constitutes the charge of the URTPC with respect to its role in the 


review of candidates in the RTP process. 
 


The URTPC has five (5) functions in RTP processes: (1) Monitor the general 
operation of the RTP process, ensure compliance with the spirit and intent of this 
policy, the policy on Student Evaluation of Teaching, and the CBA and take 
appropriate remedial actions to protect the rights of the candidate. (2) Hear appeals of 
actions taken by the Library RTPC, by The Collins College of Hospitality 
Management RTPC, by the CAPS RTPC, and by any dean (consistent with 8.2). (3) 
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Provide advice and assistance on RTP matters to candidates, chairs, deans, DRTPCs, 
and CRTPCs. (4) Request and/or respond to requests to add new supporting material 
to an RTP package after the closing date. (5) Make its own recommendation on 
RTP requests made by candidates. 


 
The URTPC shall receive all personnel RTP recommendations for action including: 
recommendations of the dean, recommendations from the department and CRTPCs, 
supplementary reports, and records of requests and meetings for reconsideration. 


 
The URTPC shall consider all relevant documents, including those listed above, and 
make its own recommendations for or against the RTP action requested by the 
candidate.   The URTPC recommendations shall be based solely on the approved 
department RTP criteria.  Recommendations not in concurrence with the RTP action 
requested by the candidate or not in concurrence with recommendations by the 
DRTPC, the department chair, the CRTPC, and/or the dean shall include explicit 
references to the approved department RTP criteria. 


 
Before forwarding its recommendation, the URTPC shall notify the DRTPC, the 
department chair, the dean, and the candidate of its recommendation.   Such 
notification shall consist of a copy of the URTPC’s written recommendations.  
Within ten (10) calendar days from the date of the notification by the URTPC, the 
candidate may submit a written response or rebuttal statement to the URTPC.  The 
candidate’s response shall include a detailed written statement clarifying all alleged 
misapplication, misinterpretation, and/or procedural violations that are believed to 
have resulted in denial of the requested RTP action.  The candidate’s written response 
shall be included in his/her RTP package. 


 
All candidates who have received a negative recommendation from the URTPC are 
entitled to a hearing with the URTPC.  The request for a hearing must be submitted in 
writing to the URTPC within ten (10) calendar days after the receipt of the 
recommendations.  The hearing shall be arranged before the URTPC with the 
concerned candidate.  The candidate may invite the department chair or a member of 
the DRTPC to participate in the hearing and provide further evidence on behalf of the 
candidate. 


 
The URTPC shall weigh the evidence and determine whether there has been a 
violation of procedure or misapplication of the department RTP criteria and notify the 
candidate accordingly.  If the URTPC decides that there has been a violation of 
procedure or misapplication of criteria, it shall change its recommendation. 


 
The URTPC shall forward its final recommendations to the Vice President for 
Academic Affairs and shall notify each candidate and the appropriate dean, CRTPC, 
and DRTPC.  Notification shall consist of a copy of the URTPC’s written final 
recommendations. 


 
7.8             The Vice President for Academic Affairs shall review all documentation and prepare 


his/her recommendations of promotions. The Vice President for Academic Affairs 
shall forward his/her recommendations to the President. 


 
7.9             Before decisions on promotion and tenure are announced, the President and the 


Vice President for Academic Affairs will meet with the URTPC to discuss those 
cases where there have been conflicting recommendations during the process, or 
where the proposed action is in conflict with the unanimous recommendations of the 
RTP committees involved. 
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8.0             APPEALS 


 
8.1             Appeal of Department Recommendations 


 
A.  Only when a candidate believes the recommendation of the DRTPC to have 


been based upon a violation of department RTP procedures and/or upon a 
misapplication of department RTP criteria may he/she appeal as indicated in 
8.1.B. below. 


 
B.  Within ten (10) calendar days after receiving notification of the DRTPC’s 


recommendation, the candidate may submit his/her appeal to the CRTPC.   The 
appeal shall consist of a written statement, with supporting evidence that addresses 
violation(s) of department procedures and/or misapplication(s) of department RTP 
criteria by the DRTPC. 


 
C.   The CRTPC, after receipt of all documentation on the candidate and from the 


DRTPC, shall weigh the evidence and shall arrange, upon request of the 
candidate, for a meeting with the CRTPC and the candidate. 


 
1.   If the CRTPC determines that there has not been a violation or 


misapplication, the candidate and the DRTPC concerned shall be so informed. 
 


2.   If the CRTPC determines that there has been a violation or misapplication, 
the CRTPC will notify the DRTPC of the nature of the violation. 


 
a.    If the DRTPC acknowledges the alleged error, it shall take the necessary 


steps to correct the violation or misapplication and shall forward to the 
CRTPC all pertinent data, including corrections in procedures involving 
criteria or changes in recommendations. 


 
b.   If the DRTPC alleges that no error exists, the CRTPC will forward its 


recommendation along with the DRTPC's recommendation to the URTPC 
via the dean. 


 
8.2             Appeal of Dean's Recommendations 


 
A. Only when a candidate believes the recommendation of the dean to have 


been based on a violation of RTP procedures, or a misapplication of department 
RTP criteria, may he/she appeal as indicated in 8.2.B. below. 


 
B. Within ten (10) calendar days after receiving notification of the dean's 


recommendation, the candidate may submit his/her appeal to the URTPC. The 
appeal shall consist of a written statement that addresses violation(s) of RTP 
procedures and/or misapplication(s) of department RTP criteria by the dean. 


 
C. The URTPC, after receipt of all documentation on the candidate from the dean, 


shall weigh the evidence, and shall arrange, upon request of the candidate, for a 
hearing before the URTPC with the candidate, the dean, the chair of the CRTPC, 
and the chair of the DRTPC. 


 
D.  The URTPC shall determine if there has been a violation of procedure or 


misapplication of department RTP criteria. 
 


1.   If the URTPC determines that there has not been a violation of procedure or 
a misapplication of department RTP criteria, then the candidate, the dean, the 
CRTPC, and the DRTPC shall be so informed. 
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2.   If the URTPC determines that there has been a violation of procedure or 
misapplication of department RTP criteria, then the URTPC will notify the 
candidate, the Vice President for Academic Affairs, the dean, the CRTPC, and 
the DRTPC. 


 
a.    If an alleged error is acknowledged, the appropriate party shall take the 


necessary steps to correct it and shall forward all pertinent data, including 
corrections in procedure, criteria, or changes in recommendations to all 
persons who had been notified of the error. 


 
b.   If the appropriate party alleges that no error exists, the URTPC will 


forward to the Vice President for Academic Affairs its recommendations 
(with copies to all persons who had been notified of the error) and all 
material relevant to the appeal, along with all other material originally 
received. 


 
8.3              Appeals of grievance character shall follow the appropriate sections in Article 


10 of the Collective Bargaining Agreement. 
 
8.4              The Appeals Section 8.0 applies to all RTP recommendations. 


 
9.0              AMENDMENTS TO THIS POLICY 


 
9.1              Changes mandated by the Collective Bargaining Agreement shall be implemented 


by the Vice President for Academic Affairs or his/her designee with the 
concurrence of the URTPC. 


 
9.2              Amendments other than those mandated by the collective bargaining agreement 


shall be made by the normal academic senate referral process. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 


POLICY NO: 1329 
 


STUDENT EVALUATION OF TEACHING  
 


The purpose of this document is to set forth the University policy and procedures on 
student evaluation of teaching performance. This policy is consistent with those of the 
Trustees of the CSU and with the provisions of the current Unit 3 (Faculty) Collective 
Bargaining Agreement. The guiding principles in establishing these policies and 
procedures are as follows:  
 


a. Evaluations by students are only one element to be considered by faculty 
evaluation committees in assessing the quality of teaching performance of 
colleagues. Other indexes of the quality of teaching performance include i) 
direct observations by peers in classroom; ii) judgments about the quality of 
instructional materials; iii) judgment about the appropriateness of 
examinations and examination procedures, iv) maintenance of academic 
standards, etc.  
 


b. If student evaluation programs for librarian faculty unit employees, counselor 
faculty unit employees, and coaching faculty unit employees are established, 
the evaluation process shall be developed by a committee comprised of 
faculty unit employees and appropriate administrators. (CBA 15.18) 


 
c. The department faculty is best prepared to judge the quality of teaching by 


peers;  
 


d. The department should be given the maximum possible latitude in collecting, 
assessing and reporting available information on teaching performance 
consistent with this policy.  


 
e. Administration of student evaluations shall ensure anonymity of the students 


participating in the evaluation process.  The results of an evaluation shall not 
be made available to the faculty member being evaluated until after grades 
for the class have been submitted. 


 
f. Departmental procedures shall include safeguards which preclude tampering 


or other activities which may invalidate the results of the evaluation.  
 


g. Evaluation results should be delivered no later than the end of the second 
week of the following academic quarter term subject to the provision under 
(e) above. 


 
h. All student evaluations shall be administered between the start of the 8th 13th 


week and the end of the 10th 15th week of the academic quartersemester.  
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i. There are two avenues by which students may submit their opinions of 


teaching performance: official student evaluations and out-of-class evaluation 
comments. Each of these avenues is addressed separately below (2.0 and 3.0).  


 
1.0 Solicitation of Student Evaluations/Comments  
  
1.1  The only professional manner to solicit student opinion on teaching performance 


for the purpose of peer review is by posting a public announcement, or by 
publication of such, or by some other means designed to reach students 
collectively, not individually.  


 
1.2  Any solicitation by a faculty member on his/her own behalf, or by a faculty 


member or administrator on behalf of or against another faculty member is 
considered unprofessional and is prohibited.  


 
1.3  The person assigned the responsibility of administering an in-class course 


evaluation may stress the importance of participating in the process. To attempt to 
influence responses to the evaluation instrument is unethical and is prohibited.  


 
1.4  A department chair or dean/director may, in response to an unsolicited oral 


comment from a student, advise the student that any formal consideration of the 
comment requires that it be reduced to a written, signed statement.  


 
2.0 Out-of-Class Evaluation Comments  
 
At any time a student may submit a letter/petition expressing his/her opinion of the 
teaching performance of a faculty member. Such a letter/petition must be signed and 
addressed either to the chair of the appropriate department or to the chair of the 
appropriate departmental evaluation committee. The letter/petition must include the 
Bronco Identification Number of all student signators. The department chair/chair of the 
appropriate department evaluation committee must provide the faculty member with 
copies of such letters/petitions. The faculty member shall be allowed at least 10 calendar 
days to provide a rebuttal. Any rebuttal provided by the faculty members shall be 
attached to the original letter/petition and placed in the faculty member’s Personnel 
Action File (PAF). Letters/petitions received as the result of appropriate solicitations by 
the evaluation committee (Section 3.2 of Policy 1328 of the University Manual) may be 
collected and presented as a group to the faculty member.  
 
3.0 Official Student Evaluation of Teaching  
 
All student evaluation summary sheets shall become part of the faculty member’s 
Personnel Action File.  
 
3.1 Frequency of Official Student Evaluation  
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3.1.1  Student questionnaire evaluations are required for all faculty unit employees who 
teach (CBA 15.15). 


 
3.1.2   All classes taught by each faculty unit employee shall be evaluated (CBA 15.15). 
Courses that were not subject to student evaluation by a department prior to Winter 
Quarter 2013 shall continue to be exempt. Low enrollment class sections (5 or less 
students) shall also be exempt from this requirement, unless the department by a majority 
vote of its probationary and tenured faculty members establishes a department policy to 
evaluate such classes or any other department courses. The department policy may be 
reviewed and changed by the department on an annual basis by spring quarter term and 
revisions would apply the following Academic Year.  Course evaluation requirements 
apply equally to probationary, tenured and temporary faculty.   
   
Departments by a majority vote of the probationary and tenured faculty members may 
submit to the President or her/his designee (CBA 15.15) a request to have fewer classes 
evaluated and shall include the reasons for the request.  If the request is granted fewer 
classes would be evaluated. Approvals for such requests will be effective for a maximum 
of five years, subject to renewal. 
 
3.1.3 In special circumstances, a faculty member may request an exemption from 


having his/her classes evaluated in a certain quarterterm. This exemption is 
restricted to conditions interfering with teaching such as prolonged illness, jury 
duty, maternity/paternity leave, or other events that could significantly affect the 
faculty member's attendance to his/her assigned classes. The faculty member may 
make this request to the department chair who, in consultation with the tenured 
faculty of the department, shall make a recommendation to the President or 
her/his designee who shall make the final decision regarding the exemption 
request.  


 
3.2 The Evaluation Instruments  
 
3.2.1 The probationary and tenured faculty of each department or equivalent unit shall 


design the instruments for official student evaluation. Instruments appropriate to 
the content, method of instruction, and learning objectives of the course shall be 
designed by the department. Therefore, there can be more than one instrument 
used for official student evaluation in a department. Departments are encouraged 
to ensure that evaluation instruments are reliable and valid for the purpose of 
collecting data for summative evaluation of faculty.  The Faculty Center for 
Professional Development can provide resources and consultation to this end and 
faculty are urged to contact the center when developing evaluation instruments. 


 
3.2.2  The instruments shall be in the form of a questionnaire, responses to which are 


quantifiable such that a numerical summary can be interpreted in relative terms 
("excellent", "good", etc.).  
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3.2.3  The instruments shall not provide for written student comments. However, 
outside the official student evaluation process, student opinion may be a source of 
information for faculty members in making regular assessments of their own 
teaching performance.  


 
 
The instruments may be designed for in-class evaluation and administered to an 
assembled class or for online distant evaluation of the class through the Internet.  
 
3.3 Conduct of the Student Evaluations  
 
Online student evaluations shall be used only for classes that are designated 
asynchronous local, synchronous local, fully asynchronous, or fully synchronous. 
Procedures for conducting in-class and online student evaluations should be developed 
consistent with the following policies. 
 


a) A brief procedure statement shall be written and approved by each 
department. For in-class evaluation, the statement shall be distributed or read 
in class when the student evaluations are conducted. For online evaluation, the 
statement shall be displayed on the course homepage for a sufficient duration 
of time prior to the conduct of the survey questionnaire. 


 
b) The process shall ensure that the evaluation form designated by the 


department for the class is used for evaluation of the class.  
 


c) Each in-class evaluation shall be conducted by a person other than the faculty 
member being evaluated.  To ensure the confidentiality of the process, the 
completed in-class evaluation instruments shall be delivered in a closed and 
sealed envelope to a location and/or person designated by the department 
chair. 


 
d) All evaluations shall ensure that each student can only complete one survey 


and that students are not allowed to alter their responses after submission.  
 


e) The process shall produce a numerical summary of the evaluation results 
showing frequency distribution of responses by category. Printed copies of the 
summary results shall be produced. One copy of the summary results shall be 
delivered to the department chair. One copy of the summary results together 
with the student response to each question in print or electronic form shall be 
delivered to the faculty member.  


 
f) For online evaluation, a secured electronic file containing the responses by 


each student participating in the survey shall be prepared and delivered to the 
faculty member. 
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g) The process shall collect aggregate data on response rate to the survey and 
report the percentage of the students enrolled in the class who completed the 
survey on the summary sheet described in (e) above.  


 
 
 
 
3.4 Analysis of the Results of Official Student Evaluations  


 
3.4.1  The analysis of the official student evaluations shall consist of a summary of the 


results of the evaluation(s) and an interpretation of the results prepared by the 
department evaluation committee.  


 
3.4.2  The summary of the official student evaluations shall be numerical. A computer 


printout showing frequency distribution of responses to questions by category 
("excellent", "good", etc.) shall suffice as the numerical summary.  


 
3.4.3  The evaluation committee’s interpretation of the results of the student 


evaluation for evaluation of faculty performance shall be a written statement, 
prepared by the department evaluation committee based on the summaries, 
which identifies the level of performance in terms of departmental standards of 
expectation. The interpretation shall be an explicit statement which conveys the 
committee's opinion of the meaning of the summaries upon which it is based. 
Departmental committees are urged to strive to use best practices in interpreting 
student evaluation data to create their statements.  The Faculty Center for 
Professional Development can provide resources and consultation to this end. 


 
3.4.4  Interpretation of the results of student evaluations for evaluation of the faculty 


performance is the responsibility of the appropriate department evaluation 
committee. Evaluation committee members must not participate in the 
interpretation of their own evaluations.  


 
3.4.5  The department evaluation committee may develop a composite interpretation 


of the summaries prepared over the period of time since the last peer evaluation, 
or it may prepare an interpretation for each class evaluated. In the case of a 
composite interpretation, the statement must include a list by 
course/section/quarter term taught of those evaluations being considered.  


 
3.5 Disposition of Analysis  


 
3.5.1  No analysis or other evaluation material shall be given to a faculty member 


before grades for the class evaluated have been submitted.  
 
3.5.2  The analyses of results of all official student evaluations shall be placed in the 


PAF of the affected faculty member. A faculty member shall not have the 
option to choose those analyses to be placed in his/her PAF.  
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3.5.3  The faculty member shall be provided a copy of the analyses before they are 


placed in the PAF; he/she may rebut any summary or interpretation, or make 
any comment upon the results of the evaluation within seven days after 
receiving a copy of the results. Any rebuttal or comment submitted must also be 
placed in the PAF.  


 
3.5.4  Normally only the analysis of the results of evaluations shall be physically 


placed in the PAF.  
 
3.5.5  Original copies of questionnaires for in-class evaluations and the electronic file 


of student responses for online evaluations become the property of the faculty 
member evaluated.  


 
3.6 Use of the Analyses  
 
The analyses of the results of student evaluation of teaching serve as one of the elements 
by which peer review committees evaluate the quality of teaching performance. They are 
a source of information contained in the PAF available to RTP committees, post-tenure 
review committees, temporary faculty review committees, and other committees of 
tenured faculty charged with recommending actions based in part or wholly upon 
teaching performance.  
 







CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1332 


TEMPORARY FACULTY RANGE ELEVATION 


1. Eligibility  


Temporary faculty who (a) are not eligible for more SSI's in their current range and (b) 
will have been employed in their current range for at least five years by the end of the 
academic year are eligible for Range Elevation. The Associate Vice President for Faculty 
Affairs shall notify eligible lecturers and explain the application process by December 1 
of each year.  


2. Application  


Applications shall be accepted between December 15 and January 3115 of each year. 
Any lecturer who by the end of the academic year will have met the eligibility criteria 
should apply during this period. The application shall consist of a written letter or 
memorandum clearly stating the applicant's request. This shall be accompanied by a vita 
and a description of professional development in support of lecturer work assignments, 
both updated from the initial appointment or last range elevation, whichever is more 
recent.  


3. Procedures and Evaluation Process  


Eligible individuals must apply by January 3115 or wait until a later year. Applications 
are submitted by the individual candidate to the department chair. The department shall 
form a committee of at least three faculty members to review the application. All selected 
committee members must be tenured faculty. The committee shall be formed and the 
application shall be given to the committee by the chair by February 15. The committee 
shall evaluate the lecturer's application for range elevation, and supporting 
documentation. The committee shall have 14 days (all time frames refer to calendar days 
rather than working days, but may be extended for holidays) to review the application 
after receiving it from the chair. The committee shall write an evaluation and make a 
recommendation in memo format to the dean of the department's college. The chair may 
perform a separate review if he or she did not serve on the committee. The 
recommendations shall be reviewed by the candidate within a ten (10) calendar day 
period, during which the candidate may submit a written response if desired. After review 
by the candidate, the recommendations (and candidate response, if any) shall be 
forwarded to the dean. The dean shall review the recommendations of the department and 
also make a recommendation within 14 days. A copy of the dean's recommendation shall 
be sent to the candidate who shall have ten (10) calendar days to respond in writing. The 
recommendations and candidate responses (if any) shall then be forwarded to the 
Associate Vice President for Faculty Affairs for recommendation to the President who 
shall make the final decision with respect to the request for range elevation.  


If there are too few department members eligible to form a committee, the College RTP 
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Committee or equivalent will appoint faculty members from outside the department until 
there are three committee members.  


4. Criteria for Range Elevation  


Whereas (a) good teaching is of fundamental importance in the evaluation of all faculty 
members, and (b) in order to ensure good teaching, it is essential that faculty remain 
competent in the fields in which they teach, it is necessary that continued competence be 
demonstrated in evaluations for range elevations. At advanced levels of academia, 
competence is assessed via scholarship in the field. It is recognized that scholarship is 
broadly defined at Cal Poly Pomona, and includes the scholarship of teaching.  


In addition to teaching and demonstration of continued competence, lecturers shall be 
evaluated on other assigned duties that are contained either in their contract or letter of 
appointment. No lecturer shall be required to perform service if service is not an assigned 
duty.  


Departments shall establish their own guidelines for range elevation decisions, subject to 
approval by the Associate Vice President for Faculty Affairs. The committee that deals 
with range elevation requests may make use of existing annual evaluations to the extent 
that they feel they are adequate.  


5. Appeals  


Range elevation applications that are denied may be appealed pursuant to Article 12 of 
the contract. Appeals shall be submitted to the Associate Vice President for Faculty 
Affairs within 14 days of candidate notification. A peer panel selected by the President 
by April 10 shall review appeals. The peer panel shall notify the applicant of its decision 
within 14 days of receiving the appeal from the Associate Vice President for Faculty 
Affairs, and the appeal panel's decision is final as per section 12.20 of the contract.  
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1375 


 
SABBATICAL LEAVE POLICY 


 
 
Every effort has been made to ensure compliance between this policy and the current 
Unit 3 (Faculty) Collective Bargaining Agreement.  However, this policy should not be 
considered as a substitute for Article 27 or any other part of the agreement that affects 
Faculty Sabbatical Leave. 
 
1.0 General Provisions 
 


a. Sabbatical leaves shall be for the purposes that provide a benefit to Cal Poly 
Pomona, such as research, scholarly and creative activity, instructional 
improvement, faculty retraining, and professional development of faculty 
members as teachers and scholars. 


 
b. Sabbatical Leaves may be granted for one quarter semester in length with full 


pay, or two quarters at 75% pay or three quarterssemesters at 50% pay. 
 


c. Subject to provisions 3.0e through 3.0g of this policy, all applications for 
sabbatical leave for three quarttwo semesters ers in length shall be approved. 


 
d. In each academic year, the minimum number of sabbatical leaves granted for 


leaves of one or two quartersemester in length shall be 12% of the number of 
faculty eligible to apply, except as noted in 3.0j.of this policy. 


 
e. Sabbatical leaves of two or three quarterssemesters in length may be 


implemented within two consecutive academic years subject to the 
recommendations by the Department Chair in consultation with the Faculty, 
the Professional Leave Committee, the Provost, and the approval of the 
President. 


 
f. Recipient of a sabbatical leave shall not accept additional and/or outside 


employment during the leave period without prior approval by the Provost. 
 


g. Faculty on a sabbatical leave shall be excused from all other responsibilities 
during the period of the leave. 


 
h. Faculty on a sabbatical leave shall not be eligible to serve on any peer review 


committee during the period of the leave without prior approval by the 
Provost. 


 
i. A recipient of a sabbatical leave may alter the leave proposal before the leave 


has began or during the leave, subject to submission of an amended written 
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proposal and positive recommendations from the Department Chair in 
consultation with the Faculty, the Professional Leave Committee, and 
approval of the Provost. 


 
j. If a faculty member declines to accept an approved sabbatical leave, the 


Provost shall consider any leave applications which were not approved and 
ensure that provision 1.d of this policy is met. 


 
k. Recipients of sabbatical leaves shall be considered in work status and shall 


receive health, dental and appropriate fringe benefits by the CSU.  These 
individuals shall also be entitled to accrue sick leave, vacation, and service 
credit toward service salary increase eligibility, eligibility toward promotion, 
if applicable, and seniority. 


 
l. A faculty member shall render service to the California State University upon 


return from a sabbatical leave at the rate of one quarter term of service for 
each quarter term of leave. 


 
m. If a faculty unit employee occupies a split position with both academic year 


and 12-month components, the higher appointment time base will normally 
be used to establish whether the faculty unit employee is placed into an 
academic year position or a 12-month position for the duration of the 
sabbatical. Upon request of the faculty unit employee and approval of the 
appropriate administrator, a faculty unit employee whose majority 
appointment is on a 12-month basis may be assigned to an academic year 
position for the duration of the sabbatical. (CBA 27.14). 


 
n. The start date of the sabbatical for a 12-month faculty employee with 


instructional responsibilities shall coincide with the start date of the 
appropriate academic term (CBA 27.12). 
 


 
2.0  Eligibility 
 


a. A full time faculty member shall be eligible for a sabbatical leave if he/she 
has served full-time for six (6) years at Cal Poly Pomona in the preceding 
seven (7) years prior to the leave and at least six (6) years after any previous 
sabbatical or difference in pay leaves. Credits granted toward the completion 
of the probationary period for service elsewhere shall also apply towards 
fulfilling the eligibility requirements for a sabbatical.  


 
b. Tenure is not a requirement for sabbatical leave and therefore full-time 


lecturers and probationary faculty meeting the eligibility requirements may 
also apply.  
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c. Participants in Pre-Retirement Reduction in Time Base (PRTB) Program 
and in Faculty Early Retirement Program (FERP) are not eligible for 
sabbatical leave. 


 
3.0 Application and Review Process 
 


a. No later than beginning of the fifth third week of the spring quartersemester, 
the Associate Vice President of Academic Planning, Policy and Faculty 
Affairs shall: 


 
1. Identify and inform in writing all faculty members eligible to apply for a 


sabbatical leave in the next academic year. 
 


2. Establish the official University schedule for the sabbatical leave 
application and review process.  Inform all faculty members eligible to 
apply for a sabbatical leave through campus e-mail. 


 
3. Provide a copy of this policy to all faculty members eligible to apply for a 


sabbatical leave through campus e-mail. 
 


4. Make available copies of successful applications from the previous three 
years and inform faculty members eligible to apply for sabbatical leave of 
the availability and process for accessing these applications. 


 
 


b. Eligible persons desiring a sabbatical leave shall submit an application in 
accordance with the established schedule.  


 
c. All applications shall be submitted on the official University form (Appendix 


26APolicy 1376) through campus e-mail. 
 
d. The completed application shall be e-mailed to the faculty member’s 


Department Chair/Unit Director in accordance with the established 
University schedule.   


 
e. The Department Chair/Unit Director in consultation with the Faculty shall 


complete the Department Chair/Unit Director’s Statement form in Appendix 
26AUniversity Policy 1376 regarding the possible effect on the curriculum 
and/or the operation of the department/unit should the employee be granted a 
sabbatical.  The Department Chair/Unit Director shall forward the application 
packages to the Dean/Director’s Office through campus email in accordance 
with the established university schedule. 


 
f. The Dean/Director shall evaluate all college applications using the 


Dean/Director evaluation form in Appendix 26APolicy 1376.  Dean/Director 
evaluations and recommendations shall be forwarded to the University 
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Professional Leave Committee via the Associate Vice President (AVP) for 
Academic Planning, Policy and Faculty Affairs. 


 
g. The University Professional Leave Committee shall review all sabbatical 


applications under provisions of section 4.0 of this policy and submit a 
recommendation to the Provost in writing.  The written recommendation shall 
include reasons for approval or denial. 


 
h. The Provost shall make a recommendation to the President regarding the 


sabbatical leave application, after considering the recommendations pursuant 
to 3.0f and 3.0g of this policy and consideration of other campus program 
needs and campus budget implications. 


 
i. The President shall make a final determination regarding the sabbatical leave 


and conditions of such an approved leave pursuant to provisions 3.0 f, 3.0g, 
and 3.0h of this policy.  The President shall respond in writing to the 
applicants and such response shall include the reasons for approval or denial.  
The reasons for denial shall address the merits of the application under the 
evaluation criteria in section 4.0 of this policy.  If a sabbatical leave is 
granted the response shall include any conditions of such a leave.  A copy of 
the President’s response shall be forwarded to the faculty member’s 
Department and the University Professional Leave Committee. 


 
j. If a sabbatical leave is denied based on factors other than the merit of the 


proposal, and such denial results in fewer sabbaticals being awarded than the 
12% of eligible faculty, upon request of the faculty member, the sabbatical 
leave shall be deferred until the following academic year. If the underlying 
conditions supporting the proposal remain in effect, these applications shall 
be granted in the following year. Sabbaticals deferred shall be counted in the 
year they are taken.   If a sabbatical leave was denied in the immediate year 
prior due to the factors identified as having a possible effect on the 
curriculum and/or the operation of the department/unit, should the employee 
be granted a sabbatical (3.0(e) above), an application for a sabbatical 
submitted for the following academic year shall not be denied based on these 
factors.  (CBA 27.8) 


 
 
4.0  Evaluation of Applications 
 


a. The AVP for Academic Planning, Policy, and Faculty Affairs will provide 
the Professional Leave Committee with the evaluation materials used by the 
committee in previous years.  The Professional Leave Committee shall 
develop appropriate evaluation standards and methodology for assessing the 
quality applications.  The standards shall as a minimum include the 
dimensions of appropriateness, benefits, and feasibility of each proposal. The 
committee shall rank the applications based on the evaluation criteria. 
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b. The Professional Leave Committee shall develop an appropriate timeline for 


evaluating all applications consistent with the official university schedule. 
 


c. Evaluation Criteria 
 


1. Appropriateness.  Appropriate sabbatical leave may include the following 
projects.  The list implies no order of importance. 
I. Studies leading to increased mastery of the applicant’s own field. 
II. Studies leading to the development of new areas of specialization. 
III. Studies leading to significant improvements in curricula. 
IV. Studies leading to a command of advanced methods of teaching.  
V. The pursuit of a scholarly research or creative project of a scope or 


nature not feasible through a normal workload assignment. 
VI. The pursuit of a professional goal that requires extensive travel. 


 
2. Benefits.  Sabbatical leave activities shall demonstrate clear promise of 


producing results beneficial to one or more of the following: the 
University, the faculty member’s professional development as a teacher 
and scholar, the faculty discipline, and students. 


 
3. Feasibility.  The sabbatical leave proposals shall: 


I. Clearly define and articulate the project objectives. 
II. Include a well-defined project plan that describes the 


project activities illustrating, when needed, preliminary 
arrangements, contacts, prior research, etc. 


III. Include an appropriate timeline indicating that the proposed 
project cannot be accomplished in less than the leave time 
and can be completed in the time requested. 


 
 
5.0  Professional Leave Committee  
 


a. The University Professional Leave Committee shall be composed of one 
representative from each of the academic colleges, library, and Counseling 
and Psychological Services. Election to the committee shall be for a term of 
two years with approximately half of the committee elected each year.  


 
b. The Provost shall designate a representative from Academic Affairs to 


participate as an ex-officio non-voting member.  
 
c. Those eligible for election to the University Professional Leave Committee 


are tenured faculty unit employees who have taken sabbatical leaves in the 
last three years. Eligible faculty unit employees may nominate themselves or 
may be nominated by any other faculty unit employee. If a constituency area 
were not to have candidates who are eligible for election, other candidates 
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from the same constituency area who are tenured faculty unit employees may 
be nominated. However, a faculty member applying for the sabbatical leave 
shall not be eligible to serve on the University Professional Leave 
Committee. 


 
d. The election of the University Professional Leave Committee shall be 


conducted during spring quarter semester of each academic year with the 
newly elected members assuming their responsibilities in the fall quarter 
semester of the next academic year. The nominees with the second highest 
vote shall become the alternate and will replace the committee member from 
that constituency should resignation occur. Those eligible to vote are 
probationary and tenured faculty, librarians, and counselors of the respective 
constituency.  


 
e. The chair of the University Professional Leave Committee shall be elected by 


the majority vote of the members of the committee. 
 
6.0   Acceptance of Sabbatical Leave and Indemnification of the State 
 


a. Faculty granted a professional leave with pay shall submit a formal acceptance 
on the official University form (Appendix 26BPolicy 1384).  


 
b. Final approval of a sabbatical leave shall not be granted until the applicant has 


filled a suitable bond or an accepted statement of assets (not including PERS 
holdings) and/or a promissory note that is individually or collectively equal to 
the amount of salary paid during the leave.  The guarantee posted shall 
indemnify the State of California against loss in the event the employee fails to 
render the required service in the CSU following the return of the employee 
from sabbatical leave.  The guarantee posted shall immediately be cancelled in 
full upon completion of required service or upon waiver of that service by 
mutual agreement of the faculty member and the CSU.  


 
7.0 Post Sabbatical Report 
 


a. Each recipient of a sabbatical leave, within ten fifteen (1015) weeks of the 
completion of a sabbatical leave shall submit to the Provost and the University 
Professional Leave Committee a written report of the leave.  The report shall be 
placed in the Personnel Action File (PAF) of the recipient. 


 
b. The report shall as a minimum include: 


 
1. The accomplishments of the leave in relation to the original proposed 


goals. 
2. Original proposed goals that were not accomplished and the reason why. 
3. Any Deviations deviations from the original goals and the circumstances 


that necessitated it. 
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4. Anticipated outcomes of the leave activities in near future, if appropriate. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1376 


 
FACULTY PROFESSIONAL LEAVE WITH PAY REQUEST 


SABBATICAL LEAVE APPLICATION FORM 
 


 
 
INSTRUCTIONS 
 
1. Complete the information below.  Page 26A1376-1 shall serve as the cover sheet to 


your request. 


2. Prepare a summary of your leave proposal on Page 26A1376-2.  This summary 
should serve as a quick reference to the principal features of your leave proposal. 


3. Prepare a statement explaining the nature of the proposed program including the 
items listed on Page 26A1376-3. 


4. Attach a résumé or c.v. 


SEE APPENDIX 26POLICY 1375 , UNIVERSITY MANUAL, FOR LEAVE REQUEST PROCEDURE 


AND ARTICLES 27 AND 28 OF THE UNIT 3 (FACULTY) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING 


AGREEMENT. 


COMPLETED APPLICATION MUST BE SUBMITTED THROUGH CAMPUS E-MAIL TO THE 


DEPARTMENT CHAIR IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ESTABLISHED UNIVERSITY SCHEDULE.  
FACULTY OF COUNSELING AND PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES (CAPS) SHOULD E-MAIL THEIR 


APPLICATION TO THEIR DIRECTOR. THE DEPARTMENT CHAIR SHALL SUBMIT THROUGH 


CAMPUS E-MAIL THE APPLICATION ALONG WITH THE COMPLETED DEPARTMENT CHAIR 


STATEMENT FORM TO THE DEAN IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ESTABLISHED UNIVERSITY 


SCHEDULE.  


 


Candidate Information 


Name  


Academic Rank  


Department  College/Library/CAPS  


Date Appointed to Full-Time Position  


List quarters semesters requested for Sabbatical Leave 


______________________________________________________________________ 
 







AS2396-112/FA 
Approved 05.01.12 


2


 


SUMMARY OF LEAVE PROPOSAL 


 
 
PLEASE LIMIT YOUR RESPONSES TO THE SPACES PROVIDED. 


GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 


 


PLAN OR SCHEDULE FOR ACHIEVING GOALS 
(e.g., study plan, highlights of travel and meeting itinerary, writing schedule, course work, etc.) 


 


ANTICIPATED RESULTS OF LEAVE 
(e.g., titles or topics of expected books, journal articles, manuals, art work, lectures, etc.) 
 


ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
(e.g., special institutional arrangements, invitations, graduate admissions or progress) 
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 SABBATICAL LEAVE PROPOSAL 
 
Attach a statement explaining the nature of the proposed program, showing how the 
candidate and University will benefit as a result of the experience to be gained by the 
candidate during the leave.  The statement shall address all items shown below as 
applicable.  Attach copies of any documents that would clearly support your proposal. 
 
 
1. Purpose of leave and anticipated results. 


2. Explain the benefits of the leave to the University, the faculty’s professional 
development as a teacher and scholar, the faculty discipline, and students. 


3. Extent of travel — dates and itinerary, if applicable. 


4. Schools, agencies, industries, etc., where study or travel is planned, status of 
preparation required prior to leave, if applicable. 


5. Auspices under which study is to be done.  Provide available documentation.  Attach 
copies of appropriate letters of invitation, correspondence with cooperators or 
institutes, graduate student agreements, if applicable. 


6. Nature, amount, and sources of anticipated supplementary support (such as travel 
funding, research fellowship, research grants), if applicable. 


7. Why are you asking for a leave at this time? 


8. Your academic preparation and professional experience applicable to proposed 
program. 


9. Indicate any previous work or preparation in direct support of your proposed leave 
program (include pertinent dates, arrangements or agreements, indications of 
progress, etc.). (if applicable) 


10. Project plan describing the project activities and timeline. 
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SABBATICAL LEAVE 
DEPARTMENT CHAIR EVALUATION FORM 


 
Applicant Name: ______________________________________  Proposal Title:___________________ 
  
Please check the following as appropriate: 
 
_____   I have consulted with the Department faculty regarding the impact of the sabbatical leave request 


on the department course offerings and operation. 
 
_____   Academic quartersemester(s) requested for the sabbatical leave does not have a significant impact 


on the department course offerings and operation 
 
_____   Academic quartersemester(s) requested for the sabbatical leave has an unmanageable impact on the 


department course offerings and operation.  The Department recommends that the applicant 
change the requested leave quartersemester(s) to _______________________________________ 


 
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE BOX THAT BEST REPRESENTS YOUR RATING OF 
THIS PROPOSAL   
                                                                     


EVALUATIVE CRITERIA 
 


Unacceptable 
 


Poor 
 


Fair 
 


Good 
 


Excellent No Basis Comments 


Appropriateness of the 
activity for a sabbatical 
leave 


       


Feasibility of proposed 
activities (including clarity 
of objective and project 
timeline) 


       


Benefits to faculty 
development, university, 
and students 


       


Qualifications of proposer 
to execute proposed plan  


       


Reasonableness of 
resources requested 
(justifies budget and/or time 
requests) 


       


 
 
Additional Comments:  Please restrict your comments to no more than five sentences. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department Chair Signature: ______________________________      Date: ________________ 
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SABBATICAL LEAVE 
DEAN/DIRECTOR EVALUATION FORM 


 
 
Applicant Name: _______________________________  Proposal Title:  ___________________________ 
 
                                                                       
PLEASE PLACE AN “X” IN THE BOX THAT BEST REPRESENTS YOUR RATING OF 
THIS PROPOSAL    
                                                                    


EVALUATIVE CRITERIA 
 


Unacceptable 
 


Poor 
 


Fair 
 


Good 
 


Excellent No Basis Comments 


Appropriateness of the 
activity for a sabbatical 
leave 


       


Feasibility of proposed 
activities (including clarity 
of objective and project 
timeline) 


       


Benefits to faculty 
development, university, 
and students 


       


Qualifications of proposer 
to execute proposed plan  


       


Reasonableness of 
resources requested 
(justifies budget and/or time 
requests) 


       


 
 
Additional Comments:  Please restrict your comments to no more than five sentences. 


 
 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Signature of Dean/Director: ________________________________      Date:________________ 
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1377 


 
DIFFERENCE IN PAY LEAVE POLICY 


 
 
Every effort has been made to ensure compliance between this policy and the current 
Unit 3 (Faculty) Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA).  However, this policy should 
not be considered as a substitute for Article 28 or any other part of the CBA that affects 
faculty difference in pay leave. 
 
1.0 General Provisions 
 


a. Difference in pay leaves shall be for the purposes that provide a benefit to 
Cal Poly Pomona, such as research, scholarly and creative activity, 
instructional improvement, faculty retraining, and professional development 
of faculty members as teachers and scholars. 


b. A difference in pay leave may be approved for one or more quarters 
semesters or months as appropriate to the appointment.   


c. The salary for a difference in pay leave for a faculty unit employee shall be 
the difference between the faculty employee's salary and the minimum salary 
of the instructor rank. The salary for a difference in pay leave for a librarian 
employee shall be the difference between the librarian employee's salary and 
the minimum salary of the lowest comparable time base librarian rank. The 
salary for a difference in pay leave for a counselor employee shall be the 
difference between the counselor employee's salary and the minimum salary 
of the instructor rank at the comparable time base. 


d. Recipients of a difference in pay leave shall not accept additional and/or 
outside employment during the leave period without prior approval by the 
Provost. 


e. Faculty on a difference in pay leave shall be excused from all other 
responsibilities during the period of the leave. 


f. Faculty on a difference in pay leave shall not be eligible to serve on any peer 
review committee during the period of the leave without prior approval by 
the Provost. 


g. A recipient of a difference in pay leave may alter the leave proposal before 
the leave has begun or during the leave, subject to submission of an amended 
written proposal and positive recommendations from the Department 
Chair/Unit Director, the Department Leave Committee, and approval of the 
Provost. 


h. Recipients of a difference in pay leave shall be considered in work status and 
shall receive health, dental and appropriate fringe benefits by the CSU.  
These individuals shall also be entitled to accrue sick leave, vacation, and 
service credit toward merit salary adjustment eligibility, eligibility toward 
promotion, if applicable, and seniority credit. 
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i. A faculty member shall render service to the California State University upon 
return from a difference in pay leave at the rate of one quarter term of service 
for each quarter term of leave. 


 
2.0  Eligibility 
 


a. A full-time faculty unit employee shall be eligible for a difference in pay 
leave if s/he has served full-time for six (6) years at Cal Poly Pomona in the 
preceding seven (7) year period prior to the leave. Credit granted towards 
the completion of the probationary period for service elsewhere shall also 
apply towards fulfilling the eligibility requirements for a difference in pay 
leave.  The faculty member will be eligible for a subsequent difference in 
pay leave after s/he has served full-time for three (3) years after the last 
sabbatical leave or difference in pay leave and has satisfied the obligation in 
5.0(b) (CBA 28.4, 28.16). 


 
b. Tenure is not a requirement for a difference in pay leave and therefore full-


time lecturers and probationary faculty meeting the eligibility requirements 
may also apply.  


 
c. Participants in Pre-Retirement Reduction in Time Base (PRTB) Program 


and in Faculty Early Retirement Program (FERP) are not eligible for a 
difference in pay leave. 


 
3.0 Application and Review Process 
 


a. No later than beginning of the fifth third week of the spring quartersemester, 
the Associate Vice President of Academic Planning, Policy and Faculty 
Affairs shall: 


 
1. Identify and inform in writing all faculty members eligible to apply for a 


difference in pay leave in the next academic year. 
 


2. Establish the official University schedule for the difference in pay leave 
application and review process.  Inform all faculty members eligible to 
apply for a difference in pay leave through campus e-mail. 


 
3. Provide a copy of this policy to all faculty members eligible to apply for a 


difference in pay leave through campus e-mail. 
 


4. Make available copies of successful applications from the previous three 
years and inform faculty members eligible to apply for a difference in pay 
leave of the availability and process for accessing these applications. 


 
b. Each department will elect a Department Leave Committee consisting of a 


minimum of three tenured faculty elected by the probationary and tenured 
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faculty of the department.  Faculty applying for a difference in pay leave 
shall not be eligible to serve on this committee.   
 


c. Eligible faculty desiring a difference in pay leave shall submit an application 
in accordance with the established schedule.  


 
d. All applications shall be submitted on the official University form (Appendix 


25APolicy 1378) through campus e-mail to the Department Chair/Unit 
Director 


 
e. The Department Chair/Unit Director shall forward the  completed application 


to the Department Leave Committee that shall complete the evaluation in 
Appendix 25APolicy 1378 and forward its recommendation to the 
Dean/Director.  


 
f. The Department Chair/Unit Director in consultation with the Faculty shall 


complete the Department Chair/Unit Director’s Statement form in Appendix 
25APolicy 1378 regarding the possible effect on the curriculum and/or the 
operation of the department/unit should the employee be granted a difference 
in pay leave.  The Department Chair/Unit Director shall forward the 
statement to the Dean/Director. 


 
g. The Dean/Director shall evaluate all college difference in pay applications 


using the Dean/Director evaluation form in Appendix 25APolicy 1378.  
Dean/Director evaluations and recommendations shall be forwarded to the 
President  or designee via the Associate Vice President (AVP) for Academic 
Planning, Policy, and Faculty Affairs. 


 
 


h. The President or designee shall make a final determination regarding the 
difference in pay leave and conditions of such an approved leave pursuant to 
provision 5.0 of this policy.  The President shall respond in writing to the 
applicants and such response shall include the reasons for approval or denial.  
The reasons for denial shall address the merits of the application under the 
evaluation criteria in section 4.b. of this policy.  If a leave is granted the 
response shall include any conditions of such a leave.  A copy of the 
President’s response shall be forwarded to the faculty member’s Department  
Leave Committee,  the Department Chair/Unit Director, and the 
Dean/Director. 


 
 
4.0  Evaluation of Applications for Difference in Pay Leave 
 


a. The Department Leave Committee shall develop appropriate evaluation 
standards and methodology for assessing the quality of applications 
submitted via form in Appendix 25APolicy 1378.  The standards shall as a 
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minimum include the dimensions of appropriateness, benefits, and feasibility 
of each proposal.  
 


b. Evaluation Criteria 
 


1. Appropriateness.  An appropriate difference in pay leave may include the 
following projects - the list implies no order of importance: 
I. Studies leading to further development in the applicant’s own field. 
II. Studies leading to the exploration of new areas of specialization. 
III. Studies leading to improvements in curricula. 
IV. Studies leading to an improvement in the applicant’s methods of 


teaching.  
V. The pursuit of a scholarly research or creative project. 
VI. The pursuit of a professional goal that requires extensive travel. 


 
2. Benefits.  Difference in pay leave activities shall demonstrate clear 


promise of producing results beneficial to one or more of the following: 
the University, the faculty member’s professional development as a 
teacher and scholar, the faculty discipline, and students. 


 
3. Feasibility.  The difference in pay leave proposals shall: 


I. Clearly define and articulate the project objectives. 
II. Include a well-defined project plan that describes the 


project activities illustrating, when needed, preliminary 
arrangements, contacts, prior research, etc. 


III. Include an appropriate timeline indicating that the proposed 
project cannot be accomplished in less than the leave time 
and can be completed in the time requested. 


 
5.0   Acceptance of Difference in Pay Leave and Indemnification of the State 
 


a. Faculty granted a difference in pay leave with pay shall submit a formal 
acceptance on the official University form (Appendix 26BPolicy 1384).  


 
b. Final approval of a difference in pay leave shall not be granted until the 


applicant has filed a suitable bond or an accepted statement of assets and/or a 
promissory note that is individually or collectively equal to the amount of salary 
paid during the leave.  The guarantee posted shall indemnify the State of 
California against loss in the event the employee fails to render the required 
service in the CSU following the return of the employee from difference in pay 
leave.  The faculty member shall render service to the CSU at the rate of one 
term of service for each term of leave upon return from the difference in pay 
leave (CBA 28.16). The guarantee posted shall immediately be cancelled in full 
upon completion of required service or upon waiver of that service by mutual 
agreement of the faculty member and the CSU.  
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7.0 Post Difference in Pay Leave Report 
 


a. Within fifteenten (1015) weeks of the completion of a difference in pay leave, 
each recipient of a difference in pay leave shall submit to the Provost and the 
Department Leave Committee a written report of the leave.  The report shall be 
placed in the Personnel Action File (PAF) of the recipient. 


 
b. The report shall as a minimum include: 


 
1. The accomplishments of the leave in relation to the original proposed 


goals. 
2. Original proposed goals that were not accomplished and the reason why. 
3. Any deviations from the original goals and the circumstances that 


necessitated it. 
4. Anticipated outcomes of the leave activities in the near future, if 


appropriate. 
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CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1378 


 
FACULTY PROFESSIONAL LEAVE WITH PAY REQUEST 


DIFFERENCE IN PAY LEAVE APPLICATION FORM 
 
 
INSTRUCTIONS 
 
1. Complete the information below.  Page 25A1378-1 shall serve as the cover sheet to 


your request. 


2. Prepare a summary of your leave proposal on Page 25A1378-2.  This summary 
should serve as a quick reference to the principal features of your leave proposal. 


3. Prepare a statement explaining the nature of the proposed activities or project 
including the items listed on Page 25A1378-3. 


4. Attach a résumé or c.v. 


SEE APPENDIX 25POLICY 1377, UNIVERSITY MANUAL, FOR LEAVE REQUEST PROCEDURE 


AND ARTICLE 28 OF THE UNIT 3 (FACULTY) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEMENT. 


COMPLETED APPLICATIONS FOR BOTH ON-CYCLE AND OFF-CYCLE (CBA 28.6) DIFFERENCE 


IN PAY LEAVE REQUESTS MUST BE SUBMITTED THROUGH CAMPUS E-MAIL TO THE 


DEPARTMENT CHAIR/DIRECTOR. THE DEPARTMENT CHAIR/DIRECTOR SHALL SUBMIT 


THROUGH CAMPUS E-MAIL THE APPLICATIONS TO THE DEPARTMENT LEAVE COMMITTEE. 
ON-CYCLE DIFFERENCE IN PAY LEAVE REQUESTS SHALL FOLLOW THE ESTABLISHED 


UNIVERSITY SCHEDULE.   


 


 


Candidate Information 


Name  


Academic Rank  


Department  College/Library/CAPS  


Date Appointed to Full-Time Position  


List quarters semesters requested for Difference in Pay Leave 


______________________________________________________________________ 
 


25A-1 
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SUMMARY OF LEAVE PROPOSAL 


 
 
PLEASE LIMIT YOUR RESPONSES TO THE SPACES PROVIDED. 


GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 


 


PLAN OR SCHEDULE FOR ACHIEVING GOALS 
(e.g., study plan, highlights of travel and meeting itinerary, writing schedule, course work, etc.) 


 


ANTICIPATED RESULTS OF LEAVE 
(e.g., titles or topics of expected books, journal articles, manuals, art work, lectures, etc.) 
 


ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 
(e.g., special institutional arrangements, invitations, graduate admissions or progress) 


 


25A-2 
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DIFFERENCE IN PAY LEAVE PROPOSAL 
 
Attach a statement explaining the nature of the proposed program, showing how the 
candidate and University will benefit as a result of the experience to be gained by the 
candidate during the leave.  The statement shall address all items shown below as 
applicable.  Attach copies of any documents that would clearly support your proposal. 
 
 
1. Purpose of leave and anticipated results. 


2. Explain the benefits of the leave to the University, the faculty’s professional 
development as a teacher and scholar, the faculty discipline, and students. 


3. Extent of travel — dates and itinerary, if applicable. 


4. Schools, agencies, industries, etc., where study or travel is planned, status of 
preparation required prior to leave, if applicable. 


5. Auspices under which study is to be done.  Provide available documentation.  Attach 
copies of appropriate letters of invitation, correspondence with cooperators or 
institutes, graduate student agreements, if applicable. 


6. Nature, amount, and sources of anticipated supplementary support (such as travel 
funding, research fellowship, research grants), if applicable. 


7. If the timing of the leave is critical, please provide an explanation. The explanation is 
optional for on-cycle difference in pay leave requests. 


8. Your academic preparation and professional experience applicable to proposed 
program. 


9. Indicate any previous work or preparation in direct support of your proposed leave 
program (include pertinent dates, arrangements or agreements, indications of 
progress, etc.). (if applicable) 


10. Project plan describing the project activities and timeline. 
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DIFFERENCE IN PAY LEAVE 
DEPARTMENT CHAIR STATEMENT 


 
Applicant Name: ______________________________________  Proposal Title:___________________ 
  
Please check the following as appropriate: 
 
_____   Academic quartersemester(s) requested for the difference in pay leave does not have a significant 


impact on the department course offerings and departmental operations. 
 
_____   Academic quartersemester(s) requested for the difference in pay leave has an unmanageable impact 


on the department course offerings and departmental operations.  The Department recommends 
that the applicant change the requested leave quartersemester(s) to 
_______________________________________ 


 
 
 
Additional Comments:   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department Chair Signature: ______________________________      Date: ________________ 
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DIFFERENCE IN PAY LEAVE 
DEPARTMENT LEAVE COMMITTEE EVALUATION FORM 


 
 
Applicant Name: _______________________________  Proposal Title:  ___________________________ 
 
                                                             
Please provide your comments below (attach additional sheets as necessary): 
 
 Evaluative Criteria 
 


1. Appropriateness of the activity for a difference in pay leave 
 
 
 
 


2. Benefits to faculty development, university, and students 
 
 
 
 


3. Feasibility of proposed activities (including qualification of proposer, clarity of 
objective, project timeline, and budgetary resources) 
 
 
 
 


 
    
                                                                    
 
Additional Comments:   


 
 
 
 
 


Recommend Difference in Pay Leave:    Yes_____  No_____ 
 


Signatures of Department Leave Committee Members 
 
________________________________________     ___________________________________________ 
Chair, Department Leave Committee   Date Member      Date 
 
________________________________________ ___________________________________________ 
Member    Date Member      Date 
 
________________________________________ ___________________________________________ 
Member    Date Member      Date 







 


AS-2424-123/FA 07-29-13 


 DIFFERENCE IN PAY LEAVE 
DEAN/DIRECTOR EVALUATION FORM 


 
 
Applicant Name: _______________________________  Proposal Title:  ___________________________ 
 
                                                                       
Please provide your comments below (attach additional sheets as necessary): 
 
 Evaluative Criteria 
 


1. Appropriateness of the activity for a difference in pay leave 
 
 
 
 


2. Benefits to faculty development, university, and students 
 
 
 
 


3. Feasibility of proposed activities (including qualification of proposer, clarity of 
objective, project timeline, and budgetary resources) 
 
 


 
    
        
                                                             
 
Additional Comments:   


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Recommend Difference in Pay Leave:    Yes_____  No_____ 
 


Signature of Dean/Director: ________________________________      Date:________________ 
 







CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY, POMONA 
POLICY NO: 1382 


OFF-CYCLE DIFFERENCE-IN-PAY LEAVE REQUEST 
PROCEDURE 


This policy is based upon current applicable CSU policy and upon Article 28 of the Unit 
3 Collective Bargaining Agreement. It concerns only difference-in-pay leaves for faculty, 
counselors, coaching employees, and librarians that satisfy the criterion an unexpected 
opportunity, such as external funding, a scholarship or fellowship. Eligibility for such 
leaves is defined in the University policy on Professional Leaves-with-Pay and Sections 
27.2 and 28.4 of the CBA. Please see the appropriate sections of the University Manual 
and Articles 22 and 27 of the Unit 3 Collective Bargaining Agreement for information on 
sabbatical leaves and professional leaves of absence without pay. 
 
I. REQUESTS FOR DIFFERENCE-IN-PAY LEAVE � 


Eligible persons desiring a DIP leave shall submit a request to the Department 
Chair. The request must be submitted on the official University Professional 
Leave Request Form in Policy 1383. � 


II. OFF-CYCLE DIFFERENCE-IN-PAY LEAVE PROCEDURES � 


Upon receipt of a request for an "off-cycle DIP leave" the department chair will 
convene a Departmental Committee of at least three members. Those eligible 
for election to the committee are tenured faculty unit employees who are not 
applying for a difference-in-pay leave. The Committee is elected by the 
probationary and tenured faculty unit employees in the department. The 
Committee will review the proposal of the DIP applicant in an expeditious 
manner and forward a recommendation to the Department Chair. The 
Department Chair recommends to the Dean or appropriate administrator, the 
Dean or administrative administrator to the Provost, and the Provost to the 
President. All recommendations will proceed in an expedited manner so as to 
respond in a timely fashion to the unexpected opportunity. � 


The Committee is responsible for judging the merits of all applications for 
difference-in-pay leaves on the basis of the following criteria: professional 
benefits to the applicant and University; merits of the proposal; qualifications of 
the applicant; and quality of expected outcomes. In addition, the Committee or 
Department Chair shall provide a statement to the Dean regarding the potential 
effect on the curriculum and the operation of the department should the 
employee be granted a difference-in-pay leave.  


�The University Professional Leave Committee will approve or disapprove 
reports from faculty returning after difference-in-pay leave as specified in 







Policy 1377 of the University Manual. � 


III.    ACCEPTANCE OF LEAVE  


Faculty granted a professional leave with pay must submit a formal acceptance 
on the official University Difference-in-Pay Acceptance form in Policy 1384.  


	







	
	


CALIFORNIA STATE POLYTECHNIC UNIVERSITY POMONA 
POLICY NUMBER: 1384 


 
ACCEPTANCE OF PAID PROFESSIONAL LEAVE 


 
 
 
1.  Name: _____________________________________________________________ 
 
2.  Department: ________________________________________________________ 
 
3.  Type of Leave      ____ Sabbatical          ____ Difference-in-Pay 
 
4.  Period of Leave:      (check appropriate semester quarter[s]) 
 
 ____ Fall    ____ Winter   ____ Spring     --    20162018-17 19 Academic Year 
        	
 
 
I understand that this leave is granted pursuant to Articles 25, 27 and 28 of the Unit 3 
Collective Bargaining Agreement.  In accordance with the appropriate sections of the CBA 
and with University policy, I accept this leave and agree to the following conditions: 
 
 
A. _______ I will furnish the University a bond to indemnify the State of California 


against loss in the event that I do not return to render one quarter semester 
of service in the California State University for each semesterquarter of 
leave.  (CBA 27.9 and 28.11) 


 
OR 


 
B. _______ I request that the University waive said bond.  I agree to return to the service 


of the CSU and to render one term of service for each term of leave after I 
have returned from the leave granted me.  In support of this request, I 
submit the following list of assets (the value of which is in excess of that 
salary I will receive during the leave) as evidence of my capacity to 
indemnify the State of California against loss in the event that I fail, through 
fault of my own, to fulfill this agreement.  (CBA 27.9 and 28.11)   


	
	
	
	


	
	
	
	


	


Description of Attachable Assets:   
(For	sabbatical	 leaves	 ‐	do	not	 include	balance	 in	PERS	account	as	an	attachable	
asset.)	
	
	
	
	







                                                                                                                    
C. Before the last day of instruction of the academic semesterquarter I resume normal 


duties, I will submit to the Vice President for Academic Affairs via my department 
chair and the college dean, a report of the results of my activities during the leave.  The 
purpose of the report is:  a) to demonstrate that I have worked toward completion of 
the goals of my leave proposal and, therefore, that my activities were consistent with 
appropriate use of state funds, and b) to share the knowledge of my activities with the 
University community. 


  
D. During the leave period, I will not continue activities or assignments with any 


committee, task force, consortium, etc., at any level unless approved by the 
Professional Leave Committee and the Vice President for Academic Affairs. 


 
E. During the leave period, I will not accept additional and/or outside employment 


without prior approval of the Vice President for Academic Affairs.  (CBA 27.18 and 
28.14) 


 
F.  During the leave period, I will file travel authorization paperwork for any travel 


related to my professional leave activities. 
 
 
 


NOTARIZATION	REQUIRED 
 
 
 State of California 


 County of ________________________ 


 
 Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me on this ________ day of 


 _________________________, 20_____, by ____________________________________, 


 proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) who appeared 


 before me. 


 
                                                                                              
  
  
  
 (SEAL)                                             Signature___________________________________ 
 


 


Signature of Recipient 
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Budget Report
February 2017


Submitted by


John Lloyd, Budget Committee Chair







Academic Affairs Division 2016-17


• Met with Provost Alva, 2-15-17.


• Academic Affairs Division General Fund Budget 2016-17:
• General Fund: $121.3 M


• 83.7% from permanent GF base; 8% one-time; 6.5% designated; 2.1% lottery.


• 12.7% increase from 2015-16. 


• Expenses:
• Permanent Faculty Salaries: $53.7M (44.3%) +9%


• Lecturer Salaries $20.4M (16.8%) +8.8%


• Staff Salaries (FT/Temp) $18.8M (15.5%) +28%


• Management Salaries $ 5.9M (4.9%) +28%







Operating Funds Strategy


• Portfolio: (1) Base; (2) one-time funds; (3) lottery. 


• All permanent faculty salaries based on permanent base funding.


• College Budgets:
• Base: $64,000 per college (minimum operating budget).


• FTEs-based additional funding.


• Colleges self-fund 25% of operating budget from other sources (i.e., cost 
recovery, summer, foundation). 


• Provost considering upward adjustment to minimum base.


• Colleges allocate to departments.







Moving Forward


• Lottery funding for instructional space upgrades (proposals due from 
colleges March 15). 


• Multi-Year financial model in progress.


• Currently working on Next Year's
• Tenure-track searches


• Funding for teacher-scholar


• FTES goals for colleges and departments. 






