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Beyond annual administrative review (see Section 104.01) , Board of Regents Policy Manual, section 803.08
requires that every institution establish procedures to formally evaluate tenured faculty each five years, to
provide recommendations recognizing and supporting effective performance, and to provide development
strategies for areas of inadequate performance. The purpose of the post-tenure review "will be to examine,
recognize and enhance the performance of tenured faculty members. . . focus on identifying opportunities for
faculty that will enable them to reach their full potential in service to their institutions. . . and to ensure that their
performance meets the expectations and needs of the institution. . ." (Board of Regents, April 10, 1996)

104.0202 General Policy Statement

The purpose of post-tenure review at the University of West Georgia is to review faculty every five years after
the award of tenure and to yield accurate and useful information which will support high achievement among
faculty and promote their continued professional development. Directed toward career development, this review
is designed to provide a longer term perspective than is usually provided by the annual review. Post-tenure
review provides both retrospective and prospective reviews of performance, taking into account that a faculty
member probably will have different emphases at different points in his or her career. It is to be directed toward
career development and to provide the perspective of multiple years of accomplishments and plans for
development.

Each unit shall ensure that the criteria governing this review do not infringe on the academic freedom of faculty,
including the freedom to pursue novel, unpopular, or unfashionable lines of inquiry. The review shall be carried
out free of bias or prejudice by factors such as race, religion, sex, color, national origin, sexual orientation,
ethnicity, age, disability, political affiliation, or veteran status.

Post-tenure review shall be faculty-driven and flexible enough to accommodate faculty with differing
responsibilities and professional interests that reflect the mission of the University of West Georgia. The
essential elements of such a peer-review process are that it shall take into account one's past progress and
anticipated future as scholar, teacher, and colleague; provide a measure of accountability with regard to the
performance of tenured faculty which goes beyond the annual review; be developmental in nature; assist faculty
to continue to grow professionally; provide a structure by which this periodic evaluation it to take place;
provide feedback and remediation recommendations for faculty found deficient in any area; allow faculty who
were tenured prior to the institution of this review to select variable career paths or emphases under which they
will be evaluated; provide faculty with timely and formal notification of any perceived deficiencies; and
establish an appeal route for faculty who are aggrieved by either the substantive or procedural components of
the review or the remediative process.

By thirty (30) days prior to the end of each Spring term, applicable departmental and/or college or library
policies and procedures must be submitted to, reviewed and approved by the Provost and Vice President for
Academic Affairs to assure compliance with university guidelines.

104.0203 General Implementation Procedures

All tenured faculty members for whom five or more years have passed since their last career review decision or
personnel action took effect, must undergo post-tenure review. A faculty member on a leave of absence any
time during the five year review period may delay the post-tenure review for up to one year.

A. Notification of faculty



By thirty (30) days prior to the end of each Spring term, the VPAA will provide to each college and the library a
list of faculty scheduled for post-tenure review during the subsequent academic year. College deans and the
Library Director, or their designees, will be responsible for notifying faculty of pending review, as well as a
schedule for completion of such reviews. Timetable for review.

B.  Each year the post-tenure reviews will be completed before the end of the Fall term.

104.0204 Criteria for Post-Tenure Review

Criteria to be utilized in conducting this review shall be fair and reasonable expectations consistent with the
criteria and standards used in other reviews of faculty related to teaching, academic achievement, professional
growth and development, and service to the institution. These will be considered in the context of stated
expectations for performance developed by the department, college, and/or unit. These criteria shall also be
consistent with the duties the faculty member was assigned through means customary for the unit for the period
being reviewed and related to the mission of the institution. The weights or percentages given to different areas
may differ according to the faculty member's professional role, rank and established goals, and any applicable
college, library or university-wide policies. The criteria must be sufficiently flexible to accommodate faculty
with differing responsibilities, to recognize that faculty members may contribute in different ways to the
institution's mission over time, and to consider the cumulative impact of the faculty member's career as well as
his or her performance during the previous five years.

Each unit shall ensure that the criteria governing post-tenure review do not infringe on the accepted standards of
academic freedom of faculty.

In the case of tenured faculty serving in administrative capacities, allowances must be made for the
responsibilities these individuals carry in the area of service to the institution.

104.0205 Documentation Required
Faculty undergoing post-tenure review must submit the following documentation to the Post-Tenure Advisory
Committee:

p—

Current curriculum vitae with accomplishments of the years under consideration highlighted.

2. Copies of annual performance reviews of the faculty member by his or her department chair or unit
supervisor for the years under consideration.

3. Copies of the documentation prepared and submitted for consideration by the faculty member at the time
of each of these annual reviews.

4. A statement prepared by the faculty member, not to exceed two pages in length, detailing his or her
accomplishments and goals for the period under review and projected goals for the next five-year
period.

5. Measures of teaching effectiveness including, but not limited, to a combination of written student
evaluations and peer evaluations.

6. Any additional documentation specified by unit, departmental or institutional policy

Consistent with library or college and university policies, review policies must specify the nature of and the
evaluative standards for evidence which will be used to support claims about faculty activities.

Once submitted for consideration, the faculty member shall have supervised access at any time to his or her
review file. The faculty member shall also have the right to add material to this file, including statements and

additional documents, at any time during the review process.

104.0206 Formation and Operation of Post-Tenure Review Advisory Committee



A. This review shall be conducted by faculty peers with tenure who are able to render a fair and objective
assessment of the person being reviewed. If a significant conflict of interest exists, no person with such a
conflict may participate in post-tenure review recommendations, advisement of candidates, and/or
preparation of materials. All personal and professional conflicts of interest must be revealed and
reviewed. Such conflicts of interest include, but are not limited to, personal and professional interactions
and relationships that would preclude dispassionate and disinterested recommendations and correct,
complete, and unbiased participation in these matters. Spouses, immediate family members, and
colleagues with an intimate personal relationship with the candidate are explicitly prohibited from
participation. Each college and/or the library, as well as the University-wide Appeals Committee for
Post-Tenure Review, shall establish a process for removing a faculty member from the Post-Tenure
Review Advisory Committee(s) and shall establish criteria for assessing the credibility of claims of bias
if a person being reviewed has reason to believe that another individual could not judge his or her case
fairly.

B. When post-tenure review was first initiated in 1997, the College of Arts and Sciences elected to carry
out this review at the department level, while the Colleges of Business and Education and the Library
elected for a college review. This determination may be amended by a secret ballot vote of the
respective faculties.

C. A Post-Tenure Review Advisory Committee or Post-Tenure Review Advisory Committees consisting of
at least three tenured faculty colleagues, selected by whatever means the faculty members so determine,
shall be established annually at the department, unit and/or college level(s) in accordance with these
votes.

D. Even if the faculty of a given unit (college or library) decides that department chairs or unit supervisors
can serve on Post-Tenure Review Advisory committees (for example, at the University-wide Appeals
Committee advisory level), under no circumstances shall anyone who serves in a supervisory role to the
individual being reviewed be permitted to serve on a Post-Tenure Review Advisory committee
reviewing that individual.

E. In each college and in the library, the dean or director will be responsible for convening the initial
meeting of the elected committee or committees. At the initial meeting, the members of the committee
shall select one of its faculty members as chair. The chair will be a voting member of the committee.

F. Each committee shall meet at the call of its committee chair. At the initial meeting the committee chair
shall review the applicable departmental, college, unit, and university policies and procedures governing
post-tenure review so that committee members will be aware of these before any review process begins.

G. The documentation submitted by each faculty member shall be reviewed by committee members prior to
committee meetings.

H. The merits of each faculty member undergoing post-tenure review will be discussed to the extent desired
by a simple majority of committee members. In the event of disagreement about the value of scholarly
performance, job performance, or service, the review may include the evaluations of external reviewers
to provide a due process protection that ensures an unbiased appraisal. This panel of external reviewers
will be generated by the faculty member under review and appropriate department chair or unit
supervisor and include a minimum of three professors knowledgeable of the faculty member's field of
expertise from both on and off campus. The panel will serve to ensure that scholarly written work or job
performance is being fairly and accurately interpreted. Any department chair or unit supervisor may be
called to discuss with the committee the qualifications of a person under review who holds rank in his or
her department.

I.  Voting on a colleague's status with regard to the post-tenure review shall be by secret ballot. Each
faculty member being reviewed shall be evaluated as either satisfactory or unsatisfactory with regard to
his or her overall accomplishments; to be adjudged as unsatisfactory faculty under review must receive
votes of unsatisfactory from at least sixty percent (60%) of the voting members of the committee. Any
person with an evaluation of unsatisfactory performance will be required to develop a three-year plan to
address deficiencies (see section K,2 below).

J. The committee chair, in consultation with members of the Post-Tenure Review Advisory Committee,
shall prepare a written evaluation for each candidate reviewed during post-tenure review. This



evaluation must be signed by all members of the committee and must provide specific reasons for
conclusions contained within it. It will report the consensus arrived at by the Post-Tenure Review
Advisory Committee with regard to a faculty member's performance; address the faculty member's
record of accomplishments and quality of contributions with regard to teaching, academic achievement,
service, professional growth and development; clarify any areas needing improvement; and, where
applicable, offer specific suggestions on what will be needed to improve performance. This evaluation
must be written as clearly and collegially as possible. In the event that this evaluation differs from
annual reviews, this evaluation shall state the exact reason(s) for this judgment.The chair of the Post-
Tenure Review Advisory Committee shall give each faculty member being reviewed a copy of the
committee's evaluation ten (10) working days prior to the deadline for submitting the committee
recommendation to the appropriate department chair or unit supervisor; therefore, the person being
reviewed has five (5) working days to prepare an appeal for reconsideration by the committee (see
paragraph 104.0208, below).

K. Once any appeals to the Post-Tenure Review Advisory Committee(s) have been heard and acted upon,
the committee chair will provide a copy of the committee's final evaluation to the faculty member being
reviewed and to the appropriate department chair or unit supervisor. The faculty member, if he or she
desires, will have an opportunity to prepare a written response to the Post-Tenure Review Advisory
Committee's evaluation. Such a response shall be received by the chair of the Post-Tenure Review
Advisory Committee within five (5) working days after the date the committee's final evaluation is
received by the faculty member under review. It will be the responsibility of the appropriate dean or
director to preserve the original ballots of rankings and to keep these on file for a period of six (6) years.

A copy of the post-tenure review advisory committee's evaluation and any written response to it by the
evaluated faculty member shall then be sent to the administrative office at least one level above the faculty
member's administrative unit. The same material shall also be placed in the faculty member's personnel file at
the departmental level. The department shall also preserve in the faculty member's personnel file all documents,
other than documents like publications that are readily available elsewhere, that played a substantive part in the
review.

1. If the review reveals stellar performance, a faculty member shall receive recognition for his or her
achievements through institutional policies and procedures already in place for acknowledging and
rewarding meritorious achievement (e.g. merit pay, study and research leave opportunities, other
opportunities consistent with his or her career goals and objectives and Board of Regents policy).

2. If areas needing improvement have been identified, the department chair and faculty member shall
jointly develop a formal plan for faculty development that includes clearly-defined and specific goals or
outcomes, an outline of activities to be undertaken, a timetable within which goals or outcomes should
be accomplished, and an agreed-upon strategy and criteria for monitoring progress. The faculty
member's department chair and the appropriate dean or director are jointly responsible for arranging for
appropriate funding for the development plan, if required. The department chair or unit supervisor is
responsible for forwarding a copy of the faculty development plan resulting from a post-tenure review to
the appropriate dean or director by the end of the academic year in which the review was conducted.

a. The faculty member's department chair or unit supervisor is responsible for monitoring the
progress of faculty members engaging in a faculty development plan to remedy deficiencies
identified in a post-tenure review. A progress report, which will be included in the annual
review, will be forwarded each year to the appropriate dean or director. When the objectives of
the faculty development plan designed to deal with specified deficiencies have been met as
determined by the department chair or unit supervisor, the department chair or unit supervisor
shall make a final report to the appropriate dean or director.

b. Itis the responsibility of the department chair or unit supervisor to determine, after a period of
three years from the academic term in which the development plan is agreed upon, whether or
not a faculty member whose performance was deemed unsatisfactory in the post-tenure review
has been successful in remedying deficiencies identified in the review. He or she will report that



finding to the appropriate dean or director. The university will then proceed in accordance with
options available as specified by University and Board of Regents policy and procedures.

104.0207 Review of Chair or Supervisor

When a department chair or unit supervisor is under consideration for post-tenure review, the Post-Tenure
Review Advisory Committee shall review the faculty member's file and make, in writing, a satisfactory or
unsatisfactory evaluation to the appropriate dean or director. In the event deficiencies are noted which require
the development of a three-year plan, the appropriate dean or director will be responsible for developing the
plan for faculty development and monitoring the progress of the faculty member engaged in this plan with the
assistance of the Provost and Vice President for Academic Affairs. Administrators other than department chairs
or unit supervisors who are tenured will not undergo post-tenure review unless or until they return to a faculty
role with little or no administrative responsibilities. Any administrator returning to a faculty role with little or no
administrative responsibilities is to be reviewed five years after returning and reviews shall continue at five-year
intervals unless interrupted by a further review for promotion. In the post-tenure review of a department chair
or other faculty member with an administrative assignment, provision must be made for his or her activities in
that area. Those with administrative responsibilities will still be subject to policy and procedures regarding
administrative evaluation (see, for example, Sections 104.03 and 104.04).

104.0208 Appeal for Reconsideration

The first appeal shall be directed to the committee(s) which originally conducted the faculty member's post-
tenure review. Within fifteen (15) working days of receipt of an appeal, the committee(s) shall carefully re-
evaluate the faculty member's file in light of the written appeal. This evaluation shall be made in accordance
with the procedure established for initial consideration and shall replace this party's previous evaluation of the
faculty member. If, upon re-examination of the case, the original review Committee(s) see(s) no reason to alter
its/their recommendation(s), the faculty member may appeal within thirty (30) working days to the University-
wide Appeals Committee for Post-Tenure Review.

By March 1st of each year, the Vice President of Academic Affairs will notify in writing the deans of the
College of Arts & Sciences, the College of Business, and the College of Education, and the Director of the
Library that nominees must be solicited from among the tenured faculty in each of these units and that a
university-wide election must take place by the end of the Spring term to select tenured faculty from each unit
to constitute a University-wide Appeals Committee for Post-Tenure Review to hear any post-tenure review
appeals. Fourteen duly elected tenured faculty members, apportioned as follows, will constitute the University-
wide Appeals Committee for Post-Tenure Review:

College of Arts and Sciences: 6
College of Business: 3

College of Education: 4
Ingram Library: 1

The Provost and Vice President for Academic Affairs shall be responsible for calling the initial meeting of this
committee. At the initial meeting, the members of the committee shall elect one of its faculty members as chair,
who will be a voting member of the committee.

The committee shall meet at the call of its committee chair. The committee chair shall review the applicable
departmental, college, library and university policies and procedures governing post-tenure review so that
committee members will be aware of these before any review process begins.

Any faculty member appealing for reconsideration shall state in writing the grounds for his or her request and
shall include in this appeal such additional material as is pertinent.



The documentation submitted by each faculty member, including that regarding the grounds for his or her
appeal, shall be reviewed by committee members prior to committee meetings.

Within fifteen (15) working days of receipt of an appeal, the University-wide Appeals Committee for Post-
Tenure Review shall carefully evaluate the faculty member's file in light of the written appeal. This evaluation
shall be made in accordance with the procedure established for initial consideration (e.g., voting on a
colleague's status with regard to the post-tenure review shall be by secret ballot; each faculty member being
reviewed shall be evaluated as either satisfactory or unsatisfactory with regard to his or her overall
accomplishments; to be adjudged as unsatisfactory, faculty under review must receive votes of unsatisfactory
from at least sixty percent (60%) of the voting members of the committee). The committee chair, in consultation
with the other members of the University-wide Appeals Committee for Post-Tenure Review shall prepare a
written evaluation for each faculty member reviewed on appeal during post-tenure review. This evaluation must
be signed by all members of the committee and must provide specific reasons for conclusions contained within
it. It should report the recommendation arrived at by the University-wide Appeals Committee for Post-Tenure
Review with regard to a faculty member's performance; address the faculty member's record of
accomplishments and quality of contributions with regard to teaching, academic achievement, service and
professional growth and development; clarify any areas needing improvement; and, where applicable, offer
specific suggestions on what will be needed to improve performance. This evaluation must be written as clearly
and collegially as possible. This evaluation shall take precedence over the previous evaluation of the faculty
member. The evaluation of this committee shall be forwarded to the faculty member under review, the
appropriate department chair or unit supervisor, the appropriate Dean or Director, and the Provost and Vice
President for Academic Affairs.

104.0209 Right to Redress

( See Policies and Procedures Manual, Article V, Section 3 )

104.0210 Reconsideration Clause

At the end of the three-year phase-in period, this policy and these procedures must be reviewed and
reconsidered by the Faculty and Administrative Staff Personnel Committee and the Faculty Senate to determine

its effectiveness. Modifications will be considered prior to the implementation of post-tenure reviews in
Academic Year 2000-2001.



