Health Science Center

FACULTY SENATE
A204 GEB January 8th, 2019 4:00 PM

Recording available: https://mediaserver.uthsc.edu/uthscms/Catalog/catalogs/tflorence-2018

Present: Kristen Bettin, Shiva Bohn, Bill Callahan III, Beth Choby, MaryAnn Clark, Ricketta
Clark, Wanda Claro-Woodruff, Dawson Colvert, George Cook, Terry Cooper, Martin
Donaldson, Ioannis Dragatsis, Mary (Molly) Erickson, Meiyun Fan, Peter Fischer, Jami Flick,
Lori Gonzalez, Bruce Hamilton, David Hamilton, Peg Hartig, Kenneth Hohmeier, Vickie Jones,
PJ Koltnow, Ramesh Krishnan, Rajesh Kabra, Rafal Kedzierski, James W. Kennedy, Csaba
Kovesdy, Aneel Kumar, Sajeesh Kumar, Santosh Kumar, Roberto Lachica, Mack Land, Jennifer
Langford, Chris Ledbetter, Carol Likens (by proxy), Sharon Little, Tao Lowe, Nawajes Mandal,
Jillian McCarthy Maeder, Myra Meekins, Megan Mulligan, Dayna Myers, Frank Park, Ranjit
Philip, James (Will) Pledger III, Laura Reed, Phyllis Richey, Shaun Rowe, Cindy Russell, Reese
Scroggs, Richard Smith, Christina Spivey, Wen Lin Sun, Fridtjof Thomas, Kwame Torgbe, Wes
Williamson, Thad Wilson, and Yanhui Zhang.

Absent: Jami Brown, Shawna Clark, Cathy Crill, William Dabbs, Alicia Diaz-Thomas, Tammam
ElAbiad, Amado Freier, Oscar Grandas, Carrie Harvey, Penny Head, Michael Herr II, Colin
Howden, Uzoma Ibeguogu, Vinay Jain, Robert Jean, Jerry Jones Jr., Vijay Joshi, Roberto Levi-
D'Ancona, Sam Li, Morgan Lisner, Tracy McClinton, Elisha McCoy, Mike McDonald, Linda
Moses-Simmons, Edwards Park, Debendra Pattanaik, Jeff Phebus, Tayebah (Fruz)
Pourmotabbed, R.K. Rao, Duane Schafer, Nadeem Shafi, Jackie Sharp, Anthony Sheyn, Helmut
Steinburg, Michelle Surbrook, Jeffery Towbin, Kirtikumar Upadhyay, Jason Vanatta, Gregory
Vidal, and Regan Williams.

Meeting called to order at 1601 hours CST.
A. Approval of Minutes
Minutes for the December 11th, 2018 meeting were approved unanimously.
B. Announcements
President Report —

e Provided history of University of Tennessee FOCUS Act — April 2018 and
purpose of today’s vote. Identified UTHSC Advisory Board Members:
Vicky Gregg (Germantown), Lynn Massingale (Knoxville), The
Honorable Mark Norris (Collierville), Michael Ugwueke (Germantown),
Phil Wenk (Brentwood), and SGAEC President Anna Evans. The UTHSC
Faculty Senate decides on the faculty member who will represent the
UTHSC campus on this board. Initial meeting has been called for January
10, 2019 at 7:00 a.m. in Nashville, TN. Reviewed the definition of full-



time faculty eligibility and responsibilities/expectations for this role. A
total of 9 nominations received and 7 nominations were deemed eligible
for this position.

Committee Reports — Concerns raised that some committees have not met yet this year.

e Faculty Affairs — Asking for all responses be provided to administrators
from the Upward Evaluation (UE). UE will take place earlier this year via
Qualtrics. Need more involvement from administration to promote the UE.

e Non-tenure track faculty subcommittee — Reviewed peer and aspirational
institutions for promotion strategies, appointments for recruitment and
retention. Interviewing Deans to understand their needs for non-tenure
faculty members.

Guest Speaker — Office of Equity and Diversity — Sophia Mosher

Presentation on the Mini-Grant Program is available on the Mediasite recording.

e Spring 2019 Deadline: Wednesday, February 20, 2019

o Eligible up to $2,000 for projects submitted by faculty, staff, and students
that address the Strategic Plan. For example, increasing retention or
improving recruitment for diversity.

e Intent for this to be a seed grant that will fund a sustainable initiative.

¢ Information can be found here: www.uthsc.edu/oed/diversity-inclusion-
mini-grants.php

*Please see Mediasite recording for full details.

. New Business

1. Voting on UTHSC Advisory Board

Discussion: Seven faculty members nominated for the UTHSC Advisory Board
Committee. One initial vote taken and then a run-off vote completed for the top two
candidates. See Appendix A for candidates.

Action taken: Voted on the nomination all seven candidates: Terry Cooper, Martin
Donaldson, Vickie Jones, Linda Ross, Trevor Sweatman, Jerry Thompson, and Sandeep
Rajan. Results: Total of 50 responses (40 in-person and 10 online) with the top two
candidates of Terry Cooper with 16 votes and Martin Donaldson with 9 votes. Run-off
Results: Total of 47 responses (37 in-person and 10 online) with Terry Cooper elected as
the UTHSC Advisor Board member with 28 votes.

2. Voting on Faculty-Student Relationship Policy.
Discussion: Post-docs are considered trainees and are covered under the policy.

Action taken: Voted on the Faculty-Student Relationship Policy. Results: Total of 49
responses (39 in-person and 10 online) - 98% voted in favor and 2% voted against.
Motion passed. See Appendix B.

3. Voting on Budget and Benefits Chair



Discussion: The previous Budget and Benefits Chair has resigned from UTHSC. A new
Chair is needed for the Budget and Benefits Committee and Dr. Martin Donaldson has
been nominated by the FSEC.

Action taken: Voted on the nomination of Martin Donaldson as the new Budget and
Benefits Committee Chair. Results: Total of 48 responses (39 in-person and 10 online) -
96% voted in favor and 4% voted against. Motion passed.

4. Voting on UT System Faculty Charter

Discussion: BOT changed the charter to reflect one faculty member to serve on the
Education, Research, and Service Committee. See Appendix C.

Action taken: Voted on approval of the UT System Faculty Charter. Results: Total of 47
responses (37 in-person and 10 online) - 98% voted in favor and 2% voted against.
Motion passed.

5. Voting on Faculty Handbook — APPR

Discussion: The proposed changes will align UTHSC with the other schools in the
system who report on a calendar year. The June 2018 evaluation would be extended to
an 18-month cycle. Tenure cycle will stay the same so no one on tenure track going up
for tenure or promotion will be impacted by this initial change. The vote today will only
pertain to the edits found in Appendix D.

Action taken: Voted on approval of the proposed revisions found in Appendix B for the
Faculty Handbook. Results: Total of 46 responses (33 in-person and 9 online) - 89%
voted in favor and 11% voted against. Motion passed.

Old Business — None.
Next full Faculty Senate meeting: February 9, 2019 from 4-5 p.m. in GEB A204.

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 1655 hours CST.

Respectfully submitted,
Jami E. Flick, MS, OTR/L

Faculty Senate Secretary



Appendix A

Terry Cooper, PhD, Professor, Microbiology, Immunology, and Biochemistry,
College of Medicine

https://www.uthsc.edu/molecular sciences/directories/faculty/t cooper.php

Martin Donaldson, DDS, MS, Associate Professor, Pediatric Dentistry, College of
Dentistry
https://academic.uthsc.edu/faculty/facepage.php?netiD=mdonald1&personnel id=217643

Vickie Jones, RDH, BS, MDH, Assistant Professor, Periodontology, College of
Dentistry
https://academic.uthsc.edu/faculty/facepage.php?netlD=vjones17&personnel id=316247

Linda Ross, MS, Associate Professor, Clinical Lab Sciences, College of Health
Professions

https://academic.uthsc.edu/faculty/facepage.php?netiD=Iross&personnel id=153428
https://uthsc.edu/health-professions/cls/about/ross.php

Trevor Sweatman, PhD, Associate Professor, Department of Pharmacology,
Associate Professor, Medical Education, College of Medicine
https://www.uthsc.edu/pharmacology/faculty/Sweatman.php

Jerry Thompson, MD, MBA, Professor, Otolaryngology, Head and Neck Surgery,
College of Medicine
https://academic.uthsc.edu/faculty/facepage.php?netiD=jthomp18&personnel id=140414

Sandeep Rajan, MD, Associate Professor, Medicine-Hematology, College of
Medicine

https://academic.uthsc.edu/faculty/facepage.php?netID=srajan2&personnel_id=321
348



Terry Cooper, Ph.D., Harriet S. Van Vleet Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Statement as Candidate for Faculty Representative to the Campus Advisory Board:

I have lived the UTHSC experience from all perspectives: as a long-time teacher, researcher, faculty member (1985-present)
and department chair (1985-2001) in the Microbiology, Immunology & Biochemistry, Founder & Director of the Molecular
Resource Center (1985-2001) and faculty representative to the University of Tennessee Board of Trustees (2017-18). In
doing so, I have gained first-hand appreciation of the accomplishments, challenges, and stresses faced by all of the UT
constituencies along with the experience required to serve successfully as your representative on the Campus Advisory
Board. If elected, my goal will be the same as it has been in my service on the Faculty Senate and chairing its Senate
Handbook Committee, i.e., to promote and protect the welfare of our faculty at all levels of appointment and development.

University Positions:
e Harriet S. Van Vleet Professor of Microbiology and Immunology (1985-present)
e  Chair, Dept. of Microbiology and Immunology (1985-2001)
e Director, Molecular Resource Center, (1985-2001)
e University of Pittsburgh, Assist., Assoc. & Andrey Avinoff Professor of Biochemistry and Genetics

University and College Service Resposibilities:
e University of Tennessee Board of Trustees (2017-2018)
Faculty Senate - President (2016-2017) & Senate Executive Committee (2014-present)
Faculty Senate Handbook Committee - Chair (2015-present)
Senate memberships (from 2013-present): Budget & Benefits, Faculty Affairs (Chair), Handbook, Webmaster
UTHSC College of Medicine, Deans Faculty Advisory Council (DFAC) (2018-present) ex officio (2015-18)
College of Medicine (DFAC) Teaching Metric Development Subcommittee (2015-present)
DFAC Committee on Non-tenure Track Appointments and Paths to Promotion Committee (Co-chair, 2018-present)

National & International Society Leadership Positions:

e Executive Council - American Association of Medical Colleges (now AAMC Board of Directors)
Chair - AAMC Council of Academic Societies Administrative Board
AAMC Council of Academic Societies and GREAT Group membership
President - American Microbiology & Immunology Chairs Society
Secretary - International Conference on Yeast Genetics and Molecular Biology (2008-present)
Secretary - Memphis Medical Seminar (1997-present); President (1994-1995)

Research and Other Scholarly Activities:
e Continuously funded by NIH for 45 yrs. & Czech-USA Inter-Action LTAUSA18 Research Grant (2019-22)
e Published 221 scientific papers, 249 abstracts
e Authored one book, The Tools of Biochemistry (17 printings in 5 languages)

Educational & Accreditation Experience:
e 34 yrs. teaching experience at UTHSC: College of Medicine, Dentistry, Graduate Health Sciences
e Graduated 37 Ph.D. & M.S. students
e Participated in 3 LCME reviews & 2 SACS reviews

Grant Review Activities:
e 19 yrs. service on NIH Study Sections (Chair, NIH Biochemistry Study Section), American Cancer Society

Journal Editorships:
e Associate Editor, FEMS Yeast Research
e Retrospective Editor, FEMS Yeast Research
e Editorial board memberships: Journal of Biological Chemistry (elected to 2™ 5 yr. term), Journal of Bacteriology,
Journal of Molecular and Cellular Biology, Yeast, Molecular Microbiology

Commercial Consulting Experience:
e Executive Biotechnology Steering Committee of Gulf Oil Corporation
e Gulf Research & Development Corp., Nippon Mining Corp., DuPont Chemical Corp.




Martin Donaldson, MS, DDS

Tenured Associate Professor
College of Dentistry
Department of Pediatric Dentistry and Community Oral Health

Faculty Senate Officer Activities:
2018-2019, Past President
2017-2018, President
2016-2017, President-Elect
2015-2016, Past President
2014-2015, President
2013-2014, President-Elect

University of Tennessee System Committees
Academic Affairs and Student Success, 2017-2818 and 2014-2015
Diversity Advisory Council, 2015 to Present

University of Tennessee Health Science Center Committees
Executive Committee, current member
Handbook Committee, current member
Budget and Benefits, current member
Legislative Resource
Education and Academic Affairs
Faculty Research
Campus search committees

Dean, College of Dentistry

Dean, College of Nursing

Chief of Police

Assistant Director of the Parking Authority

College of Dentistry Committees

Promotion and Tenure Committee, current member

Bi-laws revision Committee

Promotion and tenure revision committee

Search committees
Associate Dean for Institutional Affairs
Senior Associate Dean for Research
Chair, Department of Pediatric Dentistry

Student Activities
Faculty advisor for Unite, the Campus LGBTQ organization

Professional Activities; Pediatric Dentistry
Site visitor for the Commission on Dental Accreditation (CODA); Pediatric Dentistry
Member of the Pediatric Dentistry Review Committee for CODA
Member of a special committee to review pediatric dentistry education standards
Consultant for the American Board of Pediatric Dentistry, Oral Clinical Examination



Monday, January 7, 2019 at 2:41:45 PM Central Standard Time

Subject: nomination to advisory board UTHSC

Date: Wednesday, January 2, 2019 at 11:22:46 AM Central Standard Time
From: Kimmelman, JImR

To: Cook, George A

George Cook, President of the UTHSC Faculty Senate
Dear DR Cook,

It is with a great deal of pleasure and with the highest recommendation that | write this letter in support of
MS Vickie E. Jones, Department of Periodontics, College of Dentistry to become a member of the newly
created position, Advisory Board for the University of Tennessee, Medical Center Campus, Memphis, Tn.

| have known and worked closely with MS Jones for over four years. Since her appointment to the
Department of Periodontics MS Jones has continued to make outstanding contributions in teaching and
service. She has achieved a high level of creative productivity in the academic arena. MS Jones has been
recognized by both her dental hygiene peers and dental colleagues by being elected as a full member to the
dental honorary fraternity, Omicron Kappa Upsilon and is President of the dental faculty for the year 2018-
2019. These honors are a first for a dental hygienist. In addition, the dental students have elected her to be a

member of the honorary Richard Dogget Dean Honorary Society.

MS Jones qualifications to serve on this board are numerous. She is currently an active member of the
University of Tennessee faculty senate. Other prestigious appointments include being a member of the
University of Tennessee Alumni Board of Trustees and Memphis Tennessee Dental Hygiene Board of Trustees.
MS Jones is a clinical board examiner for the Southern Regional Board Testing Agency for Dental Hygiene and
the Council on Interstate Testing Agency for Dental Hygiene.

MS Jones accomplishments are many and this should qualify her for the strongest consideration for this
prestigious position, She is an important contributor to the ongoing success of the University of

Tennessee Health Science System, Memphis, TN. If any further documentation is needed please call upon me
to provide it. Thank you.

Sincerely,

James R. Kimmelman, DDS, MS

Interim Chairman, Department of Periodontics
College of Dentistry

jkimmelm@UTHSC.edu

901-448-6540
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Department of Clinical Laboratory Sciences
930 Madison Avenue, Suite 664
IQ Memphis, TN 38163
TENNESSEE T (901)448-6304
F(901)448-7545
clsaesibhscody
www.uthsc.edu/chp

January 4, 2019
Re: UTHSC Advisory Board Nominee
Dear Dr. Cook,

As the faculty senator for the Department of Clinical Laboratory Sciences (CLS) in the
College of Health Professions, it is my pleasure nominate Ms. Linda Light Ross, MS,
MLS(ASCP)°M to serve on the UTHSC Advisory Board. Ms. Ross has been well
invested in the success of UTHSC as an alumna of UTHSC with her Bachelor of
Science in Medical Technology in 1975 and as a faculty member in the CLS department
for 25 years. In 1995, Ms. Ross was awarded a Master of Science in Instruction and
Curriculum Leadership from the University of Memphis.

During her tenure at UTHSC, Ms. Ross’s primary teaching responsibilities have been to
teach students in the CLS Department, but she has also provided instruction to students
from other colleges, including medical and physician assistant students in the College of
Medicine, dental students from the College of Dentistry, nursing students from the
College of Nursing, and physical therapy students and dental hygiene students (prior to
the program’s transition to the College of Dentistry) in the College of Health Professions.
In fact, Ms. Ross has served as the course director for the laboratory diagnostics course
in the Physician Assistant Studies program, since the inception of the program. By
teaching students in a variety of different academic programs, Ms. Ross has been able
to share with students the importance of an inter-professional approach to patient care
as she has shared with students her expertise in clinical microbiology, laboratory
diagnostics, healthcare ethics, and laboratory management. In 2017, she was
recognized by the Student Government Association Executive Committee as the
recipient of the Excellence in Teaching Award. In addition to her focus on didactic
education for students, Ms. Ross has also served as the Clinical Education Coordinator
for the Medical Laboratory Science (MLS) program since 1999, and she is well-attuned
to the current challenges related to clinical placement for students.

As the former chairman of the CLS Department and the MLS program director, Ms.
Ross has experience with both regional and programmatic accreditation. Ms. Ross has
provided oversight of the CLS Department’s contributions for two cycles of SACS
accreditation, and she has compiled the CLS Department’s required interim reports for
SACS. Likewise, Ms. Ross has experience with programmatic accreditation for the MLS
program with the National Accrediting Agency for Clinical Laboratory Science (NAACLS)



and the Commission on Accreditation of Allied Health Education Program (CAAHEP) for
the Cytopathology Practice program. Due to Ms. Ross’s involvement with other
academic program on campus, she participated with the initial accreditation of the
Physician Assistant Studies program.

Ms. Ross’s teaching experience across several academic programs, participation with
regional and programmatic accreditation, and her ongoing commitment to the
educational success of UTHSC has her poised to be a worthy nominee to serve on the
UTHSC Advisory Board.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions you may have.

Sincerely,

Yoo fp ™
Wes Williamson, MS, MT (ASCP)
Associate Professor
MLS Admissions Committee Chair
The University of Tennessee Health Science Center
College of Health Professions
Department of Clinical Laboratory Sciences



Linda Light Ross

An alumna of the University of Tennessee Center for Health Sciences (BS in Medical
Technology), Ms. Ross has been on the faculty of the Clinical Laboratory Science
department for 25 years. She was awarded a Master of Science in Instruction and
Curriculum Leadership from the University of Memphis. She has taught students in the
Colleges of Medicine, Dentistry, Nursing and Health Professions. She has taught courses
in clinical microbiology, laboratory diagnostics, healthcare ethics, laboratory
management and education. She was recognized with the Excellence in Teaching Award
by the Student Government Association Excutive Committee in 2017. Ross has vast
experience in institutional accreditation standards (SACS) and standards required for
programmatic accreditation.



TENNESSEE X

HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER | COLLEGE of MEDICINE

Office of Medical Education
910 Madison Avenue, Sutte 1002
Memphis, TN 38163
Phone: (901) 448-5506
January 3, 2013 Fax: (901) 448-1488
Jami Flick, M.O.T., O.T.R.
Secretary/Treasurer

UTHSC Faculty Senate
Re: Nomination of Dr. Trevor Sweatman for FOCUS Act UTHSC Advisory Board
Dear Ms. Flick,

| would like to nominate Professor Trevor Sweatman as the faculty representative to the FOCUS Act
UTHSC Advisory Board. | cannot think of a more deserving scientist-educator to represent the faculty in
this position.

Dr. Sweatman has been teaching at UTHSC since 1985. During this time, he has taught (and continues to
teach) in the colleges of Medicine, Pharmacy, Dentistry, and Graduate Health Sciences. He serves on
multiple education committees across these colleges and at the University level. As someone so broadly
involved with UTHSC over a 33 year span, Dr. Sweatman would bring an invaluable perspective to the
Board.

Dr. Sweatman also carries the respect of students and of UT administration, as evidenced by being
awarded the 2018 UT President’s Award for Education, the 2017 President’s Award Citation-of-Merit for
Education, and recognition by the UT Alumni Association as Distinguished Service Professor in 2017. In
addition, he has received numerous teaching awards by student organizations representing three of our
colleges.

Finally, Dr. Sweatman has been involved in accreditation planning and site visits for the University
(SACS), College of Medicine (LCME), and College of Dentistry (ADA), and is a member of the TN21
Working Group to revise Pharmacy Standards statements.

Based on Dr. Sweatman’s recognized service, experience, and consistent commitment to the University’s
educational mission, | cannot think of a faculty member better qualified to serve on the Advisory Board.

Sincerely,

G. STEPHEN NACE, MD, FACP

Assistant Dean and Associate Professor of Medicine and Medical Education
University of Tennessee Health Science Center

College of Medicine

910 Madison Avenue, Suite 1018

Memphis, TN 38163

901-448-2986

Email: steve.nace@uthsc.edu




JEROME W. THOMPSON, MD, MBA

Professor

Fellowship trained in Pediatric ENT

Interests: Pediatric Airway, Airway Reconstruction, Laryngeal Papalloma, Healthcare Economics, Congenital

Abnormalities in Children

LeBonheur Children's Hospital

St. Jude Research Hospital

4ok STE 408 910 MADISON BUILDING
910 MADISON AVENUE
MEMPHIS TN 38163

=)
L=l (901) 448-5886
Lj ithomp1 8@uthsc.edu

Education

University of California Los Angeles, Anderson School of Business, Business Administration (MBA)
University of California, Los Angeles, Residency-Otolaryngology HNS

University of California, Los Angeles, Residency-General Surgery

M.D., University of California Medical School, Medicine

B.A., University of California, Zoology

Biostatement

Jerome W. Thompson, MD, M.B.A., Chairman (January 2000 to August 2016) of University of Tennessee
Health Science Center, Otolaryngology, Head and Neck Surgery. He is a native of the Mid-South. Dr.
Thompson attended college at the University of California, Riverside, then received his M.D. at

the University of California, Los Angeles(UCLA) MedicalSchool and completed his Otolaryngology Head and
Neck Surgery Residency at UCLA. He did his postdoctoral training in Pediatric Otolaryngology at the Los
Angeles Children’s Hospital (USC), under the direction of Seymour Cohen, where he later joined the

faculty. He went on to earn his MBA degree from the Anderson School of Business at UCLA. He was one of
the thirteen (13) founding members of the American Society of Pediatric Otolaryngology (ASPO) in 1986, and
is Past President of this organization in 2009. Upon returning to Memphis, he developed a thriving Pediatric



ENT Division for UT at Le Bonheur Children’s Medical Center (now known as ULPS (University of
Tennessee LeBonheur Pediatric Specialists), and Division Chief, at St. Jude Children’s Research Hospital and
Associate Dean-UT GME/CME Department(1999-2001). He was Chief of Surgery at LeBonheur Children’s
Medical Center and Chairman of Methodist Healthcare Otolaryngology Department (2010-2011). Dr.
Thompson is currently involved in the study of medical economics and laryngeal papilloma research. Voted
Best Doctor in America 22 years in a row (1994-2016), Chairman of Tennessee Medical Association (TMA)
Membership Committee, Past Chair, Tennessee Medical Association (TMA)- Insurance Issues Committee and

current Chairman, American Academy of Otolaryngology-Audit Committee.



THEUNIVERSITYOf COLLEGE of MEDICINE
r 1
l ENNESSEE Department of Medicine, Division of Hematology & Oncology
Cancer Research Building

HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER 19 South Manassas
Memphis, TN 38103

January 3, 2019

George Cook, Ph.D
President, UTHSC Faculty Senate

RE: Faculty Nomination for the UTHSC Advisory Board
Dear Dr. Cook,

It is with great pleasure that | nominate Dr. Sandeep Rajan for consideration as a UTHSC Advisory
Board member. In addition to performing his job at an exemplary level, Dr. Rajan demonstrates an
extraordinary commitment to his profession and to the success of the university community as
well as to the future generation of researchers and physicians.

Dr. Rajan has been a full-time faculty at UTHSC over the last five years and before coming to
Memphis, he brought with him enormous experience in medical education, patient care and
research from four universities across two continents and three countries. In addition to bedside
teaching, clinic supervision and didactic lectures to medical students, residents, fellows and allied
health he avidly teaches health care providers locally, regionally, and nationally. In his previous
affiliations, he played an important role in the accreditation processes and procedures.

Listed below is a summary of some of his more notable achievements during his time at UTHSC:

1. Medical Director of West TN Hemophilia & Thrombosis Treatment Center
Provide holistic care to bleeding disorder patients in the Region

3. Founded a multidisciplinary holistic comprehensive clinical center at the UT-UCH
Hemophilia Clinic

4. Began interventional clinical research and epidemiologic research to patients with benign
hematological disorders

5. Continuous funding from CDC for ATHN Registry, MCHB grant and State Hemophilia
program

6. Main mentor and educator for fellows, residents and students in fields of non-malignant
hematology

7. Lead multiple lectures for medical students, residents, fellows and allied health
professionals

8. Mentored trainees in journal clubs throughout the year

9. Mentored trainees in abstract writing for conferences



THEUNIVERSITYOf COLLEGE of MEDICINE
r 1
l ENNESSEE Department of Medicine, Division of Hematology & Oncology
Cancer Research Building

HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER 19 South Manassas
Memphis, TN 38103

10. Course director, Hematology Conference, an innovative teaching conference encouraging
education of trainees in non-malignant hematology. Including PBL case development,
evaluation of peripheral smear and lab data and topic discussions and hematology topic
review sessions

11. Member of Regional One Hospital Tissue and Transfusion Committee and the UT-
Heme/Onc HOTP

12. Member of Scientific Advisory Committee for Region IV (Florida to TN) in Hemophilia &
Bleeding disorders Care

13. Member of multiple national ATHN sub-committees for Inhibitors in Hemophilia,
Prophylaxis, Women’s health, Pain control and Transition of care

14. Member of ATHN (American Thrombosis & Hemostasis Network) Publications &
Presentation Committee

15. Mentor award for HTRS Clinical Fellowship in Hemophilia & Bleeding disorders. This field is
of national shortage and Dr. Rajan is grooming young specialists in this field, with one
mentee being mentored to a faculty position. He mentors 2" and 3" year fellows for
Benign Hematology care and careers in Hemophilia and Bleeding disorders

16. Presents public and consumer awareness lectures at a local bleeding disorder foundation
as also nationally to such consumer group meetings across the country

17. Invited lectures at universities, hospitals, practice group and various professional
organization on disease and therapy talks pertaining to Hemophilia & Complement
disorders

18. He is considered a key opinion leader and invited to such meetings in complement
disorders and inhibitors in hemophilia

19. Health care provider for non-malignant hematological disorder for indigent patients at a
local Memphis hospital, Regional One, and for patients at Church Health Center etc.

20. As the sole provider to all hemophilia and bleeding disorder patients since Dec 2013 he
recently added an additional faculty (who he personally mentored) to the field. This is
proven commitment for nearly five years of additional required clinical care and additional
recommended clinic sessions, while overseeing the fellows in care of these patients

21. Amember of ATHN sub-committee for Inhibitors and assisting in ASH guidelines for
hemophilia care

22. Member of HTRS committees for Venous Thrombosis (VENUS) for Cancer-associated
Thrombosis, Women and Thrombosis and VTE Treatment-Anticoagulation Management.
Providing national name recognition, for UTHSC, and bringing national trials to patients and
allow collation of patient material for important biomarker and epidemiologic research in
these fields



THEUNIVERSITYOf COLLEGE of MEDICINE
r 1
l ENNESSEE Department of Medicine, Division of Hematology & Oncology
Cancer Research Building

HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER 19 South Manassas
Memphis, TN 38103

23. Authored papers have been cited multiple times.
24. Sought out by multiple agencies in field of expertise for consultancy, advisory boards and
speakers’ bureau.

In conclusion as you can see from this list of achievements and dedication, Dr. Rajan takes it upon
himself to provide exceptional support and service to students, researchers and patient care. He
discerns quickly their individual needs and moves efficiently to provide key information,
recommendations, or direction. He works diligently to make a difference at our university and
exemplifies the mission of UTHSC. His skills, knowledge, willingness to help others, and dedication
to our university and the medical profession make him an excellent candidate for the advisory
board.

Sincerely,

O f\}@g /\{“@f/,

D. Neil Hayes, MD, MS, MPH

Assistant Dean for Cancer Research

Division Chief, Hematology/Oncology

Scientific Director, UT-West Institute for Cancer Research
Van Vleet Endowed Professor

Department of Medicine, Division of Hematology & Oncology
Department of Genetics, Genomics, and Informatics
Department of Preventive Medicine, College of Medicine
Department of Pathology, College of Medicine

University of Tennessee Health Science Center

Adjunct, Department of Computational Biology, St Jude Children’s Research Hospital



CURRICULUM VITAE
Version April-2018
Dr SANDEEP KUMAR RAJAN
Associate Professor Of Medicine
Division of Hematology & Oncology
University of Tennessee Health Science Center
956 Court Avenue, Suite D 322-B
Memphis, TN 38163

PERSONAL STATEMENT:

Academic Year 2017-18 was a mixed year, there were some wonderful success and accomplishments and some
pitfalls and obstacles. These are summarized below.

CLINICAL:

This was a transitional year, many constraints such as manpower and budget cuts, made mandatory lab testing and
support personnel, scarce in Regional One Clinic. This threatened evidence based care at this site, and disallowed
appropriate care to develop teaching model. This obstacle was planned to be fixed, but not finding any benefit, the
UCH Hematology & Hemophilia Clinic was strengthened to become the Local and Regional hub for high quality
care in Benign Hematology. Patient care numbers, and revenue generation speak clearly of clinical success in this
arena. We also have high patient satisfaction. A multidisciplinary health care team has been developed. On a
personal note, | continue to be ranked as Castle Connoly Top Hematologist.

ADMINISTRATIVE:

My directorship of the HTC and Hemophilia Clinic, not only led to a successful (financially and patient attendance
wise) turnover, but my administrative skill was recognized with my induction in one regional and one local
Committees and 3 different clinical advisory panels for American Thrombosis and Hemostasis Network (ATHN).
RESEARCH:

I continued productive accrual to over registry and surveillance studies, leading to development of guidelines and
data, gearing towards publication. Our research work was recognized at NHF (National Hemophilia Federation) and
ATHN data summit. Our contribution will culminate in important publications and guidelines in field of Hemophilia
in near future. I have been nominated in key committees which will allow me to first hand evaluate, analyze and
publish my and our group’s cumulative data.

We completed an important Multi-national interventional study of personalized therapy, which has had preliminary
presentation last summer as a meeting presentation and is currently being analyzed for full publication.

Lack of manpower support and administrative hurdles of UT IBC oversight over certain affiliate hospitals delayed
and eventual lack of accrual of some important interventional studies we wishes to embark. We are structuring
Hemophilia and Hematology research in our HTC, to allow more directed trials.

TEACHING & ACADEMIC:

Some of the pitfalls above were responsible in delays in publication of some manuscripts. Also overemphasis on
clinical work due to growing need took time away from completion of manuscripts. Lack of reliable supportive lab
data also precluded some important observations to be translated into clinical case reports.

However high quality education at levels of medical student, residents, fellows, physicians and community was
pursued. Apart from commitment to education at all levels, competitive grant to train Hemophilia fellows was
successfully obtained and a setting has been made & ACGME approval obtained for training a Hematology Fellow
every year.

EDUCATION/ QUALIFICATIONS:

July, 1987 to Dec 31, 1991 BACHELOR OF MEDICINE, BACHELOR OF SURGERY (M.B.B.S.) — Maulana
Azad Medical College, University of Delhi, India

Jan 1 to Dec 31, 1992 Internship - Rotatory Transitional Multidisciplinary, Maulana Azad Medical College, &

Associated hospitals, University of Delhi, India

Jan 1 to Jan 31, 1993 Junior Residency- Apheresis, Plasma and Transfusion Medicine, Blood Bank, G.B. Pant

Hospital, N. Delhi, INDIA

May 1 to May 30, 1993 Junior Residency - Clinical Psychiatry, G.B. Pant Hospital, N. Delhi, INDIA

1



June 24, 1994-June 23, 1994 Residency-Y-1 (Internship), Internal Medicine, LAC + USC Medical Center, Los
Angeles, CA 90033 (USA)

July 1, 1994- June 13, 1996 Senior Residency, Internal Medicine, LAC + USC Medical Center, Los Angeles, CA
90033 (USA)

July 1, 1996-June 13, 1999 Fellowship completion in Medical Oncology,& Hematology, LAC-USC Medical
Center (Los Angeles County + University of Southern California) , Los Angeles CA (USA)

HONORS & AWARDS

UNDERGRADUATE:

1987-1991: Merit Scholarship in MBBS, Maulana Azad Medical College, University of Delhi
1988: Indian Council of Medical Research (ICMR) Student Research Scholarship

1988: Roll of Honor in Biochemistry

1989: Roll of Honor in Microbiology

1989: Rectors Prize, University Of Delhi, India

RESIDENCY:

1996: Certificate of Appreciation, Department of Medicine, University of Southern California, Los Angeles (USA)
1997: Pharmacia-Upjohn Achievement Fellowship Award, USC, USA

1998: Teacher of the Year Award, USC School of Medicine, Division of Hematology, Los Angeles, CA (USA)
INTERNATIONAL:

2001: Best Teacher Award, NCC-Academic Awards, Singapore

2002: Certificate of Merit for Research Presentation, ASCO-Pan Asia Cancer Congress (APACC)
2003: Young Investigator Award (Basic Science) SGH-ASM, Singapore

2005: Best Research Paper (Basic Science)- Singhealth (CSOM-2005)

NATIONAL:

2010: America’s Top Physicians listed by Consumer’s Research Council of America

2013-2014: America’s Top Physician in Hematology by Castle Connelly

2014-2015: America’s Top Physician in Hematology by Castle Connelly

2014: Marion Dugdale “Teacher of the Year’ in Hematology Oncology, UTHSC-West Clinic.
2015: America’s Top Physicians listed by Consumer’s Research Council of America

2015-2016: America’s Top Physician in Hematology by Castle Connelly

2016: Certificate of Appreciation for outstanding volunteer in hematology, Church Health Center.
2016-2017: America’s Top Physician in Hematology by Castle Connelly

2016-2018: America’s Top Physician in Hematology by Castle Connelly

MILITARY SERVIVE: None

BOARD CERTIFICATION:
1. 1996-2006: Diplomat Of Internal Medicine (American Board of Internal Medicine, ABIM-USA)\
2. 1999-2019: Diplomat Of Medical Oncology (American Board of Internal Medicine, ABIM-USA)
3. 1999-2019: Diplomat Of Hematology (American Board of Internal Medicine, ABIM-USA)

LICENSURE & REGISTRATION:

1. 1993: Education Commission of Foreign Medical Graduates (ECFMG) & Certificate & English Proficiency Test
(USA)

2. 1994: California Physicians’ & Surgeons’ License (Medical Board of California, USA). InActive- A53345 (as not
practicing in CA)

3. 2006-2014: Physician’s license, State of Nebraska

4. 2013-2019: Physician’s license, State of Tennessee

US UNIVERSITY FACULTY APPOINTMENTS:
1. 12-09-2013 to date-Associate Professor, Department of Medicine, University of Tennessee, Memphis, TN.
2. 7-1-2012 t0o12-20-2013- Associate Professor, Department of Medicine, Division of Hematology/ Medical
Oncology, UNMC, Omaha, NE.



3.

2-12-2007 to 6-30-2012-Assistant Professor, Department of Medicine, Division of Hematology/ Medical
Oncology, UNMC, Omaha, NE.

PRACTICE/ PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE:

NogaMwDdE

10.

11.

Medical Director of UCH Hematology Clinic, March 2016 to date.

Medical Director of Memphis Hemophilia Treatment Center, January 2014-date

Member of attending staff, Methodist group of hospitals, May, 2014 to date

Consulting Hematologist at Regional One Medical Center-December 2013 to date

Medical Director of Nebraska Hemophilia Treatment Center, September 2008 to December, 2013
Member of attending staff, Nebraska Medical Center, Omaha, NE-October 2006 to December 2013
Senior Consultant, Hematology/ Medical Oncology at DCHRC, Delhi, India- February 2006 to January
2007.

Senior Consultant, Medical Oncology National Cancer Center & Singapore General Hospital, Singapore,
January 2004 to December, 2005.

Director of REAP (Risk Evaluation and Prevention) Clinic & CATCH (Cancer associated Thrombosis,
Coagulation & Hematologic disorders) clinics, August 2000 to December 2005, Singapore.

Consultant, Medical Oncology National Cancer Center & Singapore General Hospital, Singapore,, July
2000 to December 2003.

Honorary Member of Attending staff, Urgent Care LAC+USC Medical Center, Los Angeles, CA, July
1996 to June 2000.

VISITING PROFESSORSHIP & OTHER APPOINTMENTS:

1.

Special Associate Professor of Medicine, Division of Hematology/Oncology, UNMC, Omaha, NE.
December 2013 - to June 30, 2017. Conduct monthly teaching to Heme-Onc Fellows and Residents by
VIDYO weblink for Coagulation and Hematology Morphology Conference.

Member Advisor, Key Opinion Leaders Summit for Complement Disorders, (Organized by Alexion Inc),
2014, 2015, 2016 & 2017. North American and European Consortia of experts about advancement of
understanding and teaching in field of Complement Disorders such as PNH and aHUS.

Member Advisor, Inhibitors Inroads Consultation, (Organized by Shire Inc), Group of North American
Faculty for devising teaching strategies about inhibitors in hemophilia. 2016

Adult Hematology Member, SouthEast Hemophilia Regional Advisory Board, June 1, 2017 to May 31,
2021.

Member, Publications and Project Review Committee, American Thrombosis & Hemostasis Network,
2017 onwards.

Clinical Advisory panel (NATIONAL) for Pain in Hemophilia, American Thrombosis and Hemostasis
Network (ATHN).

Clinical Advisory panel (NATIONAL) for Inhibitors in Hemophilia, American Thrombosis and
Hemostasis Network (ATHN).

Clinical Advisory panel (NATIONAL) for VWD and Women health issues, American Thrombosis and
Hemostasis Network (ATHN).

TEACHING EXPERIENCE:

UNDERGRADUATE LEVEL TEACHING:

1.

2.

3.

College of Medicine, UT, Memphis, TN- M2 Hematology Course-2014 onwards (annually)
Courses: a. Evaluation of Bleeding Patient
b. Evaluation of Thrombophilic patient
¢. Therapy and Prevention of Coagulopathy
d. Therapy and Prevention of Thrombophilc disorders.
Physical Therapy School, UT, Memphis, TN- 2014 onwards (annually)
a. Course: Hemophilia, Bleeding disorders and Sickle Cell disease
Physician Assistant School, UT, Memphis, TN- 2015



a. Course: Thrombophilia state assessment and management and DIC.
College of Medicine, UNMC, Omaha, NE

a. ICE Curriculum for M1 & M2 from 2010 to 2013

b. CPE cases- TTP, DVT, 2010-2013

c. M2 Course: Evaluation of Anemia-2009-2010
College of Nursing, UNMC, Omaha, NE, 2007 to 2013 annually

a. Course: Evaluation of anemia.
College of Medicine, NUS, Singapore, Clinical Faculty Tutor of Medicine and Medical Oncology at SGH,
2000 to 2005
College of Medicine, USC, Los Angeles, CA. Voluntary Faculty/ Resident Tutor to M3 & M4 from 1994-
1999.

RESIDENCY LEVEL TEACHING:

1.

UTHSC- Memphis Internal Medicine Board Review Lecture series. 2014, 2015, 2016 & 2017

a. Hypercoagulable states

b. Inpatient Coagulation disorders: TTP/DIC/aHUS/ HIT

c. Bleeding disorders
UTHSC (Memphis) Internal Medicine Journal Club: Faculty Mentor- for Iron deficiency, treatment and
Iron metabolism, 2015.
UTHSC (Memphis) Internal Medicine Outpatient Clinic supervisor for rotating residents in Hemophilia
Clinic at ROH, 2014-onwards.
UNMC-Omaha, NE, Internal Medicine Core lectures (5 lectures a year from 2007 to 2013 in the annual
block)
UNMC-Omaha, NE- Monthly Heme-Onc lectures to rotating residents ( 2 lectures a month from 2008 to
2013, on anemia & clotting disorders)
UNMC-Omaha, NE, Hematology Outpatient Clinic rotation for Internal Medicine & Family Medicine
residents- 8 per year, 2008-2013.

FELLOWSHIP LEVEL TEACHING:
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10.

11.

HTRS-Mentor Award for Hemophilia and Rare Bleeding disorders Clinical fellow for 2017-18.

Site director for Heme-Onc Fellowship at ROH, for UTHSC Heme-Onc Fellows, 2015 onwards.

Mentor and Course Director for UCH sponsored Hematology Fellowship starting July-2018

Course Director for Hematology Morphology Conference. An innovative conference devised and mentored
by me, in which fellows select 1-2 cases and present peripheral smear with teaching of morphology by me,
and then topic review and discussion mentored by me and then 2 or more Board like questions pertinent to
the topic are discussed. Conduct monthly since December, 2013, all 15 Heme-Onc fellows in attendance.
Faculty mentorship to fellows at monthly Benign Heme Lectures and Journal Club.

Five lectures in Core Curriculum series for Heme-Onc Fellows at UTHSC annually from 2014, 2015 and
2016. (Topics-Bleeding emergencies, Basis of venous thrombosis and thrombophilia, Problem Based
Learning-Thrombosis, Hemophilia, and Novel anticoagulants).

2 to 4 months of faculty supervisor for hematology/oncology consultations at Regional One Hospital,
Memphis, TN

Five fellows a year mentored in Hemophilia Clinic block.

Course Director for Heme-Morphology Conference for UNMC fellows, done monthly in person from 2008
to 2013 in person and from 2014 to July, 2017 by VIDY O web-link monthly basis.

Four lectures in Core Curriculum series for Heme-Onc Fellows at UNMC, Omaha, NE, given annually
from 2007 to 2013 in person and by web-link in 2014.

Five lectures in annual core lecture series given to hematology-oncology fellows at UT, Memphis. (from
2013 to date).

PHYSICIAN & OTHER HEALTH PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION:

1.

Chairman Post Graduate Cancer Education, Committee, National Cancer Center, Singapore, 2003-2005.



a. Personally supervised and trained visiting fellows from several south-east Asian countries such as
India, Myanmar, Phillipines, SriLanka and Bangladesh for 1y Special Fellowship.
b. Course Director of Quarterly Oncology Interactive Conferences, 2003-2005.
Course director of Venous Thrombosis lecture series for Family Medicine Board Review Course, 2010-
2013.

Delivered 12-18 webcasts, live presentation a year followed by web-link/ telephonic question answer
sessions about PNH: a disease and diagnosis introduction; and PNH in setting of Bone Marrow Failure
states and aHUS: a disease of complement dysregulation. (From 2011 to date). These lectures are directed
to other specialists in Hematology, Oncology, Nephrology, and Bone Marrow Transplantation.

Delivered 6-12 webcasts/ live lectures in a year to physicians, patients and health professional in field of
hemophilia pertaining to inhibitors and prolonged half-life products. (From 2013-date)

Developed case series and lecture set as educational tool for physicians pertaining to Inhibitors in
hemophilia and acquired hemophilia, as educational grant from Shire Inc. Delivered 4-6 web or live
lectures for same.

ADMINISTRATIVE WORK:

1.
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13.
14.
15.
16.

17.

Chairman, House Staff Scholarly Committee, LAC + USC Medical Center, Los Angeles, CA. 1994 to
1996.

Director, House-staff Training in Medical Oncology, NCC, Singapore, 2001 to 2004.

Chairman, Post Graduate Cancer Committee, NCC, Singapore. 2002 to 2005.

Program Director Medical Oncology Fellowship, National Cancer Center, Singapore. 2002-2005.
Chairman, Mortality and Morbidity Committee, DCHRC, Delhi, India, 2006-7

Chairman, Accreditation and NABH committee, DCHRC, Delhi, India, 2006-7.

Member, Scientific Review Committee, UNMC, Omaha, NE, 2007-2013

Member, Institutional Biosafety Committee, UNMC, Omaha, NE. 2008-2012.

Member, Blood Bank and Transfusion committee, Nebraska Medical cemter, Omaha, NE 2008-2013.
Associate Program Director, Hematology/Medical Oncology Fellowship, UNMC, Omaha, NE, 2009-2013.
Member, House-staff Curriculum Committee, Division of Hematology/Oncology, UNMC, Omaha, NE,
2008-2013.

Director, Nebraska HTC, Omaha, NE, 2008 to 2013.

Member, Tissue and Transfusion Committee, Regional One Medical Center, Memphis, TN, 2014 to date.
Member, HOTP, West Clinic, Memphis, TN, 2014-date.

Medical Director, West TN HTC, Memphis, TN, 2014 to date.

Adult Hematology Member, SouthEast Hemophilia Regional Advisory Board, June 1, 2017 to May 31,
2021.

Member, Publications and Project Review Committee, American Thrombosis & Hemostasis Network,
2017 onwards.

CURRENT ACTIVE GRANTS (as Principal Investigator)

1.

Title: Hemophilia and Rare Bleeding disorders Clinical Fellowship mentor grant
Funding agency: Hemophilia and Thrombosis Research Society

Year: 2017

Total Dollars: $119,600

Role: Mentor

Title: Hemophilia Treatment Center-State Hemophilia Grant Award

Funding agency: State Hemophilia Program

Fund code: TDH Hemophilia Contract

Total award: $92, 700.00

Role: PI

Title: ATHN V: Study of Epidemiology of Hepatitis C in patients with bleeding disorders
Funding Agency: American Thrombosis & Hemostasis Network

Project Period: 2017-2019



Total Dollars: $28,500.00

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: EVIDENCE - EValuation of Potential Predlctors of Disease ProgrEssion in Patients with aHUS,
Including GeNetiCs, BiomarkErs, and Treatment

Funding Agency: Alexion Inc

Project Period: 2017-2018

Total Dollars: $28,600.00

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: A multicentre, open-label trial evaluating the pharmacokinetics of NovoEight (turoctocog alfa) in
relation to BMI in subjects with haemophilia Atrial phase: 1 (Guardian 9)

Project Period: 2017-2018

Total Dollars: $68, 900.00 (intended award-but study closed due to delay at UT-contract approval)
Role: Principal Investigator

Title: The West Tennessee Regional Hemophilia Treatment Center — CDC

Funding Agency: Hemophilia of Georgia

Project Period: 2016-2017

Total Dollars: $15,900

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: An Observational, Non-Interventional, Multi-Center, Multi-National Study of Patients with Atypical
Hemolytic-Uremic Syndrome (aHUS Registry)

Project Period: 2016-201

Total Dollars: $29,500.00

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: ATHN Community Counts

Funding Agency: University of North Carolina

Total Dollars: $ 18,000.00

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: Prospective, open-label, multicentre phase 3b study to assess the efficacy and safety of personalized
prophylaxis with Human-cl rhFVII11 in previously treated adult patients with severe haemophilia A
Funding Agency: Octapharma Inc

Total Dollars: $103,582.00

Role: Principal Investigator

PREVIOUS GRANTS (as Principal Investigator)

1.

Title: HIRS Inhibitor registry

Funding Agency: Indianna Hemophilia & Thrombosis Center

Total Dollars: $34,200.00

Project Period: 2014-2016

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: Memphis Regional Hemophilia Center-MCHB

Funding Agency: Hemophilia of Georgia

Project Period: 2014-2016

Total Dollars: $34, 219.00

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: The West Tennessee Regional Hemophilia Treatment Center — CDC

Funding Agency: Hemophilia of Georgia & University of North Carolina

Project Period: 2014-2016

Total Dollars: $92,700

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: A Multi-centre, Single Intravenous Dose, Exploratory Dose-finding, Open Label Trial on the Safety
and Efficacy of SymO00I in the Treatment Of Imrnune Thrombocytopenic Purpura (ITP) in RhD Positive,
Non-splenectomized Adult Subjects

Funding Agency: Symphogen A/S

Project Period: 2011 - 2013



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Total Dollars: $45,441 Direct Cost: $36,477

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: B-LONG: An Open-label, Multicenter Evaluation of the Safety, Pharmacokinetics, and Efficacy of
Recombinant, Long-acting Coagulation Factor IX Fc fusion (rFIXFc) in the Prevention and Treatment of
Bleeding.

Funding Agency: Biogen Idec Inc.

Project Period: 2010 - 2012

Total Dollars: $64,891

Direct Cost: $51,913

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: Nebraska Regional Hemophilia Center-MCHB

Funding Agency: Children's Mercy Hospital & Clinics - Kansas City, MO

Project Period: 2007- 2013

Total Dollars: $1,275,099

Direct Cost: $29,167

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: Epidemiology and Treatment of Circulating Anticoagulants in Patients wtih Hemophilia and Von
Willebrand's Disease - The HTRS Registry

Funding Agency: Hemophilia and Thrombosis Research Society, Inc.

Project Period: 2010 - 2012

Total Dollars: $4,939

Direct Cost: $3,920

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: Cetuximab at Either 500 or 750 mg/m2 Every Other Week for Platinum Refractory Cancer of the
Head and Neck

Funding Agency: National Comprehensive Cancer Network

Project Period: 2008 - 2011

Total Dollars: $72,500

Direct Cost: $58,500

Role: Principal Investigator

Title: Nebraska Regional Hemophilia Treatment Center - CDC

Funding Agency: Children's Mercy Hospital & Clinics - Kansas City, MO

Project Period: 1996 - 2011

Total Dollars: $488,771

Direct Cost: $26,250

2005: NCC Development Fund Grant. Evaluation of quantitative telomerase assay as a predictor of myeloid
toxicity of chemotherapy in lymphoma patients undergoing chemotherapy.

2004: Health Service Development Program Grant (HSDP): Evaluation of Thymidine kinase & Telomerase
as biomarkers in CECC. (S$ 115,000) 2005: Singapore Cancer Syndicate: Plasma cell malignancies
registry, repository and treatment steering group.

2003: National Medical Research Council of Singapore (NMRC): To evaluate the improvement in
anaemia, response to treatment, quality of life, VEGF expression and cognitive function of cancer patients
undergoing chemotherapy and treated with recombinant human erythropoietin. (S$ 98,000)

2001: Health Service Development Program Grant (HSDP): Cost Effective Cancer Chemo-prophylaxis
Program. (S$ 689,000)

2001: National Medical Research Council of Singapore (NMRC): Characterization of clinical and
therapeutic outcomes in high-risk primary breast cancers using quantitative measurements of telomerase
activation. (S$ 186,000).

Role: Principal Investigator 1999: Lymphoma Research Foundation of America (LRFA) Research award.
(US$ 70,000)

PRESENTATIONS
Rajan S. Learning from experiences of living with hemophilia B-B-HEROS study. Hemophilia Chapter

meeting, Jacksonville, FL. April 15, 2018.



10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

Rajan S. Coagulation Factor IX [Recombinant], GlycoPEGylated)-Take Control to a High Level. (National
Webcast). April 13, 2018

Rajan S. Acquired Hemophilia & Shining a light on women with bleeding disorders. Chattanooga, TN. April
11, 2018.

Rajan S. Coagulation Factor 1X [Recombinant], GlycoPEGylated)-Take Control to a High Level. Winter
Park, FL. March 15, 2018

Rajan S. Prophylaxis in Hemophilia. Pediatric Residents Education day, Hurley Medical Center, Flint, Ml,
December, 2017.

Rajan S. Rare Bleeding Disorders. Hemophilia meeting of Mississipi. Flowood, MS, November 14, 2017
Rajan S. Prophylaxis in Hemophilia A. Advances in Hematology-Oncology Conference, by Florida
Association of Pediatric Tumor Programs Inc. November 10, 2017, St Pete Beach, FL.

Rajan S. Benefits of Prophylaxis in Hemophilia. Lecture to HPC Inc, Memphis, TN, November 8, 2017.
Rajan S. Inhibitor Insight- identification and management of Acquired Inhibitors. Greater Orlando Critical
Care Association meeting, October 10, 2017

Rajan S. Management of Inhibitors in Congenital and Acquired Inhibitors. Memphis Association of
Pharmacist Regional meeting. September 11, 2017, Memphis, TN.

Rajan S. Overview of Rare Bleeding disorders (webcast), Macon, GA, July 27, 2017.

Rajan S. Living with Inhibitors with hemophilia- a Patient journey & workshop, June, 152017, Memphis,
TN.

Rajan S. Management of Inhibitors in Congenital and Acquired Inhibitors. Southern Florida Association of
Pharmacist Regional meeting. June 1, 2017, North Palm Beach, FL.

Rajan SK. Management of surgery in patients with congenital hemophilia with inhibitors & acquired
hemophilia. Region IV Regional Summit, Physician conference. May 22, 2017. Lago Mar Resort, Ft
Lauderdale, FL.

Rajan SK. Acquired Inhibitors of Coagulation in Consultative Hematology. University of Irvine, CA,
Hematology Grand Round, April 13, 2017, Orange, CA.

Rajan S. Inhibitor Insights. Greater Nashville Area Pharmacists Quarterly Dinner Meeting. April 6, 2017,
Nashville, TN

Rajan SK. Hemophilia and Bleeding Disorders. 17" Family Medicine Board Review Course organized by
UTHSC, April 2, 2017, St Francis Hospital, Memphis, TN.

Rajan SK. Acquired FVIII Inhibitors- new therapeutics, Talk to HTC’s organized by Hemophilia Alliance,
Bannockburn, IL, March 30, 2017.

Rajan S. Insight into inhibitors-focus on therapy. Southern Texas Hospital Pharmacists Dinner Meeting.
March 8, 2017, Austin, TX.

Rajan SK. Case series in management of rpFVIIIl in management of acquired hemophilia A and CHAWI.
Acquired Hemophilia Breakout Session. Orlando, FL. July 23, 2016.

Rajan SK. Hemostatic management in surgical patients with Factor VIII inhibitors. US National Medical
Advisory Board November 13-14, 2015. InterContinental Hotel, Boston, MA.

Rajan SK. Inhibitors in Hemophilia. Tennessee Hemophilia & Bleeding Disorders Foundation Annual
Meeting. June 13, 2015, Memphis Hilton, Memphis, TN.

Rajan SK. Unique management of neurosurgical patient with factor VIII inhibitor. Hemophilia Regional
Annual meeting 2015. May 18, 2015, Lago Mar Resort, Ft Lauderdale, FL.

Rajan SK. Hematology Grand Rounds. State University Of New York, Brooklyn, January 16, 2015. aHUS-
Diseases of Uncontrolled Complement Activation.

Rajan SK. Medicine Grand Rounds, UTHSC, Memphis TN, Utility or Futility of Venous Thrombophilia
Lab Testing. November 12, 2014,

2. Rajan SK. Medicine Grand Rounds New Jersey VA Medical Center, East Orange, NJ. January 17, 2014.
PNH and aHUS- Diseases of Uncontrolled Complement Activation.

Rajan SK. Grand Rounds of Mary Lanning Hospital, Hastings, NE. September 20, 2013. What is new in
Venous thrombosis.
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41.

42.

43.

44,

45,

46.

47.
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49,
50.
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52.

53.

54.

Rajan SK. Hematology-Oncology Grand Round, University of Colorado, Anschutz Medical Campus,
Aurora, CO. Advances in Diagnosis of aHUS disease. April 29, 2013.

Rajan SK. Lecture at Great Plains Annual Regional Hemophilia Meeting, New Orleans, LA. April 2012.
Acquired inhibitors of clotting Factors.

Rajan SK. Lecture at 41st Annual Family Medicine Board Review Course, Eppley Center, April 20, 2012.
Venous Thromboembolic Disease.

Rajan SK. Neuromedicine Grand Round Talk at UNMC on February 2, 2012. Title: Utility or Futility of
Laboratory Thrombophilia testing in stroke patients.

Rajan SK. Grand Round Talk at St Francis Medical Center, Grand Island, January 27, 2012. Title: Utility
or Futility of Screening Tests for Thrombophilia and Bleeding risk assessment.

Rajan SK. Grand Round Talk at St Francis Medical Center, Grand Island, June 13, 2011. Title: Novel
Anticoagulants: Where do we stand in relation to warfarin?

Rajan SK. Hemophilia Regional Annual Meeting 2011 for Region VII, Kansas City, May 18, 2011. Talk
entitled:Understanding Inhibitors in Hemophilia patients.

Rajan SK. Lecture at 40th Annual Family Medicine Board Review Course, Eppley Center, April 2011.
Venous Thromboembolic Disease

Rajan SK. ACP=Local chapter meet, Harper Center, Creighton University, October 15, 2010. DVT Risk
Stratification for Medical and peri-operative patients.

Rajan SK. UNMC Grand Round, March 12, 2010. Utility and Futility of VVenous Thrombopbhilia Lab
Testing.

Rajan SK. Lecture at 39th Annual Family Medicine Board Review Course, Eppley Center, April 2010.
Common Clotting Disorders.

Rajan SK. UNMC Center of CME & Lincoln Nurse Practioner Journal Club. Lincoln Nebraska, September
,09.The Management of Venous Thromboembolism with Special emphasis on preoperative patients.
Rajan SK. UNMC Center of CME Telehealth series presentation, August 2009, Omaha Nebraska. The
Management of Venous Thromboembolism with Special emphasis on preoperative patients.

Rajan SK. Infection Related Immune Thrombocytopenia. Presentation presented at: Grand Rounds
University Of Nebraska Medical Center; 2008 Feb; Omaha, NE.

Rajan SK. Evaluation of Hematological Lab Aberrations. Presentation presented at: Faculty Development,
University of Nebraska Medical Center; 2008 Aug; Omaha, NE.

Rajan SK. Evaluation of Anemia. Presentation presented at: Faculty Development College of Nursing;
2008 Apr;Omaha, NE.

Rajan SK. Thrombocytopenia. Presentation presented at: Learning Days at AMGEN; 2007 Sep; Seattle,
WA.

Rajan SK. Evidence based guidelines for anti-emetics for chemotherapy induced nausea and vomiting and
role of emerging NK-1 antagonists. Presentation presented at: DCHRC; 2006 Nov, New Delhi, India.
Rajan SK. Febrile Neuropenia. Presentation presented at: DCHRC Hematology Conference; 2006 Sep;
New Delhi, India.

Rajan SK. Low Cost Alternatives to T-NHL Treatment in Developing Countries. Presentation presented
at:International T-Cell Lymphoma Workshop; 2006 Jul; Rosemont, IL.

Rajan SK. Lipodox. Presentation presented at: Investigators and Oncology Forum; 2006 Mar; New
Delhi,India.

Rajan SK. DCHRC-DMA. Presentation presented at: NOIDA Conference; 2006 Feb, New Delhi, India.
Rajan SK. Recent advances in chemotherapy for head and neck cancers. Presentation presented at:
FacultyDevelopment Conference; 2005 Dec; Omaha, NE.

S. S. Leong, J. Wee, S. Rajan, D. Poon, et al. Journal of Clinical Oncology 06/2005; 23(16_suppl):5572-
5572. Triplet combination of gemcitabine, paclitaxel, and carboplatin followed by maintenance 5-
fluorouracil and leucovorin in patients with metastatic nasopharyngeal carcinoma

Rajan SK. Lung, NPA and Colorectal Cancer. Presentation presented at: Interactive NCC
CMEConference;2005;Singapore.

Rajan SK. Lymphomas. Presentation presented at: National Cancer Centre Interactive CME Conference;
2005 Jul; Singapore.

Rajan SK. T-cell Lymphomas. Presentation presented at: 9th International Conference on Malignant
Lymphomas;2005 Jun 7;Lugano, Switzerland.


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/313951980_Triplet_combination_of_gemcitabine_paclitaxel_and_carboplatin_followed_by_maintenance_5-fluorouracil_and_leucovorin_in_patients_with_metastatic_nasopharyngeal_carcinoma
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/313951980_Triplet_combination_of_gemcitabine_paclitaxel_and_carboplatin_followed_by_maintenance_5-fluorouracil_and_leucovorin_in_patients_with_metastatic_nasopharyngeal_carcinoma
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66.

67.

68.

69.
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71.

72.

73.

74.

Rajan SK. Novel therapeutic agents in multiple myeloma. Presentation presented at: Singapore Multiple
MyelomaStudy Group; 2004 Nov 27; Singapore.

Rajan SK. Haematological Malignancies and Diagnostic Imaging in Oncology Practice.. Presentation
presented at: Therapeutic Area Training Course for Novartis Oncology; 2005 Mar 14; Singapore.

Rajan S. Telomerase and thymidine kinase allow risk stratification and response prediction in head and
neck premalignancies (HNPM) undergoing chemoprevention.. Presentation presented at: WATCH-2004;
2004 March;New Delhi, India.

Rajan SK. Use, Misuse and Abuse of Tumor Markers.. Presentation presented at: National Cancer Centre
Grand Rounds; 2004 Jun; Singapore.

Rajan SK. Use of Biomarkers in guiding surveillance of cancer. Presentation presented at:
IASO/NATCOM; 2004 Sep 26;Jaipur, India.

Rajan SK. Screening for Cancers - Facts and fallacy. Presentation presented at: St. Jude's Hospital; 2004
Apr 26;Fullerton, CA.

Rajan SK. Tumor Markers: Uses and Pitfalls.. Presentation presented at: St. Jude's Hospital; 2004 Apr 6;
Fullerton, CA.

Rajan S. Pilot study of dexamethasone-thalidomide-palmidronate (DTP) in Asian myeloma patients.
Presentation presented at:Focus on Myeloma and Plasma Cell Malignancies.; 2004 April; Marina del Rey,
CA.

Rajan SK, Shanmugam PS, Cheung YB, Yang TJ. Quantitative Telomerase Expression Can Guide
Clinical Decisions in Breast Cancer (updated results).. Presentation presented at: 15th International
Conference of Anti-Cancer Treatments; 2004 Feb 9;Paris, France.

Rajan SK. Quantitative telomerase expression can guide clinical decisions in breast cancer.. Presentation
presented at: SGH-14th Annual Scientific Meeting presentation for Young Investigator Award (Basic
Science); 2003 Sep 26;, Singapore.

Rajan SK. Molecular predictors of prognosis in breast cancer-telomerase expression a novel predictor.
Presentation presented at: Plenary lecture, 9th ICON International Cancer Congress; 2003 Aug 24;
Hyderabad India.

Rajan SK. Facts and Fallacies about cancer screening: Finding the hidden enemy.. Presentation presented
at: Insights on Cancer Care Workshop Organized by Health-Professionals Against Cancer; WATCH-2003
Oct;New Delhi, India Rajan SK. Chemoprevention. Grand Round Presentation presented at: National
Cancer Centre; 2002 Feb 6; Singapore.

Rajan SK. Chemoprophylaxis in Head and Neck Cancers. Presentation presented at: SGH Department of
ENT CME Lecture;2002 Mar 7; Singapore

Rajan SK. Risk of having cancer and its prevention. Presentation presented at: Nanyang Technological
University; 2002 Mar 21; Singapore

Rajan SK. Management of anemia in cancer patients undergoing chemotherapy.. Presentation presented
at:SSO/NCC Event; 2002 Oct; Singapore

Rajan SK. Cancer related anemia forum. Presentation presented at: International Conference; 2002 ; Hong
Kong.

Rajan SK. Telomerase expression in human malignancies: Single test with multiple utility. Grand Round
Presentation presented at: National Cancer Centre; 2001 Mar 7; Singapore.

Rajan SK. Smoking and Cancer. Presentation presented at: Singapore Cancer Society Public Lecture; 2001
Aug 30; Singapore.

Rajan SK. Hepatitis C related thrombocytopenia. Presentation presented at: ITP Study Group's pre-ASH
meeting;2001 Dec 6;0rlando, FL.

Rajan SK. Potential applications of BEES in diagnosis of cancer. Invited oral presentation at NASA/DOD
Second Biomorphic Explorers workshop of bio-inspired engineering of exploration systems 2000..
Presentation presented at: NASA/DOD Second Biomorphic Explorers workshop of bio-inspired
engineering of exploration systems 2000 Dec, Pasadena, CA.

PUBLICATIONS

A. ARTICLES PUBLISHED IN SCHOLARLY JOURNALS
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1. Lapuerta P. Rajan S. Bonacini M. Neural networks as predictors of outcomes in alcoholic patients with severe
Liver disease. Hepatology. 25(2):302-6, 1997 Feb.

2. Rajan S. and Liebman HA. Treatment of Hepatitis C Related Thrombocytopenia with Interferon Alpha: A Patient
Series and review of literature. American Journal of Hematology:68:202-209, 2001.

3. Liu TC, Mohan PC, Ng SB, Tien SL, Rajan S, Lim ST, Tan PH. [Journal Article] Elderly man with lytic bone
lesions,skin rash, anemia & colon polyps-a case presentation with Sytemic Mastocytosis. SGH Proceedings. Vol
12(4),2003:234.

4. Lim ST, Tao M, Cheung YB, Mann B and Rajan S. Can patients with early-stage diffuse large B-cell lymphoma
Be treated without bone marrow biopsy? Ann Oncol. 2005; 6:215-8.

5. Rajan SK, Espina B, Liebman HA. Hepatitis C Virus related thrombocytopenia: Clinical and laboratory
Characteristics compared to chronic ITP. British Journal of Haematology 2005. 129 (6), 818-824.

6. Savage KJ, Gascoyne RD, Armitage JO, Weisenburger DD, International T-cell Lymphoma Project* (Rajan S
aspart of this), Harris NL, Vose JM, Ullrich F, Jaffe ES, Connors JM, Rimsza L, Pileri SA, Chhanabhai M.
ALKanaplasticlarge-cell lymphoma is clinically andimmunophenotypically different from both ALK+ ALCL and
peripheral T-cell lymphoma, not otherwise specified: report from the International Peripheral T-Cell Lymphoma
Project. Blood. 111(12) : 5496-504. 2008.

7. Leong SS, Wee J, Rajan S, Toh CK, Lim WT, Hee SW, Tay MH, Poon D, Tan EH. Triplet combination of
gemcitabine, paclitaxel, and carboplatin followed by maintenance 5-fluorouracil and folinic acid in patients with
metastatic nasopharyngeal carcinoma. Cancer. 113(6) : 1332-7. 2008.

8. Vose JM for International T-cell Lymphoma Project* (Rajan S as part of this). International Peripheral T-Cell
And Natural Killer/T-Cell Lymphoma Study: Pathology Findings and Clinical Outcomes. Journal of Clinical
Oncology, Vol 26, No 25 (September 1), 2008: pp. 4124-4130.

9. Au WY, International T-cell Lymphoma Project* (Rajan S as part of this), Weisenburger DD,
Intragumtornchai T, Nakamura S, Kim WS, Sng |, Vose J, Armitage JO, Liang R. Clinical differences between nasal
and extranasal natural killer/T-cell lymphoma: a study of 136 cases from the International Peripheral T-Cell
Lymphoma Project. Blood. 113(17) : 3931-7. 20009.

10. Suzumiya J, Weisenburger DD, International T-cell Lymphoma Project* (Rajan S as part of this), Ohshima K,
Tamura K, Karube K, Uike N, Tobinai K, Gascoyne RD, Vose JM, Armitage JO. The International Prognostic Index
Predicts outcome in aggressive adult T-cell leukemia/lymphoma: analysis of 126 patients from the International
Peripheral TCell Lymphoma Project. Annals of Oncology: official journal of the European Society for Medical
Oncology / ESMO. 20(4) : 715-21. 20009.

11. Mitrovic Z, Perry AM, Suzumiya J, Armitage JO, Au WY, Coiffier B, Holte H, Jaffe ES, Monserrat E, Rajan
SK, Savage KJ, Tobinai K, Vose JM, Weisenburger DD. The prognostic significance of lymphopenia in peripheral
Tcell and natural killer/T-cell lymphomas: A study of 826 cases from the International Peripheral T-cell Lymphoma
Project. Am J Hematol. 2012 Aug;87(8):790-4. doi: 10.1002/ajh.23205. Epub 2012 Apr 10.

12. Rajan SK (as coauthor). ‘A Randomized Phase Il Study of Cetuximab every two weeks at either 500 or
750mg/m2 for patients with recurrent or metastatic Head and Neck squamous cell cancer. JNCCN Vol. 10; p 1391-
98. Nov 2012.

13. Kedia S, Bhatt VR, Rajan SK, Tandra PK, El Behery RA, Akhtari M. Benign and malignant hematological
manifestation of chronic hepatitis C virus infection. Submitted on 01/13/2013 “International Journal of Preventive
Medicine”, 2014 Dec;5(Suppl 3):S179-92.

14. Vijaya Raj Bhatt, MBBS; R. Gregory Bociek, MD; Ji Yuan, PhD; Kai Fu, MD, PhD; Timothy C. Greiner, D;
Bhavana J. Dave, PhD; Sandeep K. Rajan, MD; and James O. Armitage, MD. Leukemic Diffuse Large B-Cell
Lymphoma in a Patient With Myeloproliferative Disorder. JNCI March 2015.

E. CHAPTERS IN BOOKS

1. See Hui Ti & Sandeep Kumar Rajan. Metastatic Cancer of Unknown Primary. In Clinical Approach to
Medicine. (Yong YO, Woo KT, Ng HS, Tang OT, 2nd edition, World Scientific Publishing, Singapore 2005).
2. Sandeep Kumar Rajan. Chemoprevention. In Clinical Approach to Medicine. (Yong YO, Woo KT, Ng HS,
Tang

OT, 2nd edition), World Scientific Publishing, Singapore 2005.

F. BOOKS OR JOURNALS EDITED
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1.

Editor of Cancer Update, 2001 to 2005: Health Care Professional Newsletter published by National
Cancer Center, Singapore as web and print version. (Web version:

http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol2_03/main.htm,http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol3_03/main.htm,
http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol_04/main.htm,http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol2_04/main.htm,
http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol3_04/main.htm,http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol4_04/main.htm,
http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/voll_05/main.htm,
http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol2_05/main.htm, http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol3_05/main.htm

2.

Editor, Can-Help News, 2003-2005: Cancer education journal of patients. Published by NCC, Singapore
quarterly.

G. ABSTRACTS AND PRELIMINARY COMMUNICATIONS

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

12

Ogbata S, Jamy O, Rajan S, Gosmanova EO. Gemcitabine Induced aHUS successfully treated with
eculizumab. Poster # 340, SCM16 / NATIONAL KIDNEY FOUNDATION, Boston, MA. April 29, 2016.
C. Kessler, S. Rajan, L. Boggio, J. Bichler, G. Pezeshki, H. Yaish. Individulized prophylaxis with Nuwiq
(Human-cl rhFVII1) in previously treated adults with severe haemophilia A who had received regular
routine prophylaxis in the past. Presentation abstract, poster. World Federation of Hemophilia. Orlando,
July, 2016.

Basem M. William and Sandeep K. Rajan. Heparin-Induced Thrombocytopenia in Liver Transplant
Recepients.Blood (ASH Annual Meeting Abstracts), Nov 2011; 118: 4668.

ASCO-2011meeting abstract and poster presentation, June 2011. Abstract # 5563. FuryM et al (co author
Rajan SK). A Randomized Phase Il Study of Cetuximab (C) every 2 weeks at either 500 or 750 mg/m2 for
Patients (Pts) with Recurrent or Metastatic (R/M) Head and Neck Squamous Cell Cancer (HNSCC).
Rajan SK, Thakoor K, Yang TJ and Gao F. VEGF levels aid prediction of chemotherapy induced
myeloidtoxicity and presence of extranodal disease in diffuse large B-cell Lymphoma (DLBCL). Blood:
106: 11 (2), Nov 2005, A # 4725.

Rajan S. Incidence & Prognostic features of NKT-NHL: A Singaporean experience. Annals of Oncology,
Vol 16,2005 Sup5-v187-#513.

S. S. Leong, J. Weg, S. Rajan, D. Poon, et al. Journal of Clinical Oncology 06/2005; 23(16_suppl):5572-
5572. Triplet combination of gemcitabine, paclitaxel, and carboplatin followed by maintenance 5-
fluorouracil and leucovorin in patients with metastatic nasopharyngeal carcinoma .

Rajan SK, Yang TJ, Gao F, Epstein RJ. Elevated telomerase expression in primary breast cancer predicts
nodal & distant metastases and poor prognosis. Proceedings of 96th AACR annual meeting. Poster CB02-
10, A#2822;April, 2005.

Rajan S. Serum thymidine kinase (TK) distinguishes grade of Non Hodgkins Lymphoma (NHL) and
predicts complete response rate (CRR) and progression free survival (PFS). Blood: 104:11 (2), Nov 2004,
A# 4558, page224b.

Rajan S, Shanmugam PS, Cheung YB & Yang TJ. Quantitative Telomerase Expression Can Guide
Clinical Decisions in Breast cancer (updated results). 15th International Conference of Anti-Cancer
Treatments, Paris,France. Oral presentation; February 9, 2004.

Rajan S, & Cheung YB. Role of Telomerase as biomarker in guiding Tamoxifen chemoprevention for
breast cancer. 15th International Conference of Anti-Cancer Treatments, Paris, France. Poster discussion;
February 12,2004,

Rajan S, Tao M, Lee KM, Loong SE. Absence of Low Albumin or Lymphopenia at Presentation and Early
RT Predicts Better Complete Response (CR) and Survival in NKT-NHL. Blood: Vol 102 (11), A # 4792,
November 2003.

Lim ST, Mann BS, Rajan S et al. Bone Marrow (BM) Evaluation Is Not Needed in Radiologically Non-
Bulky Stage | and Il (Early) Diffuse Large B Cell Lymphoma (DLBCL) with Normal Hemoglobin. Blood:
Vol 102 (11), A # 4793, November 2003.

Rajan SK, Yang TJ, Cheong YB, Khoo KS, Epstein RJ et al. Quantitative telomerase expression in breast
Cancer predicts stage, metastasis, failure free survival & overall survival. Proceedings of ASCO Vol 22,
2003, A #3563:p-886.

Lim ST, Tao M, Tan P, Lim WT, Loong LE, Lee KM, Sng I, Rajan S. Proceedings of ASCO Vol 22,
2003, A #2450, p-609. Characteristics and survival pf patients with Hodgkins Disease at a tertiary hospital.


http://www.nccs.com.sg/pbcation/CU/vol3_05/main.htm
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/313951980_Triplet_combination_of_gemcitabine_paclitaxel_and_carboplatin_followed_by_maintenance_5-fluorouracil_and_leucovorin_in_patients_with_metastatic_nasopharyngeal_carcinoma
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/313951980_Triplet_combination_of_gemcitabine_paclitaxel_and_carboplatin_followed_by_maintenance_5-fluorouracil_and_leucovorin_in_patients_with_metastatic_nasopharyngeal_carcinoma

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

Rajan S, Shanmugam PS, Yang TJ, Cheong YB, Khoo KS, Epstein RJ et al. Quantitative telomerase
expression In primary breast cancer predicts metastatic disease. Proceedings of AACR-Special Conference
on Telomeres and Telomerase in Cancer medicine, San Francisco, Dec-7-12, 2002. Meeting abstract and
poster presentation.

Rajan S. Telomerase expression distinguishes normal oral epithelium from head & neck premaligant states
and in invasive squamous cell carcinoma. October, 2002. Proceedings of AACR-Special meeting on
Frontiers of Cancer Prevention Research, Boston, USA: Meeting abstract and poster presentation.

Rajan S et al. Clinical Characteristics of NHL patients presenting to an Asian tertiary care Hospital.
ASCOPan Asia Cancer Conference (APACC), annual meeting abstract and poster presentation, 2001, New
Delhi.

S. Rajan and H Liebman Hepatitis C Virus Related Thrombocytopenia (HCV+ITP) is a clinical entity with
Similarities and Distinctions from Chronic Idiopathic Thrombocytopenic Purpura.. Blood Vol 98, 2001.No
11, Part %2 A #2171.

S. Rajan et al. Clinical Characteristics of NHL patients presenting at an Asian Tertiary Care Hospital.
Blood Vol 98, 2001. No 11, Part 2/2 A #4656.

Rajan SK and Liebman HA. Causes of Chronic Thrombocytopenia (CTP) at a Tertiary care Hematology
center. Blood Vol 98, 2001. No 11, Part 2/2 A #3869.

Rajan S, Espina B and Levine AM. Telomerase expresion with grade and clinical outcome in patients
with Non Hodgkins Lymphoma (NHL).Proceedings of ASCO Vol 20, Part %2, 2001, A # 1730.

Rajan SK and Liebmen HATreatment of hepatitis C related Thrombocytopenia with Interferon Alpha.
Blood Vol 96 No 11, Part 1/2, Nov 16, 2000, A # 1090.

Rajan S, Espina B and Levine AM. Telomerase Expression in Hepatitis C (HCV) & Human
Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV) related B-cell Non Hodgkins Lymphoma and Benign B-cell proliferation
States. Blood Vol 96 No 11, Part 1/2, Nov 16, 2000, A # 1453.

H. PUBLISHED AUDIOVISUAL OR COMPUTER-BASED EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS AND
COMPUTER SOFTWARE
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1.

2.

3.

10.

11.

12.

13.

UNMC Center of CME Interactive Video Program, August, 2009. The Management of VVenous
Thromboembolism with Special emphasis on preoperative patients. Sandeep K Rajan, MD

Connor FC, Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2010.
www.pointofcare.bmj.com, BMJ Internet article.

39th Annual family medicine review Course, CME DVD#16. Common Clotting Disorders- Sandeep Rajan,
MD. Oakstone Medical Publishing, LLC. October 2008.

Connor FC, Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2011.
ww.pointofcare.bomj.com, BMJ Internet article.

Connor FC, Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2012.
www.pointofcare.bmj.com BMJ Internet article.

41th Annual family medicine review Course, CME DVD#837. Venous Thrombosis - Sandeep Rajan, MD.
Oakstone Medical Publishing, LLC. 2012.

Connor FC, Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2013
www.pointofcare.bmj.com BMJ Internet article.

Connor FC, Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2014.
www.pointofcare.bmj.com. BMJ Internet article

Connor FC, Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2015.
www.pointofcare.bmj.com BMJ Internet article.

Rajan S. Condensed PNH Overview: Pathophysiology & Diagnosis. [Video for podcast], recorded 29 May
2015. Publisher: Alexion Inc.

Connor FC, Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2016.
www.pointofcare.bmj.com. BMJ Internet article

Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2017. www.pointofcare.omj.com BMJ
Internet article

Rajan SK. Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura. [Internet] BMJ; 2018. www.pointofcare.omj.com BMJ
Internet article
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I. PUBLISHED CONTINUING EDUCATION MATERIALS
1. 39th Annual family medicine review Course, CME DVD#16/29. Common Clotting Disorders- Sandeep Rajan,

MD. Oakstone Medical Publishing, LLC. October 2008.
2. 40th Annual family medicine review Course, CME. Venous Thrombosis- Sandeep Rajan, MD. Oakstone Medical

Publishing, LLC. October 2010.
3. 41th Annual family medicine review Course, CME DVD#837. Venous Thrombosis - Sandeep Rajan, MD.

Oakstone Medical Publishing, LLC. 2012.
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Appendix B
For review by Faculty Senate and Campus Administration for proposed insertion into Faculty Handbook

3.8.7 Relationships with Students
3.8.7.1 Definitions

This policy applies to all faculty as defined in Section 6 of the Faculty Handbook, whether
employed full-time or part-time, whether paid or unpaid. For the purpose of this policy,
"relationship" includes any amorous or sexual conduct, whether occurring one time,
occasionally, or regularly. Colleges, departments, offices, or other units may impose more
restrictive policies governing relationships with students, which shall take precedence over this
policy except to the extent such policies violate any Board of Trustees policy or conflict with law.
The term “student” is broadly defined to include undergraduate, graduate and professional
students, as well as other trainees.

3.8.7.2 Purpose

The purpose of this policy is to preserve the trust and respect that are essential to the faculty-
student relationship and the instructional mission of the University of Tennessee Health Science
Center. Trust and respect are diminished when a person in a position of authority abuses - or
appears to abuse - his or her power. Faculty members are in positions of authority and exercise
power over students in many ways, whether in giving praise or criticism, evaluating academic or
clinical work, evaluating research, making recommendations for further studies or future
employment, or in many other subtle expressions of authority over students.Anamorous or
sexual relationship with a student greatly increases the potential for a faculty member's abuse
of power because of the inherently unequal status of the persons involved in the relationship.
Even in cases where such a relationship begins with the mutual consent of the participating
persons, it can result in exploitation of the student or the creation of a hostile learning or work
environment for the student. Other studentsand employees may also be adversely affected
by the amorous or sexual relationship because the faculty member is positioned to favor or
advance one student’s interest at the expense of others. In all such cases, the trust and respect
essential to the university's instructional mission are diminished.

3.8.7.3 Prohibited Relationships

Amorous or sexual relationships between a faculty member and a student are prohibited when
the faculty member has professional authority over, or responsibility for, the student. This
professional authority or responsibility encompasses both instructional and non-instructional
contexts as defined below:

1. Relationships in the Instructional Context. A faculty member shall not have an amorous or sexual
relationship (consensual or otherwise) with a student who is simultaneously enrolled in a course
being taught by the faculty member or whose academic or work performance is subject to
supervision or evaluation by the faculty member. The instructional context includes but is not
limited to teaching in the classroom, direct instruction in didactic, experiential and laboratory
settings, as well as academic advising, mentoring, tutoring, or participating in student
committees.

1 Last edited 11-29-2018



For review by Faculty Senate and Campus Administration for proposed insertion into Faculty Handbook

2. Relationships outside the Instructional Context. Outside the instructional context, a faculty
member shall not take any action or make any decision that may reward or penalize a student
with whom he or she has, or has had, an amorous or sexual relationship. Faculty members must
be especially cautious to avoid taking any action that rewards or penalizes the student, or
influences others responsible for taking such action.

A faculty member violates this policy by engaging in an amorous or sexual relationship with a
student over whom he or she has authority or professional responsibility, even when both
parties have consented (or appear to have consented) to the relationship or conduct.
Relationships that do not fall under the prohibition in 3.8.7.3,above, even if they appear to be
consensual, are strongly discouraged. Voluntary consent by astudentto an amorous or sexual
relationship with a faculty member is inherently suspect, given the fundamentally asymmetrical
nature of the relationship. Furthermore, conduct that beginsas consensual can become non-
consensual at any time. Even when both parties initially consent to particular conduct, past
consent does not preclude a finding of sexual harassment if the conduct was unwelcome or if
later conduct was unwelcome. Moreover, conduct that isconsensual for purposes of criminal
statutes, may be nonetheless unwelcome and therefore may constitute aviolation of the
University’s policy prohibiting Sexual Harassment and Other Discriminatory Harassment
(HR0280), Equal Employment Opportunity (HR0220) or UTHSC's Policy on Sexual Misconduct,
Relationship Violence, Stalking, and Retaliation.

3.8.7.4 Reporting Violations of the Policy

Faculty members who have knowledge of a possible violation of this policy are encouraged
to report that concern to the Office of Equity and Diversity (OED) for review or investigation.
Certain conduct described in this policy may also trigger a mandatory reporting obligation:
(a) if the involved studentis a minor; (b) if the conductappears to violate UTHSC’s Policy on
Sexual Misconduct, Relationship Violence, Stalking, and Retaliation; or (c) if reporting is
otherwise required by law or University policy. In the case of uncertainty about the
reporting obligation, OED officials may be consulted without providing personally
identifiable information (only if they are a confidential resource) in order to clarify the
reporting obligation, or to get more information about how OED might handle a possible
violation of this policy. Otherwise, all mandatory reporters/responsible employees are required
to disclose all details with the Title IX Coordinator or Deputy Title IX Coordinators as required
by University policy. If a report is found to have been intentionally false or made maliciously

without regard for truth, the reporter may be subject to disciplinary action, in keeping with

UTHSC’s Policy on Sexual Misconduct, Relationship Violence, Stalking, and Retaliation. This

does not apply to reports made in Good Faith (as defined by UTHSC’s Policy on Sexual

Misconduct, Relationship Violence, Stalking, and Retaliation).

3.8.7.5 Disciplinary Sanctions

When a faculty member isfound to have violated this policy, an appropriate sanction, up to and
including termination, may be imposed pursuant to the disciplinary procedures applicable to

2 Last edited 11-29-2018
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faculty (Board policies, this Faculty Handbook, and HR policies). Disciplinary sanctions may be
appealed through any applicable appeal procedures_(e.g., Faculty Handbook, Section 7 and

Section 8.4).

3.8.7.6 Administrative Actions

Before - or in addition to - any disciplinary sanctions, University officials may take administrative
actions (in consultation with the Chief Academic Officer) for any of the following or similar
reasons: to ensure the safety of any person; to protect the integrity of an academic course or
other program; to end or prevent a hostile learning or work environment; to end or prevent
retaliatory conduct; or for any other reason required to comply with state or federal law.
Administrative actions may include (but are not limited to): temporary administrative leave
pending investigation of an alleged violation of this policy; temporary reassignment of courses;
temporary reassignment of research projects; or temporary removal from campus. If there is
an appeal process for an administrative action, the faculty member may appeal the
action, but the administrative action will not be held in abeyance during the appeal.

3.8.7.7 Retaliation Prohibited

Retaliation is prohibited against any person who reports possible violation of this policy or
related policies. Retaliation is also prohibited against any person who participatesin an OED
investigation. Faculty members who have reason to suspect that the prohibition against
retaliation has been violated or are the objects of retaliation themselvesare directed to
contact the OED.

3 Last edited 11-29-2018



Appendix C

e[ JNIVERSITYof TENNESSEE

KNOXVILLE, CHATTANOOGA, MARTIN, TULLAHOMA, MEMPHIS

FACULTY COUNCIL

UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE
FACULTY COUNCIL CHARTER

The University of Tennessee Faculty Council, hereinafter referred to as the University Faculty
Council (UFC), is dedicated to upholding and exercising the principles of academic freedom,
shared governance, tenure, and the faculty’s primary responsibility for the university’s

curriculum.

I. Objectives and Functions

1.

The mission of the University Faculty Council is to confer with, advise, and
communicate with the President of the University of Tennessee system (and
his/her staff, as appropriate) on system-wide matters of interest to the faculties
(UTC, UTK, UTHSC, and UTM) and the President.

. The UFC will advise the President on modifications of current system-wide

policies and the development of new system-wide policies of concern to the
faculties and the President.

. The UFC also may work with the President to seek input from faculty members

with appropriate expertise to participate in UT System task forces.

. The UFC strives to provide a mechanism to ensure that faculty concerns are

raised during planning stages of UT System policies that have an impact on
faculty.

. The UFC will also provide a mechanism for the faculty appointee to the UT

Board of Trustees’ Education, Research. and Service Committee to become aware

(

Deleted: Academic Affairs and Student Success

of and receive guidance on faculty issues and perspectives on matters that arise
for Board consideration.

The UFC shall strive to represent the concerns of all faculties on all University of
Tennessee System campuses and will gather and exchange information on behalf
of the faculties of the University of Tennessee System.




I1.

I11.

Organization

. The UFC shall be composed of the Faculty Senate President from each of the UT

System campuses. Additionally, each campus shall elect, by a simple majority,
one additional full-time tenured faculty member to a three-year staggered term.
In addition, the faculty appointee to the Board of Trustees’ Education, Research,

(

Deleted: Academic Affairs and Student Success

and Service Committee shall be a voting ex-officio member.

. The UFC shall elect, by a simple majority, a chair at the last meeting of the

academic year for the following academic year. The chair shall serve for one year
with a one year renewable term.

. The UFC may elect other officers, as necessary, in accordance with its bylaws.

. The UFC shall record minutes of meetings, and each institutional delegation to

the UFC shall make available to its faculty senate and faculty the minutes of UFC
meetings, together with any written report of the Council or any necessary
exhibits or attachments.

Operations

1.

The UFC shall adopt its own bylaws. The bylaws shall provide for regular stated
meetings of the Council, which may be held at various locations.

The UFC will normally meet with the President (and appropriate members of
his/her staff, as appropriate) three times each calendar year. Additional meetings
may be requested by the UFC or the President, if necessary.

Records of the activities of the UFC shall be kept and transmitted to the
appropriate successor officers of the UFC.

. The President will ask campus Chancellors to credit UFC service as part of each

member’s annual performance and planning review and also for members’
promotion review.

The Office of the Vice President for Academic Affairs and Student Success will
provide the UFC with necessary secretarial assistance and other necessary related
services and resources.

. The members of the UFC shall be reimbursed by their Chancellors’ Offices for

travel expenses incurred in attending meetings of the UFC.



Ratification of the Charter
This Charter has been approved by the President and the campus Faculty Senates. The Charter
became effective 1 January 2007.

Ratification of the Charter revisions, September 19, 2018 » 'CDeleted: June 21

Revised February 28, 2013
Revised June 19, 2013
Revised June 21, 2018
Revised September 19, 2018
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SECTION 1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 The University of Tennessee

Founded in 1794, The University of Tennessee (the University) is a statewide, multi-campus, land grant
university providing comprehensive, postsecondary educational experiences. The University is a corporate
agency of the State of Tennessee. The purpose of the University is “to engage in the governmental function
of affording an education primarily to the youth and citizens of the State of Tennessee and to instruct and
train them in those subjects leading to the degrees of bachelor of arts, master of arts, medical degrees or
any other degree known and used in any college or university in any of the United States; also to be a
leading research institution devoted to research and instruction in agriculture, the arts and sciences, law,
medicine, business, education, architecture, and the other disciplines.”

The University's governing body is the Board of Trustees (Board), made up of certain ex officio members as
well as certain members appointed by the Governor of Tennessee. The chief executive officer of the
University is the President who reports to the Board. The table of organization and organizational chart of
the University can be accessed from a link that is listed in Appendix A.

1.2 The University of Tennessee Health Science Center

Established in 1911, the University of Tennessee Health Science Center (UTHSC) is the University's
comprehensive academic health science center. The mission of UTHSC is “to improve human health
through education, research, and public service,” with an emphasis on improving the health of
Tennesseans.” The chief executive officer is the Chancellor, who reports to the President. The table of
organization and organizational chart, showing the principal administrative officers of UTHSC are contained
in Appendix A.

13 The Faculty of UTHSC

The faculty of UTHSC is the society of scholars appointed by The University to collectively teach, investigate,
and perform patient care and other public and institutional service to further the mission of UTHSC. The
specific academic assignment of the individual faculty member is determined cooperatively by the faculty
member and the University, with appropriate regard given to both the academic interests of the faculty
member and the academic needs of The University (Section 4); however, the final decision regarding the
faculty member’s specific academic assignment rests with the Chair and/or Dean (Section 4.3.1). All
members of the faculty, regardless of rank, seniority, or tenure status, are expected to continually maintain
expertise and seek additional knowledge in their fields of study and to use that expertise and knowledge to
benefit others.

The UTHSC faculty is organized into colleges, as well as certain non-collegiate academic units, based
primarily on the health sciences professions and the curricula. The colleges and non-collegiate academic
units are further subdivided into departments, divisions, etc., when warranted by the size of the college or
unit.
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The colleges and non-collegiate academic units of UTHSC are the:

College of Dentistry,

College of Graduate Health Sciences,
College of Health Professions,
College of Medicine,

College of Nursing,

College of Pharmacy, and

Health Sciences Library.

NNk W~

1.4 The Faculty Handbook

The UTHSC Faculty Handbook (Faculty Handbook) is intended to be a general reference to University
guidelines and policies. This Faculty Handbook supersedes all collegiate and departmental bylaws, which
must conform to this Handbook.

When official University policies and procedures are changed by action of the Board of Trustees, or other
duly constituted authority, such changes become effective on the date designated at the time of their
adoption and supersede any provision of the Faculty Handbook to the contrary without need for further
notice. Notification of such changes is regularly given to collegiate and departmental offices and (on some
topics) to individual faculty members. The most recently revised version of the Faculty Handbook is
available on the Faculty Senate home page at:
http://physiol.utmem.edu:8080/cocoon/Facsenate/page.handbook.Handbook/facsenate/handbook.

Current administrative policies are listed at:
http://www.uthsc.edu/policies/w932_document_list.php?app=ADM.

University-wide policies are located on The University of Tennessee home page at:
https://my.tennessee.edu/portal/page?_pageid=34,34235&_dad=portal&_schema=PORTAL.

This Faculty Handbook has been designed for the use of the faculty. Any suggestions for changes or

improvements for future editions are always welcomed and should be forwarded to the UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer and/or the President of the Faculty Senate.
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SECTION 2 ACADEMIC GOVERNANCE

2.1 Definition of Academic Governance

Academic governance is the system through which the Board, the University administrators, and the
University faculties participate in developing policy on academic matters.

Because the University is an academic institution, any and all policies adopted by the University to guide
and control its activities may be broadly interpreted to constitute policies on academic matters. For the
purpose of this UTHSC Faculty Handbook, however, the term “academic policies” shall generally refer to
those policies that either (a) guide and control the education, research, clinical care and public service
functions of the University faculty or (b) deal with the rights and responsibilities of the individual faculty
member. Thus University policies that direct alumni affairs, non-faculty personnel issues, financial matters,
hospital management, etc. are not considered “academic policies” except in those cases, such as the
planning function, where their partial inclusion is required by their close relationship to the academic
governance process.

2.2 Academic Governance of the University
2.2.1 The Role of the Board of Trustees
The Board of Trustees is the final institutional authority on academic policy. The Board may establish or
revise University policy on any academic matter other than the planning and development of the curricula.
The University Bylaws specifically reserve to the Board certain authority, including:
1. Establish policies controlling the scope of the educational opportunities to be offered by the
University and also policies determining its operation in general; however, the planning and

development of curricula shall be the function of the faculties;

2. To determine and control the activities and policies of all organizations and activities that bear, or
that may be carried under, the name of the University;

3. Grant tenure to eligible members of the faculty upon the positive recommendation of the
President;

4. Prescribe admission, progression, and retention requirements for the University and particular
programs of instruction;

5. Approve mission statements for the system and each campus or institute;
6. Approve strategic and long-range academic plans;

7. Approve proposals concerning the development of new academic programs and the significant
revision of existing programs relating to instruction, research, and service;

8. Establish new academic organizations, such as major campuses, institutes, colleges or schools, and
academic departments;

9. Evaluate existing academic programs and their administrative structures;
EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 3 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

UTHSC Faculty Handbook

Terminate programs and structures that no longer are needed;
Approve admission, progression, retention, and graduation standards;

Approve the University’s Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and Tenure,
campus implementing procedures, and any other faculty personnel policy requiring Board approval;

Approve proposals and any necessary policies concerning information technology;

Approve proposals and any necessary policies concerning system-wide use of academic services
including libraries and computer labs;

Approve University rules concerning student conduct, rights, and responsibilities to be promulgated
under the Tennessee Administrative Procedures Act;

Approve proposals and any necessary policies related to the non-academic aspects of student life,
including student services and student conduct; and

Approve proposals and any necessary policies related to campus enrollment and facilities capacity.

(The University of Tennessee Bylaws Art. |, § 2 and Art lll., § 7, as amended through Oct. 9, 2009.) For a
complete and up-to-date description of the Board’s responsibilities, please refer directly to the Bylaws (see
http://bot.tennessee.edu/bylaws.html).

2.2.2

The Role of the President

The President is the chief executive officer of The University of Tennessee System and exercises complete
executive authority over all component parts of the University, subject to the discretion and control of the
Board of Trustees. The President has ultimate responsibility for leading the University academically,
administratively, and financially. The President is the principal spokesperson for the University. The
President is responsible for:

Identifying and recommending to the Board of Trustees individuals for election as Vice Presidents,
Chancellors, and other officers of the University as defined in the bylaws;

Promoting the general welfare and development of the University in its several parts and as a
whole. The President decides all questions of jurisdiction not otherwise defined among the several
parts of the University;

Presentation of policies, recommendations, and other matters to the Board of Trustees, the
Governor, the General Assembly, and other state and federal offices;

Prompt and effective execution of all laws relating to the University and of all resolutions, policies,
rules, and regulations adopted by the Board of Trustees;

Preparation of the University budget and its presentation to the Tennessee Higher Education
Commission, the Governor and the Department of Finance and Administration, the General
Assembly, and the Board of Trustees;
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6. Exercising ultimate control over the budgets of all parts of the University and must approve major
budgetary revisions;

7. Development and execution of fundraising and alumni programs for the University;

8. The University’s intercollegiate athletics programs at the Knoxville campus and, through the
Chancellors, at the Chattanooga and Martin campuses.

The President performs such other duties as may be delegated to that office by the Board of Trustees or by
any standing or special committee of the Board. In the execution of the President’s duties and
responsibilities, the President may delegate powers and duties to subordinate officers. In accordance with
applicable University policies and procedures, the President delegates to Chancellors and Vice Presidents
powers and duties to supervise and administer academic and budgetary units reporting to them, under the
general direction and control of the President. These delegations do not reduce the President’s ultimate
responsibility as chief executive officer of the University. (The University of Tennessee Bylaws, Art. IV, § 3,
as amended through Oct. 9, 2009.)

2.2.3 The Role of the University Faculties

The faculties of the various University campuses and institutes have, for their respective units, the
specifically reserved and sole authority to plan and develop the curricula (The University of Tennessee
Bylaws, Art. |. § 2 as amended through Oct. 9, 2009.) Furthermore, the faculties must authorize the
University to award academic degrees. The faculty are represented on the Board of Trustees as set out in
Tennessee Code Annotated § 4-9-202.

2.3 Academic Governance of UTHSC

2.3.1 General Policy

Effective academic governance is a hallmark of a mature educational institution. Therefore, all participants
have the duty to strive to make academic governance:

1. A cooperative process that demands a joint effort between the Chancellor and the faculty of UTHSC
with appropriate participation by students, alumni, and staff;

2. Anopen process that is characterized by a courteous, free-flowing exchange of information and
opinions between all interested parties;

3. Arespectful process that gives increased weight to the opinions of participants who are
accountable for the matters under consideration;

4. A comprehensive process that assumes that any issue may be relevant to the academic enterprise;

5. Abilateral process that produces policies that apply to UTHSC as a whole, and policies that apply
only to one college or non-collegiate academic unit; and

6. Aresponsible process that is subordinate to governmental authority, the final institutional
authority of the Board, and the delegated authority of the President.
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The level of participation by the faculty in the academic governance process varies.

1. Consultation — A body of faculty members who discuss with and inform the administrator with
authority and responsibility for the decision. Such a committee is not a deliberative body; there is
no vote. Rather the members express their views to inform an administrator’s decision.

2. Advice or Recommendation — A deliberative body of faculty members who recommend policies or
actions to an administrator who is authorized to make decisions. There is a vote. The
administrator is not bound by the recommendation and accepts responsibility for the decision.

3. Shared Responsibility — A deliberative body of faculty members who make recommendations
concerning policies or actions to an administrator who is authorized to make decisions. There is a
vote. If the administrative and the deliberative body cannot agree and a decision is needed, the
recommendation of the administrator and the deliberative body will be submitted in writing to the
next higher administrative level for resolution.

4. Delegated Authority — A deliberative body of faculty is authorized to make decisions on specified
matters. There is a vote. Such decisions are subject to administrative review, but will be altered
only in rare circumstances.

2.3.2 Campus-Wide Academic Policies — Definition

Campus-wide academic policies apply to two or more colleges and/or non-collegiate academic units at
UTHSC. These include, but are not limited to, campus-wide academic policies that are contained in this
UTHSC Faculty Handbook, the UTHSC Strategic Plan, and the UTHSC Administrative Manual.

2.3.3 Collegiate Academic Policies — Definition

Collegiate academic policies are policies that apply to only one college or non-collegiate academic unit.
Hereinafter, unless otherwise noted, the terms college and collegiate refer to the non-collegiate academic
units as well as to the colleges.

Collegiate academic policies include, but are not limited to, policies contained in the collegiate sections of
the UTHSC Catalog, the various collegiate strategic plans, and the academic policy statements and bylaws
developed by the colleges to govern their internal academic matters.

2.3.4 Organization of the Faculty for Academic Governance

2.3.4.1 General

On both the campus-wide and the collegiate levels, the UTHSC faculty is represented in academic

governance by faculty leaders who are either elected by faculty members or appointed by, or with the
approval of, the Chancellor.
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2.3.4.2 Elected Campus-Wide Faculty Leadership: The Faculty Senate

On the campus-wide level, the UTHSC Faculty Senate represents the faculty as its sole elected body. The
Faculty Senate operates under bylaws that are approved by the Board, is made up of voting Senators who
are elected by faculty members and nonvoting Senators who serve ex officio, and is led by Faculty Senate
officers who are elected by the voting Senators. Appendix C contains the Bylaws of the Faculty Senate.

2.3.4.3 Appointed Campus-Wide Faculty Leadership: Chief Officers and Campus-Wide Committees

There are a number of chief officers and campus-wide committees, appointed by the Chancellor, to provide
advice and recommendations on activities and services. A complete listing of these chief officers and
campus-wide committees, including committee functions and memberships, is contained in the UTHSC
Administrative Manual. The membership of campus-wide committees may include faculty members,
students, and staff members, with most non-ex-officio faculty committee seats being held by faculty
members who are nominated for appointment by the Faculty Senate leadership.

2.3.4.4 Elected Collegiate Organization: Faculty Organizations

The faculty of each college has its own faculty organization. The bylaws of each college must (a) provide an
effective mechanism for participation by the collegiate faculty in the academic governance of the college,
(b) provide for faculty organization officers who are elected by the collegiate faculty members, and (c) be
approved by the Chancellor. The structure of the collegiate faculty organizations varies, depending on the
size and complexity of the college. The purposes of a collegiate faculty organization include, but are not
limited to, the following:

1. Promote and facilitate communication among the members of the faculty, the elected faculty
leadership, and the appointed faculty leadership of the college;

2. Afford faculty members opportunities to propose, review, and discuss policies and programs of the
college; and

3. Foster development of an environment that will enhance faculty participation in academic
governance of the college.

2.3.4.5 Appointed Collegiate Faculty Leadership

The Chancellor, with the approval of the President, appoints one member of the faculty of each college and
non-collegiate academic unit to serve as the Executive Dean, Dean, or Director of that college or unit.
Hereinafter, unless otherwise noted, the term Dean refers to the Executive Dean and Director as well as to
the Deans. The process for selection of a Dean is described in Section 2.3.7.5. The Dean or Director is the
academic, as well as administrative leader, of the college or unit. The colleges of all three College of
Medicine Units are headed by Deans. The Health Sciences Library is headed by a Director.

The Deans, with the approval of the Chancellor, appoint faculty members to serve as Chairs of the

collegiate departments. The process for selection of a Chair is described in Section 2.3.7.6. The Chairs are
the academic, as well as the administrative, leaders of their respective academic units.
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The Deans, with the approval of the Chancellor, also may appoint faculty members of their colleges to serve
as assistants to the Dean. These positions have titles such as Assistant or Associate Dean Assistant or
Associate Deans. The roles of these individuals vary according to the needs of the colleges.

The Deans and Chairs may also appoint standing or ad hoc faculty committees to advise on academic
matters. At the collegiate level, Deans are encouraged to include faculty members nominated by collegiate
faculty organizations as committee members.

2.3.5 The Campus-Wide Academic Governance Process
2.3.5.1 Proposals for Campus-Wide Academic Policies

New or revised campus-wide academic policies may be proposed by the Faculty Senate or the Chancellor.
Also, any individual faculty member may request a new or revised campus-wide academic policy by
presenting the request to the Faculty Senate, to the Chief Academic Officer, or to the Chancellor.

2.3.5.2 Review and Recommendations Concerning Campus-Wide Academic Policies

Proposals for new and revised campus-wide academic policies must be reviewed by the Faculty Senate. If a
proposal for a new or revised policy originates in the Faculty Senate, the Senate will review the proposal
and either approve or not approve. If the policy is not approved, no further action will be taken; if it is
approved, however, the Senate will recommend its acceptance to the Chancellor. If the Chancellor initiates
a new or revised academic policy, the Chancellor will forward it to the Faculty Senate for review and
recommendation. The President of the Senate is responsible for ensuring that the appropriate Senate
procedures are followed to review new or revised academic policies.

2.3.5.3 Decision by the Chancellor on Campus-Wide Academic Policies

After review and recommendation by the Faculty Senate, the Chancellor decides to either accept or reject
the proposed new or revised academic policy. If the Chancellor's decision is not in agreement with the
recommendation of the Faculty Senate, and the decision is to reject the proposal, the Chancellor will make
every effort to reach consensus before making the final decision. However, if the Chancellor’s decision is to
accept the policy and the policy requires approval by the President or the Board, the usual UTHSC policies
and procedures will be followed.

2.3.6 The UTHSC Collegiate Academic Governance Process

Each college has its own process for developing new or revised collegiate academic policies (Section
2.3.4.4). However, the curriculum cannot be changed without the approval of the collegiate faculty. The
Dean has the authority, delegated by the President and Chancellor, to make decisions on other collegiate
academic matters in consultation with the collegiate faculty. The process used by the individual college
depends on the size and complexity of that college; however, the process used by any college must:

1. Provide that new or revised academic policies may be proposed by the collegiate faculty
organization, the appointed collegiate faculty leadership, or any individual faculty member;

! Certain positions in this category, for example Assistant Dean for Administration, may be held by non-faculty staff
members.
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2. Provide for review and recommendations of proposed academic policies by the collegiate faculty
organization and the appointed faculty leadership; and

3. Provide that the Dean must accept or reject proposed academic policies in a timely manner.

However, in the event of a disagreement between the Dean and the faculty, the Dean will make every
effort to reach consensus before making a final decision. If the Dean’s decision is to accept the policy and
the policy requires further approval (i.e., at the UTHSC, UT System, and/or Board levels), the usual UTHSC
policies and procedures will be followed.

2.3.7 Special Issues in Academic Governance of UTHSC
2.3.7.1 Planning and Development of the Curricula

The Board determines the instructional programs to be offered at UTHSC. Proposals for such programs may
be originated through the academic governance process described in Sections 2.3.5 and 2.3.6 above;
however, the Board retains the right of final approval. The UTHSC faculty has the specifically reserved and
sole authority to plan and develop the curricula for instructional programs. For the purpose of this Faculty
Handbook, the terms curricula and curricular refer to the subject matter, method of instruction, and
grading policy in all courses offered by UTHSC; the sets of courses required for degrees offered by UTHSC;
and the aspects of student life that relate to the instructional process.

Curricular matters that involve the faculty of only one college are decided by the faculty of that college,
under the leadership of the Dean. Curricular matters that involve the Faculties of more than one college
are decided collectively by the Faculties of the affected colleges. In these cases, the UTHSC Chief Academic
Officer, in consultation with the appropriate Faculty Senate standing committee, will establish a process to
be followed.

2.3.7.2 Additional Responsibilities of the Chancellor in Academic Governance

In addition to the responsibilities of the Chancellor in academic governance otherwise described in Section
2.3, the Chancellor is responsible for:

1. Establishing and maintaining lines of communication among all parties participating in academic
governance;

2. Implementing and enforcing the academic policies of the Board and the President; and

3. Monitoring both the campus-wide and the collegiate academic governance policies and processes
described in this Section 2.3 for the purposes of (a) assuring adherence to such policies and
processes, and (b) providing ad hoc procedures to resolve academic governance issues not covered
by the policies and processes of this Section 2.3.

2.3.7.3 The Critical Nature of the Planning Process

The University’s Bylaws provide that the faculty must actively participate in the determination of the
strategic directions of the campuses. UTHSC has a comprehensive planning process to identify and
prioritize campus-wide and collegiate goals and objectives, determine strategies to accomplish the goals
and objectives, and recommend allocation of resources to implement the strategies. Each college maintains
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a collegiate planning process in harmony with the campus-wide plan. The planning process provides for
extensive participation by the UTHSC faculty. Faculty members are routinely invited and encouraged to
provide comments on the plans and to suggest improvements.

2.3.7.4 Selection of the Chancellor

The Chancellor is elected by the Board upon the recommendation of the President. In the event of a
vacancy or notice of an impending vacancy in the Office of the Chancellor, the President must appoint an
advisory committee that includes UTHSC faculty representation to assist in identifying and screening
candidates for the position.

2.3.7.5 Selection of Vice Chancellors and Deans

Vice Chancellors and Deans are appointed by the Chancellor. In the event of a vacancy or notice of
impending vacancy in the Office of a Vice Chancellor or Dean, the Chancellor must appoint an advisory
committee that includes Faculty Senate Executive Committee representation to assist in identifying and
screening candidates for the position. If the vacancy is a Dean, the advisory committee must also include
faculty representation from the college that has the vacancy.

2.3.7.6 Selection of Department Chairs

Department Chairs are appointed by the responsible Dean. In the event of a vacancy or notice of
impending vacancy in the Office of a Department Chair, the Dean must appoint an advisory committee that
ordinarily should include faculty representation from the department with the vacancy. The Dean should
also consult with the faculty members who hold regular appointments in the affected department prior to
the selection. The faculty members who hold regular appointments in the affected department should
have the opportunity to meet and evaluate the candidates.

2.3.7.7 Selection of Other Appointed Faculty Leaders and Campus and Collegiate Administrators

If advisory committees are appointed to assist in identifying appointed faculty leaders other than Deans
and Chairs or administrators other than the Chancellor and the Vice Chancellors, such advisory committees
must include Faculty Senate representation. In any case, consultation with appropriate faculty
representatives must occur prior to the selection.

2.3.7.8 Evaluation of Campus Administrators and Appointed Collegiate Faculty Leaders

The Faculty Senate Executive Committee is responsible for the establishment and implementation of a
process to provide for faculty evaluation of the performance of the Chancellor, Vice Chancellors, Deans,
Chairs, and Associate and Assistant Deans. The evaluation process should be developed in consultation
with the Chancellor.

2.3.7.9 General Faculty Meetings

At least once annually, all individuals holding faculty appointments at UTHSC are invited to a general faculty
meeting called the Annual Faculty Meeting. Usually this meeting precedes the annual business meeting of
the Faculty Senate. The Faculty Senate President presides over the Annual Faculty Meeting and presents the
annual report of the Faculty Senate to the faculty. Additional general faculty meetings may be called by the
Chancellor or the Faculty Senate President.
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SECTION 3 RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE FACULTY

3.1 The University of Tennessee Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and Tenure

On June 18, 1998, the Board of Trustees adopted The University of Tennessee System Policies Governing
Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and Tenure
(see www.tennessee.edu/system/academicaffairs/docs/BdTenurePolicy.pdf).

Accordingly, the Board of Trustees requires that the UTHSC Faculty Handbook include those policies. This
Section 3.1 contains the portion of those policies related to academic freedom and responsibility.

The Board of Trustees is constituted by statute of the State of Tennessee as the governing body of The
University of Tennessee, with complete and full authority over the organization and administration of the
University and its constituent parts and over the granting of tenure to members of the faculty.

The principal mission of the University is the discovery and dissemination of truth through teaching,
research and service. The Board of Trustees recognizes that freedom of inquiry and expression is
indispensable for this purpose and believes that it and the administration and faculty should cooperate to
that end. In the University’s program of teaching, research and service, it is essential that the Board,
administration, and faculty cooperate voluntarily, each contributing freely, according to his or her
qualifications, in a mutually beneficial exchange of information and ideas.

The following statement by the Board of Trustees is intended to record the policy and procedures of the
University with respect to academic freedom and responsibility (Sections 3.1.1 and 3.1.2). The policies and
procedures of UTHSC with respect to tenure are found in Sections 4 and 8. The Board of Trustees considers
these principles (i.e., academic freedom, responsibility, and tenure) compatible with its statutory authority
and responsibilities and the constitutional guarantee of freedom of speech and inquiry to each citizen of
the United States.

3.1.1 Academic Freedom and Responsibility of the Faculty Member

A healthy tradition of academic freedom and tenure is essential to the proper functioning of UTHSC.
Indeed, all faculty - tenured, tenure track, and nontenure track - at all ranks are entitled to academic
freedom. At the same time, membership in a society of scholars (i.e., the faculty) enjoins upon a faculty
member certain obligations to colleagues, to UTHSC, and to the State that guarantees academic freedom.

1. The primary responsibility of a faculty member is to use the freedom of his or her office in an
honest, courageous, and persistent effort to search out and communicate the truth that lies in the
area of his or her competence.

2. A faculty member is entitled to full freedom in research and in publication of the results, subject to
the adequate performance of his or her other academic duties, but research for pecuniary gain
either within or beyond the scope of his or her employment must be based upon an understanding
with the University administration, according to the University’s policies (e.g., Appendices D and E).

3. A faculty member should maintain a high level of personal integrity and professional competence,
as demonstrated in teaching, research, and service. Academic freedom does not exempt a faculty
member from an evaluation by colleagues and administration of his or her qualifications for
continued membership in their society.
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A faculty member is entitled to freedom in the classroom in discussing the subject, but the faculty
member should use care in expressing personal views in the classroom and should be careful not to
introduce controversial matters that have no relation to the subject taught, and especially matters
in which he or she has no special competence or training and in which, therefore, the faculty
member’s views cannot claim the authority accorded his or her professional statements.

A faculty member should recognize that the right of academic freedom is enjoyed by all members
of the academic community. He or she should be prepared at all times to support actively the right
of the individual to freedom of research and communication as defined herein.

In addition to the normal responsibilities of a citizen of the state and nation, including the duty to
uphold their Constitutions and obey their laws, a faculty member also should conduct himself or
herself professionally with colleagues. He or she should strive to maintain the mutual respect and
confidence of his or her colleagues. He or she should endeavor to understand the customs,
traditions, and usages of the academic community.

When, as a citizen, a faculty member speaks outside the classroom or writes for publication, he or
she should be free, as a citizen, to express his or her opinions. Each faculty member should conduct
himself or herself professionally, should be accurate, should exercise appropriate restraint, should
show respect for the opinions of others, and should make clear that he or she speaks for himself or
herself and not for the University.

Academic Freedom and Responsibility of the University Administration

The University is committed to recruiting, appointing, retaining and promoting faculty members by
processes which are thorough, thoughtful, equitable, and in which the professional judgments of
faculty members are of major importance.

Administrative officers should actively foster within the University a climate favorable to freedom
of teaching and research. In its pursuit of excellence, UTHSC should reward its outstanding faculty
members.

The administration is responsible for enforcing all Board and UTHSC policies applicable to faculty
members. It is the duty of the administration - beginning with Department Chairs, Deans, and the
UTHSC Chief Academic Officer - to remove from the faculty any faculty member who has been
found, through proper procedures, seriously derelict in his or her responsibilities as a member of
the academic community.

The Board of Trustees requires that UTHSC and its constituent academic units (i.e., colleges,
departments, and divisions) develop appropriate policies and procedures necessary to implement
the Board of Trustees policies. The UTHSC and academic unit documents pertaining to Board of
Trustees policies must be approved by the Board of Trustees as required by the University of
Tennessee Bylaws and the Board of Trustees Policy on Faculty Handbook Revisions (see
http://bot.tennessee.edu/docs/FacultyHandbookRevis.pdf).
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Statement of Professional Ethics of the UTHSC Faculty?

Statements below outline the philosophy of ethical behavior of a faculty member at UTHSC.

1.

Membership in the UTHSC academic community imposes on students, faculty members, and
administrators, an obligation to respect the dignity of others, to acknowledge their right to express
differing opinions, and to foster and defend intellectual honesty, freedom of inquiry and
instruction, and free expression on and off campus. Students and professional trainees are entitled
to an atmosphere conducive to learning and to even-handed treatment in all aspects of the
teacher-student relationship. It is the mastery that faculty members have of their subjects and
their own scholarship that entitles them to their faculty rank and their classrooms and to freedom
in the presentation of their subjects. Because academic freedom has traditionally included the
faculty member’s full freedom as a citizen, most faculty members face no insoluble conflicts
between the claims of politics, social action, and conscience, on the one hand, and the claims and
expectations of their students, colleagues, and UTHSC, on the other. Accordingly, the use of UTHSC
stationery, telephones, and other resources for personal or extramural activities of any extended
nature should be avoided, as should the use of the faculty member's university position or title in
connection with the expression of purely personal views.

Plans for ensuring compliance with UTHSC academic norms should emphasize preventive as well as
disciplinary action. Toward this end every faculty member should take the initiative, working with
the administration and other components of UTHSC, to develop and maintain an atmosphere of
freedom, commitment to academic inquiry, and respect for the academic rights of others. There is
a need for the faculty to assume a positive role as guardian of academic values against unjustified
assaults from any source, including its own members. The traditional faculty function in disciplinary
proceedings has been to ensure academic due process and meaningful faculty participation in the
imposition of discipline by the administration. While this function should be maintained, faculty
members should recognize their stake in promoting adherence to norms essential to the academic
enterprise of UTHSC. In addition, systematic attention should be given to questions related to
sanctions other than dismissal, such as warnings and reprimands, in order to provide a more
versatile body of academic sanctions in the event of academic misconduct by a faculty member.

The following points describe the obligations and responsibilities of faculty members and general
academic norms of conduct for faculty members at UTHSC.

a. Guided by deep conviction of the worth and dignity of the advancement of knowledge, UTHSC
faculty members recognize that special responsibilities are placed on them. Their primary
responsibility to their subject is to seek and to state the truth as they see it. To this end, faculty
members devote their energies to developing and improving their scholarly competence. They
accept the obligation to exercise critical self-discipline and judgment in using, extending, and
transmitting knowledge. They practice intellectual honesty. Although faculty members may
follow subsidiary interests, these interests must never seriously hamper or compromise their
adherence to these responsibilities, obligations, or practices.

b. Asteachers, UTHSC faculty members encourage the free pursuit of learning in students and
professional trainees. They hold before them the best scholarly and ethical standards of their

2 This statement of Professional Ethics of the UTHSC Faculty was adopted by the UTHSC Faculty Senate on November

8,1994.
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discipline. Faculty members demonstrate respect for students and professional trainees as
individuals and adhere to their proper roles as intellectual guides and counselors. Faculty
members make every reasonable effort to foster honest academic conduct and to ensure that
their evaluations of students and professional trainees reflect each individual’s true merit.
They protect the academic freedom of their students and professional trainees. They
acknowledge significant academic or scholarly assistance from them. Faculty members who
have the guidance of students or professional trainees as their responsibility must exercise the
greatest care not to misappropriate the student’s or professional trainee’s ideas, research, or
presentation to their own professional benefit; to do otherwise is to abuse power and trust. In
dealing with graduate students or professional trainees, faculty members must demonstrate by
precept and example the necessity of rigorous honesty in the use of sources and of utter
respect for the work of others. The same expectations apply to the guidance of undergraduate
professional students, with a special obligation to acquaint students with the world of higher
education in a health science center, including its standards and procedures for ensuring
intellectual honesty.

c. As colleagues, UTHSC faculty members have obligations that derive from common membership
in the community of scholars. Faculty members do not discriminate against or harass
colleagues or other employees. They respect and defend the free inquiry of associates. In the
exchange of criticism and ideas, faculty members show due respect for the opinions of others.
Faculty members acknowledge academic debt — for ideas, methods, and expressions — by
means appropriate to the form of communication and strive to be objective in their
professional judgment of others. Faculty members must make clear the respective
contributions of colleagues on a collaborative project. Faculty members accept their share of
faculty responsibilities for the governance of UTHSC.

d. As members of an academic institution, UTHSC faculty members seek above all to be effective
teachers and scholars. Although faculty members observe the stated regulations of UTHSC,
provided the regulations do not contravene academic freedom, they maintain their right to
criticize and seek revision of such regulations. Faculty members give due regard to their
paramount responsibilities within UTHSC in determining the amount and character of work
done outside the University. When considering the interruption or termination of their service,
faculty members recognize the effect of their decision on academic programs of UTHSC and
give due notice of their intentions. The departure of a faculty member always requires changes
and may entail major adjustments on the part of faculty colleagues, the administration, and
students. A faculty member’s acceptance of an appointment elsewhere should be followed by
prompt notice to UTHSC.

e. As members of their community, UTHSC faculty members have the rights and obligations of
other citizens. Faculty members should measure the urgency of these obligations in light of
their responsibilities to their subject, to their students, to their profession, and to UTHSC.
When they speak or act as private persons, they should avoid creating the impression of
speaking or acting for their college or UTHSC. As citizens engaged in a profession that depends
on freedom for its health and integrity, faculty members have a particular obligation to
promote conditions of free inquiry and to further public understanding of academic freedom.
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33 Misrepresentation of Academic Credentials

Misrepresentation of academic credentials is a Class A misdemeanor in Tennessee. A person commits the
offense of misrepresentation of academic credentials who, knowing that the statement is false and with the
intent to secure employment at or admission to an institution of higher education in Tennessee, represents,
orally or in writing, that such person: (1) has successfully completed the required course work for and has
been awarded one or more degrees or diplomas from an accredited institution of higher education; (2) has
successfully completed the required course work for and has been awarded one or more degrees or
diplomas from a particular institution of higher education; or (3) has successfully completed the required
course work for and has been awarded one or more degrees or diplomas in a particular field or specialty
from an accredited institution of higher education.

3.4 Intellectual Property

The University's intellectual property policy is contained in its "Statement of Policy on Patents, Copyrights,
Licensing, and Other Intellectual Property" (see http://bot.tennessee.edu/counsel-copyright.html).

3.5 Plagiarism and Other Misconduct in Research and Service

Plagiarism is a form of academic misconduct. Faculty members and all other scholars must give full and fair
recognition to the contributors to that enterprise, both for the substance and for the formulation of their
findings and interpretations. UTHSC conforms to the University’s “Statement of Policy on Misconduct in
Research and Service” with respect to plagiarism and all other forms of misconduct defined therein.
(Appendix C). The definition of misconduct and the process for addressing allegations of misconduct can be
found in Appendix C.

3.6 Conflict of Interests and Compensated Outside Services

UTHSC requires all salaried faculty members to disclose potential conflicts of interests between their duties
and responsibilities as employees and their interests outside the scope of their University employment.
The policies and procedures used by UTHSC with regard to conflict of interests and compensated outside
services are contained in Appendices D and E, respectively.

3.7 University Code of Conduct

UTHSC faculty members are required to adhere to the “University Code of Conduct,” (see
https://my.tennessee.edu/portal/page?_pageid=34,140536& _dad=portal&_schema=PORTAL&p_policy=HR
0580).

The code of conduct provides general guidelines for conduct and behavior to promote a harmonious, safe,
and collaborative work environment at the University. Disagreements between faculty members
concerning not covered by Appendix D, should be handled through normal administrative channels (i.e.,
Chair, Dean, UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, and Chancellor) (Section 7.2) or through the Faculty Senate
grievance procedure (Section 7.3).

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 15 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



UTHSC Faculty Handbook
3.8 Faculty-Student Relationships

The UTHSC student handbook, The CenterScope, contains detailed information on such matters as faculty-
student relationships, standards of behavior, and student conduct. Faculty members should familiarize
themselves with its provisions.

The responsibility to teach and to learn depends upon appropriate standards of behavior for the learning
environment; be that in the classroom, on-line, in the clinical setting, on the campus of UTHSC, or in the
larger community. To promote an effective learning environment, an atmosphere of mutual respect and
collegiality among the faculty and students is essential. The responsibilities to secure and to respect
general conditions conducive to effective learning are shared by all members of the academic community.
Each college shall develop procedures that provide for and safeguard mutual respect of faculty and
students in the learning environment.

3.8.1 Relationship in Classes and Clinics

In classes and in clinical settings, UTHSC faculty members should encourage free discussion, inquiry, and
expression. A primary duty of a faculty member is encouraging responsible, professional attitudes and
conduct on the part of students and professional trainees.

1. Freedom of Expression. Free and pertinent discussion is welcome at UTHSC. Students and
professional trainees are free to take reasonable exception to the information offered in their
courses and to reserve judgment about matters of opinion. Nonetheless, students and professional
trainees are responsible for learning the content of the courses in which they are enrolled.

2. Academic Evaluation. Faculty members must evaluate the performance of students and
professional trainees solely on an academic and professional basis, not on opinions or conduct in
matters unrelated to academic or professional standards. To this end, faculty members should
make honest, professional judgments on the academic and professional performance of their
students and professional trainees. Furthermore, faculty members should state clearly and
explicitly the basis for academic or professional evaluation in their courses, thereby minimizing the
possibility of misunderstandings on the part of the student, the professional trainee, or the faculty
member.

3. Protection Against Improper Disclosure. Information about views, beliefs, and political
associations, held by any student or professional trainee, and which faculty members acquire in the
course of their work (i.e., as course directors, instructors, advisors, preceptors, counselors, etc.)
should be considered confidential. Protection against improper disclosure is a serious professional
obligation. Judgments of ability and character may be provided under appropriate circumstances,
normally with the knowledge or consent of the student or professional trainee.

3.8.2 Services for Students with Disabilities
UTHSC is committed to a learning environment accessible to otherwise qualified individuals who may have
a disability that can be reasonably accommodated. UTHSC, its faculty, administration, and students share

responsibility for achieving this goal. UTHSC intends for this policy to conform to § 504 of the Rehabilitation
Act and the Americans with Disabilities Act, as those statutes are amended and interpreted.
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3.8.3 Student Records

Access to information in student education records is governed by FERPA, the Family Educational Rights
and Privacy Act. FERPA is a federal law that protects the privacy of information contained in student
“education records.” Such education records include any record directly related to a student and
maintained by the University or any other person acting on behalf of the University. FERPA restricts the
release of information contained in student education records and access to those records. Unauthorized
disclosure of FERPA-protected information, or unauthorized access to such information, is a form of
misconduct. More details regarding FERPA compliance are provided in Appendix F and The CenterScope,
the student handbook. Topics covered in the appendix include:

e A more detailed definition of an “education record;”

. Limitations on the release of student information;

. Limitations on posting grades;

. Use of e-mail to transmit FERPA-protected information;

. Letters of recommendation;

. Emergencies; and

e Information about how to obtain further assistance on FERPA-related questions.

3.8.4 The Honor Code

The text of the Honor Code of UTHSC is included in The CenterScope and in Appendix G. All colleges follow
honor systems for the conduct of examinations and the observance of high moral and ethical standards.
College honor councils, with elected representation from each class, have the responsibility of investigating
and adjudicating infractions of the Honor Code and recommending disciplinary action to the Dean.

Nothing in the Honor Code shall be construed or interpreted to inhibit or otherwise constrain the faculty
from properly discharging their professional duty and responsibility to assess student learning. Faculty
members may be present to supervise the room arrangement for the examination, to supervise or conduct
the distribution of the examination itself, to provide information and instructions at the beginning of the
test period, and to terminate the examination and collect exam papers at the end of the test period.
Faculty presence during tests or examinations is determined by individual college policy. Although the
primary responsibility for enforcing the Honor Code lies with the students, faculty members should report
Honor Code violations of which they have personal knowledge to the Honor Council of the appropriate
college.

3.8.5 Faculty Responsibilities in Relation to the Honor Code

According to the Honor Code, faculty members “participate in the Honor Code by endorsing and supporting
the principles of the Code and by applying its rules and procedures.” The following are the responsibilities
and guidelines for this role3:

1. To be an active participant, faculty members must understand the Code and its implementation.
The Student Honor Code not only applies to tests and examinations but also to “oral, written, or
practical reports that are part of a student’s academic and research program; clinical and
laboratory experiences; scientific research; and other student activities relating to the academic,
clinical, and research programs of UTHSC.” Upon appointment, all new faculty members must be

3 This statement of Faculty Responsibilities in Relation to the Honor Code was adopted by the UTHSC Faculty Senate
on December 13, 1994.
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informed in writing of the existence of the Honor Code and that acceptance of a position at UTHSC
indicates a willingness to cooperate with the students in complying with the Honor Code. Each year
an orientation program should be conducted for all new faculty members; topics covered should
include the faculty’s role and responsibilities in relation to the Honor Code, copies of which should
be distributed and orientation held for all faculty members.

Faculty members should state clearly and explicitly in advance what, if any, assistance is allowed in
completing assignments (e.g., other faculty members, other students, reference materials, etc.).

Faculty members are expected to demonstrate and promote integrity in implementing_and
documenting patient care and in conducting and reporting of research.

Faculty members should discuss professional ethical conduct with students under their supervision.

Faculty members are expected to teach proper documentation of scholarly work and demonstrate
this in their practice.

Faculty members are expected and obligated to report observed violations of the Honor Code to a
member of the appropriate college Honor Council. The complaint must be written and signed.
Faculty members may not use their own sanctions as substitutes for reporting violations.

Each college has its own policy, listed in the Honor Code document, regarding proctoring of
examinations. Faculty members are expected to follow the guidelines of the appropriate college.

Faculty members are expected to participate in the investigation of an alleged violation by
providing information to the Honor Code investigator. A faculty member may also be asked to

provide testimony to the Honor Court.

Faculty members are appointed as advisors to college Honor Councils to provide advice and
counsel.

Faculty Responsibilities in Relation to the Ethical and Professional Standards for Students

The text of the Ethical and Professional Standards of Students of UTHSC is included in The CenterScope. A
faculty member reports an alleged violation of the ethical and professional standards to the Department
Chair, who sends the report to the Dean of the appropriate college. The Dean notifies the UTHSC Student
Affairs Officer who implements procedures of the Student Judicial System. For alleged acts of misconduct
in research or service, faculty members follow the policy and procedures described in Appendix C
Statement of Policy on Misconduct in Research and Service.
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SECTION 4 SELECTION, APPOINTMENT, TENURE AND CAREER DEVELOPMENT OF TENURE TRACK
FACULTY MEMBERS

4.1 Tracks Available to Full Time Faculty

Full time faculty at the UTHSC can be hired either on the tenure-track or the nontenure track. Tenure track
faculty are hired with an expectation that they will contribute in a full range of faculty activities, including
teaching, research/scholarly activity, and service, as well as patient care where appropriate. Nontenure
track faculty are hired for a more limited scope of activities, with a major emphasis on clinical care, teaching
or research/scholarly activity and at least minimal contributions in one of the other missions of the
university. (See Section 5.2.2 for additional information relating to nontenure track appointments). Faculty
on either track can be promoted based on their accomplishments in their assigned missions; however,
nontenure track faculty are not eligible for tenure. A transfer between tracks can occur under some
circumstances (Section 4.9).

4.2 Definition of Tenure

Tenure is a principle that entitles a faculty member to continuation of his or her annual appointment until
relinquishment or forfeiture of tenure or until termination of tenure for adequate cause, financial exigency,
or academic program discontinuance. The burden of proof that tenure should be awarded rests with the
faculty member. Tenure is acquired only by positive action of the President or the Board of Trustees, and is
awarded in a particular unit, department, school, college, or other department of a campus. The award of
tenure shifts the burden of proof concerning the faculty member's continuing appointment from the faculty
member to the University.

4.3 The UTHSC Tenured and Tenure Track Faculty

Faculty members on the tenure track are initially appointed as probationary for tenure. After the
completion of a successful probationary period, such faculty members are granted annual appointments
that are continuous with tenure. Tenured faculty members may be terminated by UTHSC only for forfeiture
of tenure (Section 8.1.4), adequate cause (Sections 8.2 and 8.3), or under extraordinary circumstances
because of academic program discontinuance or bona fide financial exigency at UTHSC (Section 8.1.3).

The selection and the ongoing career development of the tenured and tenure track faculty individually and
collectively, are essential to the fulfillment of the mission of UTHSC. The Chancellor, the Chief Academic
Officer, the Dean, the Chair, and the full time faculty share the responsibilities of selecting faculty members
wisely and promoting their professional development.

4.4 Selection and Career Development of Tenure Track Faculty
4.4.1 Role of the Department Chair

The Department Chair is the academic and administrative leader of the department's faculty. The Chair is
responsible for the management of the department's activities, including direction of the work of the
faculty. The assignment of faculty workloads and work sites is the responsibility of the Chair, in consultation
with the Dean when appropriate. The Chair is responsible for the equitable assignment of faculty
responsibilities and assures that an appropriate balance of time and effort is committed within the
department to teaching, research, service, and, if applicable, patient care. The Chair is responsible for
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overseeing the career development of all faculty members in the department. In a large department the
Chair may delegate some of these responsibilities to Division Chiefs.

4.4.2 Role of the Tenured Faculty of the Department

Faculty membership on advisory committees concerned with faculty appointment, promotion, the award of
tenure, and termination of tenured faculty for adequate cause is normally limited to the tenured faculty
members within a given academic unit/college. [Note: in large departments the relevant academic unit may
be a Division.] Moreover all tenured faculty within these units, with the exception of the Dean, the Chair
(Section 8.3) make recommendations to the Chair (or, in large departments, to the Division Chief) on such
matters. Recommendations from non-tenure track faculty may also be solicited by the Chair/Division Chief
when their expertise is deemed relevant.

The mechanism for the tenured faculty's participation in these activities is described in the collegiate
and/or departmental bylaws. If a department does not have at least three tenured faculty members
(excluding the Dean and Chair), the departmental bylaws shall specify that the College Promotion and
Tenure Committee (Section 4.4.3) will perform some of these activities, while also providing for the tenured
faculty's participation in the Final Probationary Review and anonymous vote concerning the award of
tenure (Sections 4.14.3.4 and 4.15.1), participation as members of an Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance
Review (EPPR) Peer Review Committee (Section 4.16.4), and participation in the procedures for
termination for adequate cause (Sections 8.3.1 and 8.3.2). Bylaws for departmental governance shall
contain appropriate policies, procedures, guidelines, and criteria for which the Board has delegated
authority and specific responsibility to the departments. These bylaws shall include and be consistent with
relevant policies, procedures, guidelines, or criteria of the Board, UTHSC, and the department's college.

Departmental bylaws must contain the rules governing (a) any more-specific criteria for tenure than those
of UTHSC or the department's college; (b) guidelines and criteria for the Annual Performance and Planning
Review which are appropriate to the department; and (c) the tenured faculty's participation in (1) the
appointment or promotion of a tenured or tenure track faculty member, (2) the Interim and Final Reviews
of a tenure track faculty member during his /her probationary period, (3) the Enhanced Post-Tenure
Performance Review of a tenured faculty member, and (4) the termination for adequate cause of a
tenured, tenure track or nontenure track faculty member. These bylaws shall provide for participation of
the tenured departmental faculty for these purposes. In addition, these bylaws shall also include a
mechanism for reasonably notifying and accommodating tenured faculty members, shall provide for the
manner of taking and recording a formal, anonymous vote, and shall establish the minimum number of
votes necessary to constitute a positive or a negative recommendation. A quorum shall be a minimum of
fifty percent (50%) of the faculty eligible to vote on a given candidate or issue, and a positive or negative
recommendation shall be decided by a simple majority of the participating faculty members. Bylaws may
limit peer reviewers for appointments, promotions, and Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance Reviews to
those tenured faculty members holding faculty rank(s) equal or higher to that being sought by the
candidate. Other matters having to do with departmental governance, including rules for amending the
bylaws, may be included in these bylaws. After approval by the Dean, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer,
and the Chancellor, these bylaws shall be published and made available to every full time faculty member in
the department and placed on the web site of the Faculty Senate.

4.4.3 Composition and Role of the Collegiate Promotion and Tenure Committee

Each college must have a Collegiate Promotion and Tenure Committee (CPT Committee). The membership
of the CPT committee shall be appointed by the Dean and must include *at least four tenured faculty
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members, in addition to the committee chair. The collegiate academic officer shall serve ex officio as a
voting member. A quorum shall be fifty percent (50%) of the faculty eligible to vote on a given candidate or
issue, and a positive or negative recommendation shall be decided by a simple majority of those faculty
members present.

The CPT Committee shall be advisory to the Dean and be responsible for

1. reviewing and recommending policies and programs in the area of appointments, promotions, and
tenure;

2. implementing and evaluating procedures on appointments, promotion, and tenure; and

3. reviewing and recommending to the Dean action on all individual nominations by the department
chairs for appointments, promotion, and the award of tenure, and other matters as assigned by the
Dean.

Collegiate bylaws must contain appropriate policies, procedures, guidelines, and criteria for which the
Board has delegated authority and responsibility to the colleges. These bylaws must also specify what
documents are necessary for the various reviews by the CPT Committee, provide for the manner of taking
and recording a formal, anonymous vote of the CPT Committee, and establish the minimum number of
votes necessary to constitute a positive or a negative recommendation to the Dean. Copies of these bylaws
must be published and easily accessible to every full time faculty member in the college and placed in the
office of the Chief Academic Officer, the Associate Dean for Academic Affairs of each college, the office of
each chairperson, and on the website of each college and of the Faculty Senate.

4.5 Eligibility for Tenure Consideration
Eligibility for tenure consideration shall be subject to the following minimum standards:

1. Tenure track faculty appointments at the academic rank of assistant professor, associate professor,
or professor are eligible for tenure;

2. Instructors are ineligible unless they are recommended for promotion to assistant professor at the
same time that they are recommended for tenure;

3. Temporary, term, and part time appointments are not eligible for tenure (Sections 6.2.2 and 6.2.3);
and

4. Faculty members pursuing degrees at UTHSC are not eligible for tenure.

No faculty member shall be appointed initially with tenure except by positive action of the Board of
Trustees upon the recommendation of the President and after review by the tenured faculty of the
department and Chair, the Dean, UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, and Chancellor. The process for an
expedited review can be found on the Board of Trustees web site: http://bot.tennessee.edu/policies-
acad.html.

At UTHSC, the following individuals are not eligible for tenure and will be so notified in their initial faculty
appointment agreement forms and letters of reappointment:
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individuals who are appointed to UTHSC in administrative positions with academic rank and who
are notified in writing that such service is not applicable to consideration for tenure (Section 6.2.4);

individuals with secondary faculty appointments whose primary appointments are non-faculty
(Section 6.2.4); and

volunteer faculty members or individuals from other categories of Faculty (i.e., affiliated) who are
not salaried through UTHSC (Sections 6.2.5 and 6.2.6).

Selection Criteria for Tenure Track Faculty Members

Selection of Tenure Track Faculty Members

Individuals who are selected as tenure track faculty receive an appointment that is probationary for tenure.
Each such individual is selected because he or she appears to

fulfill the basic criteria for appropriate faculty rank as outlined in Section6.1 of this Faculty
Handbook;

fulfill the distinctive requirements established by the department for the faculty position to be
filled; and

possess documentation of academic achievement and credentials (acquired as a student, a faculty
member, a postdoctoral appointee, research associate, or during a fellowship or residency) that
strongly indicate that the performance as a faculty member will be outstanding throughout his or
her future academic career.

Proper credentials are the primary criteria for appointment. Credentials include, but are not limited to,
academic degrees, postdoctoral training, residency, fellowship, certification, and other appropriate
education and experience. The original appointment of an individual to a specific faculty rank must be
based on credentials documented through the institutions from which they were obtained.

4.6.2

Selection Process for Tenure track Faculty Members

On the basis of a demonstrated need of the department's academic program and availability of
money for the position, the Chair requests that a new or replacement tenure track faculty position
be filled.

The Dean authorizes the new or replacement tenure track faculty position to be filled.

Chair prepares a description of the open position and initiates the appropriate UTHSC recruitment
process to identify candidates.

The Chair may appoint a search advisory committee.
The Chair shall consult with the tenured/tenure track departmental faculty of equal or higher ranks

to that of the prospective appointee before nominations are forwarded. Final responsibility for the
departmental recommendation rests with the Chair.
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6. The Chair selects the candidate to be recommended for the position.

7. The Chair holds informal discussions with the selected candidate concerning rank, salary, and other
conditions of employment, and the candidate's willingness to accept such conditions, if a formal
offer is made by UTHSC.

8. If the selected candidate is willing to accept the conditions of employment, the Chair proceeds to
the appointment process described in Sections 4.7.1 and 4.7.2.

4.6.4 Nepotism

The University permits the employment of relatives as defined by Human Resources Policy HR0115
regarding Employment of Relatives

(https://my.tennessee.edu/portal/page?_pageid=34,140536& _dad=portal&_schema=PORTAL&p_policy=H
R0115), but they must not be placed in the same direct line of supervision, thereby being able to determine
the appointment, retention, salary, promotion, or other aspects of the employment of their relatives.
Where faculty members are in a position of responsibility affecting a relative, they must waive authority
and defer to the next higher administrative officer.

4.6.5 Certification of Effective Communication in English

An individual who is a candidate for an appointment to a teaching position or for tenure in such a position
and whose native language is not English is evaluated by the Chair regarding the ability to communicate
effectively with students in the English language
(www.uthsc.edu/policies/w932_document_show.php?p=229).

The method of evaluation shall be noted in the college bylaws and must provide for consistent, thorough,
and effective evaluation. If the Chair finds the individual's ability acceptable, he or she so certifies in writing
to the Dean, indicating the method of assessment that was employed.

4.7 Initial Faculty Appointment Process

4.7.1 Approval by the Dean

After a candidate who is willing to accept the conditions of employment is selected, the initial appointment
process is as follows:

1. The Chair makes a recommendation for appointment at a particular rank to the Dean (Section 6.1).

2. The Dean may request the CPT Committee to review the candidate's credentials and make a
recommendation concerning the appointment and rank.

3. The Dean may (a) agree with the Chair's recommendations concerning both appointment and rank;
(b) agree with the Chair's recommendation for appointment but disagree with the recommendation
concerning rank and direct the Chair to modify the appointment; or (c) disagree with the Chair's
recommendation for appointment and direct the Chair to continue the selection process.

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 23 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



4.7.2

1.

4.8

4.8.1

UTHSC Faculty Handbook

Initial Appointment Letter

Notification of initial appointment to the selected candidate is made by letter from the Dean and
the Chair. Sample letters of appointment are included in the Faculty Evaluation Manual. The letter
should state the precise terms and conditions of the appointment including, but not limited to:

a. the classification of the appointment, e.g., tenure track or nontenure track; if the former, the
letter should also state that the faculty appointment is probationary for tenure;

b. the rank, salary, and related financial conditions;

c. the length of the probationary period (Section 4.8) and the academic year in which the faculty
member must be considered for tenure if he or she has met the minimum eligibility
requirements;

d. theinitial specific academic expectations of the appointee during the probationary period,
including the percent effort that should be devoted to each of the assigned missions;

e. the general expectation that the appointee will abide by the rules and regulations of UTHSC,
including the provisions of this Faculty Handbook and the principles of the Honor Code of
UTHSC; and

f. astatement that the letter contains the complete appointment agreement between UTHSC and
the appointee and that any previous discussions or correspondence are not binding on UTHSC.

The initial appointment letter must include the internet address of the UTHSC home page and
information concerning how to access the Faculty Handbook and the Honor Code through the
home page.

The selected candidate's written acceptance of the provisions of the initial appointment letter,
together with the execution of a faculty appointment agreement, a personnel action form, and
other UTHSC employment forms, completes the initial agreement of employment between the new
faculty member and UTHSC. Execution of a faculty appointment agreement requires
documentation of the candidate’s credentials (including a copy of his/her diploma and transcripts)
and evidence of licensure where appropriate.

The base salary is the only portion of a faculty member's salary that is protected by tenure. The
initial appointment letter must specify the base salary and indicate the terms and limitations
regarding any additional funding that might be provided for other specified duties (e.g., additional
compensation for service as Chair, institute director, program director, dean).

Probationary Period

Length of Probationary Period

Except as otherwise provided in the Board’s Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility and
Tenure, a tenure track faculty member must serve a probationary period prior to being considered for
tenure. The probationary period at UTHSC shall be six years. The faculty member will apply for tenure
during the sixth year, and if tenure is not granted, the faculty member will be permitted to serve a seventh
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year as a terminal year. If a faculty member begins employment after July 1 and before January 1, the
remaining term of the faculty member’s initial appointment will count as the first year of the probationary
period, so that what is treated as the first year of a faculty member’s probationary period will not be
shorter than six months. If a faculty member has served in a tenure-track appointment at another
institution, his or her total probationary service may extend beyond six years.

The original appointment letter shall state the length of the faculty member's probationary period and the
academic year in which he or she must be considered for tenure if he or she has met the minimum
eligibility requirements for consideration (Section 4.11.1). The stipulation in the original appointment letter
of the length of the probationary period and the year of mandatory tenure consideration does not
guarantee retention until that time.

A faculty member may request an early consideration for tenure before the sixth year of his or her
probationary period but no sooner than the next regular tenure cycle after completion of the first year of
the probationary period.

For good cause related to procedural error (e.g., lack of due process), UTHSC and a tenure track faculty
member may agree in writing to extend a six-year probationary period for a maximum of two additional
years. The proposed extension must be approved in advance by the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, the
Chancellor, the President (or designee), and the General Counsel (or designee).

4.8.2 Suspension of Probationary Period

The UTHSC Chief Academic Officer shall decide whether the probationary period will be suspended when
the faculty member:

1. accepts a part time faculty position;
2. accepts an administrative position; or
3. is granted a leave of absence or modified duties assignment.

The UTHSC Chief Academic Officer shall give the faculty member written notice of the decision concerning
suspension of the probationary period. If the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer approves a suspension of the
probationary period, an extension of that period will be granted.

4.9 Transfer of Appointments
4.9.1 Transfers from Part Time to Full Time Appointments

If a part time faculty member later becomes a full time faculty member on the tenure track, the process of
a tenure track appointment must be followed (Sections 4.6 and 4.7). This includes adherence to all Equal
Opportunity and Affirmative Action requirements as this will be considered a new position for affirmative
action purposes. The time period during which the individual held a part-time faculty position may be
considered as part of a probationary period after which a recommendation for awarding tenure may be
made. Such credit for the earlier appointment is determined by the faculty member, the Chair, and the
Dean prior to the appointment to a tenure track position.
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4.9.2 Transfers Between Tracks

A nontenure track UTHSC faculty member may be appointed to a tenure track appointment on
recommendation of a Department Chair, with the approval of the Dean and after consultation with the
tenured and tenure track faculty of that department. In such cases, the process for a standard academic
appointment must be followed (Sections 4.6 and 4.7). In addition, such appointments must conform to all
Equal Opportunity and Affirmative Action requirements as this will be considered a new position for
affirmative action purposes. When such transfers are approved, the newly appointed tenure-track faculty
member can request that his/her full time effort prior to the transfer be applied to the probationary period;
such credit towards tenure must be agreed upon in writing by the Chair, the Dean, the Chief Academic
Officer, and the faculty member.

A tenure track faculty member may request transfer to the nontenure track on the recommendation of
his/her Department Chair, with the approval of the Dean. Such transfer shall not normally be refused for
faculty in good standing.

Only one transfer between nontenure and tenure tracks would normally be considered.
4.10 Notice of Non-Renewal

Notice that a tenure track faculty member's appointment will not be renewed for the next year shall be
made in writing by the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, upon the recommendation of the Chair and Dean,
according to the following schedule:

1. In the first year of the probationary period, not less than three months in advance;
2. Inthe second year of the probationary period, not less than six months in advance; and

3. In the third and subsequent years of the probationary period, not less than twelve months in
advance.

These notice requirements relate only to service in a probationary period with UTHSC. Credit for prior
service shall not be considered in determining the required notice. Notice of non-renewal shall be effective
upon personal delivery or upon mailing, postage prepaid, to the faculty member's residential address of
record at UTHSC.

The procedure for appeal of a decision for non-renewal of a faculty appointment is described in Section 7.
4.11  Criteria for Tenure

Tenure is awarded after a thorough review that culminates in the University acknowledging a reasonable
presumption of the faculty member's professional excellence, and the likelihood that excellence will
contribute substantially over a considerable period of time to the mission and anticipated needs of the
academic unit in which tenure is granted. Professional excellence is reflected in the faculty member's
teaching, research, and service including the faculty member's ability to interact appropriately with
colleagues and students. The relative weights of these factors will vary according to the fit between the
faculty member and the mission of the academic unit in which he or she is appointed. Thus, a positive
recommendation for the awarding of tenure is based not only on the individual's professional excellence
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but also may include consideration of the anticipated needs of the academic programs of UTHSC.
Consequently, a recommendation not to award tenure is not a judgment of incompetence.

4.11.1 General Criteria for Tenure at UTHSC

The basic criterion for tenure for a tenure track faculty member at UTHSC is fulfilling the distinctive
requirements established in writing by the department for the faculty position. The relative weighting is
determined at the time of initial appointment but may be changed during the probationary period by the
Chair and the faculty member during the Annual Performance and Planning Review(s). These distinctive
requirements may include performance in teaching, research, and service. Thus, the minimum criteria for a
positive recommendation for the award of tenure at UTHSC include the following:

1. fulfilling the distinctive requirements established in writing by the department for the faculty
position, and

2. possessing a record of academic achievement at UTHSC that strongly indicates that his or her
performance as a tenure track faculty member will meet the expectations and goals of the
department throughout his or her future academic career.

Furthermore, no faculty member at the rank of Instructor shall be recommended for the award of tenure
without a concurrent recommendation and a positive action for promotion to the rank of Assistant
Professor.

The Board's policy on tenure states that a college or a department may establish more-specific criteria for
tenure in that unit. The Board requires that, after approval by the Dean, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer,
and the Chancellor, these criteria for tenure shall be published in the bylaws of that academic unit. The
Board also requires that the tenure criteria for a department shall include and be consistent with the
criteria stated in the Board's policy, as well as any criteria established by the department's college and
UTHSC.

4.11.2 Candidate's Supporting Documentation

The Chair shall determine what deadlines are observed, provided these are consistent with UTHSC and the
department’s college deadlines. At least one month before the deadline for review by the tenured
departmental faculty, the Chair shall counsel the faculty member concerning updating his or her curriculum
vitae and the identification of supporting documentation to be submitted to the tenured departmental or
divisional faculty (or CPT Committee). The faculty member, in consultation with the Chair, shall compile a
dossier containing all documents to be submitted for review. Although each department’s tenured faculty
and Chair determine what additional items are required for a candidate’s dossier, the dossier must include
at least the following items:

1. Current Curriculum Vitae, in the form required by UTHSC;

2. The initial appointment letter and annual reappointment letters with all figures related to salary or
income completely obscured;

3. Annual accomplishments and goals, written by the candidate, since accepting a tenure-track faculty
appointment at UTHSC;
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Summaries of Annual Performance-and-Planning Reviews, written by the Chair and the faculty
member’s responses, if any, that correspond to the annual accomplishments and goals of item 3
above;
Documents pertaining to the candidate’s Interim Review, if relevant;

External reviews (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.11.2.1); and

Peer review of teaching (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.11.2.2).

The faculty member may also include in the dossier any other documents that he or she believes may assist
the tenured faculty in its review or be relevant to a positive recommendation. Such documents may
include, but are not limited to, sample publications; summaries of student teaching evaluations, as well as
other indicators of teaching performance.

Faculty members are encouraged to contact their Chair, the chair of their CPT Committee, or the Faculty
Senate for assistance with documenting performance relative to the criteria for the award of tenure.

4.11.2.1 External Reviews

In addition to internal letters of evaluation, external letters of evaluation must be obtained for all reviews
for promotion and for the final probationary review for the award of tenure.

a. Qualifications of Evaluators

1.

5.

Definitions for each category of evaluators are:
a. External evaluators are individuals who are not employed by or affiliated with UTHSC or
UTHSC's affiliated institutions.
b. Internal evaluators are individuals who are employed by or affiliated with the college,
UTHSC, or UTHSC's affiliated institutions.

External evaluators should be distinguished individuals in the candidate’s field who are in a position
to provide an assessment of the candidate’s current and projected contributions to the candidate’s
field of scholarship and to comment on their significance for the discipline.

Evaluators must be (a) at or above the candidate’s current rank (or equivalent), in the case of
tenure review only, or (b) at or above the rank (or equivalent) to which the candidate aspires to be
promoted. Appropriate evaluators should have sufficient expertise to evaluate the candidate’s
contributions in their areas of effort: teaching, research/scholarship, service, and, if applicable,
clinical care. Evaluators providing reviews for tenure must themselves hold tenure if offered at their
institution or the equivalent if tenure is not offered.

Letters should not be solicited from evaluators who would be considered to hold any conflict of
interest, as defined in the National Institutes of Health (NIH) definition of conflict of interest, or
who would be in any professional or personal relationship with the candidate that could reduce
objectivity. Questions as to the appropriateness of any external or internal evaluator should be
referred to the Dean’s office, with further review by UTHSC’s Chief Academic Officer if needed.

College bylaws may specify more explicit criteria for identifying potential evaluators.
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b. Number of Required Letters

While college bylaws may specify more than the number of required external and internal letters of
evaluation noted here, the following are the minimum requirements by rank. The candidate and the chair
should separately create a list of names of potential evaluators that is double the minimum number of
required letters.

1. Instructor to Assistant Professor: 3 internal letters of evaluation required

2. Assistant Professor to Associate Professor without tenure: 2 external and 3 internal letters of
evaluation required

3. Assistant Professor to Associate Professor with tenure: 3 external and 2 internal letters of
evaluation required

4. Associate Professor to Professor with or without tenure: 3 external and 2 internal letters of
evaluation required

5. Instances of tenure at any rank without promotion: 3 external and 2 internal letters of evaluation
required

c. Selection of Evaluators

All potential evaluators are to be identified by mutual agreement of the candidate and the chair. College
bylaws, and departmental bylaws if they exist, must specify the number (beyond the minimum, if
applicable) and general criteria for identifying potential evaluators.

In selecting evaluators, a candidate may prospectively reject the names of up to three proposed evaluators
without cause. In instances where the candidate and the chair cannot mutually agree on a potential
evaluator within five business days of receiving each other’s’ lists, the candidate and chair should present
their views to the departmental faculty who will then decide the disposition of the issue by anonymous
balloting within five business days. A simple majority vote prevails.

d. Solicitation of Letters of Evaluation

The individual responsible for this process at the collegiate level should normally solicit twice the number of
minimum required letters of evaluation, using the following guidance. A standard form letter must be used
for all candidate members within a college.

1. Materials to be sent to evaluators:

a. Candidate’s current curriculum vitae

b. Relevant supporting materials from the candidate’s dossier, e.g., teaching portfolio, sample
publications (generally no more than 2), summary of student and/or peer evaluations of
teaching, etc.

c. College and (if applicable) departmental bylaws and UTHSC Faculty Handbook statements
of criteria for the specific action(s) (e.g., promotion, tenure, or both)

d. Materials requested to be included by the candidate.
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2. General information to provide to evaluators in the request for evaluation:

a. Candidate’s name

b. Nature of the specific action(s) under consideration (e.g., promotion, tenure, or both)

c. Request for reviewer to comment on the candidate’s academic progress based on materials
provided and/or on the evaluator’s personal knowledge of the scientific and/or
professional contributions of the candidate

d. Request for reviewer to provide a frank appraisal of (1) the candidate’s research abilities
and creative achievements, including papers given at scholarly meetings; (2) the quality of
his/her publications or other creative work; (3) his/her reputation or standing in the field;
and (4) his/her potential for further growth and achievement. Reviewers may also be asked
to rate the candidate’s contributions in comparison with others they have known at the
same stage of professional development.

e. Request for reviewer to state the nature of any association with the candidate

f. Request for reviewer to state precisely what the letter of evaluation covers (e.g.,
promotion, tenure, or both)

g. Request for letters to be submitted on institutional letterhead with the evaluator’s
signature that includes rank as well as tenure status

h. Date when letter of evaluation must be received during the review cycle

i.  Thankyou

3. All letters should be addressed to the individual responsible for this process at the collegiate level.
4. Letters may be submitted via postal mail or email.

5. Whenever possible, external letters should be sought from (a) individuals at UTHSC’s comparable or
aspirational peer institutions or (b) from an outside institution similar to UTHSC (e.g., academic
health science center or research-intensive institution).

6. All letters solicited and received, even if more than the required minimum number, must be
included in the dossier unless the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer approves their removal from the
review process.

Within a department the number and nature of required letters should be uniformly applied to every
faculty member.

4.11.2.2 Peer Review of Teaching

Peer review of teaching is required for all tenure candidates. This requirement applies to tenure candidates
who will be reviewed in the tenure review cycle ending June 2020.

4.12  Locus of Tenure

Tenure at The University of Tennessee is granted in a particular academic unit (e.g., department, college) of
a specific campus in a position appropriate to the faculty member's qualifications. Reorganizations that
result in the merger or splitting of departments do not affect the tenure or probationary status of the
faculty involved.

If a tenured faculty member voluntarily transfers from one UT campus to another, his or her tenured status
is not transferred. However, a review by the responsible administrators in consultation with the tenured
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faculty of the receiving department may result in an immediate recommendation to the Board of Trustees
that tenure at the new campus be granted to the transferred individual; on the other hand, a new
probationary period in the receiving unit may be established. There shall be no involuntary transfer of
faculty members between campuses.

Transfers from another UT campus to UTHSC follow the procedures outlined for all new appointments in
Sections 4.6 and 4.7. All aspects of the new appointment — title, rank, terms of employment, and tenure —
are re-negotiated. This re-negotiation does not jeopardize the faculty member's participation in group
insurance, retirement plans, or other standard faculty benefits. Prior to the effective date of the transfer, all
conditions relating to tenure must be documented and accepted in writing by the transferring faculty
member.

Transfers of tenure between colleges and/or departments within UTHSC do not require Board approval, but
must be approved by the responsible campus administrators in consultation with the tenured faculty of the
receiving unit(s), with notice to the Board of Trustees provided by notifying the System Vice President with
responsibility for Academic Affairs. In any event, prior to the effective date of the transfer all conditions
relating to tenure must be documented and accepted, in writing, by the transferring faculty member. If a
nontenured, tenure track faculty member transfers from one existing department to another, a new
probationary period must be established and documented under the same guidelines that would be
followed if the faculty member came from another institution. All conditions relating to the new
probationary period must be documented and accepted, in writing, by the transferring faculty member.

If a tenured faculty member accepts a part time faculty position or an administration position with UTHSC,
neither of which can carry tenure, the faculty member retains tenure in the full-time faculty position he or
she vacated.

4.13  Faculty-Initiated Changes in Clinical Practice Affiliation

A faculty member who proposes to change his/her clinical practice affiliation while maintaining an
academic appointment must re-negotiate the terms of the academic appointment with the Chair and Dean.
The faculty member must initiate such negotiations in advance of the proposed change to allow time for
adequate discussion by all parties and for written response from the Dean. If, after consultation with the
Chair and the faculty member, it is the opinion of the Dean that the faculty member can continue to fulfill
all of his/her assigned UTHSC missions and otherwise fulfill the needs of the University within the proposed
clinical practice affiliation, there may be no need for substantive changes to the faculty member’s academic
appointment, compensation, and/or tenure status. If not, after negotiation, the faculty member would be
advised in writing, in a timely manner, that the proposed change in clinical practice affiliation would require
a change in academic appointment, compensation, and/or tenure status. The nature of this change would
be determined on a case-by-case basis. Negotiations regarding such changes must be carried out in good
faith by the faculty member, the Chair, and Dean, recognizing the long-standing commitment of the
tenured faculty member. Ultimately any change in the clinical practice affiliation must meet the needs of
the college and UTHSC. Changing clinical practice affiliation without the prior written approval of the Chair
and Dean constitutes resignation of a faculty member’s academic appointment and consequently,
relinquishment of tenure (Section 8.1.1). The faculty member may appeal the Dean’s decision through the
normal grievance process in Section 7. Any such appeal should be filed prior to the date of resignation from
his/her current practice affiliation.
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4.14  Career Development and Evaluation of Tenure Track Faculty Members
4.14.1 General

Promotion in academic rank and the award of tenure are separate issues at The University of Tennessee. It
is the prerogative of UTHSC to undertake a series of reviews of a tenure track faculty member in his/her
probationary period to determine whether retention is in order before the end of the probationary period
stipulated.

The performance of each tenure track faculty member must be evaluated by the Chair and the faculty
member's tenured colleagues. At UTHSC, for a faculty member on a tenure track, formal review of the
individual's accomplishments is undertaken by the Chair annually. In addition, interim and final retention
evaluations of each tenure track faculty member are conducted by the Chair, with advice from and an
anonymous vote of the tenured faculty of the department in which the candidate holds his or her position.
The primary basis for a recommendation of retention is fulfillment of the distinctive requirements
established in writing by the department for the faculty position that a tenure track faculty member fills.

4.14.2 Expectations Regarding Career Development of Tenure Track Faculty Members

Throughout their probationary period tenure track faculty are expected to develop and progress in their
academic accomplishments. Faculty career development for a tenure track faculty member during the
probationary period is the progression from initial appointment to the attainment of tenure. Successful
career development is primarily the responsibility of the individual faculty member; however, guidance
should be provided by the faculty member's Chair in consultation with the tenured faculty of the
department.

4.14.3 Career Development and Evaluation Process for Tenure Track Faculty Members
The career development and evaluation process for tenure track faculty members in the probationary
period is a series of meetings, involving the faculty member and the Chair. The purposes of these meetings

are to:

1. mutually establish academic (e.g., teaching, research, service, and/or patient care) goals for the
faculty member;

2. evaluate the faculty member's performance in achieving these previously established academic
goals;

3. provide the faculty member with a routine opportunity to seek and receive advice and guidance
from the Chair and the tenured faculty of the department; and

4. assess the progress towards attainment of tenure.
The tenured faculty of the department also participate in the processes described below. Any faculty
member who feels aggrieved by the career development and evaluation process as applied to him or her

may appeal through the provisions of Section 7. The career development and evaluation process is as
follows:
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4.14.3.1 Initial Meeting with the Chair

In his or her annual appointment letter, the tenure-track faculty member is advised in writing of the
schedule for tenure and the final review date. As soon as possible after arriving at UTHSC but no longer
than 30 days, the new tenure track faculty member must meet with the Chair to review the terms of the
appointment, to receive the initial work assignment, and to mutually establish the academic goals to be
achieved by the faculty member during the first academic year (or partial year). At this time the Chair will
give the tenure track faculty member copies of the collegiate and departmental bylaws, including guidelines
for the award of tenure.

4.14.3.2 Annual Performance and Planning Review

The procedure for these reviews and forms relating to this review can be found in the Faculty Evaluation
Manual. Annually, each regular full-time tenure track faculty member in his/her probationary period must
meet with the Chair to review his or her performance in achieving previously established academic goals, to
receive the work assignment, and to mutually establish the academic goals to be achieved by the faculty
member during the coming year. In addition, each year the Chair advises the faculty member concerning
how much probationary time is left and how the quality of his or her performance is likely to be assessed. A
document summarizing the review - including a summary rating of the faculty member's performance -
must be signed by the faculty member (to acknowledge receipt of the review document) and the Chair (see
Faculty Evaluation Manual). Copies of these Annual Performance and Planning Reviews are given to the
faculty member and placed in the faculty member's personnel file.

4.14.3.3 Interim Probationary Review

For each tenure track faculty member, the department and the Chair will conduct an enhanced review to
assess and inform the faculty member of his or her progress toward the grant of tenure during the third or
fourth year of the probationary period (with the year to be determined in the department chair’s sole
discretion). The purpose of the Interim Review is to establish a mutual understanding between the faculty
member and the Chair regarding his or her progress towards attainment of tenure.

This two-part review will be conducted by the tenured faculty in the department, and by the Chair at the
same time as the Annual Performance and Planning Review. After reviewing each tenure track faculty
member's dossier (Section 4.11.2), the tenured faculty will record a formal, anonymous vote on the
individual's progress towards tenure.

A report will be written to the faculty member's Chair and will contain the following: a list of the
participating tenured faculty members; all suggestions; the majority and minority views, if relevant; and the
summary vote. The Chair will present and discuss the tenured faculty's report, as well as his or her own
assessment, with the faculty member during the Annual Performance and Planning Review; this meeting
with the Chair constitutes the second part of the Interim Review. The Chair will certify in the summary of
the Annual Performance and Planning Review that the Interim Review by the tenured faculty has been
completed and note the results thereof. Copies of these interim review documents are given to the faculty
member and placed in his or her personnel file.

A favorable Interim Review does not commit the department or the college to a subsequent
recommendation for the award of tenure. A negative Interim Review by either the tenured departmental
faculty or the Chair should place the candidate on notice of deficiencies that must be corrected before the
award of tenure could be recommended. In response to a negative review, the Chair and the faculty
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member should develop a written plan whereby the faculty member can meet the departmental
expectations; this plan must be contained in the summary of the Annual Performance and Planning Review.
Alternatively, an unfavorable review may lead to a notice of non-renewal (Section 4.10).

At any time during the probationary period, the Chair may request that the tenured faculty review the
faculty member's progress.

4.14.3.4 Final Probationary Review

Each year the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer publishes and distributes a detailed schedule for the Final
Probationary Reviews and the process related to the recommendation of the award of tenure. Generally, a
faculty member's preparation for this review begins in September. Each candidate will prepare a dossier,
containing the documents required for this review by the tenured departmental faculty (Section 4.11.2).
Extra-departmental review of the dossier may be permitted in any case and required when sufficient
expertise is lacking among the tenured departmental faculty.

Prior to one year before the end of the probationary period, the tenured departmental faculty make a
thorough review of the dossier. Following the review of each candidate's dossier, the participating tenured
faculty will meet and record a formal, anonymous vote on the recommendation to award or not award
tenure. The tenured faculty report to the Chair shall contain the following: a list of the participating tenured
faculty members; the majority and minority views, if relevant; and the summary vote. A copy of this report
must accompany the request for the award of tenure forwarded to the CPT Committee, the Dean, the
UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, and the Chancellor.

Some faculty members may be recommended for the award of tenure earlier than one year before the end
of their probationary period. However, this is an exceptional request that must be accompanied by a
separate letter of explanation from the Chair and the Dean to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer in addition
to the dossier and letters of recommendation from the tenured departmental faculty and the Chair.
Individuals recommended for the award of tenure at this time will be evaluated primarily on their
accomplishments at UTHSC and on the value of the faculty member to UTHSC in the future.

4.15 Procedures for Consideration and Grant of Tenure

The UTHSC procedures for considering a faculty member for tenure include and are consistent with the
minimum components stated in The University of Tennessee Policies Governing Academic Freedom,
Responsibility, and Tenure (see http://bot.tennessee.edu/policies-acad.html).

4.15.1 Tenured Faculty's Recommendation

According to the Board's policy on tenure, an adequate evaluation of a tenure candidate's qualifications,
professional contributions, potential, and determination of whether he or she should be accepted as a
tenured member of the UTHSC academic community, requires the judgment of both the candidate's faculty
colleagues and the responsible administrators. Thus, although recommendations for tenure are
administrative actions that must be approved by the President or Board of Trustees, there should be no
positive recommendation for tenure without formal consultation with the tenured faculty of the
department in which the candidate holds his or her position. At UTHSC this formal consultation with the
tenured faculty in the candidate's department is contained in the Interim and Final Probationary Reviews of
the candidate's performance by the tenured faculty of his or her department (Sections 4.14.3.3 and
4.14.3.4).

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 34 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



UTHSC Faculty Handbook

Tenure resides in a community of scholars competent to evaluate a candidate's professional contributions
and to determine whether, on the basis of past and potential contributions, he or she should be accepted
as a permanent member of that community. The Board requires that each department shall establish
bylaws governing the tenured faculty's consideration of a candidate for tenure that are consistent with
applicable college or campus bylaws but may be more restrictive. Departmental bylaws for tenure
consideration shall not be required, however, if the college dean and the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer
have approved application of the procedures established in college bylaws in lieu of departmental
procedures. Each department must certify in writing to the college dean and the Chief Academic Officer
whether they will or will not establish departmental bylaws and procedures. The certification will be posted
on the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer’s website. These bylaws shall provide for a meeting of the tenured
faculty to debate and discuss the tenure candidacy. The bylaws shall also provide for the manner of taking
and recording a formal vote of the tenured faculty on whether the candidate should be recommended for
tenure and shall establish the minimum number of votes necessary to constitute a positive
recommendation. The vote shall be cast anonymously. At UTHSC the tenured faculty recommendation and
formal, anonymous vote is contained in the report of Final Probationary Review (Section 4.14.3.4).

4.15.2 Department Chair's Recommendation

The vote of the tenured faculty is advisory to the Department Chair. After making an independent
judgment on the tenure candidacy, the Chair shall submit his or her recommendation to the Dean with a
written explanation of his or her judgment, with a copy provided to the tenure candidate and the
departmental tenured faculty at the same time (Section 4.14.3.4). If the Chair's recommendation differs
from the recommendation of the tenured faculty, he/she must explain the reasons for the differing
judgment, and the Chair must provide a copy of the explanation to the tenure candidate and the
departmental tenured faculty. The tenured faculty will meet again to consider whether a dissenting report
should be developed and forwarded to the Chair of the CPT Committee, with a copy provided to the
Department Chair, the Dean, and the tenure candidate at the same time.

4.15.3 Dean's Recommendation

All tenure recommendations of the Department Chair, whether positive or negative, shall be reviewed by
the Dean of the college. The Dean shall use the CPT Committee as advisory to his/her decisions. The CPT
committee is described in Section 4.4.3.

Recommendations and supporting documents for each candidate for the award of tenure will be forwarded
to the collegiate academic officer by the Department Chair. Recommendations are presented by the
collegiate academic officer to the CPT Committee. The committee will vote anonymously on each
recommendation, thereby making a positive or a negative recommendation on each candidate to the Dean.
The summary vote of the CPT Committee, as well as any dissenting report from a tenured departmental
faculty, must be included with the supporting documents and forwarded to the Dean and the UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer, and the Chancellor.

If the CPT Committee renders a negative recommendation, the Department Chair will be informed in
writing of the reason(s) for the recommendation. The Department Chair may appeal to the Dean before the
recommendation at the college level is made.

The Dean will make a recommendation based on advice of the CPT Committee, the Department Chair and
the tenured departmental faculty, as well as on the basis of other circumstances, including personal
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knowledge of individuals and the needs of the college. In the case of a positive recommendation by the
Dean, he or she will advise the Chair. In a case of any negative recommendation by the Dean, the Dean will
provide the individual faculty member and the Chair with written notice of that recommendation. The
faculty member must be notified about the negative recommendation and must be informed of his or her
right to consult with the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer prior to or at the same time as the Dean forwards
the recommendation to the next level of review. After making an independent judgment on the tenure
candidacy, the Dean shall forward his or her recommendation and explanation for the recommendation to
the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, with a copy provided to the tenure candidate at the same time.

4.15.4 Recommendation of the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer

All tenure recommendations of the Dean, whether positive or negative, shall be reviewed by the UTHSC
Chief Academic Officer. The UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, in consultation with the Chancellor, evaluates
the college recommendations in light of general knowledge of individuals and the needs of UTHSC. During
March and April, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, prepares a consolidated report. After making an
independent judgment on the tenure candidacy, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, shall forward his or her
recommendation and summary explanation for the recommendation to the Chancellor, with a copy
provided to the tenure candidate at the same time.

4.15.5 Chancellor's Recommendation

During April, all tenure recommendations of the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, whether positive or
negative, shall be reviewed by the Chancellor. After making an independent judgment on the tenure
candidacy, the Chancellor shall forward only positive recommendations, with a summary explanation for
the recommendation to the President, with a copy provided to the tenure candidate at the same time by
the beginning of May. Summary information on each faculty member being considered for tenure should
be sent to the System Vice President with responsibility for Academic Affairs.

If the Chancellor reverses a negative recommendation, he or she will advise the Chief Academic Officer, the
Dean, the Chair, and the faculty member. If the Chancellor does not reverse a negative recommendation,
the faculty member will be advised regarding the appeal process (Section 7).

The Chancellor may decide that the best interests of UTHSC are not served by the award of tenure to a
faculty member. In case of a negative recommendation by the Chancellor reversing a positive
recommendation, the Chancellor must meet with the faculty member, the Chief Academic Officer, the
Dean, and the Chair to explain the reason(s) for the adverse recommendation. At the faculty member's
request, the Chancellor must provide the faculty member with written notice of the recommendation
(Section 4.10), giving the reason(s) for that recommendation, and stating that the faculty member may
appeal the recommendation in accordance with the provisions of Section 7.

4.15.6 President's Action or Recommendation

The President acts only on the Chancellor’s positive recommendation for tenure. If the President concurs in
the positive recommendation, he or she shall grant tenure if he or she is authorized to do so, and the
Chancellor shall give the faculty member written notice of the effective date of tenure. If only the Board is
authorized to grant tenure, the President shall submit the recommendation to grant tenure, and summary
explanation for the recommendation, to the Board of Trustees. If the President does not concur in the
positive recommendation of the Chancellor, the Chancellor shall give the faculty member, Chair, Dean, and
Chief Academic Officer written notice that tenure will not be awarded.
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4.15.7 Action by the Board of Trustees when Required

Only the Board of Trustees is authorized to grant tenure in certain cases specified in Article I11.B. of the
Board of Trustees’ Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and Tenure. In those cases, the
Board of Trustees acts only on the President’s positive recommendations for tenure. After positive action
by the Board of Trustees to grant tenure, the President shall give the faculty member written notice of the
effective date of tenure.

4.16 Career Development and Evaluation of Tenured Faculty Members
4.16.1 General

Faculty career development for tenured faculty members is the progression from the attainment of tenure
to the attainment of the rank of professor, and, following these milestones, to an ongoing career of
continually increasing academic achievement. Successful career development is primarily the responsibility
of the individual faculty member; however, guidance should be provided by the faculty member's Chair. For
a tenured faculty member, formal review of the individual's accomplishments is undertaken annually by the
Chair as part of the faculty member's Annual Performance and Planning Review.

Competent teaching is a crucial responsibility for faculty members with teaching assignments, and the
effective use of appropriate instructional evaluation (including departmental files on class syllabi and
related materials, student evaluation, and peer evaluation) is important to all objective review processes.
Faculty members with research responsibilities should have the quantity and quality of their work fairly
assessed. Each faculty member's service contributions, if applicable, should be evaluated impartially. At
UTHSC this evaluation process primarily emphasizes professional career development and usually
integrates developmental goals of faculty members with departmental mission and priorities.

4.16.2 Career Development Planning and Evaluation Process for Tenured Faculty Members

Generally, the career development and evaluation process for tenured faculty members is a series of
meetings, involving the faculty member and the Chair. The objectives of these meetings are:

1. to mutually establish academic goals for the faculty member (i.e., distinctive requirements of the
faculty position in teaching, research, service, and/or patient care);

2. to evaluate the faculty member's performance in achieving these previously established academic
goals; and

3. to provide the faculty member with a routine opportunity to seek and receive advice and guidance
from the Chair.

Any faculty member who feels aggrieved by the career development and evaluation process as applied to
him or her may appeal through the provisions of Section 7.

4.16.3 Annual Performance and Planning Review

The Board's policy on tenure states that each faculty member and his or her Department Chair will engage
in a formal Annual Performance and Planning Review, examining the previous year's activities and planning
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what should occur during the coming year. The procedure for the Annual Performance and Planning
Reviews at UTHSC is found in Appendix J. The Board's policy also stipulates that each faculty member's
Annual Performance and Planning Review should proceed from guidelines and criteria which are
appropriate to the department, college, and UTHSC (Section 4.4.2). A document summarizing the review —
including an objective rating of the faculty member's performance — must be signed by the faculty member
(to acknowledge receipt of the review document) and the Chair; a copy must be sent to the Dean. Copies of
the summary document and the Annual Performance and Planning Review are given to the faculty member
and placed in his or her personnel file.

Annually, each tenured faculty member must meet with the Chair. The purpose of this meeting is three-
fold:

1. toreview the faculty member's performance in achieving previously established academic goals;

2. toreceive the work assignment for the coming year; and . ( Deleted: academic

3. to mutually establish the academic goals to be achieved by the faculty member during the coming
year.

At any time the Chair or faculty member may request that the tenured departmental faculty also review the
faculty member's performance. At UTHSC, summary ratings indicate that during the past year the faculty
member's performance was “Exceeds Expectations for Rank,” “Meets Expectations for Rank,” “Needs
Improvement for Rank” or “Unsatisfactory for Rank”. UTHSC should recognize and seek to reward faculty

members, who receive “Exceeds Expectations for Rank” ratings (Section M,LGE\), " commented [CR11: 4.15.6 was an incorrect reference to
Similarly, the Dean meets and evaluates the performance of the Chairs and other full time faculty who e e oo econmendation Pihenl el elictbatis

H : . . . _entitled "Recognition of Excellence"
report directly to the Dean. Copies of Annual Performance and Planning Reviews are given to those

. . . ' ( Deleted: 15
reviewed and placed in their personnel files. p
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4.16.4 Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance Review (EPPR)

Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance Review (EPPR) is an expanded and in-depth performance evaluation
conducted by a committee of tenured peers and administered by the chief academic officer. Procedures for
conducting an EPPR are detailed in Appendix M.

This policy recognizes that the work of a faculty member is not neatly separated into academic or calendar
years. To ensure that performance is evaluated in the context of ongoing work, the period of performance
subject to enhanced review is the five most recent annual performance review cycles. UTHSC campus
administration must collect and maintain sufficient data regarding annual performance reviews to
implement this policy effectively.

An Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance Review must be initiated when the chief academic officer
determines that a faculty member has:
e requested an EPPR, after at least four annual performance review cycles since the last enhanced
review (such as a previous EPPR or a review in connection with tenure or promotion);
e received one overall annual performance rating of “Unsatisfactory”; or
e received two overall annual performance ratings of “Needs Improvement” during any four
consecutive annual performance review cycles.
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a. Administration of the EPPR by the Chief Academic Officer*

The EPPR process will be administered under the direction and oversight of the UTHSC chief academic
officer. As with any performance evaluation, the chief academic officer may overrule a performance rating
assigned by a department chair or dean during the annual review process. This practice ensures that when
an EPPR process is activated by one or more negative performance ratings (4.16.3 above), the chief
academic officer is aware of existing concerns.

The task of administering the EPPR requires implementation of this policy and the procedures detailed in
Appendix M, as well as any additional steps the chief academic officer finds necessary to comply with the
policy objectives. For example, the chief academic officer may be required to adapt the implementation of
this policy to satisfy legal requirements (such as limitations on disclosure of student information) or
respond to unexpected events (such as replacement of a committee member who becomes unable to
serve).

b. Peer Review Committee’s Charge

The peer review committee is charged to review the information relevant to the faculty member’s
performance during the review period and to conclude whether or not that performance has satisfied the
expectations for the faculty member’s discipline and academic rank.

As detailed in Appendix M, the expectations for faculty performance may differ by college, department, and
even among sub-disciplines within a department or program. Those expectations may be commonly-held
standards in the discipline or sub-discipline. Those expectations may be stated explicitly in the faculty
member’s own past annual performance reviews, work assignments, goals or other planning tools
(however identified), as well as department or college bylaws, the UTHSC Faculty Handbook, the Board of
Trustees Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and Tenure, and in other generally-
applicable policies and procedures (for example, fiscal, human resources, safety, research, or information
technology policies and procedures).

The peer review committee must reach a conclusion as to whether or not the performance has satisfied the
expectations for the faculty member’s discipline and academic rank. If the peer review committee
concludes that the faculty member’s performance has not met the expectations for the discipline and
academic rank, the committee must also recommend either that an EPPR improvement plan be developed
as detailed in Appendix M, or that tenure be terminated for Adequate Cause under the UTHSC Faculty
Handbook (§8.3) and the UT Board of Trustees Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and
Tenure.

The committee must report its conclusions and recommendations in writing, including an explanation for
each conclusion or recommendation, and enumerating the anonymously cast vote and dissenting
explanation for any conclusion or recommendation that is not adopted unanimously. The faculty member
must have an opportunity to review and respond to the committee’s report.

All written conclusions, reasoning upon which they are based, and recommendations of the peer review
committee must be reviewed and considered by the chief academic officer and the Chancellor.

4 Where indicated in Appendix M, the chief academic officer may delegate tasks, but not decisions, associated with the
EPPR to an associate or assistant vice chancellor for academic affairs, or other appropriate campus administrator, but
will remain responsible for making any decisions assigned to the chief academic officer.
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c. Review and Action by the Chancellor

The Chancellor may accept the peer review committee’s conclusions and recommendations or make
different conclusions in a written explanation provided to the faculty member with copies to the chief
academic officer, dean, department chair, and members of the peer review committee. Based on those
conclusions, the Chancellor may take further action as deemed appropriate, including (without limitation)
actions described in the Board of Trustees Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and
Tenure, in the UTHSC Faculty Handbook, or in any other policy and procedures generally applicable to
faculty.

If the Chancellor concludes (based on the recommendation of a peer review committee or based on
independent review of the EPPR materials) that an EPPR improvement plan is warranted, the Chancellor
will promptly direct the chief academic officer to oversee development of the plan (Appendix M).

d. Final Review and Action Following Any EPPR Improvement Plan

If an EPPR improvement plan is implemented, the peer review committee must reconvene to review
performance under the plan and to decide whether or not performance under the plan satisfies the
expectations for the faculty member’s discipline and academic rank. The committee must report its
conclusions and recommendations in writing, as described in Appendix M. The chief academic officer and
the Chancellor must review all conclusions and recommendations of the peer review committee. The
Chancellor may: (1) accept the committee’s conclusions and recommendations; (2) provide a written
explanation of different conclusions, provided to the faculty member with copies to the chief academic
officer, dean, department chair, and members of the peer review committee; or (3) take further action
deemed appropriate, including (without limitation) actions described in the Board of Trustees Policies
Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and Tenure, in the UTHSC Faculty Handbook, or any other
policy and procedures generally applicable to faculty.

e. Coordination of APPR and EPPR Review Process

For a faculty member whose past performance is being reviewed under the EPPR process, an alternate form
of APPR (documented on the appropriate form as noted in Appendix J) must be used in lieu of the normal
APPR form to evaluate the faculty member’s ongoing performance. This alternate form of APPR results in
an overall performance rating for the faculty member for the purposes of considering eligibility for annual
salary adjustments (including across-the-board and other raises). See Appendix J.

4.16.5 Career Remediation Program

The Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance Review allows and encourages an under-performing faculty
member to improve with collegial and institutional support. In a case in which this review indicates need for
improvement and an EPPR improvement plan is initiated, UTHSC will provide the faculty member
opportunities and support to improve his or her performance. These opportunities and resources may
include, but are not limited to the following: (a) consultation with colleagues for purposes of assisting in
problem areas; (b) appropriate reallocation of departmental assignments to facilitate updating and
improving the faculty member's teaching or research; (c) access to a program for improvement; (d) access
to a program for personal counseling; or (e) resources to improve teaching or perform research as
appropriate.
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4.16.6 Recognition of Excellence

Whenever feasible, UTHSC should recognize and seek to reward faculty members who receive “Exceeds
Expectations” ratings on their Annual Performance and Planning Review. Such rewards may include, but
need not be limited to the following: (a) a financial reward; (b) additional research or clerical support; (c)
special travel funds; (d) provision of opportunities for participating in professional enrichment conferences
or seminars; and (e) UTHSC recognition of individual faculty members for outstanding achievement.
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SECTION 5 SELECTION, APPOINTMENT, AND CAREER DEVELOPMENT OF NONTENURE TRACK

FACULTY MEMBERS

Nontenure track faculty members are hired for a limited scope of faculty activities, with a primary role in
clinical care, teaching or research/scholarly activity and at least a minimal contribution in one or more of
the other missions of the university. The three types of nontenure track appointment are defined in
Section 6.2.2 — Clinician Educator, Research Appointment, Limited Duration Appointment. In addition all
part time faculty appointments are nontenure track. As with tenure track faculty members, the selection
and the ongoing career development of nontenure track faculty members are essential to the fulfillment of
the mission of UTHSC.

5.1

5.1.1

Selection of Nontenure Track Faculty Members

Criteria for Selecting Nontenure Track Faculty Members

Appropriate candidates for nontenure track faculty appointment include those who:

fulfill the basic criteria for appropriate faculty rank as outlined in Section 6.1 of this Faculty
Handbook,

fulfill the distinctive requirements established by the department for the faculty position to be
filled, and

possess documentation of academic achievement and credentials (acquired as a student, a faculty
member, a postdoctoral appointee, research associate, or during a fellowship or residency) that
strongly indicate that the performance as a full-time faculty member will be outstanding
throughout his or her future academic career.

Proper credentials are the primary criteria for nontenure track faculty appointments. Credentials include,
but are not limited to, academic degrees, postdoctoral training, residency, fellowship, certification, and

other appropriate education and experience. The initial appointment of an individual to a specific faculty
rank must be based on credentials documented through the institutions from which they were obtained.

5.1.2

Process for Selecting Nontenure Track Faculty Members

On the basis of a demonstrated need of the unit’s academic, clinical, or research program and
availability of funding, the Chair, Division Chief or Principal Investigator submits a written request
to the Dean for a new or replacement faculty position.

The Dean authorizes the new or replacement nontenure track faculty position to be filled.

The Chair, Division Chief, or Principal Investigator prepares a description of the open position and
initiates the appropriate UTHSC recruitment process to identify candidates.

When a search advisory committee is required by campus search procedures, either the Chair,
Division Chief, or Principal Investigator may appoint the committee.
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5. The Chair, Division Chief, or Principal Investigator may consult with the departmental faculty of
equal or higher academic rank to that of the prospective appointee before nominations are
forwarded.

6. The Chair, Division Chief, or Principal Investigator selects the candidate to be recommended for the
position.

7. The Chair, Division Chief, or Principal Investigator holds informal discussions with the selected
candidate concerning rank, salary, and other conditions of employment, and the candidate's
willingness to accept such conditions, if a formal offer is made by UTHSC.

8. If the selected candidate is willing to accept the conditions of employment, the Chair proceeds to
the appointment process described in Sections 4.7.1 and 4.7.2.

5.1.3 Role of the Department Chair

The Department Chair is the academic and administrative leader of the department's faculty. The Chair is
responsible for managing the department and for general oversight of faculty activities. The Chair is
responsible for overseeing the career development of all faculty members in the department. The Chair
may delegate some of these responsibilities to a Division Chief or to the relevant supervisor of the
nontenure track faculty member.

5.1.4 Role of the Nontenure Track Faculty of the Department

Nontenure track faculty members are entitled to academic freedom and are encouraged to participate in a
broad range of campus activities. Some faculty committees, such as those concerned with promotion of
tenure track faculty, the award of tenure, and termination of tenured faculty for adequate cause, are
limited to faculty with tenure, and therefore formal participation may not be appropriate for nontenure
track faculty. Nonetheless, a Department Chair or Division Chief may informally solicit recommendations
from nontenure track faculty when their expertise is deemed relevant. Nontenure track faculty may also
serve as formal, full-voting members of other departmental, college, or campus committees depending on
their expertise, interest, and availability.

5.1.5 Nepotism

The University permits the employment of relatives as defined in Tennessee Code Annotated §8-31-103
(see www.tennessee.gov/attorneygeneral/op/2005/0p/op104.pdf), but they must not be placed in the
same direct line of supervision, thereby being able to determine the appointment, retention, salary,
promotion, or other aspects of the employment of their relatives. Where faculty members are in a position
of responsibility affecting a relative, they must waive authority and defer to the next higher administrative
officer.

5.1.6 Certification of Effective Communication in English

An individual who is a candidate for an appointment to a teaching position and whose native language is
not English is evaluated by the Chair regarding the ability to communicate effectively with students in the
English language (Policy on Certification of Effective Communication in English (see
http://www.uthsc.edu/policies/w932_document_show.php?p=229.) The method of evaluation shall be
noted in the college bylaws and must provide for consistent, thorough, and effective evaluation. If the Chair
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finds the individual's ability acceptable, he or she so certifies in writing to the Dean, indicating the method
of assessment that was employed.

5.2 Transfer from a Nontenure Track to a Tenure Track Appointment

A nontenure track faculty member may request transfer to the tenure track on recommendation of a
Department Chair, with the approval of the Dean, and after consultation with the tenured and tenure track
faculty of the department.

In such cases, the process for a tenure track appointment must be followed (Sections 4.6 and 4.7). In
addition, such an appointment must conform to all Equal Opportunity and Affirmative Action requirements,
as this will be considered a new position for Affirmative Action purposes. When such a transfer is approved,
the newly appointed tenure-track faculty member can request that his/her full-time effort prior to the
transfer be applied to the probationary period. Such credit toward tenure must be agreed upon in writing
by the Department Chair, the Dean, the Chief Academic Officer, and the faculty member.

A tenure track faculty member may request transfer to the nontenure track on the recommendation of
his/her Department Chair, with the approval of the Dean. Such transfer shall not normally be refused for
faculty in good standing.

Only one transfer between nontenure and tenure tracks would normally be considered.
5.3 Career Development and Evaluation of Nontenure Track Faculty
5.3.1 Career Development

Career development for nontenure track faculty members includes continually increasing academic
achievement as marked by the progression to the rank of professor. Guidelines and process for promotion
in academic rank are the same for both nontenure track and tenure track faculty members (Sections 6.8
and 6.9).

Career development is primarily the responsibility of the individual faculty member; however, guidance
should be provided by the faculty member's Chair or designated supervisor. The focus of career
development depends on the nature of the nontenure track appointment.

For faculty hired as teachers, the assessment will focus on the faculty member’s success as an educator;
and the individual conducting the assessment shall review the instructional materials that were created by
the faculty member, including class syllabi and related course materials, as well as the evaluations of
teaching effectiveness obtained from students and peers.

For faculty hired primarily for research, the evaluation should be carried out by the appropriate supervisor
and should focus on the quantity and quality of the research assigned.

5.3.2 Evaluation through the Annual Performance and Planning Review
Each faculty member must meet with his/her Chair or relevant supervisor at least once a year for a formal

Annual Performance and Planning Review. In addition, either the Chair or the faculty member may at any
time request that the tenured departmental faculty review his/her performance.
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That Annual Performance and Planning Review is based on criteria and guidelines appropriate to the
specific department, college, and campus, and the meeting serves at least four purposes:

1. Toreview and discuss the faculty member's performance in achieving previously established goals;

2. To convey the faculty member’s work assignment for the upcoming year or other appointment
period;

3. Todiscuss and establish the academic goals to be achieved by the faculty member during the
upcoming year or other appointment period; and

4. To provide the faculty member with a routine opportunity to seek and receive advice and guidance.

A written summary of the review must be prepared, including the following ratings designed to indicate
whether the faculty member's performance “Exceeds Expectations for Rank,” “Meets Expectations for
Rank,” “Needs Improvement for Rank,” or is “Unsatisfactory for Rank.”

This summary must be signed by the faculty member (to acknowledge receipt of the document) and by the
Chair or relevant supervisor, with a copy to the Dean. Copies of the summary document and any other
appropriate documents are given to the faculty member and placed in appropriate files — e.g. the faculty
member’s Human Resources and Academic Affairs files. An example of the summary document and details
regarding the evaluation procedure can be found in the Faculty Evaluation Manual.

Any faculty member who feels aggrieved by the career development and evaluation process as applied to
him or her may appeal through the provisions of Section 7.

5.3.3 Outstanding Performance to be Rewarded When Feasible

Whenever feasible, UTHSC should recognize and seek to reward faculty members who receive “Exceeds
Expectations” ratings on their Annual Performance and Planning Review. Such rewards may include, but
need not be limited to the following: a financial reward; additional research or clerical support; special
travel funds; provision of opportunities for participating in professional enrichment conferences or
seminars; and UTHSC recognition of individual faculty members for outstanding achievement.

5.3.4 Performance Rated “Needs Improvement” or “Unsatisfactory”

Any nontenure track faculty member whose performance is rated “Needs Improvement” or “Unsatisfactory
for Rank” shall not be eligible for merit pay or for a performance based salary supplement. In such cases,
the Chair or supervisor may recommend an improvement plan to correct areas of poor performance.
Alternatively, the Chair or supervisor may recommend non-renewal of the appointment for the upcoming
year (or other appointment period).

A faculty member on an improvement plan must provide to the Chair or supervisor a written interim
progress report of remedial steps taken with copies forwarded to the Dean. Such reports must be
submitted by the midpoint of the upcoming appointment period. If, in the opinion of the Chair or relevant
supervisor, sufficient progress towards remediation has not been made, he/she may recommend that the
appointment be terminated for adequate cause (as defined in Section 8.2) under the procedure described
in Section 5.5 below.
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5.4 Renewal of Nontenure Track Appointments and Notice Requirements for Non-Renewal

Notice for nonrenewal of nontenure track faculty appointments is determined by the type of faculty
appointment held (e.g. Clinician Educator, Research, or Limited Duration Appointment, Section 6.2.2).

When notice of nonrenewal is required, such notice that an appointment will not be renewed for the next
year shall be made in writing by the Chief Academic Officer, upon the recommendation of the Department
Chair and Dean. Notice of non-renewal shall be effective upon personal delivery or upon mailing, postage
prepaid, to the faculty member's residential address of record at UTHSC.

Clinician educator appointments are normally renewed annually assuming continuing need, mutual
interest, satisfactory performance and availability of funding. For such appointments, notice of non-
renewal shall be provided no less than three months before the expiration of the current annual
appointment.

Failure to provide notice at least three months before the expiration of the current annual appointment
shall not entitle the faculty member to a new one-year appointment as long as notice is provided at some
point before expiration of the current annual appointment. In that event, either the appointment shall be
extended to permit three months’ notice, or the faculty member shall be provided some combination of
notice and salary equivalent to a total of three months’ notice. If notice of non-renewal is not provided to a
Clinician Educator before the expiration of the current appointment, a new one-year appointment is
created.

A Research appointment is, by its definition, funding-limited. A Research appointment automatically
expires when funding lapses. Whenever feasible, however, the faculty member on a Research appointment
should receive no less than one month’s notice of the funding lapse. If less than one month’s notice of the
funding lapse is provided, the appointment shall be extended for the duration required or the faculty
member will be provided with some combination of notice and salary equivalent to one month’s notice of
the termination of the faculty member’s employment.

Limited Duration Appointments are not renewed automatically and notice of non-renewal is not provided
to a faculty member holding such an appointment. Rather, a Limited Duration Appointment expires by its
own terms unless it has been expressly renewed in writing before the expiration of the term. The total
length of a Limited Duration Appointment cannot exceed three years.
(https://my.tennessee.edu/portal/page?_pageid=34,140536& _dad=portal&_schema=PORTAL&p_policy=H
R0105&p_search=limited%20duration&p_start=1/.)

Part time faculty appointments are not renewed automatically. At the end of the appointment term, the
faculty member’s employment will be discontinued, if the appointment has not been renewed.

5.5 Termination of a Nontenure Track Faculty Member for Adequate Cause

During an appointment year (or other specified appointment term), a nontenure track appointment may be
terminated for adequate cause (as defined in Section 8.2) prior to the end of the appointment term.
Nontenure track faculty members may also be terminated for adequate cause prior to the end of their
appointment period. In the event that a Department Chair recommends to the Dean and Chief Academic
Officer that a nontenure track faculty member should be terminated for cause, the Department Chair,
Dean, and Chief Academic Officer shall meet with the faculty member to present the reasons for the
recommended termination and to permit the faculty member to respond. If, after this meeting, the Chief
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Academic Officer concludes that adequate cause for the termination exists, the Chief Academic Officer shall
inform the faculty member of that decision in writing. A nontenure track faculty member whose
appointment has been terminated for adequate cause shall be notified of his/her right to a post-
termination hearing under the Tennessee Uniform Administrative Procedures Act (see Tenn. Code Ann. § 4-
5-10 (www.michie.com/tennessee/Ipext.dll?f=templates&fn=main-h.htm&cp=tncode).
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SECTION 6 FACULTY RANKS, CLASSIFICATIONS OF APPOINTMENTS, AND PROMOTION

6.1 Faculty Ranks, Titles, and Guidelines for Appointment

At UTHSC criteria for appointment to the various faculty ranks are complex. They reflect the rigorous
preparation necessary for university teaching, research, service, and, if applicable, patient care. They also
reflect the varied expectations directed to the faculty of a major university; and the diversity of missions
performed by academic units at a health science center. Given this complexity, it is recognized that each of
the colleges within the University of Tennessee Health Science Center will need to review, refine and adapt
the following guidelines to best serve their specific needs, while adhering to the general principles
described below. The ranks and criteria for appointment of faculty at these ranks are shown below.

6.1.1 Instructor

The rank of Instructor may be granted to tenure track and nontenure track faculty. Depending on the
distinctive requirements contained in the letter of appointment (Section 4.7.2), a faculty member with the
rank of Instructor is usually expected to:

1. hold a terminal degree of the discipline or equivalent training and experience appropriate to the
particular appointment;

2. exhibit a commitment to the University’s mission;

3. have obtained an excellent scholastic record as a student; and

4. have the ability to relate effectively to students and/or professional colleagues.

6.1.2 Assistant Professor

The rank of Assistant Professor may be granted to tenure track or nontenure track faculty. Depending on
the distinctive requirements contained in the letter of appointment (Section 4.7.2), a faculty member with
the rank of Assistant Professor is expected to:

1. hold the doctorate or other terminal degree of the discipline or equivalent training and experience
appropriate to the particular appointment;

2. demonstrate potential for excellence in teaching;

3. demonstrate potential for excellence in research/creative and/or scholarly activity;

4. demonstrate potential for excellence in service;

5. have demonstrated ability to relate effectively to students or professional colleagues;

6. demonstrate potential for excellence in patient care when applicable; and

7. hold board certification in his/her discipline when applicable.

6.1.3 Associate Professor

The rank of Associate Professor may be granted to tenure track or nontenure track faculty. Depending on
the distinctive requirements contained in the letter of appointment (Section 4.7.2), a faculty member with
the rank of Associate Professor is expected to:

1. hold the doctorate or other terminal degree of the discipline or equivalent training and experience
appropriate to the particular appointment;

2. demonstrate significant contributions as a teacher and a strong likelihood of continuing
effectiveness.
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3. demonstrate significant contributions as a researcher and/or scholarly or professional attainment,
and a strong likelihood of continuing effectiveness;

4. demonstrate significant contributions to service and a strong likelihood of continuing effectiveness;

5. have demonstrated ability to relate effectively to students and professional colleagues;

6. participate actively in professional associations;

7. have held the rank of Assistant Professor at UTHSC or other reputable academic institutions for at
least four (4) years. (earlier promotions may be recommended in exceptional cases, however);

8. demonstrate significant contributions to patient care when applicable; and

9. be board certified when applicable.

6.1.4 Professor

The rank of Professor may be granted to tenure track or nontenure track faculty.
Depending on the distinctive requirements contained in the letter of appointment (Section 4.7.2), a faculty
member with the rank of Professor is expected to:

1. hold the doctorate or other terminal degree of the discipline or have equivalent training and
experience appropriate to the particular appointment;

2. demonstrate a clear and convincing record of a high level of sustained effectiveness as a teacher;

demonstrate a clear and convincing record of a high level of sustained effectiveness in research

and/or scholarly activity;

demonstrate a clear and convincing record of a high level of sustained effectiveness in service;

demonstrate the ability to relate effectively to students and professional colleagues;

have a national or international reputation in the discipline;

have held the rank of Associate Professor at UTHSC or other reputable academic institutions for at

least five (5) years (earlier promotion may be recommended in exceptional cases, however);

8. demonstrate a clear and convincing record of high level of sustained effectiveness in patient care
when applicable; and

9. be board certified when applicable.

w

Nowus

6.2 Classification of Faculty Appointments
6.2.1 Tenure Track Appointments

The tenure track is normally reserved for full time faculty who are committed to significant efforts and
accomplishments in at least three of the four missions of the University (teaching, research/scholarly
activity, service and patient care where applicable), of which two must be teaching and
research/creative/scholarly activity. The base salary is the only portion of a faculty member’s salary that is
protected by tenure.

There are two types of tenure track appointments -- traditional appointments and coordinated
appointments.

1. Traditional Appointments. The total salary of the faculty member is paid from UTHSC funds with
outside compensation permitted as specified in the initial and subsequent appointment letter
(Section 4.7.2). Appointees are eligible for participation in group insurance, retirement plans, and
other standard University benefits.
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2. Coordinated Appointment. Only a portion of the faculty member’s income is paid from UTHSC
funds, but UTHSC has knowledge and control over the faculty member’s total income received for
academic and professional activities. A Professional Activity Allowance Agreement is executed
between the faculty member and The University as specified in the initial appointment letter
(Section 4.7.2). Appointees are eligible for participation in standard University benefits with such
benefits being calculated on the faculty member’s UTHSC salary only.

6.2.2 Nontenure Track Appointments

The nontenure track is normally reserved for faculty whose efforts and accomplishments are limited to one
or two of the missions of the University. Nontenure track faculty members are eligible for University
benefits but are not eligible for tenure (Section 4.5). As with tenure track appointments, nontenure track
appointments may be paid solely from funds administered by UTHSC or by joint funding arrangements in
which UTHSC provides part of the funding but has knowledge and control over the remaining portion of the
faculty member’s income. Generally, each nontenure track faculty member meets annually with the Chair
for the Annual Performance and Planning Review (Section 5.3.2 and Faculty Evaluation Manual).

There are three types of nontenure track appointments — clinician educator appointments, research track
appointments and limited-term appointments.

1. Clinician Educator Appointment — This appointment is provided to a faculty member whose major
contributions to the missions of UT are in clinical care and/or education. The appointment is for
one year and may be renewed annually based on need, mutual interest, satisfactory performance,
and availability of funding.

2. Research Appointment — This appointment is provided to a faculty member whose major
contributions are in research. The appointment is contingent upon salary funding for the position
that is provided by sources outside the University (e.g., grants, contracts, etc.) When the funding
for the position expires, the faculty member’s employment will be discontinued. If the Research
faculty member is later appointed to the tenure track (Section 4.8.2), all Equal Employment
Opportunity and Affirmative Action requirements must be fulfilled prior to offering a tenure track
appointment to this faculty member as this will be considered a new position. In addition, if the
tenure track appointment is proposed at a higher rank than the current appointment, it is
considered a promotion and must be processed as such within the college.

3. Limited Duration Appointment — This appointment is for a period of at least one month, but not
more than one year. Limited Duration appointments may be renewed, but the total length of the
initial appointment plus re-appointments cannot exceed three years. A faculty member who has
held a Limited Duration appointment for three years is usually not eligible for an additional Limited
Duration appointment. At the end of the appointment term, the faculty member’s employment
will be discontinued, if the appointment has not been renewed.

6.2.3 Part-Time Nontenure Track Appointments

Part-time nontenure track appointments are for those faculty members who devote less than full time
effort to the mission and programs of UTHSC. Appointees may be either salaried for routinely recurring
service or receive special payments for services performed on an irregular basis. Part-time faculty
members may be eligible for some University benefits, depending on their percentage of effort. Each part-
time faculty member meets annually with the Chair for the Annual Performance and Planning Review
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(Section 4.15.3 and Faculty Evaluation Manual). At the end of the appointment term, the faculty member’s
employment will be discontinued if the appointment has not been renewed.

6.2.4 Administrative Appointments

Administrative appointments are for those individuals who are primarily employed by The

University as non-faculty members of the UTHSC executive, administrative, or professional staff, but who
also devote a portion of their effort to service on the UTHSC faculty. Appointees must be qualified to hold
academic rank based on their qualifications and experience (Section 5.1). Appointees are eligible for
University benefits based on their non-faculty positions and are not eligible for tenure (Section

4.5). Individuals with administrative appointments are entitled to the rights and privileges of faculty
members only with respect to their faculty activities but not with respect to their non-faculty

activities. This faculty appointment is evaluated annually. At the end of the appointment term, the faculty
appointment will be discontinued unless it is renewed.

6.2.5 Affiliated Appointments

Affiliated appointments are for those faculty members who are employed by an institution that has a
formal UTHSC affiliation but who devote a portion of their effort to service on the UTHSC faculty, generally
without monetary compensation from UTHSC. Appointees receive group insurance, retirement plans, or
other standard benefits through the affiliated institution. Appointees are not eligible for tenure (Section
4.5). Appointees are assigned standard faculty rank based on their qualifications and experience (Section
6.1). If a staff member of an affiliated institution is awarded a faculty appointment at UTHSC, that
individual is responsible to the Chair of the appointing department for his or her activities as a faculty
member in that department, whether those activities are carried out in the affiliated institution or
elsewhere. Each affiliated faculty member is evaluated and reappointed every three years relative to his or
her continuing role in the department. If the faculty appointment is not renewed, the appointment will be
discontinued at the end of the appointment term.

6.2.6 Volunteer Appointments

The University of Tennessee Health Science Center has had a strong and long established tradition of
volunteer faculty participation in its missions. Indeed, volunteer faculty play a major role in educating our
students in their chosen professions. UTHSC recognizes that our students would be less proficient in their
chosen field without exposure to these practicing clinicians. Volunteer appointments are for faculty
members who devote a portion of their effort to serve on the UTHSC faculty without monetary
compensation or benefits from UTHSC or from an affiliated institution. If an individual is awarded a
volunteer faculty appointment at UTHSC, that individual is responsible to the Chair of the appointing
department for his or her activities as a faculty member in that department. Volunteer faculty are not
eligible for tenure, but are eligible for appointment and promotion to the various faculty ranks with the
prefix of “Clinical” for those with a professional degree or “Adjunct” for those not eligible to treat patients
(e.g., Clinical Associate Professor or Adjunct Associate Professor). Appointments to the Volunteer faculty
will be evaluated for renewal no less frequently than every 3 years. A Volunteer faculty appointment that is
not renewed within 3 years after being granted is deemed terminated without the need for notice or other
action by UTHSC.
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6.2.6.1 Appointment Criteria for Voluntary Faculty

Given the diversity of roles, qualifications and expectations of the voluntary faculty who contribute to the
academic missions of the colleges of UTHSC, it is difficult to establish specific criteria for the appointment
and promotion of Volunteer faculty that would be appropriate in every division/department or college.
Thus, discretion is left to each academic unit as to the appointment, continuation, and promotion of
Volunteer faculty in order meet the individual needs of the unit while conforming to established guidelines
for faculty appointments and titles.

Criteria for appointment of Volunteer faculty at the various ranks are included below. Since the criteria for
promotion of volunteer faculty are less well defined than for full-time paid faculty, the initial rank should be
carefully considered when the individual is appointed.

1. Instructor — The qualifications and potential for supporting at least one of the missions of the
University must be used for evaluating appointments.

2. Assistant Professor
a. For basic science faculty, postdoctoral experience or equivalent experience is required.
b. Except under extraordinary circumstances, physicians and other health professionals are
required to maintain an active license and obtain board certification.
c. There must be demonstrated interest and participation in the goals of the division/department
and/or college.

3. Associate Professor
a. There must be demonstration of continued interest in and commitment to the
division/department or college and to UTHSC prior to consideration.
b. Candidates should demonstrate exceptional leadership qualities and achievements so as to be
valued highly by colleagues at the local and/or state level.

4. Professor

a. There must be demonstration of continued interest in and commitment to the
division/department and/or college and to UTHSC prior to consideration.

b. The primary consideration for promotion to Professor is substantial evidence of regional,
national, and/or international recognition in one of the three areas of teaching,
research/creative and other scholarly activities, or patient care. There should be a long-term
record of distinguished university service/outreach and/or contributions locally.

6.2.6.2 Promotion of Volunteer Faculty

Recommendation for promotion will be made by the Chair and approved by the Dean of the college prior to
proceeding to the Chief Academic Officer and higher administrators. The impetus for such
recommendations should be provided by the Chair and be based on the needs of the department and the
candidate’s desire and ability to advance the teaching, research/creative and other scholarly activities,
patient care, and university service/outreach missions of UTHSC. Specific areas of review for promotion
shall include an assessment of the candidate’s success in accomplishing his/her assigned duties. The
magnitude and the quality of the contributions, and/or specific services rendered shall be considered, and
the evaluations of students, residents, patients, and peers shall be taken into consideration when
applicable. General University rules apply to these faculty members so that, for example, the interval
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between promotions in the volunteer faculty track should be at least the same as full-time paid faculty, and
promotion should be based primarily on accomplishments since appointment or last promotion.

6.2.7 Emeritus Appointments

UTHSC may award emeritus status to faculty members at or after the time of retirement. A faculty member
with emeritus status holds an honorary faculty appointment at a specified rank. Emeritus status is granted
to those individuals who have distinguished themselves in service to UTHSC and who have received
recognition for their academic contributions. The status is not granted automatically upon retirement of a
faculty member but rather upon the recommendation of the faculty member's Chair, with the endorsement
of the Dean, and subsequent approval of the Chancellor. The status is usually reserved for individuals
retiring at the rank of full professor and such individuals are designated as Emeritus Professor. An
administrator retiring with the rank of dean or above usually is designated Dean Emeritus, etc. An
individual retiring at a lower rank may be granted the status of emeritus at that rank, this award being
based on the length and quality of service to UTHSC.

6.3 Joint Appointments
6.3.1 Interdepartmental or Intercollegiate Joint Appointments

Joint appointments involve the faculty member’s participation in the activities of two or more
departments. The "base" department is the principal department to which the faculty member is
attached. The "primary" appointment is the appointment to the base department. Any appointment in
another department or academic unit is called a "secondary" appointment. Thus, a faculty member may
have faculty appointments in two or more departments; collectively, these appointments are called "joint"
appointments. On personnel matters for a faculty member with joint appointments, there must be
appropriate consultation between the base department and the Chair(s) and faculty of the secondary
academic unit(s). In the unusual situation where joint appointments involve equal time divided between
two or more departments, the faculty member must elect one of the departments to be the base
department.

In the case of joint appointments, the faculty member who is to receive joint appointments should have
documented credentials in the discipline of each department. In addition, the joint appointee should have
a documented bona fide role in each department. The Chairs of the departments involved have shared
responsibilities to reach an agreement on the joint appointments and should work in concert in developing
recommendations to the Dean(s) concerning such appointments, with the agreement of the faculty
member involved. The academic rank need not be the same in each department and, if different, generally
is higher in the base department. In considering joint appointments, each Chair should bear in mind the
value of the faculty member’s contribution to UTHSC or the college, not just his or her own department. An
individual, holding joint appointments in two or more departments, should be evaluated regularly by the
respective Chairs for his or her contributions to each respective department, with the frequency of such
evaluations depending on the classification of the joint appointments (Section 6.2).

6.3.2 Intercampus Joint Appointments

Intercampus academic appointments are joint faculty appointments, involving UTHSC and either another
UT campus or a non-UT college or university. Intercampus academic appointments are sometimes
authorized when a faculty member at one university campus has expertise that qualifies him/her for
participating in the work of a department on another university campus and when the other department
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has need of his/her services. The definition and extent of such intercampus participation is determined by
mutual agreement among the faculty member, the Department Chairs in consultation with appropriate
faculty of the academic units involved, and the respective deans or other campus officers. In such cases,
the following guidelines are observed:

1. The appointment is usually without salary or tenure in the cooperating or second department (i.e.,
the unit awarding the intercampus appointment), and tenure status (if any) and salary continue to
be linked with the base department.

2. Inthe cooperating department on the other campus, the title of the faculty member is determined
by mutual agreement between that Department Chair and the faculty member, subject to approval
by the appropriate campus officers.

3. Following informal discussion or negotiation, the Department Chair of the base department
recommends the intercampus appointment to the Department Chair of the cooperating
department.

4. The appointment is made by the cooperating department, subject to the standard approvals of the
other campus.

6.4 Adjunct Appointments at Other Institutions

A UTHSC faculty member may accept an adjunct or volunteer faculty appointment in a non-UT college or
university. An adjunct appointment must be approved by the faculty member’s Chair.

6.5 Graduate Faculty Appointments

The Graduate Faculty is composed of faculty members at UTHSC who direct graduate courses, serve on
graduate advisory committees, or direct master’s theses or doctoral dissertations in the College of
Graduate Health Sciences. The criteria and appointment process for a faculty member to join the graduate
faculty are available on the Internet home page of the College of Graduate Health Sciences.

6.6 Visiting Professors and Distinguished Visiting Professors

UTHSC recognizes the value of hosting scholars from other institutions. The two types of visiting scholars
have unique selection and approval procedures, which are detailed below.

6.6.1 Visiting Professors

A Visiting Professor is an individual whose appointment is necessary in a specific college because of
exceptional professional qualifications. The title of Visiting Professor should be restricted to those
individuals who have made substantive contributions in their field and whose knowledge and skills would
be of value to a particular college/academic program at UTHSC.

Selection of a candidate to serve as a Visiting Professor is normally initiated by the Dean or his/her designee
at the request of a department chair in consultation with his/her faculty using the procedure below:

1. Colleges wishing to host a scholar from another institution will inform the Office of Academic
Affairs, indicating the time frame of the proposed visit.

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 54 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



UTHSC Faculty Handbook

2. A Visiting Professor appointment will be handled as a limited term faculty appointment with waiver
of letters of reference and the Faculty Appointment Agreement Form, based upon justification by
the appropriate Dean and department chair.

3. The term of appointment may not be less than one month nor exceed one year in duration.
Extensions beyond one year require approval of the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

4. Following appropriate collegiate consideration, the Dean will submit the proposed appointment
with proper documentation to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

If approved, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer will initiate a letter of appointment for signature by the
appropriate Dean. A copy of the appointment letter, curriculum vita and supporting documents will be
maintained on file in the Office of Academic Affairs.

6.6.2 Distinguished Visiting Professors

In partnership with the Office of Development and Alumni Affairs, UTHSC supports short-term visits from
renowned scholars from other universities to serve as a Distinguished Visiting Professor. The Office of
Development and Alumni Affairs provides oversight of endowment funds that have been established for
the purpose of sponsoring Distinguished Visiting Professors. These endowments sponsor the visit of experts
in an area stipulated by the donor as part of the Memorandum of Agreement establishing the fund or as
specified in the administrative procedures relating to the fund. Scholars selected as Distinguished Visiting
Professors are normally asked to deliver a lecture and participate in other activities related to the
Professorship during a short-term visit (usually two days). Distinguished Visiting Professorships are not
considered regular faculty appointments and are not processed through the Chief Academic Officer.
Financial obligations related to the Professorship must be covered by the income from the principal of the
endowment for the specific professorship, except when the Dean has granted prior approval for use of
supplemental funding.

The Office of Development and Alumni Affairs will maintain a comprehensive listing of all Distinguished
Visiting Professorships as well as a listing of the responsibilities that will be carried out by the individual
selected for each specific professorship.

Selection of a candidate to serve as a Distinguished Visiting Professor is normally initiated by the Dean or
his/her designee at the request of a department chair in consultation with his/her faculty using the
procedure below.

The Dean or designee will:

1. select the speaker, topic and date with input from an appointed advisory committee as needed;

2. provide the selected speaker with an offer letter and a contract between UTHSC and the
Distinguished Visiting Professor;

3. advise the Office of Development and Alumni Affairs of the speaker selection;

4. work with the office of Development and Alumni Affairs to plan and facilitate activities related to
the lecture; and,
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5. maintain a record of individuals who have served as the Distinguished Visiting Professor and
permanent files including pertinent correspondence, curriculum vitae and supporting
documentation.

6.7 Guidelines for Promotion in Rank

Promotion in rank is not only an acknowledgement of past achievement but also an expression of
confidence that the individual will continue to provide meritorious service and assume increasing campus
responsibilities. The policy of UTHSC is to grant promotions objectively, equitably, impartially, and in
recognition of merit.

In general, the guidelines for promotion in rank are the same as those for appointment to the various ranks
(Section 6.1) and the activities that are evaluated for promotion are the same as those described above for
the annual faculty evaluation (see list of activities below and the Faculty Evaluation Manual). Generally
promotion from one rank to another requires evidence of sustained contributions in the faculty member’s
assigned areas; thus a minimum period of service in rank is normally required before consideration for
promotion to the next rank. Colleges may establish more specific criteria for promotion to various ranks;
these criteria must be consistent with the UTHSC guidelines and be published in the collegiate bylaws
(Section 4.4.2). If a department establishes any more-specific criteria for promotion than those of UTHSC
or the department’s college, these must be published in the department’s bylaws, after approval by the
Dean (Section 4.4.2).

The evaluation process involves a systematic collection, analysis, and interpretation of information about
the activities and outcomes of an individual faculty by faculty peers and administrators to make judgments
about specific and overall aspects of what and how an individual faculty is progressing toward agreed-upon
goals and, when appropriate, how he/she can improve performance.

One of the most important functions of a Chair is to maintain program excellence and to attract quality
faculty. The Chair is obligated to assess the progress and performance of faculty members and to decide,
with the appropriate advice from faculty peers, whether they should be promoted or rewarded for their
past performance or apprised that their performance needs improvement.

The evaluation of each faculty member must be based on the minimum criteria for rank and the level of
accomplishment of the goals and objectives that were agreed-upon at the time of appointment or at the
last annual performance and planning review. Evaluations must specifically assess performance in each of
the following missions: teaching, research/creative and other scholarly activities, along with, where
applicable, patient care and university service/outreach.

In addition to individual efforts, each faculty member is expected to function as part of a departmental
team and to demonstrate a sense of collegiality. As such, he/she should show an interest in the success of
the department as a whole by accepting assignments, actively serving on departmental, college, University,
or national committees; attending departmental/college functions; and actively participating in community-
based service projects. In addition, each faculty member should demonstrate the ability to relate,
cooperate, and interact well with peers. The value of such attributes is difficult to assess tangibly, but their
importance is without question. Thus, these collegial contributions as well as contributions in the missions
of teaching, research/creative and other scholarly activities, patient care, and service/outreach activities
are all important in assessing faculty performance.
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The activities outlined below are to be used as examples of criteria in evaluating all full-time
tenured/tenure track and nontenure track faculty.

6.7.1

Teaching Performance

Examples of criteria that should be used to evaluate teaching performance are:

&
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6.7.2

Actively participates in the teaching of students (e.g., lecturing, laboratory, conferences,
counseling, experiential oversight, student committees);

Communicates information and concepts in a clear and well organized manner;

Provides timely updates to teaching materials;

Accepts criticism and responds appropriately to feedback regarding quality and effectiveness of
teaching;

Maintains broad, detailed, and current knowledge of the subject matter;

Serves as a formal or informal mentor for students;

Participates in interdepartmental / interprofessional teaching activities when requested;
Experiments with new and innovative teaching approaches;

Encourages innovation;

. Writes clear test questions designed to assess major concepts and prepare students for

professional careers;

. Provides evidence of the success of former students when applicable (e.g. residents, post-doctoral

fellows, graduate students); and

. Serves as a professional role model for students.

Research/Creative and Other Scholarly Activities

All faculty at UTHSC are expected to contribute to their professional discipline by participating in
research/creative and other scholarly activities. Such activities can be broadly defined and encompass a
wide range of activities, as can be seen in the examples below. The results of such activities must be
disseminated to the wider community through discipline-specific/discipline-related publications. Examples
of criteria that should be used to evaluate research/creative and other scholarly activities:

S0 XNk
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Demonstrates ability to conceive, execute, and report on research investigations (from proposal to
publication);

Exhibits a creative and innovative approach to research and scholarship;

Publishes research in appropriate discipline-specific/discipline-related journals;

Collaborates with other faculty members in research projects;

Develops and disseminates practice guidelines and/or health policy briefs;

Publishes clinical case studies, reports for the lay press, patient brochures;

Shows continuity in research and perseverance in achieving research goals;

Obtains and maintains adequate external and/or internal funding for scholarly activities;

Responds appropriately and in a timely manner to grant reviews;

. Pursues opportunities to convert results of research into practical applications having societal or

commercial value (e.g., obtains patents);
Serves as an invited expert at agencies, institutes, study sections, other universities, etc.;
Participates as an invited speaker for research symposia, seminars, and special lectures.
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6.7.3 Service to the Department, College, University, and Community Outreach
Examples of criteria that should be used to evaluate service are:

1. Serves on departmental, college, and University committees;

2. Serves on local, regional, national, or international committees;

3. Serves on committees to review research grant proposals in the area of expertise (e.g., NIH,
American Cancer Society, American Heart Association);

4. Serves as a journal editor, on editorial boards of journals or as a referee for manuscripts;

5. Participates in department, college, and University activities (e.g., seminars, conferences, faculty
meetings);

6. Speaks to local/regional external groups (e.g., civic groups) on ewrrent-issues in health care;

7. Participates in departmental functions;

8. Is a member of, and holds offices in, professional societies;

9. Participates in interdepartmental/interprofessional teaching, research, and seminar programs;

10. Makes special contributions as recognized by peers and Chair;

11. Participates in local health care boards or provides leadership for local health-related volunteer
organizations; and

12. Serves as a member of boards/committees for en-hospitals or other health care organizations.

6.7.4 Patient Care
Examples of criteria that should be used to evaluate patient care effectiveness are

1. Manages patient care responsibilities to meet agreed-upon expectations as to the numbers of
patients and procedures expected in the discipline and in the particular setting;

2. Provides clinical care that is viewed as competent by peers and other health care providers;

3. Acquires and maintains board certification and applicable professional licensure in his/her field,
where appropriate;

4. Participates in relevant professional societies;

5. Participates regularly in continuing education activities to remain current in his/her specialty; and

6. Provides “in service” education at a clinical practice site.

6.8 Process for Effecting Promotions

The process for reviewing candidates and making recommendations for promotion is similar to that for the
award of tenure; the absence of mandatory reviews of negative departmental recommendations at higher
levels is the major difference. Each college may establish and implement a process for effecting
promotions in rank, provided that process is consistent with the UTHSC process described below and the
procedure contained in the Faculty Evaluation Manual.

6.8.1 Departmental Faculty’s Recommendation

Recommendations for promotion are usually initiated by the Chair, followed by a review of the candidate’s
qualifications and achievements by departmental faculty peer reviewers (Section 4.4.2). In the case of a
faculty member who holds joint appointments in two or more departments, promotion may take place in
one department without its occurrence in the other department(s). In the case of a Chair’s promotion, the
recommendation is initiated by the Dean, followed by a review of the candidate’s qualifications and
achievements by the CPT Committee (Section 6.9.3). Bylaws of colleges or departments should limit peer
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reviewers to members of the faculty holding rank(s) equal or higher than that to which the candidate is
seeking promotion (Sections 4.4.2). When permitted by the bylaws of colleges or departments, nontenure
track, part-time, affiliated, or voluntary faculty with appointments in that department may also serve as
reviewers on promotions (in addition to the tenured departmental faculty, if any) (Section 4.4.2). Such
faculty must be at the same or higher rank as that being sought by the candidate for promotion.

Details as to the process for review at the level of the departmental faculty can be found in the Faculty
Evaluation Manual; this manual also details the types of materials that should be included in the faculty
member’s dossier and provides guidelines for evaluation by external peers.

6.8.2 Department Chair's Recommendation

The Chair reviews the recommendation(s) of the departmental faculty reviewers. Then, the Chair makes a
recommendation on each faculty member under consideration. If the departmental faculty reviewers and
the Chair recommend the candidate for promotion, the Chair prepares a letter of nomination to the Dean
containing the following items:

Name of the faculty member;

Date of the original appointment;

Date of any prior promotion;

Date on which the promotion would become effective, if endorsed;

The faculty member’s professional discipline or field;

The recommendations (positive or negative) of the departmental faculty committee and the
Department Chair; and

7. For positive recommendations, examples of important and specific accomplishments in teaching,
scholarly activities, service, and/or patient care, as appropriate for the individual faculty member.

QU R WN R

If the Chair recommends an individual for promotion in contrast to a negative recommendation of the
departmental faculty reviewers, this fact must be noted in the Chair’s nominating letter and the reason(s)
for the Chair’s action must be explained. If recommendation of the Chair is negative, the Chair does not
send a letter to the Dean; however, the Chair must inform the candidate in writing of the decision, stating
that the faculty member may appeal a negative decision to the Dean. In any case in which the
recommendation of the Chair differs from that of the departmental faculty reviewers, the Chair will notify
the departmental faculty reviewers of reasons for a decision contrary to their recommendation. In
addition, UTHSC requires a record of the name, sex, and race of any candidate not recommended by the
Chair to the Dean for promotion; explanations must be provided, if requested. In the case of a faculty
member who holds appointments in two or more departments, nominations must be submitted, either
individually or jointly, by the Chairs of all departments in which a promotion is requested.

Some faculty members may be recommended early for promotion in rank. However, this is an exceptional
request that must be accompanied by letters of explanation from the Chair to the Dean and from the Dean
to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

6.8.3 Recommendation of the College Promotion and Tenure Committee

All required documents (see Faculty Evaluation Manual) of candidates for promotion must be forwarded to
the collegiate academic officer and the College Promotion and Tenure (CPT) Committee. College bylaws
specify what documents are required by the Dean and the CPT Committee. Recommendations (see Faculty
Evaluation Manual for the appropriate forms) are presented by the collegiate academic officer to the CPT
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Committee (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.10.3). The committee will vote anonymously on each candidate,
thereby making a positive or a negative recommendation on each candidate to the Dean. A quorum for
voting shall be fifty percent (50%) of the faculty eligible to vote on a given candidate or issue; and a positive
or negative recommendation shall be decided by a simple majority of those faculty members present
(Faculty Handbook. Section 4.4.3). This summary vote must be included with the supporting documents and
forwarded to the Dean, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, and the Chancellor. If the CPT Committee
renders a negative recommendation, the Departmental Chair will be informed in writing of the reason(s) for
the recommendation. The Chair may appeal to the Dean before the decision at the college level is made.

6.8.4 Dean’s Recommendation

The Dean will make a decision on each recommendation based on the advice of the CPT Committee, the
Departmental Chair, and the departmental faculty reviewers and on the basis of other circumstances,
including personal knowledge of individuals. In the case of a positive decision by the Dean, he or she will
advise the Chair. In a case of any negative decision by the Dean, the Dean will provide the individual faculty
member and the Chair with written notice of the decision, stating that the faculty member may appeal a
negative decision through the Faculty Senate in accordance with provisions in Section 7.

6.8.5 Recommendation of the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer

After making an independent judgment on the candidates for promotion, the Dean shall forward all
recommendations and required supporting documents to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer. The UTHSC
Chief Academic Officer, in consultation with the Chancellor, will specify what documents are required. The
UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, in consultation with the Chancellor, evaluates the college recommendations
in light of general knowledge of individuals. During March and April, the Office of the UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer prepares a consolidated report.

6.8.6 Chancellor’'s Recommendation

All recommendations for promotion by the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer are reviewed by the Chancellor,
who forwards positive recommendations to the President by the beginning of May. Summary information
on each faculty member being considered for promotion should be sent to the System Vice President with
responsibility for Academic Affairs.

6.8.7 The President’s Recommendation and Action by the Board of Trustees

The President forwards his recommendations for promotions to the Board for final action. The Chancellor

and Dean are responsible for notifying the Chair and faculty member in writing of action taken on a
recommendation for promotion by the Board.
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SECTION 7 FACULTY GRIEVANCES

7.1 General Appeal Procedures

The best safeguard against a proliferation of grievance petitions is the observance of sound principles and
procedures of academic freedom and tenure and of academic governance at the departmental and
collegiate levels. Faculty members are entitled to fair, impartial, and prompt resolution of problems that
may arise in relation to their employment. Accordingly, UTHSC subscribes to certain principles and follows
certain practices to ensure that such resolutions occur judiciously and within a reasonable period of

time. In the following description, the term complainant(s) refers to the faculty member(s) with the
complaint or grievance; and the term respondent(s) refers to the individual(s), usually an administrator,
faculty member, or other UTHSC employee, whose decision or action is the basis of the complaint.

Complaints or grievances should be addressed at the earliest possible or reasonable time and at the
administrative level closest to the locus of the complaint. Before putting grievances into written form,
every effort should be made to resolve such matters informally, by conversation between the complainant,
and the Chair, Dean, or others as appropriate.

There are two routes for such appeals: (a) through the Administration (Section 7.2), and (b) through the
Faculty Senate (Section 7.3). The Faculty Senate process is most commonly employed in cases relating to
academic freedom and in cases involving termination of nontenured faculty or denial of promotion/tenure
where review by faculty peers may be particularly helpful. The administrative route is more commonly used
to address issues relating to unequal treatment, retaliation or discrimination since such matters may be
covered by federal and/or state laws that require institutional review and response. That being said,
faculty who initiate a grievance through one “route” can switch to the other route at any level in the
process prior to appeal to the Chancellor.

7.2 Appeal Through Administrative Channels

Administrative review involves consideration of the faculty grievance at successively higher levels of
administration until the complaint is resolved or until all levels of review have been exhausted. These levels
include Department Chair, Dean, UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, Chancellor, and President of The
University. To initiate a grievance through administrative channels, the faculty member must write a letter
requesting a meeting with the official at the administrative level at which the grievance occurred. That
letter should (a) notify the administrator that a grievance or complaint is being filed, (b) outline the nature
of the grievance, and (c) state the desired action. [Note: cases involving allegations of discrimination or
harassment or any violation of civil rights laws or campus or University-wide diversity policies are addressed
by the Office of Equity and Diversity (OED); university policy requires that the Office of Equity and Diversity
be notified promptly of any complaint involving such matters.] If there is no resolution of the issue at the
initial level within 30 days, the faculty member should write a letter to the official at the next level. This
letter should be sent within 10 working days and should: (a) notify the administrator that the grievance or
complaint has not been resolved, (b) outline the nature of the grievance or complaint, and (c) reiterate the
resolution that is being sought. As the appeal begins and progresses along the administrative route, the
faculty member’s Chair, collegiate academic officer, or Dean must inform the faculty member of current
procedures and personnel responsible for handling such matters. Throughout the administrative appeal
process, the faculty member may have another member of the UTHSC faculty assist him or her with the
preparation, but not the presentation, of his or her grievance. Upon receipt of a negative decision by an
administrator at one level, the faculty member has 10 days to initiate an appeal to the next level. At each
successive level, the administrator communicates his/her decision in a timely manner in writing to the
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faculty member; this opinion must be provided to both the faculty member and to the administrative
officer(s) whose decision is being contested or to any other party whose action is being appealed.

A probationary faculty member who alleges that his or her non-reappointment constitutes a violation of
academic freedom may appeal administratively. The Chancellor must ask the Faculty Senate Grievance
Committee to review the matter to determine whether the notice of non-renewal does establish a violation
of academic freedom.

7.3 Appeal Through the Faculty Senate

The purpose of the Faculty Senate Appeal Process is to provide a mechanism whereby a faculty member
may have a grievance heard and evaluated in an unbiased manner by a committee of fellow faculty
members. The Faculty Senate Grievance Committee (FSG Committee) has no power to reverse an
administrative decision or impose any sanction for an inappropriate or improper action. The FSG
Committee can only make recommendations for a reconsideration of any administrative decision that it
believes was reached improperly or unfairly. Similarly, the FSG Committee can only make
recommendations concerning an appropriate resolution of the dispute. The purpose of the FSG Committee
is not to serve as a court of law. Participation by legal counsel on behalf of either party in any phase of the
appeal process is contrary to the nature and spirit of peer inquiry, evaluation, and mediation. Therefore,
attendance and participation by legal counsel in FSG Committee activities are not allowed.

7.3.1 The Faculty Senate Grievance Committee (FSG Committee)

The Executive Committee of the Faculty Senate serves as a Faculty Senate Grievance Committee (FSG
Committee) to hear individual faculty complaints regarding matters of alleged violations of due process or
academic freedom; unequal treatment; discrimination; denial of promotion, tenure, or traditional
privileges; and related matters. Regardless of the expiration of any member’s elected term, the
membership of the FSG Committee remains unchanged throughout an active appeal (i.e., after receipt of a
grievance petition). Generally, the President-Elect of the Faculty Senate serves as the chair of the FSG
Committee. If the President-Elect is not available (e.g., because of absence or recusal), the Executive
Committee will choose one of its members as the chair of the FSG Committee (Section 7.3.7). If the chair’s
term of office expires during an active appeal, that individual will continue to preside over the FSG
Committee for all meetings involving that appeal.

The FSG Committee, through its chair, exercises complete control over all steps of the appeal process. In
keeping with the principles of impartiality and equity, the committee determines, among other things: (a)
the appropriateness of all questions; (b) what additional information or documentation, if any, should be
requested; (c) the order of and procedure for questioning the principal parties and witnesses, if any; (d) the
order of testimony by witnesses; and (e) who may be allowed to be present during any part of the

hearing. Hearings are not open to spectators.

7.3.2 The Process of Appeal through the Faculty Senate

7.3.2.1 Initiating an Appeal

A course of appeal through the UTHSC Faculty Senate begins with an appeal request written by a faculty
member to the Faculty Senate President. The request must be filed within three months of the date on

which the events(s) or action(s) cited in the appeal request occurred. This filing deadline can be extended
only if, in the judgment of the FSG Committee, there are significant extenuating circumstances.
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7.3.2.2 Informal Stage of the Appeal Process

The informal portion of the Faculty Senate appeal process begins when the Faculty Senate President
receives the faculty member’s appeal request. This appeal request is brief, containing only a statement
about the nature of the grievance and the name and position of the individual against whom the grievance
is directed. Within three days or as soon thereafter as possible, the President delivers the appeal request
to the President-Elect (who will chair the FSG Committee in the event it is convened).

All members of the Executive Committee involved in the informal portion of the appeal must refrain from
discussing or revealing any particular circumstance of the appeal with uninvolved parties, except when
required by law to make disclosure. At the next scheduled meeting, the President must inform the Faculty
Senate Executive Committee that a faculty member has made an appeal request. Initially, the President
will reveal only the general nature of the grievance. Until the FSG Committee is formally convened, only
those individuals who are involved directly in the informal portion of the appeal process may have access to
information identifying the parties or any particular circumstances of the appeal.

The Faculty Senate President, together with Secretary-Treasurer of the Faculty Senate or another
designated member of the Executive Committee, begins efforts to resolve the grievance. If the President is
not available (e.g., because of absence or recusal), the Past President performs this task. If neither is
available, the Executive Committee appoints one of its other members for this task. Initially, these two
Executive Committee members attempt to resolve the grievance with the faculty complainant and other
parties, as they deem necessary. Their efforts are directed at helping the parties clarify and resolve the
issue(s) of the appeal. It should be stressed that both Executive Committee members should be present at
all interviews, discussions, inquiries, or other sessions involving the appeal.

7.3.2.3 Request for a Hearing

The faculty complainant may fail to obtain a satisfactory result after the two members of the Executive
Committee have attempted to resolve the grievance. After such attempts have failed or at any time during
the informal process, the complainant may formally request in writing to the Faculty Senate President that
the FSG Committee be convened to hear the matter. In the petition to convene the FSG Committee, the
faculty member should set forth in detail the nature of the grievance and state the name and position of
the individual against whom the grievance is directed. The petition should also contain any factual data
that the faculty member deems pertinent to the case, as well as any supporting materials and relevant
correspondence between the disputants. The Chair of the FSG Committee provides copies of this petition,
including any supporting materials, to each person whose decision or action is being contested.

7.3.2.4 Formal Stage of the Appeal Process

The formal portion of the appeal process begins when the President receives the formal written petition
from the faculty complainant. Within three days or as soon thereafter as possible, the President delivers
the appeal petition to the chair of the FSG Committee. The FSG Committee will make every reasonable
effort to meet within one month of the date that the petition was received. At its next scheduled meeting,
the President requests that the Executive Committee of the Faculty Senate convene as the FSG Committee
to evaluate the appeal. Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present at this meeting. A majority
of the committee must be present at: (a) the meeting described in paragraph 6.3.7.4, and (b) the hearing
described in paragraphs 6.3.7.5 and 6.3.7.9. All proceedings of the committee will be as confidential as
possible, but are subject to the Tennessee Open Records Act. All members of the FSG Committee involved
in the formal portion of the appeal must refrain from discussing or revealing any particular circumstances of
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the appeal with uninvolved parties, except when required by law to make disclosure. The annual report of
the Faculty Senate President to the faculty contains only the number and general nature of the appeals
considered by the FSG Committee during the year.

7.3.2.5 Establishing the Composition of the Grievance Committee

At the beginning of this meeting, the chair (President-Elect of the Faculty Senate) asks each member of the
FSG Committee about any possible conflicts of interest or biases of which he or she may be aware.
Members deeming themselves disqualified for conflict of interest or bias must remove themselves from the
case, either at the reasonable request of a party or on their own initiative. In the event of irresolvable
differences, the FSG Committee is the final arbiter.

7.3.2.6 Establishing Jurisdiction

During the initial meeting of the FSG Committee, the committee will consider: (a) the matter of jurisdiction
(as designated in Section 7.3.1), and (b) if jurisdiction is determined to be proper, whether there is a valid
basis for the grievance. For matters that lie within the scope of the committee’s jurisdiction, the
committee considers only whether or not decisions or actions were made according to university policies,
procedures, and regulations. The scope of the committee’s jurisdiction with respect to promotion and
tenure decisions is limited to a review of complaints that applicable procedures were not followed.

In reviewing the faculty member’s formal petition and supporting materials, the committee will attempt to
view these materials in as favorable a light for the faculty complainant as is reasonable (i.e., the faculty
member is afforded the benefit of doubt). If, after a review of the formal petition and supporting materials,
the committee determines that it has jurisdiction and the complainant has a valid basis for filing an appeal
with the FSG Committee, the committee will proceed to hear the matter. After review, the committee may
determine that the faculty complaint lacks a valid basis or that the grievance does not lie within the
jurisdiction of the committee; then the matter will be dismissed. If the FSG Committee dismisses the
grievance, the committee chair gives written notice within five days of that decision and the reasons to the
faculty member, all other appropriate parties, and the Chancellor. All records of these proceedings and any
supporting documentation will be preserved by the Faculty Senate President or a designee.

7.3.2.6 Scheduling the Hearing

If the committee proceeds to hear the appeal, the committee schedules a hearing within a month or as
soon thereafter as possible. Both the complainant and the respondent must attend the hearing. Initially,
the committee sets the date. Alternative dates may have to be determined because of conflicting
schedules. The hearing will be chaired by the same member who chaired the committee when the issues of
jurisdiction and valid basis were determined. The chair of the FSG Committee sends formal notification of
the hearing date and location to all appropriate parties and the members of the committee. The notice
sent to the disputants also contains the names of all members of the FSG Committee. Any objection to the
review procedures or composition of the FSG Committee must be made in writing to the chair of the FSG
Committee. All objections are reviewed by the committee and its decision is final.

The FSG Committee ensures that all appropriate parties are notified of its review and given the opportunity
to present to the committee any evidence that they deem appropriate. Specifically, any administrator(s)
whose decision is being contested is given an opportunity to present to the committee any evidence that
he or she deems appropriate. Likewise, any faculty member or other UTHSC employee whose actions are
the basis for the complaint is given an opportunity to present his or her response to the complaint. The
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disputants should present all evidence and responses to the committee at least 10 days before the
scheduled hearing, but this time requirement can be waived. As soon as possible, the FSG Committee
provides the disputants with copies of any evidence submitted by either party. If this response or evidence
comes later than 10 days before the hearing, postponements may be granted by the FSG Committee.

7.3.2.7 Faculty Advisors

Although it is not necessary for either the complainant or the respondent to have a faculty advisor present
at the hearing, it is often helpful for the complainant to have the assistance of a UTHSC faculty colleague as
an advisor. The complainant must inform the committee in writing if he or she wishes to have a UTHSC
faculty colleague present at the hearing as an advisor. Likewise, the respondent must inform the
committee in writing if he or she wishes to have a UTHSC faculty colleague present as an advisor. The
complainant or respondent must identify that person at least two weeks before the hearing. If only one
party plans to have an advisor, the other party will be notified; if he or she then decides to have an advisor,
the committee must be informed in writing at least five days before the hearing. A faculty advisor may not
participate in the hearing, but he or she may communicate with the advisee.

7.3.2.8 Relevance of Evidence

The FSG Committee is not bound by strict rules of evidence and may admit any information that it deems
pertinent. Furthermore, the committee may have access to any available information that it considers
relevant. The committee, through its chair, determines whether information or testimony is material and
relevant to the issues involved in the appeal. Before any hearsay evidence is admitted as evidence, the
source of that information must be revealed so that the committee may request the person(s) to appear for
questioning. With a majority vote of the committee members, the chair may rule that certain information
not be considered and be removed from the records. None of the original materials admitted as evidence,
including any written documents, photographs, audio-recordings, and video-materials, will be returned to
the complainant or respondent; all evidence and supporting documentation will be forwarded by the FSG
Committee to the Chief Academic Officer and to the Chancellor. These materials will be returned to the
Office of the Faculty Senate and stored in a locked file cabinet for the length of time prescribed by the
Office of Records Management. The Administration will cooperate with the FSG Committee in making
available UTHSC documents and other evidence. The faculty member should have the aid of the FSG
Committee, when needed, in requesting the attendance of witnesses; however, witnesses cannot be
compelled to attend.

After reviewing the materials submitted by the various parties, the FSG Committee sets time limits for each
oral presentation. As noted above, each party may have another UTHSC faculty colleague present as an
advisor at the hearing (Section 7.3.3). For unusual circumstances, the FSG Committee may permit other
individuals to attend the hearing, but their participation will be limited to specified activities. The
committee’s decision regarding additional individuals and their activities is final. The hearing, involving only
the principals to the dispute, will be conducted as follows:

1. Oral presentation by faculty complainant and his or her witnesses, if any;

2. Oral response to faculty complainant by the other involved party or parties and appropriate
witnesses, if any;

3. Rebuttal or summary by faculty complainant; and
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4. Questions or comments by FSG Committee members at any time as allowed by the chair of the FSG
Committee.

7.3.2.9 Testimony

The principal parties have the right to testify, to examine all documents and other information considered
by the committee, to present testimony of witnesses and other evidence, and to hear and question
witnesses. However, neither the complainant nor the respondent may question each other. If a witness
cannot appear in person, and the committee determines that he or she should be heard, the committee
may arrange to receive his or her information in the form of written testimony and, via
telecommunications, to facilitate questioning by both parties. So long as it does not substantially delay the
hearing process, the committee may call a recess for the purpose of assuring that reasonable time is
provided for the examination of all information and for the preparation of appropriate responses. Such
recess is usually only called after either party makes a valid claim of surprise.

7.3.2.10 Questioning of Witnesses

The FSG hearing is not a court of law and the FSG Committee, through its chair, will prevent any attempt to
conduct the hearing as such. The FSG Committee has the prerogative to determine the appropriateness of
all questions and the method of questioning. Because hostile questioning of witnesses and emotional
outbursts by the principal parties may stifle the spirit of inquiry and resolution, the chair will maintain strict
control over the nature and conduct of the hearing. All records of the hearing, including committee
members’ notes, will be preserved.

7.3.3.11 Recommendations of the Grievance Committee

After review and deliberation on the substance of the appeal, the committee will: (a) find that it can offer
no options regarding the problem, or (b) make specific recommendations. Within 10 days after the hearing
or as soon thereafter as possible, the President of the Faculty Senate will forward written findings and
recommendations of the FSG Committee, as well as all documents and other materials submitted by either
party to the Chancellor and Chief Academic Officer. The Chief Academic Officer and Chancellor shall then
discuss the recommendation of the FSG Committee prior to the Chancellor making a ruling on the matter
for the campus. Copies of the findings and recommendations will be forwarded to the complainant, the
respondent, and the FSG Committee. The committee’s recommendations are not binding on the
Chancellor. Any notes or materials generated by committee members relative to any matter that comes
before it for resolution will be preserved, as required by state law, by the President of the Faculty Senate.

7.4 Appeal

The faculty member may appeal the Chancellor’s decision to the President of The University within 30 days
of receipt of the Chancellor’s decision. An appeal to the President must be in writing.
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SECTION 8 TERMINATION OF A TENURED FACULTY MEMBER AND PROCEDURES FOR TERMINATION
OF A TENURED FACULTY MEMBER FOR ADEQUATE CAUSE®

8.1 Termination of a Tenured Faculty Member’s Appointment

The appointment of a tenured faculty member may be terminated because of: (a) resignation; (b)
retirement; (c) death (d) extraordinary circumstances due to financial exigencies or discontinuance of a
program or function; (e) forfeiture of tenure; or (f) adequate cause. Adequate cause is defined in Section
8.2, and the procedures for termination of employment for adequate cause are contained in Section 8.3.

In every case of termination by UTHSC, the tenured faculty member may have the issue(s) reviewed by the
Faculty Senate Grievance Committee (FSG Committee) (Section 7.3). For a tenured faculty member, the
burden of proof in appealing such a termination action is on UTHSC to justify why such action should be
taken.

8.1.1 Termination of a Tenured Faculty Member’s Appointment Due to Resignation

Notification of resignation should be made early enough to obviate embarrassment or inconvenience to
UTHSC. Faculty members who wish to resign should make their resignations effective at the end of the
academic year, or under exceptional circumstances, at the end of an academic semester. A tenured faculty
member relinquishes tenure upon resignation from UTHSC. Thus, for a tenured faculty member, his or her
appointment term is considered to end or expire on the date of resignation.

Changing clinical practice affiliation without the prior written approval of the Chair and Dean constitutes
resignation of a faculty member’s academic appointment and consequently, relinquishment of tenure (See
Section 4.13).

8.1.2 Termination of a Tenured Faculty Member’s Appointment Due to Retirement

Policies and procedures governing retirement, including disability retirement, are found in Personnel
Policies and Procedures (§305, §375, §380, §385, §390, and §397). A tenured faculty member relinquishes
tenure upon retirement from UTHSC. Thus, for a tenured faculty member, his or her appointment term is
considered to end or expire on the date of retirement.

8.1.3 Termination of a Tenured Faculty Member’s Appointment Due to Extraordinary Circumstances

Extraordinary circumstances warranting termination of tenure may involve either financial exigency or
academic program discontinuance.

In the case of financial exigency, the criteria and procedures outlined in the Board-approved Financial
Exigency Plan for each campus shall be followed. The UTHSC Financial Exigency Plan is contained in
Appendix G. Financial exigencies affecting UTHSC may require the termination of services of one or more

5 Notice requirements for non-renewal of a tenure track faculty member’s appointment are provided in Section 4.10.
Non-renewal of a tenure track appointment may be appealed through the grievance process (Section 7). Termination
of a tenure track faculty member for adequate cause before the expiration of the annual term of appointment is
governed by the procedures applicable to termination of a tenured faculty member for adequate cause (Section 8.3).
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tenured faculty members. In every case of financial exigency resulting in the termination of a tenured
faculty appointment, the faculty member concerned will be given notice as soon as possible, and every
effort will be made to give not less than twelve months’ notice or twelve months’ salary.

In the case of academic program discontinuance, the termination of tenured faculty may take place only
after consultation with the Faculty through appropriate committees of the department, the college, and the
Faculty Senate in accordance with the UTHSC policy on academic discontinuance (Appendix H) unless this
decision is made by an authority outside The University. In every case of academic program discontinuance
affecting tenured faculty, the Administration shall exert every effort to make suitable reassignments of
personnel; if reassignments are not feasible and terminations of appointment are required, the tenured
faculty member concerned will be given notice as soon as possible, and never less than twelve months’
notice or twelve months’ salary.

According to the Board’s policy, if termination of tenured faculty positions becomes necessary because of
financial exigency or academic program discontinuance, the UTHSC Administration shall attempt to place
each displaced tenured faculty member in another suitable position. This does not require that a faculty
member be placed in a position for which he or she is not qualified, that a new position be created where
no need exists, or that a faculty member (tenured or nontenured) in another department be terminated in
order to provide a vacancy for a displaced tenured faculty member. The position of any tenured faculty
member displaced because of financial exigency or academic program discontinuance shall not be filled
within three years, unless the displaced faculty member has been offered reinstatement and a reasonable
time in which to accept or decline the offer.

8.1.4 Termination of a Tenured Faculty Member’s Appointment Due to Forfeiture of Tenure

A tenured faculty member forfeits tenure upon taking an unauthorized leave of absence or failing to
resume the duties of his or her position following an approved leave of absence.

Forfeiture results in automatic termination of employment. The UTHSC Chief Academic Officer shall give
the faculty member written notice of the forfeiture of tenure and termination of employment.

8.2 Adequate Cause — Definition

Adequate cause refers to the types of permissible reasons for termination of the employment of a tenured
faculty member.® Adequate cause includes the following and similar types of reasons:

1. Category A: Unsatisfactory Performance in Teaching, Research, or Service
a. Failure to demonstrate professional competence in teaching, research, or service;

b. failure to perform satisfactorily the duties or responsibilities of the faculty position, including
but not limited to: (1) failure to comply with a lawful directive of the Chair, Dean, or UTHSC
Chief Academic Officer with respect to the faculty member's duties or responsibilities; or (2)
inability to perform an essential function of the faculty position, given reasonable
accommodation, if requested;

6 The same definition of adequate cause applies to termination of a tenure track faculty member before the expiration
of the annual term of appointment (Section 8.3).
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c. loss of professional licensure if licensure is required for the performance of the faculty
member's duties; or with respect to Health Sciences faculty, failure to be granted or loss of
medical staff membership and privileges at affiliated teaching hospitals; or

d. dishonesty or other serious violation of professional ethics or responsibility in teaching,
research, or service; or serious violation of professional responsibility in relations with students,
other faculty members, employees, or members of the community.

2. Category B: Misconduct

a. Failure or persistent neglect to comply with University policies, procedures, rules, or other
regulations, including but not limited to violation of The University's policies against
discrimination and harassment;

b. falsification of a University record, including but not limited to information concerning the
faculty member's qualifications for a position or promotion;

c. theft or misappropriation of University funds, property, services, or other resources;

d. admission of guilt or conviction of: (1) a felony; or (2) a non-felony directly related to the
fitness of a faculty member to engage in teaching, research, service, or administration; or

e. any misconduct directly related to the fitness of the faculty member to engage in teaching,
research, service, or administration.

8.3 Termination of a Tenured Faculty Member’s Appointment for Adequate Cause

Termination procedures for UTHSC incorporate and are consistent with the provisions cited in The
University of Tennessee Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility and Tenure. Unless waived
by the faculty member, the UTHSC procedures for terminating for adequate cause the employment of a
tenured faculty member are those described in Sections 8.3.1, 8.3.2, and 8.3.3.

Except for such simple announcements as may be required, covering the time of the hearing and similar
matters, all individuals involved in a case of termination of the employment of a faculty member for
adequate cause — Tribunal or Special Committee members (Sections 8.3.1 and 8.3.2), the faculty member,
the tenured departmental faculty, the administrative officers, and/or the counsels — will avoid making
public statements or release publicity about the case, until the proceedings have been completed, including
consideration by the Board of Trustees.

If the final decision is against termination or a lesser sanction, the faculty member will not ultimately suffer
the loss of normal pay and other compensations.
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8.3.1 Termination Procedure for Category A- Adequate Cause: Unsatisfactory Performance in
Teaching, Research or Service

Note: The phrase “teaching, research or service” in this section includes scholarly activity and
clinical practice.

1. Preliminary Steps — The following preliminary steps shall be followed in cases of termination for
unsatisfactory performance in teaching, research, or service, unless the faculty member has been
under an EPPR improvement plan as described in the Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance Review
section of Board policy. If a faculty member has been under an EPPR improvement plan and the
peer review committee, Dean, UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, and Faculty Senate President or
Faculty Senate Executive Committee recommend initiation of termination proceedings, the
Chancellor shall proceed to consult with the President and to decide whether to initiate
termination proceedings without following these preliminary steps. During this time, the Chair, the
Division Chief, if appropriate, and Dean will counsel the faculty member with a view toward a
mutually satisfactory resolution. A written summary of these discussions shall be prepared for the
faculty member and his or her personnel file.

2. Tenured Faculty's Recommendation — The Chair shall direct the tenured departmental faculty to
review the faculty member's performance in teaching, research, and service and to vote
anonymously on the question of whether termination proceedings should be initiated (Section
4.4.2). The tenured departmental faculty will write a report to the Chair. This report shall contain
the following: a list of the tenured faculty members in attendance, the majority and minority
views, if relevant, and the summary vote. The faculty vote shall be advisory to the Chair.

3. Chair’'s Recommendation — If the Chair concludes termination proceedings should be initiated, he
or she shall forward a recommendation simultaneously to the Dean and the UTHSC Chief Academic
Officer. The Chair’s recommendation shall include the history of efforts to encourage the faculty
member to improve his or her performance and the anonymous vote of the tenured faculty on the
question of whether proceedings should be initiated.

4. Dean's Recommendation — If the Dean concludes termination proceedings should be initiated, he or
she shall forward a recommendation to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

5. UTHSC Chief Academic Officer's Recommendation —

a. If the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer concludes termination proceedings should be initiated, he
or she shall call the faculty member to a meeting to discuss a mutually satisfactory resolution of
the matter.

b. If a mutually satisfactory resolution is not achieved, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer shall
within 30 days ask the Faculty Senate Grievance (FSG) Committee to conduct an informal
inquiry and make a recommendation to him or her within 30 days as to whether termination
proceedings should be initiated. The recommendation of the FSG Committee shall be advisory
to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

c. After considering the recommendation of the FSG Committee, the UTHSC Chief Academic
Officer shall make a recommendation to the Chancellor as to whether termination proceedings
should be initiated. If appropriate, step 7 below may be combined with this step.
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6. Chancellor's Decision to Initiate Termination Proceedings — If, after consulting with the President,
the Chancellor decides to initiate termination proceedings, he or she shall give the faculty member
written notice, including

a. astatement of the grounds for termination, framed with reasonable particularity;

b. notice of the faculty member's right to contest the proposed termination in a hearing before a
Tribunal, as described below, or in a hearing conducted under the provisions of the Tennessee
Uniform Administrative Procedures Act; and

c. notice that the faculty member has 10 days after receipt of the written notice to elect in writing
to contest the termination and to elect in writing the form of hearing. The Chancellor shall
send a copy of the written notice to the President of the Faculty Senate at the same time.

7. Suspension With Pay or Reassignment Pending Completion of Termination Proceedings — After
consultation with the President of the Faculty Senate or the Faculty Senate Executive Committee,
the Chancellor may suspend the faculty member with pay, or change his or her assignment of
duties, pending completion of The University's termination proceedings. This step may be
combined with step 5(c) above. The faculty member’s salary will continue during the period of the
suspension.

8. Failure to Contest — If the faculty member does not contest the charge(s) in writing and make the
required request for a hearing within 10 days after receipt of the written notice, the faculty
member shall be terminated, and no appeal of the matter will be heard within The University.

9. Hearing under the Tennessee Uniform Administrative Procedures Act —

a. Contested Case Procedures — If the faculty member makes a timely election to contest the
charge(s) under the Tennessee Uniform Administrative Procedures Act (TUAPA), the Chancellor
shall appoint a hearing examiner, and the matter shall proceed in accordance with the
contested case procedures promulgated by The University under the TUAPA. The TUAPA
contested case procedures are published in the Rules and Regulations of the State of Tennessee
(http://state.tn.us/sos/rules/1720/1720-01/1720-01-05.pdf) and are available in the UTHSC
Health Sciences Library and in the Office of the General Counsel.

b. Initial Order — In accordance with the TUAPA contested case procedures, upon completion of
the hearing, the hearing examiner shall render an initial order, which either party may appeal
to the Chancellor within 10 days. In addition, the Chancellor, on his or her own motion, may
elect within 10 days to review the hearing officer's initial order.

c. Final Order — The hearing examiner's initial order shall become the final order unless review is
sought by either party or the Chancellor within the 10-day period. If review is sought, the
Chancellor shall review the initial order and issue a final order in accordance with applicable
provisions of the TUAPA contested case procedures. The final order, whether rendered by the
Chancellor or by virtue of neither party appealing the initial order, shall be the final decision on
the charge(s) within The University. If the allegations are not upheld, full restitution of normal
pay and other compensations lost during the termination or suspension will be made.
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d. Judicial Review — If the final order is unfavorable to the faculty member, he or she is entitled to
judicial review of the final order in accordance with applicable provisions of the Tennessee
Uniform Administrative Procedures Act.

10. Hearing Before a Tribunal — If the faculty member makes a timely election to contest the charge(s)
and to waive the right to a hearing under the Tennessee Uniform Administrative Procedures Act,
the Chancellor shall ask the Faculty Senate President to appoint a hearing Tribunal within 15 days
and shall notify the faculty member of this action. The President of the Faculty Senate will appoint
this Tribunal, with the advice and consent of the Executive Committee of the Faculty Senate. The
matter then shall proceed in accordance with the tribunal procedures described below.

a. Composition of the Tribunal — A UTHSC Tribunal shall consist of at least seven members of the
Faculty and the Administration not concerned previously with the case. The members of the
Tribunal should be chosen on the basis of their reputations for objectivity and competence and
the regard in which the academic community holds them. The Tribunal elects its own
chair. The Tribunal should determine the order of proof, should normally conduct questioning
of witnesses, and, if necessary, secure the presentation of evidence important to the case.
Either the Chancellor or the faculty member may challenge the appointment of a Tribunal
member on the ground of bias or conflict of interest. Members of the Tribunal deeming
themselves disqualified for bias or interest shall remove themselves from the case, either at the
request of a party to the dispute or on their own initiative. In addition, each party will have a
maximum of two challenges without stated cause. A challenge shall be judged by the Faculty
Senate Executive Committee, whose decision on the challenge shall be final and not subject to
appeal. The Executive Committee of the Senate will fill vacancies on the Tribunal resulting from
disqualification, challenge without stated cause, illness, resignation, or any other reason.

b. Notice of Hearing — The Chancellor shall give the faculty member written notice of the hearing
date at least 20 days in advance. The Committee, in consultation with the President of the
Senate and the faculty member, will exercise its judgment as to whether the hearing should be
private.

c. Representation — If UTHSC intends to be represented by legal counsel, the written notice of the
hearing date shall so advise the faculty member. The written notice shall also state the faculty
member's right to be represented by legal counsel or other representative of his or her
choice. If the faculty member intends to be represented by legal counsel, he or she must notify
the chair of the Tribunal within 10 days of receipt of the written notice of the hearing date. If
the faculty member fails to give timely notice of legal representation, the hearing date shall be
postponed at UTHSCs' request.

d. Waiver of Hearing — If, at any time prior to the hearing date, the faculty member decides to
waive his or her right to a hearing and respond to the charges only in writing, the Tribunal shall
proceed to evaluate all available evidence and rest its recommendation upon the evidence in
the record.

e. Pre-Hearing Preparation — The faculty member and UTHSC shall have a reasonable opportunity
prior to the hearing to obtain witnesses, specific documents, or other specific evidence
reasonably related to the charge(s). The Administration will cooperate with the Tribunal in
securing witnesses and making available documentary and other evidence. The faculty
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member should have the aid of the Tribunal, when needed, in securing the attendance of
witnesses.

With the consent of the parties concerned, the Tribunal may hold joint prehearing meetings
with the parties in order to (a) clarify the issues; (b) effect stipulations of facts; (c) provide for
the exchange of documentary or other information; or (d) achieve such other appropriate
prehearing objectives as will make the hearing fair, effective, and expeditious.

f. Evidence —The Tribunal is not bound by legal rules of evidence and may admit any evidence of
probative value in determining the issues. The Tribunal shall make every reasonable effort,
however, to base its recommendation on the most reliable evidence. If the charge is "failure to
demonstrate professional competence in teaching, research, or service," the evidence shall
include the testimony of qualified faculty members from this and/or other comparable
institutions of higher education. All evidence should be duly recorded. If any facts are in
dispute, the testimony of witnesses or other evidence should be received.

g. Confrontation and Cross-Examination of Witnesses — The Board’s policy states that the faculty
member and UTHSC shall have the right to confront and cross-examine all witnesses. During a
hearing at UTHSC, the faculty member, the Administration, or their respective counsels will
have the right, within reasonable limits, to question all witnesses who testify orally. The faculty
member will have the opportunity to question all adverse witnesses. If a witness cannot or will
not appear, but the Tribunal determines that his or her testimony is necessary to a fair
adjudication of the charge(s), the Tribunal may admit as evidence the sworn affidavit of the
witness. In that event, the Tribunal shall disclose the affidavit to both parties and allow both
parties to submit written interrogatories to the witness. In addition, the Tribunal should give
opportunity to the faculty member, the Administration, or the respective counsels to argue
orally before it. The Tribunal may request written briefs and proposed findings of fact and
conclusions of law.

h. Adjournments — The Tribunal shall grant adjournments to allow either party to investigate
evidence to which a valid claim of surprise is made.

i.  Burden of Proof — The burden of proof that adequate cause exists rests with UTHSC and shall be
satisfied only by clear and convincing evidence in the record considered as a whole.

j. Findings and Conclusions — The Tribunal should reach its decision in conference on the basis of
the hearing and/or the evidence in the record. The Tribunal may proceed to decision promptly,
without having the record of the hearing transcribed, where it feels that a just decision can be
reached by this means; or it may await the availability of a transcript of the hearing if its
decision would be aided thereby. The Tribunal should make explicit findings with respect to
each of the grounds of removal presented, and a reasoned opinion may be desirable. The
Tribunal shall make written findings and conclusions and shall provide a copy to the faculty
member at the time of submission to the Chancellor.

(1) If the Tribunal concludes adequate cause for termination has not been established, it
shall so report to the Chancellor.
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(2) If the Tribunal concludes adequate cause for termination has been established but that
a sanction other than termination should be imposed, it shall so recommend to the
Chancellor, with supporting reasons.

(3) If the Tribunal concludes adequate cause for termination has been established and that
termination is the appropriate sanction, it shall so report to the Chancellor.

k. Transcript of the Hearing — A verbatim record of the hearing shall be made, and a transcript
shall be provided to the faculty member without cost and to the Chancellor at the time of the
Tribunal's submission of its findings and conclusions.

11. Chancellor's Recommendation on Termination —

a. If the Chancellor concludes adequate cause has been established and that termination is the
appropriate sanction, he or she shall transmit the hearing record and his or her
recommendation to the Board of Trustees through the President. In addition, he or she shall
notify the Tribunal and the faculty member in writing of this decision. However, if the
conclusion of the Chancellor differs from that of the Tribunal, the Chancellor shall give the
Tribunal and the faculty member a written statement of reasons and shall allow the faculty
member an opportunity to respond before transmitting the case to the President and Board of
Trustees.

b. If the Chancellor concludes adequate cause has been established but that a sanction other than
termination should be imposed, the Chancellor may impose the lesser sanction (Section
78.4). He or she shall notify the Tribunal and the faculty member in writing of this
decision. The faculty member may appeal the lesser sanction to the President.

12. Review by the Board of Trustees — The Board of Trustees shall review a recommendation of

8.3.2

termination for adequate cause on the record of the Tribunal hearing. The Board shall provide an
opportunity for oral and written argument by the parties. The faculty member and UTHSC may be
represented before the Board by legal counsel or other representative. If the Board concludes
adequate cause has been established and that the faculty member's tenure and employment
should be terminated, the Board shall set the effective date of termination. If the allegations are
not upheld, full restitution of normal pay and other compensations lost during the termination or
suspension will be made.

Termination Procedure for Category B Adequate Cause: Misconduct

Preliminary Steps — During this time, the Chair, the Division Chief, if appropriate, and Dean will
counsel the faculty member with a view toward a mutually satisfactory resolution. A written
summary of these discussions shall be prepared for the faculty member and his or her personnel
file.

a. Consultation with Tenured Faculty —The Department Chair shall consult with the tenured
faculty before making a recommendation that termination proceedings be initiated against a
tenured faculty member for alleged misconduct within the Category B definition of adequate
cause (Section 4.4.2). After reviewing the charges and evidence presented by the Department
Chair, the tenured departmental faculty will write a report to the faculty member’s Chair. This
report shall contain the following: a list of the faculty members in attendance, the majority and
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minority views, if relevant, and the summary, anonymous vote. The committee vote shall be
advisory to the Chair.

b. Chair's Recommendation — If the Department Chair concludes termination proceedings should
be initiated, he or she shall forward a recommendation simultaneously to the Dean and the
UTHSC Chief Academic Officer. The recommendation shall include a report of the Chair's
consultation with the tenured faculty.

c. Dean's Recommendation — If the Dean concludes termination proceedings should be initiated,
he or she shall forward a recommendation to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

d. UTHSC Chief Academic Officer's Recommendation —
(1) If the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer concludes termination proceedings should be initiated,
he or she shall call the faculty member to a meeting to discuss a mutually satisfactory

resolution of the matter.

2

~

If a mutually satisfactory resolution is not achieved, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer may
at his or her discretion within 30 days ask the Faculty Senate Grievance Committee (FSG
Committee) to conduct an informal inquiry and make a recommendation to him or her
within 30 days as to whether termination proceedings should be initiated. The
recommendation of the FSG Committee shall be advisory to the UTHSC Chief Academic
Officer. After considering the recommendation of the FSG Committee, the UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer shall make a recommendation to the Chancellor as to whether
termination proceedings should be initiated. If appropriate, step 3 below may be combined
with this step.

2. Chancellor's Decision to Initiate Termination Proceedings — If, after consultation with the President,
the Chancellor decides to initiate termination proceedings, he or she shall give the faculty member
written notice, including

a. astatement of the grounds for termination, framed with reasonable particularity;

b. notice of the faculty member’s right to contest the proposed termination in a hearing under the
provisions of the Tennessee Uniform Administrative Procedures Act (TUAPA);

c. notice of the faculty member’s right to waive a hearing under TUAPA and be heard by a Special
Committee composed of members of the UTHSC Faculty and Administration; and

d. notice that the faculty member has 10 days after receipt of the written notice to elect in writing
to contest the termination and select the type of hearing. The Chancellor shall send a copy of
the written notice to the President of the Faculty Senate at the same time.

3. Suspension or Reassignment Pending Completion of Termination Proceedings —
a. Suspension With Pay — After consultation with the President of the Faculty Senate or the

Faculty Senate Executive Committee, the Chancellor may suspend the faculty member with
pay, or change his or her assignment of duties, pending completion of UTHSC's termination
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proceedings. This step may be combined with step 1(d) above. The faculty member’s salary
will continue during the period of the suspension.

b. Suspension Without Pay — After consultation with the President of The University and the
President of the Faculty Senate or the Faculty Senate Executive Committee, the Chancellor may
suspend the faculty member without pay only for the following types of alleged misconduct
and only in accordance with the procedures outlined in the section entitled "Expedited
Procedure for Termination or Suspension Without Pay in Certain Cases of Misconduct" (Section
8.3.3):

(1) alleged misconduct involving:
a. acts or credible threats of harm to a person or University property; or
b. theft or misappropriation of University funds, property, services, or other resources;

(2) indictment by a state or federal grand jury, or arrest and charge pursuant to state or
federal criminal procedure, for:
a. afelony; or
b. anon-felony directly related to the fitness of a faculty member to engage in teaching,
research, service, or administration.

This step may be combined with step 1(d) above. If the allegations are not upheld, full restitution
of normal pay and other compensations lost during the suspension will be made.

4. Failure to Contest — If the faculty member does not contest the charge(s) of misconduct in writing
within 10 days after receipt of the written notice, the faculty member shall be terminated, and no
appeal of the matter will be heard within The University.

5. Waiver of Hearing Under the Tennessee Uniform Administrative Procedures Act — If the faculty
member contests the charge(s) of misconduct but elects to waive his or her right to formal hearing
under the contested case procedures of the TUAPA, the Chancellor shall appoint a Special
Committee to conduct an informal hearing on the charges. The faculty member may be
represented before the hearing committee by legal counsel or other representative of his or her
choice. If the faculty member intends to be represented by legal counsel, he or she must notify the
committee chairperson within 10 days of the hearing date. If the faculty member fails to give
timely notice of legal representation the hearing date shall be postponed at the request of UTHSC.

a. Composition of the Special Committee — The Special Committee is composed of at least seven
members of the Faculty and Administration not concerned previously with the case. The
members of the Special Committee should be chosen on the basis of their reputations for
objectivity and competence and the regard in which the academic community holds them. The
Special Committee elects its own chair. Members of the Special Committee deeming
themselves disqualified for bias or interest shall remove themselves from the case, either at the
request of a party to the dispute or on their own initiative. Each party will have a maximum of
two challenges without stated cause. The Chancellor will fill vacancies on the Special
Committee resulting from disqualification, challenge without stated cause, illness, resignation,
or any other reason.

b. Notice of Hearing by a Special Committee — Service of notice of hearing with specific charges in
writing will be made at least 20 days prior to the hearing. The Special Committee, in
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consultation with the President of the Senate and the faculty member, will exercise its
judgment as to whether the hearing should be private.

c.  Waiver of Hearing by a Special Committee — The faculty member may waive a hearing or may
respond to the charges in writing at any time before the hearing. If the faculty member waives
a hearing, but denies the charges against him or her or asserts that the charges do not support
a finding of adequate cause, the Special Committee will evaluate all available evidence and rest
its recommendation upon such evidence.

d. Representation — During the proceedings the faculty member will be permitted to have an
academic advisor and counsel of his choice.

e. Prehearing Meetings — The Special Committee may, with the consent of the parties concerned,
hold joint prehearing meetings with the parties in order to (a) clarify the issues; (b) effect
stipulations of facts; (c) provide for the exchange of documentary or other information; or (d)
achieve such other appropriate prehearing objectives as will make the hearing fair, effective,
and expeditious.

f.  Witnesses and Evidence — The faculty member will be afforded an opportunity to obtain
necessary witnesses and documentary or other evidence. The Administration will cooperate
with the Special Committee in securing witnesses and making available documentary and other
evidence. The faculty member should have the aid of the Special Committee, when needed, in
securing the attendance of witnesses. The Special Committee will not be bound by strict rules
of legal evidence, and may admit any evidence, which is of probative value in determining the
issues involved. Every possible effort will be made to obtain the most reliable evidence
available. All evidence should be duly recorded. If any facts are in dispute, the testimony of
witnesses or other evidence should be received.

g. Conduct of Hearing — The Special Committee should determine the order of proof, should
normally conduct questioning of witnesses, and, if necessary, secure the presentation of
evidence important to the case.

h. Questioning of Witnesses — The faculty member, the Administration, and/or their respective
counsels will have the right, within reasonable limits, to question all witnesses who testify
orally. The faculty member will have the opportunity to question all adverse witnesses. Where
unusual and urgent reasons move the Special Committee to withhold this right, the identity of
witnesses, as well as the statements of the witness, should nevertheless be disclosed to the
faculty member. Where the witnesses cannot or will not appear, but the Committee
determines that the interest of justice requires admission of their statements, the Committee
will identify the witnesses, disclose their statements, and if possible, provide for
interrogatories.

i. Oral or Written Arguments — The Special Committee should give opportunity to the faculty
member, the Administration, or the respective counsels to argue orally before it. The Special

Committee may request written briefs and proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law.

j. Adjournments — The Special Committee will grant adjournments to enable either party to
investigate evidence for which a valid claim of surprise is made.
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k. Burden of Proof — The burden of proof that adequate cause exists rests with UTHSC and shall be
satisfied only by clear and convincing evidence of record considered as a whole.

|. Record of the Hearing(s) — A verbatim record of the hearing or hearings will be taken and a
copy will be made available to the faculty member without cost.

m. Report of the Special Committee — The Special Committee shall make a written report of its
findings and conclusions to the Chancellor. The findings of fact and the decision will be based
on the hearing record and/or the evidence in the record. The Chancellor and the faculty
member will be notified of the decision in writing and will be given a copy of the record of the
hearing, if any. If the Special Committee concludes that adequate cause for termination has
not been established by the evidence in the record, it will so report to the Chancellor. If the
Special Committee concludes that adequate cause for administrative action has been
established, but that an academic penalty less than termination would be more appropriate, it
will so recommend with the supporting reasons to the Chancellor.

n. Decision of the Chancellor — If the Chancellor decides adequate cause for termination of tenure
and employment has been established, he or she shall submit a written recommendation of
termination to the Board of Trustees through the President. In addition, the Chancellor shall
notify the Special Committee and the faculty member in writing.

0. Review by the President and the Board of Trustees — The Chancellor will transmit the hearing
record and his recommendations to the President and the Board of Trustees. The Board of
Trustees shall review a recommendation of termination for adequate cause on the record of
the Special Committee hearing. The Board shall provide an opportunity for oral and written
argument by the parties. The faculty member and UTHSC may be represented before the
Board by legal counsel or other representative. If the Board concludes adequate cause has
been established and that the faculty member's tenure and employment should be terminated,
the Board shall set the effective date of termination. If the allegations are not upheld, full
restitution of normal pay and other compensations lost during the termination or suspension
will be made.

p. Imposition of a Lesser Sanction than Termination — If the Chancellor decides a lesser sanction
should be imposed, he or she may impose the sanction. The faculty member may appeal the
lesser sanction to the President.

6. Hearing under the Tennessee Uniform Administrative Procedures Act —

a. Contested Case Procedures — If the faculty member makes a timely election to contest the
charge(s) under the Tennessee Uniform Administrative Procedures Act (TUAPA), the Chancellor
shall appoint a hearing examiner, and the matter shall proceed in accordance with the
contested case procedures promulgated by the University under the TUAPA. The TUAPA
contested case procedures are published in the Rules and Regulations of the State of Tennessee
(http://state.tn.us/sos/rules/1720/1720-01/1720-01-05.pdf) and are available in the UTHSC
Health Sciences Library and in the Office of the General Counsel.

b. Initial Order — In accordance with the TUAPA contested case procedures, upon completion of
the hearing, the hearing examiner shall render an initial order, which either party may appeal
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to the Chancellor within 10 days. In addition, the Chancellor, on his or her own motion, may
elect within 10 days to review the hearing officer's initial order.

c. Final Order — The hearing examiner's initial order shall become the final order unless review is
sought by either party or the Chancellor within the 10-day period. If review is sought, the
Chancellor shall review the initial order and issue a final order in accordance with applicable
provisions of the TUAPA contested case procedures. The final order, whether rendered by the
Chancellor or by virtue of neither party appealing the initial order, shall be the final decision on
the charge(s) within The University.

d. Judicial Review — If the final order is unfavorable to the faculty member, he or she is entitled to
judicial review of the final order in accordance with applicable provisions of the Tennessee
Uniform Administrative Procedures Act. If the allegations are not upheld, full restitution of
normal pay and other compensations lost during the termination or suspension will be made.

8.3.3 Expedited Procedure for Termination or Suspension Without Pay in Certain Cases of
Misconduct’

In the following cases of alleged misconduct by a faculty member, the Chancellor, after consulting with the
President of The University and the President of the Faculty Senate or the Faculty Senate Executive
Committee, may invoke an expedited procedure to accomplish termination or suspension without pay, with
comprehensive due process procedures to be offered after termination or suspension without pay:

1. alleged misconduct involving: (i) acts or credible threats of harm to a person or University property;
or (ii) theft or misappropriation of University funds, property, services, or other resources; or

2. indictment by a state or federal grand jury, or arrest and charge pursuant to state or federal
criminal procedure, for: (i) a felony; or (ii) a non-felony directly related to the fitness of a faculty
member to engage in teaching, research, service, or administration.

Under the expedited procedure, the faculty member shall be offered the following process before
termination or suspension without pay: (a) notice of the charges; (b) an explanation of the evidence; and (c)
an informal opportunity to refute the charges in a meeting with the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer. After
termination or suspension without pay, the faculty member shall be offered the full range of due process
options available to faculty members in other adequate cause proceedings. If the allegations are not
upheld, full restitution of normal pay and other compensations lost during the termination or suspension
will be made.

8.4 Disciplinary Sanctions Other than Termination for Adequate Cause

Disciplinary sanctions other than termination may be imposed against a faculty member for conduct within
or outside the definition of adequate cause. If the proposed sanction is suspension without pay for a
definite term (no more than one year), the procedures applicable to termination shall be offered prior to
suspension, except (a) suspension without pay for a definite term (no more than one year) may be imposed
as a sanction by the Chancellor without review by the President and the Board of Trustees; and (b) the

7 The procedures for termination of a tenured faculty member for adequate cause also apply to termination of a
tenure track faculty member for adequate cause before the expiration of the annual term of appointment.
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Chancellor may determine that the expedited procedure for suspension without pay is applicable to the
conduct (Section 8.3.3).

If the proposed sanction does not involve suspension without pay, the Department Chair shall make a
recommendation to the Dean, and the Dean shall make a recommendation to the UTHSC Chief Academic
Officer. The UTHSC Chief Academic Officer shall give the faculty member written notice of the proposed
sanction and the supporting reason(s) and shall offer him or her an opportunity to respond both in writing
and in person. The faculty member may appeal the proposed sanction through established appeal
procedures of the Faculty Senate (Section 7.3), and the sanction shall be held in abeyance until conclusion
of the appeal.
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APPENDIX A — ORGANIZATIONAL CHARTS

UT System Administration Table of Organization can be viewed at www.tennessee.edu/system/administration/.

UTHSC Listing of Campus Administrative units can be found at www.uthsc.edu/administration/.

An Organizational Chart for UTHSC is shown below.
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APPENDIX B — BYLAWS OF UTHSC FACULTY SENATE

Revised September 14, 1993
Amended February 11, 1997
Amended April 13, 1999
Amended Nov 14, 2006

Article 1. Name
The name of this organization is the Faculty Senate of The University of Tennessee Health Science Center
(hereafter called Faculty Senate).

Article Il. Purpose
The Faculty Senate exists to represent the faculty as its sole elected body and to provide a systematic
means for faculty participation in the affairs of The University of Tennessee.

Article 1ll. Members
Section 1. Membership Categories
The two categories of members are voting elected and nonvoting ex officio. Ex officio members are the
President of The University of Tennessee; the Chancellor of the University of Tennessee Health Science
Center; the Chief Academic and Student Affairs Officers or the equivalent; Deans of all colleges or the
equivalent; and presidents of the faculty organizations of the colleges or the equivalent.

Section 2. Eligibility for Membership

Faculty members with regular full-time, part-time, or emeritus appointments are eligible to be senators.
The number of senators representing a department or the equivalent is based on the total number of
faculty with primary appointments in the department, excluding those with volunteer, affiliated, adjunct
and emeritus appointments. Each department or the equivalent has one elected senator for every fifteen
full-time faculty members or fraction thereof. In each department or the equivalent, the total number of
full-time faculty members equals the number of regular part-time faculty members multiplied by the mean
percentage effort of part-time faculty in the relevant college or the equivalent plus the number of regular
full-time faculty members.

Each college or the equivalent has at least eight elected senators. A college with fewer than eight
departments or the equivalent elects the additional senators as members at large.

No more than one departmental chairperson may be elected from a college or the equivalent.
Each college or the equivalent may elect one chairperson as an additional member at large.

Administrative faculty members above the level of chairperson are not eligible for election to the Faculty
Senate.

Faculty at the Graduate School of Medicine, Knoxville and the Chattanooga unit each have two senators
elected as members-at-large. Faculty of The University of Tennessee College of Social Work, Memphis
Location have one senator elected as a member at large; this senator has all the rights and privileges of a
voting member, except eligibility for election as an officer or a member of the Executive Committee.

Section 3. Election of Senators and Term of Office

Senators are elected at least one month prior to the annual business meeting of the Faculty Senate for a
term of three years beginning at the regularly scheduled date of the annual business meeting of the Faculty
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Senate. A senator can serve no more than three consecutive terms. Each college must stagger elections so
that no more than half its senators are elected annually.

Section 4. Penalties

A senator who is absent from three consecutive meetings without appointing a substitute may be removed
from the Faculty Senate. For this purpose, a substitute is defined as a faculty member from that senator's
electoral unit who actually attends the Faculty Senate meeting.

Section 5. Vacancies
In case of a vacancy in the Faculty Senate due to resignation, leave of absence, or other cause, the
appropriate department or college faculty elects a successor to serve as senator for the unexpired term.

Section 6. Senators Outside Shelby County
Unless their presence is specifically requested, senators based outside Shelby County are not required to
attend Faculty Senate meetings.

Article IV. Officers
Section 1. Titles and Responsibilities
The four officers of the Faculty Senate are the President, President-Elect, immediate Past President, and
Secretary-Treasurer. Their responsibilities are as follows:

President
1. Presides at all meetings of the Faculty Senate.
2. s the chief spokesperson and representative for the Faculty Senate and faculty of the University of
Tennessee Health Science Center.
3. Serves as an ex officio member of all committees of the Faculty Senate.
Presents the annual report at the annual business meeting of the Faculty Senate.
5. Oversees the budget and, together with the Secretary-Treasurer, may authorize expenditures.

B

President-Elect
1. Acts as President in the absence of the President.
2. Prepares the budget of the Faculty Senate for the succeeding year.
3. Maintains current copies of the bylaws and procedures manual.
4. Presides over meetings of the Executive Committee when the Executive Committee deals with
grievances.

Past President
1. Serves as an advisor to the President and the Executive Committee.

Secretary-Treasurer
1. Prepares and distributes meeting notices and agendas for Executive Committee and Faculty Senate
meetings.
Prepares, distributes, and maintains the minutes of all actions taken by the Faculty Senate and the
Executive Committee.
Prepares the annual report and other reports as appropriate.
Maintains current lists of senators and committee members.
Together with the President, may authorize expenditures.
Assists the President-Elect in preparing the succeeding year's budget.
Records attendance at Executive Committee and Faculty Senate meetings.

N
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8. Distributes updated copies of the bylaws or procedures manual to the senators whenever
appropriate.

Section 2. Nomination, Election, and Term of Office

Candidates for President-Elect and Secretary-Treasurer are nominated by the Executive Committee of the
Faculty Senate approximately one month prior to the annual business meeting of the Faculty Senate. The
slate of candidates is submitted to all faculty senators at least ten days before the election. Nominations
are also accepted from the floor prior to the election. Officers are elected by majority vote in a secret ballot
at the annual business meeting of the Faculty Senate. Term of office for the four officers is for one year
from the annual business meeting of the Faculty Senate.

Section 3. Restrictions on Holding Office

The President and President-Elect cannot be from the same college. For this purpose, faculty in the basic
science departments and in the clinical medicine departments of the College of Medicine are regarded as
being in separate colleges.

Section 4. Vacancies

If the office of President becomes vacant, the President-Elect fills this vacancy. If the office of President-
Elect becomes vacant for this or other cause, the Executive Committee nominates replacement candidates,
and an election is held at the next meeting of the Faculty Senate. If the office of Secretary-Treasurer
becomes vacant, the Executive Committee appoints a replacement to serve as acting Secretary-Treasurer
until confirmation as Secretary-Treasurer by the Faculty Senate. Only elected Senators or current
officeholders can be elected or appointed to office.

Article V. Meetings
Section 1. Regular Meetings and Annual Business Meeting
The Faculty Senate holds a business meeting for the election of officers and at least five regular meetings
annually.

Section 2. Special Meetings

Special meetings of the Faculty Senate are called by the President or Executive Committee or by written
request of ten senators. A minimum notice of three days must be given for a special meeting except in an
emergency. The purpose of the meeting must be stated in the call, and the meeting must be limited to the
stated purpose.

Section 3. Voting and Quorum

Voting at meetings of the Faculty Senate is by show of hands or voice unless the majority present request a
vote by secret ballot. All elections are conducted by secret ballot. A quorum comprises twenty elected
members of the Faculty Senate. If a senator cannot attend a meeting, the chosen substitute has all the
rights, powers, and privileges of the absentee member, including voting rights.

Article VI. Executive Committee
Section 1. Members
The Executive Committee is comprised of the elected officers of the Faculty Senate and at least one
representative from each of the colleges or the equivalent. A college or the equivalent with more than
fifteen departments elects an additional representative for each additional fifteen departments or fraction
thereof. The Executive Committee elects as their chairperson either the immediate Past President or the
President of the Faculty Senate. The President of The University of Tennessee and the Chancellor of the
University of Tennessee Health Science Center are ex officio members.
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Section 2. Responsibilities
The Executive Committee nominates officers for the annual elections of the Faculty Senate, recommends
and reviews assignments to standing committees with the consent of the Faculty Senate, and establishes
special committees. It represents the Faculty Senate in meetings with the administration and other campus
and off-campus groups and handles emergency and interim business between Faculty Senate meetings.
Specific responsibilities of the Executive Committee are as follows:
1. Faculty Senate bylaws, goals, committee assignments, and reports.
Faculty Senate liaison to the administration.
Interaction with the state legislature and lobbyists.
Faculty Handbook of The University of Tennessee Health Science Center.
Faculty grievances. (Counsels, arbitrates, or intercedes on behalf of faculty, as described in the
Faculty Handbook.)
6. Assistance in recruiting and screening administrators for campus or system appointments. (Lends
its counsel to the development of criteria and procedures for recruiting and screening candidates
and assists in the selection of its faculty representatives on search committees.)

vk wnN

Section 3. Election and Term of Office

Each Executive Committee member representing a college or the equivalent is elected for a term of one
year at a meeting of the faculty senators who represent the pertinent college or the equivalent. This
election should be held during the month preceding the annual election of Faculty Senate officers.

Section 4. Vacancies

Vacancies on the Executive Committee occurring during the term of office are filled for the unexpired
portion of the term by election at a meeting of the faculty senators who represent the pertinent college or
the equivalent.

Article VII. Committees
Section 1. Standing Committees
The Executive Committee of the Faculty Senate appoints the members of the standing committees for
confirmation at a regularly scheduled meeting of the Faculty Senate. All members of the standing
committees are elected faculty senators.

Section 2. Special Committees
The Executive Committee appoints special committees when the need arises.

Article VIII. Parliamentary Authority
Section 1. Parliamentarian
A Parliamentarian is appointed annually by the President and approved by the Faculty Senate.

Section 2. Reference for Rules of Order

The rules contained in the current edition of Robert’s Rules of Order Newly Revised govern the Faculty
Senate in all cases to which they are applicable and in which they are not inconsistent with these bylaws
and any special rules of order the Faculty Senate may adopt.

Article IX. Amendment of Bylaws
These bylaws may be amended by a vote of two-thirds of the elected members of the Faculty Senate
present at any regular or special meeting. Proposed amendments must be distributed in writing to the
faculty senators at least ten days in advance of the meeting.
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Enabling Resolution

The enabling resolution for the Faculty Senate of the [University of Tennessee Health Science Center] was
passed by the Board of Trustees of The University of Tennessee in September 1971. This enabling resolution
represents the constituting document under which the Faculty Senate was established and currently
operates.

RESOLUTION
FACULTY SENATE OF THE [UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER]

Whereas the separate Faculties of [The University of Tennessee Health Science Center] have exercised
through faculty meetings and committees of the several colleges certain functions related to the
development of the educational policies of the University;

Whereas these functions can be more effectively performed through a smaller, more formally organized
group than the Faculty as a whole; and

Whereas a need exists for more effective channels through which the Administration may seek the counsel
and judgment of the Faculty about matters of concern to the University;

It is therefore resolved that a Faculty Senate of the [University of Tennessee Health Science Center] be
organized, subject to the following stipulations:

1. That the Senate operate in accordance with the bylaws which are hereby approved;

2. That the Senate include authorized administrative officers of The University of Tennessee Health
Science Center and of its various academic divisions;

3. That the Senate include elected representatives from each academic division, to be elected in such
numbers and by such means as are set forth in the Bylaws.

4. That the Senate may consider any subject pertaining to interests of the [University of Tennessee
Health Science Center] and make recommendations to the Chancellor and the Board of Trustees in

Deleted:

regard thereto. Decisions of the Senate with respect to matters within its jurisdiction shall
constitute the binding action of the [UTHSC]faculties. Jurisdiction over academic policies shall
reside in the faculties of the several schools and colleges; but, insofar as actions by these several
faculties affect [UTHSC] policy as a whole, or schools or colleges other than the one in which they
originate, they shall be brought before the Senate.

5. That the Senate shall elect annually a Committee on Committees which shall make nominations for
elective members of such educational committees as the bylaws may provide and such other
committees as the Senate may authorize, and that following such nominations the Senate shall
elect such committees;

6. That the Senate shall have no management or administrative functions either in itself or through its
committees, administrative matters being expressly reserved to the Chancellor of the [UTHSC] and

the President of the University, as delegated by the Board of Trustees;

7. That a copy of this resolution be appended to the Bylaws, and be considered a part of the
constituting document of the Faculty Senate of [UTHSC].
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APPENDIX C — STATEMENT OF POLICY ON MISCONDUCT IN RESEARCH AND SERVICE

http://www.tennessee.edu/system/academicaffairs/docs/MisconductResearchService.pdf.

APPENDIX D — GENERAL POLICIES ON CONFLICT OF INTERESTS

https://my.tennessee.edu/portal/page? pageid=34,140536& dad=portal& schema=PORTAL&p policy=FI0
125

APPENDIX E — GENERAL POLICIES ON COMPENSATED OUTSIDE SERVICES

http://www.tennessee.edu/system/academicaffairs/docs/CompOutsideServ.pdf
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APPENDIX F — GUIDELINES FOR COMPLIANCE WITH FERPA, FAMILY EDUCATION RIGHTS AND PRIVACY
ACT

The Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (“FERPA”) is a federal law that protects the privacy of
information contained in students’ education records. FERPA restricts the release of information contained
students’ education records and access to those records. Unauthorized disclosure of information from
students’ education records or unauthorized access to that information is a form of misconduct.

Definitions

An “education record” is a record that is directly related to a student and is maintained by the University of
Tennessee (or a party acting on the University’s behalf). An education record can exist in any medium (e.g.,
e-mail, typewritten, handwritten, audiotape). Education records do not include “sole possession records,”
which are records kept in the sole possession of the maker, used as a personal memory aid, and not
revealed to others (e.g., a faculty member’s notes). Education records also do not include employment
records, unless employment is conditional upon the individual being a student (e.g., graduate assistants’
employment records are education records protected by FERPA).

A “student” is any person who is or has been in attendance at the University. For purposes of FERPA, a
person becomes a student when the student has been admitted to the University and attends classes
(either on-campus or distance learning). FERPA does not apply to records containing information created
after the person is no longer a student if the information is not directly related to the individual’s
attendance as a student.

“Written consent” means a printed document, voluntarily signed and dated by the student, that specifies
the records to be disclosed, the purpose of the disclosure, and the party to whom the disclosure may be
made.

“Directory information” is limited to a student’s name, address, telephone number, e-mail address, major
field of study, date and place of birth, participation in officially recognized activities, dates of attendance,
classification, degrees and awards received, most recent previous educational institution attended, and
current enrollment status. Neither a student’s social security number nor a student identification number is
directory information.

Release of Student Information

The University of Tennessee shall not disclose information contained in a student’s education records to a
third party without the student’s written consent, except under certain limited conditions. Highly sensitive
information includes students’ social security numbers, race, ethnicity, gender, nationality, academic
performance, disciplinary records, and grades.

When a student reaches the age of 18 or begins attending the University (regardless of age), FERPA rights
transfer from the parent to the student. Accordingly, parents, spouses, and other family members do not
have a right to receive information from a student’s education records without the student’s written
consent. Faculty members should refer all inquiries from parents or other family members to the Office of
the Registrar, who will obtain or confirm the existence of a valid written consent from the student to
release information to the parent or other family member. Faculty members should also encourage family
members to speak with the student directly.

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 88 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



UTHSC Faculty Handbook

The University may disclose information contained in a student’s education records without the student’s
consent to University officials with “legitimate educational interests.” A University official has a legitimate
educational interest if the official needs to review a student’s education record in order to fulfill his or her
professional responsibilities to the University. Faculty members who request another University employee
to release information from a student’s education records shall demonstrate a legitimate educational
interest in accessing the information (e.g., to fulfill the duties of an academic advisor). Access to education
records shall not be used for any other purpose (e.g., casual conversations among faculty members about
students’ grades or other information in

students’ education records).

The University may disclose a student’s “directory information” to a third party unless the student has
chosen to restrict the disclosure of directory information by completing a form in the Office of the
Registrar.

Requests for information from a student’s education records from anyone other than the student or a
University official with a legitimate educational interest should be directed to the Office of the Registrar.

FERPA and Grades

FERPA prohibits faculty members from publicly posting grades by a student’s name, a student’s ID number,
a student’s social security number (even the last 4 digits), or any other information that would personally
identify the student, without a student’s written consent. This includes posting on websites, bulletin
boards, or office doors. A faculty member may post grades by using randomly assigned numbers known
only by the faculty member and the individual student as long as the grades are not listed in alphabetical
order.

Mailing grades to students is only acceptable if the grades are enclosed in a sealed envelope. Grades shall
not be mailed via postcards.

When returning students’ tests or papers, faculty members shall use a system designed to prevent the
release of a student’s information to another student. Faculty members shall not leave students’ tests or
papers where third parties can view the tests or papers (e.g., leaving tests in a stack for students to sort
through).

E-Mail

E-mail is an official means of University communication. FERPA does not prohibit the use of e-mail for
transmitting FERPA-protected information to a student or authorized third-party. However, like information
disclosed over the telephone or via U.S. mail, information disclosed via e-mail can be inadvertently be
disclosed to someone other than the intended recipient. The University would be held responsible for an
inadvertent disclosure.

Faculty members should use e-mail with the amount of caution appropriate to (1) the level of sensitivity of
the information being disclosed, (2) the likelihood of inadvertent disclosure to someone other than the
intended recipient, and (3) the consequences of inadvertent disclosure to someone other than intended
recipient.
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As a general rule, e-mail should contain the least amount of FERPA-protected information as possible. The
subject line of an e-mail should not include FERPA-protected information. The body of an e-mail should not
contain highly sensitive FERPA-protected information, such as a student’s social security number.

When using e-mail, faculty members should use their official University e-mail account to transmit FERPA-
protected information to students. When sending e-mails, faculty members should send e-mails to

students’ official University e-mail addresses.

Letters of Recommendation

Written consent of the student is required before a faculty member writes a letter of recommendation for
the student if any information included in the letter comes from the student’s education records (grades,
GPA, etc.).

Letters of recommendation that are based solely on a faculty member’s personal knowledge or observation
do not require the written consent of the student.

If a letter of recommendation is kept on file by the person writing the recommendation, then it becomes a
part of the student’s education record, and the student has the right under FERPA to read the letter unless

the student specifically waived that right.

Emergencies

If the University determines that there is an articulable and significant threat to the health or safety of an
individual, the institution may disclose information from education records “to any person whose
knowledge of the information is necessary to protect the health or safety” of the individual. The Vice

Chancellor for Academic, Faculty, and Student Affairs shall make this determination.

For questions about FERPA, please contact the Office of the Registrar or the Office of the General Counsel.

APPENDIX G — HONOR CODE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER

See http://www.uthsc.edu/centerscope/.
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APPENDIX H - FINANCIAL EXIGENCY POLICIES AND PROCEDURES

The policy and procedures on financial exigency was approved by The University of Tennessee Board of
Trustees on July 19, 1980.

Definition

Financial exigency is the formal recognition by the Board of Trustees of The University of Tennessee that
the budget for the University of Tennessee Health Science Center can only be balanced by extraordinary
means, including the termination of existing and continuing academic and non-academic appointments.

Determination of Financial Exigency

Early indications that adverse financial conditions may face UTHSC should be reported to the UTHSC
community as soon as possible.

Financial exigency is a circumstance, the existence of which is declared only after careful consideration and
wide consultation. When a situation of financial exigency is thought to exist or to be imminent, the
Chancellor of UTHSC presents at a meeting of the Faculty Senate documentation for the necessity of a
declaration of financial exigency. After discussion with the Faculty Senate and with whomever else the
Chancellor deems it necessary and desirable to consult, if the Chancellor remains convinced that a financial
exigency is imminent, he or she shall present the documentation to a meeting of the full faculty for review
and discussion. If a formal declaration is determined to be necessary, all pertinent documentation will be
submitted by the Chancellor to the President of The University for review by the appropriate University
officials. The President, following confirmation of the need for a formal declaration of financial exigency,
will recommend to the Board of Trustees that a state of financial exigency officially be declared for UTHSC.

Procedures Following the Declaration of Financial Exigency

After the Board of Trustees has officially declared a state of financial exigency, the UTHSC Administration
shall take appropriate action with the active participation of the Financial Exigency Committee.

Financial exigency procedures shall be recommended by a Financial Exigency Committee of 17 voting
members: 10 faculty members with the rank of associate or full professor, elected by the faculty (five from
the College of Medicine, two from the College of Dentistry, and one each from the College of Pharmacy,
College of Nursing, and College of Health Professions); one faculty member elected by the faculty of the
Health Sciences Library and Education Center and other interdisciplinary programs; the President of the
Faculty Senate; the President of the Student Government Association; one representative from the Campus
Employee Relations Council; the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer; Vice Chancellor for Business and Finance,
and the Vice Chancellor for Research. The academic Deans shall serve as ex officio nonvoting

members. The committee will elect its own chair who retains voting privileges.

The committee shall be convened initially by the Chancellor and shall report its recommendations to the
Chancellor.

The committee shall develop and recommend a general plan of reduction. Specific plans of reduction for

each unit of UTHSC shall then be developed through the normal budget-making channels consistent with
the general plan.
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Guidelines for the Financial Exigency Committee

Paramount importance shall be given to preserving the institution's capability to meet its goals. The
Financial Exigency Committee should include, but not be limited to, the following guidelines in its
deliberations.

1. All units of UTHSC, academic and non-academic, shall be considered.

2. The committee or one of its subcommittees shall consult with heads of budgetary units before
issuing recommendations concerning those units.

3. Reduction need not be uniform throughout the campus. Some services or programs may be
eliminated completely. However, some reductions may be applied on a campus-wide basis.

4. Non-academic reductions will be favored over academic ones whenever possible.
5. Reduction in operating budgets will be favored over reductions in personnel budgets.

6. If recommendations for personnel reductions are deemed necessary, the committee will establish
guideline standards including considerations of the following:
a. workload (appropriate to the discipline) per faculty member;
b. ratios between faculty and administrative personnel; and
c. ratios between nonexempt and exempt staff.

Guidelines for Developing Specific Plans of Reduction in the Event of Financial Exigency

Each unit of UTHSC has the responsibility to develop a specific plan to allow that unit to comply with the
overall plan of reduction for the campus and to recommend specific budget cuts for itself through the
normal budget-making channels. Large units should develop a committee for this purpose. The unit head
will make recommendations after discussions with the members of the unit.

In developing specific plans in non-academic units, heads of units will consult with members of the unit and
will be responsible for making recommendations to the Financial Exigency Committee.

Each academic unit (e.g., departments) will consider its reduction plan by meeting as a committee of the
whole, chaired by the Chair, to make recommendations to its Dean, who in turn will make
recommendations to the Financial Exigency Committee. The academic unit Chair will note when there are
substantial differences of agreement about his or her recommendations.

Specific plans will follow the guidelines recommended by the Financial Exigency Committee and approved
by the Chancellor.

Specific plans for reduction may include, but are not limited to, such alternatives to personnel terminations
as:

Cutbacks in operating budgets, e.g., supplies and equipment;
Voluntary early retirements;

Voluntary transfers to other units (with approval of the receiving units);
4. Voluntary temporary leaves without salary;
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Voluntary reductions in salary;

Projects to attract additional students;

Outside funding;

Modification of teaching loads;

. Voluntary teaching overloads without additional salary;

10. Elimination of released time; and

11. Voluntary changes in appointment types and work schedules by exempt and nonexempt staff.

©® N W

Specific unit plans should include a determination of the minimum staff and budget necessary for the
continued operation of those programs which are deemed viable. The plan should include a determination
of the minimum number of staff reductions necessary to meet the general reduction plan. The plan shall
set forth by category the savings to be achieved by the plan.

Guidelines for Recommendations for Terminations of Personnel

The Financial Exigency Committee will review specific plans submitted, reconcile differences, and reach a
conclusion about the number of terminations, if any, necessary in each unit and will report its
recommendations to the Chancellor.

Selections of specific persons to be terminated shall in general follow the considerations below. Highest
priority shall be given to retaining persons necessary to maintain essential programs, both academic and
non-academic. Attention will be given to the possibility of temporarily merging or eliminating certain
administrative positions. When the issue of maintaining an essential program is not at stake, then the
following guidelines are proposed.

1. Full-time employees will be retained in preference to part-time ones.

2. Individuals with regular appointments will be retained in preference to term, multiple-year
contract, or probationary ones.

3. Tenured faculty members will be retained in preference to non-tenured ones.

4. Among tenured faculty members, those of higher rank will be retained in preference to those of
lower rank. Within rank, seniority will be considered.

5. In determining retention of non-tenured faculty members, appropriate weight shall be given to
seniority and to performance.

6. Among exempt and nonexempt staff, the same seniority and performance rules shall apply asin 5,
above.

Faculty or staff members for whom termination has been recommended by the plan of the unit shall have
an opportunity to appeal to their unit (or its committee). A written summary will be kept of all such
proceedings.

Variations from the above guidelines regarding tenure, rank, or seniority are allowed if the head of the unit

involved and the Financial Exigency Committee agree that the termination of a particular person or the loss
of that person's specific expertise would:
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1. adversely affect the continuance of that unit's effectiveness;

2. undermine the institution's capability to meet its goals; or

3. unduly affect the institution's Affirmative Action Plan.
Notification

Written notification of termination will be sent by the Chancellor. In all cases of termination of
appointment because of financial exigency, every effort shall be made to give notice not less than that
prescribed by standard personnel procedures and procedures presented in the Faculty Handbook. Any
person receiving a termination notice may request and receive from the Chancellor a written statement
outlining the reasons for termination and the basis of his or her selection for termination.

Appeal

No member of the Financial Exigency Committee or other group which recommends specific terminations
shall subsequently serve on a hearing committee dealing with the appeal of a faculty or staff member
receiving a notice of termination.

A Faculty Hearing Committee shall consist of the President-Elect of the Faculty Senate, the appropriate
Associate Dean for Academic Affairs, and five faculty members elected by the Faculty Senate. The
President-Elect of the Faculty Senate shall be the chair of this committee.

A Staff Hearing Committee shall consist of the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, the appropriate department
or unit head, and five staff members elected to the committee by the Employee Relations Committee or
the Exempt Employee Council wherever appropriate. The UTHSC Chief Academic Officer shall be the chair
of this committee.

Any faculty or staff member receiving a notice of termination has the right to appeal the termination. The
Hearing Committee shall insure a prompt and expeditious hearing that is fair and unbiased, although
procedural requirements of formal adjudication shall not be required.

The Hearing Committee shall evaluate whether established procedures were followed and appropriate
criteria applied in arriving at the decision to terminate. The Hearing Committee shall not review the
decision concerning the declaration of financial exigency or the decisions allocating necessary funding
reductions. A recommendation will be sent from the Hearing Committee to the Chancellor to uphold or
reverse the action of termination, and the Chancellor shall announce a final decision. Further appeal can be
made to the Board of Trustees.

Continuing Rights of Persons Terminated

No academic vacancy caused by a termination due to financial exigency shall be filled for a period of three
years from the time of the notice of termination without first offering the position to the person
terminated. Recall of non-academic employees is to be governed by the university policy on "Restoration
of Force" as set forth in The University of Tennessee Personnel Policies and in effect at the time of issuance
of the formal declaration of financial exigency. UTHSC shall make every reasonable effort to assist persons
in finding other employment.
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APPENDIX | = UTHSC CAMPUS PROCEDURES FOR ACADEMIC PROGRAM DISCONTINUANCE

The University of Tennessee has developed a system-wide Procedural Framework for Academic Program
Discontinuance (Framework). This document is intended to supplement the Framework with procedures
specific to UTHSC. In the event of any conflict, the Framework as approved by the Board of Trustees
controls.

The review of academic programs and functions is essential to the effective operation of the campus and
the University as a whole, and all programs and functions should be reviewed on a periodic basis to
determine their success in serving the core missions of the school, campus and university at large. This
assessment should be broad-based and employ a rigorous evaluation process. Based on such analyses and
on an assessment of available financial resources, the University may recommend discontinuance or
substantive reorganization of academic units, programs or functions that are no longer central to the
campus missions or that consume resources needed to support other, more mission-critical units.

Because the discontinuation of a program or function may require the termination of tenured faculty within
the affected unit, the campus has established a thorough review process that affords appropriate
opportunities for faculty input and that protects the rights of faculty to due process. This process, described
below, was developed in consultation with senior campus administrators, with the Faculty Senate and with
the Vice President for Academic Affairs and Student Success. This process has also been reviewed by system
legal counsel and will be submitted to the Board of Trustees for its review and approval.

Faculty input is essential not only when programs are closed and discontinued, but also in the development
of proposals for program reorganization. Closures, mergers, consolidations and other forms of program
reorganization should always be carried out in accord with principles of shared governance. Deans,
directors and department heads should actively solicit and consider the concerns of affected faculty while
developing reorganization proposals, and should give these faculty adequate notice, information and time
to enable them to evaluate those proposals and make their concerns known.

The first step in assessing a proposal for discontinuance of an academic program is delineating the
boundaries of the program or function. Whenever possible, UTHSC will refer to programs or functions
already defined by the National Center for Education Statistics as codes for Classification of Instructional
Programs, commonly known as CIP codes. A description of the CIP codes is available at
http://nces.ed.gov/pubs2002/cip2000/. In other cases, the functional unit may be a “department,”
“college,” “school” or “division,” or a unique program with an identifiable function within a department or
division. Such a unique program includes units with specialized functions such that the faculty members in
the unit would not normally cross from that unit to another. In any case an academic program or function
must serve as an entity for which there may be an expectation for an evaluation of the entity’s function and
performance as a whole, separate and distinct from the annual evaluation(s) of the member(s) of the
entity.

PROCEDURE

1. Initiating a Formal Review and Collecting Relevant Information

The campus Chief Academic Officer is responsible for overseeing the process for discontinuance of a
program or function at UTHSC. The Chief Academic Officers shall consult with the Chancellor before
initiating program discontinuance procedures. The Chief Academic Officer shall also consult with the
Faculty Senate President, one other faculty representative designated by the Faculty Senate and a student
representative. The Chief Academic Officers shall continue to consult with the Faculty Senate President,
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the designated faculty representative, and the student representative throughout the faculty consultation
process.

When the Chief Academic Officer or Dean of a College® believes it is necessary to pursue the discontinuance
of a program or function, the Dean overseeing that program or function will be asked to prepare a written
summary documenting the academic contributions of this unit. This documentation should include the
following:

A. Overview of the program or function (hereafter referred to as ‘unit’), including the college in which
it is housed, role of the unit in (the) degree-granting program(s) administered by the college, and
information regarding the faculty assigned to the unit®:

B. Criteria by which the unit was initially identified as a candidate for discontinuation:

C. Contribution of unit to each of the missions of the campus and to the University as a whole;

D. Role of the unit in the campus and College strategic plan;

E. The importance of the unit as a support for, or as an integral part of, other academic programs or
importance for accreditation;

F. Performance data related to the unit, including data on research and educational productivity;
and/or on ability to generate income;

G. Role in the retention, progression, and graduation of students, demand within the state and
nationwide for graduates of the program, and evidence of success in preparing graduates for
employment;

H. Impact of unit on external community in the area or across the state;

I.  Program uniqueness or possible duplication or competition with other educational programs within
the UT system, the Board of Regents system, or other higher education systems;

J. National or international reputation of the unit/unit;
K. Current revenues and costs of the unit including both direct and indirect costs with focus on
potential cost savings or losses from elimination of the unit; efficiency of unit, for examples

student/faculty ratio, revenue/cost, or cost/FTE;

L. Feasibility of various opportunities to minimize impact of unit discontinuance on the external
community, currently enrolled students, faculty, and staff; and

M. Results of a due diligence review to determine if discontinuance of the unit will impact any
contractual or other third-party commitments concerning the unit. In conducting this review, the

8 In cases where the discontinuance is the discontinuance of a college or school, the Chancellor will perform the duties
assigned to the Dean in this document.

° The report from any recent academic program review, accreditation documents, or other source of existing data
should be included

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 96 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



UTHSC Faculty Handbook

Chief Academic Officer shall consult with all appropriate campus/institute and system offices (e.g.,
business offices, research offices, Treasurer’s Office, General Counsel’s Office).

2. Consultation with Affected Faculty

The Chief Academic Officer shall meet with the Dean and appropriate Associate Deans to review the
documentation in support of discontinuance. He/she will then consult with the Chancellor. If there is
support for further consideration of discontinuation, the Chief Academic Officer shall ask the Dean and
appropriate Associate Deans to meet with the faculty of the academic unit being considered for
discontinuance. At this meeting:

A.

The Dean should explain the reasons for considering discontinuance.

The Dean should also request that the faculty provide information in support of continuation of the
academic unit, for example a detailed description of their contributions to clinical care and service
as well as their contributions in education and in research. Faculty will also be encouraged to
suggest alternative ways to maintain the unit. This information may be conveyed in an expeditious
manner to the dean orally and/or in writing, individually or in groups.

3. Consultation with other Faculty in the College Housing the Affected Unit

A.

In cases where either the Chief Academic Officer or the Dean recommends further consideration of
discontinuance, the Chief Academic Officer shall convene (a) meeting(s) with other campus
constituents, including the appropriate College level faculty committee as well as a representative
from the student government.

The Dean recommending discontinuance shall participate along with appropriate Associate Dean(s)
and the Chief Academic Officer. At these meetings the Dean shall convey the reasons for
considering discontinuance, along with all responses received from step 2 above. The purpose of
such meetings is to provide opportunity to identify consequences within the College that may have
been overlooked. These meetings are to be specially called for this purpose and should be
scheduled expeditiously. Members of these groups who are also faculty in the academic unit under
consideration for discontinuance may not attend unless as the identified observer as noted in 3C
below. The head of the affected unit or elected representative of the unit may sit in as an observer
at these meeting.

The Office of Academic Affairs shall maintain a copy of the materials provided by the Dean and any
written response(s) by campus constituents.

4. Consultation with the Faculty of Other Colleges

In cases where either the Chief Academic Officer or the Dean recommends further consideration of
discontinuance, the Chief Academic Officer shall convene a meeting with the Executive Committee of the
Faculty Senate. The Dean recommending discontinuance shall participate along with appropriate Associate
Dean(s) and the Chief Academic Officer.

A.

At these meetings the Dean shall convey the reasons for considering discontinuance, along with all
responses received from steps 2 and 3 above. The purpose of such meetings is to provide
opportunity to identify consequences within and between Colleges that may have been
overlooked.
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B. These meetings are to be specially called for this purpose and should be scheduled expeditiously.
Members of these groups who are also faculty in the academic unit under consideration for
discontinuance may not attend unless as the identified observer as noted in 4C below.

C. The head of the affected unit or elected representative of the unit may sit in as an observer at
these meetings.

D. The Office of Academic Affairs shall maintain a copy of the materials provided by the Dean and any
written response(s) by campus constituents.

5. Consultation with the Campus At-Large

If, after receiving any responses from the groups in Steps 2-4 above, the Dean or the Chief Academic Officer
recommends discontinuance, the Chief Academic Officer shall provide an opportunity for community
constituents to raise questions or concerns about a proposed discontinuation.

6. Chief Academic Officer’s Recommendation to the Chancellor

After completing the consultation outlined above, the Chief Academic Officer shall make a written report to
the Chancellor summarizing the input of the unit faculty, the appropriate college committee, the
appropriate Faculty Senate committee, the Dean, and the community. This report shall include a
recommendation for or against discontinuance of the unit. A copy of this recommendation and all materials
that have been gathered that support or negate this recommendation shall be available in the Office of
Academic Affairs.

7. Chancellor’'s Recommendation to the President

After reviewing the Chief Academic Officer’s recommendation and the related documentation, the
Chancellor shall decide whether to submit the proposal for unit discontinuance to the President. If so, the
Chancellor shall forward the recommendation for discontinuance to the President through the Vice
President for Academic Affairs and Student Success. This recommendation will include all information,
materials, and advice regarding the proposed discontinuance that has been offered by individuals or
groups. The Vice President for Academic Affairs and Student Success shall then review the proposal and
provide it to the Vice President and General Counsel for review. The Vice President for Academic Affairs
shall then forward the proposal, along with his/her own recommendation regarding the proposed
discontinuance, to the President.

8. President’s Recommendation to the Board

The President shall consult with the Vice President for Academic Affairs and the Vice President and General
Counsel in deciding whether to submit the proposal for unit discontinuance to the Board of Trustees. If
he/she agrees that the unit should be discontinued, the President will submit the proposal for
discontinuance to the Board of Trustees through the Academic Affairs and Student Success Committee. The
President’s recommendation will include all information, materials, and advice regarding the proposed
discontinuance that has been offered by individuals or groups.

9. Action by the Board of Trustees

If the Board of Trustees approves the discontinuance of the unit, and if the unit discontinuance would
result in termination of tenured faculty, the campus Chief Academic Officer shall consult with the Vice
President for Academic Affairs and the Vice President and General Counsel to ensure compliance with all
notice requirements and other requirements of Board policy and the Faculty Handbook.
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10. Notification of Affected Faculty

If the Board of Trustees approves the discontinuance of the unit, each affected faculty member should be
given notice as quickly as possible using the notice provisions in the Faculty Handbook based on the type of
faculty appointment held.

A.

Before final termination of a degree program, every reasonable effort will be made to allow
students to complete their degree program.

If formal approval of discontinuance is given by the Board of Trustees, staff members should be
given notice as soon as possible and in accordance with UT system and UTHSC Human Resources
policies.

11. Rights of Tenured Faculty:
If termination of tenured faculty positions becomes necessary due to discontinuance of a program or
function, UT policy and the UTHSC faculty handbook provide these rights:

A.

“[Clampus administration shall attempt to place each displaced tenured faculty member in another
suitable position. This does not require that a faculty member be placed in a position for which he
or she is not qualified, that a new position be created where no need exists, or that a faculty
member (tenured or non-tenured) in another department be terminated in order to provide a
vacancy for a displaced tenured faculty member.

The position of any tenured faculty member displaced because of . . . academic program
discontinuance shall not be filled within three years, unless the displaced faculty member has been
offered reinstatement and a reasonable time in which to accept or decline the offer.”

Faculty Members notified of termination due to program discontinuance retain the appeal and
grievance rights as provided in the UTHSC faculty handbook.
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APPENDIX J — PROCEDURE FOR THE ANNUAL PERFORMANCE-AND-PLANNING REVIEW

General Information

The assignment of faculty workloads is the delegated responsibility of the Department Chair. The
Chair is responsible for the equitable assignment of faculty responsibilities and assures an appropriate
balance of time and effort committed to teaching, research, public service, and if applicable, patient care
(Faculty Handbook, Section 4.4.1). It is expected that faculty will devote full-time to their academic duties,
unless released time is officially approved.

Annually, in the time frame set forth in the Faculty Evaluation Calendar, the Chair and individual

. 'CDeIeted: Each spring

faculty member agree upon the faculty member’s goals and the Chair’s expectations during the upcoming
year (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.14.3.2; 5.3.2). This process and these expectations are documented as
part of the annual faculty evaluation [i.e., Annual Performance-and-Planning Review]. Specific teaching
assignments are usually made on a semester basis by the Department Chair.

Educational activities in a health science center necessarily involve patient care, sophisticated
research, and teaching of rapidly-changing and complex biomedical sciences. As is customary in most
health science centers, faculty at UTHSC are assigned to specific duties consonant with their individual
expertise in teaching, research, or patient care. Faculty are expected to engage in research (or equivalent
scholarly activities), patient care, or both as necessary elements of health science education.

Faculty Performance Ratings

EXCEEDS EXPECTATIONS FOR RANK: This rating designates that during the evaluation period the
individual achieved and consistently exhibited unique and highly meritorious levels of professional
performance beyond the agreed-upon goals and objectives. This rating will be assigned to an individual
who achieves uncommon levels of meritorious performance in his or her field; and makes meaningful and
significant contributions to the mission, goals and objectives of the department, college, and university, as
well as to his or her professional field. Eligible for significant merit pay or performance-based salary
adjustment that is consistent with campus, college, and department fiscal situations.

MEETS EXPECTATIONS FOR RANK: This rating designates that during the evaluation period, the
faculty member achieved and consistently exhibited the level of the expected performance on the agreed-
upon goals and objectives and who has contributed to the mission, goals and objectives of the department,
college and university, as well as to his or her professional field. Eligible for minimum merit pay or
performance-based salary adjustment that is consistent with campus, college, and department fiscal
situations.

NEEDS IMPROVEMENT FOR RANK: This rating designates that during the evaluation period, the
individual exhibited a level of performance that did not consistently meet all the agreed-upon goals and
objectives. This rating will be assigned to an individual who may require some assistance or feedback in
achieving and sustaining a level of professional performance necessary to meet the agreed-upon goals and
objectives. This rating is intended primarily as a means of formally communicating that a special effort
must be made in addressing specific performance deficiencies. When this rating is given, it should be
accompanied by a commitment by the Department Chair to assist the individual in identifying the
mechanisms for overcoming the detected deficiencies, as deemed appropriate.
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This rating is a negative rating. A faculty member whose performance is rated as “Needs
Improvement for Rank” is not eligible for merit pay or performance-based salary adjustment. The Dean
must immediately notify the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer of all faculty members whose performance is
rated as Needs Improvement for Rank.

Actions required for faculty members who receive a rating of Needs Improvement for Rank vary by
tenure status, as noted below.

a. Tenured faculty — If this is the first Needs Improvement for Rank rating during any four
consecutive annual performance review cycles, within 30 days of the annual review a tenured
faculty member who receives this rating must collaborate with the Chair on an Annual Review
Improvement Plan to be reviewed by the Chair and recommended by him/her to the Dean for
review and approval/denial. If this is the second overall annual performance rating of Needs
Improvement for Rank during any four consecutive annual review cycles an Enhanced Post-
Tenure Performance Review must be initiated.

b. Tenure-track faculty — A tenure-track faculty member who receives a rating of Needs
Improvement for Rank is required to implement an Annual Review Improvement Plan unless
the faculty member receives a notice of non-renewal of his or her reappointment as provided
in §4.16.3.

c.  Non-tenure track faculty — The Chair or relevant supervisor may recommend an improvement
plan to correct areas of poor performance for a non-tenure track faculty member who receives
a rating of Needs Improvement for Rank as provided in §5.3.4. Alternatively, the Chair or
relevant supervisor may recommend non-renewal of the non-tenure track faculty member’s
appointment for the upcoming year (or other appointment period). Prior to issuing a
reappointment letter for the coming fiscal/academic year for any non-tenure track faculty
member who receives a rating of Needs Improvement for Rank, the Chair should consult with
the Dean and contact the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

UNSATISFACTORY FOR RANK: Unsatisfactory Performance in Teaching, Research, or Service is
defined as adequate cause for termination of a faculty member’s appointment and includes the following:

a. Failure to demonstrate professional competence in teaching, research, or service; or

b. Failure to perform satisfactorily the duties or responsibilities of the faculty position, including but
not limited to (1) failure to comply with a lawful directive of the Chair, Dean, or UTHSC Vice
Chancellor for Academic Affairs with respect to the faculty member's duties or responsibilities; or
(2) inability to perform an essential function of the faculty position, given reasonable
accommodation, if requested.

This rating is a negative rating. A faculty member whose performance is rated as "Unsatisfactory for

Rank" is not eligible for any salary adjustment. The Dean must immediately notify the UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer of all faculty members whose performance is rated as Unsatisfactory for Rank.
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Actions required for faculty members who receive a rating of Unsatisfactory for Rank vary by tenure

status, as noted below.

Tenured faculty — A rating of Unsatisfactory for Rank for a tenured faculty member requires an
Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance Review.

Tenure-track faculty — A tenure-track faculty member who receives a rating of Unsatisfactory for
Rank is required to implement an Annual Review Improvement Plan, unless the faculty member

receives a notice of non-renewal of his or her reappointment as provided in §4.10joris N

undergoing the process for termination of a faculty member for adequate cause.

Non-tenure track faculty — The Chair or relevant supervisor may recommend an improvement
plan to correct areas of poor performance for a non-tenure track faculty member who receives a
rating of Unsatisfactory for Rank as provided in §5.3.4. Alternatively, the Chair or relevant
supervisor may recommend non-renewal of the non-tenure track faculty member’s appointment
for the upcoming year (or other appointment period) or termination for adequate cause. Prior to

issuing a reappointment letter for the coming fiscal/academic year for any non-tenure track
faculty member who receives a rating of Unsatisfactory for Rank, the Chair should consult with
the Dean and contact the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

Procedure for the Annual Performance-and-Planning Review

In large departments responsibilities delegated to the Chair may be delegated to other individuals.
Annually, the Chair or designee must review the performance of all full and part time faculty members.

Examples of the summary documents for the Annual Performance-and-Planning Review (Forms 1 and 4) are

attached. Annual Performance-and-Planning Reviews must be completed no later than the date specified
in the Faculty Evaluation Calendar.

~{ Commented [RCK(2]: Section 4.10 is the “Notice of Non-

Renewal” section for tenure-track faculty members. 4.16.3 is the
“Annual Performance and Planning Review” section for tenured and
tenure-track faculty members.

( Deleted: 4.16.3 )

(Deleted: June [day], [year] )

The goals of this review are the following:

S

-~ o a0

To facilitate communication between the faculty member and the Chair (or designee);

To clarify the individual faculty member’s goals and expectations for the coming year, as well as for

the long range;

To clarify departmental goals and the faculty member’s role according to the Chair’s expectations;
To recognize areas of exceptional performance by the faculty member;

To identify areas of performance that deserve additional effort by the faculty member; and

To develop documentation that will facilitate objective determination of salary, promotion, and
tenure recommendations.

The review procedure should include the following elements:

The Chair requests from each faculty member: (1) a summary of activities and accomplishments for
the current calendar year, and (2) a summary of the faculty member’s proposed academic goals for

Deleted: fiscal/academic

the coming calendar year; these are to be completed by the date specified in the Faculty Evaluation

Calendar.

Annually, during the time frame set forth in the Faculty Evaluation Calendar, each faculty member

must meet with the Chair. The purpose of this meeting is three-fold: (1) to review the faculty

member’s performance in achieving previously established academic goals, (2) to receive the work
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assignment for the coming year, and (3) to mutually establish the academic goals to be achieved by C Deleted: academic

the faculty member during the coming year. The Chair discusses with each faculty member his or
her performance in teaching, scholarly activities, service, and/or patient care (if applicable). The
Chair should, when appropriate, comment upon outstanding performance, or ways in which the
performance can be improved. Finally, the Chair should assess the overall performance of the
faculty member and assign one of the performance ratings listed above. In this review, the Chair
should consider the following criteria, if appropriate:

Teaching — Quality of instruction and instructional materials, interaction with students, level of
participation, number of courses, number of contact hours, caseloads, etc. Review should be
obtained from all programs (both intra- and inter-collegiate) in which the faculty member
participates;

Patient Care — (if applicable) Quality and quantity of patient care, consultant role, etc.;

Scholarly Activities — Research completed, research in progress, grants received,
presentations delivered, papers published, continuing education activities, etc.; and/or

Service — Committee participation, administrative assignments, consultantships, assistance of
colleagues in research activities, offices held, etc.

c. The following situations require specific discussions:

1. For individuals with tenure-track appointments, this discussion must include the faculty
member’s progress toward tenure (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.2).

2. If this review coincides with the Mandatory Interim Review, the Chair must discuss the review
of the individual’s dossier by the tenured departmental faculty (or Collegiate Promotion and
Tenure Committee, if appropriate) (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3).

3. Fortenured faculty members who were rated “Needs Improvement for Rank” during the
previous APPR and who did not have an EPPR triggered, this annual review must include a
progress report that clearly describes improvements in any area(s) noted in the previous
Annual Performance and Planning Review as Needs Improvement for Rank or Unsatisfactory for
Rank. For tenure-track and non-tenure track faculty members who were rated “Needs
Improvement for Rank” or “Unsatisfactory for Rank” during the previous Annual Performance
and Planning Review, this annual review must include a progress report that clearly describes
improvements in any area(s) noted as Needs Improvement for Rank or Unsatisfactory for Rank.

4. For tenured faculty members whose past performance is being reviewed under the EPPR
process, this annual review must include (a) a progress report that clearly describes
performance in the area(s) identified for the EPPR improvement plan and (b) a review of the
additional area(s) of the faculty member’s performance necessary to meet the agreed-upon
goals and objectives (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.16.4.3).

d. The Chair prepares a narrative summary of the discussion, including assessment in each category,

and his or her expectations of the faculty member for the next calendar year, For faculty members . C Deleted: academic

with tenure-track appointments, the narrative should document the faculty member’s progress ( Deleted: beginning July 1

NN

toward tenure consideration.
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e. The Chair must attach the narrative summary to one of the following summary documents:
1. For the usual Annual Performance-and-Planning Review, the Chair uses Form 1.
2. If this review coincides with the Mandatory Interim Review, the Chair also uses Form 2.
3. If this review coincides with an EPPR process, the Chair uses Form 3.

e. Assoon as possible after the discussion, the faculty member should be provided with the Chair’s
review, including summary document (Form 1 or 2), narrative summary, and next year’s goals and
expectations.

f. The faculty member may prepare an optional response to the Chair’s review and expectations; this
response, if any, should be attached to the summary document.

g. Inresponse to a negative rating that does not trigger an Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance
Review (EPPR) (see §4.16.3), the Chair and the faculty member should collaboratively develop a
written plan (Annual Review Improvement Plan) with a specific time frame, whereby the faculty

member can meet the departmental expectations within the next year, This plan must be attached . C Deleted:

to the narrative summary (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.12.3.2 and 4.14.3). Alternatively, for a non-
tenured faculty member an unsatisfactory rating may lead to additional consequences, including
issuance of a non-renewal or termination for adequate cause (Faculty Handbook, Section 7.2), and
for a tenure-track faculty member, an unsatisfactory rating on the Mandatory Interim Review may
lead to a notice of non-renewal (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.12.3.3).

h.  The mutually established goals for the next year, with the Chair's comments, if required, should be . C Deleted: academic

attached to the summary document (Form 1, or 3).

i.  The summary document (Form 1 or 3), with all attachments, must be signed by both the Chair and
faculty member (to acknowledge receipt of the review document). Signature by the faculty
member acknowledges receipt of the evaluation but does not connote agreement with the Chair’s

assessment (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.14.3.2, 4.16.3, 5.3.2), The faculty member may;, if . ( Deleted:

desired, enter a self-evaluation in the column headed “Faculty Member”. The original should be
retained in the departmental office with complete copies provided to the Dean and the faculty

member by the date specified in the Faculty Evaluation Calendar. . ( Deleted: June [day]

j. Upon completion of the review process, and no later than the date specified in the Faculty . C Deleted: July [day]

Evaluation Calendar, the Chair should forward to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer a signed
Certification of Faculty Review (Form 4).

See: https://academic.uthsc.edu/docs/Faculty-Evaluation-Calendar.pdf
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APPENDIX K — PROCEDURE FOR THE INTERIM PROBATIONARY REVIEW FOR THE AWARD OF TENURE

General Information about the Mandatory Interim Probationary Review

For each tenure-track faculty member whose probationary period is four or more years, a
Mandatory Interim Review will be conducted (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3). This two-part review
will be conducted (1) by the tenured faculty in the department (or division) or the College Promotion and
Tenure Committee (CPT Committee), if appropriate, and (2) by the Chair at the same time as the Annual
Performance-and-Planning Review. An example of the summary document for the Mandatory Interim
Review (Form 2) is attached. If the probationary period is four years, the Mandatory Interim Review occurs
in the second year (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3). If the probationary period is five, six, or seven
years, the Mandatory Interim Review occurs during the third year (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3).
Annually, the time line for completing this review is the same as that for the Annual Performance-and-
Planning Review (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3).

According to the Board’s policy on tenure, an adequate evaluation of a tenure candidate's
qualifications, professional contributions, potential, and determination of whether he or she should be
accepted as a tenured member of the UTHSC academic community, requires the judgment of both the
candidate's faculty colleagues and the responsible administrators (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.1). Thus,
although recommendations for tenure are administrative actions that must be approved by the Board of
Trustees, there should be no positive recommendation for tenure without formal consultation with the
tenured faculty of the department in which the candidate holds his or her position (Faculty Handbook,
Section 4.15.1). At UTHSC this formal consultation with the tenured faculty in the candidate’s department
is contained in the Interim and Final Probationary Reviews of the candidate’s performance by the tenured
faculty of his or her department (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.14.3.3, 4.14.3.4, and 4.15.1). Ifa
department does not have at least three tenured faculty members (excluding the Dean and Chair), the CPT
Committee (Section 4.4.2) will perform this review. In large departments (e.g., Medicine, Pediatrics, etc.),
the Chair may divide the tenured departmental faculty by divisions in order to form several committees
composed of five or more tenured faculty members.

Definitions and Applications of Faculty Performance Ratings
[See Appendix J]
Procedure for the Mandatory Interim Review

The Department Chair may delegate his or her responsibility for the Mandatory Interim Review to
other individuals. The purpose of the Mandatory Interim Review is to establish a mutual understanding
between the faculty member and the Chair regarding the faculty member’s progress towards attainment of
tenure (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3). The procedure for the Interim Review should include the
following elements:

a. The Chair should counsel the faculty member concerning updating his or her curriculum vitae and
the identification of supporting documentation to be submitted to the tenured departmental or
divisional faculty (or CPT Committee, if appropriate) (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3). The
faculty member, in consultation with the Chair, should compile a dossier containing all documents
to be submitted for review. Although each department’s tenured faculty and Chair determine what
additional items are required for a candidate’s dossier, the dossier must include at least the
following items (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.11.2):

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 105 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



d.

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 106

UTHSC Faculty Handbook

1. Current Curriculum Vitae, in the form required by UTHSC;

2. The initial appointment letter and annual reappointment letters with all figures related to
salary or income completely obscured;

3. Annual accomplishments and goals, written by the candidate, since accepting a tenure-
track faculty appointment at UTHSC; and

4. Summaries of Annual Performance-and-Planning Reviews, written by the Chair and the
faculty member’s responses, if any, that correspond to the annual accomplishments and
goals of item 3 above.

The faculty member may also include in the dossier any other documents that he or she believes
may assist the tenured faculty in its review or be relevant to a positive recommendation (Faculty
Handbook, Section 4.11.2). Such documents may include, but are not limited to, sample
publications; summaries of student teaching evaluations, as well as other indicators of teaching
performance; or letters of evaluation. A letter of evaluation contains a subjective peer-evaluation
of a candidate’s accomplishments and professional standing. For any candidate the maximum
number of requested letters of evaluation is six (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.11.2). Within a
department the number and nature of required letters should be uniformly applied to every faculty
member. Any letters of evaluation should be directed to the Chair.

The tenured departmental or divisional faculty (or CPT Committee, if appropriate) will review the
dossier and meet for the purpose of recording a formal, anonymous vote on the individual’s
progress towards tenure (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3). A quorum shall be fifty percent
(50%) of the tenured faculty eligible to vote on a given candidate or issue, and a positive or
negative recommendation shall be decided by a simple majority of those tenured faculty members
present (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.4.2 and 4.4.3). A report will be written to the faculty
member’s Chair and will contain the following: a list of the tenured faculty members in attendance;
all suggestions; the majority and minority views, if relevant; and the summary vote.

The Chair requests from each probationary faculty member for whom the Mandatory Interim

Review is required: (1) a summary of activities and accomplishments for the previous year, and (2) a
summary of the faculty member’s proposed academic goals for the upcoming year; these are to be
completed by the date specified in the Faculty Evaluation Calendar,

Annually, in the time frame set forth in the Faculty Evaluation Calendar, each faculty member must
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meet with the Chair (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.14.3.2 and 4.14.3.3). This meeting with the
Chair constitutes the second part of the Mandatory Interim Review. The purpose of this meeting is
four-fold: (1) to review the faculty member’s performance in achieving previously established
academic goals during the probationary period, including the preceding year; (2) to present and
discuss the tenured faculty’s report; (3) to receive the work assignment for the coming year; and (4)
to mutually establish the academic goals to be achieved by the faculty member during the coming
year (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.14.3.2 and 4.14.3.3). The Chair discusses with each faculty
member his or her performance in teaching, scholarly activities, service, and/or patient care (if
applicable). This discussion must include the faculty member’s progress toward tenure
consideration (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.2). The Chair should, when appropriate, comment
upon outstanding performance, or ways in which the performance can be improved. Finally, the
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Chair should assess the overall performance of the faculty member and assign one of the
performance ratings listed above. In this review, the Chair should consider the following criteria, if
appropriate:

Teaching — Quality of instruction and instructional materials, interaction with students, level of
participation, number of courses, number of contact hours, caseloads, etc. Review should be
obtained from all programs (both intra- and inter-collegiate) in which the faculty member
participates;

Patient Care — (if applicable) Quality and quantity of patient care, consultant role, etc.;

Scholarly Activities — Research completed, research in progress, grants received,
presentations delivered, papers published, continuing education activities, etc.; and/or

Service — Committee participation, administrative assignments, consultantships, assistance of
colleagues in research activities, offices held, etc.

e. Inaddition, the Chair should include in the performance review a discussion of the General
Information from Appendix J dealing with faculty workload.

f.  The Chair prepares a narrative summary of the discussion, including assessment in each category,

and his or her expectations of the faculty member for the next calendar year, The narrative must . ( Deleted: academic

document the faculty member’s progress toward tenure consideration (Faculty Handbook, Section ‘ ( Deleted: beginning July 1, [year]

N/

4.14.3.2). The Chair attaches the narrative summary to Form 2.

g. Assoon as possible after the discussion, the faculty member should be provided with the Chair’s
review, including summary document (Form 2), narrative summary, and next year’s goals and
expectations. A period of five days is suggested as a guideline for this requirement. The faculty
member may prepare an optional response to the Chair’s review and expectations; this response, if
any, should be attached to the summary document. A period of five days is also suggested as a
guideline for this requirement, if applicable.

h. Inresponse to a negative rating, the Chair and the faculty member should develop a written plan
with a specific time frame, whereby the faculty member can meet the departmental expectations
within the next year; this plan must be attached to the narrative summary (Faculty Handbook,
Section 4.14.3.3). Alternatively, an unsatisfactory rating on the Mandatory Interim Review may
lead to a notice of non-renewal (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.3).

i.  The mutually established goals for the next year, with the Chair's comments, if required, should be . ( Deleted: academic

attached to the summary document (Form 2).

k. The summary document (Form 2), with all attachments, must be signed by both the Chair and
faculty member (to acknowledge receipt of the review document) (Faculty Handbook, Section
4.14.3.2). The faculty member may, if desired, enter a self-evaluation in the column headed
“Faculty Member.” The original should be retained in the departmental office with complete
copies provided to the Dean and the faculty member by the date specified in the Faculty Evaluation

Calendar, . ( Deleted: June [day], [year]

EDITS for APPR =2 Calendar Year 107 Last revised August 2018; 12-3-2018



UTHSC Faculty Handbook

I. Upon completion of the review process, and no later than the date specified in the Faculty

Evaluation Calendar, the Chair should forward to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer a signed . C Deleted: July [day], [year]

Certification of Faculty Review (Form 4).

See: https://academic.uthsc.edu/docs/Faculty-Evaluation-Calendar.pdf
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APPENDIX L — PROCEDURE FOR THE FINAL PROBATIONARY REVIEW FOR THE AWARD OF TENURE

General Information about the Final Probationary Review

The Final Probationary Review is a two-part review by (1) the tenured departmental or divisional faculty
(or the Collegiate Promotion and Tenure Committee (CPT Committee), if appropriate) and (2) the Chair
(Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.4). According to the Board’s policy on tenure, an adequate evaluation of
a tenure candidate's qualifications, professional contributions, potential, and determination of whether he
or she should be accepted as a tenured member of the UTHSC academic community, requires the judgment
of both the candidate's faculty colleagues and the responsible administrators (Faculty Handbook, Section
4.15.1). Thus, although recommendations for tenure are administrative actions that must be approved by
the President or Board of Trustees, there should be no positive recommendation for tenure without formal
consultation with the tenured faculty of the department in which the candidate holds his or her position
(Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.1). At UTHSC this formal consultation with the tenured faculty in the
candidate’s department is contained in the Interim and Final Probationary Reviews of the candidate’s
performance by the tenured faculty of his or her department (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.14.3.3, 4.14.3.4
and 4.15.1). If a department does not have at least three tenured faculty members (excluding the Dean and
Chair), the CPT Committee (Section 4.4.2) will perform this review; however, any departmental tenured
faculty members will have the opportunity to review the candidate’s dossier and vote anonymously on the
recommendation to award tenure. In large departments (e.g., Medicine, Pediatrics, etc.), the Chair may
divide the tenured departmental faculty by divisions in order to form several committees composed of five
or more tenured faculty members.

Each year the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer publishes and distributes a detailed schedule for the Final
Probationary Reviews and the process related to the recommendation of the award of tenure. Generally, a
faculty member’s preparation for this review begins in September. Each candidate will prepare a dossier,
containing the documents required for this review by the tenured faculty (Faculty Handbook, Sections
4.11.2 and 4.14.3.4). Extra-departmental review of the dossier may be permitted in any case and required
when sufficient expertise is lacking among the tenured departmental faculty (Faculty Handbook, Section
4.14.3.4).

Procedure for the Final Probationary Review

The Department Chair may delegate his or her responsibility for the Final Probationary Review to other
individuals.

a. The tenured departmental or divisional faculty (or CPT Committee, if appropriate) will review the
dossier and meet for the purpose of recording a formal, anonymous vote on the recommendation
to award (or not award) tenure (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.4). A quorum shall be fifty
percent (50%) of the tenured faculty eligible to vote on a given candidate or issue, and a positive or
negative recommendation shall be decided by a simple majority of those tenured faculty members
present (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.4.2 and 4.4.3). Following the review of the candidate’s
dossier, the tenured faculty will record a formal, anonymous vote on the recommendation (Faculty
Handbook, Section 4.14.3.4). The tenured faculty’s report to the Chair shall contain the following:
a list of the tenured faculty members in attendance; the majority and minority views, if relevant;
and the summary vote. A copy of this report must accompany the request for the award of tenure
forwarded to the Collegiate Promotion and Tenure Committee, the Dean, the UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer, and the Chancellor (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.4).
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b. The Chair reviews the dossier(s) and considers the recommendation(s) of the tenured departmental
or divisional faculty (or CPT Committee). Then, the Chair makes an independent judgment on the
tenure candidacy of each faculty member under consideration (Faculty Handbook, Sections 4.14.3.4
and 4.15.2). In a case in which the award of tenure is recommended, the Chair shall submit his or
her recommendation to the dean with a written explanation of his or her judgment, with a copy
provided to the tenure candidate and the tenured departmental faculty at the same time. The
letter of nomination must contain the following items:

1. Name of the faculty member;

2. Date of the original appointment;

3. Date of any prior promotion;

4. Date on which the recommended award of tenure would become effective;
5. The faculty member’s professional discipline or field; and

6. Examples of important and specific accomplishments in teaching, scholarly activities, service,
and/or patient care, as appropriate for the individual faculty member.

If the Chair recommends an individual for the award of tenure in contrast to a negative
recommendation of the tenured faculty, this fact must be noted in the Chair’s nominating letter
and the reason(s) for the Chair’s action must be explained (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.14.3.4). In
a case in which the award of tenure is not recommended, the Chair prepares a letter in which he or
she states the reason(s) for the non-recommendation.

c. Whenever the recommendation of the Chair differs from that of the tenured departmental or
divisional faculty (or CPT Committee), the Chair’s recommendation must explain the reasons for
differing judgment and the Chair must provide a copy of the explanation to the tenure candidate
and the departmental tenured faculty. The tenured faculty will meet again to consider whether a
dissenting report should be developed and forwarded to the chair of the CPT Committee (Faculty
Handbook, Sections 4.14.3.4 and 4.15.2), with a copy provided to the tenure candidate at the same
time.

d. All tenure recommendations of the Department Chair, whether positive or negative, must be
reviewed by the Dean of the College (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.3). The recommendation of
the CPT Committee is advisory to the Dean (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.3).

All required documents of candidates for the award of tenure (Form 5 and all attachments) must be
forwarded from the department to the collegiate academic officer and the CPT Committee by the
end of January. Any negative or controversial recommendation should be forwarded to the
collegiate academic officer as soon as possible, but not later than the end of January. Extra time
may be required for reviews at higher levels or for appeal by the faculty member. In addition,
summary information (Form 6) on all candidates for the award of tenure should be sent from the
department to the collegiate academic officer.

Recommendations (Form 5 and all attachments) are presented by the collegiate academic officer to
the CPT Committee (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.3). The committee will vote anonymously on
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each recommendation, thereby making a positive or a negative recommendation on each
candidate to the Dean. A quorum shall be fifty percent (50%) of the tenured faculty eligible to vote
on a given candidate, and a positive or negative recommendation shall be decided by a simple
majority of those tenured faculty members present (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.4.3).

If the CPT Committee renders a negative recommendation, the Department Chair will be informed
in writing of the reason(s) for the recommendation (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.3). The
Department Chair may appeal to the Dean before the recommendation at the college level is made.

e. The Dean will make a recommendation based on advice of the CPT Committee, the Department
Chair and the tenured faculty, as well as on the basis of other circumstances, including personal
knowledge of individuals and the needs of the college (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.3). In the
case of a positive recommendation by the Dean, he or she will advise the Chair. In a case of any
negative recommendation by the Dean, the Dean will provide the individual faculty member and
the Chair with written notice of that recommendation and explanation for the recommendation.
The faculty member must be notified about the negative recommendation and must be informed
of his or her right to consult with the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer prior to or at the same time as
the Dean forwards the recommendation to the next level of review.

f. After making an independent judgment on the tenure candidacy, the Dean shall forward his or her
recommendation and explanation for the recommendation to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer,
with a copy provided to the tenure candidate at the same time (Form 5 and all attachments)
(Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.3). Any negative or controversial recommendation should be
forwarded from the Dean to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer as soon as possible, but not later
than the end of February. Extra time may be required for reviews at higher levels or for appeal by
the faculty member. By the beginning of April all recommendations and required supporting
documents must be forwarded to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

g. Alltenure recommendations of the Dean, whether positive or negative, shall be reviewed by the
UTHSC Chief Academic Officer (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.4). The UTHSC Chief Academic
Officer, in consultation with the Chancellor, evaluates the college recommendations in light of
general knowledge of individuals and the needs of UTHSC. During March and April, the UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer prepares a consolidated report. After making an independent judgment on the
tenure candidacy, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer shall forward his or her recommendation and
summary explanation for the recommendation to the Chancellor, with a copy provided to the
tenure candidate at the same time.

h. During April, all tenure recommendations of the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer whether positive or
negative, shall be reviewed by the Chancellor (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.5). After making an
independent judgment on the tenure candidacy, the Chancellor shall forward only positive
recommendations, with a summary explanation for the recommendation, to the President by the
beginning of May, with a copy provided to the tenure candidate at the same time. Summary
information on each faculty member being considered for tenure should be sent to the Office of
the System Vice President with responsibility for Academic Affairs.

If the Chancellor reverses a negative recommendation by the Dean, he or she will advise the Dean,
the Chair, and the faculty member. If the Chancellor does not reverse a negative recommendation
by the Dean, the faculty member will be advised regarding the appeal process (Faculty Handbook,

Section 7).
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The Chancellor may decide that the best interests of UTHSC are not served by the award of tenure
to a faculty member. In case of a negative recommendation by the Chancellor reversing a positive
recommendation by the Dean, the Chancellor must meet with the faculty member, the Chief
Academic Officer, the Dean, and the Chair to explain the reason(s) for the adverse
recommendation. At the faculty member’s request, the Chancellor must provide the faculty
member with written notice of the recommendation, giving the reason(s) for that
recommendation, and stating that the faculty member may appeal the recommendation in
accordance with the provisions of the UTHSC Faculty Handbook (Section 7).

i. The President acts only on the Chancellor’s positive recommendation for tenure. If the President
concurs in the positive recommendation, he or she shall grant tenure if he or she is authorized to
do so, and the Chancellor shall give the faculty member written notice of the effective date of
tenure. If only the Board is authorized to grant tenure, the President shall submit the
recommendation to grant tenure, and summary explanation for the recommendation, to the Board
of Trustees (Faculty Handbook, Section 4.15.6). However, the President may decide that the best
interests of The University would not be served by the award of tenure to a faculty member. In
such a case, the President will notify the Chancellor, who shall give the faculty member, Chair,
Dean, and Chief Academic Officer written notice that tenure will not be awarded.

j.  Only the Board of Trustees is authorized to grant tenure in certain cases specified in Article I11.B. of
the Board of Trustees’ Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility, and Tenure. In those
cases, the Board of Trustees acts only on the President’s positive recommendations for tenure.
After positive action by the Board of Trustees to grant tenure, the President shall give the faculty
member written notice of the effective date of tenure.

See: https://academic.uthsc.edu/docs/Faculty-Evaluation-Calendar.pdf
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APPENDIX M - PROCEDURES FOR CONDUCTING THE ENHANCED POST-TENURE PERFORMANCE REVIEW
(EPPR)

1. Objectives of the Enhanced Post-Tenure Performance Review (EPPR)
The EPPR policy and procedures provide a thorough, fair, and transparent process for:

e Coordinating peer evaluation of a tenured faculty member’s performance across a five-year period;

e Facilitating cooperation between a tenured faculty member and administrators in identifying
effective strategies to assist the faculty member in meeting the expectations for the relevant
discipline and academic rank; and

e Distinguishing those unusual situations in which (despite efforts to facilitate improvement) the
faculty member’s performance fails to satisfy expectations for the discipline and academic rank,
and which may lead to disciplinary action, up to and including proceedings to consider termination
of tenure.

2. Review by the Chief Academic Officer To Determine Whether EPPR is Warranted
The chief academic officer must review any annual performance evaluation that would result in EPPR.

o If the chief academic officer overrules the performance rating and determines that EPPR is not
warranted, the faculty member may choose to proceed with EPPR.

e |f the chief academic officer determines that an EPPR is warranted, the chief academic officer
should meet promptly with the faculty member to explain the decision and review the EPPR
process. The chief academic officer must also provide written notice of this decision (copied to the
department chair, dean, and faculty senate president) that an EPPR will be conducted.

3. Appointment of the Peer Review Committee

Within 45 days of the written notice that an EPPR will be conducted, the chief academic officer (or
designee) must appoint the peer review committee in the manner described below and meet with the
committee to review its charge.

Every member of the peer review committee must be tenured; hold the same or higher academic rank as
the faculty member undergoing review; and have some familiarity with the relevant performance
expectations for faculty in that discipline and academic rank. In the unusual event that an appropriate peer
review committee cannot be assembled using these criteria, the chief academic officer must provide to the
faculty member a written explanation for the deviation from the prescribed criteria.

Consistent with the criteria for service stated above, the chief academic officer (or designee) must appoint
the peer review committee using the following nomination process:

e The dean nominates one faculty member to serve both as chair and as a voting member of the peer
review committee;

e The department chair nominates three faculty members who meet the criteria above, from whom
one committee member is appointed;
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e The faculty member undergoing review nominates three faculty members who meet the criteria
above, from whom one committee member is appointed;

e The faculty senate president nominates three faculty members who meet the criteria above, from
whom one committee member is appointed; and

e If a college promotion and tenure committee exists, that committee nominates three actively
serving members who meet the criteria above, from whom one committee member is appointed. If
no college promotion and tenure committee exists, the faculty member under review selects a
department other than his/her own from which the chief academic officer selects a final committee
member, consistent with the criteria above.

To ensure diverse perspectives among members of the peer review committee, the chief academic officer
should solicit nominations from faculty serving in different roles. When feasible, nominations to the peer
review committee should include:

e faculty members whose tenure lies in the same department as the faculty member undergoing
review or, in a small department, faculty members who hold tenure in the same college as the
faculty member undergoing review;

e atleast one faculty member whose tenure resides in a different department than the faculty
member undergoing review; and

e atleast one faculty member who currently serves (or who served during the most recent cycle) on a
college promotion and tenure review committee, if such a committee exists.

4. Collection of Records for Review by the Peer Review Committee

The chief academic officer (or designee) must collect the following records with respect to the faculty
member under review:

e all annual performance reviews for the past five annual performance review cycles, including
materials submitted by the faculty member (or an administrator) or developed as part of the
evaluation process;

e written performance expectations, which may have been established in the past five annual
performance reviews, in department or college bylaws, in the faculty handbook, or in Board of
Trustees, fiscal, human resources, research, safety, or information technology policies or
procedures; and

e any work assignments, goals, or other plans (however identified) that were described in previous
performance evaluations during the review period.

The faculty member undergoing review may submit additional written materials relevant to the review
period for the committee’s consideration. Such materials must be submitted to the chief academic officer
(or designee) for distribution to the committee. The peer review committee may also request that the chief
academic officer (or designee) collect and provide additional written materials. Reasonable requests for
relevant records will be honored when permitted by law and University policy.
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5. Conclusions and Recommendations by the Peer Review Committee

The peer review committee is charged to review the available performance information and

to conclude (based on that information) whether or not performance during the review period has satisfied
the expectations for the faculty member’s discipline and academic rank. This review should be completed
(and written report completed) within 75 days from the chief academic officer’s charge to the peer review
committee.

Interviews — The peer review committee may conduct a reasonable number of interviews in person or
electronically. If the committee chooses to conduct interviews, both the faculty member undergoing
review and the administrator who assigned the negative rating(s) must be given the opportunity to be
interviewed. All interviews must be conducted separately. Unavailability of the faculty member or
administrator for an interview does not constitute grounds for an extension of time to complete the EPPR.

Voting — Voting must be conducted by anonymous ballots. No member of the committee may abstain or
recuse him/herself from voting. All conclusions and recommendations are adopted upon the vote of a
simple majority, except a recommendation that the Chancellor initiate tenure termination proceedings,
which requires the support of at least four members of the peer review committee.

a. Conclusions Regarding Performance and Recommended Action(s)

All conclusions and recommendations of the peer review committee must be made in writing, with copies
to all parties (faculty member, department chair, dean, and chief academic officer). Minority reports may
be attached. While the committee is not permitted to share written materials directly with the faculty
senate, the faculty member under review remains free to do so.

Based on the judgment of its members, the peer review committee must conclude either:

(1) that the performance satisfies the expectations for the faculty member’s discipline and academic
rank; or

(2) that the performance does not satisfy the expectations for the faculty member’s discipline and
academic rank. In such a case, the committee must recommend either:

e that an EPPR improvement plan be developed and implemented; or

e by avote of at least four committee members, that the Chancellor should initiate
proceedings to consider termination of tenure based on Adequate Cause (Unsatisfactory
Performance in Teaching, Research, or Service) as defined in lll.l. of the Board of Trustees
Policies Governing Academic Freedom, Responsibility and Tenure and the procedures
detailed in Appendix B of the above-referenced Board of Trustees Policies.

b. Review and Responses to the Peer Review Committee’s Report
The committee’s written conclusions and recommendations must be distributed to the faculty member,

department chair, and dean for simultaneous review, who must submit any written responses to the chief
academic officer within 14 days.
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c. Conclusions and Recommendations of the Chief Academic Officer

The chief academic officer will review the committee’s report and all timely written responses and will
make an independent evaluation of the faculty member’s performance. Within 28 days of the distribution
of the peer review committee’s report (14 days for review and comment by others and 14 days for
independent review by the chief academic officer), the chief academic officer must provide to the
Chancellor copies of the committee’s report, all timely responses to the report, and any additional
conclusions or recommendations based on the chief academic officer’s independent review of the material.
The entire report, including any materials added by the faculty member, department chair, dean, and chief
academic officer, must be copied to the faculty member, peer review committee, department chair, and
dean.

6. Review and Action by the Chancellor

The Chancellor will make an independent evaluation of the faculty member’s performance and must
provide to the faculty member (copied to the department chair, dean, chief academic officer, and members
of the peer review committee) a written explanation of the rationale for any conclusions, decisions, or
further actions to be taken.

If the Chancellor concludes that the performance under review has satisfied the expectations for the
faculty member’s discipline and academic rank, the EPPR process is concluded. In doing so, the Chancellor
may overrule previous performance ratings and may adjust the faculty member’s salary to reflect any
across-the-board raises.

If the Chancellor concludes that the performance under review does not satisfy the expectations for the
faculty member’s discipline and academic rank, the Chancellor may take further action as deemed
appropriate. For example (without limitation):

e The Chancellor may require that an EPPR improvement plan be implemented for a period of up to
18 months, as further described below.

e The Chancellor may propose disciplinary action, up to and including proceedings to consider tenure
termination based on Adequate Cause (Unsatisfactory Performance in Teaching, Research, or
Service) as defined in Ill.I. of the Board of Trustees Policies Governing Academic Freedom,
Responsibility and Tenure and the procedures detailed in Appendix B of the above-referenced
Board of Trustees Policies.

7. Development and Implementation of an Improvement Plan (When Applicable)

a. Written Notice to All Parties

If the Chancellor concludes that an EPPR improvement plan should be developed, the Chancellor must
promptly instruct the chief academic officer to develop and implement an improvement plan using the
process detailed below. The chief academic officer must promptly notify in writing the faculty member
under review that the Chancellor has determined that an EPPR improvement plan must be implemented
(with copies to the department chair, dean, and peer review committee). Only one improvement plan may
be offered to a faculty member during a given EPPR process; however, the EPPR process may be
implemented more than once during a faculty member’s career. An EPPR improvement plan may extend
no more than 18 months from the time it is implemented by the chief academic officer.
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b. Development of the EPPR Improvement Plan

The department chair is responsible for drafting the EPPR improvement plan in close collaboration with the
peer review committee, dean, and chief academic officer. In drafting the improvement plan, the
department chair should attempt to address any written concerns raised by the faculty member during the
relevant annual review cycles.

Within 30 days of notice that an improvement plan must be developed, the department chair is expected
to produce a plan supported by the dean, chief academic officer, and a majority of the peer review
committee. Once such an improvement plan is developed, the chief academic officer shall forward the
proposed plan to the faculty member.

If the department chair fails to produce within 30 days an improvement plan supported by the chief
academic officer, dean, and majority of the peer review committee, then the committee must assume
responsibility for drafting an improvement plan. In such a case, the committee must complete the plan
within 14 additional days. Upon approval by a majority of the peer review committee, the proposed plan
must be provided to the dean and chief academic officer for review and approval.

In either case, the chief academic officer must ensure that an improvement plan acceptable to the chief
academic officer, dean, and majority of the peer review committee is developed and must send the
proposed plan to the faculty member for review and response. The faculty member under review must be
given one opportunity to review and respond to the proposed improvement plan (within 14 days). The peer
review committee must review and consider the faculty member’s response, including any modifications
requested by the faculty member (within another 14 days). In its discretion, the peer review committee
may revise the proposed plan after considering the faculty member’s response. The committee must then
forward the proposed improvement plan to the chief academic officer for review and, if approved,
implementation (with copies to the dean, department chair, and faculty member).

c. Committee Review after an EPPR Improvement Plan

At the end of the time allotted for the EPPR improvement plan, the peer review committee must reconvene
to review performance under the plan, and to determine whether or not such performance (in the context
of the EPPR review period) has satisfied expectations for the faculty member’s discipline and academic
rank. The peer review committee must vote anonymously and provide a written report of its conclusions
and recommendations, including majority and minority reports (if applicable), to the faculty member,
department chair, and dean, who may respond in writing within 14 days.

The chief academic officer must review the committee’s report and any timely written responses and must
independently evaluate performance under the improvement plan. The chief academic officer must then
submit the reconvened committee’s report, all written responses, and his/her own conclusions and
recommendations to the Chancellor, with copies to the faculty member, peer review committee,
department chair, and dean.

d. Chancellor’s Review and Action after an EPPR Improvement Plan
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(in the context of the EPPR review period) and must provide to the faculty member (copied to the
department chair, dean, chief academic officer, and members of the peer review committee) a written
explanation of the rationale for any conclusions, decisions, or further actions to be taken.

8. Timeline for Conducting the EPPR

All EPPR deadlines are counted in calendar days rather than business days, except when the last day of the
time period falls during a holiday or administrative closure lasting five business days or longer (such as the

administrative closure between fall and spring semesters or an extended weather-related closure). The
following table summarizes key events in the EPPR process that have deadlines.

Event begins Days Event ends

Written notice from the chief academic 45 Chief academic officer charges the peer

officer that EPPR is warranted review committee

Chief academic officer charges the peer Committee report is distributed for review

review committee 75 by the faculty member, department chair,
and dean

Committee report is distributed for review Faculty member, department chair, and

by the faculty member, department chair, 14 dean submit written responses to the chief

and dean academic officer

Chief academic officer reviews timely Chief academic officer submits to the

responses to the report and makes an Chancellor the committee’s report, all timely

independent evaluation 14 responses, and any additional conclusions
and recommendations based on the chief
academic officer’s independent evaluation

If the Chancellor requires implementation of Department chair submits to the chief

an EPPR improvement plan, the chief academic officer a proposed improvement

academic officer provides written notice to 30 plan supported by the dean, chief academic

all parties officer, and a majority of the peer review
committee

If the department chair fails to produce an Peer review committee submits the

improvement plan supported by the dean, proposed improvement plan to the dean

chief academic officer, and a majority of the 14 and chief academic officer for review and

committee, then the peer review committee approval

assumes responsibility for drafting a plan

Upon approval by the chief academic officer, Faculty member submits to the peer review

the proposed improvement plan is sent to 14 committee any written response (including

the faculty member for review any requested modifications to the
improvement plan)

Peer review committee considers faculty Peer review committee submits the

member’s response and may revise the 14 proposed improvement plan to the chief

proposed improvement plan academic officer for review and approval

Chief academic officer reviews the proposed Chief academic officer sends the approved

plan, responds to the committee as needed, 14 plan to the faculty member and others for

and approves a final improvement plan implementation
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On a case-by-case basis, the chief academic officer (or designee) may approve a written request from the
peer review committee for an extension of time to complete the initial review. Only one extension may be

granted to the peer review committee during a single EPPR, and the chief academic officer (or designee)
will determine the length of the extension.

Concurrent Appeals or Grievances — While appeal of an annual performance rating (or other procedure)
may overlap in time with the five-year review period, the EPPR is purposefully different from the annual
performance review process. To the extent provided under the applicable faculty handbook or other
campus policies or practices, the faculty member may choose to initiate or maintain an appeal of the most
recent annual performance rating while EPPR is underway. Any appeal or other process must be conducted
without interference or influence from the EPPR, and vice versa. Faculty senate leaders should take care to
ensure the integrity of all procedures by confirming that no person serves in multiple proceedings related
to the same faculty member. Except as may be required by law (for example, under regulatory
requirements or a judicial order) any such appeal, grievance, or other University process must proceed
simultaneously with the EPPR and must have no impact on the timing or procedures described in this
policy.

This policy became effective on July 1, 2017. Any faculty member who was engaged in a Cumulative
Performance Review (CPR) on October 14, 2016 must complete the CPR process under the then-applicable
CPR policy. Otherwise, the following implementation schedule applies.

Date of annual
performance Overall rating of Needs Improvement Overall rating of Unsatisfactory
review meeting

On or before . . . .
June 30, 2017 CPR policy applies CPR policy applies

July 1,2017 - Performance ratings are reviewed by the

chief academic officer, who decides EPPR policy applies
June 30, 2018 whether CPR or EPPR should be applied.

July ttzeorls or EPPR policy applies EPPR policy applies
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APPENDIX N — PROCEDURE FOR EFFECTING PROMOTION IN RANK

General Information about the Guidelines and Process for Effecting Promotions in Rank

Promotion in rank is not only a recognition of past achievement but also a recognition of promise and a
sign of confidence that the individual is capable of greater responsibilities (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.7).
The policy of UTHSC is to grant promotions objectively, equitably, impartially, and in recognition of merit
(Faculty Handbook, Section 6.7). In the case of a faculty member who holds joint appointments in two or
more departments, promotion may take place in one department without its concurrence in the other
department(s) (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.1).

The process for reviewing candidates and making recommendations for promotion is similar to that for
the award of tenure; the absence of mandatory reviews of negative departmental recommendations at
higher levels is the major difference (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8). An example of the summary
document for a positive recommendation for promotion in rank (Form 5) is attached.

In general, the guidelines for promotion in rank are the same as those for appointment to the various
ranks (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.7). Generally, these guidelines are assigned varying degrees of weight.
Deficiencies in some aspect may be counterbalanced adequately by superiority in others; in certain fields of
endeavor, some of these guidelines may be replaced by others. Thus, promotion from one rank to the next
will depend on the distinctive requirements contained in the Annual Performance-and-Planning Reviews for
the period under consideration (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.7). A minimum period of service in rank is
normally required before consideration for promotion to the next rank (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.7).
Colleges may establish more specific criteria for promotion to various ranks; these criteria must be
consistent with the UTHSC guidelines and be published in the collegiate bylaws (Faculty Handbook, Section
6.7). If a department establishes any more-specific criteria for promotion than those of UTHSC or the
department’s college, these must be published in the department’s bylaws, after approval by the Dean
(Faculty Handbook, Section 6.7).

Each year the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer publishes and distributes a detailed schedule for the
process related to the review for promotion in rank. Generally, a faculty member’s preparation for this
review begins in September. Each candidate will prepare a dossier, containing the documents required for
this review by the departmental faculty peers (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.7). Bylaws of colleges or
departments should limit peer reviewers to members of the departmental faculty holding rank(s) equal or
superior to that to which the candidate is seeking promotion (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.1). In large
departments (e.g., Medicine, Pediatrics, etc.), the Chair may divide the tenured departmental faculty by
divisions in order to form several committees composed of five or more tenured faculty members. In
addition, bylaws of colleges or departments may permit faculty members with nontenure track, part-time,
affiliated, or volunteer appointments in that department to serve as reviewers on promotions (in addition
to the tenured departmental faculty, if any) (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.1). External review of the
dossier may be permitted in any case and required when sufficient expertise is lacking among the
departmental faculty (Faculty Handbook, Section 6).

Procedure for the Review for Promotion in Rank
The Department Chair may delegate his or her responsibility for recommending promotions to other

individuals. The procedure for the Review for Promotion in Rank should include the following elements:
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a. The Chair should counsel the faculty member concerning updating his or her curriculum vitae and
the identification of supporting documentation to be submitted to the faculty peers (Faculty
Handbook, Section 5.9.1). The faculty member, in consultation with the Chair, should compile a
dossier containing all documents to be submitted for review. The contents of the dossier will vary
depending on whether the faculty member’s appointment is (1) probationary for tenure with or
without a concurrent request for the award of tenure, (2) tenured, or (3) non-tenure-track. For
non-tenure-track faculty appointments the faculty member’s dossier must include at least a current
Curriculum Vitae, in the form required by UTHSC. For tenured or tenure-track appointments, the
dossier must include at least the following items:

1. Current Curriculum Vitae, in the form required by UTHSC;

2. Annual accomplishments and goals, written by the candidate, that are relevant to the period
related to this promotion (a period generally not longer than five years); and

3. Summaries of Annual Performance-and-Planning Reviews, written by the Chair and the faculty
member’s responses, if any, that correspond to the annual accomplishments and goals of item
2 above.

For a faculty member with a tenure-track appointment who is making a concurrent request for the
award of tenure, the dossier must contain additional items (see Appendix L).

Candidates for promotion will provide additional details as to his/her contributions (final percent
effort) in each assigned mission for each of the years since the last promotion. The provision of
information for teaching, research/scholarship, clinical care, and service will enable a more
accurate assessment of the faculty member’s contributions using the promotion metric. If there
was a substantive change in the percent effort devoted to the various missions since the last
promotion, the candidate should describe the change and the timing for this change.

The faculty member may also include in the dossier any other documents that he or she believes
may assist the faculty peers in their reviews or be relevant to a positive recommendation (Faculty
Handbook, Section 6.7). Such documents may include, but are not limited to, sample publications;
summaries of student teaching evaluations, as well as other indicators of teaching performance; or
letters of evaluation. The faculty member may request that a maximum of six peers submit letters
of evaluation to the Chair. Particular attention should be given to identifying individuals, either on
or off campus, qualified to judge the faculty member’s most important contributions over the
period (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.7). A letter of evaluation contains a subjective peer-evaluation
of a candidate’s accomplishments and professional standing. For any candidate the maximum
number of requested letters of evaluation is six, even in the case of a faculty member’s concurrent
candidacy for the award of tenure. Within a department the number and nature of required letters
should be uniformly applied to every faculty member. Any letters of evaluation should be directed
to the Chair.

b. The departmental faculty peers (or Collegiate Promotion and Tenure Committee if no departmental
committee exists) will review the dossier, derive a numerical evaluation using the promotion metric
scoring system (see UTHSC Scoring System for Promotion and the Metric Matrix), and meet for the
purpose of recording a formal, anonymous vote on the recommendation for promotion in rank
(Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.1). A quorum shall be fifty percent (50%) of the faculty eligible to
vote on a given candidate or issue, and a positive or negative recommendation shall be decided by
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a simple majority of those faculty members present. The faculty peers’ report to the Chair shall
contain the following: a list of the faculty peers in attendance; the majority and minority views, if
relevant; and the summary vote. A copy of this report must accompany the request for promotion
in rank forwarded to the Collegiate Promotion and Tenure Committee, the Dean, the UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer, and the Chancellor (Faculty Handbook, Section 6).

c. The Chair reviews the dossier(s) and considers the recommendation(s) of the faculty peers. Then,
the Chair makes a recommendation concerning each faculty member under consideration (Faculty
Handbook, Section 6.8.2). Whenever the recommendation of the Chair differs from that of the
faculty peers, the Chair must notify them of the reasons for a decision contrary to their
recommendation (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.2).

d. Inacase in which the promotion in rank is recommended, the Chair prepares a letter of nomination
to the Dean (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.2). The letter of nomination must contain the following
items:

1. Name of the faculty member;

Date of the original appointment;

Date of any prior promotion;

Date on which the recommended promotion would become effective;

The faculty member’s professional discipline or field;

The recommendations (positive or negative) of the departmental faculty committee and the

Department Chair; and

7. Examples of important and specific accomplishments in teaching, scholarly activities, service,
and/or patient care, as appropriate for the individual faculty member.

ok wWwN

If the Chair recommends an individual for promotion in rank in contrast to a negative
recommendation of the faculty peers, this fact must be noted in the Chair’s nominating letter and
the reason(s) for the Chair’s action must be explained (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.2).

e. Some faculty members may be recommended early for promotion in rank. However, this is an
exceptional request that must be accompanied by letters of explanation from the Chair to the Dean
and from the Dean to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer.

f. If the recommendation of the Chair is negative, the Chair does not send a letter to the Dean.
However, the Chair must inform the candidate in writing of the decision, stating that the faculty
member may appeal such a negative decision to the Dean (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.2).

g. Allrequired documents (Form 5 and all attachments) must be forwarded from the department to
the collegiate academic officer and the College Promotion and Tenure Committee (CPT Committee)
by the end of January (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.3).

Recommendations (Form 5 and all attachments) are presented by the collegiate academic officer to
the CPT Committee (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.3). The committee will derive a numerical
evaluation using the promotion metric scoring system (see UTHSC Scoring System for Promotion
and the Metric Matrix) and vote anonymously on each recommendation, thereby making a positive
or a negative recommendation on each candidate to the Dean. A quorum shall be fifty percent
(50%) of the faculty eligible to vote on a given candidate or issue, and a positive or negative
recommendation shall be decided by a simple majority of those faculty members present (Faculty
Handbook, Section 4).
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If the CPT Committee renders a negative recommendation, the Department Chair will be informed
in writing of the reason(s) for the recommendation (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.3). The
Department Chair may appeal to the Dean before the recommendation at the college level is made.

h. All positive recommendations of the Department Chair must be reviewed by the Dean of the
College. The Dean will make a recommendation based on advice of the CPT Committee, the
Department Chair, and the faculty peers, as well as on the basis of other circumstances, including
personal knowledge of individuals (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.4). In the case of a positive
recommendation by the Dean, he or she will advise the Chair. In a case of any negative
recommendation by the Dean, the Dean will provide the individual faculty member and the Chair
with written notice of that recommendation. The faculty member must be notified about the
negative recommendation and must be informed of his or her right to appeal a negative decision
through the Faculty Senate (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.4).

i.  After making an independent judgment on the candidacy, the Dean shall forward all
recommendations to the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer (Form 5 and all attachments) (Faculty
Handbook, Section 6.8.4).

All recommendations of the Dean shall be reviewed by the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer (Faculty
Handbook, Section 6.8.5). The UTHSC Chief Academic Officer, in consultation with the Chancellor,
evaluates the college recommendations in light of general knowledge of individuals. During March
and April, the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer prepares a consolidated report. The UTHSC Chief
Academic Officer forwards all recommendations for promotion to the Chancellor.

j. During April, all positive recommendations of the UTHSC Chief Academic Officer shall be reviewed
by the Chancellor (Faculty Handbook, Section 6.8.6). After making an independent judgment on
the candidacy, the Chancellor shall forward only positive recommendations to the President by the
beginning of May. Summary information on each faculty member being considered for promotion
in rank should be sent to the System Vice President with responsibility for Academic Affairs.

k. Subsequent to positive action by the President, the Chancellor and Dean shall give the faculty
member and Chair written notice of the effective date of the promotion in rank.

See: https://academic.uthsc.edu/docs/Faculty-Evaluation-Calendar.pdf
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