
 

    
 

  
 

   
 

 
 

 
       

  
 

       
        

        
 

           
             
        

  
            

            
    

  
            

          
          

        
         

   
  

          
           

        
  

             
           

  
              

      
  

             
            

          

Adopted: February 27, 2024 

ACADEMIC SENATE 
Of 

CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY 
San Luis Obispo, CA 

AS-969-24 

RESOLUTION ON THE SENATE CURRICULUM APPEALS COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP & 
APPEALS PROCESS 

Impact on Existing Policy: Modifies Academic Senate Bylaws Section I Subsection 3 (a) 
“Membership” and 3 (b): “Responsibilities.” Supersedes AS-856-18. Deletes section 
Academic Senate Bylaws Section I Subsection 9 (c). 

1 WHEREAS, The membership of the Academic Senate Curricular Appeals Committee 
2 (ASCAC) is limited to three members (two members from “List 1” and one 
3 member from “List 2” described in AS-711-10); and, 
4 
5 WHEREAS, The limitations on membership provided by “List 1” and “List 2” create a 
6 small pool of faculty from which to constitute the Academic Senate 
7 Curriculum Appeals Committee; and, 
8 
9 WHEREAS, AS-711-10 notes that “[m]embers on the ASCAC will need to be 

10 knowledgeable about the curriculum as a whole so that they are nimble 
11 enough to understand disputed curriculum proposals in the context of 
12 major and minor affected programs.” Adding: “…membership is limited 
13 to faculty with previously demonstrated overview curricular knowledge 
14 [sic];” and, 
15 
16 WHEREAS, This “knowledge about the curriculum as a whole” and a demonstrated 
17 knowledge of the entire curricular process can be gained by significant 
18 service on academic senate curriculum committees; and, 
19 
20 WHEREAS, The current curricular appeals process can only be initiated if and when a 
21 course proposal is placed on the academic senate consent agenda; and, 
22 
23 WHEREAS, There is no “Denial” designation or process for curricular proposals at any 
24 level of curricular review; and, 
25 
26 WHEREAS, The lack of a “Not Approved” designation for the curricular process at any 
27 level means that a proposal can, in effect, be denied a full review process 
28 by perpetual “roll backs” from a specific committee; and, 



 

            
            

           
    

  
           

           
          

      
 
 
 
 
 

     
    

29 WHEREAS, The result of these perpetual roll backs mean that a course proposal can 
30 never make it on to the consent agenda of the Academic Senate and be 
31 eligible for an appeal as described in our current appeals processes; 
32 therefore be it 
33 
34 RESOLVED: That the Academic Senate of California Polytechnic State University, San 
35 Luis Obispo adopt the attached revisions for modifying the bylaws of the 
36 Academic Senate regarding the Curriculum Appeals Committee and the 
37 Appeals Process as described below. 

Proposed by: Academic Senate Executive Committee 
Date: January 30, 2024 



 

 
   

 
             

 
  
            
              

             
       

 
     
      
            

  
             

    
         
            
             
             

 
                 

    
 

               
     

 
            

     
 

            
            

   
 

             
         

           
             

        
        

    

Curriculum Appeals Commiaee 

Academic Senate Bylaws Section I Subsection 3: Curriculum Appeals Committee shall now read: 

(a) Membership: 
The Academic Senate Curriculum Appeals Committee membership will be a minimum of three 
and a maximum of five members. Eligible faculty for membership will be appointed by the 
Academic Senate Executive Committee for one-year terms or partial year terms. Eligible faculty 
shall be included from the following list: 

• Former Academic Senate Chairs 
• Former Academic Senate Vice Chairs 
• Former Academic Senate Curriculum Committee Chairs who served for a minimum of 

three years 
• Former members of the Academic Senate Curriculum Committee who served for a 

minimum of three years 
• Former GE Chairs/Directors who served for a minimum of three years 
• Former GE Governance Board members who served for a minimum of three years 
• Former UCSP Review Committee Chairs who served for a minimum of three years 
• Former UCSP Review Committee members who served for a minimum of three years 

No member of the ASCAC can be actively serving in any of the capacities listed above while 
serving on the ASCAC. 

No member of the ASCAC can be an active member of a curriculum committee that is directly 
related to the curricular appeal(s). 

Note that faculty participating Faculty Early Retirement Program (FERP) are eligible to serve on 
the Curriculum Appeals Committee. 

The description of the proposed curriculum proposal appeals process in the Curriculum 
Handbook, under the heading "Academic Senate" in the "Curriculum Roles and Responsibilities" 
section, should read: 

A course proposal may be “rolled back” for revision a maximum of three times 
by a curriculum committee at the college- and/or academic senate committee 
review levels before is it shall be designated as “Not Approved” for that level of 
review. Each level of review shall have a maximum of three rollbacks before the 
course is designated as “Not Approved” (e.g. “Not Approved by College 
Curriculum Committee,” “Not Approved for GE Area X,” “Not Approved for 
USCP” etc.). 



 

           
            

             
        

             
           

           
    

 
            

            
           

        
            
            

         
            

          
  

 
          

         
            

            
            

             
            

          
          

           
        
            
            

         
            

          
   

 
             

         
         
     

 

If a course proposal is designated as “Not Approved” at the college curriculum 
review level or by an academic senate curriculum committee (e.g. GEGB, USCP, 
ASCC), it may be: (1) appealed to the ASCAC by the proposer; (2) moved along 
the curricular review process without that specific curricular designation (e.g. 
Not Approved for GE, Not Approved for USCP, etc.) by the proposer; or, (3) the 
course may be withdrawn by the proposer. Any issues, concerns, and questions 
regarding curriculum proposals should be directed to the chair of the Academic 
Senate Curriculum Committee. 

If an appeal is requested by the proposer, the Academic Senate Curriculum 
Committee Chair will inform the Academic Senate Chair of the request for an 
appeal. Then, the Academic Senate Chair and the Senate Executive Committee 
will appoint a three-to-five member Curriculum Appeals Committee to review 
the course proposal, meet with the involved parties (if requested), and make the 
final decision to approve or not approve the course and move it forward or not 
move it forward in the review process, approve/not approve for curricular 
designation (e.g. GE, USCP, etc.), or return the items to the appropriate 
committee(s) for further review and consultation (thereby re-setting the three 
rollback limit). 

All other curriculum proposals, except new degree programs, appear on the 
Academic Senate agenda by college as consent items. Senators are given two-
week notice of the consent items and are expected to review the summaries 
posted on the Office of the Registrar website. Issues, concerns, and questions 
regarding curriculum proposals are directed to the chair of the Academic Senate 
Curriculum Committee by one week before the Senate meeting. If the concern is 
strong enough, any senator may request an item be removed (“pulled”) from the 
consent agenda no later than one week before the meeting. Items removed 
from the consent agenda will be placed on the Senate agenda as discussion 
items. Then, the Academic Senate Chair and the Senate Executive Committee 
will appoint a three-to-five member Curriculum Appeals Committee to review 
the course proposal, meet with the involved parties (if requested), and make the 
final decision to approve or not approve the course and move it forward or not 
move it forward in the review process, approve/not approve for curricular 
designation (e.g. GE, USCP, etc.), or return the items to the appropriate 
committee(s) for further review and consultation (thereby re-setting the three 
rollback limit). 

As a result of this process, the new course proposal status designations in the 
Curricular Inventory Management (CIM) system shall be changed to: “Approve,” 
“Roll Back,” and “Not Approved” or “Not Approved For [Curricular Designation 
such as GE or USCP].” 



 

         
     

 
           

         
          

 
  

           
           

       

Items not removed from the consent agenda are considered approved on the 
meeting date of the consent agenda. 

Note: A course cannot be appealed twice for the same curricular designation 
and/or issue in the curricular review process (i.e. No “infinite appeals”). 
Decisions by the Curricular Appeals Committee are binding for that course. 

(b) Responsibilijes 
Adjudicate, in a jmely manner, over curriculum proposals pulled from the Academic Senate 
consent agenda. The ASCAC will approve, disapprove, or return a curriculum proposal to a 
specific commiaee (as deemed appropriate) for further review. 



CURRICULAR DEVELOPMENT & REVIEW FLOW CHART FROM DEPT TO COLLEGE LEVELAPPEALS AT COLLEGE LEVEL  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Faculty Member 
Proposes å Course in 
the Course Inventory 
Management System 

(CIM) 
 

Review by Department 
Curriculum Chair & Dept 

Curr. Committee: 
Review Options: 

Approve or Rollback for 
Edits. If approved, 

moves to Dept Chair 
Review. 

 

Review by Department 
Chair: 

Review Options: 
Approve and move to 

College-Level or 
Rollback for Edits. 

 

DEAN'S OFFICE 
REVIEWS COURSE. 

Review Options: 
Approve, Roll Back, or 

Not Approve. 
 

COLLEGE 
CURRRICULUM 

COMMITTEE REVIEWS 
COURSE PROPOSAL. 

Review Options: 
Approve, Roll Back (Max. 
3 Times) or Not Approve. 

 



APPEALS AT COLLEGE LEVEL  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

NOT APPROVED AT 
COLLEGE-LEVEL? 

 

COURSE PROPOSER 
DECIDES TO: 
1. APPEAL OR  

2. WITHDRAW COURSE 
FROM REVIEW PROCESS 

AND RE-PROPOSE 
LATER. 

 

APPEALS PROCESS: 
1. Proposer makes request to 

the Academic Senate 
Curriculum Committee Chair. 

2. ASCC Chair  informs the 
Academic Senate Chair of the 

request for an appeal. 
3. AS Chair & ExCom tasks 

Curriculum Appeals Comm. to 
review. 

 

CURRICULUM APPEALS COMM. 
REVIEW: 

Review Options: 
1. Meet with the involved parties (if 

requested). 
2. Return the items (courses) to the 

appropriate committee(s) for further 
review and consultation (thereby re-

setting the three rollback limit). 
3. Make the final decision to approve 
or not approve the course and move 
it forward or not move it forward in 

the review process. 
 

If A
ppeal is Chosen 



REVIEW(S) AT SENATE CURRICULUM COMMITTEE LEVELS (E.G. FOR GEGB, USCP DESIGNATIONS, ETC.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Course has been approved 
by department curriculum 

committee, department 
chair, college committee, 

and college dean. 
 

Course Review of Curricular 
Designations (e.g. GE, 

USCP, etc.) then begins. 
Review Options: 

1. Approve 
2. Roll Back (Maximum of 3 

Times) 
3. Designate as "Not 

Approved for [Curricular 
Designation]." 

 

If a course is designated as 
"Not Approved" for a specific 
curricular designation, then it 

may be: 
1. Appealed to the CAC 

2. Moved forward without that 
curricular designation (e.g. 

without GE status); or, 
3. Withdrawn from the review 

process and re-proposed later. 
 



APPEALS AT SENATE CURRICULUM COMMITTEE LEVELS (E.G. FOR GEGB, USCP DESIGNATIONS, ETC.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Course has been 
approved by 

department curriculum 
committee, department 

chair, college 
committee, and college 

dean. 
 

Course Review of Curricular 
Designations (e.g. GE, USCP, 

etc.) then begins. 
Review Options: 

1. Approve 
2. Roll Back (Maximum of 3 

Times) 
3. Designate as "Not 

Approved for [Curricular 
Designation]." 

 

If a course is designated as 
"Not Approved" for a specific 
curricular designation, then it 

may be: 
1. Appealed to the CAC 

2. Moved forward without that 
curricular designation (e.g. 

without GE status); or, 
3. Withdrawn from the review 

process and re-proposed 
later. 

 

Course Proposer then decides 
to: 

1. Continue with Curricular 
Review of the course without 
curriculuar designation (e.g. 

without GE, USCP status, 
etc.). 

2. Withdraw the course and 
re-propose it later. 

 

CURRICULUM APPEALS 
COMMITTEE REVIEW: 

1. Proposer makes request 
to the Academic Senate 
Curriculum Committee 

Chair. 
2. ASCC Chair  informs the 
Academic Senate Chair of 
the request for an appeal. 
3. AS Chair & ExCom tasks 

Curriculum Appeals Comm. 
to review. 

 
 

CURRICULUM APPEALS COMM. 
REVIEW: 

1. Meet with the involved parties (if 
requested),. 

2. Return the items (courses) to the 
appropriate committee(s) for further 
review and consultation (thereby re-

setting the three rollback limit). 
3. Make the final decision to approve 

or not approve the course for the 
curricular designation (e.g. GE, 

USCP, etc.) and move it along the 
review process. 

 
 

If Appeal is Chosen 



REVIEW AT ACADEMIC SENATE CURRICULUM COMMITTEE (ASCC) LEVEL 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

If course has been 
approved by all previous 

levels of curricular review, 
it will be reviewed by the 

Academic Senate 
Curriculum Committee 

(ASCC). 
 

Review Options: Approve, 
Roll Back (Max. 3 Times) or 

Not Approve. 
 

NOT APPROVED AT ASCC-
LEVEL? 

 



APPEALS AT ACADEMIC SENATE CURRICULUM (ASCC) LEVEL 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

COURSE PROPOSER 
DECIDES TO: 

1. APPEAL; OR, 
2. WITHDRAW COURSE 

FROM REVIEW PROCESS 
AND RE-PROPOSE LATER. 

 

APPEALS PROCESS: 
1. Proposer makes request to 

the Academic Senate 
Curriculum Committee 

Chair. 
2. ASCC Chair  informs the 
Academic Senate Chair of 
the request for an appeal. 
3. AS Chair & ExCom tasks 

Curriculum Appeals Comm. 
to review. 

 

CURRICULUM APPEALS COMM. 
REVIEW: 

Review Options: 
1. Meet with the involved parties 

(if requested). 
2. Return the items (courses) to 
the ASCC for further review and 
consultation (thereby re-setting 

the three rollback limit). 
3. Make the final decision to 
approve or not approve the 

course and move it forward or not 
move it forward in the review 

process. 
 

 



SENATE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Course is approved at 
all curricular review 

levels and then is 
placed on the senate 

consent agenda. 
 

A course may be "pulled" 
from the consent agenda 

and made a business 
item for discussion in the 
full senate. This includes 
a request for an appeal. 

 

If a course is 
appealed/pulled from 
the consent agenda, 

Academic Senate Chair 
& ExCom tasks 

Curriculum Appeals 
Comm. to review. 

 

Review Options: 
1. Meet with the involved 

parties (if requested). 
2. Make a recommendation 
to the senate to approve or 

not approve the course. 
3. Full Senate Vote Required 

to Approve or Not Approve 
the Course. 

 

Curriculum Appeals 
Committee Reviews 

Course 
 




