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of service. The promotion of Lecturer to Senior Lecturer at VSU is based upon the 
experience and academic background of the candidate as well as the instructional needs 
in the position.  An eligible candidate must submit an application for promotion which 
includes a portfolio with only the appropriate items outlined in section 3.2 of this 
document.  (Valdosta State University Tenure and Promotion Policies and Procedures) 
 
Senior Lecturers – The title of Senior Lecturer applies to positions that call for academic 
background similar to that of a faculty member with professional rank but that involves 
primarily teaching. Additional duties may be assigned, including academic advising and 
working with tenure-track faculty in course and curriculum for development. The 
position is not a tenure-track position and the holder is not eligible for consideration for 
the award of tenure. Senior Lecturers are not considered to hold professorial academic 
rank. Full-time Senior Lecturers are appointed by the institution on a year-to-year basis. 
(BoR 8.3.8.2) 
 

The Board of Regents Policy manual sets forth parameters for lecturers’ terminations and 
appeals processes: 
 
8.3.4.3 Lecturers and Senior Lecturers  
Full-time lecturers and senior lecturers are appointed by institutions on a year-to-year basis. 
 
Lecturers and senior lecturers who have served full-time for the entire previous academic year 
have the presumption of reappointment for the subsequent academic year unless notified in 
writing to the contrary as follows: 
 

1. For lecturers with less than three (3) years of full-time service, institutions are 
encouraged to provide non-reappointment notice as early as possible, but no specific 
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under review 
• copy of the department’s uniform SOI instrument and printouts of all SOIs 

from the period under review with summary information about the contents of 
the student narrative comments 

• peer evaluations of teaching as defined by departmental guidelines 
 
__________________________________________________________________ 
 
Lecturers’ promotions are based on the criteria below. 
 
Teaching – Minimum points required for promotion: 85. 
  
 Category A:  Self-evaluation - 35 
 Category B:  Work to sustain competence in subject matter - 30 
 Category C:  External evaluation – 25 
 Category D:  Service  - 10 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Category A: Self-evaluation – 35 points maximum – Superior teaching is a combination of 
careful planning (including a well thought-out and detailed syllabus) and excellent skills and 
performance in the classroom. Additionally, courses in the core curriculum and within the major 
are part of the knowledge and skill base that contribute to the learning outcomes within the core 
and the major. Using at least two of the courses you teach as your examples (preferably courses 
at different levels), describe your attention to course design and assignments intended to engage 
students and help them achieve the stated learning goals for the course. How is the course 
designed?  Describe how assignments build upon each other and create increasingly complex 
skills and understandings among your students. Which skills, in particular, are you addressing 
through the content and assignments in this course?  Finally, how do these courses each 
contribute to the learning outcomes for the core curriculum and/or for the majors in your 
discipline?  Describe your classroom strengths, particularly instructional techniques and 
innovations, as well as the teaching issues that you find challenging in your attempt to be a 
superior classroom teacher. (2,000 word limit)   
 
Category B: Work to sustain competence in subject matter – 30 points maximum – Candidates 
should describe work that they have done to remain current in their teaching field.  This activity 
could include  

• participation in workshops, conferences, or other professional 
    development activities 

• documentable research in one’s teaching 
• other activities that 
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1. Student Opinion of Instruction (SOI) The candidate must include as an appendix a 
copy of the department’s uniform SOI instrument as well as a printout of all SOIs 
completed during the period under review, showing all student comments for each course 
taught. If SOIs for a particular course are unavailable, the candidate must reply why. The 
candidate must also provide a table summarizing SOIs for each course taught in the 
period under review including at least the following data: the semester, the course 
number, the section, the title the enrollment, the number of respondents, the scale (low to 
high), the means and standard deviations (either of each question or an aggregate of 
questions), and, if available, the departmental means of all sections of the same course. 
The candidate must also explain any difference between her/his teaching load and the 
standard teaching load for the department (e.g., course reduction for grant work, illness). 
The candidate must include summary information about the content of the student 
narrative comments. 

2. Departmental Committee Evaluation The departmental promotion and tenure 
committee must provide an analysis of the candidate’s teaching activities, including 
strengths and weaknesses and results of student and peer evaluations. The following 
factors should be considered: work done to remain current in the teaching field(s), 
maintain, and increase competency in teaching field(s): instructional techniques and the 
extent of success in teaching methods used; aspects of teaching perceived as being 
subject to improvement; new courses or academic programs developed and other 
contributions to the department’s teaching programs; and additional teaching activities as 
outlined in Category B. 

3. Department Head Evaluation  The department head must provide an analysis of the 
candidate’s teaching activities, including strengths and weaknesses and results of student 
and peer evaluations. The following factors should be considered: work done to remain 
current in teaching field(s); instructional techniques and the extent of success with 
teaching methods used; aspects of teaching perceived as being subject to improvement; 
new courses or academic programs developed and other contributions to the department’s 
teaching programs; and additional teaching activities as outlined in Category B.  

 
 
Category D: Service  -
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• Once these policies are approved, department heads will meet with lecturers to 
establish a time line for evaluation. 

• Upon implementation of this document, current faculty with five or more years 
toward promotion to senior lecturer are not required to complete a third- or fifth-
year review. 

Category Candidate Promotion and 
Tenure Committee 

Department Head  

A. Self-Evaluation 
• 35 points 

maximum 

   

B. Work to Sustain 
Competence in 
Subject Matter  

• 30 points 
maximum 

   

C. External Evaluation 
• 25 points 

maximum 

   

D. Service 
• 10 points 

maximum 

   

Total Points    
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