wm November 24, 2003

Ao J. Rethans

Vice Provost for Planning, Resource Allocation and Evaluation
California State University, Chico

Chico, California 95929-0110

Dear Amo:

At its November 18, 2003, meeting, the Proposal Review Committee
considered the Caiifornia State University, Chico Proposal {or its next
reaffirmation of accreditation review. Members of the Panel asked me to
express their appreciation for your participation in the telephone conference
call, and for that of your colleagues on the Council for Institutional
Effectiveness and Accountability (CIEA): Leonard Fisk, Chair of the
Academic Senate; Donald Graham, Director Psychological Counseling,
Wellness Center and Testing; Dennis Rothermel, Vice Provost for Academic
Affairs; George Wellman, Associate Vice President for Financial Services;
Jennifer Robison, Administrative Analyst/Specialist; and Charles Wroth,
Director of the Office of Institutional Research.

The Proposal Review Committee was favorably impressed with the Proposal
for the review, and especially appreciated the opportunity to talk with
members of CIEA to obtain clarification and understanding of several parts of
the Proposal. It is clear that significant thought and work have already been
expended and the campus is well engaged in the review.

At this time, the Proposal Review Committee did not accept the Proposal, but
acted to request revisions. The Committee found from the telephone discussion
that there has been considerably more work and planning than was evident
from their reading of the Proposai. While the component parts of the Proposal
seem to be in place and the selection of Proposal topics seem both appropriate
for the University and in alignment with the interests of WASC; nevertheless,
some of the information relayed in the telephone call needs to be incorporated
in the written Proposal in order for the Committee to approve acceptance. As
the Proposal is to be included with the Preparatory and Educational
Effectiveness Review materials provided to the visiting team and Commission,
it needs to inform persons who will not have been privy to the telephone call
of some of the information that was discussed. And while I was able to share
verbally with the Committee the content of some of the additional materials
you sent, some of that information highlights foundational University plans
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