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A Strategic Planning Pillar

How do we integrate community 
engagement into our academic programs 

and faculty responsibilities at PFW?



A Few Caveats
➢Three year process

➢Changes intended to provide clear recognition of, 
and respect for, engagement scholarship

➢All proposed changes are optional, adding no 
additional requirements to existing P&T

➢This proposal is about removing barriers for 
recognition

➢SD 24-17 focuses on faculty with research release

➢SoE recognizes broader evidence of impact than 
publications (e.g., community decisions)

➢Engagement is a bi-directional, two-way reciprocal 
relationship with the community



Scholarship of Engagement

Source: Abel, Steve and Rod Williams. 2019. The Guide: Documenting, Evaluating and Recognizing Engaged Scholarship.  

Purdue University, Office of Engagement, p. 12.



Proposal Three

➢Reframe “Research” as Scholarship and 
Creative Endeavor

➢Scholarship more broadly defined as discovery, 
teaching & learning, engagement, and service

➢Boyer, E. L. (1990) Scholarship Reconsidered. 
Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of 
Teaching



Washington State University



Proposal Two

➢Embedding engagement into each 
area of faculty work as an option

➢Include Engagement as an explicitly 
identified part of Research, Teaching, 
and Service criteria



Limitations

➢Divides community engagement into 
segments

➢Does not properly consider 
community engagement projects 
holistically



Proposal One

➢Engagement is added as another area of 
work that is optional
➢Excellence must be demonstrated in one 

area: teaching, research and/or creative 
endeavor, or engagement
➢All candidates must also demonstrate 

competence in the areas of teaching, 
research and/or creative endeavor, and 
service
➢Candidates may also demonstrate 

competence in engagement (optional)



Sample from a Template



The Engagement Narrative

➢Items are listed in the Research, 
Teaching, and Service sections of the 
dossier, respectively

➢Items listed in teaching, research and 
service are integrated and presented as 
a whole in the engagement narrative for a 
Scholarship of Engagement project



Committee Recommends Proposal One

➢Most easily integrated into existing PFW 
P&T process

➢Does not add any additional work to 
existing workloads

➢Removes barriers and opens a pathway 
of recognition and reward for Scholarship 
of Engagement at PFW



Questions?

Thank you to:

➢Senate FAC

➢Senate EC

➢Members of the Ad hoc Senate 
Engagement Committee


