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Institutional Actions Regarding the Tenure
System
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Tenure Standards vs Tenure Rates

—o— Mean Percentage of Probationary Faculty Considered For and Granted Tenure

—8— Percent of Institutions that Raised Tenure Standards
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Contingency

Distribution of Faculty Members by Part-Time vs Full-Time Status

B Fuiime [ Parttime
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Distribution Full-Time Faculty Members by Tenure Status

. Tenured . Tenure Track . Non-Tenure Track . No Tenure System
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1993 |76% 24%|
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Institutional Actions Regarding the Tenure
System

Percent of Four-Year Institutions that...

—8— Raised Tenure Standards —®— Have a Tenure Quota —#— Replaced Tenure Lines —#— Laid Off Faculty
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