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It has come to the attention of the CSUPERB leadership that the CSU system is in the final 
stages of crafting a policy for sustainable procurement that is soon to be activated across the 
entire CSU system. While achieving system wide sustainability in purchasing is a worthy goal, 

the policy, as currently drafted, does not take into account important caveats that exist for PI-
led research across the CSU system and the purchasing of items and equipment for some 

hands-on instructional laboratory courses. 
 
CSUPERB believes this policy will render some types of STEM research impossible to maintain, 
and disable some STEM instructional laboratories/laboratory experiments. Further, it will 
create time burdens to faculty and staff engaged in “wet lab” PI-driven research that are 

untenable, leading to diminished student engagement in hands-on research, lost grant funding, 
loss of faculty to other institutions, and disengagement of some faculty from research. 

 
CSUPERB emphasizes that its faculty are highly supportive of the CSU’s efforts to increase 
system wide sustainability. In fact, many CSUPERB faculty work in research focused on, or 
intersecting with, sustainability. Our concerns are centered on the outsized challenges the 
policy will create for conducting research, performing community outreach/student 

professional development and for supplying instructional laboratories in the CSU. These 
challenges may not have been fully considered, and a full cost-benefit analysis may not have 

been conducted with respect to the negative impacts to research, student clubs/organizations 
and instructional laboratories in the CSU. 
 
 
Examples of relevant stipulations in the Policy as currently written: 

 All purchases must meet the sustainability product certifications outlined in the policy 
appendices with an exception only for batteries in smoke alarms. 

 Products arriving in non-compliant packaging will be in violation of the policy. 

 There will be threshold minima on orders from vendors. 

 All purchased electronics must meet or exceed an EPEAT Gold rating, and if that is not 
available, an Energy Star rating. Electronics include all desktops, laptops workstations, 
monitors and integrated desktop computers. 

 All battery purchases (except those for smoke alarms) are subject to the policy 

 All lamp purchases must be low mercury lamps. 

 All glass must be 10% post-consumer by weight, and includes test tubes, beakers and 
other laboratory supplies. 

 All lubricating oils purchased should be at least 70% re-refined base oil. 

 All plastic purchased shall be at least 10% post-consumer by weight. Note: the plastic 
items included on the list in this section do not mention plastic consumables for 



laboratory research, but laboratory plastic is also not specifically stipulated as an 
exception. 

 Buyers of products on POs are required to confirm that the accurate category code is 
used at the time of processing. 

 
Specific concerns raised by the above for PIs purchasing research equipment and materials: 

 Many companies have altered and updated their shipping supplies and packaging 
materials to meet sustainability requests. Yet, there are many materials and reagents 
that cannot be altered due to safety concerns. Chemicals and biological reagents are 

packaged according to hazardous materials transportation regulations set forth by the 
US Department of Transportation (https://www.phmsa.dot.gov/). It may not be possible 
to ship them using sustainable packaging. 

 Purchases in the CSU for research activities are performed by the PIs and/or staff in PIs’ 
laboratories. PIs do not have specific support staff that are state-funded to conduct 
these additional activities. Most of the PIs and/or staff in their laboratories do not have 
the capacity that will be needed to train and perform these additional activities for 

ordering.  The extra work of looking up compliance information (and follow up phone 
calls to inquire when information is not available on line) will likely fall to the PI, taking 

time away from working with students in the laboratory, and slowing the pace of 
research. This will ultimately render the PI less productive and less able to publish 
papers, obtain future grant funding, and diminish student engagement in research. 
Some PIs average a dozen or more orders per week; potentially representing hours of 
lost extra time each week. 

 What if a specific equipment item needed research contains noncompliant plastic, is 
shipped in non-compliant packaging, or requires non-compliant batteries or a high 

mercury lamp? 
 What if there is not a suitable compliant alternative to a type of specialized glassware, 

or other laboratory consumable needed? 

 What if available alternate products are significantly more expensive? Is it a  good use of 
tax payer dollars if scarce, hard-won faculty startup funds or grant funds are 
cannibalized in this way? Individual faculty purchasing individual items will not have the 
volume buying power needed to secure discounted pricing.  

 What if the needed compliance information on the product or its packaging cannot be 
obtained from the supplier? Some small suppliers will not be able or willing to provide 

the needed information.  
 Many reagents cannot be obtained in bulk, there is not room to store bulk quantities, or 

the reagents themselves would expire or become dangerous if stored for extensive 

periods of time.  

 Many reagents are simply not needed in large quantities and to buy them that way 
would waste precious startup or grant resources. 

 PIs routinely buy lots of different supplies and reagents, and the needs are constantly 
changing as the research progresses, so, while some purchases are replenishments of 



previously-purchased supplies or reagents, time wasted looking up the compliance 
information will never significantly diminish or end for wet lab PIs. 

 Even if University or Auxiliary staff are to be tasked with the looking up of compliance 
information, it will certainly create extensive time delays in placing orders since the staff 
on most campuses’ grant management arms are already significantly overburdened. 
This will similarly slow the research, resulting in less student engagement, fewer 
publications, and lost future grant funding.  

 Some faculty who are frustrated by the policy will seek positions at institutions with 
more research-supportive environments, or else simply disengage from research while 

remaining in the CSU, both resulting in a significant loss of investment by the CSU. 
 
Instructional laboratories in STEM: 
 
Although we have focused above on issues pertaining to PIs running faculty-led research 
programs, most of the concerns raised here also apply to hands-on instructional laboratories in 
biotechnology-related fields. Specialty equipment, consumables and reagents are the norm in 

these settings and this policy will make it impossible to continue operating these courses in a 
manner that engages students with the most up-to-date techniques to prepare them for the 

workforce. 
 
Student Clubs/Organizations:  

 
Although we have focused above on faculty-led research,  student clubs/organizations (for 

example Chemistry Club) require the purchase of chemicals and other materials. These 
clubs/organizations provide important professional development opportunities for students 
and also function in various philanthropic and community outreach opportunities. It would be 
difficult for these clubs/organizations to continue their activities if the current procurement 
policy enacted. 
 
 

CSUPERB’s call to action: 
 
In view of the above, CSUPERB recommends the Chancellor’s Office include an exemption to 
this policy for purchases for faculty-led research, student clubs, and instructional laboratories in 
the STEM fields.  
 


