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The meeting was called to order at 10:05 a.m.  Dr. Morrison asked that everyone seated at the table introduce themselves.     
1.
Consideration of Minutes of October 8, 2003 


Dr. Morrison requested that the Minutes of October 8, 2003, be reviewed and either modified or approved as distributed.  A request by Dr. Ozment for corrections appearing on pages 6 of the distributed draft was ordered without objection.    There being no further changes to be considered, approval of the corrected draft was moved (Richard) and seconded (Barr), and the Committee voted unanimously to accept the Minutes of October 8, 2003, as corrected.


Dr. Morrison stated that there were four proposals during the last CAAL meeting.  She stated that the Commission asked to return to the procedure of having institutions provide to the staff more specific explanation as to where funding is coming from, because the staff needs to have the most available information on funding provided in the staff write-ups.  The Commission does not want to micro-manage the institutions; rather it wants some idea where funding is coming from during these budget times.  Dr. Smith asked if this request is only for the proposals and not for the planning summaries.  Dr. Morrison stated that full proposals do not go to the full Commission.  It only receives the staff write-ups, but the Committee on Academic Affairs receives the write-ups and the full proposals.  Dr. Morrison stated that CHE staff may have to contact the institutions to provide more information for the write-ups and that is why staff write-ups are very important.  She also stated that Notifications of Termination will be provided to the Committee on Academic Affairs so that it will have an understanding that not only are programs being added, but programs are also being terminated.

Dr. Morrison reviewed the usual procedures for the conduct if the meeting.  Committee members or institutional representatives will give brief comments, and then make a motion to move, followed by a second.  Questions will be asked after the motion.  Members may call on staff members from their institutions to assist in answering questions.
3.
Consideration of Program Planning Summaries 
a. A.B., Digital Arts,  Horry-Georgetown Tech (new) 

Dr. Brandstadter introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Brandstadter) and seconded (Barbour).  Dr. Brandstadter stated that tourism and culinary arts are major industries in the area and need technical graphic artists.  Several institutions stated that they have either baccalaureate degrees or masters programs in this area and the students can continue their educations after they receive their associate degree.  Dr. Moore stated that his concern is that the program seems more like an art-based program that is located in the business school.  With no further discussion, the Committee voted unanimously to accept the planning summary for Horry-Georgetown Technical College to develop a program leading to A.B. degree in Digital Arts, to be implemented in Fall 2004. 

b. A.H.S., Pharmacy Technology, Horry-Georgetown Tech (new)
Dr. Brandstadter introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Brandstadter) and seconded (Barr).   Dr. Brandstadter replied that this degree is needed because of the population growth in the area.  This area has six local hospitals and many local pharmacies.  Dr. Morrison asked whether the program will be offered only on the Georgetown campus or at other campus sites.  Dr. Brandstadter replied that it will only be offered on the Georgetown campus at first, but it will eventually expand to the other two campus sites of Myrtle Beach and Conway.  Dr. Morrison asked why the program is not proposed at all campuses.  She stated that being at all campuses will strengthen the proposal.  Dr. Barr agreed with Dr. Morrison.  Dr. Bolt said that Horry-Georgetown had found more interest for the program in Horry County. Dr. Brandstadter stated that they will need to show that the resources are available to have the program at both campuses.  With no further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for Horry-Georgetown Technical College to develop a program leading to the A.H.S. degree in Pharmacy Technology, to be implemented in Fall 2004 on the Georgetown campus. 


c. 
A.H.S., Emergency Medical Technology, Technical College of the 



Lowcountry (new)

Dr. Brandstadter introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Brandstadter) and seconded (Barbour).  Dr. Brandstadter stated that South Carolina Health and Environmental Control Department has adopted  new national standards.  She stated that in order to meet those national standards, Emergency Medical Technology needs to have more hours.  Students want it to be more than a continuing education program because they have a more meaningful sense of accomplishment with an associate degree and because they are eligible for financial aid. With no further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for the Technical College of the Low Country to develop a program leading to the A.H.S. degree in Emergency Medical Technology, to be implemented in Fall 2004. 


d.  
B.S. Health Science, Clemson (modification)
Dr. Helms introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Helms) and seconded (Lundquist).  Dr. Helms stated that the planning summary is for a program modification through which Clemson will delete two concentrations and replace them with a Health Service Administration concentration.  Dr. Helms stated that students receive 21 hours of business and will qualify for a minor in business.  Clemson plans on seeking accreditation in the future.  She also stated that Lander is the only college with this concentration.  Dr. Morrison asked what the date of termination for the concentrations should be since there has only been one student in the last two years.  Dr. Helms replied that the closing date of termination of the two concentrations should be Summer 2004.  Dr. Brandstadter stated that the technical colleges like the combination of business with health science.  Dr. Smith and Dr. West stated that MUSC and USC have master-level programs in this field.  Dr. Helms stated that this is a growing market given the aging population.  With no further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for Clemson to modify the B.S. degree in Health Science, to be implemented Fall 2004. 

  e.       B.S., Discovery Informatics, College of Charleston (new)


  Dr. Jorgens introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Jorgens) and seconded (Avery).  Dr. Jorgens stated that this program is an interdisciplinary degree program. She stated that this interdisciplinary program will combine disciplines of computer science and mathematics.  Dr. Barr stated that he has been trying to provide a similar program at Coastal Carolina.   He asked if this is the type of program that students will be able to use for employment and if the graduates will be able to market themselves either as computer science majors or as mathematics majors.  Dr. Starr stated that the graduate will be eligible to pursue employment or graduate study such as a Ph.D. at Carnegie-Mellon University.  Students who choose to work in industry will be well received because they will be skilled in both mathematics and computer science.  The program is germane to all disciplines in the liberal arts and sciences, he said, since all are deluged in data analysis.  This field is also of growing importance to government.

 Dr. Smith suggested that the proposal should state that other programs like Discovery Informatics exist, but are using terminology other than “Discovery Informatics” for titling purposes.  Dr. Smith also noted that this program is only 56 hours, but other statistical programs are at least 69 hours.  Other members of the committee had similar concerns with the cognate hours noting that 6-12 cognate hours was very scant preparation in a cognate which would only advance a student to the sophomore level in a cognate field.  

Dr. Morrison asked if the program was named correctly, considering that there are only six hours of Discovery Informatics courses in the curriculum.  Dr. Lundquist added that assessment of academic programs focuses on the core of the program.  He noted that if a major only has six credit hours of its own coursework, SACS assessors might view this as problematic.  Under the circumstances, he asked why the program should not be offered as a concentration instead of a major.  To Drs. Morrison and Lundquist’s questions, Dr. Starr replied respectively that 1) other Discovery Informatics courses are being developed and will be part of the curriculum and 2) the Discovery Informatics courses are linked to other computer courses.  


 Dr. Barr stated that this a good program for collaboration among institutions.  Dr. Helms agreed, saying that this kind of program will be at every institution in the near future.  She said it is not a duplication of other programs because it is more focused on data collection and information.  She also stated that it does not belong in computer science, math, or statistics, because it is an array of all disciplines.  Dr. Morrison stated that the full proposal needs some type of justification about why this is an emerging field.  

Dr. Smith asked what kind of art history students might take and inquired if College of Charleston currently offers six hours in this area. Dr. Jorgens replied that College of Charleston either does currently offer six hours of art history or soon will, because of the interface with Clemson in the master’s degree in Historic Preservation.  Dr. West stated that MUSC’s faculty is enthusiastic about this program proposal.   Dr. Helms agreed.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for College of Charleston to develop a program leading to the Bachelor of Science degree in Discovery Informatics, to be implemented in Fall 2005.
f. B.S., Hospitality and Tourism Management, College of Charleston (new)


Dr. Jorgens introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Jorgens) and seconded (Brandstadter).   Dr. Jorgens stated that this program builds on an existing minor, and that it is an appropriate program at this time because of the increased growth of the tourism industry in Charleston.  She stated that it will be offered in conjunction with Trident Technical College.  Dr. Barton stated that USC-Beaufort and USC-Columbia have the same program and he agrees that it is a popular field.  USC-Beaufort calls its program Hospitality Management, but it includes tourism.  Dr. Smith stated that USC-Columbia had some concern under section seven about the lack of duplication.  He says that this section is inaccurate because it states that it is the only program with a business focus.  He said that USC-Columbia has a long standing program in which students in the program take a core of business courses, including accounting, economics, law, and personnel management.  He asked that the misleading language in section seven be deleted.  He also stated that internships are only offered in the summer all over the country.  Dr. Helms stated that Clemson had two objections from the food science department.  She stated that attention needed to be paid to the wording of this program proposal because several other solid programs like this one exist in the state. She also stated that if all types of institutions build strong tourism programs, then students can move through all degree levels in the state.  Dr. Barr also endorsed a rewriting of section seven for accuracy.  

Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for College of Charleston to develop a program leading to the Bachelor of Science degree in Hospitality and Tourism Management, to be implemented in Fall 2005, with the condition of rewriting section seven to relate accurately to current programs.
g. B.A., Latin American and Caribbean Studies, College of Charleston (new)


Dr. Jorgens introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Jorgens) and seconded (Smith).  Dr. Jorgens stated that College of Charleston has a strong language program and this program will bring together the Latin American and Caribbean Studies program, which reflects the growing interest of students at the College of Charleston.   The students will have the opportunity to study abroad in Chile and Cuba.  Dr. Jorgens stated that the program will be a Bachelor of Arts degree and not a Bachelor of Science as the planning summary states.  

Dr. Morrison asked if historically the enrollment of the program has been very small.  Dr. Jorgens replied that the program has had small enrollment but that it draws students from other academic departments as double majors.  She also said that as an interdisciplinary offering, it is not expensive to operate.  Dr. Smith and Dr. Lundquist stated that since some parts of the program can be expensive that College of Charleston, USC-Columbia, and Lander could collaborate, especially in the study abroad areas and with guest speakers.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for College of Charleston to develop a program leading to the Bachelor of Arts degree in Latin American and Caribbean Studies, to be implemented in Fall 2004.
      h. 
      B.A.J.M.C., Visual Communication, USC-Columbia (new)


     Dr. Smith introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Smith)       and seconded (Jorgens).  Dr. Smith stated that traditional photojournalism has rapidly expanded into other areas and this will be a very popular major.  Dr. Helms suggested that USC-Columbia personnel might wish to discuss issues as they devlope the program proposal with personnel in the Graphic Communication Department at Clemson.  Dr. Jorgens stated that College of Charleston offers courses in this area but does not have a concentration or major in this area.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for USC-Columbia to develop a program leading to the Bachelor of Arts of Journalism and Mass Communication degree in Visual Communication, to be implemented in Fall 2004.
i.
 B.S., Business and Technology Education, USC-Columbia (new)


Dr. Smith introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Smith) and seconded (Brandstadter).  Dr. Smith described the proposed program as USC’s effort to meet a “critical needs” area in the state.  He stated that once students complete the B.S., Business and Technology Education program, they can enroll in the IMA degree program.  Dr. Smith stated that while USC-Columbia offers the MAT in Business Technology, this program proposal will provide the same kind of certification at the baccalaureate level.   Dr. Brandstadter asked if an associate degree graduate can articulate into this program.  Dr. Smith stated that USC will meet with Midlands Tech to discuss articulation between the two.  

Dr. Helms asked why the program is located in the College of Hospitality, Retail, and Sport Management rather than in the College of Education.  Dr. Smith stated that the College of Education does not have the faculty to teach the program.   

Dr. Morrison stated that she found parts of the planning summary very confusing, citing as an example the beginning of paragraph two referring to middle school, but by the end of the paragraph it is explaining how it fits into state certification.  Dr. Smith stated that this paragraph will be revised for the final proposal.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for USC-Columbia to develop a program leading to the Bachelor of Science degree in Business and Technology Education, to be implemented in Fall 2004.
j. 
B.A., Middle Grades Education, USC-Spartanburg at University Center of 

   
Greenville,  (modification)

k. 
B.A., Nonprofit Administration, USC-Spartanburg at the University Center of 

Greenville (modification)

l. 
B.S., Criminal Justice, USC-Spartanburg at University Center of Greenville

m. 
B.S., Special Education/Learning Disabilities, USC-Spartanburg at University 


Center of Greenville (modification)

Dr. Avery introduced USC-Spartanburg’s four program modifications, consisting of the addition of these four programs at the University Center of Greenville.  Approvals were moved (Avery) and seconded (Barton). Dr. Morrison asked if these programs have been approved by the University Center of Greenville’s Board.  Dr Avery stated that the board has approved all four modifications.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the four program modifications, to be implemented in Fall 2004.

n. 
B.S., Health Education, USC-Spartanburg  (new)

Dr. Avery introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Avery) and seconded (Jorgens).  Dr. Avery asked Dr. Judith Prince to give a brief explanation of the program.  She stated that USC-Spartanburg has proposed this offering in health education because SC ranks in the bottom of the nation in percentage of healthy children.  She stated that President Bush has indicated health is necessary in students to turn our schools around.  She also stated that the state needs to focus on teaching students how to become healthy adults and USC-Spartanburg will provide teacher certification in this area.  Dr. Love stated that this program is included in “No Child Left Behind” and on the critical needs list, but Dr. Healy stated that it has been removed from the 2003-04 critical needs list.  Dr. Prince stated that USC and SC State are the only institutions offering this program. Dr. Smith said this may indicate lack of enrollment for the program.   Dr. Brandstadter stated that a large number of students graduate in the Health Science field from the technical colleges.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for USC-Spartanburg to develop a program leading to the Bachelor of Science in Health Education, to be implemented in Fall 2004.
o. 
B.S., Security Studies (Homeland Security), USC-Beaufort (new)


Dr. Barton introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Barton) and seconded (Barbour).  Dr. Barton stated that this program is much needed in the Beaufort region.  Six new security courses are being developed.  He stated that USC-Beaufort plans to raise funds for a Center to train students.  Dr. Barton said that the program will focus on Security Studies and International Relations.  He said USC-Beaufort has studied this issue and the demand for such a program for over a year, using a retired general, an international business executive with clients around the world, and assessments of need from corporations in South Carolina and the United States as the basis for program planning.  

Dr. Barton said that Purdue University has three levels (bachelors through PhD) degrees in this field and that the University of Washington has a master’s degree in it.  He added that NACUBO has a “best practices” area for national security as part of its standards, and that a Security Studies Center at USC-Beaufort (for which no state funds will be requested or required) will be part of the proposal, to award certificates in this field.  He said Dr. Warren of USC-Beaufort’s faculty is involved in emergency preparedness as a political scientist and that in Fall 2005 another faculty member will be added to the Security Studies faculty.

Dr. Brandstadter said that the two-year Criminal Justice programs in the state’s technical colleges are excellent feeders for this program through articulation agreements.  Dr. Barton agreed.


Dr. Helms asked for more information on precisely what the program is at its core.  Dr. Barton said it emphasizes domestic national security, not international national security.  He said it will have three foci: foundations (i.e., interdisciplinary one course each from anthropology, psychology, sociology, history, and western civilization), policy (American government and security studies), and application (criminal justice, geography, principles of economics, intelligence, tourism, and internship).


In response to a question by Dr. West, Dr. Barton said that Dr. Warren was coordinating with someone from MUSC on bioterrorism issues.  Dr. Helms suggested that someone also coordinate with the retired state veterinarian at Clemson.  

Dr. Morrison asked how the SACS review is proceeding.  Dr. Barton stated that the site review in February showed that USC-Beaufort is apparently in compliance with SACS criteria and that SACS will respond in May to USC-Beaufort and vote in June about giving USC-Beaufort accreditation approval to begin four-year programming.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for USC-Beaufort to develop a program leading to the Bachelor of Science in Security Studies, to be implemented in Fall 2004.
p. 
Institute for Modeling and Simulation Applications, Clemson (new)


Dr. Helms introduced the program planning summary.  Approval was moved (Barr) and seconded (Lundquist).  Dr. Helms stated that this center will not offer any degrees.  The main purpose of the Institute will be for manipulation of data to understand systems.  Dr. Barr stated that this Institute should be shared with all institutions in the State.  Dr. Barbour stated that this program will be a wonderful opportunity to provide professional development to technical college faculty.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted to accept unanimously the planning summary for Clemson to develop an Institute for Modeling and Simulation Applications, to be implemented in Fall 2004.
4.
Consideration of New Program Proposals 


a. 
A.D.N., Nursing, Spartanburg Tech. (new)
Dr. Brandstadter introduced the program proposal.  Approval was moved (Brandstadter) and seconded (Barton).  This program has been offered at USC-Spartanburg in the past and now is being transferred to Spartanburg Tech.  This program will offer day and evening classes and will allow more students to enroll.  In response to Dr. Kelley’s inquiry, the representative from Spartanburg Tech stated that no ADN faculty from USC–Spartanburg will transition to Spartanburg Tech since they will be retiring or added to USC-Spartanburg’s BSN faculty.  Without further discussion, the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the program leading to the A.D.N. degree in Nursing at Spartanburg Technical College, to be implemented in Fall 2004.   

b. 
A.H.S., Emergency Medical Technology, Horry-Georgetown Tech. (new)
Dr. Brandstadter introduced the program proposal.  Approval was moved (Brandstadter) and seconded (Mounfield).  Dr. Brandstadter stated that the students of this program need more advanced training.   Without further discussion, the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval of the program leading to the A.H.S. degree in Emergency Medical technology at Horry-Georgetown Technical College, to be implemented in Fall 2004.   

c. 
Center for Community Growth and Change, Clemson (new)
Dr. Helms introduced the program proposal for a new center.  Approval was moved (Helms) and seconded (Barton).    Dr. Helms stated that there is not a curriculum for this center.   The main focus of the center is quality management and cultural development in the areas of design, architecture, landscape architecture and planning. This center will be designed to work with the Pee Dee River Project.  Experts in several disciplines will be brought in to develop this area.  Without discussion, the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval for Clemson to develop the Center for Community and Growth and Change, to be implemented in Fall 2004.

d. 
Center for Optical Materials and Science and Engineering Technologies, 


Clemson 

Dr. Helms introduced the program proposal for a new center.  Approval was moved (Helms) and seconded (Lundquist).  Dr. Helms stated that the University has requested a $1 million allocation in below-the-line funding.  She stated that this center is also attached to an endowed chair funding request.  Dr. Helms discussed the importance of the Center for Optical Materials and Science and Engineering Technology (COMSET) led by Dr. John Ballato.  She said that under his leadership, this Center for nano-technologies and photonics is working in alliance with three upstate technical colleges (Tri-County, Spartanburg, and Greenville) to develop technicians from associate programs who can work in photonics companies. 

Dr. Smith stated that Drs. Kohn and Boccanfuso of USC-Columbia have met with Clemson personnel about this Center.  He said that since 1998 USC-Columbia has had a photonics laboratory in Electronic Imaging and that the National Science Foundation has requested that USC-Columbia develop a proposal for a Center for Photonics.  Given all this, he said, USC-Columbia will support Clemson’s Center, but with the understanding that USC-Columbia is dealing with the same area and that USC-Columbia is also looking for an endowed chair in a proposal of its own.  Dr. West asked if the million dollars listed on page 8 is recurring.  Dr. Helms stated that it is an annual appropriation at this time.   Without discussion, the Committee voted unanimously to recommend approval for Clemson to develop the Center for Optical Materials and Science and Engineering Technologies, to be implemented in Fall 2004.
 

4.
Consideration of Dual Enrollment Policy

This item was tabled given the lateness of the hour and will be considered at the March meeting.
5.
Discussion of Transfer and Articulation Issues
a. 
Minutes of SDE’s Transfer and Articulation Committee and Subcommittees. 

b. 
Endorsement of Standards of Success (discussion item)

c. 
Revision to College Course Prerequisites

 
After a brief recess, the ACAP group reassembled for a discussion of transfer and articulation issues raised by the proposed Education for Economic Development Act.    Dr. Morrison introduced the discussion by stating that the legislation was introduced in the last session but not passed.  In the meantime, a committee was formed to promote its passage.  The legislation itself calls for a business-dominated committee to oversee transfer and articulation which several groups had referred to as problematic.  


Thus, the new transfer and articulation committee was formed to try to rewrite portions of  the legislation to make certain sections of it much more palatable to higher education. Dr. Barr said that the Council of Presidents was opposed to the legislation as written, because it appears to try to force students to make career decisions in the eighth grade.  In response to questions, he said that institutional lobbyists were working to try to change the draft legislation.  


Dr. Brandstadter stated that the K-12 sector does not understand the nuances of higher education.  She said that even a consultant for the Pathways to Progress report had warned that K-12 had to be careful about not assuming that higher education worked in the same ways as does K-12.  


Dr. Helms said that there were two elements in the legislation which seemed very important for its success.  The first of these is the requirement for a counselor-rich process to assure accurate, in-depth, empathic, and universal advising of students; and the second of these was some definitional understanding of what high school courses might “articulate” into two-year and four-year institutions.  


Dr. Brandstadter said that there is a big gap between high school exit requirements and post-secondary entrance requirements for being considered prepared for collegiate- level coursework.  She said that there has not been adequate time to address this big and important gap.  


Dr. Smith stated that there is a potentially inflammatory area between the new legislation as proposed and SACS Criteria for institutions to guarantee that they control their own course entrance requirements.  If the legislation passes, as proposed, it raises concerns about whether our public four-year institutions can comply with the law and still be considered accreditable.  


Dr. Smith said that the unit requirements for high school graduation are minimal.  Dual enrollment might work for some students, he added, but legislation should address not just minimal preparation by high school students wanting to go to college, but also the incentives for students who are the top academic students to excel through the most challenging of opportunities in high school.  


Dr. Dobbins said that there are 20 required courses in the high school curricula for entrance into a public four-year institution upon graduation from college.  She said that there could be four more and the persons on the committee were asked to help get to that point by providing high school courses that were part of a career cluster.  Dr. Moore said that it was his understanding that dual enrollment was to address the high end student, but wondered how this is being done in the high schools using high school courses taught by high school faculty members.  


Dr. Lundquist asked how changes contemplated in the legislative draft of this bill might affect national professional accreditation of certain programs of study in our institutions of higher education.  Ms. Moundfield said that the subcommittee which she chaired did address the gap of expectations.  Dr. Morrison added that it was this gap that had caused her to purchase Standards of Success document for ACAP members.  In response to Dr. Morrison’s question regarding whether members had yet had an opportunity to review the document, many indicated that they had not.  She requested that they do this before the next meeting as a way of trying to come to a common ACAP position for helping high schools understand what constitutes preparation for collegiate-level work.  


Several members present then questioned whether the Commission on Higher Education had taken a formal position on the legislation being discussed.  Dr. Morrison indicated that this had not been done.  These ACAP members then stated that it was very important for CHE to take a firm stand on behalf of a valid standard of attainment of college-level skills and knowledge by high school students.      
6.
Other 

There being no further business, Dr. Morrison adjourned the meeting at 12:35 p.m.



Respectfully submitted,

De’Nitra Brown
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