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M. G. Thomas R. Olsen, Sr.

Ms. Cathy B. Harvin

Mr. Dan Ravenel

M. G. Thomas R. Olsen, Sr. opened the meeting at 10:30 a.m.  

1. Consideration of the Minutes of the January 9, 2001 Meeting 

It was moved (Harvin), seconded (Ravenel) and voted to adopt the minutes as written.  

2. Consideration of proposal for implementing revisions of indicators measured and scored for annual performance assessment for performance funding year 2001-02 (Year 6)

Dr. Michael Smith gave a brief overview of the process that was used to develop the preliminary proposal presented.  He explained the rationale of the staff’s recommendation.  General Olsen explained the procedure that would be used to expedite the agenda.  It was the consensuses of the Committee that each indicator would be presented for discussion if no discussion were needed then continue to the next listed indicator.  For several indicators there was discussion and questions from institutional representatives.  Dr. Smith clarified questions.  

It was moved (Harvin), seconded (Ravenel) and voted to approve the proposal (Attachment 2) for use beginning with the 2001-02 performance year.  An amended motion was presented, it was moved (Harvin), seconded (Ravenel) and voted that for indicators 2A and 5A staff is to report back to the Committee on issues raised at the meeting.

3. Consideration of standards for indicator 2D, Compensation of Faculty, Average by Rank, for Research Sector institutions for performance funding year 2000-01 (Year 5)

Dr. Smith stated that the staff has calculated the standards for each of the research institutions 

based on the identified peer data for each institution and the approved methodology.  The staff recommends that the Committee approve the standards (Attachment 3) for use in scoring research institutions for indicator 2D for performance funding year 2000-01 (Year 5).

It was moved (Harvin), seconded (Ravenel) and voted to approve the standards as distributed for use in scoring indicators 2D for performance funding year 2000-01 (Year 5)

4. Consideration of revised standards for MUSC for Indicators 1A, 3C, 5A, 5D, and 9B

Dr. Smith explained that the staff revised the peer listing and calculation of standards for MUSC for indicators 1A, 3C, 5A, 5D, and 9B (Attachment 4).  He stated this will correct an error in the standards as previously approved.

It was moved (Ravenel), seconded (Harvin) and voted to approve the revised peer listing and calculation of standards for MUSC as submitted.

5. Consideration of revised institutional mission statements for Clemson University, 

Winthrop University, Central Carolina Technical College, Northeastern Technical College and Trident Technical College

Dr. Smith stated that five institutions requested that the Committee consider changes in their Mission Statements (Attachment 5). Dr. Smith stated that approval of the statements as recommended supports continued compliance with requirements of Indicator 1C.  He stated that the staff supports the request for changes from the institutions for the revised mission statements. 

It was moved (Harvin), seconded (Ravenel) and voted to approve the revised mission statements for Clemson University, Winthrop University, Central Carolina Technical College, Northeastern Technical College and Trident Technical College as presented.
6. Discussion of staff’s preliminary proposal for monitoring indicators that will not be scored for annual performance assessment beginning with performance funding year 2001-02 (Year 6)

There was lengthy discussion of a draft preliminary staff proposal concerning monitoring of non-scored indicators (Attachment 6).  It was noted that an opportunity would be provided for comments to be emailed to staff, and that the staff would revise the proposal taking into account the feedback that had been received.  No action required or taken.

7. Discussion of status of data verification reports and of completed reports for MUSC, Aiken Technical College, Florence-Darlington Technical College, Piedmont Technical College, Technical College of the Lowcountry and a revised report for Denmark Technical College.

Mr. Gary Glenn presented a summary of the results of the data verification reports (Attachment 7)

8. Discussion of process for performance funding year 2000-01 Year 5.

Ms. Julie Carullo outlined the rating process (Attachment 8)

9. Discussion of report card format for performance funding year 2000-01 Year 5.

Ms. Carullo described modifications to the report card format for Year 5.

10. Discussion of Strategic Planning Process

Dr. Mike Raley informed the Committee that the Planning Advisory Council will meet in April to begin the strategic planning process.

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 12:25 p.m.

Attachments referenced in minutes are available upon request.

Respectfully submitted,

Saundra E. Carr

Recording Secretary 
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