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

1. Consideration of the Minutes of the September 6, 2001 Meeting 

It was moved (Harvin), seconded (Johnson) and voted to adopt the minutes of September 6, 2001 as written.  

2. Consideration of Measures for 4A/B for Teaching Sector Institutions, Regional Campuses, and Technical Colleges

M. G. Olsen gave a brief overview of the development of combining measures for Indicators 4A/B and explained hat this update has been discussed with institutional representatives and adjustments have been made as described in the agenda materials, attachment 2.  M. G. Olsen opened the floor for discussion.   There were no comments.

It was moved (Johnson) seconded (Harvin) and voted to approve the 4A/B measures (Attachment 2) and to forward this recommendation to the full Commission for consideration.  

3.  Consideration of Staff Recommendation for a Revised Standard and Deferring 

of Select Data for the Current Performance Year, Year 6, 2001-02 for Indicators

3E2 (Institutional Emphasis on Quality Teacher Education and Reform, Student Performance on National Teacher Examinations) and 7D (Scores of Graduates on Post-Undergraduate Professional, Graduate, or Employment-Related Examinations and Certification Tests)
M. G. Olsen explained the issues regarding some examinations affecting current year data results.   These issues prompted the suggested revisions related to changes in the examinations and as their administration requirements, in particular, the deferment of using scores from the knowledge portion of the PRAXIS examination and the DANB (Dental Assistant) Board Exam for this scoring year.

Dr. Lovely Ulmer-Sottong explained that some changes in the regulations for teacher certification have affected differently the performance funding scores for some institutions and that was the reason for this deferment. She also stated that the staff will be looking at NCATE and Title II changes and they might be used in reporting requirements for performance funding.

There was a brief discussion from Committee members and institutional representatives concerning changes in tests and requirements for the professional knowledge portion of the teacher education examinations.  Some institutional representatives expressed concerns related to consistency of reported data and related to test taking time frames.

It was moved (Olsen) seconded (Harvin) and voted to approve the staff recommended changes (Attachment 3) for Indicators 3E and 7D for implementation in the current performance year (2001-02, Year 6) and to forward its recommendation to the full Commission for consideration.  

4. Consideration of Staff Recommendations for 2001-02, Year 6, Performance Assessment of Indicator 1D/E and, As Applicable to Some Institutions, Goal and Standard Revisions for 2002-03, Year 7

M. G. Olsen gave a brief overview of the process used for institutional scoring of Indicator 1D/1E.  The floor was opened for discussion.  Dr. Ulmer-Sottong commended the institutions on their ability to reach their goals in spite of the fact that the funds were reduced since the goals were set.  

It was moved (Solomon) seconded (Johnson) and voted to approve the staff recommendations of the institutional scores for Indicator 1D/1E for the current assessment year, 2001-02, Year 6, as presented (Attachment 4) and to forward its recommendation to the full Commission for consideration.  

5.   Consideration of Staff Recommendations For Monitoring of Non-Scored Indicators

M. G. Olsen explained the rationale and general structure for continued monitoring of indicators that were identified in legislation but no longer used for an institution’s numerical score for performance funding (Attachment 5a).  It was noted that these indictors no longer required institutions to report additional data.

Dr. Ulmer-Sottong explained that the data submitted from institutions for non-scored indicators would rely on data available to the Commission through other requirements.  This might include data collected through CHEMIS, dated collected to meet national reporting requirements, or data collected to carry out other duties and responsibilities of the Commission.

Dr. Rayburn Barton stated that the indicators that are not being scored do involve collecting data, however, each institution submits that data to the Commission for various other reports (IPEDS, CHEMIS, etc.)  The Commission tries to make this process as least burdensome for institutions as possible. He also explained that an ad hoc committee chaired by Dr. Leroy Davis and the Regulatory Relief Task Force chaired by Dr. Sally Horner is looking at different aspects of regulations and statutes and has identified ways to give further regulatory relief to the institutions.  Both of these committees have members from each sector of higher education.  Dr. Barton stated that the recommendations derived from these two groups have been presented to all presidents of public institutions for review and comments.  Dr. Barton stated that the Commission is in compliance with the law, which has 37 indicators, of which all will be addressed.  

Dr. Thomas Higerd read a memorandum transmitted to M. G. Olsen on December 12 from the research sector representatives referencing concerns of monitoring of non-scored indicators and suggesting an Advisory Committee for Planning, Assessment, and Performance Funding as a platform for open discussion (Attachment 5b).

M. G. Olsen explained that CHE has in place an Advisory Committee for Planning.  However, with performance funding being an added responsibility, he is requesting that all sectors let Dr. Ulmer-Sottong know of their preferred method of communication.

After a brief discussion with institutional representatives and committee members, it was moved (Johnson) seconded (Harvin) and voted to approve the plan presented as initially recommended to the Committee for monitoring the non-scored indicators.

6.  Strategic Plan for Higher Education in South Carolina

M. G. Olsen explained the process that was used in developing the Strategic Plan for Public Higher Education in South Carolina.  M. G. Olsen noted that the plan, in its current form, was presented to the Council of Presidents at its most recent meeting and there were no request for modification.  There were no comments.

It was moved (Olsen) seconded (Johnson) and voted to approve the Strategic Plan for Public Higher Education in South Carolina as presented (Attachment 6).

Information Items

7.  The format of “A Closer Look at Public Higher Education in South Carolina:  Institutional Effectiveness, Accountability, and Performance,” January 2002

Dr. Ulmer-Sottong stated that the format that would be used for this publication was similar to past years. Also, she stated that the publication would be submitted to the full Commission at the January 2002 meeting. Dr. Michael Raley stated that the document was being submitted to the institutions for their review and comments. This will give the staff an opportunity to modify the document if needed.

This item was for information only.  No committee action was required.

8.  Briefing on the Status of the Development of Indicators 7B (Employment Rate) and 7C (Employer Satisfaction) for Technical Colleges

Dr. Ulmer-Sottong gave an update on the progress of Indicators 7B and 7C.  She indicated that she anticipates this item will be presented to the Committee by March 2002.  No committee action was required.

9.  Briefing on the Status of Data Verification Reviews Completed

Dr. Ulmer-Sottong explained that Mr. Joe Pearman of the CHE Finance Division would perform data verification at the institutions.  The Commission is taking a single audit approach that would contain one comprehensive visit to the institution.  At the present the Commission is in the second cycle of audit completion and several institutions audits have been completed.  Also, she stated, that data verification is being conducted at the technical colleges and the entire process is close to completion for this cycle.  No committee action was required.

10.  Briefing on Activity Regarding a Technical College System Recommendation

Dr. Ulmer-Sottong indicated that the technical college system has recommended reducing some data requirements.  The Commission is working with the technical college staff on exploring possible data reporting options.  No committee action was required.

11.  Other Business

M. G. Olsen expressed thanks to staff and institutional representatives for working so closely together and being able to keep positive open communications.  The Committee welcomed Ms. Lorraine Dimery to the meeting after being out for an extended illness.  M. G. Olsen wished everyone a Merry Christmas and Happy New Year.  No committee action was required.

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 11:35 p.m.

Attachments referenced in minutes are available upon request.

Respectfully submitted,

Saundra E. Carr

Recording Secretary 
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