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SUBJECT:  Tracking Majors 
 

A couple of years ago, AAC had discussions with regard to making changes to system 
processes and procedures to better align student registrations with approved programs of study 
(see http://www.sdbor.edu/services/academics/aac/documents/07-09AAC_6.D_prog_inv_review.pdf; 
minutes attached). 

 
One of the primary areas identified was the use of tracking majors.  These pseudo-majors 

are not approved in the sense that they do not lead to graduation.  To state it simply, a student 
cannot graduate with a bachelor’s degree in pre-law, pre-med, pre-dental, pre-nursing, etc.  
Having these in the database and allowing students to declare these majors continues to create 
problems.  It was agreed that this issue would be addressed.  While some discussions were held, 
this never came to resolution. 
 

In the past few months, both SDSMT and BHSU have asked to eliminate all pre-
professional active majors and this authorization was granted.  Board staff understands that 
BHSU has worked with RIS staff to establish a set of interest codes that can be used to track 
students interested in professional graduate programs such as medicine, optometry, dentistry, etc. 
 

However, this does leave a set of pre-professional majors such as pre-nursing, pre-
pharmacy, pre-business and others.  In these cases, students pursue introductory courses for a 
year or two before making formal application for admission.  It may be possible to adopt a 
strategy similar to that used in education where entering students are allowed to declare a major 
in education but they still need to be formally admitted to the program.  Perhaps there are other 
options that could be considered.   
 

Members of the Council should be prepared to develop one or two proposals to handle 
this second set of majors.  The goal will be to forward one or two suggestions to MOCC for 
consideration. 
 

Members of the Council should be prepared to raise other coding issues that should be 
reviewed. 

http://www.sdbor.edu/services/academics/aac/documents/07-09AAC_6.D_prog_inv_review.pdf


Summary of AAC Discussion of agenda item 6.D, July 2009. 
Sam commented that he and Paul met with campus representatives a couple weeks ago and 
commended those people involved and how well they were engaged with this project. He got the 
impression that they were happy to have a chance to work on cleaning up the data. 
 
Sam has listed the issues that need to be addressed by AAC on page 2. 
 

#1 descriptors 
Sam commented that the majority of the problems that we have in the data system are 
described in this section. The guidelines for establishing the descriptors were generated 
but not really implemented. Sam suggested that Trudy and Carla work with MOCC to 
clean up this portion of the database. 
 
AAC concurred and would like Trudy to take this to MOCC/Carla Reihe for 
implementation and provide a spreadsheet of the changes to AAC when completed, 
possibly for the September AAC meeting. 
 
#2 tracking majors 
Sam commented that the system needs to be able to track students in certain programs. 
Previously we did this by assigning a tracking major to the student. Cecelia agreed that 
we did do this when Dr. Gough worked with the DOH on the number of students in the 
pre-professional programs. She felt that we did need to come up with a better indicator to 
identify these students. 
 
AAC asked that Trudy take this to the MOCC group and provide a recommendation to 
AAC. Institutions need to be able to track students for certain pre-professional programs 
but there may be other strategies to use rather than creating “majors”. 
 
#3 teacher education 
Laurie commented that tracking of teacher education students is a problem at SDSU.  
Their teacher education students are coded within their disciplines. Sam added that it is 
hard to come up with an accurate count of students in the teacher education programs. 
 
Paul commented that the institutions do a better job of coding so we know what program 
they are admitted to. Those interested are clearly on a track but how can we get them to 
show up on reports if they are not admitted formally to a teacher education program? 
 
Cecelia felt that previously AAC talked about this and thought that it was decided that 
education majors would be CIP coded with 13’s, regardless of what college the 
education major was located in. Sam concurred and felt that although the 
recommendation was made, it was complex and was not implemented throughout the 
system. Laurie did not feel that coding the program with CIP 13’s would work on all 
campuses. 
 
Sam commented that we do a good job of tracking the teacher education students and 
what we report to the public. What is on the horizon is that the federal government 



expects all teacher education programs to report how many students are in “high 
demand” programs and how many students they have graduated from and what they are 
doing to increase graduates in these areas. He felt that it would come down to IPEDS 
reporting and getting these numbers accurate. 
 
AAC asked Sam to take the teacher education coding issues to the education and the arts 
and sciences discipline councils for resolution. 
 
#4 coding specializations 
The institutions will discuss the coding issues at their institutions and AAC will discuss 
this further at a later meeting. 
 
Cecelia felt that the coding decisions need to be consistent between issues #3 and #4.  
Sam agreed and added that these are not being coded consistently among the 
universities. Cecelia felt that since the BOR approves specializations, they should be 
coded at the specialization level. This is not what is currently being done. 
 
Trudy commented that currently specializations are coded to the institutions’ request.  
Some prefer to have the specialization coded as part of the program and some do not.  
It’s what has been done historically at the institution. 
 
The institutions will discuss the coding issues at their institutions and AAC will discuss 
this further at a later meeting. 
 
#5 other issues 
Sam said nothing more has come forward so far. Everyone had clean up issues. Rather 
than having them fill out each form, it will be done in memo form, hopefully by September 
meeting. 
 
 


