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****************************************************************************** 

 

SUBJECT 

Obsolete Course Guidelines 

 

CONTROLLING STATUTE, RULE, OR POLICY 

AAC Guidelines Section 1 – Course and Curriculum Processes 

 AAC Guideline 1.1 – Inactivation of Courses Guidelines 

 

BACKGROUND / DISCUSSION 

The approach for working through the elimination of obsolete courses was discussed 

during the November 2017 AAC meeting, and on December 22, 2017 campuses received 

an email that included a set of Obsolete Courses identified for their institution that have 

not been offered over during the past four years.  A deadline of providing justifications for 

retaining common and unique courses was set for January 31, 2018 and to date responses 

have been received from three institutions.  BOR staff have been working through the 

rationales provided and working to clean up the course catalog for those that campuses 

agreed should be removed. 

 

When this process was discussed at the January 2018 AAC meeting, a number of questions 

emerged from the campuses about how to handle nuanced course issues.  Campuses were 

encouraged to submit examples of these, and the council should discuss the best approach 

for evaluating these in the future, as guidelines will need to be developed to manage this 

process on an annual basis. The issues include:  

 

1. How should Cross-list/dual-listed courses be evaluated? 

2. Should future sections scheduled to be offered in the Summer or Fall after a spring 

review be allowed to be retained?  

3. Should all courses created within the last 4 years be retained, or if a new course not 

offered within two years of creation be flagged for justification?  

4. How should transfer equivalency only courses be evaluated?  

5. What process should be used for systemically removing SGE courses that surface 

on these lists? 

 

https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/academic-affairs-guidelines/Pages/1-Courses-and-Curriculum.aspx
https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/academic-affairs-guidelines/Documents/1_Guidelines/1_1_Guideline.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/aac/Documents/2017-11-AAC/4_G_AAC1117.pdf
https://www.sdbor.edu/administrative-offices/academics/aac/Documents/2018/2018-01-AAC/4_F_AAC0118.pdf
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Two other issues have surfaced as BOR staff worked to remove obsolete courses.  First, is 

the fact that the elimination of some courses resulted in a prefix having fewer than the 

required five courses for it to be retained.  When these are identified, campuses should be 

prepared to address the prefix compliance requirements.  Secondly, the focus of the initial 

review has been on common and unique courses. The x9x tab on the institutional lists were 

not evaluated, and AAC should be prepared to evaluate the best method for managing these 

courses as well.  While they are currently a benefit for institutions (i.e., many are needed 

for student exchange programs), but they will continue to surface on the generated lists.  

Methods for better managing these x9x courses will need to be explored.  

 

IMPACT AND RECOMMENDATION 

AAC members should be prepared to discuss these issues, and others that may have 

surfaced as they worked through the obsolete course lists for their institutions.  Guidance 

on each of these issues will be carried forward into a set of guidelines that will be used to 

facilitate the annual review.  As this becomes a routine function, the number of courses 

being reviewed at the campus level should decline significantly.  

 

ATTACHMENTS 

None 

 
 

 


