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ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COUNCIL MEETING 
March 15, 2007 

 
Minutes of the Meeting 

 
 
The Academic Affairs Council met Thursday, March 15, 2007 in Pierre with the 
following persons attending:  BHSU: Ben Dar & George Earley; NSU: Clyde Arnold; 
SDSU: Mary Kay Helling & Carol Peterson; USD: Royce Engstrom & Lynn Rognstad; 
BOR: Sam Gingerich, Paul Turman, & Jodi Gabriel.  The following persons participated 
via conference call:  DSU, Cecelia Wittmayer; SDSMT: Karen Whitehead; RIS: Trudy 
Zalud & Ranny Jones.   
 
 
Item 1 Agenda 
Updates for the following items have been added to the agenda: 

 dual credit 
 RFP - NGA grant 
 HR system implementation 
 Winterim 
 Yellowstone course 

 
Winter Interim/J-term 
A small group has been established that will being meeting soon to discuss the winter 
interim.  It was asked if anyone from the University Center was included in the group.  
We will need to involve many groups but probably after the smaller group meets and 
identifies the issues to resolve. 
 
Cecelia was at the UC yesterday and they were already planning a marketing strategy 
for the J-term.  They also understood that the courses could run into spring, which 
could affect workload.  Sam remarked that if there is marketing discussions underway, 
it should be marketing of specific courses and the campuses offering those courses 
should be involved.  Sam will bring up that issue during the meeting.  Carol concurred 
since it is the universities’ decisions on start date, end dates, and how they are 
delivered.  This affects workload and a whole other set of issues. 
 
Royce felt that most of the campuses seem to be thinking of a small set of courses, not 
necessarily a money making issue.  The break is only a couple weeks.   
 
 
Low enrolled section reporting 
Clarification was sought concerning internet classes offered on campus and offered as 
state support are included in the low enrollment reports.  BHSU cross-lists their courses.  
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Ben added that as long as they can make the distinction between self and state support 
courses this shouldn’t be a factor since combined enrollments typically exceed the limit 
set.  Sam offered that they might be able to address this with the instructional method 
too.  Off-campus is self support, on-campus is state support and institutions can count 
them all in the 7/10 enrollment reporting.  
 
How is the faculty paid? Carol responded that she has urged Gail Tidemann to try to 
get information on a cost accounting system so they understand the cost of self support 
and cost of the teacher.  Their goal is to know the workload of the faculty member so 
accounting knows how much should be coming out of the college and how much from 
other sources.   
 
Sam reported that this is an ongoing conversation that the BOR office is having with the 
executive director too.  They are looking at all the issues. 
 
Royce reported that part of USD’s problem is that the faculty doesn’t want to teach an 
internet course to on-campus students when they already have an on-campus section 
on campus.  The college then gets the bill for teaching an internet course. 
 
Sam added that Josh has been also talking through this issue with the EUC committees 
and the admissions group.   
 
Yellowstone 
Royce reported that everyone should have received a copy of the Yellowstone course 
announcement and campuses should start enrolling students.  He will be scheduling a 
time for the six instructors to get together.  The course will be available for 24-28 
students. 
 
Student services 
The online survey is underway and will close in the next few weeks.  Please check to 
make sure your campus is completing all parts of this.  
 
EUC Small grant program 
The deadline for the RFP submission is coming up.   
 
CMS  
The CMS proposal was scheduled to go to the Board in August but that meeting is 
typically consent items only.  The task force would like to send it to the Board in June.  
The RFP is published next week, then 3 weeks to respond.  The review of proposals will 
be underway towards the end of April or early May.  Since this is a short timeline, 
please make sure faculty and staff are aware.   
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Online application form 
VPAAs should talk to the EUC representatives regarding this online application form 
prior to the AAC meeting in April.  EUC representatives will be invited to join us in 
April in Sioux Falls. 
 
Live Virtual Conferencing Task Force 
Cecelia and Karen will represent AAC. 
 
HR system implementation 
VPAAs should talk to their HR director on campus.  Janice said that at a couple of the 
campuses, there are pools of money being established with a title attached.  It could be 
very difficult to track these back for workload purposes.  The VPAAs need to make sure 
they are working with their HR offices to ensure management reports can be generated. 
 
National Governor’s Association grant 
Sam sent this to DOE to see if they are interested.  If so, a group will be put together to 
start working on it.  Karen and Royce both sent out information and Sam felt that DOE 
needed to be engaged.   
 
 
 
Item 2 Minutes 
M/S by Carol and Clyde to approve the February minutes as submitted.  Motion 
carries. 
 
 
 
Item 3.A.1 General Education 
No report. 
 
 
 
Item 3.B.1 Admissions 
No report. 
 
 
 
Item 3.C.1 Computer Science Requirement 
The computer technology literacy skills and competencies admissions requirement 
went into place last year and implementation will be a transition.  Currently, RIS is 
working on tracking these students and if they have not met the requirement, courses 
have been identified by the campuses in which these students will need to enroll.   
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Mary Kay suggested that students may want to petition for the higher level courses.  
Sam requested that campuses list the courses that would meet this requirement.   
 
Who enters the code that the HS student has met the requirement?  This is done as part 
of the transcript evaluation.  Trudy is working this process through the admissions and 
MOCC groups.  Trudy added that sometimes the student takes a computer course as an 
8th grader.  In these cases, the university is contacting the high school.  She will follow 
up with the MOCC group so that the universities are looking for this for the high school 
graduates this spring.   
 
If campuses have additions or changes to the list of courses that meet the computer 
science admissions requirement, send them to Sam and Jodi at the BOR office.  
BOR/RIS will maintain the list.   
 
 
 
Item 3.C.2 CLEP Guidelines – Precalculus Exam 
Sam reported that this is mainly a clean-up item.  The MATH 115 course went through 
the BOR approval process as a 3-credit course.  It is a 5-credit hour course.  This 
correction was made and the CLEP guidelines will go back through the approval 
process. 
 
The CLEP guidelines will be updated to change MATH 115 to 5 credits, rather than 3 
credits as inadvertently submitted and approved previously.  
 
This will move forward to the April COPS and Board meetings.   
 
 
 
Item 3.D.1 Information Literacy Exam Administration Guidelines 
Paul reported that after AAC’s last meeting, he went through the information literacy 
exam policy guidelines and incorporated the changes.  The system assessment 
committee also reviewed the guidelines and have proposed policy changes for AAC 
review.  The changes mirror the proficiency exam guidelines.   
 
Paul reported that one suggestion was made to change the date under the exemptions 
section to Fall 2007, rather than Spring 2007.  No other comments were received.  Paul 
clarified that the development plan is for students who fail the exam on the first testing.    
 
Who must test this spring and when is the effective date of implementation?   
 
Sam responded that although we have had a pilot process in place, there were no 
specifications on implementation.  Since this is creating another graduation 
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requirement, we cannot make this a retroactive action.  The piloting process could 
continue to test and review the test results with students.  But we can’t hold the 
students to successful completion or remediation that enrolled earlier.   
 
We implemented the pilot project effective for students entering in Fall 2005 but with no 
cut off scores.  Sam concurred that testing has been the requirement but what’s being 
implemented now is the cut-off score.  What has been communicated to the students?  
 
Cecelia responded that when we put proficiency testing in place, we said the students 
had to complete the exam while we were setting the benchmark and if the student 
completed the exam before the benchmark was set, they met the requirement.  Karen 
added that students entering in Fall 2005 or later must take the test and now meet the 
benchmark if they have not already take the test prior to Fall 2007.   
 
Paul has incorporated the updates into the administration guidelines for the 
information technology literacy exam requirements.  These changes will move forward 
to the April or May COPS and Board meetings.   
 
All students entering in fall 2005 or later must take the test as part of the pilot process 
and now meet the benchmark as part of the implementation, if they have not already 
taken the test prior to fall 2007.   
 
M/S by Royce and Clyde to approve the information literacy exam administration 
guidelines as submitted.  Motion carries.  Sam will talk to Dr. Perry to see if he wants to 
take it to the April or May meeting.   
 
 
 
Item 4.A Program Modifications – USD 
Lynn reported that they have removed the Minor in Alcohol and Drug Abuse Studies 
from consideration.  State certifications are changing so they may resubmit at a later 
date.   
 
Lynn commented that the Contemporary Media & Journalism Major program has had a 
series of emphases for years and when the system made the change to specializations 
from emphases, these were not changed at that time.  This is mainly clean up.   
 
Carol noted that the proposed revision has made the USD and SDSU curriculum more 
similar.  Lynn felt that this was not their intention but rather they just wanted to make 
the programs current.   
 
The ADAS minor proposal was removed from the agenda.  M/S by Karen and Royce to 
approved the following USD program modifications.  Motion carries (SDSU abstains).   
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 Minor in Contemporary Media and Journalism 
 Contemporary Media and Journalism Major: Advertising Emphasis 
 Contemporary Media and Journalism Major: Electronic Media Emphasis 
 Contemporary Media and Journalism Major: Journalism Emphasis 
 Contemporary Media and Journalism Major: Public Relations Emphasis 

 
The proposals will move forward to the April COPS and Board meetings. 
 
 
 
Item 4.B Program Modifications – BHSU 
Ben reported that BHSU worked with WDTI and SDSMT in adding the specializations.  
Sam added that the composite major justification was provided for the increase in hours 
required.   
 
Carol remarked that all universities with master’s level science programs are trying 
ways to enhance the teaching part of the programs to help the teachers.  Sam concurred 
and added that all campuses need to realize that this is a priority.    
 
M/S by Royce and Carol to approve the following program modifications for BHSU.    
Motion carries.   
 

 BS in Composite Industrial Technology 
 BSED in Industrial Technology 
 MS in Curriculum & Instruction:  Science Education Specialization 

 
BHSU has also submitted a request to terminate the BSED Middle School Major.  The 
effective date would be September 1, 2009.   
 
These proposals will move forward to the April COPS and Board meetings. 
 
 
 
Item 5.A Course Modifications – USD 
M/S by Clyde and Royce to approve the following course modifications for USD.  The 
new IDEA courses are for a new theme to their IDEA Program.  Motion carries.  The 
proposals will move forward to the Executive Director for consideration and be 
reported in the Interim Actions report for the April Board meeting. 
 
New Course Requests 

 ART 100 First Year Art Seminar 
 IDEA 309 Introduction to Sustainability 
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 IDEA 409 Sustainability Capstone 
 LAW 821 Indian Jurisdiction - Civil 
 LAW 822 Indian Jurisdiction - Criminal 
 LAW 839 Immigration Law 
 LAW 840 Children & the Law 
 LAW 849 Indian Gaming and Economic Development 
 LAW 850 Alternative Dispute Resolution 
 LAW 867 International Human Rights Law 
 LAW 868 Law & Literature 
 LAW 884 Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
 MCOM 401 Mass Communication Ethics 
 BIOL 520/520L Introduction to Biostatistics and Computational Biology and Lab 
 EXCH 487 Study Abroad 
 MEDC 847 Kidney and Pancreas Transplantation 
 OCTH 736 Preparatory Methods in Occupational Therapy 

 
Revised Course Requests - Common 

 MCOM 221Audio Production 
 MCOM 330 Writing for Electronic Media 
 MCOM 331 Video Production 
 MCOM 371 Advertising Copy and Layout 
 MCOM 410 Advanced Reporting 
 MCOM 442 IMC (Integrated Marketing Communication) 

 
Revised Course Requests - Unique 

 MCOM 334 Broadcast Newswriting & Reporting 
 MCOM 342 Advertising Strategies 
 MCOM 374 Advanced Field Production 
 MCOM 434 Advanced Broadcast Newswriting and Reporting 
 MCOM 436 Directing for Video and Film 

 
 
 
Item 5.B Course Modifications – BHSU 
M/S by Karen and George to approve the following new course requests for BHSU.  
Motion carries.  The education courses are tied to the master’s program modifications 
submitted in Item 4.B.  The proposals will move forward to the Executive Director for 
consideration and be reported on the Interim Actions report for the April Board 
meeting. 
 
New Course Requests 

 TECH 120 Introduction to Smart Home Technology 
 TECH 220 Home Automation and Smart Homes 
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 SOC 402 Social Deviance 
 GEOG 319 World Environmental History 
 HIST 115 Survey of Non-Western Civilizations 
 HIST 319 World Environmental History 
 PE 469 PE Coaching Baseball/Softball 
 ED 609 Contemporary Issues in Science Education 
 ED 619 Earth & Space Science Concepts for K-12 Teachers 
 ED 629 Life Science Concepts for K-12 Teachers 
 ED 639 Physical Science Concepts for K-12 Teachers 
 ED 649 Translating Theory into Practice: Earth & Space Science 
 ED 659 Translating Theory into Practice: Life Science 
 ED 669 Translating Theory into Practice: Physical Science 
 ED 679 Assessment of Science: Teaching Learning 
 ED 749 History, Nature, and Context of Science 
 ED 759 Advanced Issues: Leadership in K-12 Science 

 
 
Item 5.C Course Modifications – SDSU 
M/S by Carol and Ben to approve the following course modifications for SDSU.  
Motion carries.  The proposals will move forward to the Executive Director for 
consideration and be reported on the Interim Actions report for the April Board 
meeting. 
 
New Course Requests 

 ABS/AST 210 Introduction to Biorenewable Products and Processing 
 HO 350 Environmental Stewardship in Horticulture 
 NACC 310/310L Introduction to Public Health &Population-Based Nursing/Lab 
 NACC 425 Nursing Leadership 
 NACC 480/480L Advanced Population-Based Nursing Practice and Lab 
 PHA 650 Introduction to Advanced Concepts in Pharmaceutical Sciences 
 PHA 820 Advanced Concepts in Medicinal Chemistry 
 PHA 825 Topics in Advanced Medicinal Chemistry 
 PHA 840 Advanced Concepts in Pharmacology 
 PHA 845 Topics in Advanced Pharmacology 
 PHA 846 Techniques in Pharmaceutical Research 
 PHA 847 Grant Proposal and Academic Development 
 PHA 859 Advanced Concepts in Pharmaceutics 
 PHA 865 Topics in Advanced Pharmaceutics 
 PHA 890 Seminar 
 PHA 898 Dissertation 

 
Revised Course Request: Common 

 MICR 422 Immunology 
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 MICR 422L Immunology Lab 
 MICR 423 Pathogenesis 
 MICR 433L Medical Microbiology Lab 
 SOC 400 Social Policy 

 
Revised Course Request: Unique 

 GEOG 485L Quantitative Remote Sensing Laboratory 
 
 
 
Item 5.D Course Modifications – SDSMT 
M/S by Karen and Carol to approve the course modifications for SDSMT.  Motion 
carries.  GE 120 and IS 110 are freshman experience courses.  The proposals will move 
forward to the Executive Director for consideration and be reported on the Interim 
Actions report for the April Board meeting. 
 
New Course Requests 

 EnvE 390 Seminar 
 GE120 and GE 120L Introduction to Engineering and Lab 
 IS 110 Explorations 
 MET 220L Mineral Processing and Resource Recovery Laboratory 

 
Revised Course Request (Unique) 

 CEE/EnvE 326 Environmental Engineering Process Fundamentals 
 CEE/EnvE 327 and CEE/EnvE 327L Introductory Environmental Engineering 

Design and Lab 
 
 
 
Item 5.E Course Modifications – NSU 
M/S by Clyde & Royce to approve NSU’s request to offer the common course CHEM 
344, Physical Chemistry II.  Motion carries.  NSU is moving to the common course and 
deleting their unique course CHEM 345.   
 
The proposal will move forward to the Executive Director for consideration and be 
reported on the Interim Actions report for the April Board meeting. 
 
 
 
Item 6.A NSSE/FSSE Report 
Paul reported that the system has been collecting NSSE system data since 2002, and 
collecting FSSE data since 2003.  Dr. Perry asked him to look at how we match up with 
national norms.  Seniors scored higher on the first 4 indicators.   
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The second part of the report lays out where we fall below the national norms.   Even 
though we are lower, we seem to be adding value in the educational experience.  The 
tables within the report document the senior and freshmen experiences.   
 
The assessment committee has also seen this report.  Paul has asked for feedback on 
what the campuses are doing relating to this report.   
 
Royce felt that this was a well done report.  There are no glaring trends.  Paul concurred 
that we are not significantly below the national norms and we are growing towards the 
national norms.  The norms nationally also seem to fluctuate.   
 
Carol felt that we seem to be dealing with a pretty small sample of students.  Out of our 
system, 6440 students were invited to participate, and then there is only a 37% return 
rate of those.  Is this a reliable sample?   
 
Paul responded that our return rate is higher than the national return rate.  He will 
begin his comments with the board that this is only a sample of the students and this is 
a survey and we are requesting the students’ opinion.  Lynn commented that we can 
choose to over-sample but there is another charge for that. 
 
Sam commented that nationwide they are also talking about the same concerns and 
accountability issues.  As we look at this, we should keep in mind that there may be 
some national report cards that come out that incorporate this or comparable data. 
 
Mary Kay concurred that NSSE seems to be widely used and one of the challenges is the 
sampling issues.  The end result is something that comes from random sampling.  Carol 
added that we need to make sure that everyone understands the data presented.   
 
VPAAs can look at who they have designated as peer institutions for the next report.  
We will be surveying students again in the Spring of 2008.  We will negotiate with 
NSSE in the Fall 2007.  
 
Paul will clarify the random sampling relating to the national norms in the coversheet 
for COPS and Board members.  The report will move forward to the April COPS and 
Board meetings.   
 
 
 
Item 7 Reports to the Council 
No report. 
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Item 8.A.1 BOR Policy 5:5.4 Lab Fees 
After the AAC discussion in February, Sam talked with Dr. Perry who had concerns 
with the music courses being assessed a lab fee.  Carol added that she did not get much 
support for music either.   
 
Carol felt that some of the experiential education descriptions were not clear on the 
syllabi and some were.  Sam will ask for additional information if it’s needed.  Dr. Perry 
just wants to be fair to the students as fees are applied.   
 
Campuses will send a list to the BOR office to update the policy proposal.  This will not 
go to the Board in April.  The policy will go after the campuses have had a chance to 
review their courses and syllabi.   
 
Sam will also clarify the policy with Dr. Perry since many of these courses are common 
courses.  Once we have identified the CIP codes applicable to the courses, then the 
policy will apply to all campuses and a fee may be assessed.  If there are courses that do 
not have a lab component, they will be reviewed to see if it’s appropriate to change the 
instructional method. 
 
 
 
Item 8.A.2 BOR 2:9 Student Appeals for Academic Affairs 
Sam reported that more and more students are questioning academic decisions and this 
policy says that faculty are in charge of academic decisions and puts a policy for 
challenges in place.  Jim has reviewed the proposed policy and feels it addresses all the 
issues. 
 
M/S by Carol and George to approve the proposed BOR policy 2:9 Student Appeals for 
Academic Affairs.  Motion carries.  Once approved the universities should revise their 
own university process.  This policy will move forward to the April COPS and BOR 
meetings. 
 
 
 
Item 8.A.3 Visitor’s Policy and Guidelines 
Sam reported that the University Center has brought this one forward to establish a 
policy for visitor’s to sit in on classes.  This is to define a class visitor, with limited rights 
and no responsibilities for the class.  The guidelines limit participation and 
responsibilities to classes without lab fees.   
 
Is this controlled enough?  Sam felt that it was because the faculty still has to sign off.  
The Pass is used once.  Conversations with the faculty members should take place so 
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they know what their roles, rights and responsibilities are and also what the visitor’s 
responsibilities are. 
 
AAC was concerned that the visitor may just sit in class to update their knowledge, i.e. 
midwives in an OB class.  We also need to remind faculty members and also Sharon 
Sopko at the UC that this cannot happen.  The faculty member should NOT give visitors 
any written confirmation that they visited the class.   
 
AAC offered a few editorial suggestions on the guidelines and form for a pass.  These 
will be made by the BOR office.   
 
Where does the money go for the visitor’s pass?  Sam replied that his assumption was 
that it would be allocated in a manner similar to other non-credit offerings with some 
going to the university whose faculty member was teaching the class.   
 
The office issuing the passes will be responsible for maintaining a list of visitors.  There 
would be no liability for the Registrar if a visitor should try to come in and CLEP out of 
the class.  The database/list would need to be available or distributed to all institutions.   
 
The following section on visited courses will be added to policy 5:5.3 Tuition and Fees: 
Special Course Types.  The policy would go into effect Summer 2007 with the new 
tuition and fees schedule.  
 
The office issuing the passes will be responsible for maintaining a list of visitors.  This 
would need to be distributed, .i.e. for CLEP.   A database would need to be created and 
maintained so that the universities know the visited classes and persons.   
 
 
 
Item 8.A.4 BOR 2:3 Admissions 
Sam reported that this is a follow-up from the last meeting.  A simplified admissions 
process for students who stop out was proposed.  MOCC and admissions groups 
reviewed the issue and recommend no change to the current process.   
 
Trudy commented that these groups worked with it at length.  They thought maybe just 
lack of knowledge in the streamlined form rather than the current process may not be 
working.  She has asked Rose Hansen to look at the extent the form has been used.   
 
Karen said that the issue came up at SDSMT because they are implementing the new 
admissions standards.  They thought that there may be an alternative way to handle 
this.  Karen can talk to her admissions people again.  If there is any additional 
information that she wants to bring forward, it would come back in May to AAC.   
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Sam commented that the concern from MOCC is that this is one time where students 
are required to update their information in the student information system.  Trudy 
concurred.  Some students do come back only once but some come back over and over 
again, and this process then becomes a critical step in keeping track of those students.  
The current process seems to work for these types of students.   
 
Ranny added that another reason for this process was that the institutions needed to 
capture the transfer credit if the student has attended another university in the 
meantime.  The admissions group wants to be able to evaluate the transfer work right 
away.   
 
Karen will talk to SDSMT admissions staff again and if there is anything further they 
would like to bring to AAC, she would bring it back in May.  Universities will continue 
to use the current policy and required form that is in place. 
 
 
 
Item 8.B.1 MCR 27 Guidelines for Multiple Degrees and Multiple Majors 
Sam reported that the issue is how this is being implemented or how multiple degrees 
or multiple majors processes are working.  The issue is that the students who come back 
after completing one degree and seek another major but under the same degree, i.e. B.S, 
umbrella.  The transcript reads like the student is completing two degrees rather than 
two majors. 
 
Mary Kay added that this has been an area of concern since AAC talked about it in 
October.  Trudy noted that the topic was brought to her from the registrar’s module and 
MOCC will be discussing it at their meeting tomorrow.   
 
Carol commented that historically before this became a difficult issue, the student did 
not get a second degree and an inflated looking transcript.   She still felt that this was 
academically wrong.  If this is the only way we can do this without denying the student 
financial aid, then SDSU will live with it.   
 
But if there was a possibility that we could control the factors that play into this, 
academically in terms of correctness of the transcript, then this is a worthy cause.  This 
doesn’t really affect a lot of students per semester but over the years it will affect quite a 
few students. 
 
Lynn commented that she looked at the registrar’s survey of other institutions and no 
other universities are doing this.  So are they denying the student financial aid?  Sam 
replied that every institution that he has been to outside of SD, denies financial aid or 
has said that if the student is going to complete a second degree, then the student must 
complete a certain portion of the degree that is different for a true second degree. 
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Carol stated that we need to be sure that the rules are forcing us into what we are doing 
in terms of the credibility of the transcript.  Ranny felt that we need to define what is a 
second degree.  SDSU and USD consider a second degree, i.e. BA and BS.   
 
Carol felt that they could also argue the other way.  There are different types of degree 
design and degree umbrellas and different types of majors under those umbrellas.   
 
How much differentiation must there be for 2 different degrees to be recorded?  Sam 
remarked that some students who were pursuing a second major could get financial aid 
and some couldn’t.  Other universities are just denying the student financial aid.  
 
Sam felt that at the system level we need to know how many students we are dealing 
with.  It seems like we thought we would lose the students but maybe that is not the 
case.  It seems like we may have lost the vision of what we wanted to do.   
 
Trudy will take this issue to MOCC tomorrow and follow through to see if any of the 
financial aid directors have talked to the financial aid authorities to determine if our 
interpretation is correct in students receiving aid for a second degree. 
 
 
 
Item 8.B.2 Academic Calendar – Registration Date and Start of Classes 
Sam reported that this is an item to clarify the start date for evening classes that start 
4:00 pm or later.  Are universities starting classes on the day of registration? 
 
Cecelia responded that this is a big issue at the University Center.  They consistently ask 
if Monday only classes can be held on registration day regardless of the start time.  No 
one was sure how many classes this involves.   
 
Sam commented that the purpose of registration day is so that the student has the time 
to interact with the faculty members and to finalize schedules, etc.   
 
Ben reported that when this was implemented, BHSU made accommodations with the 
issues at Ellsworth.  DSU treats these courses as exceptions.   
 
Carol suggested that we leave the policy as stated and deal with the affected courses as 
exceptions.  Sam felt that it was appropriate that we recognize that the policy would not 
apply and courses with non–traditional schedules would be treated as exceptions.   
 
Sam will draft a memo to the VPAAs for distribution that the academic calendar will 
remain as is.  He will clarify that the non-traditional courses that start early due to 
registration or holidays will be treated as exceptions.   
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Item 8.B.3 IP Grade Recommendations 
Sam reported that AAC talked about appropriate use of the IP grade a few months ago 
and MOCC has also been discussing it.  Trudy concurred and added that MOCC has 
referred it to the registrar’s module.  They will talk about it again at their meeting 
tomorrow.   
 
The IP grade use has increased significantly and it appeared that in some cases, the IP 
grade was being used in lieu of the incomplete (I) grade.   
 
Carol felt that if the definitions of these grades are correct, then we should go back and 
enforce the policy.   Sam concurred, and added that we should either enforce the policy 
or change the definition of the grades if appropriate.  We just need to be consistent. 
 
Can we have Datatel not allow the IP grade to be used except in only approved courses?  
This is an option.  Sam felt that we needed to revisit the policy and grade use, and then 
work on how to resolve it.  MOCC will be discussing this again.  They may have a 
resolution to the issue.   
 
Carol felt that there are programs that are using the IP grade appropriately.  Sam agreed 
and suggested that we look at the policy and definitions of the grade scheme.   
 
Trudy will take the IP grade issue to MOCC for discussion tomorrow.  A 
recommendation will come back to AAC in April or May.  Trudy will email the list of 
courses where the IP grade is being applied to all VPAAs.   
 
 
 
Item 8.C AAC Work Plan 
1. System review of teacher education programs 
Sam reported that there is a review meeting in early April to work on a 
recommendation for the BOR in May.  He said that the education deans have been well 
engaged and have done a good job of keeping other faculty well informed.  He 
commended their efforts. 
 
Charles Coble is the external consultant and has worked with K-12 education 
partnerships before.   He has said that clearly the education deans here have good 
working relationships with their constituents. 
 
2. Aligning HS graduation standards with the standards for freshmen enrolling in common 
general education courses 
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Sam has talked about this process previously.  Right now the math discipline council 
has done a first cut on standards and are talking to the DOE.  DOE is moving toward 
end of course exams and would like to get the higher education folk involved.  No 
action is required by the VPAA right now but this summer the involvement may be 
more. 
 
3. Students of color in the K-20 pipeline 
Sam met with the sub-group in January and is working on recommendations from that 
meeting.  Currently he is trying to arrange for a day-long tour/meeting with Ted, Keith 
& Stacey to include schools with high Indian populations.  Some concerns were voiced 
that campus personnel maybe haven’t visited the reservation setting. 
 
4. Retention 
Sam is working with some members of SAC on a review of retention activities.  This 
group is updating their activities.  Their timeline is to having a report to the BOR in 
June. 
 
5. Dual credit update 
Sam sent a letter to Southwest State regarding a statement on their website relating to 
dual credit courses.  A copy of the letter was distributed to the VPAAs.  A short 
discussion on dual credit with SW State followed. 
 
The system has now entered into an agreement with Mankato State for dual credit.  Sam 
is also looking into agreements with the community colleges.   
 
What are we doing with Iowa, who have said that they do not offer dual credit courses?  
Sam replied that they are talking about that now.  He felt that the previous agreements 
were probably not being followed real closely.  The concern with Iowa is that state law 
requires that faculty hold a masters degree or have only 12 hours rather than 18 hours 
as in the agreements.     
 
Sam will be looking into data on students that have come in with dual credit.  He will 
also be discussing the issue with the Executive Director.   
 
 
 
 
Item 8.D Electronic Record Keeping 
Jim has provided an informational item on electronic record keeping.  He said that one 
issue involves litigation on discovery requests.  This is the gathering of informative 
documents.  
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We have a group looking at electronic records management.  We are also looking at the 
kinds of technology that must be disclosed, i.e. cell phones, blackberrys, etc.  There are 
forensic experts now that can pull information even after it’s been deleted or 
overwritten.  This is something to think about. 
 
Sam remarked that the environment is changing dramatically relating to electronic 
communication, even in the legal environment.  This has been in the making for awhile 
now and campuses should be aware of the issue.   
 
 
 
Item 8.E Freedom in Learning Statement 
For the Fall 2006 semester, it was agreed that a common freedom in learning statement 
would be included on each course syllabus.  Jim received comments from a few faculty 
members in the system and suggests that AAC may want to revise the statement and 
use the BOR policy language. 
 
Jim felt that the statement should also be written directly on the syllabus.   
 
M/S by Royce and Ben to approve adding the statement below to each syllabus.  
Motion carries.   
 
Freedom in learning.  Under Board of Regents and University policy student academic 
performance may be evaluated solely on an academic basis, not on opinions or conduct in matters 
unrelated to academic standards.  Students should be free to take reasoned exception to the data 
or views offered in any course of study and to reserve judgment about matters of opinion, but 
they are responsible for learning the content of any course of study for which they are enrolled. 
Students who believe that an academic evaluation reflects prejudiced or capricious consideration 
of student opinions or conduct unrelated to academic standards should contact ______ to initiate 
a review of the evaluation.   
 
 
 
Item 8.F Articulation Agreements 
We currently have approximately 225 agreements between the university system and 
the technical institutes.  Are there other agreements being worked on?  Mary Kay 
thought SDSU was working on maybe 3 or 4 agreements.    
 
Paul previously asked for comments for the technical institute feedback report and 
those comments will be rolled into the report for the Board.  Mary Kay observed that 
they seem to be getting more students transferring in but not necessarily students that 
have been completing the programs at the technical institutes first and then transferring 
to the university. 
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The university system will need to develop approximately 25 additional agreements 
with the technical institutes to meet the 2010 E-initiative. 
 
Comments received from the campuses will be rolled into the technical institute report 
that Paul T. is working on for the board this spring.   
 
 
 
Item 8.G Changes to Curricular Processes and Forms 
This item is basically for information only.  These were the changes that AAC has 
implemented this year.  Sam has summarized those changes and the BOR will post this 
on the website so it is available to the institutions.   
 
Any comments should be sent to Sam and Jodi. 
 
 
 
Item 9.A Emeritus Status Policy 
Jim remarked that currently there is no system level policy or guidelines to award 
emeritus status.  The proposed policy would be a system-level policy.   
 
Carol noted that we have also moved to advanced recommendations on people who are 
not literally faculty, i.e. resolutions of recognition.   Are we trying to exclude the exempt 
faculty members?  Sam clarified that the proposed policy is intended for the full faculty 
member for faculty recognition from the BOR.  Should this policy include exempt 
employees?   
 
Carol responded that there are cases in the exempt category where someone has been 
recognized as emeritus status, i.e. registrars. 
 
Cecelia suggested that we draft two policy revisions and include what we have 
currently drafted and add it to the personnel portion of the faculty policy.  Then mirror 
the policy but for the non-faculty staff in another area.  She did not feel that we should 
address administrative staff and faculty in the same policy.   
 
AAC was not receptive to having the emeritus status criteria in two places.  Sam 
suggested that emeritus status for administration staff be addressed in the same policy 
but under the exceptions section.   
 
The emeritus status is the focus and the same policy should cover both faculty and 
administrative staff.  Royce did not feel it would be the norm to award emeritus status 
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to administrative staff but it has been the norm for the faculty.  However, non-faculty 
employees have been awarded emeritus status in the past.  
 
Sam will revise the policy to include statements relating to the awarding of emeritus 
status to administrative staff in addition to faculty members.  Emeritus status should 
remain the focus of the policy.   The revision will come back to AAC in April. 
 
 
 
Item 10.A.1 New Program – USD: Minor in Film Studies 
USD has submitted a Minor in Film Studies.  Any questions should be sent to Paul 
Gough for inclusion in the COPS coversheet.  The proposal will move forward to the 
COPS and Board meetings in April.   
 
 
 
Item 10.B.1 New Certificate – USD: Online ADAS Graduate Certificate 
M/S by Royce and George to approve USD’s proposed new certificate, Online ADAS 
Graduate Certificate.  Motion carries.  The proposal includes a detailed explanation for 
the credit hour requirement.   
 
Lynn added that the state is raising the requirement and this certificate will get the 
student almost there to become a drug dependency counselor.  USD does plan to come 
forward with a master’s degree in ADAS and they already have an ADAS 
undergraduate online program. 
 
The certificate will move forward to the April COPS and Board meetings. 
 
 
 
Item 10.B.2 New Certificate – SDSMT: Engineering Management and Leadership 
M/S by George and Clyde to approve the SDSMT proposal for an Engineering 
Management and Leadership Certificate.  Motion carries.  The proposal will move 
forward to the April COPS and Board meetings. 
 
 
 
Item 10.B.3 New Certificate – BHSU: K-12 Science Education Certificate 
M/S by Carol and Ben to approve the BHSU proposal for a K-12 Science Education 
Certificate.  Motion carries.  This is another part of the MSED Science Education 
program.  DSU plans to do something similar and have already sent their information 
to BHSU.  It is understood that most universities will be moving to this. 
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Item 10.C.1 New Site Requests  
No report. 
 
 
 
Item 10.D.1 Intent to Plan – BHSU:  M.S. in Strategic Leadership 
BHSU has submitted an intent to plan for a M.S. in Strategic Leadership.  USD has 
already had some discussion with BHSU on sharing of coursework.  The proposal will 
move forward to the COPS and Board meetings in April.  Campuses should send any 
comments to Paul Gough for inclusion in the COPS memorandum. 
 
 
 
Item 11.A Smarthinking 
Josh has provided the recommendations from a group that was researching the 
prospect of a Smarthinking system license.  Sam clarified that system funds are covering 
$60,000 of the cost and $90,000 will come from the universities. 
 
What FTE is this based on, total system FTE or undergraduate only?  The coversheet 
says it’s based on the SDBOR Fall 2006 FTE of approximately 24,100.  There is also no 
information on what happens after a year.  Karen commented that she thought that they 
cut a good deal the first year but then doubled the price for the second year. 
 
The campuses felt that they needed more out-year information on cost before moving 
ahead.  Royce felt that this should be clarified so the campuses could budget the 
finances.   
 
Karen would like to check with her financial staff and find out where the money would 
come from.  Sam concurred that the VPAAs should check on funding because the 
campuses may have already set aside money.  If not, then they need to know where that 
money is coming from.  
 
Campuses will talk to their financial people to see if they have already set money aside 
for this project or where the money is coming from.   
 
Sam will ask Josh to get the out year cost and whether or not the BOR commitment will 
be able to continue.  Also, will both on campus and off campus students have access? 
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