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To: R. Austin Gilbert, Jr., and Members, Commission on Higher Education

From: Rayburn Bar[on%

Extension of Midlands Technical College Associate Degree Program

Midlands Technical College has entered into discussions with Policy Management Svstems
Corporation (PMSC) and other private companies in the Columbia area regardin g the extension of
 their existing majors leading to the Associate Degree in Computer Technology to sites throughout
the MTC service area (Richland, Lexington, and Fairfield Counties). Under our current policy,
Midlands Tech would need to secure Commission approval to extend these majors to new off-
campus locations within its service area. However, our new proposed approval policy for such
programs, currently in draft form, would allow any technical college to extend an existing program
to any site within its Commission-approved service area without additional CHE approval. The
proposed new policy reads as follows:

Programs approved for delivery by the technical colleges and the rtwo-vear branches
of the University of South Carolina are approved for delivery at any site within the
Commission-approved service area or region of the institution awarding the degree.

(Given the fact that the extension of the MTC majors leading to the Associate Degree in
Computer Technology plays an integral role in the continued economic competitiveness of the
Columbia area and indeed the state as whole, I would like to suggest that the Commission waive the
existing approval policy and apply our proposed new approval policy in this one case. Under this
policy, Midlands Technical Coliege could offer its Computer Technology and Telecommunications
Systems Management majors leading to the Associate Degree in Computer Technology anywhere
within the MTC service area without additional CHE review and approval.

Recommendatjon

The staff recommends that the Commission waive its existing academic program approval
policy in favor of the proposed approval polic y presented above in the case of the Computer
Technology and Telecommunications Systems Management majors leading to the Associate Degree
in Computer Technology at Midlands Technical College. By this action, the Commission approves
Midiands Technical College to offer the Computer Technology and Telecommunications Systems
Management majors leading to the Associate De gree in Computer Technology at any site within its
Commission-approved service area.
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1808-99

Aiken Technical College

Hsting Scale: 1 - Non-Conphance 4 - Mnea Gul
3 g::i;l:h;'rl"mgm ?Nm mmdmnrmcmmmamdamu-nnuh
- = ' = - Sueran | rs“"f‘“ o
1. Mtsswn Focus
: N/A None | 518% | 6511% | 5.1% [/
YES YES N/A YES YES Vi
YES YES | A YES YES
3 ol 99% 100% N/a 91% 100%
D lomapsssstion of iacuity $33,.287 | $42,333 [$34.670 | $35,754 | $35619
[ e "“’zEd.%,;‘ e YES NA | YES YES
8. Instructional
A sizes and stodent/itoacher ratits
A 1. |avarage caat sise - Lowee Diviaim 18.8 1618 | 18.3 18.3 19.3 3
\versge class size - Upper Divition N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
A 2. [FTE students per FTE teach ,f:_unt; 18.8 17-18 18.5 17.1 17.1
B, |Number of credit hours facatry | 247 * None 244 240 248
€. fam st “.’.'i'q‘a ey | 406% * | 4019 | sse% | 401% | 4190%
D Aceratitation of degres srantung prograd 61.9% * | 100% 33% 25% 25%
. Administrative Efficiency
A i Py
163% | 144% | 17.2% | 180% 17.7% 5 45
- 849% | 65.0% | 839% | 639% 64.2% 4
R s i $863 $869 | seo0 | sroo0 | sewo VA
e
Soorea 3 - ,
A [ % pre vime rathmes exceding N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A m_%
B oigenansseuvioimmsenibosy | N/A | Nome | NA | NA NA U Na Vo
N/A N/A | 89.5% INotApplicsl N/A Ui 4 Na Vi
185% | None | 17.6% | 14.0% | 144% V) v
93.7% | 95.0% |100.0% | 95.0% | 1000% ) ) v
a*+ [rata Not Available for this Sub Indicatar **= Vi Vi
- Jeredit hours snrma o gradusias nz1% ) 110% |1136% | 111.6% | 1016% V] 4 U
ks. User-Friendliness of Institution
- ' 95.0% | 1000% | Na | 90.0%x | 80.0% Vi 4« V7
Cln Pereentage of Other Rars stadenes | 26.0% None 30.2% 31.0% 33.6% [ 6.0
G1n | omparuive Reemiion Peremage | 95.0% None { 94.1% | 942% | 105.7% 6
Other Race ssdensa | 52.8% None | 47.5% | 49.0% 53.7%
Non-Other Race 55.0% None 50.5% 52.0% 50.8%
8. Resasrch Funding
A o upport (or relor s cher |\ N/& N/A N/A N/A N/A
B [ouny o Poouc and privaie sactor N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating = ** 79 “s 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 B6
Performaice Percentage . 92% > * 0%
« Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average
»+ Caleulations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers




Higher Education Parformance Indicators Repart Card - 1998-29
Central Carolina Technical College
Rasgsale  1-NeComplaoe,  4-Macu Gou

2-Neods Improvement 5 - Exooeda Groal
3 - Sarinfurrary Progress munhmmdmcmmm:mdsmhnﬂdh

s \ D
1. Mission Focus
[ Dy iy siee NA | Nome |528% | 538%
¢, |Approval of o mins YES YES N/A YES
D Porren e oot | vs | yEs | wma | VES
100% N/A 100%
$42.933 | $30.099 | $31.058
YES N/A YES
A 1. {Avarage class siza . Lower Dirision 18.6 1618 | 13.3 16.0 17.2 5
verags class sise - Upper Divisin N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5.0
A 2. [FTE suudenta per FTE seaching tacviry | 16.8 1718 | 158 17.0 17.8 5
__Iuusmiber of evedit bours taught by Baeulry | 247 * None 170 175 175 ) 4
O [ pirven eteims e S ot oman | 40.6% * | 40.1% | 465% | 429% | 420% [ 77 5
D, ratoo of - 6L,9% * | 100% 40% 50% 0% b7 s
|5. Administrative Efficiency
A m muinﬁmmm oot s
. 163% | 144% | 150% | 14.8% 11.3% 5 5.0
% gso% | 65.0% | 67.0% | 679% | 72.1% 5
R g e $o6s | sses | s772 | ¢7s5 $602_ b7
16. Entrance Requirements
" and ATT acares of muaden: body ,
A f ot e ume freshmen excesding N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
N/A None N/A N/A N/A
N/A NA | 99.8% [Not Appliesl N/A

185% | Nome | 17.5% | 149% | 16.5%

COT S grad.
prof. md.. wmplvymmt-nhud
exame and crriifieation tasts

o mal sdenss g ot mans | g4 9g. | 9500, [1000% | 05.0% | 984% /’%}"}}% )
B e arcmmate* |+ Data Not Avsilable for this Sub Indicator **= / % v

112.1% *| 110% | 112.0% | 110.0% | 110.0%

8. User-Fnendhness of Insntunon

A [ dstuomiivas| ocon | 1000% | NA | 1000% | 1000% 4 s Vg
C hox ibty to the natitution of atl B
[BTR Percentage of Other Bace students | 26.2% Nane 37.6% 38.7% 38.6% 4 3.0
C. 1b. Commparstive Retention Percentage | 95.0% None 93.8% 95, 7% 892.0% 2
Retamtzon of Other Hace students | 52.3% None | 51.0% | 50.0% 49.4%
55.0% | None | 544% | 523% | 637%
N/A N/A N/A N/A NA [ NA Vi
N/A N/A NiA N/A N/A 7/'/:’,////;:' ”// //
Total Rating ~ ** 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 85
Psrformance Percentage ** 95% ** 0%

* Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

«+ Caleculations are performed to twe decimel places and presented as rounded whole numbers




Higher Bducation Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
Chesterfield-Marlboro Technical College

Ratng Sale: 1 - Nee-Complianes 4 - Manta Goal
gg::l‘ﬁlﬁ&;l’rw g‘;;a&:hf:lnmdhmamd0mymaWh "
Sector Swctor Instinaionat
1. Mission Focus
Nl e N/A | None | 38.6% 4
[+ ppreval of a mizsion siacement YES _YES N/A 5
o [omen s srsingie AR &5 Rippor Y_.I-."-_—S YES N/A 5
2, Quality of faculty
M‘“ sow | 100% | Na_| 100%
D, loorapansation of tamiry $33287 | $42.333 [$28,943 | $30,100
E uAvmd:‘hhn:;{ﬁcuMwunMUmm YES Y_E_-S N/A YES
8. Instructional Quality
A }Clans xizem noi dentit ritios
AL [Avorage cass siss - Lower Divisiou 18.6 16-18 15.4 15.4 15.4 4
A rerage sass sss - Usper Division N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.0
A 2. [FTE students par FTE taaching (xoulty 16.8 17-18 15.0 15,1 15.0 4
247 * | Nome | 252 269 | 269 Wi 4 /;
40.6% * | 401% | 333% | 93.9% | 833% b A 4 Vi
61.9% * | 100% 0% 0% 0% ] 4 i
163% | 144% | 232% | 231% | 231% 4 4.0
Acagemic 649% | 65.0% | 544% | 563% | 56.3% 4
p fhaesmolgmen! et $363 s389 | s1227 | $1226 | si1235 m&’c/ 4 m
- P Wiz
N/A N/A N/A NA_ | NaA Z/// //% %%%
N/A None N/A N/A NA V) A
N/A Nia | 990% NetApplicl WA 777 wa Vi
e | 165% | None {z00% | 200% | 221% ¢ 7777 5 Vi
peol. snd.. n?:nmt salaiwl
S wudmu gt @iz | goqq | 9500 | 928% | 91.7% | 929% Ui D
itetigmpre _1** Data Nut Available for this Sub Indicator *** Y v
112.1% *]__110% | 1200% | 1143% | 1098% U4 5 V.
Institution
wmamdbonan | o500 | 1000% | NA | 90.0% | 800% [ 4+ U
¥ 10 tha institution of all
Pereentage of Other Race sudents | 28.2% None 36.4% 43.6% 39.4% 3 4.0
C.1b. Comparutive Retention Pereencage | 95.0% None 88.2% 88.6% 111.6% 5
tim of Ouher Bace o | 52.3% | None | 50.2% | 52.5% | 59.8%
Betaniion of Nem-Qrher Race siudents | 55.0% None 56.9% 59.2% 53.6%
N/A N/A N/A N/A NA Vi Na b
N/A N/A N/A N/A NA U NA
Total Rating = ** 76 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 85
Porformance Percentage bl 89% s 0%

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

*+ Caleulations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers




Higher Educatien Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
Denmark Technical College
Rating Scale; 1 - Noo=Coanpliance 4 - Mooers Goal

3 - Neads Im provement 5 - Excaada Goal
3. Satusfactory Progress  (Nous Al tbe diacretan of ths Commission o sonre of & may be swardad for

Seetor Eawsre Insdouwiens! | Insdncionsl
1. Misgion Focus
s i L iy e N/A Nove | 38.6% | 53.0%
€ |Approval of » mussion statement YES YES N/A YES
[ i irawom | ves | vms | wia | vms
2. Quality of facuity
B Lo s s e orabacn | 99% 100% N/A 91%
D lcompemtstion ot faculey 1533267 | 842333 1929196 | $28.342
£ Dnectoam o o smaminde]  yps YES N/A YES
8. Instructional Quality
A [Class nres and siodent/ascher ratics
A 1. [Average class tive . Lower Division 18.6 16-18 18.0 18.5 244 2
\varage class sise - Uppes Division N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 25
A2, [PTE seadmts per FTE tasching faculry | 16.5 17-18 | 205 17.0 17.1 5
B [Number of credit hours taught by faculty | 247 * None 267 315 305 Wi /fff»” 4
C B e e o, | 406% * | 401% | 37.0% | ssox | 3sex P77 s i
D.__|Accreditation of degree grasting srogracg 61,86 * 100% 0% 50% 50% 'a.".—.'.'./ ///;,/r‘ff 4 ///}/,j??é
5. Administrative Efficiency
A Emunof RATUNIELORLive CoEts 41
_—— 163% | 144% | 323% | 23.0% | 22.3% 5 45
; 649% | 65.0% | 38.6% | 53.0% | 53.3% 4
D e oo $863 | s869 | 51883 | $1,175 | $1.135 P4 5 Vi
16. Entrance Raquirements
.1 and ACT worres of suadent body .
Al wumetshamarednt | NA N/A N/A N/A NA b : 7
[ D e iencentety | MNA | Nome | NiA N/A NA_ V7777 wa U7
= N/A N/A | 96.2% |NetAppliesl N& U7 NiA Ui

185% | None | 362% | 31.0% | 283% U/ /iik 3 Vi

93.7% | 95.0% | 90.0% | 1000% | 90.3% U5/ L
s»+_ Data Not Availabie for thit Sub Indicator_*** P v

NZ1% *] 110% | 107.0% | 1060% | 1060% /)| 5 0/

{8. User-Friendliness of Institution
mhllmy of Credits to and from an

e 95.0% | 100.0% | NA | 1000% | 1000% /7 s Vi)

A
OO o P
_m_mwﬁg% None £.2% 5,0% 5.0% 4 1.0
¢ 1h, Comparptive Resentin Povetpiage 25.0% None 120.1% 107.4% 115.1% b
Retention of Other Bgoe pydeniy | 52.3% Nane 65.6% 73.0% 53.3%
Resation of Non-Other Rece students | 55.0% Nane 54.6% 68.0% 46.3%
. Research Fun
A %”m”m““‘“ N/A N/A N/A N/A NA Ui ?////’/’ ",_ %’7//
B, [orpora of publc and private secir N/A N/A N/A N/A NA D Vg7
Total Rating ** 75 * 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 85
Performance Percentage - - BB% * 0%

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

»= Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers




Higher Education Performance Indicetors Report Card - 1998-9%
Florence Darlington Technical College

RatingBeale: 1 - Now-Complinnoe 4 - Mowts Goa! Proposed

2 - Nemis luprovemans S - Excowds Goal '
4 - Satisbactory Progress  (Wote: At the discretion of the Commizsion 2 seore of 8 @ay be awarded for
e LA Y DETioOnAGSE O A O by 1w - 54 18 Ty wf ol By b (R el 4

| lodister Nusba ADeosion. Arcags..
1. Mission Focus
N [ plnde'uu.dlh:pd.nolchme NfA
G |approvalara YES
N JAdoption of 2 etrategne plan B3 fupport YES

2 ity of faculty
TeviEw rysee o ety
B. ude student and peer svalustions * 99%

D__[Compensation of facult _ $33.287 | $42.333 |$31,911
by o o s YES YES N/A

E. & claparoom
18, Instructional Quality
A [Cluss wives and studentieacher ratios
A 1. [Average class site - Lower Divisian 18.8 16-18 13.8 18.0 _194 2
Average class sise - Upper Divizion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 3.0
A 2. [FTE students par FTE canching faculty 16.8 17-18 16.2 15.2 15.1 4
B. _INusber of crodit bours caaght by facuity | 247 * None | 227 229 228 Vi

O e arvesist sy n sty | 40.6% * | 401% | 471% | 48.0% | 492% V7770 s
D.__JAccreditation of degree granting programd 61,9% * 100% 100%: 100% 100% L

(5. Administrative Efficiency
i eniage of adminisrakire coos ns
v T oty

Administrative 16.3% 14.4% 17.3% 18.0% 17.9% 4 4.0

54.9% 65, 0% 63.1% 60.5% 81.0% |4

[ ss6s | sseo | $0a3 | $1000 | $1089
; : s e,
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A %ﬁ%%///‘
NA | None | N/A N/A Na_ b7 Na V]
N/A Na_ | 99.2% INotApplical Nia_ V7774 wia Ui

165% | None | 214% | 200% | mow U270 s U777

D [Anount of genwerel overhesd cogts
_ J

16. Entrance Requirements

g Argrad.
prof, prad., or smployeent related
ama and certifica [ 17081

iy dmapagenams | o37% | 95.0% | 89.1% | 90.0% | 919% %ﬁ%/ﬁfé“ﬁ%’%

7 #

e  rem: -:““ =+* Daia Not Availabie for this Sub Indi b %’;% j/% ?}f%%

121% *| 1100 |1203% | 1190% | ve0% V] a4 Vi)
User-Friendliness of Institution : . I

A Eﬁmﬁﬁ"mm“‘“m” 95.0% | 100.0% | NA | 100.0% | 10008 P77 5 U7
C

ity 10 the AT tion of 81
jeitizens of the Stats
C. la. Pervantage of rhar Race erutents | 26.2% None 33.4% 33.9% 34 8% 5 6.0
C. b, Camperative Revmtion Pereentage | 95.0% None 91.2% 90.2% 04 9%
Renestion of Other Race srademus | 52.3% None 54.8% 55.0% 60.0%
N Race sudents | 55.0% No_le 60.1% 61.0% £3.2%
. Research Funding
A |uivem " e | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
B fpemne o Pl and privaie seir N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tatal Rating . 78 . *
Maximum Potential Rating a5 B5
Performance Percentage == 92% - * 0%

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

*» (Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers




1 - Wan-Complianse
2 - Needs Improvemen:

Rating Scale:

5 - Excondls Cronl
A - Satisfaciory Progress mummmdmmlmﬁﬂmuhamh

Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1995-93
Greenville Technical College

4 - Mows Goal

YES | YES N/A YES YES
. - YES YES N/A YES YES
2. Quality of faculty
p  [rejarmanceomer pitem v Boliyio | gge 100% N/A 100% 100%
D loompansasion of tunlcy $33.267 | $42.333 [$30.971 | $32.500 | $33,036
I v =Sindesintentl B < - YES N/A YES YES
kg._gmmmioml Quality
A JClans sizen and her ratics
A 1. [Averags claus sise - Lower Division 18.6 16-18 N/A 21.4
averagn tlass size -Upper Division N/A N/A N/A N/A
A 2 [FTE smudents par PTE sanching tamity | 16.8 1718 | 174 17.0
B [Number of eredit hours taught by eeulty | 247 * None 251 238
¢ oty mompereluste |0 oo e | a01m | 4329 | 41.0%
D |reeradicatim of degroe grasting program{ 61.9% * |  100% 94% 94%
|5. Administrative Eficiency
L~ &L"‘L‘M"&TM“
msstrats 163% | 144% | 13.3% | 13.3% 13.2%
49% | 650% | 68.2% | 68.2% | 68.4%
D Tttty e $863 $369 | s$764 | $825 5769 v
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
N/A None N/A N/A N/A W W
N/A N/A | 97.7% INetApplic]l NA V750 Nia U
185% | None | 188% | 16.0% | 182% Ui 2 Vi
9379 | 650% | o06% | 87.0% | 87.5% W"’% W/
**% DNata Not Availnhie for this Sub Ind FER #
et oy sarned of praduaies 1121% *| 110% | 1175% | 1200% | 119.7% /an%%/
I8. User-Friendliness of Institution
Tracstersblty af Cratutsoand boman | o5 00 | 1000 | A | s00%n | s0ow V] a4 Vi
O e s ohon ot
| C.la | Parcentage of Other Hacs students | 26.2% None 18.2% 16.2% 16.4% 4 4.5
U 1b. Comparutive Retention Pereentage 95.0% None 102.1% 98.0% 98.5% 5
Retention of (ther flace atudents | 52.3% None 58.3% 52.1% 53.2%
fstantion of Non-Jther Race students | 55.0% None 55.1% 54.3% 54.0%
. Research Fundi
A o, ppor forreform iaveacher | wya NiA N/A N/A N/A
B unt o public and privats saciar N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating  ** o
Meximum Potential Rating 85 85
Performance Percentage * ¥ BE% == 0%

= Average of Instifutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

*+ Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers




Higher Education Performance Indicstors Report Card - 1998-99
Horry-Georgetown Technical College
RatingBeale: 1. Non-Complianee 4 - Monts Goul

2 - Nends lmpr 8-E s Goml
3- Sadsfactory Progreas  (Nowe: Ax the diseretion of the

By i .

Commizcon » wore of 8 may bo pwardsd o

Sector
Arames
N/A
YES YES N/A YES
YES |_YES N/A YES
99% 100% NA | 100% 5
$33,287 | $42.333 ) 533452 | $34,239 5
_ v YES YES N/& YES 5
5. Instructional Guality
A JCLlaws sizes and studmtlescher ratios
A L [orerage clase sise - Lowsr Division 18.6 16-18 17.5 16.9 17.9 5
roruge class wizo - Upper Divisin N/A N/A NiA N/A N/A N/A 5.0
a2 Emuwm wnching oty | 16.8 1718 | 17.2 17.6 176 5
B [umbor ofernii bours taughi by ity | 247 * | Nome 256 247 Y /R
C [t omoorom tonwessat ses % or o | 40.6% * | 40.1% | 40.6% | 4508 | 4640 U7 s
D, _|Accreditation of degres graatiag 819% * | 100% 80% 66% 66% U/ v
. Administrative Efficienc
] 10 Meadamnic coats
AdmirierermeCord 163% | 144% | 201% | 190% | 17.6% 5 5.0
mm:'c;% 649% | 650% | 64.1% | 65.9% | 65.9% 5
D Ty £869 $869 | $785 | sas0 sns V] s Vi
i e ML o o
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A %%/’/LW
N/A None | NA | N/ NA b wa Vi
N/A NA | 891% [NotAppliel Nia V770 N V)

7o/ Em

185% | None | 216% | 2072 | 19.3%

T
i s

93.7% | 95.0% | 85.7% | 92.0% | 92.7%
**+ DNata Not Available for this Sub Indicator ***

N 112.1% *| 110% | 11L.0% | 110.0% | 109.9%
|8. User-Friandliness of Institution

’ — -
A ey o Credusomdfomes | o500 | 1000% | NA | 900% | 100.0%
S—
] G 'ﬁmdth:.én:em ord

Rl

C.1a. of Other Race students | 26.2% None 16.9% 19.0% 19.1% 4 3.6
C.1b. Comparative Rétention Percantage | 95.0% None 76.3% 86.0% 94.2% 3
Ratantion of Othar flsce seudents | 52.3% None 43.1% 53 2%
Non-Other Race students | 55.0% None 56.5% 58.5%
|8. Research Funding
A % o rlmbimt= | N N/A N/A N/A N/A
R tof public 40d privaie veciar N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A _
Total Rating . ¥ 79 b 0
Maximumn Potential Rating 85 85
Performance Percentage * 2% »* 0%

» Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

++ Caleulations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers




Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
Midiands Technical College
Rating Senis 1 - Now-Cox plimnce 4 - Moty Goal

2 - Npwds Lon prowoment 5 - Excesds Gosl
3 - Satasfactory Progress mummmdmmamdswhnmh

-
1. Misaion Focus
e
A yrtutionsl mussion
C. of o mizxon sialement
o Poopin o mmiag s i e
k. Quality of faculty
P et I AT T AT
P ——— $33.287 | $42.333 |$33,305 | 834143 | $34,677
p ey orietybaumi sl vES YES N/A YES YES
9. Instructional Quality
A )Cinna xizew and deni/toncher rutios
AL e clan gizz - Lower Divizim 18.6 18-18 17.9 18.0 18.1 4
Average class xise - Uppar Diviaiu N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
A 2. [FTE studensts per FTE toaching faculty 16.8 17-18 16.6 17.0 17.0
B, [Numbre of credit hours teught by famicy | 247 * None 224 227 260
C et ea g b | 40.6% * | 40.1% | 42.5% | 425% | 42.8%
D, phecretitation of degree granting programy 61.9% * 100% 100% 100% 100%
5. Admu:ustratwe Eﬂimen .
nisini 163% | 144% | 192% ! 142% | 138%
- 8s9% | 650% | 64.3% | 66.0% | 66.4%
R Pt v — $863 | s8e0 | $874 | $82s $675
' i
na | wa N/A N/A N/A W %
N/A None N/A N/A N/A m W
N/A N/A | 96.7% [Not Applieal N/A U7
185% | Nome | 9.0% | 100% | 10.4%

937% | 95.0% | 92.4% | 91.5% | 915% Vi ]
*++ Diata Not Available for this Sub Indicator *** 7 v
1121% *| 110% |usa% | 1705 | 1e6% A 4 Vi

I8. Uaer-Fnend.linass of Institution

A Ky e Credmmamitnen | 9500 | 1000% | Na | 1000% | 10008 V7777 s U
JArran

e mibdlicy o tha instication of all
- lcitizeny of the Stats

C.ls Perceniage of Other Raca sidemta | 26.2% None 81.8% 30.0% 31.9% i 8.5

C. 1b. Comparntive Batention Pereminge | 95.0% None 89.8% 90,4% 88.9%

Ratention of Other Race mugents | 52.3% None 50.9% 51.5% 49.5%

Retention of Non-Otber Race students | 55.0% None 56.7% 57.0% 55.7%
[8. Research Funding
5 [flosscalwgpor for eform insemcher |y N/A N/A N/A NA K %’y‘%f
B oy o ke ant peivat decler N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A %/ﬂ ’2’/%’//
Total Rating bl 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 85
Performance Percantage o 95% .. - 0%

+ Average of Inetitutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

<+ Caleulations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers




Higher Education Performaace Indicatora Report Card - 1996-95

Orangeburg-Calhoun Technical College

Ratong Scale: 1 - Nen-Compliance 4 - Mluts ol
b Srierosinkt Aol ﬁ;m‘murmdmmmamdnmhlmdh _
Sector
e N & e S
1. Mission Focus
A endieum of furis o s N/A None | 553%
C.__japproval of  mickion statement _Y'E.LS YES N/A
D. Mwu_'nqut:“ surntegic plan Lo vapport vES YES N/A
2. ity of faculty
[ B e e e ations | 99% 100% N/A
D, Icompenseson of facity $33,287 | $42.333 |s30,087
B e o) YES YES N/A
3. Instructionsl Quality
A [Class vizes and mausdentteacher ratios
& 1. |average cass sae - Lawer Divisten 186 1618 | 162 16.0 16.1 5
versgo isas sia . Uppar Divisen N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 40
Az [FTE per FTE fliy | 16.8 1718 | 145 14.5 14.3 3
Piumber of erdit hours taught by faenley | 247 ™ Nt&e 247 255 287
¢ [proociacy seompmrdusba |0 cn e | 40.1% . | 464% | 46.0% | 46.4%
D |Aserotitasion of degres gransing progrem] 61,9% * | 100% 75% 75% 88%
|5, Adminiatrative Efficisncy
A ﬁdmm ™
Admiaistrative 163% | 144% | 174% | 190% | 183%
ﬁﬁ% ss.0% | soo% | ssom | ses
o oo Y $863 | $869 | s9s4 | 81040 | $1031
- W e
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A MW
N/A None | N/A N/A WA Vi Na Vi
N/A NA__| 998% [NovApplicd NA U777 WA U
185% | Nome | 31.0% | 8100 | 328% U7/ 5 Vi
b g -
oftewsl nudents passing ot suiss | oa0n | oron | 88.9% | 90.0% | 9717% U Y
of el FEUenis DASEE BT BADE ] vy Dyata Not, Available for this Sub Indicator *** v e
irs anpm of gradusstes 121% =| 1% |1160% { uso% | 1122% E ] 5 b
[8. User-Friendliness of Institution
A E%w;?.‘mﬁ"wm“““‘m"‘ 95.0% | 1000% | NA | 900% | s0om U277 4 U
c tmmbffltlynm f.h:.insﬁuu'wn of all
C.l|  Pescentageof Other Bace stageoss | 26.2% None | 48.5% | 450% | 52.0% 5 5.0
€16 | Comparstive Retantion Pescentage | _95.0% None | 795% | 80.0% | 902%
ool wl 52.3% None | 52.6% | 52.0% | 52.5%
Hatantion of Now-Other Kace udezta | 55.0% None | 66.1% | 65.0% | sso%
9. Research Funding
A %mm“m““” N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
B it of public And privaie seaor N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 7
Total Rating = ** 80 . 0
Maximum Potentisl Rating 85 85
Performance Percentage hild 94% .. 0%

= Average of Instituiions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whoele numbery




Higher Education Performaince Indicators Report Card - 199899
Piedmont Technical College

Raning Begie 1 - Non-Comphaney 4 « Maety Goa)
2 - Nanda L prow sy 5 - Exenads Goal
3. Satisfartory Progrem {Nuuthndlﬂmuﬂho{}onnm mdﬁmyhulwudh-

. . R
1. Misgion Focus
99% 100% N/A 91% 5
$33287 | $42.333 [$28588 | $29750 5
g [y ey ot yEs | Yes | N4 | vYES 5
. Instructional Guality
A JClasa sizew and waulent/isasher ratiog
A 1. JAvernge class size - Lowsr Division 18.6 16-18 14.9 152 5.1 4
 verage ciass xine - Upper Dirtnion N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 40
A 2. IFTE nudena per FTE waching facalty 16.8 17-18 14.7 15.0 15.0 4
5 unbe of i s gty 247 * None 240 239 240 P77 i 4 /
¢ mm 206% | a01% | seon | aton | 3% V] 4 1) ///
D.  |Accrmsitation of dagres 619% * | 100% 100% 100% 100% P74 & i
. Administrative Efficiency
A unol‘ admmtmnnouuu
16.3% 144% | 189% | 185% 19.8% 2 1.5
849% 65.0% | 49.9% | 49.6% 61.5% 5
| $863 $869 | s1100 | so74 $1.083 3

~ N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

N/A None N/A Nia N/A
N/A N/a 99.1% |[Not Appheal N/A

- -
. wem

18.5% | Nome | 32.6% | 31.0% | oaam

&

93.7% | 95.0% | 966% | 020% | 940%
*** Diata Not Avaiable for this Soh Indiestor *+*
121% *| 110% | 115.0% | 113.0% | 112.0%

8. User—Fnendl.i.nm of Instltmu

faFatclity of Crecits to And rom &n |

Al o5.0% | 100% | Na | 1000% | 1000% V] s V)
c _um.d.{:nth:emmuﬁmohﬂ
Cin Peresmtage of Other Race sudents | 26.2% None 31.5% 33.0% 32.2% 3 4.0
T 1b. Comparative Retention Percentage | 95.0% None 94.7% 95.5% 103.6% 5
Rotemtinn of (ther Race students 52.3% MNone B87.7T% 58.3% 62.5%
Retention of Haw-Other Race sadents | 55.0% None 80.9% 61.0% 60.3%
9. Research F
A [tutner T o veteem i vakcher [ s N/A N/A N/A
5 o€ public  peivass sector N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating * 74 e 0
Maximum Patential Rating a5 86
Performance Percentage  ** B6% > ¥ 0%

* Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

*+ Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented & rounded whole numbers

ia




Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
Spartanburg Technical College
Rating Scale ! - Nao-Compliance 4- ll.m(n-l

2- Nowds [mpr 5- Goal
3 - Satisfaciory Progress mﬂmmmdmmm:mnmdawh-nmhdh

Saetor Gaeror lnlﬂﬂmﬂ-ll. Insticotions! Actual
N/A None | 53.8% | 52.8%
YES YES N/A YES
YES YES N/A YES
99% 100% N/A 100% 5
$33.287 | 842233 [$30472 | $31.336 5
YES YES N/A YES 5
18.6 16-18 17.3 18.0 18.0 5
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/a
. 16.8 17-18 14.6 15.0 15.3
B Emhdmmum by faculty | 247 * None 207 211 214
<. f.c';?nm“mmg"m.}":‘i?f% 1206% * | 401% | 47.0% | 401% | 44.6%
D. |Acoraditation of degree g program 61_.9%; * 100% 88% 80% TA%
. Adm.lmstratwe Eﬂ'iclen
A E i“' e o a1
g 16.3% 144% | 204% | 18.0% 15.8% 5 5.0
; seo% | 65.0% | 650% | 65.0% 66.4% 5
D [montu pmers overhead seis $863 gees | s1.000 | $1.000 $859 i

i !Em nudent)
8. Enirance Reguirements

N/A NiA N/A N/A N/A

N/A Nene N/A N/A N/A ,%ff/’”’ M//%
N/A N/A | 89.8% [Not Applical N/A i

i W
Ui Z
S a
LR
I

185% | Nome | 249% | 23.0% | 27.4%

93.7% | 95.0% | 81.9% | 88.0% | 93.9%
*** Data Nat Available for this Sub Indicator ***

e 112.1% *|_110% | 1059% | 110.0% | 105.9%
8. Uur-andlinm of Institution

A Em%“m%m%”’”m“‘““‘“““ 95.0% | 100.0% | MNA | 90.0% | 90.0%
C o the institocion of all
ititens of the Suaes

C.la. Percenuage of Other Race yugenyy | 26.2% None 20.1% 21.6% 29.9% 5 £.0
C.1b. Comparative Reyentivs, Porcmiaes 95.0% None 93.6% 91.0% 99.5%

Bestaniicn of Qthey Rave stgdenty 52.3% None 54.2% 50.3% 54.5%
Beteolion of Non Other Byos podiente | 55.0% None 57.9% 55.3% 54.8%

N/A NA | Na | N NA_ [ wa b
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A //ffg,/// )

Total Rating - .- 0
Maximum Potential Rating B5 85
Performance Percentage il 99% .. 0%

+  Avarage of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1996-99

Technical College of the Lowcountry

Ratmyg Scale. 1 - Nion-Cows plusnee 4- Huuﬁu.l
2 - Naadt lmp 5-Ex Gaal
1 - Satiefactory Progras: muummdmmm-mdnmhumh

B E:g:gi E:;m and pesr evalustions 9% 100% N/A 91% 100%

D loompensasion of fauitsy $33.287 | $42.333 |$28.846 | $20.387 | $80,239
e kR § 0 YES N/A YES YES
3. Instructional Quality
A jClaxs mixem and Jent/vencher ratios
A 1 |Average class sise - Lower Divisiao 18.6 16-18 14.2 15.56 18.1 b
Average clams sise - Uppar Divisin N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
A 2. [FTE students per FTE teschiag iaculty 18.8 17-18 15.2 15.0 17.2
E. wanbey of credit hours Laught by 247 * Mone 221 240 288
O et ek ooy | 40.6% ¢ | 401% | 412% | 40.1% | 403%
D jActreditatson of degree granting propramy 61,9% * 100% 33% 25% 25%
15, Administrative Efficiency
A mmo(admmuumu
16.3% 14.4% | 225% | 238% 22.1% 5 5.0
se9% | 650% | 56.0% | 54.7% 57.8%
D ey s e $863 s869 | $1.437 | $1437 | s1664 s Vi
e
“‘““‘wm“my N/A N/A N/A N/A NA B // ] N z////
N/A None N/A N/A N/A 4 NA i
N/A N/A 97.3% |NotApplical NA V777770 NiA Ul
185% | Nome | 211% | 175% | 19.6% ) 5 Vi
93.7% | 95.0% | 93.7% | 95.0% | 983% [/ =5
*** Data Not Availahle for this Sub Indi i //// / 4 S
L " Lo 1121% *| 110% | 1108% | 1100% | 1074% V77 5
{8. User-Friendliness of Institution
[ [roteiy d et om s [ og | 100.0% | Na | 90.0% | ovox D7 4+ U
c. wwﬁﬁ!“'ﬁ'ﬁ; itetim of all
C. 1a. Pereantage of Other Rars atudents | _26.2% None | 32.4% 33.0% 35.7% 5 5.0
C. ih. Compartive Erimiion Poremtage | 95.0% None 83.5% 85.2% 98.0% B
Retention of Other Race mudents | 52.3% None 40.4% 42.0% 53.4%
55.0% None | 484% | 49.3% 54.5%
9. Research Funding_
a [oancial vipport or orm in ke | /0 N/A N/A N/A N/A //f// 7 %//
B %ﬁ‘m“‘“‘““m N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A %
Total Rating . 82 o 0
Maximum Potential Rating a5 85
Performance Parcentage el 96% o 0%

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

++ Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded wheole numbers

12




Higher Edutation Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
Tri-County Technical College

4 - Mests Gow!
& - Exceads Goal

1 - NoveCort plinnce
2 - Newds baprovessen:

Bating Scuie:

3§ - Satisfscrory Progrens mummdmmdmconmmamdumhmndﬁr

[§. Administrative Eﬁuency

N Hld:mhmdvemu
163% | 144% | 2125 | 176% | 16.0% 5 5.0
- 849% | 65.0% | 63.6% | 651% | 66.0% 5
I . P — 3863 | #ses | s1155 | smss $869 U700 5 U
: - 7 7
N/A N/A N/A N/A NA_ {7 N/A 7
N/A None N/A N/A N/A 74 /] NiA T
N/A NA_ | 946% [NotAppliell N V2 N V77
185% | None | 223% | 224% | 22.8% ) 5
02.7% | 950% | 87.6% | 909% | s13% 4
*** Data Not Avaiisble for this Sub Indicator *** / /-/
. 1121% *|_110% ] 1117% | 117.0% ] 1i4.2% / 5
. User-Friendliness of Inatitution
95.0% | 100.0% | NA | 900% | 90.0% 4
262% | Nome | 107% | 107% | 108% 4 4.0
95.0% None 96.7% 86.2% 96.4%
52.3% | Nome | 545% | 53.0% | 53.2%
550% | None | 564% | 551% | 65.2%
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 7 Na b
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ,‘////,,5,’/
Total Rating ~ ** . 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 85
Parformance Percentage * ¥ 93% * * 0%

* Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

=+ Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whols numbers
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Higher Education Perfor dicators Report. Card - 1996-99
Trident Tech.mcal College
et S 1Mo

2 - Noods Lnpr 5-E ds Croml
3 - Batixfariory Progress mummwdm&mmlmnlmdﬁmhlwmh

1. Miasion Focus
of funds Lo achaere
A in R T e | i A

£ lAnproval of ¢ mitsion Satemant
mmotnmmplnwmm

D
2, Quality of faculty
Ance review Syst B Beolry
LB lude student and peer evatuatuomy

D.  [Compenzativn of facully
{Availabilizy of fasuiny o cidsmis micnde
E__ [the classroom

i3. Instructional i
A sizew and studentimncher ratios

A 1. |Average cisss site - Lower Divigioo 18.8 16-18 24.1 23.0 23.0 4
A verage ciasssise - Ugper Dvisian N/A NA | Na | Na N/A

A, 2. |FTE stadents par PTE teaching taculty 18.8 17-18 18.5 18.0 18.0

B, [Number of credit hours taught by fseuity | 247 * None 237 223 223

€ ipees ienproased ren s orcan | 40.6% * | 40.1% | 455% | 449% | 46.6%

D. _|Accreditation of degres grenting propramy 61,9% * 100% 80% 80% 80%

|5. Administrative Efficien
piminigrsecond _163% | 14.4% | 17.3% | 160% | 153%
mm: 649% | 85.0% | 61.3% | 63.0% | 65.0%
o T o $263 | $869 | $952 | $905 $796
N/A WA N/A N/A N/A W-%ﬁ
N/A None N/A N/A NIA U W
-

N/A N/A 95.8% [Not Applica] N/A

185% | None | 165% | 15.7% | 144% L4 3 Vi

937% | 95.0% | 912% | 914% | 911% [/ /] ]
**+ Data Not Available for this Sub Indicator ** W %m
112.1% *| 110% | 117.3% | 115.8% | 1150% B4 4 Ui/

8. Uner-Fnend.l.men of Institution

A RALITULN 95.0% 100.0% NfA 90.0% 90.0%
%‘“’““’ T l l l I v/
C. tizany of tha Scate

emxibility Lo the institution of il

C.1n Percentaga of Other Hare students | 26.2% None 22.1% 21.7% 21.8% 4 4.5

C.1h. Comparntive Reteniim Prreentege | 95.0% None 86.9% 86.4% 88.3%
52.3% MNone 50.2% 4_8.2% 47 4%
55.0% None 57.8% 55.8% 53.T%

N/A /A N/A N/A N/A
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating =~ ** 76 »s 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 85
Performance Percentage . * B9% .. 0%

*+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

=+ Caleulations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Racing Beale’ 1 - Nea-Compliance
2. Neowds mpr

Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
Williamsburg Technical College

4 - Mowte Goal

3 - Satisfurrary Progress

it

Mo Al the digcretion of w Commission o wors of § may be awarded bor
AL 0 e o 3 o s -samalian meT P paeri o

Secwr Sactor
1. Mission Focus
on N/A None 7.2% 8.9% 8.3%
s YES_ YES N/A YES YES
e mitsom Eams e | YES YES N/A YES YES
2. Quality of faculty
5. Fone st e eareanie. | 99% 100% N/A 91% 100%
b kompemaation of s $33287 | $42333 127,798 | $38386 | $28.887
E JAvpilahility of faculty to studants cutde YE_S YES N/A YES YES
3. Instructional Quality
A jClass cives nnd i ther ration
A 1. liverage class sice - Lower Divisian 18.6 16-18 11.4 113 11.3 4
Averags class size - Upper Division N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.5
A 3 IFTE udeats pe PTE taching tcutty | 16.8 1718 | 13.8 13.4 13.6 5
B. __[urbur of credis hours tuaght by facuty | 247 * None 290 198 214 Vi A
c ﬁ'{m“ e sttt od | 40.6% * | 40.1% | 19.6% | 215% 204% b L
D.__lAcoreditaton of dupres qravtiog prograd 61,9% ¥ | 100% 0% 0% o Vi b
15, Administrative Efficiency
A u‘!wwldemiceu::!m“
Admininsative 163% | 144% | 439% | 3743 | 3044 3 4.0
;;m: 649% | 65.0% | 86.3% | 36.3% | 37.1% 5
D T $363 $869 | s2480 | s2300 | se204 7 5 V7
# e St
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/a MW
N/A None N/A N/A NA Ui nNa Vi
N/A NA | 100.0% [Notappliel NaA V777 wNa Vi
185% | Nome | 42.3% | 189% | 198% [ 74 5 V)
o pont e pboye rel
exnms and certificatipn testa
: 93.7% | 95.0% | Nome | 95.0% | 100.0% U/ Vi
% Tyata Not Available for this Sub Indicator *** 2 Y
A 1121% *] _110% | 105.0% | 1100% | 1080% Vi 5 Vi
8. User-Friendliness of Institution
A e Craulomdivats | o500 | 1000% | NA | 1000% | 1000% U] s Vi
O e rane of the fage o oAl
| €. 1a | Percentage of Race students | 26.2% None 59.0% 61 8% 810).0% 3 4.0
C. 1b. Cassparazive Racantion Percentage | 95.0% None 109.1% 102.2% 112.5% 5
_Riotention: of Othar Ruce grudeney | 52.3% Nona 48.1% 46.0% 54.1%
Tenerion of Raes sodents | 55.0% None 44.1% 45.0% 48.1%
. Research Fundi
Ao o rriminiese | A N/A NA | Na N/A 7 Z
n *of Ul aad private socter N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ] WA b
Total Rating  ** 81 *e 0
Mazximum Potential Rating 85 85
Performance Pmantage * - 945% ks 0%

* Avarage of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

** Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-89
York Technical College
Raung Bale: 1 - Non-Complune 4~ unu (.hll

2 -Needs impr e Gen)
3§ - Satwfactory Frogreey mmmmmdhm:mdamh-wumdir

1. Mission Focus
[ pudmmnd‘f\md:machm

A

B Efmf,fm.m".'.‘:‘i it | 99% 100% N/A 91% 100%

D_lcom peoaation ofacutty 333287 | $42333 [$32.008 | $33700 | $33.972
£ fatseme o aionits] yps | ves | wa | YES YES

8. Instructional Quality

A Klass sives and studemtzsacher ratios

A 1 lAverage ciass tise . Lowsr Division 18.6 16-18 15.4 19.8 19.8 4
. verage citas ize - Upper Division N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Az hmﬂ por FTE usarhing tamiry | 16.8 17-18__| 171 17.9 17.9
B. [Number of credic hesrrs tanght by faenley { 247 * None 286 293 293
e iy | 40.6% * | 401% | 38.3% | 38.6% | 38.5%
T {Aerraditacion of degree pranting p 61,9% * 100% B86% 5% 48%
. Administrative Efficiency
N Eﬂ‘o of ldmmim;:.ve EOMLL AL
| Adminiptrative 16.3% 14.4% 20.3% 19.6% 17.8%
Academic 64.9% 85.0% 60.1% B1.6% 83.6%
o ) o $863 $869 | $1151 | $1.100 $925

- - / ”

NIA N/A N/A N/A N/A / -% /

N/A None | N/A N/A N/A W /f?’fﬁ
Y

N/A N/A 99.0% [Not Appli N/A

186% | None | 212% | 175% | 18.9%

93.7% | 95.0% | 93.0% | 950% | 97.3% //%-47// i

ik an Nnt A\rl.ilable for this Sub Indicator *** W
121% *| 110% ] 110.0% | 110.0% | 1066% U/ A 5 U/ 7

.8. User-F‘nend.lmeu nf Inmtution

A IE:;;"'M"“"““““‘““"”M“ 95.0% | 1000% | N/A | 1000% | 1000% Vi 5 Ui

c é‘ u:,uuof the smgu . o
C1a | paventags ot Ouher Raco studesss | 26.2% None | 202% | 210% | 20.2% 5 3.5
Cib | Comperative Retention 95.0% None | 90.9% | 90.9% | B86.6%
Ratantion of Other Race stadenta | 52.3% None | 50.3% | 50.3% | 46.5%
Recention of Nom-Other Race stgdents | 55.0% None | 553% | 553% [ sarm%
1. Research Fundi
A joeery tupport e reforminnches | NA N/A N/A N/A Na G wa Vi
N %“""“‘““‘ privata sector N/A N/A N/A N/A NA Ui nNa B ,,éj,%
' Total Rating = ** 79 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 86
Performance Percentage * % 83% * " 0%

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

=+ Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as founded whole numbers
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Higher Education Perfarmance Indicators Report Card - 1958-99
U. 8. C. - Beaufort

Batmg Soale: 1 - Nom-Compliance 4 - Mawis Goal Proposed

2 - Nesdu 1 5 - Excpads Goal
- Batisfaciory
_YES YES N/A YES
_ YES | YES N/A YES
. Quality of faculty
O it I T T
n__foompensation offanitty $40,492 | 843271 |$39.443 | $39.850 | $39.983
v [rdbiee e vps | YES | WA | YES | YES
|2, Instructional Quality
A Joines cinen and weud ber rutics
A 1. |Average class sise - Lowss Division 18.4 16-18 | 192 18.0 17.1 5
Aversge class sise . Upper Division N/A NiA N/A N/A N/A
A2 [PTE sug wmwbnuty 13.5 17-18 | 139 139 12.1
B [Number of credit bowrs facul 243 * None 250 251 220
O K empioes mares "ﬁ""";.":‘q‘;?;-m 47.0% | 401% | 55.6% | 540% | 56.0%
D {Aocrediiation of degroe granting program{ _ N/A 100%: N/A N/A N/A
|5. Adminisirative Efficiency
N mup?ldm:mu
inintrats 14.8% 14.4% 16.2% 16.5% 15.4%
60.2% 65.0% 57.3% 57.0% 57.1%
$1.024 $860 $£878 $1,100 $1.063

25% ’ 33% 34% 28% 31% W-M

39% None N/A 31% 2%

N/A Na_ | o729 | wa N/A /mm
220% | Nome | 108% | 108% | 130% [ 5 Vi

NA | 950% | NA | NA | NA VA Na VA
*** [jata Not Available for this Sub Indicator *™* W W
1259% | 110% | 1151% | 1151% | 119.7% W“%”

|8. User-Friendliness of Institution

e Creiimomiom e[ "og 00 | 100.0% | NA | 1000% | 1000% Ul 5 Vi
hASrRE)

C Litizens “:ggn?:egmm uratl
C. ls. Prreentage of Other Racs sidents | 20.3% None 17.2% 16.8% 16.6% 2 2.0
C.1h. Comparative Rotmuion Prcenuage | 97.0% None 88.3% #9.3% 85.3% 2
Reuemtion of Other Race sudents | 50.7% None 42.7% 36.5%
Resenion of Now-Other Bace yuadenus | 52.3% None 47.8% 42.8%
. Research Funding

N iagxial sapport for reform in teacher N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

t of public and privaie sector

N N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A /5,%// %ﬁz//
Total Rating . 74 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 85
Performance Percentage * ¥ 86% * . %

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

++ Caleulations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
U. 8. C. - Lancaster
SabmgSesle  1-NmCmplaer  4- M Goal

2 - Naedn Improvessen: 8 - Excowds (ol
3 » Bansiaruory Progres: (Haw&&uﬁwnﬁmﬁ&n&ummamd&mhawu

D loompemuation of taeulty $40.492 | $43271 1841665 | $43,043
b B YES N/A YES
. Instructional Quality
& o s st v
A 1. JAverape class Kizs - Lowsr Dirisicn 18.4 16-18 18.2 18.0 18.0 4
A rorago ciass izs - Upper Divisice N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 3.5
A 2. [FTE ssudents per FTE taaching faculty 13.56 17-18 15.8 15.8 14.6
B__[ussber of credit bours taught by faculty | 243 * | None 288 274 232
C. I emplagoos esacessas "msm 470% | 401% | 481% | 440% | 427%
D |accreditation of degres gracting programy NiA 100% 100% 100% 100%
I6. Administrative Efficienc
A m:mm
Admigistrative 14.8% 14.4% 8.3% 10.3% 10.3% 5 4.0
Academic 80.2% 85.0% | 63.6% | s508% 58.9%
D g $1,024 £869 $534 $600 $663
25% 39% 23% 23% 22% Vi 2 Vi
39% None N/A 39% 38%
N/a N/A 99.6% N/A N/A

230% | None | 121% | 125% | 28.0%

N/A | 95.0% |100.0% | 95.0% | 100.0% 7/)2%
we* Data Not Availahle for this Sub Indicatar *** W 7
- f

1259% | 110% | 123.0% | 123.0% | 126.3%
h User-Friendliness of Institution

a [ransteranley o Credsmasd ®oa 48 [ g5 o | 100.0% | N/A | 100.0% | 100.0%
c o che faiosrion of all
. iLizema of the Siata

C, la. Percanuags of Onher Race srtents | 20.3% None 18.6% 18.6% 17.0% 3 3.0
C 1b. 97.0% None 97.4% 97.4% 93.0% 3
50.7% None 56.2% 54.2% 53.1%
R i ot Race piudenty | 52.3% Noﬂe 57.7% 58.3% 57.1%
9. lhsearch Fﬁ.mc_l_!p_g'

'insncial mppart for reform in teachar

A - N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
5 ¢ of public and privata sector N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A /
Total Rating ** 83 .. 1]
Maximum Potential Rating 95 95
Performance Peroentge *u 87% ks 0%

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

++ (Caleculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-95

U. 8. C. - Salkehatchie

Rating Scale: 1 - Non-Complisnes 4 - Mowtx Goul
2;‘.?&:&&“ &;Mmﬁrumdmm_.mnmh.m.uh
R _
1. Mission Focus
N N/A_| Nome | 575% | 575% | 58.6%
C. JAppeoval of u mission stavement YES YES N/A YES YES
D Liemivnon maemee - | YES YES N/A YES | YES
2. Quality of facuity
B, T draven B BT 19| 1 00% 100% N/A 100% 100%
D |compmsation of fasalty $40.482 | $43.27]1 1$34528 $34§700 $34 946
| 5 [ oty mdess sk ] YES YES N/A YES YES
kﬂ._lnstructional Quality
A pClunx duss and TATINE
A 1 |Average clase zise - Lowsr Diivirion 18.4 16-18 16.8 18.1 17.6 5
 \varage cluss ese . lppar Divisice N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 40
Azl por FTE By | 13.5 17-18 13.8 13.8 12.6 3
. [Number of eredit bowrs taught by facult 243 * None 254 243 248 J//A"?f%?// 4
O [ mokeces e censed teaafecay | 47.0% | 401% | 56.5% | 54.0% 58.7% ] s
D. itation ol & N/A 100% N/A N/A NA V4 N
|5. Administrative Efficiency
A o PPy
144% | 17.3% | 17.3% 18.5% 3 25
65.0% | 60.2% | 60.2% | 50.6% 4
D T g $102¢4 | %889 | $1.116 | s950 $1268 V7 o 4]
. foc g V 5
o | aw | 1ew | e | uex U s U
39% None N/A 40% 40% W “m
o N/A NA | 99.6% N/A N/A U
¥7. Graduates' Achievements
A lorsgoncon Rats 1 220% | Nome | 706 | 0% | mom P e Vi
B e e e
ams and partificaton
pu [paeledeaspunngoen eams | s | o500 | WA | NA | NA b NA
D2 "““"““‘:‘“‘"":.';:".'t:.‘ o |** Data Nat Available for this Sub Indicator_*** ///ﬁ % 7

F. redit hours seroed of

125.9% | 110% | 1247% | 117.0% | 124.7%

|8. User-Friendliness of Institution

A T‘rlnuﬂmahﬂTity of Cradite to wnd fom an
[Inatititnn

98.0% | 100.0% | NA [ 100.0% | 100.0%

e i
_C. 1a. | Pereentage of Other Race sraderss | 20.9% None 37.2% 37.2% 34.6% 3 4.0
C. 1b. Comparative Retantion Percen 97.0% None 87.5% 100.0% 107.4% 5
Resention of Other Race studenty | 50.7% Nope 45.0% 42.0% 56.8%
Retantion of Non-Other Race students | $2.3% None 51 4% 42.0% 52.9%
. Research Funding
Al ikl B NiA N/A N/A N/A
B o publc wad private secker N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A ///;',?’//
Total Rating . 75 . o
Maximum Potential Rating B5 85
Performance Percentage * % 88% .- 0%

» Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

*+ Calculations are performed to twe decimal places and presented as reunded whole numbers
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Rating Scale: 1 Non-Complianes
2+ Needs T

Higher Education Performence Indicators Report Card - 1853-99

U. 8. C. - Sumter

4 - Meera Gem

[ 1

Gl
- Saut&nwyl’npm M&mmduucnmmnmﬁamhem&

| ol Ny & Dneca
1. Mission Focus
m o achere N/A None | 61.3% | 62.0% 64.1% ] s
o YES | YES NA_| YES YES ./ s
YES YES | Na | YES YES T s Y
100% 100% N/A 91% 100% b4 & 7
340492 | $43271 1843778 | $40.257 | 842647 b /7 5
YES YES N/A YES YES V7777 s
184 16-18 17.7 17.7 20.3 3
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.0
135 17-18 14.5 14.2 14.6 5
. Iusmber of credis bours wavght by oty | 243 * 1 None 285 270 281 V] s
O oot et ter g e | 47.0% | 403% | 420% | 400% | 427% E//77 5
D.__JAccredication of degres gracting progrand  N/A 100% N/A N/A NA_ V777 NA
. Administrative Efficiency
Admininracive Cond _14.8% 144% | 144% | 144% 13.0% 5 45
m;mq, 65.0% | 621% | 64.6% 64.6% 4
I o $1024 | 360 | 987 | s950 sozz V774 s Vo
S e L
A fuofin une e s 25% 33% 30% 26% 0% b //” » //l/
39% None N/A 309 41% i 5 7
N/A N/A | 98.6% N/A Na b7 // N/A .
22.0% | None | 16.9% | 169% | 10.0% 7 5
NA | 950% | NaA | Na | wna NiA
**+ Data Not Available for this Sub kndi e ;
1259% | 110% | 139.0% | 130.0% | 1308% [/ 4 7
8. User-Friendliness of Institution
A ey A Credintomdimun | gg 00 | 1000% | Na | 1000% | 100.0% 5 7
I e O
¢on | pecemiageof Ot Ra siensa | 20.8% None | 107% | 19.0% 19.5% 5 4.0
G1h | Comoneping Besgpon Percensage | 97.0% Nome ) 106.9% | 100.0% | 94.5% 3
Retention of Othey Bace gudpin ! 50.7% None 53.9% 51.6% 52.0%
Betention of Ngn-Qther Fpce pauients [ 52.3% Ncu_le 50.4% 51.6% 55.0%
9. Research Funding
A %W‘“m‘“m N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
B ¢ O public da privaie sector N/A N/A N/A N/a N/A
Total Rating ** a2 ** 0
Marximum Potential Rating /5 85
Performance Porcontage * " 95% by 0%

*+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

*+ Caleylations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbars
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1958.99
U. S, C. - Union

Rating Scale: 1 « Non-Complisnce 4 - Mnwets Goa!
g:::;ﬂ;?l"mm ;mmmazlmdmcﬂm mdemhuuudﬁ )
| cdicator Nupber & Dewcriion |
e
. [Expediare ol
6. |Approva) of o mission stemen: ES ES
D P e renomm | yEs | YEs | Na | YES YES Vi
. Quality of faculey
- reew Dysiem ke eI | 00% 100% N/A 100%
o pemantion of scusty $40.492 | 843271 |$39.881 | $40,668
Bl o o se | YES YES N/A YES
8. Instructional Quality
A [ lnes cixew wid dent/ieacher ration
A 1. |Aversys ciana xise - Lower Division 18.4 16-18 14.0 18.0 18.4 3
g clans xiae - Upper Divition N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.0
az fFE pex FTE medy | 13.5 1718 | 112 111 13.1 5
B. _[Number of erodit hours waght by facaliy | 243 * Nong 210 240 ) s 7
6 |t employes et ses  stmcsp | 47.0% | 40.1%. | 39.3% | 39.8% i s Vi
D, rscresitation of dogree grasting peog NA | 100% N/A N/A ] N Vi
5. Adminisirative Efficiency
A e L rimme w2
Adminerranive 146% | 144% | 17.4% | 174% | 25.0% 2 2.5
Academsc 21 602% | 66.0% | 613% | 613% | 55.4% 3
D. e 51024 | 869 | 81207 | $1207 | $2088 V2 2 V77
" s e 5
25% | 33% | 1% | 12% " /ﬁn%%%
39% None NiA 29% wan A s b
N/A wa | 991% | wa NA U7 Na V)
220% | None | 654% | 100% | 230% Ui/ e Vi
NA | 950% | NA | NA | NA b NA Y
#** Dlata Not Availabie far this Sub Indicstar *+* v Vi
S 125.0% | 110% | 127.0% | 127.0% | 1281% DA & Vi
8. User-Friendliness of Inatitution
A E:ﬁfmﬁ'mm”“‘m“‘“““m“ 98.0% | 100.0% | NA | 1000% | 900% Ui s b
S e S
| C.la | EBercentage of Other Race suudsmts 20.3% None 19.0% 19.0% 10.0% 2 20
C. 1b. Comparative Revantion Percencape | 97.0% None 99.4% 97.0% T8.4% 2
Ravencian nf Othee anea | 50.7% None 50.0% 40.9%
Retention of NoevOther Racs susdents | 52.3% None 50.3% 55.7%
I9. Research Funding
N %{u eppert o reform i vemcher | N/A N/A N/A Na b ] na Vi
B, Loreoee o Puits and priraiasecior N/A N/A N/A N/A NA Vi Vo
Total Rating ~ ** 87 e 0
Maximum Potential Rating 85 85
Performance Percentage * TB% * 0%

= Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

»» Calculations are performed to two decimai places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1996-99
The Citadel

Eating Scals. 1 - Mon-Coetplisece & - Ments Guutl

2 - Neads lmpr 5« Exeeeds Goal
3 - Bausfactory Progren mmummdammm-mdamh.mh

o e
1. Migsion Focus __
o [opemditars of lunds w achiove N/A Nome | 352% | 34.9% 84.8% A 4
¢ |Approval of a miseion YES YES N/A YES YES b
o s | s | ves | wa | vas L
ity of faculty
N E g;‘ﬁm”’m e evaseatons | 98% 100% N/A 91%
D__|Compmaation of faculty $43,889 | $48,166 | $46.765 | 847,700
P e e B ¢ YES NA_ | YES
8. Instructiona! Quality
A [Class xizem nnd demi/temcher ratios
A L {Averaps class xise - Lowar Divixioo 27.1 25-27 262 25.0 24.8
Average class siss - Upper Division 18.9 158-20 19.5 21.0 20.5
AL mmuwmmmn_gw:y 16.6 15-16 16.3 18.0 15.8
B, [Numbec of eredit hours ta Byt 236* None 224 220 222
c ks .m“‘“"““‘"‘“.".":‘a‘i?rﬂﬁ 38.0% | 20.6% | 27.0% | 249% | 26.1%
D, |accreditation of degree grantung progracng 47 8% * 100% T65% To% T6%
5. Ad.mm.lstrahve Eﬁc‘wn
Admintnrativa 13.8% 129% | 159% | 15.0% 15.0%
@ 62.5% 85.0% | 57.5% | 58.8% 58.8%
D ey o $1119 | $2742 | $1511 | $1462 | $1462
[6. Entrance Requirements . _ -
. ﬂ'ﬂﬁﬁ;‘fﬂﬂf’ Cssw | e0% 69% 60% 68% %’é/”//ﬂff-% '/J
59% None N/A 41% 49% m 5 Vg
81.6% | 80.0% | 550% | 505% | 525% Ui 4 Vi
46.8% | None | 767% | 77.0% | 730% /A 5 Vi
92.0% | 950% | 87.1% | 87.1% | 869% Vi i v
+++ Data Not Availabie for this Sub Indicator *** Y )
106.8% *| 110% |104.0% | 1060% | 1030% /74 5 b
8. User-Friendliness of Institution
A [l A i s e ke | 00 00 | 100.0% | NA | 100.0% | 1000% V0 s
c n md‘l’-‘h:’sﬁ’:ﬁm‘m“‘u
C. la. Percentage of Othar Ruca grudents | 13.8% None 7.9% 7.9% 7.3% 3 2.5
C.1h Compararive Repamtiom Pereantage | 05, 0% None 97.1% 93.0% 85.8% 2
Retzntion of Other Rare wodenta ] 74.8% None 86.5% 75.0%
Revantinn of Non-Other Bace snulents | 78.4% None 89.1% 87.4%
118.1% *| 105% | 36.4% | 25.0% 38.0% "’/7/ //,.“/%V
120.8% | 105% N/A N/A N/A ) ' Y
Total Rating ** »e 0
Maximum Potential Rating 105 105
Performance Percentgge * 91% * ¥ 0%
* Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average
=+ Calculations sre performed to two decimal places and presanted as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Repart Card - 1998-99
Coastal Carolina University

4 - Mawsts Goal

5- rlx ol
Mmgmmamﬁm&mmamﬁsmbeaw&

-. — : 1 * — iy
Aaiabbty of teulty 4 sudens ccide | ypg YES N/A YES YES
'B;. Instructional M
A Clm___ﬁlﬂlndmm-duruﬁu
A 1. [Average ciass size - Lower Division 27.1 26-27 299 29.9 29.9 [
Average cluas ize - Lippar Diviuan 18.9 18-20 19.4 20.0 19.8 5 4.25
Azl per FTE taaching facutty | 16.8 15.16 17.7 17.2 17.2 4
B___INumber of redit hours taught by faciey | 236% | Nome | 265 265 264 ] 4
O i et ax Btiees | 88.0% | 206% | 867% | 36.0% | 37.7% 5 Ui
D.__|Accreditation of degret granting programd 47.8% * | 100% 0% 0% 20% 7/// “W
5. Adminisirative Efficienc
A tage of sdousistrative costs &5
0 asmdmmis st
Adminimrstive 13.8% 129% | 13.0% | 126% 13.0% 4 4.0
Academic 82.5% 65.0% | e2% | e25% 62.7% 4
D ey o S | s1.119 | $2742 [s1002 | $1300 | 1058 V) s V]
55% 60% 49% 52% 59%
52% None N/A 41% 43% ?/Z’%“W
81.6% | 80.0% | 75.0% | 75.0% | 71.8% A s Vi
7. Graduates' Achievements
A loraduaion Raie 468% | Nome | 311% | 2325% | 342% Vi
radudtes on posi-undergrad.
D Jprel, lﬂd-. or employment -ralated
D.1. :‘ﬁ“"‘”““"““‘mm' 92.0% | 050% | 907% | 937% | es1% P G
Rl Moyl Lo Data Not Available for this Sub indicator *** Vi /%”
N 106.6% *| 110% | 107.0% | 107.0% | 107.0% W%’ | sV
IB. User—l“rie:ld.!iness of Institution
Al XCredwnwadtontn | yo00% | 1000% | NA | 1000% | 100.0% P57 & V)
¢ imiicy s thas instituzion of sl
itivamis of tha State
C.la Pareantage of Other Rass srudests | 13.8% None 8.9% 8.9% 8.9% 4 345
[T Cogperative Reumntion Pereentage 95.0% None 1040.9% 100.9% 95.3% 3
Retepiion ol Other Bare sndents 74.8% None 70.6% 70.5% 67.1%
Retertion of Non-Other Rgee psdonts 78.4% NDI_IE §9.9% 69.9% 70.4%
8. Research Funding
Al R J11g0% ¢ 105% | 131.0% | 1050% | 117.0%
B [eers o Posbcusdpratesesee | yoh a0 | 106% N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating . 98 *e 0
Maximum Potential Rating 105 105
Performance Pementa.ge .- 93% . [

~ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

Calculatione are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbars
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Higher Educatian Parformance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
College of Charleston

4MC¢AJ

100.0% | 1000% | NA | 1000% | 100.0%

1. Miesion Focus
[a o o e e N/A Nope | 50.8% | 51.0%
& ppravel of & misnon YES YES N/A YES
D, wm“w YES YES N/A YES
2. of faculty
B linies seadons and s seatuatame | 98% 100% NA | 100%
D, {Compensation of ity $43.889 | $48,188 | $42.289 | $44.079
[ forany dusis wedew s —vps | ypg T:i YES
E.__I.Lstructional it
A JCLnnn mzew and her ratios
A 1. [Averoge class sze . Lower Divigian 27.1 2527 | 288 28.8 28.7 4
|Averags class size - Upper Divisian 18.9 18-20 205 21.0 20.8
A 2 [FTE smudents per FTE taaching faculcy 16.6 15-16 17.8 17.5 17.5
. INumber of eredit Beaos 1 facul 236 * None 254 247 260
o prmainels wasindvule | 500 | 29.6% | 47.4% | 206% | 454%
D A ion of degres granting programy 47.8% * 100% 43% 43% 43%
|5. Adminiatrative Efficiency
I
Admiistrative 13.8% 12.8% 14.0% 13.8% 12.9%
Academic 62.5% 65.0% | 65.4% | 65.0% 66.6%
$1,119 | s2.742 | s894 | s1.638 $336
- E /
55% 60% 79% 60% 87% _ -W
52% None N/A 1% 68%
81.6% | 80.0% | 69.8% | 69.8% 66.9%
468% | Nome | 55.6% | 52.8% | 51.9%
920% | 95.0% | 926% | 90.0% | 917% U -g/f//
ses Dyta Not Available for this Sub Indictar ** %// v
106.8% *| 110% | 106.3% | 110.0% | 1065% 7
101

C.1a Percentage of Qther figve giudent | 13.8% None 8.0% 8.1% 8.2% 5 4.5
C. 1h. Comparsti ; 45.0% None 96.1% 96.1% 98.3% 4
Retantion of Other Ruce siydents | 74.8% None 78.0% 78.0% 78.7%
Retention of Non-Other Ruce gtudenty | 715.4% None | 812% 81.2% 81.7%
19. Research Funding
A %};ﬂ'“’“‘“m“m 1181% *| 105% [ 145.0% | 1050% | 143.0% }?“%’%ﬁ,’ﬁ
5. Vofpbleand privatosector | 100 0q, | 105% | 162.0% | 105.0% | 108.0% )
. Total Rating . 108 ** 0
Maximum Potential Rating 110 110
Performance Pereentage * ¥ 96% ol 0%

» Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

*+ Caleulations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whols numbers
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Bating Seale: 1 - Non-Complisnes

Higher Education Performancs Indicators Report Card - 1598-95
Francis Marion University

4“&-]
5 B

2 - Neadn Imgr
3 - Satisiactory

da Goal
FProgresa NMMNMdmmmlmdﬂmhlmh

A JCLuss sizes and mudantitanshor ratios
A 1. averuge case sse . Lower Divisias 27.1 9527 | 952 95.5 24.0 3
 verngs class ise -Upper Division 189 1820 | 16.0 16.3 165 5 45
A2 [FTE sosdens per FTE esching ity | 16.6 1516 | 15.7 155 15.3
B, [Number of credit hours caught by taeiey | 236 * None 248 231 232
O e e e | 38.0% | 20.6% | 347% | 3608 | 36.7% Wf% %
D |remadication of degree granring ogrami 47.8% * | 100% 20% 50% 50% U] A”/’.//i’//
}%. Administrative Efficiency
A tage of nd.mupmt’weenmu
AdminierativeCond 19.8% | 12.9% | 155% | 13.8% | 14.2% 3 1.0
@ a25% | 650% | 60.0% | 615% | 60.8%
o Wmm $1119 | s2742 | $1222 | $1190 | $1167
55% 60% 32% 35% 38% /"( "n%%ﬁ
59% Nome | N/&A | 40% 40% %’ 4 Ui
81.6% | 80.0% | 922% | 920% | 091.9% ”5'/’% A 5 L
468% | None | 404% | 985% | a55% b/ 3 i/
92.0% | 95.0% | 82.9% | 845% | 84.8% U/ //%-% )
axs Data Not Availabis for this Sub Indicator *** Vi 2
106.8% *| 110% [105.7% | 1100% | 1083% L7/ 5 YV i/
8. User-l“mndhness of Insutunon
100.0% | 1000% | nNa | 1000% | 100.0% V.
13.8% | Nome | 2824 | 2779 | 27.7% 4 45
95.0% | Neme |107.6% | 100.0% | 102.4% 5
of Gt wl 748% | Nome | 764% | 71.0% | 715%
Retention of N stodects | 18.4% Mone 70.9% 71.0% 69.8%
[8. Research
A o soppertfor reem i acher |10 90 | 105% | 113.9% | 103.0% | 70.0% i U
B, %”‘“’“‘”m“’" 120.8% | 105% N/A N/A N/A //4_” i)
Total Rating b g1 3 0
Maximum Potential Rating 105 105
Performance Percentage ** 87% - 0%

L]

» Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

Calculations are performed to two decimal piacas and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performence Indicators Report Card - 1998-95
Lander University
BatingBesls  1-NoxComplianee ¢ - Masts Gou)

2 - Neods Lmproveman: 5 - Exeveds Goal
3. fanisfuriory Progress  (Noter A the iseretion of the Commingion & more of 5 may be awnrded ior
i )]

Sob-Par b -Fart
., 1 " . 1 1 . . 1 O ;. [ [
L indicior Numing & Deinooen, Avcoge o Bachaark o) .
1. Mission Focus

A Do mo N/A Nose | 17.9% | 17.4% 7
¢ |approvaiara Savenent YES YES N/A YES
o et T e ves | wa | ves
2. Quality of faculty
[ B L e metent g e mvaatns | 08% 100% Na | 100%
D |Compensation of farulty $43.880 | $48.166 | %42 446 | $43.719
A Ve B {0 YES A | YES
3. Instructional Quality
A jClnny mines and lent/tescher rukics
& 1. fAverage claas siso - Lower Divisicn 27.1 2597 | 217 27.5 8.0 2
s verage cas size - Upper Divisiaa 18.9 1820 | 19.8 19.6 19.4 5 4.25
16.6 1516 | 15.5 15.8 15.3 5
236* | None | 244 244 248 V74 4
38.0% | 29.6% | 43.0% | 400% | 4219 VU
478% * | 100% 14% 28% 29% ) 4

tf. Administrative Efficiency
N tage of adminictrative seets ax
it Codts
pamimseraecond  138% | 129% | 179% | 17.4% | 111%
ssmemiz :1 625% | 65.0% | 56.3% | 56.8% | 57.4% 5
D e ety o s $1.118 | $2742 181889 | $1431 | 81515 V]
. : ,//
sw | eom |asw | e | ex [ . b

526 None N/A 45% 61% 7 s ©

81.6% | 80.0% | 048% | 900% | 9s0% U 7] “W
468% | Nome | 30.0% | 400% | 468% [/ ] s U277

2Py argrar
- grnd wmplnyment -raluated

: g kod certificatum mtl

: 92.0% | 95.0% | 88.6% | 01.0% | 936¢% 9 -/‘f}'/'/
*** Data Not Available for this Sub Indi b /’% //1//‘4
1068% | 110% | Na | 1100% | 1018% VA 6 Vi

8. UnerJ"nend.l.mess of Instltution
A ,..l.é:'m“"‘”'ﬂm“""“m“ 100.0% | 1000% | Na | 100.0% | 1000% U2l s U

¢ by Iha o il
C. la. Pertentage of Other Race students | 13.8% None 19.6% 19.6% 19.5% 4 3.0
C. lb. Comparative Retention Percentage | 95.0% None 93.0% 85.0% 52.5% 2
Retamtiom of Other Race stud. 74.8% None 74.8% ) 78.6%
Retention of Non-Other Racs yusdenzs | 78.4% None B0.3% 79.2%
Raesearch
A faueagen " Srrbrmin S §gy51% ¢ 105% | 77.5% { B0.0% | 270.8% 6
B, tpublicand prommtesecer ) 4o e | 105% N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating * & 99 bl 4]
Maximum Potential Rating 105 105
Performance Percentage * * 6% ** 0%

~ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

»» Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Edueation Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99
S. C. State University
sl 1oNooCooglae 42 Mamr G ,

2 « Noods Impr 5a Geal
4 - Satistectory Prograss  (Note AL the dusrstun of the Comminsian a soore of & may be awardad for

o e b Tar
Sector Bacur Inminicns! | Insmnsisnal Asmual [V Commi o e
: : : -
NJ/A Nene | 11.1% | 11.5% 1475 V7
YES YES N/A YES YES Vi
YES YES N/ YES YES
_ [rerteenases senew svaien ke o 98% 100% N/A 82% 100%
D lonpensatin oftumiey $43.889 | 848166 [$39.813 | s41007 [ s41.721
[ e ety sudenis iete]  yES YES NA | YES YES
 Instructional Quality
A jClnax xizas wnd 3 )y her ratioe
A 1. |Averagn lass sizs . Lower Divisian 27.1 25.27 | 26.8 27.0 26.3 5
aeerage class siss - Spper Divtein 18.9 1820 | 160 16.0 15.1
5. |FTE ensienta per FTE toaching famity | 16.6 15-16 | 182 18.0 16.3
R [Number of eredit bours tanpht by teeilty | 236 * None 192 188 188

o [omaRielyuommrdwste | 3s.0% | 20.6% | 3s.0% | 335% | 35.5%

D IAecerditatian of degree grancing rogrm] 47.8% * | 100% 58% 58% 58% U

|5. Administrative EMiciency
A tage of administrative costs ma
mi 10 academie couts

13.8% 12.9% 19.0% 16.5% 15.6% 5 5.0
per FTE gudent}

62.5% 65.0% 58.3% 62.0% 63.1% 5
Frrrrr o P b
7/
|6. Entrance Requirements

§1119 | s2742 | s1485 | s1375 | $1302
T acd ALT scores of suadent bady - VO T
mpr e rime esbmen excesding 55% 60% 17% 15% 17% 4///4//2/;//;5/’./’;’2? n%@f’%
achanl standing, S, Loy
euges angacttroimiemtoty | 52% | Nome | N | osex | sex V77 s {77

mewesmdel | g1 6% | 80.0% | B46% | 80.0% s31% VA 5 Vb
468% | None | 50.6% | 500% | 466% /) 3 Vi

o [Amnint of genaral

ey
mnﬂ AR R %)
7. Graduates' Achievemenis

920% | 9s0% |909% | s10% | sara 77 o
*** Data Mot Availeble for this Sub Indicator *** W %%/
1068% *| 110% |1095% | 110.0% | 10985% V2777 5 U7

8. User-Friea_:_dljn _sof Institution .
A [jrecstemsbuliy of Cradiusosad w985 | 40 00 T 100.0% | NA | 900% | 1000% V] 5 )

O Pannet e rae e o
C. in. Percentage of Other Kace students | 13.8% None 3.6% 3.7% 3.9% 5 5.0
C. ib. Comparative Retention Percentage | 95.0% None 84.2% 90.0% 93.3% 5
Ratention of Other Race stadents | 74.8% None 69.2% 76.2%
Retention of Non-Other Race students | 78.4% None 8229 81.7%
. Research Funding
A %ﬂ""ﬁm“m“m 118.1% *| 105% | 204.2% | 105.0% | 143.8% 5
E B, [omeea P andprmaseciec | 100 0 | 105% | 78.0% | 106.0% | 182.9% 6
Total Rating .. 103 *% 0
Maximum Potential Rating 110 110
Performance Percentage * * 94% ** 0%

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

«* QCalculations are performed to two dacimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers

27



1 - Nm-Complunce
2 - Neds Lm prirracnont

Rating Seale:

Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-99

4 - Maacs Gon!
5 - ovewads Goal

U. 8. C. - Aiken

8 - Basishsctory Progress mmmmmdmmm-mdamyhmh

Bactor Sartor Institationa|
| sucwNuaiokbeons armaer | Beochoark | Avens |
1. Mission Focus
Pl e e N/A Nome | 45.1%
¢ JApproval of & mission siatement YES YES N/A
D P e o | yES | YES | N
ality of faculty
B | onomancs e i B AT | ooy 100% N/A
D |Compantation of $49.880 | $4R.166 | $42512
£ fhenmanr oy o it inte]  ypg YES N/A
3. Instructional Quality
A }Class mizes wnd student/adcher !'H
A 1. lovernge cinas size . Lower Divician 27.1 256-27 22.0 22.3 236 ]
Averspe clams size - Uipper Division 18.9 18-20 16.8 17.5 18.2
A 2 IFTE uadens per FTE wanching facuicy 16.6 15-16 14.1 14.8 148
. [Numier of eradis haurs wught by feciey | 236 * None 262 264 264
o famaiacinuonurdude | sa 06 | 20.6% | 432% | 411% | 425%
b |a of degree granting pogrami 47.8% * | 100% 50% 50% 50%
|5. Administrative Efficiency
LA E;Tﬁ““fﬁm coma
Adminisative 13.8% 129% | 104% | 11.5% 11.4% 5 45
Acadessc 625% | 65.0% | 642% | 62.5% 62.4% 4
D e sty o et s1010 | $2742 | s8s6 | soss $985 /
: /ly -'v y
56% s | 42 | s9% 39% /% . _ /%
52% None N/A 40% aw% U a4
816% | 80.0% | 946% | 90.0% | 95.0% Wn//
468% | None | 916% | 822% | 327% U/ s U
920% | 950% | 926% | 93.5% | 94.1% [ ’///4///”"’/ Y
*** Data Not Avsilable for this Sub Indicator *** Vi G,
” 1068% *| 1105 | 1120% | 110.0% | 1120% U/ “éf/”/""
8. Usar-Fnendlmass of Instltut.lon
s ooty d et wamndiom [ 00 00 | 1000% | NA | 100.0% | 100.0% VL o VD
C. [otrrena of the Snste ofed
| C.lu | Percentage of Other Race students | 13.8% None 17.9% 18.6% 18.6% 4 3.0
¢, 1b. Comparative Retention Percentage | 95.0% None 97.0% 100.0% 90.2% 2
Retention of Other Ruce students | 74.8% Nane 74.2% 75.0% 71.8%
Retention of Non-Dther Race students | 78.4% Nane 76.5% 75.0% 79.6%
[P. Researck Funding
A foepcrn opportfor reform inteacher | 11019, | 105% |natavail| 105.0% | 115.0%
B prefpobic and pre s 100 gy, | 105% N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating *x »x 1]
Maximum Potential Rating 105 106
Performance Percentage - . KO% * - %

e

* Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

Calculntions are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 19968-99
U. 8. C. - Spartanburg

atingScals  1-NomOompbance 4« Meets Goal
o e e e fscreticn of the
fain Sub-Fart
1. Mission Focus
A e N/A | None | 632% | 65.0%
€ {Approval of & miswion statemm: YES YES N/A YES
p_fiemcls Raesr o won | YES YES N/A YES
2. Quality of faculty
5 ﬁ M%EE‘EEM':“;.: e estanae | 98% 100% N/A 82%
D, |Compmaation of 843889 | 348166 |342.626 | 343905
J_Anﬂlhhtjnf{lullﬁyhﬂdm&lmdde ES YES NIA Y_'E_S
&st_:mccional Quality
A jClass mixes and HAM ratioa
A1 Javerage ciuss tize - Lower Division 27.1 25-27 25.9 25.0 26.3 5
Avarase class ise - Dippes Diviion 18.9 18.20 19.0 19.0 20.2
A 2. [FTE snadenta per FTE soaching focaley | 16,6 15-16 16.2 15.6 17.8
[Hunber of cradiz hours % by Bacul 236 * Naone 247 247 247
c_fueootiaein wommeelioobe 1" g0 oo | 20.6% | 88.5% | 20.6% | 89.1%
D. of degrea g g prog 47.8% * 100% 20% 42% 33%
. Administrative Efficiancy
N Em ufldmmﬁvemn
Admiistrative 198% | 129% | 13.0% | 13.0% 12.1% 5 5.0
mz% 625% | 65.0% | 634% | 650% | 65.1% 5
| D f T e o $1110 | so742 | $1015 | s1658 | soas b 5 U7
- T s
 55% 60% 88% 3% 35% M n %//A:%
. Srade e 52% None N/A 36% ax Vi s V7
oty oo earogrs e siudenis | o160 | 800% | 95.8% | 90.0% | 953% L] 5 Vi
7. Graduates’ Achiwemegts
R Y { Nome | 319% | 35.0% | 223% Vi 3 Vi i
praf, grad.. o amployment -olated
e eans | g0 0% | 950% | 929% | 930% | 948% )
et semoy =" | *** Data Nat Available for this Sub lndicator *® vV vy
F. | redi hours earned of gracuate 106.8% " | 110% | 110.8% | 1114% | 10115% V74 s Vi)
i8. User-Friendliness of Institution
A Do > XCretimwomidfmin] jo000 | 1000% | NA | 90.0% | 1000% Vi s b
| o et um ofall
10| Pecmiae ol Ot B viadersa | 18.8% None | 163% | 16.5% 17.2% 5 4.0
Cih | Compurative Resapiion Permgge | 95.0% None | 105.3% | 102.9% | 96.5% 3
Recantion of Other Bace stadogss | 74.8% None | 75.6% | 72.0% 71.4%
Retentson of Non-ther Rece giodents | 78.4% None 71.7% 70.0% 74.0%
|9. Research Fanding
R %”m‘“m“m 118.1% *| 105% | 102.0% | 102.0% | 102.0% 4
B oty o oonchmesienener | 1o08% | 108% | N/A N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating bl 92 el 0
Maximum Potential Rating 105 105
Performance Percentage * 88% - - 0%
* Average of Ingtitutions in Sectar, Not Weighted Average ’
«+ Calculations are performad ta two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Educatiom Performance Indicators Report Card - 19368-99
Winthrop University
Habing Gcale: 1 - Non-Complisree 4 - Mawts Goal

2 - Naads lmpr £ - Exesads Goal
3 . Satisfasnry Progress  (Note: At the diseraclon af the Commiaxion & more of § may be awarded for

M i i
1. Migsion Focus
iture of frtds 10 nchueve
A it g] possumn
C. of § mission slatameni
a mracagic plan W wepport

D.___khe mission starament

f:_’- %aﬁty of faculty
s I review system for famaity 1o

D.___[Companiatian of famaley
[Avpilabitity of faculty to students cutdics

E__|the clascroom
8. Instructional Quality

A JClawn rizes and stodest/teacher ration
| _A 7. Javerage class vize - Lower Diviss 27.1 25-27 27.8 27.7 7.9 4

[Average class size . Upper Division 18.9 18-20 17.9 18.0 19.5 5 4.75
A 2. {FTE students per FTE teaching faculey 16.6 15.16 14.4 14.5 15.7 5
. [Numbar of credit hours taught ry facul 236 * None 210 212 212

G e e s | 28.0% | 206% | 373% | 374% | 876% W“W

D Jccrosiasion o oegres pasuiny progrend 47.8% * | 100% | 83% | 100% | 100% VA e Vi
{5, Administrative Efficiency

A of admmmuu Nt hE

13.8% 129% | 146% | 135% 13.1% 5 45

g25% | 65.0% | 58.7% | 608% | e10% 4
s119 | so7az |s1306 | s1905 | s1916

o %’% 4 ?/":.// ‘:

55% 80% 80% 58% 58% %’/ﬁ%-%

52% Nome | NA | 0% % U ) s

8L6% | 80.0% | 856% | 50.0% | 943% U s b

488% | Nome | 57.0% | s2.0% | 512% V] 3 P

92.0% | 95.0% | 93.9% | 90.0% | 971% U/ Z
#+* Data Not Availabls for this Sub Indicator *** Wy 2
- o 106.8% *| 110% [ 1067% | 107.0% | 104.0% L) 5 b
8. User-Fnendhness oflnst.ltuuon
Ay oettondtonna | 100.0% | 1000% | NA | 100.0% | w00% B2 71 5 V77
c Ao sibality to the mstitutaon of all
C. 1ia. Paccontyge of Other Race gudents | 13.8% None 21.9% 22.1% 28.1% 5 5.0
36| Comperative Retmtion Parcanisge | 95.0% None | $7.7% | 100.0% | 102.1% 5
Retantion of Other Hace snts | _74.8% None | 79.8% | 80.0% | 823%
Retentitn of NorOther Race students | 78.4% None R1.7% 80.0% 80.6%
5. Research Fun
N %{.},}.""m"'m“”" 118.1% *| 105% (notavail| 102.0% | 102.2% ’f///u:’{{//%
B [t of pablic und prvats sectoc 120.8% | 108% N/A N/A N/A
Total Rating
Maximum Potential Rating 105 106
Performance Percentage bl 4% * - 0%

» Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

+» Calculations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1998-8%
Clemson University
RatngScale 1 - Non-Compliance 4~ oeta Goul Proposed
2 - Haeds [mprovemen: 5 - Expoeds Gonl
3 - Satisfactory Frogrems  (Note: At the discretsm of the Commogzan md’&m;bcmrdedhr.

97% 100% N/A 100% 100%
$55.957 | $59,642 |$54,433 | £55.800 $56,133
YES Yes | wa | YES YES

3. Instructional Quality
A [Clnes sises aad studentieacher ratios

A 1 |Averuge class sise - Lowes Division 83.1 $0-32 85.0 34.5 34.4 4
JAverage class siss - Uppar Diivision 27.1 25-27 25.5 28.0 28.2 5 3.75
A 2. [FTE studenis per FTE teaching facuity 14.8 15-16 16.0 16.0 14.7 3
B, INumber of credic bowrs taught by iy | 204 * None 216 211 208
O e et ey | 33.7% | 208% | 26.8% | 26.7% | 26.3%
D JAsraditslion of degres granting progrand 95.8% * 100% 2% 92% 92%

{5. Administrative Efficiency

i emihpe of adminigrativa cocts &8
o academic costs

7.1% 7.6% G.0% 6.7% 6.1% 5 4.5
72.1% 80.0% 68.7% 67.2% 67.6%

s T sttt o $1510 | s2631 81125 | s1250 | s1187

kper FTE sadentt

78% 76% 28% 856% B5% %%n/f%/

77% None N/A 5% 81%
83.5% 70.0¢% 78.7% 75.0% 76.9%

627% | None | 701% | €9.0% | 69.6%

905% | 95.0% | 8oa% | soa% | ssex U0
*** Daia Not Available for thig Sub Indi hid ////%I// %
i 107.3% *| 110% |1030% | 1050% | w40n Vi s Vi
[8. User-Friendliness of Institution

* mﬁm“wf“‘_’“m“ 100.0% | 1000% | Na | 000% | 100% V4 5 b

C. e ofthe suase o
e | oo Romugiee] 13.7% | Nome | 80% | 8.0% 7.8% 3 3.5
£.1b Copparstive Relgntion Perceniagn | 97.0% None 96.9% | 97.2% 97.6%
£3.6% None 86.4% 88.5% 82.6%
Ratention of N Qtber Buce piudenty | 86.4% None 86.2% 88.0% 79.7%
[9. Ressarch Funding
R o et frredormn teecher | g5 per + | 105% 1 65.0% | 65.0% | 65.0%
B, '+ of pblic 4nd privaia sector 100.9% | 105% |102.2% | 100.0% | 100.8%
Total Rating ¥ * 0
Maximum Potential Rating 110 110
Performance Percentage * * 88% -~} ** 0%

+ Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

++ Caleulations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whele numbers
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Higher Education Performance Indicators Report Card - 1968-94
U.8.C. - Columbia

RatngBale 1 .Nm-Compliance 4 Marts Gonl ]
i:;ﬂ;&_ym (B}E;cu‘lhf:lmdmmlmemthdh .
Bextor Eactor Insututional | Instiataonal
1. Mission Focus
h e o e\ LuoTe N/A None | 13.6% | 18.6%
C. |approval of & muanon stavesm YES _YES N/A YES
b et o v s o wpor |y YES NIA YES
2. Quality of faculty
B E‘; s et o et © | 97% 100% N/A 100% Vi
D.__lcompmastion of sty $55.957 | $50.642 |$55.250 | $56.631 Vi
P e e B ¢ YES N/A YES v
4. Instructional Quality
jCinns s and denl/toncher ratios
A 1 WAverage claus size - Lower Divisim 33.1 3032 | 306 31.0 32.4 3
Average classsise - Upper Division 27.1 2527 | 252 26.0 27.9 3 40
Az lE pe PTE temching facalty | 14.8 15-16 | 14.7 14.7 15.1 5
B {Number of srodit bours cnght by etty | 204* | Nome | 224 225 226 P ..
C [vempipens toweessa tes S otesp | 33.7% | 29.6% | 33.8% | 33.0% | 33.1% 7 s V7
D._ JAccrodisation of dogree grusiing ropramq 95.8% * 100% 95% 95% 96% 7 %
I5. Administrative Efficien
A Emﬁwfjm somast
— 7.1% 7.8% 5.9% 8.0% 7.2% 5 45
721% | 80.0% | 71.4% | 72.0% 72.3% 4
$1510 | $2631 | s1463 | s1500 | s1980 P77 A
. D s
| 78% 75% 67% 67% 89% ?{’%% n%%%
77% None N/A 72% 3% VA 5 U
83.5% | 70.0% | 87.8% | 88.0% | 882% b0 5 Vi
62.7% | Nome | 61.9% | 63.6% | 662% U/ 2 Vi i
o dentspmng ot et | go 5% | 95.0% | 916% | 90.0% | e0.9% P 4 )
oo " lusv Datn Not Availsble for thix Sub indiator ** Vi V]
107.3% *| 110% | 1105% | 110.0% | 1105% U/ 4 Uik
I8. User-Friendliness of Institution
A [aeeraouy fUremwmdfvadn [ o000 | 1000% | NA | 100.0% | 1000% VA s b
c m&gr&mwmdm
Cia|  Puecentageof Ouher Rasostutente | 19.7% Nene | 187% | 18.0% 18.6% 5 45
C. 1b. Comparative Ratention Peremntage | 97.0% None 99.0% 97.6% 97.9% 4
Retention of Other Race students | 83.6% Nane R3.0% 82.0% 82.6%
86.4% None | 83.8% | 8d.0% 84.4%
555% * | 105% | 139.6% | 50.0% won Ui 3 k 7
1009% | 105% | 99.5% | 99.5% | 102.3% 20 5 Vi
Total Rating = ** 97 xe 0
Marimum Potential Rating 110 110
Performance Percentage . 288% - 0%
= Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average
*» Calenlations are performed to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Higher Education Performunce Indicators Report Card - 1988-95
Medical University of S. C.

Raung Sale:  1- Noo-Cocplisnce 4 - Meets Goal
2 - Maeds ispr 5-E i Goml
3 - Satixiactory Progress mmmmmafmcmmmamdﬁmhuwdh
A N
1. Mission Focus
A, i mmmmﬁ.mmg
¢, |approval of & misicn matement
[o Jroomm e e yTPrYT—
ty of faculty
B gt e | 97% 100% N/A 91% 4
Compomsation of taculty $55.957 | $59.842 | $54.041 | 553.365 3
£ s ) e K] yEg YES N/A YES 5
8. Instructional Quality
A Cl_,!a it a0 studeaLiencier cation
2. 1. JAversge class 1ive - Lower Division 33.1 30-32 NiA N/A N/A N/A
Averane class sits - Lipper Uivision 27.1 25-27 25.2 156.9 28.7 3 35
Az [FTE per FTE taaching faculty 14.8 15-16 5.8 12.1 12.1 4
B PNumber ofcredit hours taught by facuity | 204 * None not avail. 175 177 5
frosislyncammdasie 15 7% | 20.6% | 485% | 83.0% | 51.6% 5
D, |accroditation of degree grazting program{ 95.8% * | 100% 100% 100% 1w b7 /;/fi{ 5
|5. Administrative Efficiency
A lll\::f mmu CObLE A4
7.1% 7.6% 8.7% 8.4% 6.0% 5 5.0
72.1% 80.0% | 79.1% | 76.0% 77.5%
$1.510 | $2631 | $6.137 | $5.341 £5.845 W
76% 76% N/A N/A N/A
T7% None N/A N/A N/A
B3.6% 700% | 95.1% | s950% 96,5%
627% | None | NA | Na | A NA VA
00.5% | ©5.0% | 942% | 942% | 638% M

"** Data Not Availahle for this Sub lodi

107.3% *| 110%

| na | na | nNa

[8. User-Friendliness of Institution

N ranafarabilisy of Crexdits to and from an
stitution

100.0% | 1000% | N

| 100.0% | 100.0%

c mibality to the ingtitutim of all
C. ta. Paccentags of Othar 13.7% None T.7% 9.6% 10.4% 5 5.0
C.1b. Comparativa Lixxs 97.0% None 95.1% 97.9% 100.8% 5
Ratenticn of Other Ryce pigdents | 83.6% None 85.2% 76.2% 80.3%
Retention of Non-Otber Race siudants | 86.4% None 89.6% 77.8% 78.7%
9. Research Fundi
A [openeal pport focvelores i voache | 5epoe | 105% | N N/A N/A
B foage o ooneasipovieseny { 100.9% | 105% [ 123.1% | 102.2% | 99.6%
Total Rating Al T4 0
Maximum Potential Rating B5 85
Performanee Percentage . ¥ 86% * 0%

* Average of Institutions in Sector, Not Weighted Average

*» Calculations are parformad to two decimal places and presented as rounded whole numbers
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Summaries of Institutional Information

By Indicator

Note } Staff recommended Ratings are shown in the far right column of each sheet,
Committee Ratings are reflected on the respective institutional Report Card,
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07 L
Institutionai|  Acmal
Benchmark |Perfonnance)

40,3% 40.7%
13.68% 13.4%
7.4% 8.8%
34.9% 34.8%
43.0% 43.1%
51.0% 51.8%
57.0% E7 4%
17.4% 17.1%
11.5% 14.7%
43.7% 43.6%
65.0% 65.1%
41.5% 42.0%
54.5% 55.5%
45.4% 45.5%
57.5% 58.6%
62.0% 684.1%
49.0% 43.3%
51.1% 51.1%
53.8% 57.9%
39.5% 38.5%
53.0% 53.3%
14.2% 14.8%
54.0% 54.1%
9.9% 9.6%
9.3% 10.0%
54.0% 54.8%
45.0% 48.0%
52.8% 54.6%
84.7% 57 6%
52.6% 53.4%
51.0% 51.6%
6.9% 8.3%
51.8% 52.2%

Indicator 1-A
Expenditure of Funds to Achieve Institutional Mission
1953 - 1994 - 1995 -
Expenciture 1994 1895 1996
Category Actual Agtual Actyat
Retearch Universities
Clemson Instr, St Ser, Sch« 39.8% 39.7% 39.8%
1).8.C. - Columbia Research 13.5% 15.1% 13.8%
Medical Uiniversity of S. C. Public Servica 3% 6.1% 5.7%
WSector Benchmark None |
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citadal Ac Spt/St Sar/inst 34.2% 33.9% 35.2%
Coagstal Garelina University Instruction 43.3% 44.1% 43.6%
Coliege of Charteston Instruction 48.8% 50.1% 50.8%
Francis Marion University Instr/Acad Suppt 56.9% 56.2% 56.2%
Landar University Inst. Support 17.6% 18.5% 17.9%
South Carolina State University Acad Support _ 123% 10.7% 11.1%
U.8.C. - Aiken instruction 46 4% 45.4% 45.1%
L.8.C.-Sparanburg inst/Ac Spt/Sch 88.7% 65.6% 63.2%
Winthrap University instruction 38.7% 35.6% 40.5%
Nate) Diraction for Landar Liniversity is Bown
ISector Benchmarik None |
Regional Campuscs of U.S.C.
4.8.C. - Beautart Instr/Acad Suppt 59.2% 57.7% 55.7%
W.5.C. - Lancaster Instruction 45.5% 48.7% 50.7%
U.S.C. - Salkehatchie Instr/Acac Suppt 57.7% 59.1% 57 5%
U.S.C. - Sumtar Instr/Acac Suppt 56.8% 59.8% 61.3%
U.S.C. - Unign Instruction 45.5% 49.2% 48.6%
[Sector Benchmark - None |
Technicul Colleges
Atken Tach Instruction 51.5% 49.7% 51.8%
Central Caroiina Tech Ingtruction 50.8% 51.9% 52.8%
Chasteriieid-Marlboro Tech Instruction 39.5% 38.0% 38.68%
Denmark Tech inst, Az.Spt., Sche 39.0% 36.3% 39.6%
Florence-Darlington Tech Acad Support 14.4% 122% 15.1%
Greonvilie Tech Instruction 56.0% 56.4% 54.5%
Horry-Gaorgetown Tach Plant O&M 12.2% 8.9% 8.9%
Midlands Tech Student Services 9.1% 6.8% 7.2%
Crangeburg-Calhoun Tech Ingtruction 50.1% 52.4% §6.3%
Pistmont Tach Instruction 46.0% 43.4% 44 9%,
Spartanburg Tech Instruction 51.7% 52.8% 53.8%
*_Tech Collags of the Low Country instr & Acad 'Spl 55.3% 57.%% 58.0%
Tri-County Tach Instruction 50.4% 51.6% 51.2%
Trident Tech Instruction £25% 51.0%: 50.6%
Williamsburg Tech Student Sarvices 8.2% 5.8% 7.2%
York Tech Instruction 48.5% 49.9% 51.5%
Noig] Direction for Horry Georgatown Tach is Down
ector Benchmark None |
BU-1

Indicator i-A

1997 . 1995 -

1998 1999
40.8% 41.9%
14.0% 16.0%
7.4% 7 4%
39.1% 40.0%
43.5% 44.0%
51.1% 51.2%
58.4% 58.8%
17 0% 16.8%
12.0% 12.5%
45.0% 46.0%
65.0% 65.0%
41.8% 42.1%
£6.0% 57.0%
48.0% 48.5%,
58.5% 58.5%
62.0% 62.3%
50.0% 51.0%
51.7% 52.3%
56.2% 58.8%
40.0% 41.0%
58.0% 62.0%
14.5% 14.7%
54.1% 54.2%
10.4% 11.9%
9.6% 10.0%
54.,0% 54.0%
49.1% 48.7%
54.0% 54.0%
55.5% 56.1%
53.5% 54.3%
52.0% 52.1%
7.0% 76%
52 3% 52.5%
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Indicaior t-A

Expenditure of Funds to Achleve Institutional Mission

1993 .
Expenciure 1994
Caregory Acmusl
Research Universities
Clamson Instr, St Sar, Sche 85.8%
U.8.C. - Cotumbsa Rasaarch 13.5%
Medical University of 8. C. Public Service 3.1%
WSector Benchmark None |
Teaching Colleges & Universities
Tha Chadel Ac Bpi/St Serfingl 34.2%
Coastal Carelina Univarsity tnstruction 43.3%
Colliege of Chariaston Instruction 49.8%
Francis Marion University Instr/Acad Suppt 56.9%
Lander University Inst. Support 17.68%
South Caroling State University Apad Suppart . 123%
U.S.C. - Aiken instruction 46.4%
U.8.C.-Spartanburg Inst/Ac Spt/Sch 66.7%
Winthrop University - Instruction 88.7%
Note] Birection for Lander University is Down
ector Benchmark None |
Regionsl Campuses of US.C.
L.S.C. - Beautort Instr/Acad Suppt 59.2%
U.8.C. - Lancaster Instructian 45.5%
U.8.C. - Salkehatchie Instr/Azad Suppt 57.7%
U.S.C. - Sumter ingir/Acad Suppt 56.6%
1.5.C. - Union Instruction 45.5%
ISector Benchmark . None |
Technical Collepes
Alkan Tach Instructien 51.5%
Central Carclina Tech Ingtruction 50.8%
Chesterfieikd-Maribors Tach Instruction 39.5%
Denmark Tach Inst, Ac.Spt., Schi 39.0%
Florence-Darlington Tach Acad Support 14.4%
Greonvilie Tech " Instruction 56.0%
Horry-Geargetown Tech Plant O3M 12.2%
Midiands Tech Student Services 9.1%
Qrangeburg-Calhoun Tech instruction S0.1%
Pigdmant Tech ingtruction 46.0%
Spananburg Tech Instruction 51.7%
* Tech Coliage of the Low Country Instr & Acad Spt 55.3%
" Tri-County Tech Instruction 50.4%
Trident Tech Instruction 52.5%
Williamsburg Tech Student Services 8.2%
York Tech ) Instruction 48.5%
Nole) Dirgcticn far Horry Georgetown Tech is Down
[Sector Benchmark None |
BU

1994 - 1995 -
1995 1996
Actual Acnaal
39.7% 39.5%
15.1% 13.6%
B.1% 5.7%
A5.9% 35.2%
44.1% 436%
50.1% 50.8%
56.2% 56.2%
185%  17.9%
10.7% 1.4%
46.4% 45.1%
65.6% 63.2%
39.6% 40.5%
57.7% 55.7%
48.7% 50.7%
59.1% 57.5%
59.8% 61.3%
49.2% 48.6%
49.7% 51.8%
51.9% 52.8%
38.0% 3B.6%
36.3% 38.6%
12.2% 15.1%
56.4% 54.5%
8.9% 8.9%
6.8% 7.2%
52.4% 55.3%
43.4% 44.8%
52.8% 53.8%
57.9% 56.0%
51.6% 51.2%
51.0% 50.6%
5.8% 7.2%
49.9% 51.5%
-1

I = T
instipnonal | Acrusl
Benchmark |Performance]

40.3% 40.7%
13.6% 13.4%
7.45% 6.8%
34.9% 34.8%
43.0% 43.1%
51.0% £1.8%
57.0% 57.9%
17.4% 17.1%
11.5% 18.7%,
43.7% 43.6%
65.0% 65.1%
41.5% 42.0%
54.5% 55.5%
45.4% 45.5%
57.5% 58.6%
62.0% 64.1%
49.0% 43.3%
51.1% 51.1%
53.8% 57.9%
39.5% 39.5%
53.0% 53.3%
14.2% 14.8%
54.0% 54.19%
9.9% 9.6%
8.3% 10.0%
54.0% 54.8%
458.0% 48.0%
52.8% 54.6%
54.7% 57.6%
52.6% 63.4%
51.0% 51.8%
6.9% 8.3%
51.8% 52.2%

Indicator i-A

1997 - 1998 -
1998 1969

Iarpet Target
40.8% 41.3%
14.0% 16.0%
T.4% 7.4%
39.1% 40.0%
43.5% 44 %
51.1% 51.2%
58.4% 58.8%
A7 A% 16.8%
12.0% 12.5%
45.0% 45.0%
65.0% 65.0%
41.8% 42.1%
56.0% 57.0%
48.0% 48.5%
58.5% 59.5%
82.0% 62.3%
50.0% 51.0%
81.7% 52.3%
56.2% 58.8%
40.0% 41.0%
58.0% 82.0%
14.5% 14.7%
54.1% 54.2%
10.4% 11.9%
8.6% 10.0%
48.1% 48.7%
55.5% 56.1%
53.5% 54.9%
52.0% 82.1%
7.0% 7.6%
52.3% 52.5%
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Indicator 2-B

Performance Review System for Facuity
to include Student and Peer Evaluations

Research Unlversities

Fall 1994  Fall 1995 Fall 1996
Actusl Acmual Actal

Clemson NA
U.8.C. - Columbia N/A
Medica! University of 5. C. N/A
Weighted Avg. of Resaarch Univ.
ISector Benchmark 100% |
Tenching Colleges & Universities
The Citadel N/A
Coastal Caralina Univarsity N/A
College of Charleston N/A
Francis Marion University N7A
Lander University N/A
South Carolina State University WA
U.S.C. - Aikan - N/A
U.8.C.-Spartanburg N/A
Winthrop University - N/A
Weighted Avg. of Teaching Colleges & Univ.
Sector Benchmark 100% |
Reglonal Campuses of U.S.C.
U.5.C. - Beautort N/A,
U.5.C. - Lancastsr N/A
U.5.C. - Salkehatchie NfA
U.8.C. - Sumter N/A
LL.S.C. - Union N/A
Weighted Avg. of Regional Campusas of LISC
tSector Benchmark 100% |
TFechnical Colleges
Aiken Tech N/A
Centrat Carolina Tech N/A
Chesterfieid-Mariboro Tech N/A
Danmark Tech N/A
Fiorence-Darlington Tech A
Greenville Tech N/A
Horry-Georgetown Tech N/A
Miglands Tech N7A
Orangsburg-Calhoun Tech N/A
Pigdmont Tech . NA
Spartanpurg Tech N/A
Tech College of the Low Country N/A
Tri-County Tach N/A
Trident Tech N/A
Williamsburg Tech N/A
York Tach N/A
Welghted Avg. of Tech. Colleges
[Sector Benchmark 100% {

Bu-4

Indicator 2-8

Fall 1998

Fall 1999

Assumes
Direction

Benchmark [Peformance| Tacger  Tarpmr  of Up

Fall 1997 | Fali 1997
Instiurional {  Actual

100.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
90.9% 90.9%
87.0%
91.0% 100.0%
B80.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
82.0°% 100.0%
100.00% 100.0%
82.0% 82.0%
90.0% 100.0%
88.0%
100.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
100.9% 100.0%
90.89% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
100.0%
91.0¢% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
90.9% 100.0%
80.0% 100.0%6
100.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
90.9% 80.8%
80.9% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
90.9% 100.0%
100.0% 100.0%
80.5% 100.0%
$0.9% 100.0%
80.9% 106.0%
99.4%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100°%
100%
100%

91%
100%
100%
100%
1007

9%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100°%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
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Indicator 2-D

Compensation of Faculty
Fali 1994 Fall 1995 Fall 1996
Acmal Actua) Acmual
Hesearch Universities
Clemson $50.316 52,491 $54.433
U.8.C. - Columbia (excluding medicine) 52,125 54,111 55,250
Medical University of 5. C. {excluding medicine) 60,460 54,132 54,041
Waeighted Average of Aesearch Universities
[Sector Benchmark 59,642 |
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citadet 43,154 45,138 46,765
Coastal Carolina University 37,087 38,881 319,869
Coliege of Chariesion 38,545 40,937 42289
Francis Marion University 319,739 41,834 44,672
lLandar tnivarsity 39202 40,337 42,446
South Carolina State University 38,735 38,506 39,813
U.S.C. - Aiken 39,478 40,486 42,512
U.5.C.-Spartanbury 38,511 40,576 42,626
Winthrop University 38,875 41,653 42,826
Weighted Average of Teaching Colleges & Univ. 42,695
|Sector Benchmark 48,166 |
Reglonal Campuses of US.C.
11.5.C. - Beauion 16,913 38,042 39,443
U.8.C. - Lancaster v 39720 41,555
U.S.C. - Salkehatchie 33488 34949 34,528
U.5.C. - Surntar 39,012 41,042 43,778
U.S.C. - Union 38,290 39,275 39,881
Weighted Average of Regiona! Campuses of 5. C. 40,329
ISector Benchmark - 43,271
Technical Colleges
Alken Tech 31,809 33,177 34,670
Cantral Carolina Tech 28476 29,095 30,099
Chesterfield-Marlboro Tech 27311 27992 28,943
Denmark Tech 25,164 26,673 29,126
Florence-Darlington Tach: - 29,084 30,776 31,911
Graenville Tech 29276 30,638 36,97
Horry-Georgetown Tech 30,870 32,7143 33,452
Midlands Tech a4 32,194 33,305
Orangeburg-Cathoun Tach 27372 29472 30,087
Piedmont Tech 27,360 28,601 28,588
' Spartanburg Tech 27319 28,887 30472
Tach College of the Low Country 26,301 27,908 28,846
Tri-County Tech 30,569 30,960 32,372
Trident Tech 32,573 33,505 34,893
Williamsburg Tech 26,972 26,700 27,798
York Tech 30,123 31,036 32,009
Weighted Average of Technical Colleges 29.810 30,973 31,961
[Sector Benchmark 42,333 |
BU-5

Tall (997 | Fal 1997
Institutional Actual
Benchmark |Performance

555,800 $56,133
56,631 56,828
53,365 50225

55957
47,700 47,11
41,250 42,004
44,079 43,677
46,100 41,760
43,719 43.493
41,007 41,721
43,599 41,572
43505 43,696
44,110 43,091
43,889
30,850 39983
43,043 43,043
34,700 14,946
40,257 42,647
40,668 40,668
40,492
35,754 35,619
31,058 32,178
30,100 30,687
28,342 28,209
az.708 33,211
32,500 33,036 .
34,230 34,604
34,143 34,677
29,465 20,623
29,750 31,045
31,336 32,043
29,387 30,239
33,345 33,366
35,765 35.89i
28,386 28,387
33,100 33,272
33,287

Indicator 2-D

Falt 1998  Fall 1999
Target Target
$57.000 $58,000
58,046 59,497
67,195 69,211
48,166 48,166
42,900 44600
44,421 45,309
47.392 48,814
45,031 46,382
42,237 43,504
44,900 46,250
45,222 46,578
45,434 46,797
41,046 41,866
44334 45,664
34,946 315.644
41,465 42,709
41,078 42310
36,647 17,564
32,300 33,592
30,853 31.624
29,192 30,068
313,526 34364
33475 34,479
34,772 35,565
35,031 36,012
30,202 30,957
30,622 31,495
31,493 31,650
ELER 3 30,874
34,239 35,133
36,659 317,576
20,360 30,300
34,258 35,525

Assymes
Direction
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Indicator 1-C Indicaror 1-C
Approval of a Mission Statement

Fall 1997 | Fall 1997
Fall 1994  Fall 1995 Fall 1996 | lastirutional Actual Fall 1998 Fall 199¢
Actual Actual Astual | Benchmark JPerformance| Target Target Yes =5
Resezrch Upiversities
Clemson NFA YES YES 5
U.S.C. - Columbia A YES YES 5
Medical University of 5. C. NA YES YES 5
[Sector Benchmark YES |
Teaching Colleges & Universities _
The Citade! N/A YES YES 5
Coastal Carolina University N/A YES YES 5
College of Charieston NA YES YES 5
Francis Marion University N/A YES YES 5
Lander University N/A YES YES 5
South Carolina State Uiniversity N/A YES YES 5
U.S.C. - Aiken - N/A YES YES 5
U.5.C.-Spartanburg N/A, YES YES 5
Winthrop University . NfA YES YES 5
[Sector Benchmark YES |
Regional Campuses of U.S.C.
U.5.C. - Beaufort N/A YES YES 5
U.S.C. - Lancaster N/A YES YES 5
U.8.C. - Balkshatchis N/A YES YES 5
U.8.C. - Sumter N/A YES YES 5
U.5.C. - Union N/A YES YES S
[Sector Benchmark YES |
Technleal Colleges ) ;
Aiken Tech N/A YES YES 5
Cantral Carplina Tech N/A YES YES 5
Chesterfield-Martboro Tech N/A YES YES 5
Denmark Tech . WA YES YES 5
Fiorence-Darlington Tech N/A YES YES 5
Greervilie Tech : WA YES YES 5
Horry-Geargetown Tech N/A YES YES 5
Midlands Tech N/A YES YES 5
Orangeburg-Gelhoun Tech N/A, YES YES 5
Piedmont Tach N/A | YES YES 5
Spartanburg Tech N/A YES YES 5
Tech College of the Low Country N/A YES YES 5
Tri-County Tech N/A YES YES 5
Tridant Tach N/A YES YES 5
Williamsburg Tech ) NA YES YES 5
York Tech N/A YES YES 5
[Sector Benchmark YES |
BU-2
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Indicator 1-D

Adoption of a Strategic Plan to Support the Mission Statement

Fall 1994

Fall 1995

Fall 199¢

Acual  Acmal 00 Achual

Research Universities
Clemson
LL.5.C. - Columbia
Medical University of 3. C.

[Sector Benchmark YES

Teaching Colleges & Universities
Tha Citadel
Coastal Carotina University
College of Charleston
Francis Marion University
Lander University
South Carplina State University
U.5.C. - Aiken
U.8.C.-Spartanburg
Winthrop University

[Sector Benchmark YES

Reglonal Campuses of US.C.
U.5.C. - Beaufort
U.8.C. - Lancaster
U.8.C. - Salkehatchie
U.8.C. - Sumter
U.5.C. - Union

[Sector Benchmark YES

Technical Colleges
Aiken Tech
Central Carolina Tach
Chesterfieid-Mariboro Tech
Denmark Tech
Florence-Darlington Tech’
Greenville Tech
Horry-Georgatown Tach
Midlands Tach
Crangeburg-Calhoun Tech

. Piedmont Tech

- Sparnanburg Tech

Tech Coliege of the Low Country
Tri-County Tech
Trident Tech
Williamsburg Tech
Yark Tech

[Sector Benchmark YES

BU-3

N/A
NA
N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
/A
N/A,
N/A

N/A
NA
N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Fall 1997 | Fall 1997

Insnwtional Actual

Benchmark |Performance}
YES YES
YES ¥YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES
YES YES

Indicator 1-D

Fall 1998
Target

Fall 1999
Targsr  Yes=5 -

Lo

5
5
5
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Indicator 2-E Indicator 2-E
Availability of Faculty to Students Qutside the Classroom

Fall 1997 | Fali 1997
Fall 1994  Fall 1995  Fall 1996 |lostinstional Actual Fall 1998 Fall 1969
Agtual Acoual Actual | Benchmark |Performance] — Targe: Target Yes=5
Research Universities
Clamson N/A YEES YES 5
U.S.C. - Columbia N/A YES YES 5
Medical University of S. C. N/A YES YES 5
|Sector Benchmark YES |
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citadel N/A YES YES 5
Coastal Carolina University NfA YES YES 5
Coliege of Charlaston N/A YES YES 5
Francis Marion University N/a YES YES 5
Lander University /A YES YES 5
South Caroling State University NA YES YES 5
LU.S.C. - Alken - N/A YES YES 5
U.5.C.-Spartanburg N/A YES YES 5
Winthrop University .. N/A YES YES 5
ISector Benchmark YES |
Regional Campuses of US.C.
11.8.C. - Beautort NA YES YES 5
U.5.C. - Lancaster /A YES YES 5
U.5.C, - Salkehatchie N/A YES YES 5
US5.C. - Sumter N/A YES YES ]
U.5.C. - Union N/A YES YES 5
[Sector Benchmark YES |
Technical Colleges )
Aiken Tech N/A YES YES 5
Central Carglina Tech N/A YES YES 5
Chesterfield-Marlbero Tech N/A YES YES 5
Denmark Tech . /A YES YES 5
Flerence-Darlington Tech N/A, YES YES 5
Greenville Tech N/A YES YES 5
Harry-Georgetown Tech N/A YES YES 5
Midiands Tech N/A YES YES 5
Orangeburg-Calhoun Tech N/A YES YES 5
Piedmont Tach - WA YES YES 5
Spartanburg Tech /A YES YES 5
Tech College of the Low Country ) N/A YES YES 5
Tri-County Tech N/A YES YES 5
Trident Tech N/A YES YES 5
Williamsburg Tech : N/A YES YES [
York Tech N/A YES YES 5
[Sector Benchmark YES |
BU-6
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Indicator 3-A2 Indicator 3-A2
FTE Students per FTE Teaching Faculty (Instructional)

[ Fall 1957 ]
Fall 1994  Fall 1995  Fall 1996 ]Iostitutional| Actual Fall 1998  Fall 1999
Actual Actual Actual | Benchmark [Performance]  Targss Targe:
Research Unlversities
Clemson 158 15.6 150 15.0 14.7 14.8 14.6
U.5.C. - Columbia 16.0 152 14.7 14.7 15.1 14,0 14.0
Medical University of 5, C. 6.1 12.5 58 12.1 12.1 115 11.5
Weighted Average of Research Universities 14.8
ISector Benchmark 15-16 1§
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citadel 169 163 163 160 15.6 16.3 16.3
Coastal Carolina University 1.7 173 172 17.2 i7.1 17.0
College of Charleston 18.1 18.0 17.6 175 17.5 174 173
Francis Marion University 18.1 16.0 157 15.5 15.3 15.5 15,5
Lander Umversity 15.6 16.4 i5.5 153 153 15.3 15.4
South Carolina State University 201 196 182 18.0 183 17.8 17.6
U.B.C. - Aiken 14.8 142 141 4.8 14.8 15.0 15.0
U.5.C.-Spartanburg 17.1 15.4 162 156 17.8 15.6 15.6
Winthrop University 14.3 14.2 14.4 14.5 157 14.5 14.5
Weighted Average of Teathing Colleges & Univ. t6.6
[Sector Benchmark 15-16 |
Regional Campuses of U.S.C.
U.S.C. - Beaufart 14.1 i5.0 139 13.% 12.1 14,5 153
U.5.C. - Lancaster 157 14.1 158 15.8 14.6 17.4 174
U.5.C. - Salkehatchie 128 151 138 13,8 12.6 15.0 153
U.S.C. - Sumiter 14.4 13.5 4.5 142 14.6 17.0 17.0
U.S.C. - Union 0.3 11.1 L2 11.1 13.1 15.0 15.5
Weighted Average of Regional Campuses of 8. C. 13.5
[Sector Benchmarik. 17-18 |
Technical Colleges
Aiken Tech 15.9 17.3 16.5 17.1 17.1 17.0 17.0
Central Carolina Tech 14.3 14.7 158 17.0 17.3 17.0 17.0
Chesterfield-Marlboro Tech 14.1 14,1 15.0 15.1 15.0 15.0 15.t
Denmark Tech 18.7 17.1 20.5 17.0 17.7 17.0 170 -
Florence-Darlington Tech 146 13.7 - 162 15.2 5.1 153 15.5
Greenville Tech 169 18.0 174 17.0 172 17.0 170
Horry-Georgetown Tech 16.4 16.9 172 17.6 176 - 175 17.5
Midiands Tech 17.1 18.6 16.6 17.0 17.0 17.5 17.5
Orangeburg-Cathoun Tech 154 14.3 14,5 14.5 143 14.5 14,7
Piedmont Tech 1Ll 13.4 14.7 15.0 15.0 15.5 16.2
. Spartanburg Tech 142 - 14.2 4.6 15.0 153 153 15.5
- Tech College of the Low Country 13.4 15.0 152 160 17.2 16.5 17.0
Tri-County Tech 16.6 16.6 16.8 17.0 173 17.2 17.5
Trident Tech 193 20.0 18.5 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0
Williamsburg Tech 11.8 4.3 13.8 13.4 13.6 13.8 14.0
York Tech ' 17.2 7.1 17.1 17.9 17.8 18.0 18.0
Weighted Average of Technical Colleges 16.8
o |Sector Benchmark 17-18 |
BU-~-8
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indicator 3-B

Average Number of Credit Hours Taught by Full-time (Teaching) Faculty

Fail 1994
Actual
Research Univerities
Clamson 222
L.8.C. - Columbia 262
Madical University of S. C.
Average of Research Universities
*_{not weighted}
[Sector Benchmark None |
Tesching Colleges & Universities
The Citadel a28
Coastal Carolina University 253
Catlege of Charleston 261
Francis Marion University 280
Lander University 238
South Carolina State University 208
U.8.C. - Aiken 283
U.5.C.-Spartanburg 247
Winthrop University . 208
Avarage of Teaching Colleges & Univ.
* (not weighted)
lSector Benchmark None |
Reglonal Campuses of U.S.C.
U.S.C. - Begufort 263
U.S.C. - Lancaster 302
U.8.C. - Salkehatchie 261
U.S.C. - Sumter 288
U.S.C. - Unian 201
Average of Regional Campuses of 5. C.
- {notweightad)
[Sector Benchmark None |
Technical Colleges
Aikken Tach 267
Cantral Carolina Tach 159
Chaesterfieid-Marlboro Tech 242
Denmark Tech 361
Fiorence-Darlington Tech 202
Greenville Tech 252
Hormry-Georgatown Tach 248
Midlands Tech 228
QOrangaburg-Calhoun Tach 292
Pigdmant Tech 235
Spartanburg Tech 229
* Tach Collags of the Low Cauntry 210
Tri=County Tach 218
Tridant Tach 281
Wiliiamseburg Tach 203
York Tach . 298
Average of Technical Colleges
*  (not weighted)
[Sector Benchmark None |

Fall 1995
Actua)

221
234

219

256
248
244
197
278
247

289
3N
285

257
181
244
261
233
258
251
235
262
243
211
2
218
269

BU

Fall 1996
Actual

215
224

not avail.

9

224
265

248
244
192
262
247
210

250
288
254
285
210

244
by
252
267
227
251
256
224
247
240
207
221

237

Tl 557 | Fall 197 ]
Insriopional f - Acrual
Benchmark |Performance
211 208
225 228
175 177
204 *
220 272
265 264
247 250
231 232
244 245
188 188
264 264
247 247
212 212
236 7
251 220
274 232
243 243
2710 281
240 241
243 *
240 248
175 175
269 268
as 305
8 209
238 238
247 249
227 250
255 287
239 240
211 214] .
240 288
232 233
223 223
188 214
293 293
247 *

Fali 1998
Targe!

207
225
175

220
265
245
235
244

180 °-

285
247
212

257
300
243
270
240

200
277
315
N
240
250

255
242
216

236
226
210
283

Indicator 3-B

Fall 1999
Taget

203
230
175

244
240
244
180

247
212

264
312
243
270
240

Assumes
Directian
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Indicator 3-C
Ratio of Full-time Faculty as Compared to
All Other Full-time Employees
Fali 1997 Fall 1997
Fall 1954  Fall 1995 Fall 19%6 [nsomnonal Actual
Actual Actuat Acmal Benchmark  {Performance)
Research Universites
Clemson 26. 1% 26.3% 26 8% 26.7% 26.3%
U.8.C. - Columbia M.7% 33.3% 33.8% 31.0% 33.1%
Medical University of S. C. 19.6% 4608 48 5% 33.0% 51.6%
Weighted Average of Rescarch Universidges 26.5% 32.7% 33.8% 33.7%
I.gcror Benchmark 29.6% |
Tesching Colleges & Universities
The Citladel 26.3% 28.5% 27.0% 24.9% 26.1%
Coaslal Carolina University 431.8% 38.5% 36.7% I5.0% 7%
College of Charleston 39.8% 43.1% 47.4% 29.6% 45.4%
Francis Marien University 40.0% 18.0% 34.7% 36.0% 36.7%
Lander University 40.5% 30.5% 43.0% 40.0% 42.7%
South Carolina State University 30.9% 30.9% 33.0% 313.5% 315.5%
U.5.C. - Aiken 44.2% 42.2% 43.2% 41.1% 42.5%
U.5.C.-Spananburg 44,9% 40.7% 33.5% 29.6% 39.1%
Winthrop University 39.9% 31.6% IL3% 374% 37.6%
Weighted Average ofTeechmg Calleges & Univ, 3T% 36.9% 37.6% IB0%
[Sector Benchmark 29.6% |
Reglonal Campuses of US.C,
11.5.C. - Beaufort 56.3% 54.6% 55.6% 54.0% 36.0%
U.5.C. - Lancaster 48.9% 43.8% 43.1% 44. 0% 42.7%
U.5.C. - Salkeharchie 54.0% 51.Y% 56.5% 54.0% 58.7%
U.5.C. - Sumter 41.1% 45.1% 42.02% 40.1% 42.7%
U.8.C. - Union 44.8% 41.4% 39.3% 39.3% 375%
Weighted Average of Regional Cempuses of U.S.C. 47.3% 46.9% 46.5% 47.0%
[Sector Benchmark - 40.1% |
Technical Cotleges
Aiken Tech 40.5% 41.1% 38.6% 40.1% 41.9%
Central Carelina Tech 45,1% 43.8% 46.5% 42.9% 42.9%
Chesterfield-Marlboro Tech 33.8% 33.3% 133% 13.3% 33.3%
Denmark Tech - 310% 35% 37.0% I8.0% 38.6%
Florence-Darlington Tech - 45.2% 48.4% 47.1% 4800 45.2%,
Greenville Tech 41.7% 43.2% 43.2% 41.0% 41.5%
Homry-Georgetown Tech 51.7% 49.5% 49.6% 45.0% 46.4%
Midiands Tech 41.6% 41.2% 42.5% 42.5% 42.8%
Omngeburg-Calhoun Tech 45.8% 482% 46.4% 46.0% 46.0%
Piedment Tech 16.0% 17.0% 16.0% 37.0% 37.0%
. Spananburg Tech 47.6% 48.6% - 40% 40.1% 44.6%
~ Tech College of the Low Country 39.2% . 39.2% 41.2% 40.1% 40.3%
Tr-County Tech 41.1% 42.1% 42.2% 41.5% 42.4%
Trident Fech 45.5% 46.0% 45.5% 44.9% 45.5%
Williemsburg Tech 19.2% 18.5% 19.6% 21.5% 2.4%
York Tech 42.4% 439% 183% 38.5% 38.5%
Weighted Average of Technical Colleges 40.6% *
[Sector Benchmark 40.1% |
BU-10

Indicator 3-C

Falf 1998 Fall 1999
Inrge: Target
26.5% 27.0%
33.0% 353.0%
33.5% 34.0P
24.0% 24.0%
34.5% 34,05
29.6% 29.6%
36.5% 37.0%
. 40.0% 40.0%,
33.5% 33.5%
39.5% 35.2%
29.6% 25.6%
37.5% 37.6%
54.5% 54.5%
4. 4% 45.0%
54.5% 54.5%
40.1% 40.1%
40.0% 41.0%
41.7% 42.0%
44 5% 45.8%
333% 34.2%
40.0% 41.0%
48.0%: 48.0%
41.5% 41.5%
45.0% 45.0%
42.5% 42.5%
45.5% 45.0%
38.0% 319.0%
40.1% 40.1%
40.1% 40.1%
42.0% 42.2%
45.0% 45,00
21.7% 25.0%
39.0% 39,58

Assumes
[irection
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Indicator 3-D Indicator 3-D
Accreditation of Degree Granting Programs

1997-98 199798 Assumes
1994-95 1995-96 1996-97 Institutional Acrual 1998-9% 1995-2000 Direc*
Agmal Actual Acal Benchmark  |Performancef  Targel Tazger atl
Research Universities
Clemson 91.0% 92.0% 92.0% 92.0% 92.0% 4
U.5.C. - Columbia 98.0% 96.0% 95.5% 95.5% 85.5% 100.0%: 100.0% 4
Medical University of 5. C. 100.0%% 100.006 100.0% 100.0% 100.09 100.0% 100.0% S
Weighted Average of Research Universities 98.00 98.0% [95.8% *
[Sector Benchmark 100.0% §
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citadel 50.0% 75.0% 75.0% 75.0% 75.0% 75.0% 75.0% 4
Coastal Carolina University 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 20.0% 20.0% 40.0% 5
College of Charieston 43.0% 43.0% 43.0% 43.0°% 43.0% 57.0% 57.0% 4
Francis Marion University 0.0%%6 29.0% 29.0% 50.0% 50.0% 4
Lander Unmversity 14.3% 14.3% 14.3% 28.0% 28.6% - 42.0% 42 0% 4
South Carolina State University 58.0%._ 58.0% 58.0% 58.0% 58.0% 4
V.S.C. - Aiken 50.0% 50.0% 50.0% 50.0% §0.0% 50.0% 50.0% 4
[L8.C.-Spartanburg 20.0%: 29.0% 29.0% 42.0% 33.0% 42.0%: 57.0% 3
Winthrop University 75.0% 75.0% 83.0% 100.0%: 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 6
Weighted Average of Tsachlng Colieges & Univ, 147.8% T )
ISector Benchmark 100.0% §
Regional Campuoses of U.S.C.
U.8.C. - Beaufort N/A N/A N/A N/A
1.5.C. - Lancaster N/A 10.0% 100.0°% 100.0% 100.0% 5
U.8.C. - Salkehatchie N/A NiA N/A N/A,
U.S.C. - Sumter N/A WA NfA N/A
U.8.C. - Unign N/A NiA N/A N/A
Waighted Average of Regional Campuses of S, C. 1000%  100.0% N/A
[Sector Benchmark 100.0% |
Technical Coliepes
Aiken Tech 50.0% 25.0% 38.0% 25.0% 25.0% 50.0% 75.0% 4
Central Carolina Tech 17.0% 38.0% 40.0% 50.0% 40.0% 83.0% 100.0% 3
Chesterfield-Marlboro Tech 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 4
Denmatk Tech 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 50.0% 100.0% 100.0% 4
Florence-Darlington Tech - 69.0% 100.0% - 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 5
Greenviile Tech 93.0% 94.0% 94.0% 94.0% 94.4% 84.0% 100.0% 4
Horry-Geargstown Tech 60.0% 60.0% 80.0% 66.0% 66.0% COBR3%  100.0% 4
Midlands Tech 93.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 5
Orangeburg-Calhoun Tach 71.0% 1.0% 75.0% 75.0% 87.5% 75.0% 75.0% 5
Piedmont Tech 75.0% 75.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 5
. Spartanburg Fach - F0.0% 80.0% - 88.0% 80.0% 77.8% 80.0% 90.00% 4
“Tech Coliege of the Low Country 33.0% 33.0% 33.0% 25.0% 25.0% 50.0%  100.0% 4
Tr-County Tech 683.0% 83.0% 67.0% 71.4% 71.4% 85.7% 85.7% 4
Trident Tech 71.0% 80.0% 80.0% 80.0% 80.0% 86.7% 93.3% 4
Williarmsburg Tech . 0.0%% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 4
York Tech 67.0% 75.0% 86.0% 75.0% 8E.0% 75.0% 88.0% 5
Weighted Average of Technical Colieges [61,9% *
|Sector Benchmark 100.0% |

BU-11
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1994 - 1995
Acnual

$1.125
1209

423
1356

1,334
972
880

1,142

1,401

1289
775
934

1114

1,058
630
1,009
191

902

935
788
1286
1,940
1.007
677
775
43

1,162
1,084
1233

283
25

1,087

Indicator 5-D
General Overhead Costs Per FTE Student
1993 - 1994
Armal
Research Universities
Clenson $1,069
U.S.C. - Coiumbia 1,124
Medical Usiversity of §. C. 5561
Weightad Average of Research Universitics 1356
[Sector Benchmark 2,631 |
* General Overliead Costs include Instinctional Suppornt costs
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citadel [.312
Coasml| Carolina University %17
Coliege of Charlesion 878
Francis Marion University o067
Lander University 1282
South Carolina State University 1473
U.5.C. - Aiken 725
U.5.C.-Sparanburg B80S
Winthrop University 1,322
Weighted Average of Teaching Colleges & Univ. 1.082
[Sector Benchmark 2,742 |
* General Overhead Costs melude Inscmtional Support costs
Regional Campuses of U.S5.C.
U.5.C. - Beaufon 684
U.5.C. - Lancaster 704
U.5.C. - Salkeharchic 207
U.3.C. - Sumier 725
L.5.C. - Lmon 993
Weighted Averzge of Regianal Campuses of U.S.C. kit
ISector Benchmark 869 |
* G | Orverhead Costs include lastineional Support costs
Technical Colleges
Ajken Tech 926
Central Carotina Tech 696
Chesterficld-Marlboro Tech 1,061
Dennark Tech 1741
Florence-Darlington Tech 1,106
Ureenville Tech - B65
Horry-Geargetown Tech 685
Midlands Tech T
Orangeburg-Calhoun Tech 960
Piedmaont Tech 1,083
Spastanburg Tech %01
. Tech College of the Low Country - 1459
Tri-County Tech 887
Trident Tech 723
Williamsburg Tech 3,123
York Tech 93]
Weighted Average of Technical Colleges
ISector Benchmark $869 |

* General Overiead Costs include Institutional Support eosts

BU-13

1995 - 1998
Atmual

11125
1.463

L&17

1,511
1.002

8%
1,222
1389
1,485

856
L5

1,169

978
534
1116
987

920

772
1,227
1,883

%43

764

8%

874

984
1,190
1090

-1.437
1,155

952

2489

1,080

1996 - 1997 {1996 - 1997
Institutional Acnial
Benchmark  |Pedformance
31,250 $1,187
1500 1.259
5341 5,845
1510
1,462 1,462
L,i00 1058
1.658 B36
1,190 1,167
LAt 1,515
1,375 1,303
G83 G85
1,658 545
1,325 1,276
1.119
1100 1,063
00 653
950 12568
950 922
1,207 2053
1.024
1,000 990
755 602
1226 1,235
LI75 1,135
1.000 1,089
825 769
869 i
825 675
1,040 1,021
574 1,063
1,090 859
1437 1,564
883 869
905 796
2,300 2204
1,100 925
863

Indicator 5-D

1957 - 1998
Targe:

$1,350
1.500
1,307

1,792
1175
1.658
1.175
1474
1,360
1.010
1,658
1,275

1,000

1,000
945
1,100

944

739
1.226
869

825
952
825
1,020
1,050
1,075
1.450
B76
927
2230
1,050

1998 - 1599
Target

51.450

1.500
7289

1,923
1,250
1.658
{.150
1518
1,350
1L.070
1.658
1260

SEEEE

a4
723
1,225
865
950
825
952
825
1,000
1,008
1,050
1.425
869
950
2475
1.000

Diractn.—
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Indicator 6-A
SAT Scores of Student Body
Fall 1997 1 Fall 1997
Fall 1994  Fall 1995  Fall 1996 |Instimticnal| Actual
Acual Actual Actual | Benchrnark
Research Universities
Clemson 88.%% 87.0% 85.5% 85.0% 85.00%%
U.S.C. - Columbia 61.4% 68.3% 67.3% 67.0% 68.59%
MUSC NfA N/a Nia NiA N/A
Weighted Average of Ressarch Universities 78.2% 78.0% 762%
[Sector Benchmark 75.0% |
Tesching Colleges & Universities
The Citade! 65.9% 68.4% 69.3% 60.0% 67.9%
Coasml Carolira University 4.6% 47.6% 49.0% 52.0% 51.6%
College of Charleston 78.1% 78.7% 79.3% 60.0% 87.2%
Francis Marton Untversity 38.0% 68.8% 32.0% 35.0% 37.5%
Lander University 37 % A46.6% 43.0% 43,00 42 0%
South Caroiina State Universiry 13.6% 8.9% 17.1% 15.0%% 16.5%
U.5.C. - Aiken 48.9% 42.9% 42.3% 38.5% JE9N
U.5.C.-Spartanburg 44 9% 363% 382% 33.5% 35.0%
Winthrop University .- 68.3% 59.9% 60.3% 58.0% 57.8%
Weighted Average of Teaching Colleges & Umv. 53.6% 51.6% 53.2%
[Sector Benchmark 60.0% |
Reglonal Campuses of 1.8.C.
U.S.C. - Beaufort 39.1% 28.4% 33.6% 28.3% 3.3%
U.S.C. - Lancaster 30.6% 29.6% 22.5% 23.0% 22.1%
[J.8.C. - Satkehatchie 17.3% 16.1% 18.3% 18.0% 19.3%
U.S.C. - Sumer 37.2% 36.2% 20.7% 26.0% 1%
U.5.C. - Umon 26.2% 23.5% 14.0% 12.0% 17.8%
Weighted Average of Regional Campuses of U.S.C. 30.9% 28.3% 253%
{Sector Benchmark 33.3% |
Technical Colleges
Aiken Tech N/A NA N/A
Cenmal Carolina Tech NiA N/A NA
Chesterfield-Mariboro Tech N/A N/A N/A
Denmark Tech N/A N/A N/A
Florence-Darlington Tech” N/A NIA N/a
Greenville Tech N/& N/A N/A
Horry-Georgetown Tech N/A N/A N/A
Midlands Tech N/A N/A N/A
Orangeburg-Calbour Tech N/A N/A N/A
Piedmont Tech N/A N/A N/A
Spartanburg Tech N/A N/A N/A
Tech College of the Low Country NfA N/A N/A
Tri-County Tech N/a N/a N/A
Trident Tech N/iA N/A N/A
Williamsburg Tech N/A N/A N/A
York Tech N/A N/A N/A
Weighted Average of Technical Colleges
[Sector Benchmark N/A |
BU-14

Indicator 6-A

Fall 1998

Fall 1999

ASSUMERS
Diraction

Jarger  Taget  ofilo

85.0%
67 0%

61.0%
53.0°%
H.0%
36.0%
33.0%
16.0%
39.0%
34.0%
58.0%

29.0%
24.0%
18.0%
28.0%
12.5%

85.0%
67.0%

61.0%
54.0%,
60.0%
37.0%
35.0%
17.0%
40.0%
350%
59.0%

29.5%
24.0%
18.5%
29.0%
13.0%

S
5
NiA

Bninmbn®math

R RN R

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
Nia
KiA
N/A
NiA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A




Indicator 6-B Indicator 6-B
High Scheol Class Standing, Grade Point Averages,
and Activities of Student Body

Fall 1997 | Fall ioo7 Assumes
Fall 1994  Fall 1995  Fall 1996 |Insricutional| Actuat Fall 1998  Fall 1999  Direction __
Actual Astual Actual | Benchonark [Performance]  Target Target of Up
Research Universities —
Clemson ) N/A 75.0% 80.9% 76.0% 77.0% 5
U.8.C, - Columbia MNFA 72.0% 72.9% 72.0% 72.0% 5
Medical University of 5. C. NA N/A N/A Nia
Weighted Avg. of Research Univ. 76.8%
[Sector Benchmark None |
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citadei N/A 41.0% 41.7% 41.0% 41.0% 5
Coastal Carolina LUnivarsity N/A 41.0°% 42.7% 42.0°% 43.0% 5
Coliage of Charlaston WA 61.0% 68.4% 83.0% 65.0% 5
Francis Marion Uiniversity N/A 40.3% 40.3% 41.5% 43.5% 4
Lander Lniversity N/& 45.0% B1.1% 40.0% 43.0% 5
South Carolina State University NfA 34.0% 38.2% 35.0% 36.0% 5
U.8.C. - Aiken - N/A 40.0% 40.0% 42.0% 43.5% 4
U.5.C.-Spartanburg NfA 36.0% 41.3% 37.0% 38.0% &
Winthrop University . N/A 60.0% 64.6% 62.0% 84.0% 5
Weighted Avg. of Teaching Caolieges & Univ, 52.1% :
[Sector Benchmark None |
Regional Campuses of U.S.C.
L.S.C. - Beautort N/A 31.0% 32.2% 32.0% 33.0% 5
LLS.C. - Lancaster NA 32.0% 37.7% 33.5% 35.0% 5
1.8.C. - Salkehatchie N/A 39.7% 40.1% 40.0% 40.5% &
U.S.C. - Sumter N/A 30.0% 40.7% 30.00 32.0% 5
U.S.C. - Union N/A 29.0% 41.5% 0% 33.0% 5
Weighted Avg. of Regional Campuses of USC 38.6%
[Sector Benchmark None |
Technical Cotleges B
Aikan Tech N/A N/A N/A N/A
Central Carolina Tech N/A N/A N/A NiA
Chesterfield-Marlboro Tech N/A N/A N/A ) N/A
Denmark Tech N/A N/A N/A N/A
Florence-Darlington Tech T ON/A N/A N/A N/A
Greenvilie Tech NFA N/A NYA ) NIA
Horry-Georgetown Tach N/A N/A N/A N/A
Midlands Tach N/A NFA N/A N/A
Orangsburg-Calhoun Tech N/A WA N/A N/A
Pisdmont Tech N/A N/A N/A, N/A
Spartanburg Tech N/A N/A NfA N/A
Tech College of the Low Country N/A NiA NZA NA
Tr-Gounty Tech N/A, N/A /A N/A
Trident Tech N/A MN/A N/A N/A
Williamsburg Tech . NA N/A N/A NiA
York Tech N/A /A N/A N/A
Weighted Avg. of Tech. Colleges
[Sector Benchmark None |
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Indicator 6-D Endicaror 6-D
Priority on Enrolling In-State Students

Fal! 1997 | Fall 1997 Assumes
Fall 1994  Fall 1995  Fall 1996 |insticurional| Actal Fall 1998  Fall 1999  Direction
Actual Acmal Actual |} Benchmark |Performarce]  Target Target of Up
Research Unlversities
Clamson 77.0% 76.8% 76.7% 75.0% 76.9%, 75.0% 75.0% 5
U.8.C. - Columbia 84.7% 83.9% 87.8% 88.0% 88.2% 87.0% 86.0% 5
Medical University of S. C. 93 7% 24.4% 95.1% 95.0% 96.5% 25.0% 95.0% 5
Waeighted Average of Research Universities 8l.7% Bl.1% 832%
[Sector Benchmark 70.0% |
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citade! 58.8% 56.8% 35.0% 52.5% 52.5% 53.0% 53.0% 4
Coastal Carolina University 77.8% 78.9% 75.0% 75.0% 77.8% 75.0% 75.0% 5
College of Chanieston 74.8% 725% 69.8% 69 8% 66.9% 68.0% T0.0% 3
Francis Marion University 94.8% 93.5% 02.2% 92.0% 01.9% 92.2% 92.2% 5
Lanaar Linivarsity 93.6% 93 1% 94.8% 90.0% 93.0% 9G.0% 90.0% 5
South Caralina State University : 87.8% 85.9% 84.6% 80.0% 81.1% 80.0% 20.0% 5
U.5.C. - Aiken 95.6% 95.5% 94 5% 90.0% 95.0% 90.0% 90.0P% 5
U.5.C.-Spartanburg 97.4% 94.8% 95.6% 90.0% 95.3% 9G.0% 90.0% 5
Winthrop University : B6.3% 85.6% 85.6% 80.0% 94.3% 80.0% 80.0% 5
Weighted Average of Teaching Cotleges & Univ. 84.3% 83.0% 81.4% :
iSector Benchmark 80.0% |
Regional Campuses of U.S.C.
L1.5.C. - Beaufort 98.2% 98.7% 97.2% N/A N/A N/A
U.8.C. - Lancaster 99.6% 99.5%; 99.6% NiA N/A N/A
U.8.C. - Sakehatchie D8.1% 98.0% 99.5% N/A Nia N/A
U.S.C. - Sumter 99.0% 99.6% 98.6% N/A N/A N/A
U.5.C. - Union 99.7% 9.7% 29.1% N/A N/A N/a
Waeightad Average of Regional Campuses of U.S.( 98.9% 99.1% 98.7%
ISector Benchmark N/A |
Technical Colleges .
Aiken Tech 86.2% B7. 7% 88.5% |Not Applical NfA N/A
Central Garolina Tech 100.9% 100.0% 99.8% [Not Appli N/A N/A
Chesterfield-Mariboro Tech 98.7% 98.4% 99.1% Mot Applica N/A ) N/A
Denmark Tech 95.4% 95.7% 96 2% Not Applical  N/A N/A
Florence-Darlington Tech 99.6% 99.6% 99.2% [Not Applical  N/A N/A
Graenvilis Tech 08.9% 98.7% - 97.7% [Not Appli N/A N/A
Hemry-Geargetown Tech 92.1% 90.3% 89.1% [Not Appli N/A ' N/A
Midlands Tech 98.8% 98.1% 96.7% |Not Applic NfA N/A
Crangeburg-Cathoun Tech 99.8% 99,9% 99.8% [Not Appli N/A N/A
Piedrnont Tech 99.2% 99.1% 99.1% |[Net Applica N/A N/A
Spartanburg Tech 99.3% 99.2% 99.3% Not Applica]l  N/A N/A
Tech College of tha Low Country 97.3% 96.5% 97.3% INot Applical N/A WA
Tri-County Tach 94 8% 94.4% 94.6% [No1 Applical N/A N/A
Trident Tach 95.7% 94.7% 93.8% [Nt Appli:l N/A N/A
Wiiliamsburg Tech . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% |[Not Appli N/A N/A
York Tech 9B 9% 99.0% 90.0% |Not Applicall  N/A N/A
Weighted Average of Tachnical Colieges 97.3% 96.9% 96.3%
[Sector Benchmark N/A |
BU-16
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Indicator 7-A Indicator 7-A

Graduation Rate
Fall 1957 | Fall 19¢7 Assumes
Fall 1994  Fall 1995  Fall 1996 |Insrimugional| Acrual Fall 1998  Fall 1999  Directon
Acrual Acmal Acmal | Benchmark [Performance| Target Target ol Lip
Research Universities e
Clemseon 71.7% 72.3% 0.1% 69.0% 60.6% 68.00% 67.0% 4
U.8.C. - Columbia 61.7% 61.2% 61.9% 61.6% 56.2% 63.0% 63.0% 2
Madical University of S. C. N/A N/A NA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Weighted Avg. of Research Univ.
[Sector Benchmark None |
Teaching Collages & Universities .
The Citadsi 69.8% 73.0% 76.7% T7.08% 73.1% 0% 70.0% 4
Coastal Carolina University 36.9% 34.8% 31.1% 315% 34.2% 33.0% 34.0% =)
College of Charleston 54.5% 52.8% 55.6% 518% 33.9% 52.8% 52.8% 5
Francis Marion University 38. 7% 3B5% 40.4% 38.5% 35.5% 17.5% 38.5% 3
Lander University 53.4% 47.3% 30.0% 40.0% 46.6% 41.0% 42.0% 5
South Carolina State University 49 5% 41.6% 50.6% 50.0% 46.6% 50.5% §1.0% 3
U.E.C. - Aiken 18.9% 30.0% 3i6a% 32.2% 32.7% 43.5% 44.5% 5
U.5.C.-Spartanhurg 38.0% 35.0% 31.9% 35.0% 32.3% 40.0% 40,0% 3
Winthrop University . 49.6% 515% 57.1% 52.0% 51.2% 53.0% 54.0% 3
Weighted Avg. of Teaching Colleges & Univ. 48.6% 46.8% 48.7% :
{Sector Benchmark None |
Regional Campuses of U.S.C.
U.5.C. - Beaufort 9.3% 9.0% 10.8% 10.8% 13.0% 11.0% 11.08% 5
U.5.C. - Lancaster 11.4% 11.0% 12.1% 12.5% 28.0% 12.5% 13.0% 8
L.5.C. - Salkehatchie 10.0% 12.0% T.0% 1% 21.0% 31.5% 32.0% &
U.5.C. - Surrter 22.2% 19.8% 16.9% 16.9% 19.0% 18.0% 19.0% S
U.S.C. - Unien 4.3% 10.0% 54% 10.0% 23.0% 6.0% 7.0% 3]
Weighted Avg. of Regional Campuses of USC 18.4%
[Sector Benchmark None |
Techmical Colleges .
Aiken Tech 14.8% 15.0% 17.5% 14,0% 14.4% 15.0% 15.0% 5
Central Carolina Tech 17.1% 16.6% 17.5% 14.9% 16.5% 15.3% 15.9% 5
Chesterfield-Marlboro Tach 20.0% 18.0°% 20.0% 20.0% 22.1% 20.0% 200% &
Denmark Tach 24.8% 22.9% 36.2% 3L0% 28.3% 1.0% 31.0% 3
Flarence-Darlington Tach 22.0% 17.0% 21.4% 20.0% 21.2% 20.5% 20.9% 5
Greenville Tech 24,1% 192% “13.8% 16.00% 132%] @ 100% 11.0% 2
Horry-Georgetown Tech 22.6% 20.9% 21.6% 20.7% 19.3% 20.8% 20.9% 3
Midlands Tech 17.0% 13.0% 9.0% 10.00% 10.4% 10.0% 11.0°% 5
Crangeburg-Calhoun Tech 31.0% 29.0% 31.0% 31.0% 313% 27.0% 27.0% 5
Piedmont Tech 24.8% 30.8% 32.6% 31.0% 28.3% 3L5% 31.0% 3
Spartanburg Tech 30.1% 25.8% 249% 23.0% 27.4% 23.0% 4.0% 5
Tech Coilege of the Low Country 26.0% 15.6% 21.1% 175% 19.6% 19.0% 20.0% 5
Tri-County Tech 29.9% 20.8% 223% 22.4% 22.8% 22.8% 23.1% ]
Trident Tech 18.2% 17.4% 16.5% 15.7% 14.4% 15.8% 15.9% 3
Williamsburg Tech . 20.6% 25.6% 42.3% 18.9% 19.3% 22.0% 250% 5
York Tech 26.5% 223% 212% 17.5% 18.9% 17.5% 17.8% 5
Weighted Avg. of Tach. Colieges 22.6% 20.1% 19.2%
[Sector Benchmark None |
BU-17

06/19/89



Indicator 7-D

Results of Professional Examinations

Research Universities

1993 - 1994 1994 - 19095 [995 - 1996
Actual Actual Actual

Clemson 88.%%
U.S.C. - Columbia 94.8%
Medical University of 8. C. 4.2%
Weighted Average of Research Universities
WSector Benchmark 95.0% |
Teaching Caolieges & Universities
The Citadel 923.1%
Coastal Carolina University 04 4%
College of Charleston 93.9%
Francis Marion University Noae
Lander University £9.0%
South Carolina State University 94.2%
US.C. - Aiken 92.4%
U.5.C.-Sparnanburg 94.6%
Winthrop University ' 97.1%
Weighted Average of Teachlng Collagas & Univ.
[Sector Benchmark 95.0% |
Replonal Campuses of US.C.
U.5.C. - Beaufort
11.8.C. - Lapcaster
U.5.C. - Salkehatchic
U.S.C. - Sumer
U.S.C. - Union
Weighted Avg. of Regional Campuses of USC
[Sector Benchmark 95.0% |
Technical Colleges
Aiken Tech 100.0%
Ceniral Carolina Tech 100.0%
Chesterfield-Mariboro Tech 100.0%
Dentnark Tech - 100.0%
Florence-Darlington Tech 95.0%
Gresnviile Tech 88.6%
Horry-Georgetown Tech £89.7%
Midlands Tech 80.0%
Orangeburg-Calhoun Tech 89.7%
Piedmont Tach 93.1%
Spartanburg Tech 81.5%
Tech College of the Low Counmry 93.8%
Tr=County Tech 89.8%
Trident Tech 91.%%
Williamsburg Tech None
York Tech 84.00%
Waeighted Average of Technical Colleges
[Sector Benchmark 95% |

94.6%
93.8%
94.5%

93.9%
92.5%
94.4%
84.4%

9l 5%
92.1%
92.7%
94.9%

100.0%

1X)-0P%
100.0%
100.0%
90.0%
92.0%
B1.8%
81.6%
91.5%
96.8%
fR.A%
83.9%
90.9%
94.1%
91.5%
None
91.3%

BU-18

- 89.1%

89.3%
9t.6%
94.2%

87.1%
90.7%
92.6%
822%
29.6%
90.3%
R.6%
92.9%
93.9%

N/A
100.0%
N/A

Nia
N/g,
NIA

100.0%
100.0%
92.3%
H0.0%

90.6%
85.7%
92.4%
8R.9%
96.6%
81.9%
93.7%
87.6%
91.2%

Nong
91.0%

1996 - 1997
Institutional

Benchmark | Performance

893%

942%

£7.1%
93.7%
90.0%
84.5%
91.0%
51.0%
83.5%
§3.0%
90.0%

N/A
95.0%
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

95.0%
85.0%
oL
100.0%
K%
87.0%
92.0%
91.5%
H0.0%
92.(00%
88.0%
95.0%
90.9%
91.4%
95.0%
95.0%

1996 - 1997
Actual

88.8%
89.9%
938%

B69%
93.7%
51.7%
84.8%
93.6%
89.7%
94.1%
94.8%
97.1%

Wik
100.0%
N/a
NiA
N/A
NiA

100.0%
98.4%
92.9%
90.3%
91.%%
87.5%
92.7%
91.5%
.7%
94.0%
23.9%
98.3%
91.3%
91.1%

100.0%
97.3%

Indicaror 7-D

1967 - 1998 998 - 1999
Targe: Targe:

89.0% 90.0%
90.0% 92.0%
95.0% 95. 0%
90.0% @3.0%
94.0% 94.23%
91.0% 93.0%
86.5% $8.5%
9.1% 91.1%
91.5% 92.0%
94.0% 94.5%
91.5% 94 (%
90.0% 9008
95,045 95.0%
95.0% 95.0%
95 0% 95.0°%
92.3% 92.9%
100.0% 100.0%
21.0% 91.5%
87.5% 88.0%
95.0% 95.0%
91.9% 92.3%
90.0% 90.0%
94.0% 96.0%
§9.0% 89.0%
25.0% 95.0%
91.6% 92.6%
91.6% 91.8%
95.0%% 95.0%
95,000 95.0%

Diraction

O Y

Mon&bon &0

N/A

N/&
N/A
N/A
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Indicator 7-F Indicator 7-F
Credit Hours Earned of Graduates

Not Reguired Fali 1997 | Fail 1997 Assumaes
Fall 1994  Fall 1995 | Fall 1996 finstitubiomal |  Actuat Fall 1998 Fall 1999  Direction ~
Acrual Acrual Actual | Beochomark [Performance]  Target Targe! of Downr |

Research Universities R
Ciemson 104.7% 103.9%% 103.0% 105.0% 104.0% 105.0% 105.0% 5
W.8.C. - Columbia 109.8% 110.4% 110.5% 110.0% 110.5% 109.08%% 108.0% 4
Medical University of 5. C. N/A N/A N/A N/A

Weighted Avg. of Research Uiniv.
[Sector Benchmark 110.0% |

Teaching Colleges & Universities Not Required .

The Citadel 104.0% 104.0% 104.0% 106.0% 103.0% 106.0% 106.0% 5
Coastal Carolina University 108.0% 107.0% 107.0% 107.0% 107.0% 107.0% 5
College of Charteston 105.8% 105.5% 106.3% 110.0% 106.5% 110.0% 110.0% 5
Francis Marion University 105.7% 110.0% 105.3% 105.7% 105.7% &
Landar University N/A 110.0% 101.8% 110.0% 110.0% 5
Saoutn Carplina Stata University 109.2% 108.5% 110.0% 108.5% 109.0% 108.0% 5
LLS.C. - Aiken 109.5% 110.2% 112.9% 110.0% 112.9% 110.0% 110.0% 2
L1.5.C.-Spartanburg 109.7% 110.0% 111.8% 111.4% 111.5% 110.8% 110.0% 4
Winthrop University .. 106.7% 107.0% 104.0% 107.0% 107.0% 5]
Weighted Avg. of Teaching Colleges & Univ. :
[Sector Benchmark 110.0% |

Reglonal Campuses of US.C. Not Reguired
U.S.C. - Beaufort . 1168.1% 115.1% 18.7% 118.0% 116.0% 3
U.8.C. - Lancaster 123.0%) 123.0% 126.3%| 120.0% 120.0% 3
U.8.C. - Salkehatchie 124.7% 117.3% 124.7% 117.3% 117.3% 2
U.8.C. - Sumter 139.0%) 130.0%| 130.8%| 130.0% 131.0% 4
U.5.0. - Union 127.0% 127.0% 128.1% 127.0% 125.0% 4

Weighted Avg. of Regional Campuses of USC

[Sector Benchmark 110.0% |

Technical Colleges Nat Required .
Aiken Tech 113.6% 111.6% 111.6% 111.0°% 110.8% 4
Central Carcdina Tech 115.0% 115.0% 112.0% 110.0% 110.0% 109.00% 107.0°% 5
Chestlerfield-Mariboro Tech 120.1% 117.5% 120.1% 114.3% 108.3% 113.4% 112.6% 5
Denmark Tech ) . 107.0% 106.0% 108.0% 106.0% 106.0% 5

- Florance-Darlington Tach 110.0% 106.6%]| 120.8%) 119.0% 118.0%] 18.0% 117.5% 4
Graanvlile Tach 117.5% 120.0% 118.7%F . 119.5% 4
Harry-Georgetown Tech 111.0% 110.0% 108.3% 110.0% 110.0% 5
Midiands Tech 115.1% 117.0% 116.6% 117.0% 117.0% 4
QOrangeburg-Caihoun Tech 116.0%] 116.0%] 112.2%| 1150%  115.0% 5
Piedmont Tech | -120.0% 148.0°6]. 115.0% 113.0% 112.0% 112.0% 110.0% 4
Spartanburg Tech 105.8% 110.0% 105.9% 110.0% 110.0% 5
Tech College of the Low Cauntry 110.8%| 110.0%| 107.4% 110.0% 110.0% 5
Tri-County Tach 111.7%] 117.9%| 114.2% &
Trident Tech 117.3% 115.8% 115.1% 115.6% 115.4% 4
Williamsburg Tech ) 106.0% 106.0% 105.0% 110.0% 108.0°% 107.0% 106.0% 5
York Tech 110.0%) 110.0%] 1066%] 110.0%  110.0% 5

Weighted Avg. of Tech. Colleges

[Sector Benchmark 110% |

BU-19
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Indicaror 8-A

Indicaror 8-A
Transferability of Credits to and from the Institution
Fall 1997 | Fall 1997 Assumes
Fall 1954  Fall 1995 Fall 1996 |institutional| Actual | Fall 1998  Fall 1999 Direction
Acmal Actual Actual | Benchmark lhniomm::1 Targe: Targe: of Up
vf)Ierr'r:'s:.c::-'n“we N/A 100% 100% t100% 100% L
U.5.C. - Columbia N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
Medical University of S. C. N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
Weighted Avg. of Ressarch Univ.
[Sector Benchmark 100% |
Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Citadel N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
Coastal Carolina University NA 1008% 100% 100% 100% 5
Coliege of Charleston N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
Francis Marion University WA 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
Lander Liniversity N/A 100% 100% 1{00"/» 100% 5
South Carolina State University N/A 9% 1% 95% 100% 5
U.5.C. - Aiken - N/A 100 100% 100% 100% 5
U.5.C.-Spartanburg NA 80% 100% 80% 100% 5
Winthrop University . N/A 100% 100% 100°% 100% 5
Weighted Avg. of Teaching Colleges & Univ.
iSector Benchmark 100% |
Regional Campuses of US.C.
U.S.C. - Baaufon N/A 100°%4 100% 100% 100% 5
U.S.C. - Lancaster N/A 100% 100% 100% 1007% 5
U.B.C. - Salkahatchie N/A 100% 100% 100% 10006 5
U.S.C. - Sumter N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
U.5.C. - Union NA 100% 9% 100% 100% 3
Weighted Avg. of Regional Campuses of USC
[Sector Benchmark 100% |
Technical Colleges .
Alken Tach NZA 0% 90% 0% 100% 4
Central Carolina Tech WA 100% 100°% 100% 100% 5
Chesterfield-Mariboro Tech N/A 1) 80% 100% 100% 4
Denrnark Tech N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
Fiorence-Darlington Teeh N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
Greeanvilie Tech NA 0% 90% 100% 100% 4
Horry-Georgetown Tach N/A 90% 100%| ~ 100% 100% 5
Midlands Tech N/A 100% 100%% 100 100% 5
Qrangeburg-Calhoun Tech N/A 80% 80%% 100% 100% L]
Piegdmont Tech N/A 1005 1007 100% 100% 5
Spartanburg Tech NA 0% 0% 80% 100% 9
Tach Coliage of the Low Country N/A 90% 80% a0 0% 4
Tri-County Tech N/A 0% 80% 100% 100% 4
Trident Tech N/A % 90% a90% 80% 4
Williamsburg Tech i N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% S
York Tech N/A 100% 100% 100% 100% 5
Weightad Avg. of Tech. Colleges
ISector Benchmark 100% |
BU-20
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Indicator 8-Cla

Research Lniversities

Fall 1594

Actusl

Clamscn 8.7%
1.5.C. - Columbia 18.0%
Medical University of 8. C. 1%
Welgmed Avaerage of Research Linvarsities 13.8%
ISector Benchmark None |
* Alncan Amancan
** Whita, Non-Hispanic
Teaching Colleges & Eniversities
The Citadel B.0%
Caastal Carolina Univarsity 7.7%
College of Charleston 7.5%
Francis Marian Universiy 24.2%
Lander Univarsity 19.5%
South Caroling State University™ 3%
U.5.C. - Alken 16.1%
U.8.C -Sparianburg 13.4%
winthrop University 2L.8%
Weighted Average of Teeching Colleges & Univ. 12.5%
|Sector Benchmark None |
* Alncan Amencan
** White, Non-Hispanic
Regional Campuses of U.S.C,
U.5.C. - Beaufort 16.9%
U.5.C. - Lancaster 17.6%
U.S.C. - Sakehaichie 36.5%
LS.C. - Sumter 18.3%
U.8.C. - Unign 14.8%
Weighted Average of Regional Campuses of U.5.C. 20.8%
iSector Benchmark None |
* African American
™ Wihite, Non-Hispanic ’
Technicsl Colleges
Alken Tech 31.7%
Central Carolina Tech 35.4%
Chestarfiald-Mariboro Tech 32.6%
Denmark Tech™ B.1%
Fiorance-Darlingtan Tach 28.8%
Greonville Tach 14.9%
Horry-Gaorgetown Tech - 16.2%
Midiands Tech 30.9%
Orangaburg-Cathoun Tech 44.7%
Pisdmont Tech A.5%
Spartanburg Tech 19.8%
Tech College of the Low Country 3.1%
Tri-County Tech ~11.5%
“Trident Tech 19.8%
Williamshurg Tech 48.9%
York Tech 18.8%
Waightad Average of Technical Golleges 23.8%
{Sector Benchmark None |
= Afngan American

 Whita, Non-Hispanic

Percentage of Other Race* Students

Fall 1957
instimtional
Benchamrk
Percentage

8.0%
18.0%
2.5%

7.9%
8.9%
B.1%
27. 1%
18.6%
3.7%
18.6%
16.5%
22.1%

18.8%
18.6%
37.2%
19.0%
19.0%

31.0%
3B.7%
43.6%

5.0%
332.9%
16.2%
19.0%
30.0%
45.0%
33.0%
21.8%
33.0%
10.7%
21.7%
£61.8%
21.0%

Fall 1997

Actual
Eefcentags

7.8%
18.6%
10.4%

T.3%

8.2%
27.7%
19.5%

9%
18.6%
17.2%
23.1%

16.6%
17.0%
34.6%
19.5%
10.0%

39.6%
38.6%
38.4%

5.0%
34.8%
16.4%
19.1%
31.9%

52.0%)

32.2%
22.9%
35.7%
10.8%
21.8%
60.0%
22.2%

Fall 1995 Fall 1996
Acnal Acrual
Perceniags Bercentage Bercentage
8.9% 8.0%
17.9% 18.7%
7.3% L7%
13.5% 13.7%
8.4% 7.9%
8.8% B.9%
7.6% 8.0%
25.3% 28.2%
. 197 18.6%
3.4% 3.6%
16.5% 17.9%
1409 16.3%
2L5% 21.9%
12.9% 13.5%
16.4% 17.2%
16.1% 18.6%
36.5% 37.2%
18.4% 19.7%
1568% 19.0%
20.4% 21.8%
30.5% 30.29%
A6.3% 37.68%
33.4% 36.4%
9.3% B.2%
31.0% 33.4%
15.1% 16.2%
16.1% T 18.9%
31.8% a1.8%
44.6% 48.5%
0% I1.5%
20.5% 20.1%
35.5% 32.4%
10.4% C10.7%
21.3% 22.1%
04.3% 58.0%
18.5% 20.2%
24.7% 25.3%
BU-21

Indiwcator 8-Cla

Fall 1998 Hatl 19949
Target Target

8.0% 8.3%
18.0% 17.0%
10.0% 10.5%
7.5% 8.0%
8.0% 9.1%
B.2% 8.4%
27.7% 27.7%
19.6% 19.6%
3.8% 4.0%
18.8% 19.0%
17.0% 18.0%
22.2% 22.3%
17.0% 17.2%
18.3% 18.7%
I72% 37.5%
19.2% 15.4%
20.0% 20.5%
30.0% 32.0%
40.0% 41.4%
44.6% 45.8%
7.0% 10.0%
34.3% 35.0%
16.3% 16.4%
19.1% 18.2%
30.00 30.0%%
45.0% 45.0%
34.0% 34.5%
21.6% 21.6%
33.0% 33.0%
10.9% 11.1%
21.8% 21.9%
82.0% E2.0%
22.0% 22.0%

AgSlir, .~
Direction
ollp
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Indicator 8-Clb

Other Race* Students
Retention Ratio

Fall 1954
Acmal
Research Universities
Clemson 96.2%
U.5.C. - Columbia 96.8%
Medical Univarsity of 5. C, 96.5%
Weighted Average of Resaarch Liniversitias
[Sector Benchmark None |
* African Amerncan
** White, Non-Hispanic
Teaching Colleges & Unfversities
Tha Citadel 93.00%
Coastal Caralina University 108.6%
College of Charleston 87.4%
Francis Marion University 102.5%
Lander University 100.5%
South Cargling State University™ 92.6%
U.S.C. - Aiken 9t.1%
U.5.C.-Spartanburg 95.4%
Winthrop Univarsity 98.3%
Waeightad Averaga of Teaching Colleges & Univ.
{Sector Benchmarik Nore |
T Alrican American
** White, Non-Hispanic
Regional Campuses of U.5.C.
U.S.C. - Beaufort 95.1%
U.E.C. - Lancastar 100.8%
U.8.C. - Saikehatchie 83.3%
U.8.C. - Sumnter 110.8%
U.S.C. - Union 100.8%
Weighted Average of Regional Campuses of U.S.C.
[Sector Benchmark None |
* African Ameridan
** White, Non-Hispanic
Technical Colleges
Aiken Tech 98.5%
Central Caralina Tech 97.6%
Chesterfieid-Marlboro Tech 81.8%
Denmark Tech™ 120.3%
Florence-Darlington Tech 85.8%
Graenvilla Tach 95.0%
Horry-Georgetown Tech 84.9%
Midiands Tech 93.6%
Orangeburg-Calhoun Tech 81.2%
Piedmont Tech 96.0%
Spananburg Tech 90.9%
Tech Coliege of the Low Country 98.3%
Tri-County Tech §7.6%
Trident Tech 86.4%
Williamsburg Tach 109.8%
York Tech 98.4%
Welghted Average of Technical Colieges
[Sector Benchmark Nore |
® African Amarican
** Whita, Non-Hispanic
Bu-22

Fall 1995
Acmal

96.8%
95.8%
96.8%

83.0%
101.8%
95.0%
98.3%
99.5%
83.5%
94.7%
M.2%
88.5%

90.8%
88.8%
101.9%
97.9%
102.9%

91.3%
90.4%
88.0%
82.0%
88.1%
%0.5%
B7.4%
93.9%
83.4%
85.2%
79.1%
9M.7%
94.1%
91.7%
111.3%
95.4%

Fall 1996 Benchmark

Acmual

96.9%
99.0%
85.1%

97.1%
100.9%
96.1%
107.6%
93.2%
84.2%
87.0%
105.3%
87.7%

89.3%
97.4%
87.5%
106.9%
29.4%

94.1%
83.8%
88.2%
120.1%
.2%
102.1%
76.3%
89.8%
79.5%
84.7%
93.6%
83.5%
96.7%
86.9%
109.1%
90.9%

Batic

97.2%
97.6%
97.9%

83.0%
100.9%
88.1%
100.0%
93.0%
90.0%
100.0%
102.9%
100.0%

89.3%
97.4%
100.0%
100.0%
97.00%

84.2%

85.7%

B8.6%

107.4%
90.2%

96.0%

96.0%

80.4%

80.0%

95.5%

91.0%

85.2%

96.2%

86.4%
102.29%
20.9%

Indicator 8-Clb

Actual
Ratio

97.6%
97.9%
100.8%

85'8?0
95.3%
96.3%
102.4%
22.9%
93.3%
90.2%
96.5%
102.1%

85.3%
93.0%
107.4%
94.5%
73.4%

105.7%
92.0%
111.6%
115.1%
94.9%
98.5%
84.2%
88.9%
80.2%
103.8%
99.5%
98.0%
96.4%
88.3%
1125%
86.6%

Assymes
Direction
of Up
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Indicator 9-A

Financial Support for Reform in Teacher Education

Fall 1994

Fall 1995

Fall 1996

Actual  Actal  Acmal

Resesrch Universitias
Ciemson
L.5.C. - Columbia
Medicai University of 5. C.
Weighted Avg. of Research Univ.

{Sector Benchmark 105% |

Teaching Colleges & Universities
The Cltadai
Coastal Carolina University
College of Chariaston
Francis Marian Univarsity
Lander University
South Carolina State University
U.5.C. - Aiken
LL.S.C.-Spartanburg
Winthrop Univarsity -

Weighted Avg. of Taaching Collagss & Unlv.

|Sector Benchmark 105% |

Reglonal Campuses of U.S.C.
LLS.C. - Beautort
U.S.C. - Lancastar
U.5.C. - Salkahatchie
L.5.C. - Sumter
U.S.L. - Union

{Sector Benchmark NA |

Technical Colleges
Aikan Tach
Central Carolina Tech
Chesterfietd-Marboro Tech
Dienmark Tech
Florence-Dariington Tech
Greenville Tech
Harry-Georgetown Tech
Midlands Tech
Orangeburg-Calhoun Tech
Piedmont Tech
Spartanburg Tech
Tech College of the Low Country
Tri-County Tech
Trident Tech
Williamsburg Tech
York Tech

[Sector Benchmark N/A |

BU-24

65.0%
139.6%
N/A

36.4%
131.0%
145.0%
113.%%

77.5%
204.2%

not avail
102.0%
not avail

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
NA
N/A,
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A,
N/A
N/A
NZA
N/A
N/A
N/A
A
WA

Fall 1997 | Fali 1947
lashmtional |  Actual
Benchmatk [Performance]

£5.0% B5.0%
50.0% 46.0%
N/A, N/A
25.0% 38.0%
105.0°% 17.0%
105.0°% 143.0%
103.0% 70.0%
80.0% 270.8%
105.0% 143.8%
105.0% 115.0%
102.0% 102.0%
102.0% 102.2%
N/A N/A
NfA N/A
NfA N/A
N/A N/A
NFA N/A
N/A N/A
N/A, N/A
N/A N/A
N/A NfA
NfA N/A
N/A NA
N/A N/A,
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A NfA
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
NIA N/A
N/A N/A

Indicator 9-A

Fall 1998
Targer

88.0%
130.0%

60.0°%
105.0%
105.0%
103.0%%

80.5%
108.0%
105.0%
100.0%
102.0%

Targer

70.0%
130.0%

90.0%
105.0%
105.0%
105.7%

81.0%
107.0%
105.0%
100.00%
102.0%

Assumes
Fall 1996 Direction

of Up

4
3
NrA

b T WMo

N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A

N/a
N/A
NiA
N/A
NiA
RiA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
NiA
NfA
N/A
N/A
Nia

06/19/9



indicator 9-B Indicator 9-B
Amount of Public and Private Sector Grants

Fall 1997 | Fall 1997 Assumes
Fall 1994  Fall 1995  Fall 1996 |institutional Actual Fall 1998  Fall 1999  Direction
Actual Actual Acmal | Beochmark |Paformance| Target Targer of Up
Research Universities T
Clamson 1125%  114.1%  1022%] 100.0%| 100.8%} 105.0%  105.0% 4
11.S.C. - Columbia 195.8%  125.2%  99.5% g9.5%| 1023%! 100.0% 101.0% 8
Medical Universlty of 5. C. 142.2% 141.7% 123.1% 102.2% 93.6% 100.0% 105.0% 3
ISector Benchmark 105.0% |
Teaching Colleges & Universities )
Tha Citadel 161.0% 129.0% N/A N/A N/A NA
Coasta! Carotina University 122.0% 130.0% N/A N/A NA N/A
Coliege of Charlaston 162.0% 247.0% 162.0% 105.0% 108.07% 105.0% 105.0% 5
Francis Marion University 85.0% 55.0% N/A N/A NA NiA
Lander University N/A NZA NfA ) NiA
South Carolina State University 113.0%  113.0% 78.0%| 105.0% 132.8%| 106.0% 107.0% 6
U.S.C. - Alken 97.0%  183.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A
L.S.C.-Spartanburg 104.0% 146.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A
Winthrop University .- 78.0% 58.0% N/A N/A, N/A N/A
|Sector Benchmark 105.0% |
Reglonal Campuses of U.S.C.
U.5.C. - Beaufort N/A N/A N/A N/A
U.5.C. - Lancastar N/A N/A N/A NiA
L1.8.C. - Saikehatchie N/A N/A - N/A NiA
L.5.GC. - Sumter N/A WA N/A NiA
U.S.C. - Union : N/A N/A N/A N/A
ISector Benchmark . N/A |
Technical Colleges
Alkan Tech N/A N/A N/A T ONA
Central Carolina Tech N/A N/A N/A NiA
Chesterfield-Mariboro Tech N/A N/A N/A N/A
Denmark Tech N/A, N/A WA ' N/A
Florence-Darlington Tech~ ’ N/A /A N/A NiA
Greenvilie Tech MN/A N/A N/A NiA
Horry-Georgetown Tach N/A N/A N/A ' N/A
Midlands Tech N/A N/A N/A N/A
Crangeburg-Calhoun Tech N/A N/A N/A NiA
Piedmont Tech N/A N/A N/A N/A
‘. Spartanburyg Tech N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tach Collags of tha Low Country N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tri-County Tech N/A NA N/A N/A
Trident Tech WA N/A N/A N/A
Williamsburg Tech : N/A N/A N/A N/A
York Tech N/A N/A N/A N/A
[Sector Benchmark N/A |

BU-24
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