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TO: Members, C-DIT:!TI.J.S.'SJ.G.'I.!/‘JF. Higher Educatcion

FROM: Frank E. ¥inard .:i/

Minority Report on "Centers of Excellence" Aecommendatzons
To He Considered July 10 (Agenda Item 4.a.)
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At che request of Dr. Taylor, Chairman of the Committes on Academic

Affairs, there is enclosed a copy of a report from Or. Lewis. This

constitutes a minority report dissenting f£rom the report of the Commitcee

on Academic Affairs on awards for “"Canters of Excellance” far FY 86-37.
Thi &m 15 to be considered as Agenda Item 4.a. at your meeting on
1
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Please bring this macerial with vou along with r=laced macsrials
sent o you last week in preparation for the meeti
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cc: Mr. Charles A. Brooks, Jr.
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I. Background
The Academic Affairs Committee of the C.H.E. met Thur=sday,
June 26, 1%86 to consider 1l proposals Eu“m'“teﬁ oy the colleges
and universities far the "Centers of Excellance" awards, Only
the chairperson of the committee (Mrs. Taylor) and three other

committee members were prasent. The chairperson chose naot to
vote thus leaving the decisions up to the thres sther members who
wers prasent.

The academic affairs staff of the C.H.E. plus a
reprasentative of the State Department cf Education had studi
all of the proposals, ranked them, and recommended that the
three proposals (from U.5.C.-Columbia, frnm U.5.C.=-Spartanbu
and from Clemson) be funded. In the event that the commicte
would prefer ko fund only continuation grants the panel
recommended the proposals of U.5.C.-Spartanburg, Clemscon, and
Furman - in that arder.
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The committee then considersd the proposals. A motion that
I made to accept the staff's recommendations was not seconded. &
motion to approve the U.5.C.-Spartanburg propesal then pagssad 3I=-0.
A motion to apprave the Clemson nrnnnsa‘ then failed 1-2 (mine
being the dLaSEntlﬂq votael. A motien to pass the Furman proposal
then passed 13- 5 as did a motion te approve the Winthrop proposal.

Finally, a motion to approve the joint propesal of Francis Marion

ang 0.5.C. Coastal passed 2-1 (mine being thes dissenting wvaks!.

The final result, therefore, was that two of the top thrae
proposals, as ranked initially by the staff, wers nat racommendsd
for funding whiles proposals ranked as low as ainth were so
racommeanded .
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