ATTACHMENT 1 •

UNIVERSITY OF' SOUTH CAROLINA
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EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT FOR
ACADEMIC AFFAIRS AND PROVOST

June 14, 1989

MF.MORANDUK

To:

Dr. Rufus G. Fellers, Chair, USC-Columbia Faculty Senate

From:

Arthur K. Smith, Provost

Subject:

Bulletin Requirements for Graduation

As you know, Rufus, there has been a growing need for clarification
of the University's policies governing the degree requirements for
graduation that apply to students who move from one degree program to
another on the same campus, or from one campus to another within the USC
System.
This problem was referred several months ago to the newly formed
System Academic Policy Coordinating Committee. This Committee, as its
name implies, has no legislative authority of its own, but is formed to
coordinate academic policy matters of the nine campuses and five faculty
senates when such matters affect the USC System as a whole. The System
Academic Policy Coordinating Committee consists of 15 members, as follows:
The five chief academic officers of the campuses at Aiken, Coastal
Carolina, Columbia, and Spartanburg, and of the five University
Campuses (as a group).
The chairpersons of the five faculty senates.
Five additional faculty members, each one chosen by the chief
academic officer and the faculty senate chairperson from the
respective campus or group of campuses.
The Committee is chaired by me as Provost of the University, and is
advisory to the President, who consults with the four Chancellors regarding the Committee's recommendations on system academic policy matters
before taking action on them.
The System Academic Policy Coordinating Committee considered the
graduation degree requirements issue at its meeting on April 19. The
Committee agreed that policy clarification was indeed required, both to
uphold the integrity of the USC System and to align the system policy
statement on graduation requirements with prevailing judicial interpretations of education law. As background, prior to 1982 the USC System had
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in place a policy statement that accomplished both objectives. However,
in 1982 a revision was introduced in the USC-Columbia undergraduate
Bulletin that substantially changed the system policy. That revision has
resulted in confusion for students, inconsistency in academic advising,
and possible legal exposure for the University with respect to the
contractual nature of the Bulletin. Moreover, it appears that the 1982
revision was made by administrative action in editing the Bulletin,
rather than by action of the USC-Columbia Faculty Senate.
The Coordinating Committee subsequently approved a new policy
statement for the USC System and recommended that statement for consideration by President James B. Holderman. In effect, the recommended policy
is a return to the pre-1982 policy governing graduation degree requirements, and thus reverts to the general policy most recently approved by
the faculty. The President has now approved the Committee's recommended
policy statement, which is as follows:
An undergraduate student may choose to obtain a degree in
accordance with the curricular requirements in force for the
particular degree at the time the student first enrolls in
matriculated status at any campus of the University System, or
under subsequent requirements published while he or she is
enrolled. However, the student ' s choice is restricted to a
specific bulletin and the curricular requirements described
therein. Undergraduate students have a period of eight years,
inclusive and continuous, in which to claim the rights of a
specific bulletin.

Within the eight-year limit, an undergraduate student who is
absent from the University System for no longer than five
years, and who returns to complete his or her program of study,
shall have the right to continue under the bulletin in effect
at the time of the student's original matriculation. Alternatively, the student may elect the degree requirements under the
bulletin in effect at the time of return. If the period of
absence is longer than five years, the student will be subject
to the curricular requirements in force at the time of return.
Under no circumstances will students be allowed to appeal to
shQrt-lived rules and regulations which were adopted and
abandoned during the period of their absence.
If drastic revisions of curricula or program requirements have
occurred during a student's absence (even if for less than five
years), or during the period between the student's original
matriculation and his or her eventual movement to a different
degree program or campus within the University System, a
reasonable effort will be made by the academi~~~n to permit
the student to undertake transitional 11111 rse1H5'h that i~ "f1'64',T'"'6
equivalent to the educational experience intended under the
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bulletin in force at the time of the student's original matriculation.
The Committee expressed concern that the five year period of allowed
absence seems extraordinarily generous, and a number of members felt that
a two year limitation on absences would be more appropriate. However,
the Committee recognized that a substantive change of this nature should
emanate from a joint action of the several faculty senates, rather than
from a coordinating committee.
To the extent that publishing deadlines permit, the above policy
statement should be inserted in the 1989-90 undergraduate bulletins of
the several campuses of the USC System. All currently enrolled undergraduate students should be accorded the benefit of this policy.
While it is not clear whether action by the USC-Colwnbia Faculty
Senate is needed in order to effect this return to the pre-1982 policy,
such action is certainly desirable in the interest of good governance. I
would be gt·ateful, Rufus, if you would ask the Steering Committee to
consider this item for inclusion in the Faculty Senate agenda for the
meeting of July 6, 1989.

AKS/ehg
cc: President James B. Holderman
Chancellor Robert E. Alexander
Chancellor John J. Duffy
Chancellor Ronald G. Eaglin
Chancellor Olin B. Sansbury
Members of the Academic Policy
Coordinating Committee
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