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COMMISSION GN HIGHER EDUCATION
and
STATE COMMITTEE FOR TECHNICAL EDUCATION

December 13, 1971

His Excellency, Governor John C. West, and
The Honorable Members of the Generad Assembly

Gentlemen:

The 1971 General Assembly directed the Commission on Higher Education, jointly with the State Committee for
Techuical Education, to submit to yon a plan or plans for the implementation of a community college system in South
Carolina. Pursuant to this directive, we appointed a Stndy Committee to make recommendations on this subject to us.

The report of the Study Committer, dated November 23, is attached for your information. The Commission on
Higher Education approves ike prime recommendation of the Study Committee (pages 6 - 11 of the attached Report)
as the most desirable objective for public two-year post-secondary education in Svuth Carolina. The Commission on
Higher Education recognizes, however, as acutely as the Study Committee, that it may be difficult o implement this

prime recommendation immediately.

In this event, having considered the Study Committes’s alternative recommendation (pages 12 - 15 of the
attached Report), the Commission on Higher Education and the State Committee for Technical Education make the
following recommendation as minimnm action to meet the needs of the state in two-year posi-high school education:

1. That a new Stote Board, which might be called the State Board for Technical and Comprehensive
Education, esuld be established in July 1, 1972 to replace the Swate Commitiee for Technical Education, to

encompass all stale-supported two-year post-secondary institutions and programs, with the exception of the
university branches and centers, which shall continue to be operated by the University of South Carolina
and by Clemson University, subject to changes that might resull in accordance with procedures provided

below.

2 That the new Board should consist of eight {8) members appointed by the Governor with the advice and
consent of the Senate, one of such members to be chosen from each Congressional Distriet and two from
the state at large; and that the term of office of such members sheuld be six (6) vears, except that of those
tirst chosen from the Congressional Districts the term of office in yeurs should be equal to the mumber of
the Congressional District represented; and in addition that there be three ex officio members - the
Commissioner of Higher Education, the State Superintendent of Education and the Executive Director of
the State Developiment Boari.

3. That the new Board be empowered to assume all of the assets and liabilities of the existing State Committee
for Technical Education, and to continue, as set forth in the paragraphs below, all of the existing
institutions and programs, with continued emphasis on the Special Schools program which provides training
for prospective employces for new or expanding industry. The Regional Technical Centers, Williamsburg
Regional Manpower Center and all federal manpower programs presently assigned to the State Committee

for Technical Education wiil be continued as at present nnder the suspices of the new Board.

4.  That the new Board be subject to the same kinds and degrees of coordination of its activities, including
specifically its institutions, its programs, its budgets and its short and long-range planning, by the
Commission on Higher Education as are the public college und universicy Boards; and that the Commission
on Higher Education be enlarged to ailow the Chairman of the new Board to serve as an ex officio member
of the Commission. Specifically excluded from the jurisdiction of the Commission on ngher Education are
the Regional Technical Centers, the Williamsburg Regional Manpower Center, and all federal manpower
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programs preseutly assigned to the State Committee for Technical Education or to be assigned in the futare
to the new Board for Technical and Comprehensive Edi:cation, and all programs, present and future, related
dircetly to training and other supportive activitics for industry. Associate degree programs which may be
initiated in these excluded institutions shall be subject to the rpproval of the Commission on Higher
Education,

“

That the new Board should establish criteria, subject to the approval of the Commission, for the
establishment of new and the continuation of existing public two-year post-sccondary in-titutions and
programs; such criteria to include minimum population, hoth total and of college age, in the area to be
served, and minimum annnal secondary school graduations in the area to be served, with specific allowance
0 be made for the existence, within the area to be served, ofi other post-secondary institutions, public and

non-public,

6. That the new Board continue the policy of full participation at the local level in its programs and
institutions through the nechanisms of local Boards and Advisory Committees, and through the
requirement of local provision of capital facilities; all subject to state-level policy and budgetary control
through the new Board.

be authorized to establish maximum

7.  That the new Bouard, subject to the approval of tt - Tommission,
tuition and fees which may be charged students at any ol the institutions under its control.

8.  That the new Board, subject to the approval of the Commission be a..horized to award certificates,
diplomas and associate (but not baccalaureate) degrees to students who successfully complete authorized
and prescribed courses of study and training. '

9.  That the new Board he authorized to participate in various programs of federal aid to public two-year
institutions and to the students therein.

[
=

That University branches and university centers shall not expand their present offerings in occupational
education or expand the academic curricula beyond the first two years of the baccalaureate program. No
new university branches or centers shall be established.

It shall be possible for two-year institutions to meet the changing educational needs of their service area by:
(1) adding the first-year and second-year college parallel curricula to technical educat’on centers; (2)
merging two or more two-year institutions, and (3) enabling a university branch or univ.rsity center to
become comprehensive ‘ustitutions under the directior of the State Board for Technical and
Comprehensive Education. Any major modifications, as specified above, shall require the concurrence of
the local governing and/or advisory board, the Board of Trustees of the university directly affected, the
State Board for Technical and Comprehensive Education and the Commission on Higher Education.

the opportunity to study this problem anew together, and are pleased to present the vecommendation given above for

your consideration.
té-——' > et ol N
E. Craig

E. Craig Wall, Chairman
s

The Commission on Higher Education and the Statc Cominittee for Technical Education are pleased to have had

S. C. Commission on Higher Education

Y. W. Sr::;,a,x{l:u:xvt'nughj Jr., Chairmanr
State Committee for Technical Education

Q w
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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON HIGHER EDUCATION
RUTLEDGE BUILDING
1429 SENATE STREET
CCLUMEBIA, 8. C. 28207

JAMES A. MGRRIS November 23, 1371 TELEPHONE
Commissionear 803/7568-2407

Dr. James A. Morris Mr. O. Stanley Smith

Commissioner Executive Director

S. C. Commission on Higher Education ) State Committee for Technical Education

1429 Senate Street 1429 Senate Street

Columbia, South Caroiina 29201 Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Gentlemen:

The Committee to Study Community Colleges, which you appointed in July, 1 is pleased to submit its
report to you for consideration by the Commission on Higher Education and by the State Committee for
Technical Education.

We hope that our recommendations will provide a hasis for common understanding, and aciion, by both
the Commission and the Committee.

Sincerely,
54;:73 A’iﬁg / 7 2 et ,zaé,w’ P pellenea
Thomas E. Barton, Jr. Baxter Hood Tack S. Mullins
Rohert L. Hurst o 7 LuWﬂId M éngletcm
Z % Lk Fp I Litts
R. L. érlgsby, Je.” J Alan S, Krech ~ éénl M. Willis

/4574«.@

Frank E. Kinard
Chairman
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II.

The Charge to the Commission on Higher Education, the Siate

Committee for Technical Education, and the Study Committee

for Community Colleges

The 1971 General Assembly, in a proviso attached to the Appro-
priations Act for 1971-72, charged the Commission on Higher Education

as follows:

""Provided, Further, That the Commission shall,
jointly with the State Committee for Technical Education,
immediately study the devising of a statewide plan for a system
of comrnunity colleges compatible with the master plan for
post high schocl education now bzing devised by the Com-
mission, such system to be implemented at such time as
funds therefor may be appropriated or made available,
and to report its recommendations of such plan or plans de-
vised, to the General Assembly and the Governor, no later
than January 1, 1972."

In compliance with this legislative mandate, the Commission on
Higher Education and the State Committee for Technical Education jointly
appointed a ten-member Study Committee on Community Colleges, in late
Julv, 19%71. This Comimittee was jointly charged by its two gponsors to
recomrmend to them, by December 1, a plan or plans for such a system

of community colleges.

Definition of a Community College

Because there may be understandable confusion about the meaning of
the term ''community college'', the Committee has adopted a working defi-
nition for the parposes of this report, The Committee understands that

the term ''community college'' means a puklicly supported comprehensive



III.

An

institution of higher education offering programs of instruction extending
not more than two years beyond the high school level, which programs
include courses in occupational and technical fields, the liberal arts and
science curricula usually found in lower-division college programs, con-
tinuing adult educatior and special training and other services to meet
economic, cultural and training needs of the region served. Such colleges
are also usually commuter colleges only, charge reasonably low tuition to
students, have well-developed programs of testing, guidance and counsel-
ling, and have relatively open admissions policies buttressed by develop-

rnental training programs as needed,

0

Overview of Public Two-Year Institutions in South Carolina

In the sense of the definition given above, there are no community
colleges in this state.

This does not mean that the state has neglected the incréasingly im-
portant two-year post-high schcol segment of its system of higher education, -
but rather that different means to the end have been sought. Neither the
legislative charge to the Commission on Higher Education and the State
Commitiee for Technical Education, nor these sponsors' charge to the
Committee, require a debate as to the merits, or demerits, of such a
system of community colleges as opposed to the systems now in place.
Nevertheless, the Committee feels that some observations on the existing

systems of public two-year institutions are pertinent to its recommendations.



The state's system of Technical Education Centers, which began
in 1961, now includes 13 Centers, three Regional Technical Education
Centers (the former Area Trade Schools), a Manpower Development
Training Center, a number of Skill Development Centers, and temporary
Special Schools for industries, all operating under the administration of
the State Committee for Technical Education. The 13 Technical Education
Centers provide a rich variety of post-high school programs in occu-
pational and technical fields, up through and including the associate degree,
as well as many occupational training programs of shorter du ~tion.

The two senior universities between them now operate nine off-
campus two-year Branches or Centers, the primary purpose of which is
to provide lower-division college curricula. Some of these do provide,
however, usually in response to local needs not otherwise being met,
terminal two-year programs in vocational fields such as those in secre-
tarial science or nursing. In addition, the University of South Carolina
operates, on its main campus in Columbia, the Midlands Branch, which
primarily was intended to provide terminal occupational and vocational

programs. But credits earned in some of the Midlands Branch programs -

e.g., law enforcement, nursing - are transferable to baccalaureate
curricula.

The Technical Education Center system and the off-campus University
Branch system together now occupy buildings totalling just under 2 million
gross square feet of space. At a quite conservative estimate, this re-

preser - an investment in capital facilities alone of $40 million, exclusive
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of land, and not including the equipment which makes the buildings
functional as centers of learning and training. Both systems have
followed a policy of requiring the county or area served to provide these
capital facilities, utilizing to the maximum extent possible whatever
programs of federal assistance were available such as the Higher
Education Facilities program.

All of these facilities taken together are situated such that more than
97% of the area of the staie is located 30 miles or less from either a
Technical Education Center or a University Branch or both. Only an
insignificant portion of the state's total population lives more than 30
miles from one or both kinds of institutions. More than 50% of the area
of the state lies within 30 miles of both a Technical Education Center
and a University Branch or Center. Because these institutions are for the
most part concentrated in areas of the state which are the more densely
populated, these areas of dual coverage are concentrated in two broad
bands running roughly east and west across the state - one in the northern
portion extending from Anderson and Oconee in the west to L.ancaster ir
the east, and another across the midsection éf the state extending from
Edgefield and Aiken in the west to Horry in the east.

Fall full-time student enrollment in the institutions under the ad-
ministration of the State Committee for Technical Education stood at
6200 students in 1970. The Commission on Higher Education has estimated
that full-time enrollment 111 these occupational and vocational programs
will nearly double, to 12,000 students, by 1980. Autumn full-time
enrollment in the Univer sity Branches and Centers in 1970 was about

2700. The Commission on Higher Education has estimated, presuming
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little or no changes in the mode of operation of these institutions, that

this figure will climb to about 4200 full-time students by 1980, an increase
of more than 55%. Enrollment in ail other public senior institutions, ex-
clusive of the Branches and Centers, is expected to increase by only 48%
by 1980 over the 1970 figure.

Historical data on the enrollments in these institutions are included
in Appendix B.

In 1970-71, direct state support for the operation of these two systems
amounted to $13. 93 million - $12. 35 million for the Technical Education
system and $1.58 million for the University Branch and Center systems.
Because of the distinctive nature of the Techinical Education system, and
particularly the large number of special and part-time training prograrns,
accurate unit cost comparisons between this system and the University Branches
and Centers are not available (see Appendix D). Onthe premise that there is
a direct relationship between these state costs and enrollment, and assuming
that the Commission on Higher Education's enrollment projections are
accurate, this annual cost to the state will increase to about $27 million
by 1980 - an estimate that provides neither for possible increased costs
of instruction nor for the effects of any inflation which might occur.

The Committee's examination of the existing systems of public two-
year post high school institutions in the state has convinced us that these
systems already provide some of the elements of a community college
system. To build upon the existing base of these systems, a new com-

munity college system should provide at least the following:
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(1) Increased capability, and will, for cooperation between
elements of the system,

(2) Enhanced capability for state-level coordination of the systems'
educational and training programs - not solely for the purpose
of but surely taking into account financial restraints which can
only become more severe with the passage of time,

(3) Enlarged access to post-high school programs for all students,
coupled with more freedom for individuals than is now possible
to change as desired from one type of two-year curriculum to

another.

IV. Recommendations

Ai

V'I‘hg Prime Recommendation

The most desireable plan for implementing a community college
system in the state seems to us to require the establishment of a
new governance system for all public two-year post high school in-
stitutions.

We therefore recommend:

1. That a new State Board to govern all Technical and Com-
munity Colleges be established on July 1, 1972 (or, in the words
of the legislative charge to the Commission on Higher Education,
""at such time as funds . . . may be appropriated . . . .'") to
assume the governance and operation of all existing programs

and institutions now falling under the purview of the State
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Advisory Committee for Technical Education; and all of the
Branch and Center operations of the University of South Carolina
and of Clemson University. By the latter is meant specifically
Clemson University Centers at Greenville and Sumnter, University
of South Carolina Centers at Allendale and Beaufort; University of
South Carolina Branches at Aiken, Conway, I.ancaster, Spartan-
burg and Union; and the Midlands (Columbia) campus operation

of the University of South Carolina.

That the Board should ccnsist of 9 members appointed by the
Governor with the advice and consent of the Senate, one to be
selected from each congressional district and three from the state

at large; that the terms of office for such members be six years,

L]

except that of those first appointed, the term of office in years
should be equal to the number of the congressional district
from which appointed; and that the three at-large members shall
choose by lot which of them shall serve terms of two, four, and
six years respectively. In addition, there shall be two ex-officio
members: the State Superintendent of Education and the Executive
Director of the State Development Board.

That the Board should develop a planned system of two-year insti-
tutions, including the division of the state into service areas or
districts, along county lines,utilizing criteria such as minimum

total population (e.g., 100 thousand), minimumn annual high school
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graduations (e.g., 1.5 thousand), minimum college age
population (e.g., 8 thousand), maximum commuting distance,
and the existence of other institutions, public or private; and
that these criteria be used in evaluating the continued existence
of existing public two-year institutions as well as the establish-
ment of new ones. Although the specific numerical criteria to
be applied, and the actual location of district lines, would be
determined by the Board, the Committee has developed one such
scheme, based on all the demographic factors cited above. This
is given as Figure 1.

That the Board should establish policy calling for the creation

of a local Board of Trustees in each such district; and of
determining jointly with such local Boards the educational needs
of that district.

That the Board should establish minimum qualitative and quanti-
tative standards for institutions, curricula, programs, degrees,
certificates and requirements for graduation.

That the hiring of personnel necessary for the operation of the
institutions be a responsibility of the local Boards, subject to the
approval of the state Board.

That the Board adopt policy continuing the established principle
that capital expenditures (including land, site Iimpravements,
buildings and maintenance) be a responsibility of the local Board
primarily; and that the responsibility for educational and general

expenses, and equipment, be primarily a state responsibility
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through the state Board.

8. That the Board be autherized to establish maximum tuition and
fee levels which may be charged students by local Boards for
the institutions under their jurisdiction.

9. That the Board be auvthorized to assume all the assets and
liabilities of the State Advisory Committee for Technical Edu-
cation; and of those of Clemson University and of the University
of South Carolina at the affected sites.

10. That the Board be authorized to award certificates, diplomas,
and associate (but not baccalaureate) degrees.

11. That the Board have the responsibility to approve, or to withdraw
approval of, new or existing programs and curricula; subject also
to approval of the Commission on Higher Education.

12, That the Board be authorized to participate in various federal
programs of aid to public two-vyear inst tutions and to the
students therein.

13. That the State Advisory Committee for Technical Education be
abolished on the effective date of creation of the Board.

The Committee envisions that the new Board would require soime time
to establish its staff, develop policy as to local Boards, arrive at a division
of the state into the suggested Districts and ascertain, with local participation,
local educational needs within each of the districts. Thus the new Board
would, at least initially, merely act as the state governing body for all the

public two-year institutions. The Committee strongly recommends that,
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at least for the first year of this new mode of operation, all existing pro-
grams and curricula be continued as before; and that all personnel now
employed by these institutions, administration and staff as well as in-
structional staff, be retained by the new Board. This would help insure
an orderly transition.

Although the district plan finally adopted by the Board may well differ
from that suggested by the Committee (Figure 1), the Committee suggests
as a result of its investigations into this problem that the Board may wish
to direct its attention to the following specific kinds of locations, in this
priority order, to ascertain the suitability of establishing the state's first
comprehensive community colleges:

First - Greenville, primarily because this location has petitioned
the Commission on Higher Education as early as 1967 for
community college status, partly because in the suggested
districting this is the only one-county district - in which,
as it happens, the local Technical Education and Higher
Education Commissions are the same.

Second - Those districts in which both a Technical Education Center
and a University Branch or Center are-already located in
the same town (e.g., Aiken, Beaufort, Conway, Columbia,
Spartanburg and Sumter).

Third - Those districts now served by only one type (Technical Edu-

cation Center or Branch) of institution (e. g., Tri-County
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Fourth -

Fifth -

Technical Education Center, Piedmont Techiical Edu-

cation Center, Charleston Technical Education Center,
Chesterfield-Marlboro and Florence-Darlington Tech-

nical Education Centers).

Those districts (e.g., York- Lancaster-Chester, Allen-
dale-Bamberg-Orangeburg-Calhoun) in which there is both

a Technical Education Center and a Branch, but where

these are located in different towns.

Those districts in which there is no public two-year insti-
tution or program (There are none in the suggested districting

scheme).

16
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A Buggested Scheme For Community

College Districts
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B.

An Alternative Recommendation

The Committee's professional judgement is that the plan
described above represents the best and most sensible approach
to follow if and when the decision is made to implement a com-
munity college system.

The Committee is also aware of the fact that this plan may
not meet with automatic acceptance on the part of all parties. We
are aware that the issue is highly charged with emotion in this
state at this time, and we are of the belief that perhaps some
additional time may be required before this plan could be accepted
by the people of the state.

But the Committee feels that some steps could be taken now
to bring at least some of the benefits of a cominunity college
system to the citizens of the state, perhaps without calling for a
restructuring of the governance of all two-year public institutions.

The Committee therefore considered several alternative
approaches, bearing always in mind that the plan recommended
above represents, in our opinion, the most logical course of action
to follow. The Comrnittee did consider, for instance, recommending
that the University Branches and Centers be organized .unde,r a
separate new Board of Public Junior Colleges, to continue their role

of providing lower-division college curricula to a larger segment of

18
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the state's population. We know that the Commission on Higher
Education's recommendation to this effect has yet to gain the public
support necessary to achieve it. While we respect ;the Commis-
sion's desire to achieve this end so as to bring some additional
order into the system of higher education, this single change of
governance would not in and of itself necessarily lead to a system
of commprehensive two-year colleges.

The Committee recommends instead that, if the plan detailed

previously is not acceptable, the following alternative recommen-

dations be considered:
1. That at those seven locations where a Technical Education

Center and a University Branch or Center are or will be

gsituated in the same county or town (i.e., Aiken, Beaufort,

Columbia, Conway, Greenville, Sumter and Spartanburg):

a. The Technical Education Centers be prohibited from
introducing lower-division college parallel courses
or curricula;

b. The University Branches or Centers be prohibited from
introducing new terminal or occupational/vocational
courses or curricula;

both until such time as there is local initiative to effect a merger

of such co-located institutions subject to criteria set forth in

accord with paragraph 3 below, and subject to prior approval

of the State Committee for Technical Education, the affecte-

University and the Commission on Higher Education.
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2. That the remaining Technical Education Centers be authorized
to request, thrcugh the State Committee for Technical Education,
approval of the Commission on Higher Education to introduce
lower-division college parallel programs where:

a. A wvalid lecal need, documented to the satisfaction of
the CHE, exists and is not otherwise being met;

b. A local demand exists;

C. The county, or service area, of the Center, meets uni-
form criteria to be established by the CHE; these criteria
to include at least minimum total population in the county
or service area (e.g., 100 thousand); minimum college-
age population in the county or service area (e.g., 8 thousand);
minimum high school graduations annually in the
county or service area (e.g., 1.5 thousand); maximum
commuting distance; the exictence of other institutions,
public or private, being taken into full account; and
other factors the CHE may establish.

3. That the remaining University Branches or Centers (i.e., Al-
lendale, Lancaster, Union) be prohibited from introducing any
new terminal or occupational/vocational programs not offered
prior to 1,71-72; except that if and when any of these desire
to become comprehensive institutions, prior approval of the
State Committee for Technical Education and of the CHE is

required.

14,
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4. That at the seven locations specified in paragraph 2 the
University Branches or Centers and the Technical Education
Centers coordinate academic calendars, and conduct joint
recruitment, testing, guidance and counselling programs.

8. That tuition and fees for full-time students at all Universit -
operated Branches and Centers be reduced to levels commen-=
surate with those charged to full-time students at Technical
Education Centers (e.g., approxirnately $125 per semester
or $250 per year) and that fees for part-time students be
reduced proportionately; with the necessary corollary being
that state funding be increased accordingly so that the income
for the systems at least not be reduced.

6, That all new program:s and curricula, of one academic year
duration or longer, to be introduced at any institution under
the administration of the State Committee for Technical
Fducation require approval of the CHE; and that the CHE also
he authorized to recommend discontinuance of existing programs.

That specific review and approval of the CHE be required before

-

any new public 2-year post high school institution be authorized;
or hefore any additional site acquisition or capital construction
at any existing public 2-year post high school institution be

authc:;'igéd.
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APPENDIX A

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM PRIOR REPORTS

During the 1960's, a number of surveys and reports were
made on high:r education in South Carolina by advisory committees,
legislative committees, and consulting firms. Included in this
appendix is a brief summary of the principai recommendations
from six of these reports, given in chronological order. Only
reports that have a statewide impact and which dealt in some
measure with both the University Branches and Centers and with

the Technical Education Center system are included.
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A - 1. Report of th: Governcr's Advisory Committee on

Higher Edu. ;ﬂ,?f’f)l}jg,” March, 1962

In March of 1962, the newly-formed Advisory Committee
for Higher E-ucation, under the chairmanship of the Honorable
A. L. M. Wiggins, of Hartsville, submitted its first annual
report to th- GGovernor. This report dealt with many aspects
of the coordination and conduct of higher education in the state.
Insofar as public two-year post high school programs are con-
cerned, thi:z Committee recommended that the existing Branches
of the University of South Carolina be converted to public junior
colleges and rlaced under the direction of one of the four-year
state-supported institutions; but that the Technical Education
Centers (referred to then as state technical schools) not be
included in this system. The report also suggested that new
public junior colleges may be needed at Charleston, Greenville-
Spartanburg, and in the Pee Dee; and recommended that all
public junior culleges be prohibited from ''later conversion to

four-year institutions. "

A - 2. The Cresap, McCormick and Paget Study of 1962

In 1961-62, the consulting firm of Cresap, McCormick
and Paget undertook a review of the state's institutions of

higher education for the Advisory Committee on Higher




Fducation. Volume I of their two-volume report, entitled
nCoordination of the State-Supported Systems'' was limited in
the main to a discussion of the (then six) public senior insti-
tutions. The report did not recommend that the (then five)
University of South Carolina Branches be organized separately
from the University, but did suggest that five new Branches or
Centers, presumably to be administered by the nearest public
senior institution, were needed. The report did recommend
strongly that all the lower-division programs in all of these
Branches and Centers be ''coordinated closely' with the then-
emerging Technical Education system, but it did not specify
how this should be done.

A - 3. A Report on South Carolina's Need For A Planned Systen of
Public Educatlon Beyond the ‘High School, 1965

In 1964, an ad hoc Study Committee chaired by Governor
Donald S. Russell was organized to make recommendations as
to a community college system. The report, entitled "Recom-
mendations of the Study Committee - A Report on Scuth Caro-
lina's Need for a Planned System of Public Education Beyond
the High School", of this Committee was issued in March, 1965.
This report contained the first public call for a system of compre-

hensive community colleges. Major recommendations included:




1) Establishment of a separate Board of Trustees of
Community Colleges, each institution to operate as
well under a local Board of Control

Z2) Inclusion of all of the Technical Education Centers
and of "most if not all' of the existing Univer .ity of
South Carolina Branches and Centers in the new system

3) Prohibition by statute from introduction of, in the
area of college transfer cur: cula, more than lower
division pr ~grams

4) Establishment of such colleges in any population center
that may be expected to provide 500 full-time equivalent,
or more, students within two years,

A - 4. Interim Report of the Committee Created to Study the Feasibility

c::fTE’stabliEI}ir’lg a:gtateeSuppofrﬁtedj?yéf&rﬁl of Junior Colleges,
March, 1966.

A legislative committee a,pointed by Governor Robert E. McNair
report in 1966, Included in this committee's five recommendations
were thase:

1) That an experimental pilot pfcject to include the essential
ingredients of a comprehensive community college be
initiated in September, 1966, at the Greenville Tech-
nical Education Center. It is further recommended that

Clemson University be requested to give assistance to
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the Greenville Area Commission for Technical Education

2) That other similar pilot prograims be initiated at
Sam£eri and Conway, once related questions involving
facilities and curriculum have been resolved. It is
further recommended that in each of these latter locations,
a committee be established (to include three members
of each of the respective governing boards affected)
to better coordinate educational efforts in those com-
munities. Elimination of wasteful duplication and the
guarantee of efficiency and quality of combined programs
should be the committee's basic aim.

3) That no additional Technical Education Centers or
University Branches be established or built for a period
of at least one year so that the results of these pilot
operations can be evaluated.

4) That a comprehensive State plan on education bé developed
to insure that proper areas of responsibility are assigned
to existing educational institutions and that new areas and
fields of edﬁcaﬁon be properly covered, with responsible
institutions or agencies being given clear mandate in such
fields. It is recommended that the responsibility of
developing an overall comprehensive educational plan be
the joint responsibility of this Cammittée and the Governor's

Advisory Committee on Higher Education.
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A - 5. Opportunity and Growth in South Carolina: 1968-1985
Moody's Investor Services, Inccrpcrated and Campus
Facilities Associates, March, 1968,

This study of many aspects of state government programs
included recommendations that:

1) Technical (Education) Centers should be expanded

and strengthened in the important task they are per-
forming for the state . . . and that the Centers should
retain their vital orientation toward adult education.

2) Existing Branches and Centers of the universities
should be brought under the governance of a new Board,
the Board for Parallel Institutions, and that a minimum
size for these institutions be established.

This study contained as well an explicit recommendation that
the Technical Education Centers and the Branches and Centers
not be combined into community colleges, prim arily out of a
fear that the usefulness of the Technical Education system to
industry might be diluted.

A - 6, Survey and Principles For Implementation: South Carolina
Two-Year Post-High . School Education, June, 1968.

The Commission on Higher Education, as one of its first
formal acts after its formation in 1967, appointed a Study Com-
mittee of South Carolina educators to make recommendations as to

the future of the state's two-year post-high school institutions.
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The five-man Committee was chaired by Dr. Glenn G. Thomas,
then of the Medical University of South Carolina. In its final report
to the Commission, presented in June, 1968, the Committee recom-
mended among other things that:

1) The system of public two-year colleges be organized under
tv o state-level governing Boards, one for Regional
(comprehensive or college-parallel only) colleges and
one for Technical (occupational/vocational only) colleges.

2) The state be divided into 14 regions by specific criteria
population, numbers of high school graduates, property
tax base, availability of other institutions, and regional
needs - and that at least one Regional or Technical college
be located in each region.

3) The Regional Colleges be restricted, at least initially,
to lower-division curricula in the college transfer area.

4) Both new Boards be subject to coordination by the Com-

mission on Higher Education.




APPENDIX B

DEMOGRAPHIC AND ENROLLMENT DATA

Any decision which is made concerning an appropriate post-
secondary two-year system of higher education for South Carolina
should take into consideration, among other things, characteristics
of the state's population. It is important to understand past, present,
and projec*ed characteristics such as geographical distribution, growth,
migration, and the number of 18 to 21 year-olds. It is particularly
essential to analyze educational data such as high school graduates
and attendance rates. Finally, a logical and pragmatic approach demands
an examination of present post-secondary facilities in relation to the
above factors.

This appendix contains tables, maps, and graphs which attempt to
make these essential data readily understandable. Where appropriate,
some attempt is made to interpret this information in light of the charge
to the Committee. The Committee has also included the supporting data
for the districting arrangement which it designed as an illustrative ex-
ample for its prvimary recommendation.

South Carolina's population continued to grow between 1960 and
1970 from 2, 382, 594 to 2,590,516 (Table 1). However, the net increase

of 207,922 was less than that for the decade from 1950 to 1960 (265, 567),
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and the percentage of increase was at its lowest since the 1920 to

1930 decennium. Moreover, the birth rate continued to decline until
1959 (Table 9) and migration continued from rural to urban areas
(Table 2). There was, in addition, an actual loss in black population
due to migration from the state (Table 3). On the other hand, of those
students who enrolled in the first grade during the 1950's, an ever
increasing percentage graduated from high school 30.1% in 1962 to
50.2% in 1971 (Table 9). The number of students entering college also
increased, but the rate of increase as a percent of high school grad-
uates was almost static (Table 9). It should be noted, however, that
the data in the last two columns in Table 9 do not include technical
education center enrollments. Had technical education center enroll-
ments in degree programs only been added, the 1962 data would have
remained the same, but there would have been a greater increase year
by year in the number entering college, and some increase in the
percentage of high school graduates entering college.

Enrollments in the university branches and centers, by contrast,
are included in the data in the last two columns of Table 9. It appears
that the branches and centers have not brought about a significant in-
crease in the percentage of students entering college, but have instead
simply caused a re-distribution of those students who would have attended

college anyway. This is confirmed in the Lyles, Bissett, Carlisle, and




Wolff Regional Campus Study which was done for the University of

South Carolina in 1969 which concludes, ''as is true in other service
areas, although the number of high school graduates have increased,
a consistently upward trend has not been established by the number
who enrolled in college. "

Neither technical education centers nor university branches and
centers have experienced the dramatic growth in enrollment that
comprehensive two-year institutions have had in other, pacesetter
states. In Florida, for example, community college enrollment
increased from 15, 790 in 1960 to 92,691 in 1968; an almost 500% increase.
There are many plausible reasons for South Carolina's relatively slow
increase in college enrollments. The number of high school graduates
is limited, especially in certain counties (Table 8). For that matter,
both the number of people reaching age 18 (Table 7 ) and the total
18-21 age group pool (Table 7 ) are low in many areas of the state.
After 1975, this pool will decrease, according to projections (Table 12).
Furthermore, the universities' branches and centers have maintained
all of the financial barriers and most of the admissions criteria of the
parent institutions. Technical education centers have done an excellent
job of preparing workers for industries, but have historically somewhat

purposely de-emphasized the fact that students can obtain ''college

1 Submitted to the Subcommittee on Education of the Committee

on Labor and Public Welfare, United States Senate, during hearingson
S. 3474, July 21 and 22, 1970 (p. 1496) from The Two-Year College in
America by Medsker, L. L. and Tillery, D. o
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degrees'' i.. technical, business, and allied health areas. Neither
technical education centers nor the regional campuses have had the
total flexibility of both college parallel (transfer) curriculums and
technical, occupational, and vocational work backed by a strong
counseling and guidance program. Nor has either type of institution
provided the extent of community service and continuing education
available through two-year institutions in many areas of the country.

In April of 1971, the Steering Committee of the Education Com-
mission of the States approved the report of the Task Force on com-
munity and junior colleges, 2 The first para_raph of that report reads
as follows: '"The demands of American society on (sic) 1970 require
that each high school graduate or otherwise qualified person have open
access to post-high school education. Essential to such access are
systems of comprehensive community colleges which admit all persons
who could reasonably benefit from such admission, and which offer
academic, occupational, and general education to give students the
widest possible range of antions, New community colleges should be
established as comprehensive rather than as single purpose institutions,
and existing colleges should be encouraged to become truly comprehensive '
in practice as well as in theory. Open access to comprehensive community
colleges will require such colleges to be located within commuting distance

of all citizens (except in sparsely populated areas), and to have a tuition

2 The ten-man Task Force included the Honorable W. Brantley
Harvey, Jr., State representative from South Carolina.



and student aid policy that encourages attendance from ail economic

Similarly, the Carnegie Commission, in its special report

entitled The Open-Door Colleges says '"The Commission recommends

that state plans for two-year institutions should not provide for new

two-year strictly academic branches of universities or new specialized

two-year technical institutes, although it recognizes that there may be

a case for exceptions under special circumstances prevailing in some of

the states. Where such institutions now exist, they should be urged to

broaden their programs as rapidly as possible so they may fulfill the

general purposes_ of comprehensive community colleges. The continuing

existence of specialized two-year institutions, if the decision is to con-

tinue them in their narrow specialization, should not stand in the way

of the establishment of comprehensive community colleges in the samme

areas. We also recommend that state plans shouild place major emphasis

on the allocation of vocational education funds to comprehensive com-

rather than to post-high school area vocational schools

munity colleges

or other non-collegiate institutions. i That same report points out
that ''the states which rely exclusively or primarily on university branches
to offer junicr college programs also tend to have smaller institutions, as

in Pennsylvania and South Caroclina. "3

3 Higher Education in the States, Education Commission of the

States, April, 1971), Vol. 2, No. 3, pp. 33-34.

4 The Open-Door Colleges, Policies for Community Colleges,
(McGraw-Hill Book Company, June, 1970, a special report on recom-
mendations by the Carnegie Commission on Higher Education), pp. 26-27.

o > Ibid, p. 30.
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The Carnegie Commission arrives at the following recommendation:

"The Commission believes that, for the sake of quality of program,

economy of operation, and easy availability, state plans should provide

for community colleges generally ranging in size from about 2, 000 to

5,000 daytime students, except in sparsely populated areas where

institutions may have to be somewhat smaller, and in very large cities

where they may have to be somewhat larger. nb

While the Committee recognizes the limitations of the applicability
of the above guidelines to South Carolina, which does not have many
large urban centers, it takes note of the fact that only five out of twenty-
two public two-year institutions reached full-time enrollments of 700 or
more in the fall of 1971, and in many cases, there were two such insti-
tutions in the same community. Headcount, full-time, and full-time
equivalent enrollments are higher in the fall of 1971 (Figures 4, 5; Tables
13, 14, 15, 22) than they were in 1970 when only five institutions reached
full-time enrollments of 500, but many operations are still marginal,
and most are operating below their potential.

It was for this reason that the Committee designed the plan for
districting two-year education which is found as Figure 1 in the body of
the report and Figure 1 in this appendix. The districts described generally

meet all of the sample criteria described in the report. Specific data




for the districts are found in Table 10. In addition, the Committee
considered highway mileage and access inside districts and, to some

extent, the locations of existing institutions.
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Table 1

SOUTH CAROLINA POPULATIGN BY AGE GROUP

- T  NUMBER | CHANGE >ERCENT DISTRIBUTION

i} ) _ 1960 1970 _____NET PERCENT 1960 1970
TOTAL, ALL AGTl . 2,382,594 2,590,516 + 207,922 + 8.7 100.0 100.0
Under 5 years 294,913 235,764 - 59,149 - 20.1 12.4 9.1
5 - 13 years 508,402 495,053 - 13,349 - 2.6 21.3 19.1
14 - 17 vyears 189,161 224,346 35,185 + 18.6 7.9 8.7
18 - 44 years 850,158 957,874 167,716 + 12.7 . 37.0
45 - 64 years 389,361 486,519 97,158 | + 25.0 18.8
65 and over 150,599 190,960 40,361 + 26.8 7.4
TOTAL, ALL AGES 2,382,594 2,590,516 + 207,922 + 8.7 100.0 100.0
Under 14 years 803,315 730,817 - 72,498 - 9.0 33.7 28,2
14 and over 1,579,279 1,859,699 + 280,420 + 17.8 66.3 71.8
TOTAL, ALL AGES 2,382,594 2,590,516 + 207,922 + 8.7 100.0 100.0
Under 18 years 992,476 955,163 - 37,313 - 3.8 41.7 36.9
18 and over 1,390,118 1,635,353 | + 245,235 + 17.6 58.3 63.1
TOTAL, ALL AGES 2,382,594 2,590,516 | + 207,922 + 8.7 100.0 100.0
Under 21 years 1,116,343 1,123,217 + 6,874 + G.6 46.9 43.4
21 and over 1,266,251 1,467,299 + 201,048 + 15.9 53.1 56.6
18 - 20 years 123,867 168,054 | + 44,187 | + 35.7 5.2 6.5

Source: U. 8. Bureau of the Census, Decennial Censuses of Population, 1960 and 1970.
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Table =
SOUTH CAROLINA TOTAL RESTDENT POPULATION  URBAN AND RURAL
Fow APRIL 1, 1960 AND APRIL 1, 1970

April 1, , April 1, 1970 - Change 1960 to 1970

COUNTY 1960 ~ Total - Urban Rural Net %

Abbeville 21,417 21,112 5,527 15,585 - 305 - 1.4
Aiken 81,038 91,023 . 40,854 50,169 5,985 12.3
Allendale 11,362 9,692 3,620 6,072) - 1,670 -14.7
Anderson 98,478 105,474 43,131 62,343 6,996 7.1
Bamberg 16,274 15,950 6,977 8,973 - 324 - 2.0
Barnwell 17,659 17,176 7,033 10,143 - 483 - 2.7
Beaufort : 44,187 51,136 25,657 25,479 6,949 15.7
Berkeley ' 38,196 56,199 25,745 36,454 18,003 47.1
Calhoun 12,256 10,780 e 10,780 | - 1,476 -12.0
Charleston 216,382 247,650 202,654 44,996 31,268 14.5
Clierokee 35,205 36,791 17,003 19,788 1,586 4.5
Chester 30,888 29,811 9,772 20,039 | - 1,077 - 3.5
Chesterfield 33,717 33,667 5,627 28,040 - 50 = 0.1
Clarendon 29,490 25,604 4,025 21,579 ] - 3,886 -13.2
Colleton 27,816 27,622 6,257 21,3651 - 194 - 0.7
Darlington 52,928 53,442 15,007 38,435 514 1.0
Dillon 30,584 28,838 5,991 22,847 ) - 1,746 - 5.7
Dorchester 24,383 32,276 3,839 28,437 7,893 32.4
Edgefield 15,735 15,692 5,302 10,390} - 43 - 0.3
Fairfield 20,713 19,999 3,411 16,588 - 714 - 3.4
Florence 84,438 89,636 32,244 57,392 5,198 6.2
Georgetowm 34,798 33,500 13,280 20,220 - 1,298 - 3.7
Greenville 209,776 240,546 168,441 72,105 30,770 14.7
Greenwood 44,346 49,686 21,069 28,617 5,340 12.0
Hampton 17,425 15,878 2,845 13,033 | =~ 1,547 - 8.9
Horry 68,247 69,992 20,551 49,441 1,745 2.6
Jasper 12,237 11,885 —————— 11,885 - 352 - 2.9
Kershaw 321,585 34,727 8,532 26,195 1,142 3.4
Lancaster 39,352 43,328 14,937 28,391 3,976 10.1
Laurens 47,609 49,713 19,027 30,686 2,104 4.4
Lee 21,832 18,323 3,404 14,919 - 3,509 -16.1
Lexington 60,726 89,012 47,288 41,724 28,286 46.6
MeCormick - 8,629 7,955 - 7,955 - 674 - 7.8
Marion 32,014 30,270 13,441 16,8291 - 1,744 - 5.4
Marlboro 28,529 27,151 9,992 17,159 | = 1,378 - 4.8
Newberry 29,416 29,273 9,218 20,055 | - 143 - 0.5
Oconee 40,204 40,728 12,210 28,518 524 1.3
Orangeburg 68,559 69,789 13,252 56,537 1,230 1.8
Pickens : 46,030 58,956 22,550 36,406 12,926 28.1
Richland 200,102 233,863 198,161 35,707 33,766 16.9
Saluda 14,554 14,528 368 14,160 | - 26 - 0.2
Spartanburg 156,830 173,724 65,066 108,658 16,89% 10.8
Sumter 74,941 79,425 37,745 41,680 4,484 6.0
Union 30,015 29,230 10,775 18,455 | - 785 - 2.6
Williamsburg 40,932 34,243 3,429 30,814 | - 6,689 -16.3
York , 78,760 | 85,216 46,938 38,278 | 6,456 8.2
TOTAL 2,382,594 | 2,590,516 | 1,232,195 | 1,358,321} 207,922 8.7

)
[]{1 rce: Decennial Censuses of Populatior, 1960 and 1970.
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POPULATTION CHANGES AND NET MTGRATION

BY COUNTY, 1960-1970 Table 3
PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT
TOTAL NEGRO* NET MIGRATION NET MIGRATION

PERCENT POPULATION POPUTLATION TOTAL NEGRO*

NEGRO*® CHANGE CHANGE POPULATION POPULATION

POPULATION 1960-1970_ 1960-1970 1960-1970 1960-1970
Abbeville 31.1 B -1.4 -4, 2 -13.5 -23.4
Aiken 24.1 12.3 - 2.8 B -1.8 -11.8
Allendale _60.1 -14.7 _ -18.9 -27.8 -34.3 -~
Anderson 18,2 7.1 _ -0.5 _ -b.h -15.3
Bamberg 54.8 -2.0 -3.9 -15.4 ~22.6
Barnwell _41.3 o =2.7 -7.2 _ -17.6 - -25.4
Beaufort 33.8 15.7 1.0 6.4 -15.1
Berkeley ___30.5 _47.1 -9.5 _ 24,8 ___=25.4
Calhoun " 60.5 -12.0 -20.5 -23.2 -35.7
Charleston 32.0 14.5 0.4 -6.3 -19.7
Cherokee 19.4 4.5 = -4.6 __ -B.6_ _______-28.3
Chester 39.3 -3.5 ~4.9 -16.8 -25.1_
Chesterfield  32.9 -0,1 -11.4 -14.4 B -31.1
Clarendon 62.1 - =13.2 -~21.0 ) -29.5 =41.2 -
Colleton 47.2  =0.7 -8.4 ~ -15.6 -27.0
Darlington 38.0 1.0 -13.6 -12.8 . _ -30.6
Dilleon 42,4 -5.7 -14.2 -~ -24.6 -38.2
Dorchester - 35.6 32.4 -3.4 14.1 -20.6 ]
Edgefield 51.7 -0.3 -11.4 =12.0 -30.1
Fairfield 59.4 =3.4 -3.5 _ 20, 2 -26.8
Florence 36.6 6.2 -10.2 _ -26.0
Georgetown 48,5 __=3.7 -10.5 -28.1 .
Greenville 16.7 14.7 9.0 __-10.5
Greenwood 28.1 12.0 6.2 _ -9.4
Hampton 49.0 _-8.9 -17.1 7 -34,2 i
Horry 25.0 } 2.6 - -4.0 e -27.9
Jasper 57.1 _ -2.9 - -10.9 3 -22.8
Kershaw 32,0 3.4 -16.8 __ =29.2
Lancaster 24.8 _10.1 1.2 - -15.8
Laurens 28.5 4.4 - 0.7 j -20.8 ]
Lee 59.9 -16.1 _=23.7 -42.6 _
Lexington 12.5 46.6 6.5 _ _-11.7 _
McCormick 60.4 _ -7.8 _=9.7 _ -26.6 _
Marion _50.7 -5.4 -12.8 _ -27.2
Marlboro ~ 43.8 ~4.8 — C14.6 =344
Newberry 33.1 -0.5 -7.0 -23.8 _
Oconee 10.0 . 1.3 ] -5.1 - -19.8
Orangeburg 55.0 i 1.8 _ -6.8 __=24.7
Pickens 9.6 _28.1 I 22.0 . _ 4,9
Richland 32.0 16.9 — 14.7 ] -3.3
Saluda 33.7 =0.2 -8.1 _ -25,2
Spartanburg 21.1 10.8 __ 5.8 . =11.2
Sumter 42.3 6.0 4.2 ) ___=24.1
Union _28.4 _ =2.6 -6.6 _ -26.1 _
Williamsburg 61.0 -16.3 -23.3 41,8
York 24.9 8.2 __=6.1 ] -25.1 _
Total 30.7 8.7 <4,3 _ -6.3 =23.3

*Negro and other races

Source:

Decennial Census of Population,
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Abbeville

Table 4

PERCENT URBAN POPULATION BY COUNTIES

1950

24.2

37.3

1960

Aiken

Allendale

Anderson

Bamberg

Barnwell

Beaufort

Berkeley

Calhoun

Charleston

Cherokee

Chester

Chesterfield

Clarendon

Colleton

Darlington

Dillon

Dorchester

Edgefield

Fairfield

Florence

Georgetown

Greenville

Greenwood

Hampton

Horry

Jasper

Kershaw

Lancaster

Laurens

Lee

Lexington

McCormick

Marion

Marlboro

Newberry

Oconee

Orangeburg

Pickens

Richland

Saluda

Spartanburg _

Sumter

Union

_ " 33.5 "~ 36.6 77,” 44,9
_-- " 27.4 B ~ 37.4
, 4b .7 — 54.4 _ 4D.1
_ 32.9 - 38.7 ] ] " 43.7
- == 41.3 ) 40.1
) T — 18.8 - 14.3 ~ 50.2
_ o - _ ~16.0 45.8
73.0 ,,7 73.5 81.8
- ~ 35.5 ] 43,2 46 .2
, 22.0 — 32.2 32.8
’""*’, 13.3 15.3 — 16.7
L 8.6 13.3 — 15.7 _
— 16.3 19.5 , 22.7
- 24.5 24.8 - 28.1
- 16.7 - 20.2 20,8
_ 14.7 14,9 T 11.9
B 15.2 — " 18.3 —  33.8
- 28.5 16.5 — 17.1
] B 34.7 — 36.5 , " 36.0
43,2 B " 43.7 ] 39.6
T ~ 59.9 " 63.7 70.0
—_49.4 T 49.2 — 42 .4
_ -= -- 17.9
i 15.7 24.0 29.4
] ’, 21.6 ] 20.4 T 24.6
} 30.9 ) 36.2 — _34.5
B ~ 33.7 — ~ 36.8 38.3
— 13.3 16.4 ] 18.6
i _29.5 7 44,8 53.1
~ 35,5 41.9 i AR
j 24.6 24.4 ’, 36.8
33,2 B 37.0 31.5
T 17.3 T 21.5 ] 30.0
— 22.3 20.2 19.0
~ 15.8 23.8 — 38.2
— — 77.6 69.4 — 8%.8
T ] 1.4 j 2.0 ** ] 2.5
34,6 36,1 ~ 37.5
- 44.6 - 40.2 47.5
T 31.1 ~ 34.0 36.9

Williamsburg

York
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Table 7

NUMBER OF 18, 19, 20, ana 21 YEAR-OLDS
TN SOUTH CAROLINA BY COUNTIES (1970)%

18 & 19 20 21

COTUNTIES 7 YEAR-OLDS ___ YEAR-OLDS YEAR-OLDS TOTAL
Abbeville 246 443 421 1810
Aiken 2930 1335 1228 5493
Allendale 375 170 151 696
Anderson 3632 1594 1421 6647
Bamberg 840 398 351 1589
Barnwell 616 255 227 1108
Beaufort 5552 2572 2094 10218
Berkeley 1874 a” 828 3549
Calhoun 355 155 128 638
Charleston 10241 6707 G921 23865
Cherokee 1396 634 605 2635
Chester 1078 448 438 1964
Chesterfield 1190 532 479 2201
Clarendon 1075 402 352 1829
Colleton 983 406 339 1728
Darlington 2056 941 796 3793
Dillon 114 434 445 1993
Dorchester 1055 402 481 1938
Edgefield 614 247 219 1080
Fairfield 753 340 281 1374
Florence 3279 1475 1220 5974
Georgetown 1302 497 471 2270
Greenville 9263 4187 3885 17335
Greenwood 1619 773 718 3110
Hampton 588 253 230 1071
Horry 2692 1289 1195 5176
Jasper 418 175 117 710
Kershaw 1247 527 484 2258
Lancaster 1523 663 672 "?58
Laurens 2060 831 869 3760
Lee 749 264 236 1249
Lexington 1959 1346 1388 4693
McCormick 326 133 120 579
Marion 1250 502 439 2191
Marlbero 945 405 428 1778
Newberry 1202 496 481 2179
Oconee 1341 560 625 2526
Orangeburg 2332 1515 1239 6086
Pickens 3759 1919 1679 7357
Richland 18130 9562 7664 35356
Saluda 469 191 191 851
Spartanburg 6611 2959 2629 12238
Sumter 2978 1909 1908 6855
Union 989 445 465 1899
Williamsburg 1403 576 542 2521
York 4318 1860 ) 1529 ] 7707

112427 54624 49684 216735

United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census.
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Table 8

HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES IN 1969-1970 IN SOUTH CAROLINA
Reported by County

Graduates
County 1969-197¢C
Abbeville 255
Aik 1 1,391
Allendale 191
Anderson 1,288
Bamberg 207
Barnwell 272
Beaufort 560
Berkeley 804
Calhoun 147
Charleston 2,674
Cherokee , 486
Chester 422
Chesterfield 452
Clarendon 414
Colleton 470
Darlington 871
Dillon 421
Dorchester 573
Edgefield 259
Fairfield 308
Florence 1,648
Georgetown 647
Greenville 3,181
Greenwood 739
Hampton 246
Horry 1,079
Jasper 216
Xershaw 603
Lancaster 594
Laurens 493
Lee 313
Lexington . 1,211
McCormick 115
Marion 489
Marlboro 414
Newberry 338
Oconee 501
Orangeburg 1,199
Pickens 720
Richland 2,730
Saluda 152
Spartanburg 2,227
Sumter 1,103
Union 383
Williamsburg 712
York 1,216
STATE. 35,734

Source: Office of Research, S. C. Department of Education
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‘SOUTH CAROLINA
PROJECTED BIRTHS, FIRST GRADE ENROLLMENTS,
HIGH SCHOOIL GRADUATES AND NUMBER ENTERING COLLEGE

Table 9

Births First Grade Enrollment H. S. Graduates Entering Coliege
E =
| 2 g 2
. - L 43
4 . 5 s | 5% | 51§ lsSd sl . |27
| = = - = © @ e 2 |=24 2 Z_ | =0
1944 | 51,467 11950-51] 79,461 154.39] 1962 23, 929 30.11] 1962 7,466]31.2¢
1745 [ 49, 431 [1951-52 1 75,868 153.48] 1963 25,310 ¢ 32.04] 1953] 7, 446] 30.63
1946 | 53,963 (1952-5 77,2131 143.08] 1964] 27, 889 i 36.12] 1964] 9,088] 32, 56
1947 | 59,470 (1953-54| 82,280] 138. 36’ 1965] 33,192 40,34] 1965/ 10, 780] 32. ¢
1948 | 57,350 (1954-55 75,6591 131, 1966] 33,539 1 44.33] 1960] 10, 383 30. 96
1949 | 58,486[1955-56] 73,079 124, 95 1967, 33,489 | 45.83] 1967 10, 766] 32. 15
1950 | 57,082 [1956-57 { 71,1401 124.63] 19568 33,667 | 47.327 196811, 132} 33, 04
1951 [ 60,527 {1957-58 ; 70, 6381 116.70] 15,9 35,458 | 50.20i 196911 ;537 32. 54
1952 | 62,564 |1958-59 71,953, 115.011 19701 35, 734 | 49. 66 1570] 11,779 52,97
1953 | 62,323(1959-601 70, 883 113.73. 19711 35,554 . 50. 16 [ 10T 700 T
1954 | 65,141 1960-611 72,745 111.67 1972, 35,693 ; 53.19 1972|112, 923 33.4C
1955 | 63,530 (1961-62 70,590 111.11 1973| 38,669 | 54.78) 1973]13, 001 33.62
1956.1 63,811 [1962-63,; 71,192 111.57 19741 40,131 i 56. 37! 1974|13, 584 33. 85
| 1957 | 63,375(1963-64: 71, 598 . 112.98 | 1975[41.498 [ 57. 961 1975{14, 138| 34.07
| 1958 | 60,681 [1964-65 1 67,317' 110.94 | 1976 40, 087 1 59.55; 1976)13, 746] 34. 2¢
1959 | 60,179 [1965-66 ' 68,405 . 113.67 1 1977[ 41,816 [ 61.13' 1977|14, 435] 34. 52
1960 | 59,702 [1966-67 68,462 114.67 ] 1978] 42,939 1 62.721.1978)14, 917| 34. 7<
961 | 59,330(1967-68 ° 68,017 113.49 § 19791 43,742 | 64.31 1979]15, 292 34. 9¢.
1962 | 58,142 1968-69 65,278 112.274 1980 43,018 | 65.90: 1980 :1*5,1374 35.1¢&
1963 | 58 231 1969-70 64,352, 110.51. 1981143,431 | 67.49] 1981)15, 379} 35. 4L
1964 | 56,906 1970-71 - 62, 266 109.42 | 19821 43,013 69.08i 1982]15, 326( 35. ¢3
1965 | 52,853 [[971-72 58,276 ~TI10 20" 1983141,184 | 70.67! 1983)14, 764] 35. 85
1966 | 50,65301972-73 55, 612 109.79 19841 40, 185 72.26i 1984114, 4991 36. 08
1967 | 49, 822 1973-74 ' 54,465 . 109.32: 1985 40,222 | 73.85; 1985[14, 601] 36. 30
1968 | 49,1580974-75 53.508. 108.85" 1986 40,361 [ 75.43] 1986114, 740 36.52
1969 ! 50,401 f1975-76 . 54,625 . 108.38. 1987|42,072 | 77.02! 1987]|15, 461} 36. 73
1970 i 52,2830 976-77 © 56,419, 107.91. 1988 44,351 | 78.61] 1988]16, 397 36.97
o & 51,61511977-78 55,455 . 107.44° 1989 44, 475 | 80,20] 1989 16,540] 37.1%
1972 | 51,999 1978-79 t 55,6723 1 106.97+ 1990 45,494 | 81.79] 1990{17, 024 37. 42
1973 | 52,38311979-80 | 55,788 | 106,50
1974 | 52,767 1980-81 / 55,949 { 106.03 ; -
[ 1975 53,151 §1981-82 1 56, 106 | 105, 56 ; ] ]
1976 | 53,535 982-83 | 56, 260 ! 105,051
1977 | 53,9180983-84 | 56,409 | 104. 62 } B
1978 | 54,302 11984-85 | 56,556 | 104 15 ] O _
| 1979 | 54, 686 [1985-86 ] 56. 698 1103 &5 - _
1980 |, 55,070 | 986-87 | 56, 838, 103 21 ¢
1981 | 55,451 k98788 | 56,0973 ' 10z 741 _ _ -
1982 | 55 3384 988-89 57,106 | 102.27 _
1983 | 56,22280989.99 | =7 234 1101, 80 _ i 7
1984 | 56,4506 990-9; | 57 359 1 101. 33 .
1985 | 56,9900991-92 | 57. 480 100, 86

KC Source: Office of Reqearch South Carolina Department of Educat
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Figure 4
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EVALUATTON OF TAXABLE PROPERTY IN SOUTH CAROLINA

Table 12

AND LOCAL TAXES FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES, 1969
48]
E
o § S 75
4 & B8
L 38E
[ B o
SRR ZER
Abheville § 11,003,631 ¢ 792,261.43
Aiken 55,983,460 4,142,776.04 -
Allendale 5,322,305 _ __340,627.52
Anderson 62,053,825 6,052,819.45
Bamberg ] 6,064,390 436,694.57
Barnwell 9,072,030 - 526,442.,38 _
Beaufort 19,328,016 _ 966 ,400.99 , .
Berkeley ] 14,240,260 _ 945,366,08
Calhoun _ _ 8,247,100 - _380,292.10
Charleston . 121,862,940 } 10,297,418.49 -
Cherokee _ 18,123,775 , 1,687,014.81
Chestar 17,795,637 - _ _1,299,081,51 §
Chesterfield 11,894,760 _ _ 1,046,738.88 .
Clarendon 6,955,160 _ -
Colleton _ 12,054,025 _ _36,179,19 —
Darlington 29,034,560 _ 2,772,800,351
Dillon o _ 12,105,070 _ 932,091.15
Dorchester 13,273,220 953,206,338 _
Edgefield 7 o 7.683,930 _ ) 461,035,80 -
Fairfield 10,777,546 592.787.03 _
Florence ~ i 41.385.184 - 3,382.438,81
Georgetown - 23,059,301 _ _ 1.648,200,22 .
Greenville _ 136,322,415 , 13.562,012.32
Greenwood ) _ 36,163,237 _2,564,104,82 7
llampton - _8.361,370___ ____ 585.022,51
Horry _ 34,355,250 _ _ 2.267,446,50 .
Jasper 5,226.848 _ 444 ,.272.,95 -
Kershaw _ _ 30,433,938 _ ___2.701.012,00
Lancaster 77777 21,571,030 . __1.682,540,34
Laurens 22,468,290 _1.477.835.04 _
Lee - 5,832,589 . 390,783.47
Lexington -~ 49,447,880 , _4,671,731.29
McCormick 4,234,770 _ 97.399,72 _
Marion 11,239,780 _ 1,091,587,06 _
Marlboro L _ 13,937,595 _ 975,631,64 .
Newberry ] 16,518,930 . 850,724.89
Oconee . 19,069,040 1,168,628.16
Orangebure ____ 28,829,379 2,%429,380,98 ,
Pickens _ 30,768,220 _ 1.907.629.64
Richland 122,700,150 _  _ 11.229,533.29
Saluda ﬂ 5,997,050 , 359,659.20
Spartanburg _ 100,865,123 , _ ___9.935.018.48
Sumter - 34,969,260 _ _2,099,834,35 _
Union i 13,520,190 . 703,049,888 =
Williamsburg 11,260,430 _ _586,097,.96 _
York 51,958,837 _ , — . 5,308,218.97 I
TOTAL $1.333,372.726__ $108,761,828.80

Assembly.

FY1969-70 Report of the Comptroller

General of South Carolina to the General

n 224,
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Aiken

Beaufort

Coastal Carolina
Lancaster
Midlands
Salkehatchie
Spartanburg
Union

TOTAL

#* Includes Associate Degree and Certif.cate Programs,

transferable,

USC REGIONAL CAMPUS ENROLIMENTS, 1971

Table 15

NUMBER IN OCCUPATION ORIENTED YBRANCH' "%
OCCUPATION ENROLIMENT STUDENTS
HEADCOUNT ORIENTED AS PERCENTAGE AS PERCENTAGE
ENROLLMENT PROGRAMS* OF TOTAL OF TOTAL
695 98 14.1 14.1
336 0 0 6.8
773 93 12.0 9.8
496 52 10.5 7.7
891 891 100 0
170 42 24,7 16.5
688 109 15.8 4.1
_ 236 35 14.8 14.0
4,285 1,320 30,8 7.6

of which some credits are

*% "Branch" students are those admitted without meeting normal entrance re-

quirements,




Table 16

FULL~-TIME EQUIVALENT STUDENTS AND ESTIMATED CONTACT HOURS
Clemson and University c¢f South Carolina Branches and Centers

Fall Semester, 1970

INSTITUTION FTE ESTMATED CONTACT HOURS
CU/Sumter 174 53,087
CU/Greenville 194 59,189
USC/Aiken | 471 143,702
USC/Beaufort 251 76,580
USC/Coastgl 556 169,636
USC/Lancaster 443 135,159
UsC/Midlands 712 217,231
Usc/Salkehatchie 89 27,154
USC/Spartanburg 547 166,890
USC/Union 203 61,935
Total 3,640 1,110,563

Note: Estimated cn basis of 18-week semester, 15 semesfer hours equalling
one full-time equivalent student, and one credit hour equalling
1.13 contact hours; hence, each FTE equals 305.1 contact hours.
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Table 22

STATE COMMITTEE FOR TECHNICAL EDUCATION

OPENING FALL ENROLLMENT 1971
TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTERS

(HiGHER EDUCATION GENERAL INFORMATION SURVEY - HEGIS)*

Headcount Full-Time
Men Women Equivalent
Full- Part- Full~- Part- Of Total
Center Time Time Time Time Total Headcount (FTE)

Charleston 561 406 224 31 1222 931
Chesterfield 147 8 71 5 231 222
Florence 484 90 236 3 813 751
Greenville 792 399 542 110 1843 1504
Horry 27 15 122 408 398
Midlands | 730 81 397 20 1228 1161 é
Orangeburg 456 134 187 45 822 703 ‘7
Piedmont 300 227 85 50 662 4717
Spartanburg 380 230 237 28 875 703 ,
Sumter 273 44 84 9 410 375 ‘
Tri-County 318 254 90 662 493
York 300 120 112 25 . 557 460
TOTALS ~|s012 2008 2387 326 9733 8178

% OFE FORM 2300-2.3-". 3/71
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APPENDIX C

Included in this Appendix are brief descriptions of the
physical facilities in. 12 of the 13 Technical Education Centers
(excluding Aiken, now under construction), the three Regional
Technical Education Centers, and of the off- campus Branches and

Centers of the senior universities.




CLEMSON UNIVERSITY AT SUMTER

"

Building Date Constructed Gross Sq. Ft.

Administration 1966 : 9,300
Science . 1966 ' , 21,854
Classroom 1966 - 17,326
Library 1966 (_ A _8,736
Total 57,216

Present facilities include: 23 offices

1 reception room
1 general office
8 class:ooms
1 language laboratory
8 science laboratories
1 engineering graphics laboratory
1 lecture room (seating 158)
2 conference rooms
1 bookstore
25,392 volumes of books

Land: 35 acres
The Sumter facility was designed and equipped with a capaéity for

550 to 600 students for the freshman and sophomore vears of under-
graduate aducation.
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AIKEN REGIONAL CAMPUS GENERAIL ESTIMATE

Bullding Date Constructed Gross Sq. F't. Nei Sq. Ft.
Mansion 1934 21,700 12, 865
Trailer 1968 960 897
Trailer 1968 960 897

Note: New facility under construction and will be ready in Fall 1972.
Additional calssrooms have been rented adjacent to present fa-
cility to accommodate 1971-72 FTE. This jncludes space for
6 offices and 3 classrooms, totaling 2, 800 gress sq. ft.

Present facilities include: 19 offices

3 student and faculty lounges
6 classrooms
5 laboratories
2,638 sq. ft. in library
17, 088 tota! number of volumes in library

Land: present - 3.8 acres
future - 100.0 acres

The present Aiken facility will be replaced by a new facility which
would adequately house 600 FTE students in the Fall of 1972. The new
building will be equipped for the teaching of Chemistry, Biciagy, Associate

Degree Nursing, Geology, Geography and Physics.

&'y



BEAUFORT REGIONAL CAMPUS GENERAL ESTIMATE

Buiiding Date Constructed Gross Sq. F't. Net Sq. F't.
Admin. 1852 2,600 2,318
Classroom 1965 9, 000 5,929

Note: Addition to present classroom building to provide language lab
and library planned in 1971-72.

Present facilities include: 11 offices
2 student and faculty lounges
3 labs
5 classrooms
1,430 sq. ft. library
15, 860 total number of volumes in library

Iand: 3 acres
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COASTAL REGIONAL CAMPUS GENERAL ESTIMATE

Building Date Constructed Gross Sq. F't. Net Sq. Fit.
Academic . 1963 31, 647 23,039
Gen. Purpose ‘ 1966 10, 194 7,257
Caretaker 1963 864 780
Energy Fac. 1963 900 624

Note: Gym plans should be in final stages (William Brice Grant).

Present facilities include: 31
5

10

1

el et i el et

7,619
18, 895

Land: 187 acres

offices

labs

classrooms

conference rocm

assembly hall

food service facility

student lounge

faculty lounge

bookstore

family dwelling for maint. man
shop facility '

sq. ft. in library

total number volumes in library

Coastal Carolina is equipped to teach Nursing, Law Enforcement

and Secretarial Science Associate degree programs as well as general

lower-division curricula.
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LANCASTER REGIONAL CAMPUS GENERAL ESTIMATE

Building Date Constructed Gross Sq. Ft. Net Sq. Ft.
Central 1966 38,400 21,528
General Ed. 1969 15,994 9,717

Present facilities include: 2 assembly facilities
1 exhibition area
1 student lounge
1 faculty lounge
28 offices
1 conference room
10 classrooms
1 audiovisual, radio, T.V. facility
1 shop facility
3,556 sq. ft. in library
19, 148 total number of volumes in library

L.and: 15 acres

The Lancaster facility is adequate for its present enrollment with
the exception that library space is in short supply. It is equipped to teach
Associate Degree Law Enforcement, Associate Degree Nursing, Business
Administration, Physics, Engineering, Chemistry, Philosophy and General

Education Program.

'70



SALKEHATCHIE REGIONAL CAMPUS GLNERAL E  IWMALE

Building Date Constructed Renovated Gross Sq. Ft. Net Sq. Ft.

Central 1925 1565 14, 850 10,936

Present facilities include: 5 classrooms
4 labs
10 offices (updated)
1 student lounge
1 faculty lounge
2,007 sq. ft. in library
10, 971 total nunaber of volumes in library

Land: 1/2 acre

The Salkehatchie facility should support present and projected
enrollment through the next decade. Itis equippec to teach Law Enforce-
ment, Nursing, Commercial Science, Chemistry, Psychclogy, Saciology,

Geography, Philosophy, and General Education F -~ ram.
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SPARTANBURG REGIONAL CAMPUS GENERAL ESTIMATE

Building Date Constructed Gross Sq. Ft. Net Sq. F't.
Central 1969 43,200 26,393
Present facilities include: 8 classrooms
7 labs
38 offices

1 conference room
1 audio-visual, radio, T.V. facilities
3 student and faculty facilities
1 book store
5,516 sq. ft. in library
17, 138 total number of volumes in library

ILand: 73 acres

The Spartanburg facility is adequate for present enrollment. Itis
equipped to teach Associate Degree Nursing, Biology, Chemistry, Business
Administration, Psychology, Sociology, Engineering and Physics, Journalism

and a General Education Program.

'S




UNION REGIONAL CAMPUS GENERAL ESTIMATE

Building Date Constructed Renovated Gross Sq. Ft. Net Sq. Ft.
Old Elem. 1909 1965 25,100 16, 348
Truluck Gym 1969 11,000 9,934
Present facilities include: 4 classrooms
4 labs
17 offices
1 athletic-phys. ed. facility
1 assembly facility
3 student and faculty lounges

1 book store
3,289 sq. ft. in library
18, 000 total numbker of volumes in library

Land: 2 1/2 acres

The Union facilities are adequate for present enrollment. It is

equipped to teach Associate Degree Nursing, Biology, Philosophy, Geolos 7,

Business Administration, Psychology and the General Xducation 2rogram.




BERKELEY-CHARLESTON-DORCHESTER TECHNICALEDUCATION CENTER

Berkeley-Charleston-Dorchester Technical Education Center is located
in Charleston, South C.rolina. The school consists of an Administrative
Building, an Applied Science Building, a Crafts Building, and an Industrial
Training Building. There are a total of 128,312 gross square feet in these
buildings of which there is 103,928 sq. ft. of usable space. There are 18,293
sq. ft. of classroom space, 17,591 sq. ft. of laboratory space, and 30,133
sq. ft. of shop area in the instructional areas. There are 3,303 sq. ft. of
administrative office space and 3, 389 sqg. ft. of faculty office space. In addi-
tion, the center has a food service area consisting ¢f 2,030 sq. ft., a lounge
store consisting of 404 sq. ft., and support facilities of 9, 804 sq. ft.

Berkeley-Charleston-Dorchester Technical Education Cente- + s a 25-
acre campus, $800,314 wc. ... . maju. _yuipment and library facilities con-

sisting of 11, 600 sq. ft. of floor space and 11,000 volumes in the book co!

lection.

“?4



CHESTERFIELD-MARLBORO TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

Chesterfield-Mariboro Technical Education Center, located in Cheraw,
South Carolina, consists of a main building, two Shopbuildings, a mobile unit,
and a house annex. The gross square footage of the center is 37, 053. The
net usable square footage is 32,753 sguare feet. There are 4, 708 sq. ft. in
classroom area, 6,012 sq. ft. of laboratory space, and 11, 900 sq. ft, of
shop footage in the instructional area of the center. The office space con-
sists of 1,430 sq. ft. of space for the administrative offices and 300 sq. ft. of.
floorspace in faculty offices. There are 630 sq. ft. in the food service area,
766 sq. ft. in the lounge store, 2,515 sq. ft. in the support facilities and
an additional 1,458 sq. ft. being used for storage and other purposes.

The campus of Chesterfisld-Marlboro Technical Education Center con-
sists of 59.3 acres. The school now has $300, 000 worth of major equipment
and library facilities consisting of 12,500 sq. ft. of floorspace and 5, 341

volumes.




GREENVILLE TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTIR

Greenville Technical Education Center is located in Greenville,

South Caroclina. The center is made up of eight buildings: the Industrial
Building, the Engineering Building, the Allied Health Sciences Building, the
Welding and Special Schools Building, the Library-Classroom Building, the
Heavy Equipment Building, the Truck Driver- Automotive Building, and the
Carpentry Building. In these buildings there are 308,685 sq. ft. of floor
space with a net usable square footage of 268, 130.

Exclusive of the Library-Classroom Building which consists of 100, 000
sq. ft., there are 34,586 sq. ft. in classroom space, 79,963 sq. ft. in lab
space, 15,750 sq. ft. in shop area, 3,239 sq. ft. used for guidance offices,

v, v32 sq. ft. in administrative office space, 12, 695 sq. ft. in faculty office
space, 1,899 sq. ft. of food service area, 1,277 sq. ft. used for lounge store,
14,403 sq. ft. of support facilities, 14,036 sq. ft. of miscellaneous space,
and 168,130 sq. ft. of usable space. -

The Greenville Technical Education Center is sifuated on a 128-acre
campus. The library at the center consists of 23,400 sq. ft. and contains
50, 000 volumes and 1, 000 current periodicals. The center has a major equip-

ment inventory of $1, 500, 000.




HORRY-GEORGETOWN TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

Horry-Georgetown Technical Education Center is located in Conway,
South Carolina, nine miles north of Myrtle Beach. The center consists of
three buildings containing a gross square footage of 76,000 sq. ft. and a
net usable footage of 56,127 sq. ft. There are -5, 176 sq. ft. of classroom
.pace, 7, 896 sq. ft. of laboratory space, and 10, 106 sq. ft of shop space
in the instructional areas. Office space consists of 3,080 sq. ft. in the
administrative area, and 3,080 sq. ft. in the faculty offices. In addition,
the:r e are 4, 647 sq. ft. of lounge and store space, 6,448 sq. ft being
utilized as support facilities and 4, 918 sq. {t. of storage and corridor space.

Horry-Georgetown Technical Education Center is situated on 15 acres
«% land. The center has approximately $500, 000 in major equipment with
library facilities consisting of 4, 500 sq. ft. of floor space and 6,000 volumes

in the resource and referz=nce collection.
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FLORENCE-DARLINGTON TECHNICAI, EDUCATION CENTER

The Florence-Darlington Technical Education Center consists of
four buildings containing 83, 000 gross square feet with a net usable square
footage of 78,433. There are 10,260 sq. ft. of classroom space, 17,457
sq. ft. of laboratory space, and 18,488 sq. ft. in the shop areca. Office
space is divided into 4,089 sq. ft. of administrative area and 2, 412 sq. ft.
of faculty offices. There is a lounge store consisting of 3,088 sq. ft. and
support facilities of 2,346 sq. ft. There are 12,599 sq. ft. used as circu-
lation and.mec;hanical space.

Flofence—Darlington TechnicaliEducation Center is sitvated on a 24. 62~
acre campus. There is major equipment at the center which has a replace-
ment value of $875,000. The library facilities consist of 9,250 sq. ft. where

& collection of 19, 000 volumes is housed.



MIDLANDS TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

Midlands Technical Education Center is located in Columbia, South
Carolina. It is inade up of six buildings: the Administrative Building, the
Classroom Building, the Tool & Dye Building, the Lab Building, the Library
Building, and the Engineering Technology Building. There are 37,370 sq. ft.
of classroom space, 37,153 sq. ft. of laboratory space, 8,432 sq. ft. of
shop space, 3,181 sq. ft. of administrative office space, and 8,092 sq. ft.
of office space that is occupied by the faculty. There are a.lsvo 5, 398 sq. ft.

‘ of food service and stud~nt lounge area, 4,759 sq. ft. of storage space, a.n_d
36, 348 sq. ft. of support facilities which include the mechanical equipment
space, toilets, halls and stair well.

The campus at Midlands Technical Education Center consists of 2.9
acres of land. The major equipment inventory amounts to $1, 500, 000. The
library facilities consist of 12, 000 square feet of floor space and the collecticn

contains 18, 000 volumes.




ORANGEBURG-CALHOUN TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

Orangeburg-Calhoun Technical Education Center is located in
Orangeburg, South Carolina. The center consists of eight buildings
containing a gross square footage of 82,000 sq. ft. with a net usable
area of 62,500 sq. ft. There are 9, 947 sq. ft. of classroom space,
26,132 sq. ft. of laboratory space, 4,420 sq. ft. of adminiAstrative office
space, and 1, 809 sq. ft. of faculty office space. There is a lounge store
of 5,600 sq. ft., support facilities of 8,101 sq. ft., and 2,965 sq. ft. of
storage space along with 19,500 sq. ft. of miscellaneous halls and cor-
ridors.

The campus at Orangeburg-Calhoun Technical Education Center
contains 100 acres, and the major equipment is valued at $300, 000. The
center has a library consisting of 6,500 square feet of flcor space with

a collection of 8, 000 volumes.



PIEDMONT TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

Piedmont Technical Education Center is located in Greenwood,
South Carolina. It consists of one building containing 46,163 gross sq.
ft., and 35,316 sq. ft. of usable floor space. There are 4, 327 sq. ft.
of classroom space, 8, 880 sq. ft. of laboratory space, 13,540 sq. ft. of
shop space, 3,746 sq. ft. of administrative office space, and 960 sq. ft.
of faculty office space. The center also contains a food service area
consisting of 786 sq. ft., a lcunge store consisting of 576 sq. ft., support
facilities amounting to 400 sq. ft. and a storage area of 1,213 sq. ft.

The campus at Piedmont Technical Education Center contains 42
acres, The major equipment is valued at $453, 806. The library facilities

consist of 880 sq. ft. of floor space with a collection of 6,516 volumes.
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‘SPARTANBURG COUNTY TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

Spartanburg County Technical Education Center is located cdutside
of Spartanburg, South Carolina, on Interstate Highway 85. It consists
of two buildings which contain 127, 008 sq. ft. of gross floor space and
123, 701 sq. ft. of usable floor space. " he buildings consist of 13,331
sq. ft. of classroom space, 29,110 . ft. of laboratory space, 17,216
-4q. ft. of shop s- ace, 5,152 sq. ft. of ac inistrative office srace, and
3,698 sq. ft. of feculty office space. In addition, there are 2, 142 sq. ft.
in the food service area, 11,081 sq. ft. in the lounge store area, 8,078
sq. ft. of floor space in the support facilities, and 19, 712 sq. ft. of storage
space.

The campus at Spartanburg County Technical Education Center contains
90 acres of land. The major equipment is valued at $900, 000. The library
facilities consist of 10,000 sq. ft. of flocr space with a collection of 8,200

volumes,
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SUMTER AREA TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

Sumter Area Technical Education Center consists of three buildings;
the Main-Building, the Technical Building, and the Library Building. There
are 60,800 gross sq. ft. and 55,110 net usable sq. ft. in these buildings.
There are 10, 617 sq. ft. of classrcom space, 8,926 s . .. oI laboratory
s-ace, 10,007 sq. ft. of shop space, apd 5,490 sq. ft. - st dy ¢_.ace. The
administrative office space consists of 1, 110 sq. ft. anc = 2,87 > sq. ft.
of faculty office space. In addition, there is a food servic: area -onsisting
of 1,110 sq. ft., a lounge store area consisting of 514 sa. ., 6.253 sq.
ft. in the support area, and 7,537 sq. ft. of storage space.

Sumter Area Technical Education Center is situated on 15 acres of
jand. There is an additional 35 acres of land adjoining the property which
coulci bE. annexed if necessary. The center has $700, 000 in major equipment.
The library facilities consist of 9,000 sq. ft. of flooxr space and there are

8;000 volumes in the collection.
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TRI-COUNTY TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

The Tri-County Technical Education Center is located bet-~en
Clemson, South Carolina, and Pendleton, South Carolina. The <enter
consists of three buildings cortaining 87, 646 gross sq. ft. and . 260
net usable sq. ft. Instructional area consists of 14,359 sq. ft. o classroom
space, 19,754 sq. ft. of laboratory space, and 11,464 sq. ft. of shop space.
The office area consists of 6,384 sq. ft. of adnainistrative space and 2,262
sq. ft. of faculty office space. There are 2,225 sq. ft. in the food service
area, 2,232 sq. ft. of store space, and 21, 828 sq. ft. in the support area.
Storage space consists of 2,417 sq. {it.

Tri-County Technical Educa}:ion Center is situated on 22 acres of
land. The center has a major equipment inventory of $1,c00, 000._ 00 and a
library consisting of 6,000 sq. ft. of floor space with a collection o'f 8,000

volumes.,
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YORK COUNTY TECHNICAL EDUCATION CENTER

York County Technical Education Center is located in Rock Hill,
South Carolina. The center is housed in three buildings consisting of
91, 043 gross sq. ft. and 85,155 sq. ft. of net usable floor space. The
instructional area consists of 8,882 sq. ft. of classroom space, 8, 171
sq. ft. of laboratory space, and 12,412 sq. ft. of shop spacz. The office
area consists of 1, 672 sq. ft. of administrative office space, and 2,115
sq. ft. of faculty office space. There is a food service area consisting
of 1,914 sq. ft., support facilities consisting of 2,820 sq. ft., and 5,888
sq. ft. of storage space and corridors, all in the main building. The
library building contains 17,400 sq. ft., the Sciences Building contains
29,000 sq. f‘t.

York County Technical Education Center is situated on 35 acres of
land. The center's major equipment inventory amounts to $400, 000. The

library facilities contain 9,000 sq. ft. with a collection of 7, 000 volumes.
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BEAUFORT KEGIONAIL TECHNICAL CENTER

The Beaufort Regional Technical Center is located in Beaufort,
South Carolina. The school con§ists of 25,876 sq. ft. ir shops and
classroom space; 9, 600 sq. ft. in dormitory space; 3, 900 sq. ft. in
administrative space; 6, 600 sq. ft. in cafeteria space; 10,000 sq. ft.
in gymnasium space; and 3, 600 sq. ft. in miscellaneous space (infirm:.zy,
student center, etc.)

Beaufort Regional Technical Center has aés. 15 - acre campus
with $266, 700 in major equipment. The lib1:ary facility consists of

3,100 sq. ft. in floor space with 200 volumes in book collection.
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COLUMBIA REGIONAL TECHNICAL CENTER

The Columbia Regional Technical Center is located in Columbia,
South Carolina. The school consists of 93, 081 sq. ft. in shops and
classroom space; 19,820 sq. ft. in dormitory space; 7,863 sq. ft. in
administrative space; 3,268 sy. ft. in cafeteria space; 25, 716 sa. ft.
in warehouse space, 8,000 sq. ft. in faculty apartments; and 1,178 sq.
ft. in miscellaneous space (infirmary, student center, etc.)

Columbia Regional Technical Center has a 132-acre campus with
$496,200 in major equipment. The library facility consist;s of 1,802

sq. ft. in floor space with 7,585 volumes.
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DENMARK REGIONAL TECHNICAL CENTER

The Denmark Regional Technical Center is located in Denmark,
South Carolina. The school consists of 48, 714 sq. ft. in shops and
classroom space; 45, 630 sq. ft. 'indormitOry space; 1,972 sq. ft. in
administra;tive space; 5,886 sq. ft..in cafeteria space; 1,280 sq. ft. in
warehouse space;6, 480 sq. ft. gymnasium; 9, 701 sq. ft. in faculty
apartments; and 4, 541 sq. ft. in misg:ellaneous space (infirrnary,A student
center, etc.)

Denmark Regional Technical Center ha.s a 43.5-acre campus with
$274, 800 in major equipment. The library facility consists of 1, 025 sq.

ft. in floor space with a hook collection of 3, 684.
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APPENDIX D

CONDENSED FINANCIAL DATA

On the following pages, a recapitulation of total revenue and expendi-
tures for botn the Technical Education Center system and for the University
Branch and Center system is given, together with an estimate of the costs
per ''full-time equivalent'' student.

It is to be noted that total revenue includes all sources, including that
from the state and from student tuition and fees.

Direct comparisons between the costs per ''full-time equivalent' student
in the two systems are not comparable. This is because the definitions of
"full-time equivalent'' are, for good reasons, not the same in the two kinds of
systems.

For the University Branches and Centers, as for public senior colleges
and universities, a full- time equivalent student is defined as one enrolled for
15 semester credit hours per semester.

Because of the distinctive nature of some of the programs in the Tech-
nical Education system, the quarter or semester hour is a less appropriate
unit of accountability. The current system of reporting in use within the
Technical Education system utilizes instead student contact hours, with a full-
time equivalent student defined as 540 such contact hours in a calendar year.

It is possible in principle to convert the credit-hour system of accounting

to the contact-hour system. To do this, it is only necessary to note that the

30



University definition means 15 credit hours per week of study, convert this
to contact hours per week, and multiply by the number of weeks.

Data from the Commission on Higher Education's Management Infor-
mation System indicates that,for undergraduates, the awarding of one credit
hour requires an average of 1.13 contact hours of class and laboratory work.
The average number of weeks in an academic semester is 15, or 30 per
academ : year. Carrying out the necessary multiplication, it is found that

1 "University FTE'" = 508 contact hours/academic year
This is close to but not exactly the same as the TEC definition of 540 contact

hours per calendar year.
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TABLE D-1

Revenue, Expenditures, and Unit Costs For Technical Education Centers

1964-65
Revenue $1, 841, 865
Expenditures 1,841, 865
Expenditure per FTE 449
FTE Enrollment 4,386

1965-66 1966-67
$2,535,461 $3, 883, 242
2,535,461 3,883,242
352 435
7,188 9, 744

1967-68 1968-69
$5, 486,091 $7, 965, 508
5,486,091 7,965,508
467 589
12, 830 15, 336

1969-70

$9, 806, 613

9,806,613 N
651

16,509
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TABLE D-2

Revenue, Expenditure, and Unit Costs For Combined University Branch and Center Systems (1)

1964-65 1965-66 1966-67
Total Revenue $ 591,440 $ 946,123 $1,484, 327
Expenditures 630,337 1,007,649 1,422,314
Net Income (or Loss) (38, 897) (61, 526) 62,013
Expenditure per FTE 845 933 943
FTE Enrollment 746 1,080 1,509

(1) Does Not Include Midlands (Columbia) Branch

1967-68 1968-69
$2,533,727 $2,962, 820

2,440,299 2,903,175

93,428 59, 645
1,130 1,208
2,158 2,404

1969-70
$2, 743, 608

2, 850, 534

33

(106, 926)
1,227

2,324
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