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A G E N D A 
 

Commission for Higher Education 
 

COMMISSION MEETING 
 
 

University Place Conference Center 
IUPUI Campus, Room 132 

850 W. Michigan Street 
Indianapolis, IN 

Phone:  317-274-3876 
 
 

Friday, November 13, 2009 
 

 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER -- 9:00 a.m.   
 
II. ROLL CALL OF MEMBERS AND DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
III. CHAIR’S REMARKS 
 
IV. COMMISSIONER’S REPORT  
 
V. CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE OCTOBER 
 COMMISSION MEETING 
 
VI. DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 

A. State Budget Presentation 
 
B. Associate Degree Production Report 

 
C. Budget Line Item Reports: Indiana State University 
 

1. Degree Link 
 
2. College Cooperative Southeast 
 
3. South Central Educational Association  
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VII. DECISION ITEMS 
 
 A. Academic Degree Programs 
 

1. Master of Arts and Master of Science in Recreation and 
 Sport Management To Be Offered by Indiana State University- 
 Statewide via Distance Education Technology 

 
 2. Academic Degree Programs on Which Staff Propose Expedited Action 

 
• Master of Fine Arts in Visual Art to be offered by Ball State 

University at Muncie 
 
• B.A./B.S. in Sport Administration to be offered by Ball State 

University at Muncie 
 

 B. Capital Projects 
 

1. Purdue University-West Lafayette Student Fitness and 
 Wellness Center Renovation and Addition 
 
2. Ivy Tech Community College of Indiana, Multi Modal 
 Parking Facility at Indianapolis 

 
C.  Major Research University Indicators of Competitiveness and 
 Success:  Guiding Benchmarks 
 

VIII. INFORMATION ITEMS 
 
 A. Status of Active Requests for New Academic Degree Programs 
 
 B. Capital Improvement Projects on Which Staff Have Acted 
 
 C. Capital Improvement Projects Awaiting Action 
 
 D. Minutes of the October Commission Working Sessions 
  
IX. OLD BUSINESS 
 
X. NEW BUSINESS 
 
XI. ADJOURNMENT -- Approximately 12:00 p.m. 
 
 
 
****************************** 
 
The next meeting of the Commission will be on December 11, 2009, in Indianapolis. 
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COMMISSION FOR HIGHER EDUCATION 
Friday, November 13, 2009 
 
 
 
DISCUSSION ITEM C1: Budget Line Items: Indiana State University, Degree Link 
 
 
 
Staff Recommendation For discussion only. 
 
Background As part of the biennial budget process, the Commission makes 

recommendations on the so called higher education line items.  The 
Commission is taking time during this off-budget year to take a 
closer look at the several line items in the budget than is typically 
possible in the busy budget session.  The first group of line items to 
be reviewed by the Commission is three line items assigned to 
Indiana State University: Degree Link, College Cooperative 
Southeast, and South Central Educational Association.  

 
Supporting Document Degree Link Budget Request from Indiana State University, 2009-11 

Biennial Budget Request 
 
 

 









COMMISSION FOR HIGHER EDUCATION 
Friday, November 13, 2009 
 
 
 
DISCUSSION ITEM C-2: Budget Line Items: Indiana State University, College 

Cooperative Southeast 
 
 
 
Staff Recommendation For discussion only. 
 
Background As part of the biennial budget process, the Commission makes 

recommendations on the so called higher education line items.  The 
Commission is taking time during this off-budget year to take a 
closer look at the several line items in the budget than is typically 
possible in the busy budget session.  The first group of line items to 
be reviewed by the Commission is three line items assigned to 
Indiana State University: Degree Link, College Cooperative 
Southeast, and South Central Educational Association.  

 
Supporting Document College Cooperative Southeast Budget Request from Indiana State 

University, 2009-11 Biennial Budget Request 
 
 

 



































COMMISSION FOR HIGHER EDUCATION 
Friday, November 13, 2009 
 
 
 
DISCUSSION ITEM C3: Budget Line Items: Indiana State University, South Central 

Indiana Educational Association 
 
 
 
Staff Recommendation For discussion only. 
 
Background As part of the biennial budget process, the Commission makes 

recommendations on the so called higher education line items.  The 
Commission is taking time during this off-budget year to take a 
closer look at the several line items in the budget than is typically 
possible in the busy budget session.  The first group of line items to 
be reviewed by the Commission is three line items assigned to 
Indiana State University: Degree Link, College Cooperative 
Southeast, and South Central Educational Association.  

 
Supporting Document South Central Educational Association Budget Request from Indiana 

State University, 2009-11 Biennial Budget Request 
 
 

 

























Minutes – October 2009 
 

State of Indiana 
Commission for Higher Education 

 
Minutes of Meeting 

 
October 9, 2009 

Friday 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER 
 
 The Commission for Higher Education met in regular session starting at 9:07 a.m. at Indiana 

University-East, Whitewater Hall, Vivian Auditorium, 2325 Chester Blvd., Richmond, Indiana, 
with Chair Michael Smith presiding. 

 
II. ROLL CALL OF MEMBERS AND DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
 Members Present: Cynthia Baker, Gerald Bepko, Dennis Bland, Jon Costas, Carol D’Amico, Jud 

Fisher, Gary Lehman, Marilyn Moran-Townsend, Chris Murphy, George Rehnquist, Ken 
Sendelweck, Michael Smith. 

 
 Members Absent: Clayton Slaughter.  
 
 Mr. Richard Helton, President of Vincennes University, attended the meeting.  Mr. Anthony 

Maidenberg, Interim President of Independent Colleges of Indiana, was also present. 
 
III. CHAIR’S REPORT 
 

Mr. Smith expressed his gratitude to both Chancellor Nasser Paydar of Indiana University-East 
and Chancellor James Steck of Ivy Tech Community College-Richmond for their Thursday 
evening presentation at Ivy Tech’s campus regarding a very productive collaboration between the 
two institutions.  Mr. Smith invited Chancellor Paydar to give welcoming remarks. 
 
Chancellor Paydar welcomed members of the Commission to campus.  He commented on the 
partnership Indiana University-East has developed with Ivy Tech Community College-Richmond. 
The two institutions have undertaken efforts to very clearly define the colleges’ missions. Indiana 
University-East and Ivy Tech-Richmond have found mutual benefits, cost-savings and 
improvements in student recruitment, persistence, transfer and completion through these efforts, 
including the location of all Associate’s degrees and remediation at Ivy Tech, and the 
improvement of transfer agreements.  
 
Mr. Smith reported on Thursday’s Strategic Directions Committee meeting.  He commented on 
an exercise that moved the Commission’s thought process forward.  Mr. Smith thanked Ms. 
Marilyn Moran-Townsend for her leadership of the Strategic Directions Committee, which is 
helping the Commission to further enhance its cooperation with Indiana’s higher education 
institutions. 
 
Mr. Smith acknowledged the upcoming retirement of Dr. Marnia Kennon, Vice Provost of 
Academic Affairs, Ivy Tech Community College of Indiana.  Mr. Smith thanked Dr. Kennon for 
her many contributions to the state. 
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IV. COMMISSIONER’S REPORT 
 

Ms. Lubbers spoke about College Go! Week, which is a state-wide effort developed through 
Learn More Indiana, in cooperation with Department of Education, to promote college readiness.  
College Go! Week will take place during the week of October 12-16.  Ms. Lubbers acknowledged 
Mr. Jason Bearce, Commission’s staff member, as well as Ms. Elizabeth Crouch, Learn More 
staff member, for their hard work in preparation for this event. Ms. Lubbers also thanked the 
colleges and universities for their participation and efforts to ensure the success of the inaugural 
College Co! Week.   
 
Ms. Lubbers provided an overview of a recent event sponsored by the Midwestern Higher 
Education Compact (MHEC), associated with the Making Opportunity Affordable grant.  
Commission staff members were joined by members of the General Assembly to discuss issues 
related to productivity and efficiency on college campuses.  The conversation focused on 
strategies to expand postsecondary opportunities while controlling costs.  Ms. Lubbers also 
referenced recent comments by Governor Mitch Daniels on the importance of controlling costs at 
a time of scarce state resources.     
 
Ms. Lubbers highlighted her recent participation in the Regional Educational Laboratory’s (REL) 
meeting in Washington, D.C., focused on “Reaching Higher” and Indiana’s efforts in the areas of 
college access and success. 
 
Ms. Lubbers cited efforts to increase the Commission’s visibility in all corners of the state 
through organized editorial board meetings and through the submission of opinion editorials. 
  
Ms. Lubbers mentioned the meeting agenda booklet contains a document that highlights efforts 
being made by colleges to deal with an H1N1 flu outbreak. 
 

V. CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE SEPTEMBER COMMISSION 
MEETING 

 
 Mr. Smith asked the Commission members to consider making some changes in the Minutes for 

the September Commission meeting, including adding a word “public” in front of the word 
“transportation” on page 3, paragraph 3 of Item 8 of Capital Projects.  Also, Mr. Smith clarified 
that he was referring to “absolute numbers of students” when asking Dr. Nalin about the 
increased number of students (p. 8, paragraph 2). 

  
 R-09-08.1 RESOLVED:  That the Commission for Higher Education hereby 

approves the Minutes of the September 2009 regular meeting as 
amended.  (Motion – Lehman, second – Fisher, unanimously 
approved) 

  
VI. DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 

A. Fall 2009 Enrollment at Indiana Public Higher Education Institutions  
 

Ms. Jennifer Seabaugh, Manager of Information Research, presented the fall 2009 
enrollment survey.  The survey details current-term, aggregate enrollment statistics from 
each institution, including headcount enrollment, full-time or part-time standing by 
residency status, full-time equivalency (FTE) enrollment and student entry type (continuing, 

                   



Minutes – October 2009 
 

first-time entry, transfer or dual credit). Ms. Seabaugh also presented data regarding 
reciprocity and dual credit enrollments over the last three years.   
 
Mr. Murphy asked whether the system-wide enrollment decrease in enrollments for first-
time entry students, but overall system enrollment increase, is the result of improved student 
retention.   
 
Mr. Smith asked Commissioner Lubbers to have staff put together a set of notes to help 
Commission members establish the context.  Mr. Smith commented on the importance of 
understanding the demographics in enrollment to determine where additional students are 
coming.   
 
Mr. Murphy asked to have information on the population increase in the areas that report a 
high enrollment increase.  
 
Ms. D’Amico questioned Vincennes University’s enrollment decrease, included in the data.  
Mr. Smith confirmed the necessity of having notes to clarify some of the presented 
information. 
 
Vincennes University President Richard Helton asked about the timeframe within which the 
data was collected.  Mr. Smith suggested that this was done from Census date to Census 
date.  Ms. Seabaugh responded that the information was gathered from the fall 2008 to the 
fall 2009 surveys.   Mr. Murphy noted that the data for Vincennes University indicates that 
the headcount went down, but the FTE went up.  President Helton questioned the accuracy 
of this data, to which Mr. Smith responded that the data was given to the Commission staff 
by Vincennes University. 
 
Ms. Seabaugh assured the Commission that she would re-check the numbers.   
 

B.  National and State Trends in Associate Degree Production 
 
 Dr. Kenneth Sauer, Senior Associate Commissioner for Research and Academic Affairs, 

presented an update of a report that was given to the Commission in 2008, and also served as 
a preview to another report that will be delivered at the November Commission meeting.   

 
 In Reaching Higher, the Commission has highlighted and reaffirmed the need to achieve 

greater system efficiency through expansion of the community college sector, and to 
increase student success, especially through higher degree completion rates.  One outcome 
of these strategies is to have more associate degrees conferred by Indiana’s community 
colleges, both in absolute terms and relative to the four-year sector. 

 
 Dr. Sauer indicated that when the decision was made in 1999 to create a comprehensive 

community college system, Indiana occupied an almost unique position in the nation, in that 
about one-half of all associate degrees conferred were attributed to the four-year sector.  
This agenda item describes what has happened in Indiana in recent years and in the context 
of national trends regarding associate degree production.     

 
 The report included data from public two- and four-year institutions, as well as from private 

for-profit and private not-for-profit institutions.  Taking all three sectors into account, 
Indiana is 18 percent above the national average in producing Baccalaureate degrees, and 12 
percent below average in producing Associate degrees.  
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 Mr. Smith commented on the fact that Indiana’s workforce is still behind other states’ 

educational attainment; however, the data presented in the report shows great improvement.  
Mr. Smith asked whether this data reflected the most recent trend.  Dr. Sauer responded that 
the data reflects the degree production, not the educational attainment of the population.  
Indiana institutions tend to enroll more out-of-state students. 

 
 Mr. Murphy asked whether Indiana’s total degree production was higher or lower relative to 

the nation.  Dr. Sauer responded that Indiana was producing more Bachelor’s degrees per 
capita than other states in the nation.  Mr. Murphy said that Indiana may want to increase the 
number of Associate degrees, which could place Indiana in even better position than where 
it is now.   

 
 Ms. D’Amico said that Lumina Foundation has a goal of increasing degree production 

nationwide, and Indiana’s share in this goal is 10,000 college graduates each year.  Ms. 
D’Amico asked Dr. Sauer to confirm that Indiana will have no trouble meeting this goal at 
the current rate of degree production.  Dr. Sauer said that the Commission will have to look 
at these numbers more closely. 

 
 Mr. Smith said that the Reaching Higher documents reflect the Commission’s goal, and the 

presentations should reflect the difference between the national goal and the Commission’s 
own goal; otherwise, it is impossible to conclude where Indiana stands.  

 
 Ms. Lubbers commented that the Commission should integrate into this information the 

number of students who are coming to Indiana from out-of-state, so that when the 
Commission is looking at Hoosiers’ attainment, it also keeps in contact with the number of 
those who were “imported.” 

 
 Dr. Bepko asked whether it was possible to get data that show the same measurements for 

residents of those states (from where the students are coming to study in Indiana).  For 
example, take Indiana residents earning Baccalaureate degrees in any given year, and 
Indiana residents earning Associate degrees in any given year, and make comparisons with 
those with other states.  Dr. Bepko added that the graduation rate of out-of-state students is 
probably higher than those of Indiana resident students.   

 
 Mr. Costas commented that the degrees conferred over the last ten years went up less than 

100 percent, and yet the enrollment has increased 120 percent.  Dr. Sauer confirmed that the 
enrollment did increase considerably over the last ten years.  Reaching Higher emphasizes 
the need for improvements in graduation rates. 

 
 Dr. Sauer gave a brief preview of the information that would be presented to the 

Commission in November. In order to have a better understanding of the current position, 
and the expectations for the near future, each of the universities have been asked to report 
back to the Commission on the current status of their Associate degree programs, as well as 
the anticipated status of these programs by 2015.    

 
 Ms. D’Amico asked whether the Commission will cut the data on degree production in by 

program area.  Dr. Sauer responded that this could be done.  The Commission will first need 
to understand the status of these programs, and then sort the data by field.  Ms. D’Amico 
said that it is very important to look into the program area.   
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 Dr. Bepko clarified to the group that the Reaching Higher goal is to have 10,000 more 
Indiana Baccalaureate degrees by 2025.  Another goal is to have 50 percent more Associate 
Degrees by 2015.  Lumina’s goal is to have 60 percent attainment rate by 2025, counting not 
only Associate degrees, but any post-secondary credentials that lead to further advanced 
education or to employment.  

  
C. Higher Education Capital Projects Report 
 
 Mr. Bernard Hannon, Senior Associate Commissioner and Chief Financial Officer, 

presented this item.   
 
 The Indiana General Assembly has authorized or appropriated more than $1 billion in higher 

education capital projects between the 2005 and 2009 legislative sessions.  This presentation 
focused on putting these projects in the context of the state and higher education budgets; 
listing the projects that have been reviewed and approved, as well as those awaiting action; 
discussing the fiscal implications of the future debt service; and raising issues of legislative 
and administrative processes and procedures. 

 
 Mr. Hannon mentioned that the Commission made a decision earlier this decade that debt 

service appropriations, relative to total operating appropriations, should not exceed ten 
percent. Mr. Murphy confirmed that this was done because debt service was eating into 
operating support. 

 
 Dr. Bepko asked whether it was possible to obtain national data from other universities or 

organizations that have continuing capital development programs to see what percentage of 
their total expenditures, in any given year, are devoted to capital spending.  Mr. Hannon 
responded that every state does things differently.  In some states, like Indiana, every 
university issues its own debt for its own facilities.  In other states, the state issues one giant 
bond every several years.  Comparable data across the states for higher education capital 
expenditures does not exist.   

 
 Dr. Bepko said that it is probably made more complicated by the fact that there are quota 

issues from state to state; maybe the percentage would be expended for a state with a lot of 
growth.  Mr. Hannon confirmed that it was a possibility.  He said that every state has seen a 
substantial decline in state appropriations in higher education. 

 
 Mr. Murphy asked whether this debt service level includes all of the buildings that are 

financed by debt on all campuses in Indiana.  Mr. Hannon said that this was only debt paid 
by the State of Indiana.   

 
 Mr. Smith stated that Indiana University has its own debt, both on and off its balance sheet, 

with $300,000,000 on its balance sheet.  He asked whether the Commission has a sense of 
how much debt institutions carry off balance sheets. Mr. Hannon responded affirmatively, 
adding that he did not have an exact number at the moment.     

 
 Ms. D’Amico asked how this affects institutional operations and student services, what the 

relationship was, and why the Commission should care so much.  Mr. Hannon responded 
that increases in state appropriations for operations between fiscal years 2001 and 2011 
increased 16 percent; the increase in state appropriations for debt service increased 82 
percent.  When the state appropriates to the institutions for debt service, it cannot be spent 
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for salaries or student services; institutions have to increase their fees to make up for the 
money they did not get from the state and that they need for operation.  

 
 Mr. Murphy commented that it is important to remember that we will not have control over 

increasing debt service. As an example, he suggested the Commission assume the state will 
hold all funding flat for higher education next year.  However, it is impossible to hold it flat; 
it has to be increased enough to pay the debts.  Any budget component that requires an 
increase will be funded to the detriment of the operating side.  It is interesting that the capital 
project increase occurred just about at the same time when the mortgage market was 
exploding.  Mr. Murphy indicated that he believes taxpayers will pay for it sooner or later, if 
the state does not get it under control. 

 
 Mr. Hannon explained how capital projects have been funded in the past.  First, the General 

Assembly authorizes the institutions to issue debt for this biennium; however, funding is 
generally not included to pay the debt until the next biennial budget.  This way a project 
would go into the budget bill in a sense “free of charge,” meaning the debt will not have to 
be paid until two years from the date of the bill.  For example, in the 2003 biennium there 
were $250M in capital projects authorized that would require $25M in debt service, and no 
money was put in the budget for those projects in the 2003 biennium. When the Commission 
developed its budget in 2005, the first thing it had to do was to put $25M in the budget for 
the last biennium’s debt service.  With the help of the State Budget director and key 
legislators, some debt service was funded in the 2007-09 budget.  This also happened in 
2009-11. Mr. Hannon stressed that it is important to continue this trend, and to recognize the 
true cost of the budget at the time the budget has passed.    

 
 Mr. Smith asked who owns a long-term model that would provide an indication of the 

consequences of the described situation that the Commission could utilize.  Mr. Hannon said 
that Indiana Finance Authority has these models, and he would bring them to the 
Commission’s attention.    

 
 Mr. Hannon continued with his report.  Indiana is about $20M short in debt service to pay 

for projects sitting in the queue right now.  State appropriations for operations were cut four 
percent for next biennium.  Mr. Hannon spoke about the revenue forecast and revenue 
collections. 

 
 Mr. Murphy asked if the Commission had $100M in the next biennium to distribute to 

institutions to reward performance, effectively, the Commission would have $20M less to do 
that due to the debt service shortage. Mr. Hannon responded in affirmative. 

 
 Mr. Hannon spoke about the statutory capital review process, pointing out that it is possible 

that the State Budget Committee and the Governor could by-pass the Commission; however, 
the State Budget Director has chosen not to do that.   

 
 Mr. Hannon spoke about the Repair and Rehabilitation (R&R) funds and ARRA funds. 
 
 Mr. Costas wanted to recap a point of the review process.  He asked whether or not the 

Commission’s review of the capital project was required after the project has been approved 
by the General Assembly, unless the Governor requested the State Budget Agency to do so.   
Mr. Hannon responded that under current law, a capital project that has been authorized by 
the General Assembly does not require Commission review, unless that review is requested 
by the Budget Director or the Budget Committee. 
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 Mr. Smith asked about the operative relationship between the Commission and the State 

Budget Agency.  He asked whether Mr. Hannon could recall in the recent years any time 
where the Commission reviewed and recommended a project, but the Agency deferred, 
delayed or did not approve it.  Mr. Hannon responded that there are several projects that are 
still waiting their appearance on the State Budget Agency agenda, but he could not recall a 
time when a project that had been reviewed by the Commission was disapproved by the 
State Budget Agency.   

 
 Mr. Bland commented that since the Commission goes through these discussions every year, 

it would be worth putting together an Executive Summary each year that would, in line with 
the Reaching Higher document, reflect issues that concern the Commission, get the 
Commission’s high attention, and highlight issues that undermine the Commission’s ability 
to help Indiana move forward.    

 
 Mr. Smith encouraged Commissioner Lubbers and Commission staff to make clear in the 

public meetings that the Commission’s intent is to have an actionable set of 
recommendations.  It is important to take the important matters and allow a progression of 
discussions to lead to the conclusion that some positive constructive changes are being acted 
upon. 

 
D. College GO! Week (October 12-16) 
 
 Mr. Jason Bearce, Associate Commissioner for Strategic Communications and Initiatives, 

presented this item.  College GO! Week is a statewide effort launching fall 2009 (October 
12-16) to help more Hoosier students go to and through college.  The goal is to have every 
Indiana high school student take specific, practical steps to prepare for college.   

 
 Supported by the Federal College Access Challenge Grant from the U.S. Department of 

Education, College GO! Week is made possible by the state’s Learn More Indiana 
Partnership, a joint effort of the Indiana Department of Education, Indiana Commission for 
Higher Education, the Indiana Department of Workforce Development and the State Student 
Assistance Commission of Indiana, with additional support from Indiana’s colleges and 
universities, USA Funds, and the Lumina Foundation for Education.   

   
 As part of the College GO! Week all Indiana state colleges and universities, as well as all 

independent colleges, have agreed to waive student application fees during that week 
(October 12-16).   

 
 Eighty-four percent of sophomores have signed up to take the PSAT in 2009, as opposed to 

49 percent last year.  Indiana is on its way to surpass the national average (50 percent) in the 
number of PSAT takers.  Indiana’s E-transcript intiative has been a leader in providing a 
free, convenient, secure avenue for students to submit their high school transcripts to the 
colleges not only in Indiana, but all over the country.      

 
 Mr. Bearce stated that some community organizations specifically asked that Learn More 

Indiana reach out to local municipalities across the state.  As a result they are getting 
involved in various ways, and Learn More is getting proclamations from the cities of 
Indianapolis, Evansville, Fort Wayne, and Terre Haute.  Learn More Indiana also is working 
with these partners to hold media events at these cities and others. 
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 Learn More Indiana is considering making College GO! Week an annual event.   
 
 Mr. Bland suggested writing the word “Indiana” in front of the words “College GO! Week” 

on all of the promotional materials to indicate that this is a state effort.        
 

VII.  DECISION ITEMS 
 

A. Academic Degree Programs 
 

1. Master of Arts in Family and Consumer Science (Interior Design Option) and 
Master of Arts in Curriculum and Educational Technology To Be Offered by Ball 
State University-Statewide via Distance Education Technology 

 
Dr. Sauer introduced the item.  He said that at the previous Commission meeting 
questions were raised about tuition for distance education.  Many of the distance 
education programs normally appear before the Commission as expedited items.  
Because of some issues related to programs delivered through distance education at the 
last month’s meeting, it was decided to place these two Ball State requests as regular 
decision items.   
 
The Commission has a distance education policy, which was approved in 1998.  The 
intent of this policy is to make it easier for institutions to get distance education 
programs approved by the Commission.  The forms that describe the schedule of fees for 
both Ball State programs are included in the agenda book.  The rationale for creating 
these forms was that Indiana is a state in which educational attainment is not what it 
should be, so the Commission should use every mechanism to have degree attainment 
opportunities available to Hoosiers who would benefit from this concept.   
 
Another element of the distance education policy deals with finances.  There was a lot of 
conversations regarding finances related to the distance education programs; how much 
it costs to produce the program; how much the students should pay, etc.  When the 
policy was first introduced eleven years ago, the best that could be done with respect to 
tuition was to have the policy state that resident students should not pay more than non-
resident students.  There were a few cases then when the resident students had to pay 
more than non-resident students for distance education.        

 
 Mr. Phillip Sachtleben, Associate Vice President, Governmental Relations, presented 

this item.  He explained the fee schedule that applies to both the M.A. in Family and 
Consumer Sciences and the M.A. in Curriculum and Educational Technology.   Mr. 
Sachtleben said that the first important aspect of a distance education degree program is 
that it has to be self-supporting.  The second is market demand.  There is a lot of 
competition from private, proprietary, and other schools in Indiana.   

 
 Mr. Sachtleben talked about Ball State’s five-year strategic plan, and its two elements: 

first – every year, Ball State will train ten or more percent of faculty members to deliver 
their courses electronically, and second –Ball State will increase the number of students 
who participate in distance education by 30 percent by 2012.     

 
 Mr. Sachtleben pointed out that Ball State followed the Commission’s recommendations 

regarding in-state and out-of-state tuition.  Fees for Ball State’s distance education 
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programs indicate that in-state students are going to pay considerably less than out-of-
state students.  Also, students taking classes off-campus should pay considerably less 
than those taking classes on-campus.      

 
 Ms. Moran-Townsend applauded Ball State for making the correlation between these 

fees.  Mr. Smith confirmed that the Commission recognizes this as an appropriate 
model, and wants to applaud this approach.    

 
 Dr. Sauer gave the staff recommendation. 
 

 R-09-08.2 RESOLVED: That the Commission for Higher Education 
hereby approves the Master of Arts in Family and Consumer 
Science (Interior Design Option) and Master of Arts in 
Curriculum and Educational Technology to be offered by Ball 
State University-Statewide via Distance Education Technology, 
in accordance with the background discussion in this agenda 
item and the Distance Education Program Proposal, June 6, 
2009, and May 1, 2009, one of which is attached for each of the 
two proposed master’s programs; and 

 
That the Commission recommends no new state funds, in 
accordance with each supporting document, Distance Education 
Program Proposal, June 6, 2009, and May 1, 2009. (Motion – 
Moran-Townsend, Second – Sendelweck, unanimously 
approved)  

  
2. Academic Degree Programs on Which Staff Propose Expedited Action 
 

Staff presented a list of degree programs proposed for expedited action.  There was no 
discussion of these items. 
  

 R-09-08.3 RESOLVED:  That the Commission for Higher Education 
hereby approves by consent the following degree program(s), in 
accordance with the background discussion in this agenda item: 

 
• B.A. in Social Work to be offered by Purdue University-

North Central at Westville 
 

• B.S. in Communication Studies to be offered by Indiana 
University East at Lawrenceburg  (Motion - Rehnquist, 
second - Fisher, unanimously approved) 

 
 
 B. Capital Projects 
 

1. HPER Courtyard – Build-Out at Indiana University Bloomington 
  

 Mr. Thomas Morrison, Vice President of Capital Projects and Facilities, presented this 
item.   

 
 Mr. Hannon made the staff recommendation. 



Minutes – October 2009 
 

 
 R-09-08.4 RESOLVED:  That the Commission for Higher 

Education hereby recommends approval to the State 
Budget Agency and the State Budget Committee of the 
new construction project, HPER Courtyard – Build-Out 
at Indiana University Bloomington, as presented in the 
project description and staff analysis dated September 
30, 2009. (Motion – Bepko, second – Lehman, 
unanimously approved) 

 
2. Construction of Marriott Hall on the Purdue University West 

Lafayette Campus 
 

Mr. Kevin Green, Director of State Relations, presented this item.  
Marriott Hall will house the College of Consumer and Family Sciences’ 
Hospitality and Tourism Management (HTM) Program, one of the 
leading programs in the field worldwide.  The estimated cost of this 
project is $13,000,000 to be funded from Gift Funds ($9,300,000) and 
Capital Reserve for Buildings ($3,700,000). 
 

Mr. Hannon gave the staff recommendation.  
 
Mr. Smith recommended making it clear in the future that the Commission’s 
review of a capital project should undergo the same level of scrutiny regardless 
of the source of funds. 

 
 R-09-08.5 RESOLVED:  That the Commission for Higher 

Education hereby recommends approval of the new 
construction project, Marriott Hall on the Purdue 
University West Lafayette Campus, as presented in the 
project description and staff analysis dated September 
30, 2009. (Motion – Blend, second – Bepko, 
unanimously approved) 

 
VIII. INFORMATION ITEMS 
 
 A. Status of Active Requests for New Academic Degree Programs 
 
 B. Capital Improvement Projects on Which Staff Have Acted 
 
 C. Capital Improvement Projects Awaiting Action 
 
 D. Minutes of the September Commission Working Sessions 
 
 E.    Institutional Plans for H1N1/Pandemic Flu Outbreak 
 
 There was no discussion of these items. 
 
IX. OLD BUSINESS  
  
 There was none. 
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X. NEW BUSINESS 
 

A. Amendment of the Indiana-Kentucky Reciprocity Agreement 
 

Ms. Haley Glover, Associate Commissioner for Policy and Planning Studies, presented this 
item.  The rationale for reciprocity agreements is to expand access to higher education, and 
also to recognize that population growth, economic development, and the need for 
postsecondary access seldom pay attention to state boundaries. 
 
The current agreement, which is in place for 2007-13, includes five Indiana and five 
Kentucky institutions in the majority of the counties along the Indiana-Kentucky border.  
This agreement will be amended, through the Memorandum of Understanding, to include 
additional Indiana and Kentucky counties eligible for reciprocal tuition at specific 
institutions. 

 
 R-09-08.6 RESOLVED:  That the Commission for Higher Education 

hereby approves Memorandum of Understanding Between 
Indiana and Kentucky Regarding Tuition Reciprocity, 2007-
2013, Amended May 22, 2009  (Motion – Baker, second – 
Lehman, unanimously approved)   

 
XI. ADJOURNMENT 
 

 The meeting was adjourned at 11:50 a.m.  
  ___________________________ 
  Mike Smith, Chair 
 
  ___________________________ 
  Jud Fisher, Secretary  
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