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The Postsecondary Education Planning Commission, initially created by executive order in 1980, given statutory
authority in 1981 (SS 240.145 and 240.147, Florida Statutes), and reauthorized by the 1991 Legislature, serves as a
citizen board to coordinate the efforts of postsecondary institutions and provide independent policy analyses and
recommendations to the State Board of Education and the Legislature. The Commission is composed of 11 members
of the general public and one full-time student registered at a postsecondary education institution in Florida. Members
are appointed by the Governor with the approval of three members of the State Board of Education and subject to
confirmation by the Senate.

A major responsibility of the Commission is preparing and updating every five years a master plan for postsecondary
education. The enabling legislation provides that the Plan "shall include consideration of the promotion of quality,
fundamental educational goals, programmatic access, needs for remedial education, regional and state economic
development, international education programs, demographic patterns, student demand for programs, needs of
particular subgroups of the population, implementation of innovative educational techniques and technology, and the
requirements of the labor market. The capacity of existing programs, in both public and independent institutions, to
respond to identified needs shall be evaluated and a plan shall be developed to respond efficiently to unmet needs."

Other responsibilities include recommending to the State Board of Education program contracts with independent
institutions; advising the State Board regarding the need for and location of new programs, branch campuses and
centers of public postsecondary education institutions; periodically reviewing the accountability processes and reports
of the public and independent postsecondary sectors; reviewing public postsecondary education budget requests for
compliance with the State Master Plan; and periodically conducting special studies, analyses, and evaluations related
to specific postsecondary education issues and programs.

Further information about this publication as well as other Commission publications, meetings and activities of the
Commission may be obtained from: the Postsecondary Education Planning Commission, 325 West Gaines Street,
Ralph Turlington Building, Tallahassee, Florida, 32399-0400; Telephone (850) 488-7894; FAX (850) 922-5388,;
Website - www.firn.edu/pepc.
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The original set of 12 Indicators that data in this report address were developed by the
Postsecondary Education Planning Commission (PEPC) in consultation with the
Independent Colleges and Universities of Florida (ICUF) Presidents. Subsequently, data
collection representatives from ICUF member institutions (principally institutional
research directors) made refinements in the data collection process in 1995. The
substantial time and effort that institutional data collectors put into preparing the
Accountability Report for their institution is gratefully acknowledged. Dr. Blair
Atherton, Director of Institutional Research at Nova Southeastern University, compiled
the data received from ICUF member institutions and prepared the 1996 ICUF
Accountability Report that was submitted to PEPC. Subsequently, PEPC staff inserted
into the ICUF report data from the University of Miami (not an ICUF member institution)
at the bottom of each chart. University of Miami data are not included in ICUF totals,
and all text summaries contained herein, including the Introduction, Notes on
Methodology, and Overview, apply only to ICUF member institutions. A copy of the
original report prepared by ICUF is available upon request from the Commission office.
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INTRODUCTION

The Independent Colleges and Universities of Florida (ICUF) Accountability Report was created
in consultation with the Postsecondary Education Planning Commission (PEPC) in response to
Florida Statute 240.147. The Statute requires all private, independent postsecondary institutions
eligible for the Florida Resident Access Grant (FRAG) to develop accountability processes. This
is the third cycle of accountability reporting by ICUF institutions.

This Accountability Report contains a summary of data provided by only institutions that are
members of ICUF*. Other regionally accredited private institutions that are not members of
ICUF, and nonregionally accredited proprietary institutions are not included.

It should be noted that the data contained in this report focus exclusively on undergraduate
students, faculty, and programs. The data are intended to address broad issues of quality,
productivity, diversity, and access. While undergraduates are of particular interest to federal and
state legislators, it should not be forgotten that many ICUF institutions also offer a variety of
master’s, doctoral, and first-professional degree programs.

The layout and presentation of many of the individual data summaries in the report have been
revised in an effort to make them easier to read and understand. Selected data are presented in
both tabular and graphical formats. Initial steps were taken to supplement accountability data
with some much needed contextual information to better familiarize legislators with the
characteristics of the diverse group of institutions that comprise ICUF. Additional context and
background should be added to future reports to provide those using the report with a more
complete description of the context in which each institution carries out its mission and the
contribution each makes to educating Florida residents.

In last year’s Accountability Report, the ICUF members were listed alphabetically in all data
summaries. This might suggest that they are all equal or comparable in their characteristics. It
must be emphasized that the ICUF institutions are diverse: they differ from each other in details
of their mission, characteristics of the student body, degree offerings, etc. Therefore, it should not
be assumed that data for one ICUF institution is comparable to that of another, or to one of the
Florida public universities. In this report, institutions were grouped by the types of degrees they
offer (i.e., bachelor’s, master’s, and doctorate) as an interim measure, until more inclusive
criteria for grouping similar institutions can be developed.

Where similar data were available, comparisons were made between aggregate data for the ICUF
sector versus aggregate data for the State University System of Florida (SUS) sector. Comparing
aggregate data at the sector-level should normalize to some extent for some of the differences
among institutions cited above. For example, at the sector level, the racial/ethnic demographics
of faculty and undergraduates are similar for ICUF and the SUS. The intent is to provide some
type of context in which to interpret the data and evaluate the contribution the ICUF group of
institutions makes to higier education in Florida.

*For the purpose of the current document, University of Miami data has been incorporated into the bottom of each graph.
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NOTES ON METHODOLOGY

Much of the data describing students focuses on cohorts of full-time undergraduates that entered
college for the first time at an ICUF institution in the Fall 1991. Cohorts were constructed using
the methodology and criteria prescribed by the Student Right-to-Know Act (Federal Register,
Vol. 60, December 1, 1995, section 668.46, pp.61787-88).

Racial/ethnic data for faculty came from the 1995 IPEDS Fall Staff Survey that institutions
submit to the U.S. Department of Education every other (odd-numbered) year. Similarly, data
concerning institutional enrollments were obtained from data appearing in IPEDS Fall
Enrollment Surveys. None of the other data in the report could be obtained from any existing
federal or other reports routinely prepared by institutions.

Unless noted otherwise, comparative data for SUS institutions came from the 1995-96 Fact Book
of the State University System of Florida produced by the Board of Regents in Tallahassee,
Florida.
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OVERVIEW

The Independent Colleges and Universities of Florida (ICUF) are a diverse group of 24
institutions with different missions, serving diverse student populations, and offering a wide
variety of undergraduate, graduate, and professional programs. They are dispersed throughout the
state located in or near large cities, such as Miami, Fort Lauderdale, Jacksonville, and Tampa, as
well as in more rural areas of Florida. Several institutions date back to the 1800's, while some
others are relatively young opening their doors to students as recently as 1968.

Total enrollments at ICUF institutions range from approximately 400 to 15,000 students. The
number of undergraduate majors offered at individual institutions ranges from 6 to 120. The
ICUF group includes institutions that offer majors in liberal arts and sciences, fine arts, as well as
engineering and technical fields. The group includes both religious- and nonreligious-affiliated
institutions.

This report focuses on undergraduate students and programs and attempts to identify key data
elements that may provide indicators of attributes such as racial/ethnic diversity, broad access to
educational opportunities and to specific majors or fields of study, educational quality, and
institutional productivity.

Some of these attributes are more amenable to quantitative measurement than others. In
particular, quality of education cannot be measured or characterized solely by quantitative
criteria. A fundamental definition of academic quality has been a subject of much debate in
academia spanning many decades.

The 1995-96 Fact Book of the State University System of Florida provided an excellent source of
data for limited comparisons of SUS statistics with those of the ICUF institutions. ICUF
institutions compared favorably with the SUS in areas such as the diversity of students and
faculty, five-year graduation rates of the Fall 1991 cohort of first-time in college, full-time
freshmen, and three-year graduation rates of full-time associate of arts students that transferred to
ICUF institutions. Comparative data were not readily available for other types of data contained
in this report.

Several outstanding strengths of ICUF institutions emerged from examination of data contained
in this report:

Small Class Sizes

Eighty-seven percent of all Fall 1996 undergraduate classes at ICUF institutions were fewer than
30 students and less than 4% of all classes contained more than 40 students. Compared to the
SUS, ICUF institutions had smaller mean undergraduate class sizes. Sector-wide the mean class
size was 18 and individual ICUF institution means ranged from 15 to 23 students. In contrast, the
mean undergraduate class size ranged from 32 to 49 students at SUS institutions. That is, mean
class sizes at the SUS were twice that of ICUF institutions. Moreover, the single largest class at
any ICUF institution in Full 1996 was 221 students, substantially smaller than the largest classes
at many SUS institutions.
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Access to Higher Education
One of the ways that ICUF institutions complement the institutions of the SUS is by providing

access to a wide array of fields of study. ICUF institutions offer some programs not available in
the SUS, and others that provide student access to particular majors or fields of study that are
space-limited in the SUS. For example, ICUF institutions (without exception) admitted 100% of
students transferring from Florida Community Colleges with an associate of arts degree into the
undergraduate program of their choice.

Efficient Progression to Degree Completion
An area that has been problematic at Florida Community Colleges and the SUS was that many

students were graduating with large numbers of credits over and above the minimum number
needed to graduate. This increased students’ length of stay, and the cost to state taxpayers. Both
state systems have recently taken action to reduce this problem.

As shown by data contained in this report, students graduated from ICUF institutions without a
lot of extra credits in excess of the minimum required for graduation. On average, students
graduated with only six credits in excess of the minimum required to graduate. Moreover, a
retrospective analysis of full-time freshmen that entered college for the first time at ICUF
institutions in Fall 1991 revealed that they graduated in a mean of four years. The mean time to
degree at individual ICUF institutions ranged from 3.8 to 4.5 years.

It is unclear to what degree these results may be attributable to institutional program
administrative processes (e.g. advising) versus the higher cost of tuition at private institutions. It
will be interesting to see whether the SUS strategy of charging higher tuition for excess credits
will result in reduced credits at graduation in public sector institutions.
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THE INDEPENDENT COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES OF FLORIDA
Institutional Summary

e ICUF is comprised of a diverse group of 24 institutions offering a wide variety of
undergraduate, graduate, and first-professional programs.

e Geographically dispersed throughout the state, the ICUF institutions served more than 75,000
students in the Fall Term alone.

e Also diverse in size, total Fall 1996 institutional enrollments ranged from 400-15,000
students.

e The five oldest institutions date back to the 1800's, while some others opened their doors as

recently as the 1960's.

Institution/Degrees Offered

*Year Established

Location

**Total
Enroliment

hel rees

Bethdné-Cookméh Cbllege

1904 Daytona Beach 2,335
Clearwater Christian College 1966 Clearwater 538
Eckerd College 1959 St. Petersburg 1,424
Edward Waters College 1866 Jacksonville 429
Flagler College 1968 St. Augustine 1,526
Florida College 1944 Temple Terrace 379
Florida Memorial College 1879 Miami 1,561
Ringling School of Art & Design 1931 Sarasota 798
Southeastern College 1935 Lakeland 1,090
|Warner Southern College 1964 Lake Wales 616

Webber College

Daytona Beach

Florida Southern College 1885 Lakeland 2,692
Jacksonville University 1934 Jacksonville 2,318
Lynn University 1963 Boca Raton 1,632
|Palm Beach Atlantic College 1968 West Palm Beach 1,830
Rollins College 1885 Winter Park 3,297
Saint Leo College 1889 St. Leo 7,123
Universi 1931 |Tampa _ 2,650

‘B‘a.ny UniVersiiy

1940 Miami Shores 7,016
Florida Institute of Technology 1958 Melbourne 4,185
Nova Southeastern University 1964 Ft. Lauderdale 14,961
Saint Thomas University 1962 Miami 2,133
Stetson University 1883 Deland 2,784
ICUF Total 75,112
*Source: 1997 Higher Education Directory, Higher Education Publications, Inc.
**Source: IPEDS 1996 Fall Enrollment Survey
iUniversity of Miami* 1925 {Miami | 13,677 |

*The University of Miami is not a member of ICUF
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FALL 1995 RACIAL/ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION OF FULL-TIME FACULTY

Percent of
Minority
, Population
Minorities
27% Other
Nonresident . .
\ Alien 20% Hispanic
1%
53% Black
White
D ——

84%

e Overall, 15% of the full-time faculty at ICUF institutions were from racial/ethnic minorities.
Approximately 18% of the full-time faculty at SUS institutions were from minorities (Fact
Book 1995-96 of the State University System of Florida).

e At ICUF institutions, 32% of full-time faculty were women, and 68% were men. Full-time
faculty at SUS institutions included 26% women and 74% men.

e As a group, bachelor’s degree institutions had the highest proportion of minority faculty
(37%). However, approximately half of the minority faculty at ICUF institutions were at three
colleges: Bethune-Cookman College, Edward Waters College, and Florida Memorial
College.

Detailed data appear in the table that follows.
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9

PERCENTAGE OF UNDERGRADUATE COURSE SECTIONS TAUGHT BY FACULTY IN FALL 1996

* Approximately two-thirds of all undergraduate classes at ICUF institutions were taught by full-

time faculty.

® More than half of all undergraduate classes taught by full-time faculty were taught by full
professors and associate professors at ICUF institutions.
® 59% of all undergraduate classes were taught by ranked faculty (assistant, associate, and full

professors).

e More than one-third of lower level undergraduate courses were taught by full professors and

associate professors.

e Approximately 57% of lower level undergraduate courses were taught by ranked faculty.

InstitutionIDegree Oﬁerings

Full-Time Faculty

Part-Time and Other Faculty

Full
Professor

Associate
Professor

Assistant
Professor

Instructor/|
Lecturer

Total

*Other Regular | **Supplemental

Faculty Faculty

Bethune-Cookman College 7% 10% 34% 30%
Clearwater Christian College 30% 52% 18% 0%
Eckerd College 23% 25% 37% 0%
Edward Waters College 5% 15% 30% 20%
Flagler College 13% 21% 28% 0%
Florida Memorial College 8% 9% 38% 3%

Ringling School of Art & Design

Faculty are not ranked.

Southeastern College

21%

15%

2%

Warner Southern College

25%

19%

7%

be

Embry-Riddle Aeronautical University

Florida Southern College

Jacksonville University

Lynn University

Palm Beach Atlantic College

Rollins College

Saint Leo College

University of Tampa

10%

Barry Umversﬂy ‘ 33%

Florida Institute of Technology 20% 26% 25% 2% 73% 23%

Nova Southeastern University 3% 12% 13% 6% 34% 66%

Saint Thomas University 28% 19% 23% 8% 78% 18%
Stetson University 23% 31% 24% 5% 83% 17%

ICUF Totals 18% 20% 21% 7% 68% 4% 28%
*Other regular faculty include visiting faculty, emeriti, and others who have a recurring faculty contract, but are not ranked.
“"Supplemental racuity inciuae aqjunct and part-ime racuity Witnout a racuity contract tnat teach on an ad noc basis.

{University of Miami* i 21% | 20% | 10% | 25% |  76% | 9% i 14% |

*The University of Miami is not a memeber of ICUF
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FALL 1996 S1ZE DISTRIBUTION OF UNDERGRADUATE COURSE SECTIONS

60% -

50% -

% 40% A

S 30% |
K]
3

E 20% A

10% -

0% -

Fewer Than 20 20-29 30-39 40 or More
Class Size Range

One of the strengths and value-added benefits offered by ICUF institutions is small class sizes.

e 60% of all undergraduate classes offered at ICUF institutions had fewer than 20 students.
87% of all classes had fewer than 30 students and less than 4% contained 40 or more students.
The two largest sections among all ICUF institutions contained 158 and 221 students,
considerably smaller than the largest sections at SUS institutions.

Detailed data appear in the table that follows.
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12 Postsecondary Education Planning Commission

FALL 1996 MEAN UNDERGRADUATE COURSE SECTION SIZE

e The mean undergraduate section size across all ICUF institutions was 18 students.
e The mean undergraduate section size for individual ICUF institutions ranged from 15 to 23.

e In comparison, the mean undergraduate section size for individual SUS institutions ranged from
32 t0 49 (1996 SUS Accountability Report).

Total Students Total Mean

Institution All Sections | Sections | Section Size
Bethune-Cookman College 7,569 489 15
Clearwater Christian College 3,000 157 19
Eckerd College 5,830 320 18
Edward Waters College Data Not Available

[Flagler College 7,345 357 21
Florida Memorial College 6,039 357 17
Ringling School of Art & Design 3,799 199 19
Southeastern College 6,044 266 23
Warner Southern College 2,969 194 15

Webber College 94 20

Embry-Riddle Aeronautical University 16,747 765 22
Florida Southern College 8,634 444 19
Jacksonville University 8,382 551 15
Lynn University 5,284 236 22
Palm Beach Atlantic College 6,288 346 18
Rollins College 8,637 483 18
Saint Leo College 7,403 469 16
Uni ityof T

, arry U'mversity‘ 13,494

Florida Institute of Technology 6,654 316 21

Nova Southeastern University 11,843 715 17

Saint Thomas University 4,289 226 19
Stetson University 8,552 521 16

ICUF Totals 159,367 8755 18
iUniversity of Miami* i 38,697 I 1,673 | 23 |

*The University of Miami is not a member of ICUF
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14 Postsecondary Education Planning Commission

GRADUATION AND RETENTION RATES FOR FIRST-TIME IN COLLEGE
FULL-TIME FRESHMEN

The two tables that follow describe the racial/ethnic composition and rates of graduation and retention for
cohorts of first-time in college full-time freshmen that entered college in the Fall 1991. Selection of
students to be included in the cohorts followed the selection criteria prescribed by federal regulations for
implementation of the Student Right-to-Know Act (Public Law 101-542).

It is difficult to make valid comparisons of the graduation rates of individual institutions. In order to do so,
one must be able to identify institutions with very similar institutional and student characteristics. The
ICUF member institutions and the SUS institutions vary considerably in their missions, the types of
students served, racial/ethnic diversity, selectivity (i.e., admissions standards and requirements), the
availability of remedial and/or academic support services, etc. Therefore, the reader should be cautious in
attempting to evaluate the performance of a particular institution, or to compare institutions without this
essential contextual information.

Aggregate rates of graduation and retention for ICUF institutions were compared with SUS institutions,
using data from the 1995-96 Fact Book of the State University System of Florida. Data at the sector-level
may to some extent normalize for variance among individual institutions due to differences in student and
institutional characteristics described above. As noted in the table, ICUF institutions as a group had a 5-
year graduation rate of 41%. This compared favorably with the a five-year rate for the SUS of 47%.

Data concerning the proportion of freshmen that were first-time in college students was included to
illustrate that graduation rates for first-time in college freshmen generally do not represent the overall
productivity of an institution’s undergraduate programs. For example, first-time in college full-time
freshmen represented approximately 18% of freshmen at Barry University; therefore, it is not a good
measure of the rate of graduation of undergraduates in general at the university.

Moreover, rates of graduation of small circumscribed cohorts of undergraduates might suggest that ICUF
institutions produce small numbers of bachelor’s degree recipients. In fact, overall productivity on an
annual basis is likely quite substantial. As an example, 38 bachelor’s degrees have been awarded by Nova
Southeastern University to members of the Fall 1991 cohort so far, but the university awards more than
900 bachelor’s degrees annually.

Finally, five-year graduation rates are not final or ultimate rates. Colleges had up to 28% of students in the
entering cohort still enrolled. Thus, the completion rate will continue to increase until all students in the
cohort have graduated or left the institution.
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RACIAL/ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION OF FIRST-TIME IN COLLEGE FRESHMEN

ENTERING IN FALL 1991

Nonresident
Alien
6%

Minorities

Percent of
Minority
Population

31%

10% Other

18% Hispanic

71% Black

e In the aggregate, the Fall 1991 Cohort of first-time in college full-time freshmen at ICUF
institutions included 31% of freshmen from minorities. In comparison, 35% of full-time lower
level undergraduates enrolled in Fall 1991 at SUS institutions were from minorities.

e Black students were the predominant minority group served by both ICUF and SUS institutions in

1991.

e The ICUF group includes four institutions where the majority of students were from racial/ethnic
minority groups: Bethune-Cookman College, Edward Waters College, Florida Memorial College,
and St. Thomas University. The SUS has two, Florida A & M and Florida International

University.

Detailed data appear on the table that follows.
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FIVE-YEAR GRADUATION AND RETENTION RATES
FOR FIRST-TIME IN COLLEGE FULL-TIME FRESHMEN ENTERING IN FALL 1991

® The aggregate five-year graduation rate for ICUF institutions was 41%. This compares favorably
with the five-year aggregate graduation rate of 47% for the SUS.

* Graduation rates at ICUF institutions ranged from 14-63% and seven had rates greater than or
equal to 50%. Rates at SUS institutions ranged from 30-61%; only two had rates greater than or
equal to 50%.

e Overall, 48% of first-time in college freshmen at ICUF institutions had graduated or were still
enrolled five years after entry.

¢ In the aggregate, only half of all freshmen at ICUF institutions were first-time in college full-time

freshmen.
First-Time in College Full-Time Entering Freshmen
Number in *Percent of Percent Five Years after Entry
Institution Cohort All Freshmen || **Graduated | Still Enrolled | Still Enrolled
_at Entry _ + Graduated

Béfhuné-Cookméh College 630

52%
Clearwater Christian College ' 97 36%
| Eckerd College 337 60%
Edward Waters College 282 16%
Flagler College 290 58%
Florida Memorial College 345 43%
Ringling School of Art & Design 120 64%
Southeastern College 214 22%

Warner Southern College
Webber College

Embry-Riddle Aeronautical University
Florida Southern College
Jacksonville University

Lynn University

Palm Beach Atlantic College

[Rollins College
Saint Leo College
University of Tampa

Barry University 301 18% 35% 11% 46%

Florida Institute of Technology 424 66% 50% 8% 59%
Nova Southeastern University 146 39% 26% 5% 32%
Saint Thomas University 181 36% 31% 11% 43%
Stetson University 453 86% 64% 4% 68%
ICUF Totals 6671 50% 1% 7% 48%

*Data from IPEDS Fall 1995 Enroliment Surveys.
**Data reflect the number of students in the cohort that graduated as of June 30, 1996 (i.e., within five years after entry).

iUniversity of Miami* | 1,829 | 70% | 54% i 5% i 59% !
*The University of Miami is not a member of ICUF




Postsecondary Education Planning Commission

18

4NO JO JeqUIBW © 10U S| IWEIW J0 AYSIBAIUN 8ul,

%€ i Lt Ly %SL €5 %E | be Wb %P9 i €S i %8 i €2 I +WEIW JO AliSIoAIuN |

*£661 Buuds |un sabajj00 Aunuwiuod epuold YIM Juawsaibe uojeinoe Ue ubis JoU PIP SUORNISUI [2I8ASS ‘JusLISa B UONEINOILE U JO 90USSqE By} sajeoipu Ajreseush yN

"Jusweaie UolINIILE UE SEBY UOANISUI 8Y} YIIUM Yim Se68jj00 Aunuwod Bpuoly WoJy Suspnis Jejsuei} ewj-in Ajuo epnjoul ejeq,

%8Y 062 909 %69 98€ | %lb 292 €95 %EL SOb | %6b 6.2 8565 sjeloL 4nl|
| 1

%02 Lt G8 %y 12 %02 02 66 %65 09 1 %Se G2 201 Ays1aNun uosials

%y 6 [ %9L I I %eS 82 [&] %G8 69 1 %68 8 18 Auisionun sewoyl jures

%3V 62 €9 %L 2y 1 %8 53 65 %e8 Sy 1 %9 3 S5 AlISIONUN WIBISEBUINOS BAON

%2E 6 82 %19 Ll T %L 2 82 Slqe||eAe. Jou ejleq ABojouyoa o alnijsul epuold

96 | Sel %9L KisioAun Kueg

%05 8l

L

“edue] 10 AlSIeAUn

%9V €l 82 Sl L %ES 6 %EE ! T %0 0 809]j0D 087 Jules
%9 €l 82 L 1 %6l € — — 1 — VYN 909]100 sulliod
%S} S 3 9|qe|leA. jou Bjeq 9|qe|leAe Jou ejeq 809]10D dfueny Yoeeg wied
%L9 9 6 -— U %004 8 8 %0 0 U %9 [ € AyisieAlun uuAy
VN i VN 1 VYN Alis1anun 8jjiAuosxoep

%8L 12 L2 %96 22 | %S9 Sl €2 %326 Ll | %8S L ! 909]j00 Wayinos epuol4
o|qe||eAe Jou ejeq o|qe|ieAe jou ejleq 9|qe|[eA. Jou Ejleq Alisionun [eogneuosey aippid-Aiqws

Beq 8 s 2eg|
%0b S %SS [ 1 %S [ 8bajj0) Jeqqem
%19 [ 1S %l 6€ %S9 L | %l 8 8Da]|0 UeyInos Jause M
WN [ WN | 8D8]|0 uJe}seayinog
%0 0 L %L S I %0 0 L — - 1 %00} 2 ubisaq 3 WY J0 jooyds buiibuiy
9|qe|leAe Jou Bjeq |qe|ieAe Jou ejleq 9|qe|ieAe Jou eleq 809||00 [eLOWsy BpLO4
%62 S %98 6l I %09 L (23 %0014 (23 1 %S ol 809J|0D Jojbeld
— - — | %00} 3 € %EE ! L %l9 [ 809100 S191EM Piemp3
%L Gl %¥9 6 U %S 8 [ %9L 9l U %8Y [ 8bajjo) p1exo3
1 WN 1 8ba)j0Q uelsuyy Jejemiesy
)

abe|10) ueunj00)-eunyieg

Jusoled ON slgjsuel] ON Jusdleq JUsdlod Jued1ed
S1e9A OM] Ul pajenpes | jo 'oN |[[sieaj @aiyl ui pajenpes | siesp OM] Ui pajenpels) | JO 'ON [ SJeaA @iyl Ul pajenpelis) | SieeA OM] Ul pajenpeln
Hoyo) Jojsuel] vv v661 lled HoyoD Jojsuel] vv £661 lled HoYyo) J9jsuel] vYv 2661 lled

‘9509 Uey) 19)ea1T SIjel pey om)
peY UaA9s ‘suonmusur 4] [eNPIAIPUI I0J 9%00] 03

ATuo pue 9,99 03 9, ¢} WoI} paguel SUOHMNSUT S S e SIUSPNIS J19JSueI) Yy J0J Sajer uona[dwio)) ‘9,()9 Uey) 19)eal3 sajel
9% G woljy paguel 7661 [[ed Ul SULIS)US S)USpN)s J9Jsuel) 29I39p YV I0J sajel uonenpeid Jeok-9a1y],
"SNS 9y} SULIDUL syuSpN)S I9JSuRI) 9IFIP YV 10J 996 JO sdjer uonenpels Jeak-oa1y) yiim A[qeioaey soredwoos siy],

*A19A1103dSaI ‘9,69 PUE 95,¢/, 919M SIUAPN)S IoJsuel) 92I39p Yy SWIH-[[NJ JO SLOYOD €66T PUB 7661 SY3 103 sojel uorjenpels reak-0a1y) oyesardse 4N oYL

"sanis1oAtun d1jqnd epuof je (9oeds) $s900€ PAIIWI] YIIM IO ‘O[qe[reAr jou JoyIe sureroid o) ssaooe Surpraoid snyy

‘010U J1oy} Jo wrei3oid 9y ojur $939[[0) ANUNWWIO)) BPLIO,] WIOI) SJUSPN)S IJSUeI) I3 V'V JO 9%(0] PNIWIPe SUOHMSUI )] ‘Uondodxa oy

SNOILALLLSNT 4N0] NOYJ SHLVY NOILVAAVID) AVAX -TIIHJ, ANV -OM L
STOATIO) ALINNININO)) VAIOTH WOY ] SINAANLS YHASNVY L, SLAY 4O ALVIDOSSY



19

1996 Accountability Report for Independent Institutions Eligible for the Florida Resident Access Grant

4N 40 JaquWaw € Jou St Iweln Jo Ausiaaun ey,
L99'v§ ! 3 S€2e$ 951 i 691'Sl$ 6l ¥66'91L$ | 9ce «JWeiy jo AyisieAjun;
] i

‘80UBDUSLIE 10 WIS 1SJI1 JIBUL Ul AW BUl 8AI808]1 01 DBU Due Anus 1e uswusall awn-in1 8681102 ul 8wi-1Si11 8a 01 DBU S1UBDNIS ‘9A0AE DADNIOUI 84 O1 J8DIO Ul 18Ul 810N
‘uonnuisui uoea 1e Lio6e1e UBOI UDBS UI SIUBDNIS 10 Jaawnu aul Aa palublam sueaw 1uasaidas saniea.

v6v'v$ 6V 0S2€$ Wi 985°CL$ SelL 166°CL$ €eL 193@ 8Ajlejnwin) ueal 4NDl.
€80'v$ 3 2iy's$ 6€ L6E'VLS 00} 18 LIS 00} AysiaAlun uosiels
0 0 ¥L'0c$ 6 pL'02$ 6 Alisieaun sewoy] jules
--- VN VN 0.8'22$ 2 0.8'22$ v RISISAIUN WIBISBAYINOS BAON
00S$ 1 99/°2$ Ll 8EY'LLS 92 255'81$ L2 ADojouyda] JO 8insu| epuojy

881°'2$ 6 143 258°01$ i

1 0S+'1L$ 02L2$ 9l we] jo Ajisieaun

0 005°1$ ¥£5'6$ L £08'6$ LI 8baj|0) 087 jules
118'€$ g 909°L$ 089°'LL$ 9¢ 2e8LL$ 8€ abejj00 suljjoy
000°+$ ! 88L°0L$ [ 098°04$ [ 8b8j|00 Jnuepy yoeag wied
000'€$ ! 529cl$ 2 SeL'GI$ [ Ayis1enun uuAy

868'$ 818°01$ ¥9L°L$ 6V AisIaAUN 8|jIAuOS)ORP

000°€$ 282'L$ 985'6$ (2 8Daj|00 wayinog epuojy

BUBJIO UOI}O8[es Jew Sjuepnis oN

[AusiaAlun jednneuoiay ajppiy-Aiquy

39uDa ISEN ISR
L6E'V1$ 088y $ 809||0] Jeqge M
Lv0'9$ 1 110'9% } 0b9]|0) WayINnog J8UIe

- -- -- - = - VN obg||0) wajsesyinog
0 0 098'¥2$ ve 098v2$ ¥e ubiseq @ U JO |00yds buybuly
--- VN VN 00S0L$ OLL 005°0L$ 0L} 8Da)|0) |euows|y epuoj4
0 069'G$ € S6L°CLS 3 L69'11$ 3 8baj|0D Jo|be|4
0 0 S2o'L1$ Lyl S29'LI$ Lyl 8baj|0) s101e M p1emp3
005$ 3 20L°1$ Sl LyreL$ 8l Siy'vi$ 8l 8b8)|0D p1eXd3
0 0 000'6$ 12 000°6$ [ abaj|0) uensuyQ Jajemies|)
VN 0 89LV1$ oy 89LV1$ oy 8bs||0D uew00)-sunyjeg

.E:oE< UBOT | SUBOT YIM [junouwly UBOT | SUBOT YIIM [junowly UBOT | SuEOT] YUM uopenpess je SUBO| 10W 10 | UM
‘Inungueely | suepms | nwnpuesy | swepms | nwnguesp | suepms ssoupejqepuj uespy|  sjuspms |el0L sbBupeyo esibeq/uopgnipisul
SuBO [eUORNINISU| SuUBO supad SUeoT pJojels SUBOT ||€ WOJ) SSaupaqapu| [e10]

"1198$ 01 00S$ woIy Surduel sUBAW [JIM SUBO[ [BUOTINITISUT dABS SUOTIMITISUT UQAIS ATUQ

"SUBRO[ PIOJJe)S WIOI] SUIBD SPUNJ UBO[ JO 906 UeY) 210Ul Jey) s3soS3ns ssoupajqapul [230) 0} SURO] PIOJJeIS Ul PIje[Nuinode Jqap UAW JO ONjeI oY,
"0984C$ 03 LF0°9$ Seam SUOHMISUI [ENPIAIPUL JE S)USpNS 10]

ssoupajqopur ueaur Jo auer Y, ‘166°CT$ Sem suonmusur JnJJ e serenpeis ago[[oo ur awmn-is1y ¢¢/ Jo dnois [fewss e J0J }qOP PSJR[NWINIIE UBAW Y[,

9661 ‘0€ ANN[ HONOWHL S66T ‘T ATN[ O] THL ONRN(J CILVNAVIS) OHAA SINAANLS O]
SALVNAVIS) TTADA( S AOTIHIVY YVAX-4N0 A9 AILVINNNIOY LaA( ADOVIIAY



20 Postsecondary Education Planning Commission

ICUF INSTITUTIONS THAT HAD UNDERGRADUATE A CADEMIC PROGRAMS REVIEWED
FOR SPECIALIZED ACCREDITATION IN 1995-96

e 11 of 24 institutions had programs reviewed for specialized accreditation. None were denied
accreditation.

Conditionally
Institution Program(s) Approved | Approved | Pending | Denied
iBachelor's Degree
Bethune-Cookman College Business Mgt. & Admin. X
. Nursing X

Ringling School of Art & Design Interior Design X
Warner Southern College *Elementary Education X

English Education X

Middle School Science X

Music Education X

Physical Education X
Bachelor's:
Jacksonville University *Education X

Nursing X
Palm Beach Atlantic College Music & Fine Arts X
Rollins College Chemistry X
Saint Leo College Education X
University of Tampa Education X

Sports Management X

rat:Deg :
Barry University Anesthesiology X
Elementary Education X
English Secondary Educ. X
Math Secondary Educ. X
Physical Education X
Physical Therapy X
Social Studies Education X
Florida Institute of Technology |Business X
*Science Education X
Nova Southeastern University Physician Assistant X
Total Programs Under Review 25 17 2 6
Percent of Total 68% 8% 24% 0%
*Programs reviewed by the Florida Department of Education.
University of Miami* Nursing X
Physical Therapy X
Psychology X
School of Music X
Music Therapy #
Chemistry X
Total Programs Under Review 6 6
Percent of Total 100% 0% 0% 0%

# accepts findings of National Association of Schools of Music
*The University of Miami is not a member of ICUF



