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SOUTHERN ASSOCIATION OF COLLEGES AND SCHOOLS
COMMISSION ON COLLEGES

August 30, 2013

Dr. Charles L. Quarles
320 Kings Drive
Pineville, LA 71360

Dear Dr. Quarles:

On January 14, 2013, the Southern Association of Colleges and Schools Commission on
Colleges (SACSCOC) received a formal complaint from you regarding Louisiana College. In
your complaint you alleged that: the President of Louisiana College intentionally provided
inaccurate information to the public, college administrators, and the Board; that the College
failed to follow the application of its Whistleblower policy in your case; and that the College did
not adhere to the terms of restricted grants given to the College. In your complaint you cited
noncompliance with the Principle of Integrity 1.1 (Integrity) of the 2012 edition of the Principles
of Accreditation.

Your complaint included copies of the following items of documentation:
e “1.2.3 Board of Trustees”
“Appendix |I” Redacted y
“Caskey School of Divinity Financial Statement »
“Confidential: Preparation for Board Meeting” email message from Joe Aguillard to many
recipients
Email message from Joe Aguillard to several people
Email message to you from Gene Lee
Email messages between you and Joe Aguillard
“Formal Report of Suspected Violations of Standards of Honesty by President Joe
Aguillard”
“General Ledger Account/Transaction Report”
“Louisiana Coliege Judge Paul Pressler Coilege of Law’
Memo from you to Gene Lee
Statement regarding a school in the Republic of Tanzania

We have reviewed your complaint and the documentation you provided, as well as the response
to our request for information from the institution, with the following findings:

e With regard to the Principle of Integrity 1.1, we found no evidence of significant
noncompliance with this standard. There did appear to be a misstatement to the Board
and in some published materials concerning the use of restricted gifts after the institution
had received written instructions from the donor’s representative. It also appears that
potential donations may have been represented as firmer than they were. Nonetheless,
the standard of “significant noncompliance” is needed when processing a complaint.

e Based on your complaint, we also requested materials from the College regarding
Comprehensive Standard 3.2.9 (Personnel appointment) and Comprehensive
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Standard 3.10.3 (Control of finances). Concerns raised by the responses to those
standards resulted in our request for additional information in addition to the

Monitoring Report to be provided to the upcoming Special Committee (authorized by the
Board of Trustees in December 2012).

For purposes of your specific complaint, we consider it closed and will not proceed. The results
of the Monitoring Report and the Special Committee will be reviewed at the Board of Trustees
meeting in December, 2013. For additional information following that meeting you may contact
Dr. Michael Johnson in mid-December.

Sincerely,

Belle S. Wheelan, Ph.D.
President

BSW:pc

C: Dr. Michael Johnson




