This is the first
Tuesday after New
Years Day, and if it
was a long weekend
with a Monday
holiday (as is often
the case) it is the
first day of business
in 1993. At most, it
is the second day of
business, and
therefore this is
evidence of Oliver's
account that this
dialog ensued in
1992. What is clear
is that this letter is a
follow-up to a prior
conversation,
consistent with
Oliver's recollection.
It is also important
to note the Dr.
Sterling defines the
scope of the Board
of Regents'
oversight: to
determine status of
a school and to
propertly register a
school. Under Utah
Code at the time,
there were three
options: 1) Exempt
by accreditation
(such a school was
answerable for its
policies and
protocols to an
agency other than
the state; 2) Exempt
by religious
affiliation (such a
school was
answerable to its
internal governance
for its policies and
protocols; 3)
Registered under the
Act (obligated to
follow the Post
Secondary Act).

Dr. Provost switched
gears at some point to
interact directly with
Dr. Burnsed. This was
appropriate, as GW
was operating as a
satellite of CRBU at
the time, and Burnsed
was the head.

the word "institution" is written
in by hand.

GW is notified in
March that they
have not yet proven
compliance/exemp
-tion, but as of yet
there is no
reference to a cease
and desist; just an
obligatory
declaration of
potential penalties.
Dr. Provost's
declarations via
phone were friendly
and reassuring just keep doing
what you're doing
and get registered
asap.

Section 5 applies
independent of
section 4.

This document was
submitted twice - see
2 date stamps for
receipt buy UtStBOR.
The first time, it
included a list of
degrees to be offered,
and was an application
for exemption based
on religious
accreditation. This
application was
rejected (see 4/23
letter from Sterling
Provost), as it was
based on accreditation
that the state did not
recognize. The second
submission of this
document was a
request for exemption
based on ownership by
a church. It was
submitted in
September '93 with
that documentation,
and subsequently
approved.

This list of degrees offered was correct as of early 1993, and
consistent with GW's operations, at its inception, as a satellite
campus for CRBC.
This form is not dated
and does not reference
the document it
attaches to. Notice the
Exhibit name "D" and
the reference to the
applicable state code. A
careful reading of the
correspondence from
Provost regarding the
religious exemption
shows his request for
Exhibits numbered with
Roman Numerals. I do
not think this was part
of the Sept submission
for religious
exemption, but rather
the April one under the
"accredited guidelines",
prior to the request for
religious exemption.
Neither did our expert
from the Utah State
Board of Regents
believe that this
document related to
the request for
religious exemption,
but rather that it was
for information
purposes on the first
submission. This
document references
section 108 of the code
(not relevant to
religious exemption). It
is not a document
relating to section 105
of the code, and
probably is out of
context and sequence
here, and had no
bearing on the
religious exemption.

This letter and the one dated January 5, 1993 from Dr. Sterling
Provost both reference a document, "Exhibit IV, Statement of
Exemption." GW Foundation did not produce this document in
discovery requests. It may be that they do not have it. We could
only speculate what this Exhibit might contain or clarify. This
document also refers to Exhibits II and III of the exemption
documents, and we do not have these either.

This document is the exemption from the provision
of the Utah Postsecondary Proprietary Schools Act.
No exceptions are noted, and the only stipulation is
the possible eventuality of a request for updated
information.

Institutional reports to
update status and offerings
"may be required." No such
requirement was ever
enacted, and changes to
the offerengs were made
without reporting. There
was no specification that
changes to the offerings
should not be made without
notification.

