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FOREWORD

This document provides an annotation of the Articulation Agreement of
1971, as amended, to relate the several sections of the Agreement and cor-
responding actions by the Articulation Coordinating Committee. This anno-
tation has been adopted by the Articulation Coordinating Committee and it
is being issued as an official document for use by the community colleges
and the state universities of Florida. N

The Articulation Agreement was developed by the Division of Community
Colleges and the State University System of Florida and it was approved by
the State Board of Education in April, 1971. The Agreement provides a basic
framework within which students who complete programs under specified con-
ditions are assured of the acceptance of their work as théy transfer to
state universities in Florida.

Responsibility for interpreting the Agreement and for relating provi-
sions of the Agregﬁent to specific cases is vested by the State Boaid of
Education in the Articulation Coordinating Committee. The actions of that
Commi'ttee through April, 1973 are reflected in the initial annotation of

the Articulation Agreement. Beginning in January, 1974 annual revisions

of the document will be issued.

Shelley S. Boone, Deputy Commissioner
Chairman, Articulation Coordinating Committee

Lee G. Henderson, Director
Division of Community Colleges

Robert B. Mautz, Chancellor
June 30, 1973 State University System of Florida
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ARTICULATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE STATE UNIVERSITIES AND
PUBLIC JUNIOR COLLEGES OF FLORIDA
March 1, 1971

Preamble

During the six-year period from 1963 to 1969, the number
of community college students transferring to upper division
study in the State University System increased from 1,933
to 6,694, In the near future it is likely that more than
half the students enrolled in the upper division of the
state universities will have a community college origin.
This changing student mix at the upper division level of
state univevsities has intensified problems of articulation
that remain unsolved.

The Division of Universities and the Division of Community
Colleges have jointly adopted this agreement to (1) recommend
specific areas of agreement between community colleges and
state universities; (2) set forth criteria for the awarding
of the Associate in Arts degree; (3) define the Associate
in Arts degree as a component of a baccalureate degree;

(4) provide for a continuous evaluation and rcview of programs,
policies, procedures, and relationships affecting transfer

of students; and (5) recommend such revisions as are needed

to promote the success and general well-being of the transfer

student.

Effective The Articulation Agreement has been in effect since
Date o April 13, 1971; however, it is recognized that there are
p grtse
Agreement students in community colleges who are in progress toward

an Assoctiate of Arts degree and that the requirements at

the time of their entry may not meet the requiruments of

the Articulation Agreement. Therefore, community colleges

are authorized to issue AA degrees based on their previous

catalogue cormitments through August 31, 1372. The transcripts

of the students receiving an 44 degree under these conditions

will be clearly designated and universities accept no obligation

to those students under the provisicus of the Articulation

Agreement. 9/7/71
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Section 1. The provisions of the general education
agreement of 1959 are reaffirmed. This agreement provides
that:

Each public institution of higher education in Florida,
i.e., sach State University and each Community Junior College,
is encouraged to foster and promulgate a program of general
education. This basic program for students working toward
a baccalaureate degree should involve not fewer than 36
semester hours of academic credit.

The institutions are encouraged to exchange ideas in

the development and improvement of programs of general education.

The experience already gained in the established State Universi-
ties and Community Junior Collegss will be of value. While

the institutions are to work cooperatively in the development
and improvement of general education programs, each insti-
tution has the continuing responsibility for determining

the character of irs own program.

After a public institution of higher learning in Florida
has developed and published its program of general education,
the integrity of the program will be recognized by the other
public instituticns in Florida. Once a student has been

certified by such an institution as having completed satisfactorily

its prescribed general education program, no other public
institution of higher learning in Florida to which he may
be qualified to transfer will require any further lower
division general education courses in his program.

The Committee agreed that the definition of general
education in the Articulation Agreement needs no further
interpretation at this time.

An admission committee of a university has the prerogative
of waiving the minimum requirements as outlined in the agree-
ment as it applies to an individual case.

2/1/72

12/7/71



Definition of Associate of Arts Degree

Section 2. At the core of any agreement between the
community colleges and the State University System designed
to astablish an efficient orderly transfer process for commun-
ity college students is the mutual acceptance of the nature
and purpose of the Associate in Arts degree.

This degree, which is the basic transfer degree of Florida
junior colleges, and which is the primary basis for admission
of transfer students to upper division study in a state
university, shall be awarded upon:

a. Completion of 60 semester hours (30 quarter hours)
of academic work exclusive of occupational courses
and basic required physical education courses:

Transfer- If students have earned college credits while still in
ability of high school through courses taken in community colleges. such

Credit Earned credit is valid for trasnfer to universities under the agree-
While in Sec- ment. If the student has not completed the AA degree, credit
v ondary School earned does not come under the protection of the Articulation

Agreement. . 12/7/71
Courses It is our interpretation that 2c applies only to courses
Which Can eligible for the AA degree as defined under 2a of the Articu-
Apply to AA lation Agreement. 11/3/71
Calculation The committee restated and reaffirmed that 2a and 2c of the
of Physical Articulation Agreement be interpreted that basic and/or re-
Education quired physical education (often referred to as the service
Performance .  program) not be ueced in computing the grade point average for
in Grade the Associate of Arts degree. 2/1/72
Point Average
Number of - 1. With reference as to whether or not a community college
Hours in AA is free to require more than 60 semester (or 90 quarter)
Degree. hours as part of a planned program leading to an AA
Work Con- degree: It is the opinion of the committee that section
sidered for 2a of the Articulation Agreement ts interpreted to mean
Grade Point zompletion of not less than 60 semester hours (90 quarter
Average Cal- hours) of academic work exclusive of occupational courses
culation and basic required physical education courses, provided,

however, that this shall no way abrogate the right of the
state universities to require a full two years of upper
division work for the baccalaureate degree and the right
of the state university to determine the major course re-
quirement as specified in section 4 of the Articulation
Agreement.




2. With reference to #1 above, should not all work required
by a community college for the AA degree be included in
the grade point average: It is the opinion of the committee
that all work required by a community college for an AA
degree shall be included in the calculation of the grade
point average provided, however, when such degree require-
ment includes occupational courses and/or basic required
physical education, these courses will be included in the
grade point average only when they are in addition to the
minimal sixty semester (90 quarter) hours of academic work.
The degree requirements in the context of this statement
shall be considered those specifically stated in the cata-
log of the junior colleges concerned.

3. With reference to the Committee's decision of February 1,
1972, concerning the Articulation Agreement and phystical
education: It is the opinion of the Committee that this
earlier decision applied only to those programs that had
the minimum 60 hours in the program and that this recent

interpretation is consistent with that dectsion. 4/24/72
Task Force Dean Rovetta's letter of resignation as Chairman of the task
on Identifi-  force on the identification of occupational courses was pre-
cation_of sented. The Chairman was asked to write to Dean Rovettd and
Occupational  his committee closing out the committee with appreciation for
Courses their services.

It was agreed that the appropriate task forces working on
course numbering be asked to recommend to the Articulation Co-
ordinating Committee the classification of courses as parallel,
occupational, or dual. Final recommendations to the two divi-
sione concerning the transferability of courses will be from

the Articulation Coordinaiing Committee. 4/12/73
Task Force The recommendations oJ the Task Force considering revision
Report on of the language with respect to physical education in Section
Section 2a 2a of the Articulation Agreement was adopted as follows:
Articulation :
Agreement ‘a. A group of persons from community colleges and State

University System institutions who are professionally
trained in the physical education discipline present a
rationale for categorizing !bastc required physical
education courses'' as essentially academic or non-
academic in nature:

b. This rationale should be analyzed by a group of persons
including objective graduate professors of higher edu-
cation theory and, perhaps, objective consultants who
are specialists in higher education from both community
colleges and State University System institutions who
should make a recommendation either to the task force




or directly to the Articulation Coordinating Committee
eoncerning possible revision of Section 2a of the Artic-
ulation Agreement.

It was agreed that for purposes of a. above, the Chairman
appoint a task forece in the usual manner limited to no more _
than three people from each Division. 4/12/73




b. Completion of an approved general education program
of not fewer than 36 semester hours (54 quarter
hours) ;

P
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c. Achievement of a grade point average of not less
than 2.0 in all courses attempted, and in all courses
taken at the junior college awarding the degree,
provided that only the final grade received in courses
repeated by the student shall be used in computing
this average. The grade of "D'" will be accepted
for transfer (provided the overall grade average
does not drop below the prescribed 2.0 level), and
will count towards the baccaluareate in the same
way as '"D" grades obtained by students enrollad
in the lower division of state universities, i.e.,
credit.. required for the baccalaureate; however,
it is at the discretion of the department or college
of the university offering the major as to whether
courses witk '"D" grades in the major may satisfy
requirements in the major field.

It is the interpretation of the Articulation Coordinating
Committee that it is mandatory for the gjunior colleges to adopt
the specific Forgiveness Policy (section 2¢) of the Articula-
tion Agreement with regard to an Associate of Arts degree. 9/7/71

When a student at a junior college takes a course which is
essentially the same as one previously attempted at another
institution, section Zc of the Articulation Agreement will
apply. It should be emphasized that the term "essentially"
will be given a rigorous rather than a liberal interpretation. 9/7/71

It is the interpretation of the Articulation Coordinating

Committee that with regard to grade point average required

for the awarding of the AA degree, it is required that the

student have a 2.0, or greater, average in all courses attempted
and it is further required that the student have a 2.0, or

greater, average in all courses at the institution awarding’

the AA degree.

Specifically, it does not mean that the student have a 2.0
or greater average at each instituticn which he has attended.
This interpretation is based on 2c of the Articulation Agree-
ment and includes the Specufic substitution of grades and
courses repeated. . 9/27/71

It is our interpretation that Zec applies only to courses
eligible for the AA degree as defined under 2a of the Articu-
lation Agreement. 11/3/71

The committee considers the (I) as a desigration, indicat-
ing a deferred credit, neither passing nor failing, but rather
reflecting a circumstance where the institution had decided
that a student has completed most of the requirements for a
course but for reasons beyond the control of the student all
of the requirements have not been accomplished at the time
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grades are due. Students who apply for transfer from one insti-
tution to another have the responsibility fo. removing such
designation (I), since the institution considering the admission
of the student has the prarogative for establishing its own
polictes for evaluation of such desigrnation. The committee

does not believe that such a grade should he considered as a
device related to any forgiveness policy. 12/7/71
Under 2¢ a student does not have to have had a 2.0 average

at all institutions attended. 12/7/71

Under 2¢ a student must present a 2.0 average even if he
has changed his course of study. In other words, if a student
has started out in one direction and does poorly and switches
his course of study, the credits earned in the first program
count in the calculation of the 2.0 average. 12/7/71

Specifically, it does not mean that the student have a 2.0
or greater average at each institution which he has attended.
This interpretation is based on 2c of the Articulation Agree-
ment and includes the specific substitution of grades and
courses repeated. 8/27/71
Under 2¢, the definition "major field" is left to the

university as defined in its catalogue and other publications. 12/7/71

The provisions of part 2¢ do not apply to the student who
attends a community college, but does not complete an AA pro-

gram, and transfers to a university. 12/7/71

With respect to whether the forgiveness policy means that
institutions could use the highest grade rather than the final
grade for repeated courses in calculating the grade pointt av-
erage, the committee, by consensus, agreed that the final grade,
not the highest one, is the only one which should count in
the calculation of the grade point average. The committee also
interpreted the forgivenass section of the Agreement (2c) to
mean that a student can repeat courses in which he has a "C"
grade or higher, if the student's college has a policy which
permits it. 2/1/72

The forgiveness policy of the Articulation Agreement (2c)
applies to all community college students who have received
the Associate in Arts degree after April 18, 1971, regardless

of when courses were first takem or repeated. 2/1/72



CLEP 2. d. (1) Wixh respect to the College Level Examination Pro-
Amendment gram (CLEP) General Examinations:

{a) Transferability of credit under terms of the
Articulation Agreement is mandatory provided
that. the institution awarded the credit at the
50th percentile level of the combined men-women
sophomore norms, with no letter grade or qual:ity
points assigned.

(b) Not more than o semester (or 9 quarter) credits
are to be transferred in each of the five areas
of the General Examinations (English, Humani-
ties, Mathematics, Natural Sciences, Social
Sciences - History).

(2) CLEP Subject Examinations: Transferability of
credit under the terms of the Articulation Agree-
ment is mandatory provided that the institution
awarded the credit at the following scores, or
higher, on the appropriate subject matter exam-
inations, with no letter grades or quality points

assigned.
Length of Course
Recommended For Which the Ex- Recommended
Score for amination Was Maximum
Awarding Designed (Number Semester
Examination Credit of Semesters) Credit
American Government 47 1 3
American History 50 2 6
American Literature® 2 6
Analysis & Interpreta-
tion of Literature 49 2 6
Biology 49 2 6
College Algebra 50 1 3
College Algebtfa-
Trigonometry : 49 1 3
Computers & Data
Processing 46 1 -3
Educational Psychology 47 1 3

*These examinations and the scores recommended for awarding credit
will be available later.
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Length of Course
i Recommended For Which the Ex- Recommended

2 Score for aminatirn Was Maximum
Awarding Designed (Number Semester
Examination __Credit of Semesters) Credit

Elementary Computer

Programming-FORTRAN IV¥ 1 3
English Composition 48 2 6
English Literature 45 2 6
General Chemistry 48 2 6
General Psychology 47 1 3
Geology 49 2 6
History of American '

Education 46 1 3
Human Growth & Developuent 47 1 3

Introduction to Business

Management 47 1 ' 3
Introductory Accounting 50 2 6
Introductory Business Law 51 2 5
Introductory Calculus 48 2 6
Introductory Economics 48 2 6
Introductory Marketing 48 1 3
Introductory Sociology 46 2 , 6
Money & Banking 48 1 . 3
Statistics 49 1 -3
Tests & Measurements 46 1 3
Trigonometry 49 1 ' 3
Western Civilization 50 2 » 6

*These examinations and the scores recommended for awarding credit
will be available later.
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The score levels are the mean scores achieved by "C" students
in the national norm sample and they are in accord with

the recommendations of the Commission on College Level Exam-
inations of the American Council on Education. The semester
credit recommendations are derived from those of the Commission
on College Level Examinations. Further, not more than 45
semester (67.5 quarter) credits are to be transferred in

the avrea of the subject examinations.

(3) Because CLEP credit is regarded in the same

(4)

(5)

(6)

category as transfer credit, no matter how earned,
the maximum transferability of credit under

CLEP, both General and Subject examinations
combined, is 45 semester (or 67.5 quarter) credits.
This is in accord with common practice that

25 percent of the Associate in Arts degree work
must be awarded by the institution granting

the A.A. degree.

The institution awarding CLEP credit must specify
for what course it is being awarded. The standard
policies of the institution prohibiting credit

for overlapping courses will apply.

The foregoing agreement is adopted for a three-
year period and that during this period studies
shall be undertaken jointly by the Community
College System and the State University System.
These studies should include students who have
transferred or may transfer credits awarded

on the basis of CLEP General Examinations scored
at the 25th percentile or higher, and not be
limited to students who have achieved the recom-
mended scores.

These studies should reveal the number of students
taking each of the various CLEP examinations,

the scores earned by the examinees, the number

of credits received, and the areas and courses

in which such credit was awarded, and other

data indicating the academic progress of the
examinees. )

Although the studies should continue through

the three-year period, a complete initial report
of results should be reported to the Articulation
Coordinating Committee by August 1, 1974. The
Committee will utilize these results as a basis
for future recommendations concerning CLEP credit.

Any implementation of a uniform CLEP percentile
restriction of the Agreement will go into effect
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September 1, 1972, and will not affect CLEP
credit, awarded by institutions prior to the
effective date of implementation.

The Articulation Coordinating Committee discussed questions
raised with regard to the CLEP amendment approved on September
19, 1972. It was agreed that the policy provides for the
awarding of credit toward the AA degree only, in terms of
the eriteria established in the CLEP policy, Specifically,

1. a community college may award credit for CLEP using
any score it wishes when not a part of an AA degree;

2. a community college is not required to give credit
for CLEP scores;

3. <if a community college awards credit for CLEP as
a part of the AA degree, the scores must not be
lower than the standards provided ivn the CLEP amend-
ment;

4. universities must accept CLEP credits as awarded
as a part of the AA degree under the provisions
of &. above;

5. <institutions may develop experimental agreements
using CLEP as specified under the guidelines en-
titled "Bxperimental Programs' adopted September
27, 1972, at any mutually agreeable level.

It was agreed that the CLEP amendment would be indicated
as Section 2d, and assumed to be a part of the basic Articula-
tion Agreement.

It was the interpretation of this Committee that a success-
ful CLEP score may be used, without letter grades or quality
points, to substitute for an unsuccessful attempt in a course
in the same way that the grade from the repeat of a course
may be used as stated in section 2¢ of the Articulation
Agreement.

It was agreed that although Section 2 of the Articulation
Agreement does not require institutions to accept credit
avarded on the basis of USAFI-GED test scores on transfer of -
AA degrees, CLEP scores earned in conjunction with USAFI will
be evaluated as all other CLEP scores under the terms of the
Articulation Agreement.

The committee agreed i+ appoint a committee to implement
Section 2.d.(5) (CLEP amendment) of the Articulation Agreement
(study the achievements of students granted credit through CLEP
exams). Such a committee will be constituted by the usual pro-
cedures and charged with the duties of (a) finding out the
facts; and (b) presenting these facts to the Articulation Co-
ordinating Committee.

9/27/72

11/28/72

11/28/72

4/12/73
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September 1, 1972, and will not affect CLEP
credit awarded by institutions prior to the
effective date of implementation.

The Articulation Coordinating Committee discussed questions
raised with regard to the CLEP amendment approved on September
19, 1972. It was agreed that the policy provides for the
avarding of credit toward the AA degree only, in terms of
the eriteria established in the CLEP policy, Specifically,

1. a community college may award credit for CLEP using
any score it wishes when not a part of an AA degree;

2. a community college is not required to give credit
for CLEP scores;

3. 1f a comunity college awards credit for CLEP as
a part of the AA degree, the scores must not be
lower than the standards provided in the CLEP amend-
ments

4. universities must occept CLEP credits as awarded
as a part of the AA degree under the provisions
of 3. above;

5. institutions may develop experimental agreements
using CLEP as specified under the guidelines en-
titled "Experimental Programs' adopted September
27, 1972, at any mutually agreeable Level.

It was agreed that the CLEP amendment would be indicated
as Section 2d, and assumed to be a part of the basic Articular
tion Agreement. '

It was the interpretation of this Committee that a success-
ful CLEP score may be used, without letter grades or quality
points, to substitute for an unsuccessful attempt in a course
in the same way that the grade from the repeat of a course
may be used as stated in section 2c of the Articulation
Agreement.

Tt was agreed that although Section 2 of the Articulation
Agreement does not require institutions to accept credit
awarded on the basis of USAFI-GED test scores on transfer of
AA degrees, CLEP scores earned in conjunction with UTari will
be evaluated as all other CLEP scores under the tvrms of the
Articulation Agreement.

The committee agreed to appoint a commi‘tee to implement
Section 2.d.(5) (CLEP amendment) of the Articulation Agreement
(study the achievements of students granted credit through CLEP
exams). Such a committee will be constituted by the usual pro-
cedures and charged with the duties of (a) finding out the
facts; and (b) presenting these facts to the Articulation Co-
ordinating Committee.

9/27/72

11/28/72

11/28/72

4/12/73
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It was the consensus of the Committee that i1he task force
to study CLEP be asked to consider international credits along
with other external instruments for gaining credit. It was
agreed that in answer to existing concerns the Articulation
Coordinating Cormittee advise the Standing Committee, under the
chairmanshiy of Dr. Kip, look beyond CLEP at extermal devices
through which credit may be established by examination, in-
cluding the question of credit earned from foreign institu-
tions.

4/12/73
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Responsibility For General Education Requirements

Section 3. The baccalaureate degree in all state universities
shall be awarded in recognition of lower division (freshman-
sophomore) combined with upper division (junior and senior)
work. The general education requirement of the baccalaureate
degree shall be the sole responsibility of the institution
awarding the Associate in Arts degree in accordance with
the general education agreement of 1959. If, for any reason,
a student has not completed an approved general education
program in a junior college prior to his transfer to a state
university, the general education requirement shall become
the responsibility of the university.
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Pre-Professional Course Responsibility

Section 4., Lower division programs in all state institutions
enrolling freshmen and sophomores may offer introductory
courses which permit the student to explore the principal
professional specializations that can be pursued at the
baccalaureate level. These introductory courses shall be
adequate in content to be fully counted toward the baccalaureate
degree for students continuing in such a professional field
of specialization. However, the determination of the major
course requirements for a baccalaureate degree, including
courses in the major taken in the lower division, shall
be the respomsibility of the state university awarding the
degree.



E

Faual Oppor-
tunity for
Admissicn to

upper [1ivi-

ston_Programs

of Community

College

Speech Pa-
thology at

Florida
State

University
Upper vivi-

sion Quota
College Ad-
missions
Criteriq

O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Ldmissior to Upper bivision Programs Which Are Competitive
Due to Space or l'iscal Limitations

Section 5. Students rveceiving the Associate in Arts
degree will be admitted to junior standing within the Lniversity
System. The specific university that accepts the st dent
will be determined by the preference of the student, by
the program of major concentration, and by space available
within the specific institution. If, because of space or
fiscal limitations, any state university must select from
among qualified junior college graduates, its criteria for
selection shall be reported to the coordinating committee
described in item 11.

Tie guidelires for admission of students to upper division
rrograms which have enrollment lim7itations at the University
of Florida and Florida State University are found in Appendix
I. In the opinion of the commiitee, these policies insure
that community ccllege students will have an equal opportunity
for admission Lo any such quotc i~ c« (< uion programs.

£/1/7:

Florida State imivers..y repurtea that the speech pathology
program at the university will have a limited enrollment
and therefore admission will be on a competitive basis.
Community college students will be treated equally in the
competition with native studenis 2/1/72
The Arttculation Coordianting Committee interprets Section
5 of the Articulation Agreement to indica:.e that when a
program in one of the universities is determined to be a
quota program, that university should file the criteria
used in selecting students for that program with the Articu-

lation Cuordinating Committee. 6/6/72
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Other Associate Degrees and Certificates

Section 6. Other associate degrees and certificates
may be awarded by a junior college for programs which have
requirements different from the Associate in Arts, or a
primary objective other than transfer. Acceptance of course
credits for transfers from such degree or certificate programs
will be evaluated by the senior level institution on the
basis of applicability of the courses to the baccalaureate
program in the major field of the student. Each state universi-
ty is encouraged to develop admission policies that will
consider all factors indicating the possibility of success
in its upper division of transfer students who have not
earned the Associate in Arts degree.

The provisions of section 2¢ do not apply when special
agreements are developed under the provisions of Section
6.

12/7/71
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Publication of Upper Division Requirements

Section 7. Each university department shall list and
update the requirements for each program leading to the
baccalaureate degree and shall publicize these requirements
for use by all other institutions in the state.

The committee went on record as recognizing the problem
with respect to academic counseling guides and requested

that the two divisions attempt to solve the problem. 11/8/71
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Statement of Lower Division Prerequisite Requirements

Section 8. Each state university shall include in its
official catalog of undergraduate courses a section stating
all lower division prerequisite requirements for each upper
division specialization or major program. The sections
of the catalog may also list additional recommended courses
but there shall be no ambiguity between statement of requirements
for all students for admission to upper division work on
the one hand, and prerequisites and othar requirements for
admission to a major program on the other. All requirements
for admission to a university, college, or program should
be set forth with precision and clarity. The catalog in
effect at the time of the student's initial enrollment in
a community college shall govern lower division prerequisites,
provided that he has had continuous enrollment as defined
in the university catalog.

See Section #7 - 11/3/71
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Standard Transcript Form

Section 9. Each institution shail keep a complete academic
record for each student. The coordinating committee shall
develop a standard form for recording the academic performance
and credits of students., Each transcript shall include
all academic work for which a student is enrolled during
each term; the status in each course at the end of each
term, such as superior, average, incomplete, or unsatisfactory;
all grades and credits awarded; and a statement explaining
the grading policy of the institution.

It was agreed that a task force should be formed to
develop such a form. There was general agreement that a
person with a background in systems, registrar and student
personnel work should definitely be included on this task
force. It was further agreed that the task force should
consist of:

5 representing the junior colleges and
2 representing the universities; probably registrars,
with staff support from both divisions. 9/7/71

Standard Forms Task Force appointed to fulfill assignment
as outlined in Section 9 of the Articulation Agreement. 9/827/71

It is the committee's interpretation that Section 9
of the Agreement is intended to apply only to community ,
college transfer forms. 11/3/71

The question was raised as to whether Section 9 of the
Articulation Agreement applied in the case of non-standard
grading systems at universities. In the light of a committee
interpretation of Section 9 on November 3 that Section §
only refers to community colleges, it was agreed that university
grading plans are outside the purvue of the Articulation
Coordinating Committee. _ 2/1/72

The Common Transcript (Appensixz II) was adopted and
Line IV was interpreted as follows:

When reporting credits granted through the institution's

own programs, the Common Transeript will reflect no

additional information. However, when reporting creait

obtained through externally developed programs (e.g.,

CLEP) this fact will be recorded in Line IV of the Common

Transcript as indicated. ' 9/27/72

It was agreed that the intention of the committee was
to use either raw scores or scale scores, whichever is appropri-

ate. 9/27/72
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- Implementa- The Common Trarscript sroucd be implenerted as soon
X tion Date as possible, but no later than September, 1975. 9/57/78
Common The final draft of the cormmon transcript failed to include
Transeript designators to show a repeated course. It was agreed that
Form Amend- the use of such designators was intended in cvder to implement
ment Section 2¢ of the Articulatic' Agreement. It was agreed

that the symbol "R" be used in the course type column of
the common transcript to indicate a repeated course, and
that "T" be used in that column to indicate a course for

whirk the repeat is substituted. 11/28/72
Questions Questions from the institutions on deviation from the
on_Common common transcript form were discussed. It was agreed that a
Transcript strict interpretation and compliance with the common trans- :
Form eript form with no deviations be mace by the Committee. 4/12/73
Appointment It was agreed that ihere savuiu be appointed a standing
of Standing committee to deal with questions on the common transcript
Committee with the qualification that the Articulation Coordinating
Transcript Committee has the right of veto on any change or variation. 4/12/73
Original Chairman Boone presented a memorandum from Commisstoner
Transcript Christian which requested that the need for original trans-

eripts from all previous institutions attended be reconsidered.
It was agreed that public institutions in Florida could certify
copies of transcripts which are acceptable in lieu of original
transeripts. 4/12/73
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Experimental Programs

Section 10. Experimental programs in all institutions
are encouraged. A junior college and a university wishing
to engage in a joint specific experimental program which
varies from the existing transfer policy shall report such
a program to the coordinating committee prior to implementa-
tion and shall keep the committee informed of the progress
and outcome of such experimentation. Proposed experimental
programs whiclh would have systemwide implication or would
affect transfer to more than one institution must be approved
by the coordinating committee prior to implementation.
All experimental programs shall be reported in writing to
the coordinating committee including the purpose, design,
the participants, the duration, and the results of the experi-
ment. The final report shall be submit:ted not later than
six months following the termination date of ‘the experiment.

Guidelines for experimental programs (Appendix III)
were approved with the followong amendment. With regard
to experimental programs that have systemwide implications
(Type 3), the committee will approve only those programs
which are endorsed by the Chancellor and the Director of
the Division of Community Colleges.

9/27/72



Articulation Coordinating Committee

Section 11. A junior college-university cocrdinating
committee will be established to review and ev.luate current
articulation policies and formulate additional policies
as needed. The coordinating committee shall be composed
of seven members, three of whom shall be appointed by the
Director of the Division of Community Colleges, three by
the Chancellor of the State University System, and one by
the Commissioner of Education. This committee shall have
a continuous responsibility for junior college-university
relationships and shall:

a.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Authorize professional committees or task forces
consisting of representatives from both levels of
hizher education to facilitate articulation on subject
areas.

Conduct a continuing review of the provis:ions of
this agreement.

Review individual, cases or appeals from students

who have encountered difficulties in transferring

from a community college to a university. Decisions
reached by the coordinating committee will be advisory
to the institutions concerned.

Make recommendations for the resolution of individual
issues and for policy or procedural changes which
would- improve junior college-university articulation
systemwide.

Establish the priority to be given research conducted
cooperatively by the Division of Community Colleges
and the Division of Universities in conjunction

with individual institutions, Such cooperative
research will be encouraged and will be conducted

in areas such as admissions, grading practices,
curriculum design, and followup of transfer students.
Systemwide followup studies should be conducted,

and results of these studies will be made available
to all institutioms at both levels for use in evalu-
ating current policies, programs, and procedures.
Review and approve experimental programs as provided
in item 10 of this agreement.-

Develop procedures to improve community college-

state university articulation by exploring fully
specific issues such as academic record form, general
education requirements, unit of credit, course number=
ing systems, grading systems, calendars, and credit

by examination.
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With reference to the Articulation Agreement, it was
agreed that it was a continuous membership with no set term.

The Coordinating Committee is primarily responsible
for interpreting the Articulation Agreement. It may make

recommendations for changes and improvements. Reconmendations
of the committee shall be forwarded to Commissioner Christian,

Dr. Henderson, and Chancellor Mautz for appropriate action.

The Articulation Coordinating Committee would not meet
at any time unless there are at least two persons from the
Division of Community Colleges and two persons from. the
Universities present. No substitution will be allowed for
representation from members of this committee.

It was decided that copies of the minutes of the Articula-
tion Coordinating Committee may be distributed to Commissioner
Christian, Dr. Mautz, and Dr. Henderson.

Procedures adopted with regard to handling cases brought
up to the committee are as follows:

a. Copy of the student's complete transcript must be
available.

b. Statement from the receiving institution concerning
basis for refusal must be transmitted to the Articula-
tion Coordinating Committee.

é. Statement of clarification from the feeder institu-
tion may be requested.

d. It was decided that individual problems which develop
should go through the heads of the division before
they are taken to the Chairman to be presented to
the Articulation Coordinating Committee.

e. A decision letter on the disposition of an appeal
would be written by the Chairman to the division
directors and simultaneous copies would be sent
to all people imvolved, including the student.

It was decided that the Articulation Coordinating Committee

would not use the MONDAY REPORT and Board of Regents MEMO

as a reporting system for dissemination of information from
this committee. Minutes will be distributed to division

heads and they will be responsible for distribution to approp=
riate people. Any exceptions to this must be approved by

the Chairman.

9/7/71

9/7/71

9/7/71

9/7/71

9/7/71

9/27/71
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It was decicez: to the Commiseionzr that
Professionai : omn. . zc [ovw Falatyvg Pullic Secondary
and Higher &Hiicz Lot , ed wn ovier to
auotd unrecessary dup cof elfort oy tnz Articulation
Coordinating Comm..tec, 9/27/71

ai decvsion of the com-
e MONDAY REPORT and the
Board Jf Penﬂ rEPIrTLg buPDOb’s to allow the
publishing of L 1 Fforces and other general
infermation o7 Cthy :Phnfftﬁe it t¢ still the decision
oj‘the committee ROL EO Yeport intzrpretations and cases

in these publicaricns

11/3/71

It was agresd thav the fbrmul@*'ov of a common calendar
is not the resporsibilicy of the commiliee. 11/3/71

The guidelines for sctablisning task forces under the
Ariiculatior “omnitten wire cpproved by the committee by
general conseusus. {(See Appendix IV.) 2/1/72

Recommerdations aid other fivaings from academic discipline
task forces estacitshad by ‘79 AV~wru7rtcon Coordinating
Committee chouid be veviswzad by the committee and, if approved,
subsaquontlu transmiited @3 infbrwation to the institutions
in the public and private co Lleges, eommumity colleges and
universiiies in Florida. 4/24/72

2. Seay introduced Mr. Shelley S. Boone, who has been
appointed Deputy Commissioner to succeed Mr. Seay upon his
retirvement. With this new asswgvment, Mr. Boone will assume
chairmanship of the Articulotion Coordinating Committee. 6/6/72

A task fores proposal from the Advisory Committee of
the Division of Universities, Division of Community Colleges
Social Work Education Frojest was accepted by the committee. 6/6/72

The commistea, by cowsensus, agrzed that it is within
its prerogative o iwitéatg task fovces within the several

academic disc ’pZZ as well as rzceive requests from members

o~ the diseipline 8/23/72

or making appointments
uwally being made

P

The chairman has the peeponst
to task fbfcee (with recommeniars,
by the Divisions of nmmuw/tg Co o} niversities).

The committes Pﬁﬂ”é”feu howsver, that given an opportunity
to review the reﬁommenaed homber ship b g appointments
are made. 8/23/72

tion ponrdznotzng Commitiee adopted the
rive September 27, 1§72, of referring all
sstablishment of articulation program task

The Articul
procedupc, f g
requests for the

a
51
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forces to the Chancellor of the State University System

and the Director of the Division of Community Colleges for

their recommendations as to whether or not the task force

should be established. 9/27/72

No persuasive evidence had been obtained by either division,
and so it was agreed that no task force in journalism be
established at this time. 11/28/72

Beginning with the first meeting in 1973, items for
the agenda will be numbered consecutively and preceded by
the last two digits of the year, e.g., 73-1, 73-2. The
items of the minutes of the meetings will be numbered correspond-
ing to the numbers of the agenda items. Page numbers of
the minutes will also be numbered consecutively throughout

the year. 11/28/72
It was proposed that meetings of the committee be held

in alternate months with emergency situations to be settled

by telephone conference. 9/27/72



APPENDIX I
UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA POLICY STATEMENT
REGARDING ADMISSION OF JUNIOR COLLEGE TRANSFER STUDENTS
TO QUOTA CONTROLLED COLLEGES

Limitations in available faculty and facilities have made it necessary
that some upper division colleges at the University of Florida establish
quotas for the admissiqn of new students in certain undergraduate programs.
Applicants who are eligible for admission to the University under the Artic-
ulation Agreement will be considered fér admission to such programs within
the established quotas in the same manner as all other applicants.

The selection of students to fill established quotas will be made by
the Admissions Committee of the college. In evaluating applicants for se-
lection, the Admissions Committee will consider such factors as educational
objective, completion of{ appropriate prerequisite courses for the requested
major and the quality of the student's performance in such courses, overall
guality of the previous academic record, test data and the student's per-
sonal record.

Where the number of eligible applicants for entrance to the college ex-
ceeds the number of spaces available, students will be selected from the
applicant pool strictly in the order of the qualifications of the applicant
without regard to whether the students are 'native," or transfers from other
colleges, or are transfers from state community colleges.

Applicants for admission to limited enrollment programs will be advised
that their applications are being considered by the Admissions Committee of
the college for selection within an established quota. Applicants whose

qualifications are such as to clearly indicate selection within the quota

&
will be notified of their acceptance as soon as possible after receipt of

27
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the required credentials. Applicants whose qualifications are such as to

clearly indicate that they will not be selected within the quota will be

notified as soon as possible after this fact is determined. Other appli-
cants will remain in the pool being considered by the Admissions Committee
for selection until the quota has been filled.

(NOTE: Entering classes in the College of Nursing and in the College of
Health Related Professions are selected by the Admissions Committee,
on a date set, from the total applicant pool.)

Applicants who cannot be selected for admission to the program and term

requested will be advised as follows:

1. That the applicant is eligible for admission for the term requested
to a non-quota program or for consideration for selection to atiother
gquota program at the University of Florida.

2, That the applicant may be eligible for admission for the term and
program requested at other institutions in the State University
System.

3. If the Admissions Committee determines that the applicant would have
a :easonable chance for selection for admission to the program re-

quested for a later term, the applicant will be so notified.
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APPENDIX I
FLORIDA STATE UNIVERSITY POLICY STATEMENT
REGARDING ADMISSION OF JUNIOR COLLEGE TRANSFER STUDENTS
TO QUOTA CONTROLLED COLLEGES

The establishment of quotas for the admission of new students in certain
undergraduate programs in some upper division schools and colleges of the
Florida State University is being made necessary because of limitations of
available faculty and facilities. Applicants eligible for admission to the
Florida State University under the Articﬁlation Agreement will be considered
for admission to such programs within the established quotas in the same
manner as all other applicants.

The selection of students to fill established quotas will be made by the
admissions committees of the departments (or schools, where no departments
exist) affected. Each admissions committee in selecting applicants will
consider a number of factors in its evaluation: educationa objectives, com-
pletion of appropriate prerequisite courses for the requested major and the
quality of the student's performance in such courses, overall quality of
previous academic work, test data, et cetera.

Where the number of eligible applicants for entrance to a quota controljed
program exceeds the number of spaces available, studerits will be selected
from the list of eligible applicants strictly in the order of the qualifi-
cations of the applicant without'fegard to shiether the students are ''mative,"
or transfers from other universities or colleges, or are transfers from
state community colleges.

Applicants for admission to quota controlled programs will be advised
that their applications are being considered by an admission committee of
the department (or schools, where no departments exist) for selection within

29
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an established quota. Applicants whose qualifications clearly indicata
selection within the quota will be notified of their acceptance as so.uw as
possible after receipt of the required credentials. Applicants whose quali-
fications clearly indicate that they will not be selected within the quota
will be notified as soen as possible after this fact is determined.

Applicants who cannot be selected for admission to the program and term

requested will be advised as follows:

1. That the applicant is eligible for admission for the term requested
to some other non-quota program or for consideration for selection
to another quota program at Florida State.

2. That the applicant may be eligible for admission for the term and
program requested at other institutions in the State University
System.

3. 1f an admission committee determines that an applicant has a
reasonable chance for selection for admission to the program re-

quested for a later term, the applicant will be so notified.

ERIC
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APPENDIX II

COMMON TRANSCRIPT STANDARD FORM

Adopted September 27, 1972

LINE I
A, Name of form
B. ©Name of the college
C. Address (City, State, ZIP Code)
D. Date record printed--optional
E. Student I.D. No.--optional
F. Social Security Number
G. Student name (last, first, middle)
H., Maiden Name--optional
LINE II
A. Date of birth
B. Place of .birth--optional
€. Sex
D. High School (last attended)
E. High School address
F. Date graduated
LINE III1

A. Registrar's statement

B Test information--optional, except that when reporting credit
earned through externally developed programs (e.g., CLEP)
either raw scores or scale scores, whichever is appropriate,
will be reported.

C. Basis of admission

D. Course indicator

P Parallel (non-occupational)

0 Occupational

D Dual
The course indicator column has been inserted to comply with the
recommendation from the Statewide Common Course Designation and
Numbering System Committee as per minutes of March 21, 1972, item 4,

LINE IV

A, Course Type

Blank Institutional Credit

A CLEP

Y Advanced Placement

A American College Testing Program
0 Other External Credit

31
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When reporting credits granted through the institution's own programs,
the Common Transcript will reflect no additional information. However,
when reporting credit obtained through externally developed programs
(e.g., CLEP) this fact will be recorded in Line IV by the appropri-
ate indicator; and raw scores or scale scores of examinations for
which credit is given will be recorded in the space provided in

Line IIT.

B. Grading System

1. Used in G.P.A. computation

A 4 quality points Excellent

B 3 quality points Good

C 2 quality points Average

D 1 quality point Poor

F 0 quality points Failure

WF 0 quality points Dropped course failing

IF 0 quality points Incomplete
2. Not used in G.P.A. computation

W Dropped course

S Satisfactory

U Unsatisfactory

X Audit

I Incomplete

N No Grade

Colleges selecting the above symbols must adhere to these
definitions and the manner in which G.P.A. is computed.
However, colleges are free to use other symbols not listed
above, provided they are clearly defined on the transcript.

A Course six spaces to accommodate new course
numbering system

B  Indicator as per line III-D

C Section optional

Course title 16 spaces (can go to 19 if section is

omitted and 24 if both section and
grade points are omitted)

E Type as per line I[II-A

F  Grade as per lipe IV-B

G Course credit attached credit per coutrse

H Credit earned actual credit earned (whether grade
points are assigned or not; e.g.,
S grade)

I Credit attempted for G.P.A. divisor for figuring G.P.A.

J

Grade points optional, dividend for figuring G.P.A.




LINE VI

A,
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Summaries

Institutions are mot required to use all of the following cumulative
totals but if they use them, they should all be defined as follows:

1. Term totals total of all credits attempted and
earned with G.P.A. for that term at
the home college.

2, Cumulative totals total of all credits attempted and
earned with G.P.A. (adjusted for re-
peats at the home college).

3. All college cumulative total of all college credits attempted
totals and earned with G.P.A. (adjusted for
repeats) at all colleges attended.

4, A.A. degree cumulative total of all credits attempted and
totals earned with G.P.A. (adjusted for
repeats) at the home college which
count toward the A.A. degree.

5. All college A.A. degree total of all credits attempted and
cumulative totals earned with G.P.A. (adjusted for
repeats) at all colleges attended
but only those credits which are
applicable to the A.A. degree.

Remarks

No temporary warnings, i.e., academic warnings, placed on probation,
etc., should appear on transcript. If student is not eligible to
return, notation should read "not eligible to return" or "eligible
to return after one term.'" Any other remarks such as "honor roll," °
"graduated with honors' should be placed here.

LINE VII--Other Information

A.

SIZE

The size of the standard record-—for convenience in reading, inter-
preting, and filing--should be 8%" x 11". The form has been designed
for six (6) print lines per inch. If it is absolutely necessary to
use 8%" x 14" or some other size, the same format should be followed.
All posting will be done on the left side of the transcript in a
vertical manner before posting on the right side.

TRANSFER WORK

All transferable work applicable for the A.A. degree must be recorded.
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C. TRANSCRIPT

Each page of a student's record should be embossed with the seal.
. Completion of record should be indicated by some remark; e.g.,
"ond of transcript."
3. VWhen record is incomplete, appropriate notation should be made;
i.e., "incomplete transcript, student currently enrolled."
4, It is recommended that all institutions utilize the common
transcript by the Fall of 1973, .

D. CHANGES.

Any clhianges of format or content must be presented for approval to
a state-wide standing committee appointed by the Articulation Com-
mittee, and if approved, the changes must then be endorsed by a
majority of participating institutions before official adoption.
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APPENDIX III
FLORIDA ARTICULATION COORDINATING COMMITTEE
EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAMS

Adopt 'd September 27, 1972

Provision 10 of the Articulation Agreement between the state universi-
ties and public junior colleges of Florida, March 1, 1971, states:

Experimental programs in all institutions are encouraged. A junior
college and a university wishing to engage in a joint specific ex-
perimental program which varies from the existing transfer policy
shall report such a program to the coordinating committee prior to
implementation and shall keep the committee informed of the prog-
ress and outcome of such experimentation. Proposed experimental
programs which would have systemwide implication or would affect
transfer to more than cne institution must be approved by the co-
ordinating commifttee prior to implementation. All experimental
programs shall be reported in writing to the coordinating committee
including the purpose, design, the participants, the duration, and
the results of the experiment. The final report shall be submitted
not later then six months following the termination date of the
experiment.

In interpretation of Provision 10, the Articulation Coordinating Com-
mittee takes the following positions:

1. Experimental programs which do not involve transfer between com-—

munity colleges and universities. Since the subject of the entire Articu-

lation Agreement relates to iransfer between junior colleges and universi-
ties, there is no obligation on the part of any institution to report edu-
cational experiments to the committee unless such experimental programs

have direct bearing on transfer.

2. Experiments in variance with the Articulation Agreement that are

mutually agreed to by the affected universities and junior colleges. In

the case of an experiment that is restricted to specific junior colleges
and universities and where such institutions agree to take part in the
experiment, the obligations of the participating institutions with regard

to the Articulation Coordinating Committee are:
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A. The experiment shall be reported to the Articulution Coordinacirg
Committee prior to implementation.

B. The report should include the purpose of the experiment, the re-
search design which is to be used to evaluate the experiment, the
number of participants, the participating institutions, and the
duration of the experiment.

C. The results of the experiment shall be reported to the Articulation
Coordinating Committee no later than six months following the com-—
pletion of the experiment,

D, The participating institutions shall recommend one of the following
actions in their report on the experiment:

(1) discontinuation of the program;

(2) regularization of the experimental program as a part of the
articulation practices among the participating institutions;

(3) continuation of the experiment.

The Articulation Coordinating Committee will make no judgment as to the
approval or disapproval of the beginning of an experimental program in this
category. At the close of the program, the Articulation Coordinating Com-
mittee will circulate the results of the program to all universities and
junior colleges., Further, it may make recommendations concerning the
impact of the results of .the experiment .on the Articulation Agreement.

3. Experimental programs in variance with the Articulation Agreement

which have sz§temwidgﬁimplications. In some cases, an experimental program,
conducted at a junior college, would require acceptance during the experi-
mental period by all .universities in order that the experiment could be
carried out. In such cases, the obligations of the proposing institution(s)

with regard to the Articulation Coordinating Committee are:
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A. The experiment shall be presented for consideration of approval for
implementation by the Articulation Coordinating Committee.

B. The proposal should include the purpose of the experiment, the re-
search design which is to be used to evaluate the experiment, the
number of participants, the proposing institution(s), and the dura-
tion of the experiment.

C. Written agreement to participate from at least two universities must
be presented in order to he congidered by the Articulation Coordi-
nating Committee,

D. Should the experiment be approved, the results shall be reported no
later than six months following the completion of the experiment.

E. The proposing institution(s) shall recommend one of the following
actions in their report on the experiment:

(1) discontinuation .of the program;

(2) regularization of the experimental program as it affects the
Articulation Agreement;

(3) continuation of the experiment.

The Articulation Coordinating Committee must approve any experiment in
this category before it may be implemented. The Committee will not approve
such programs without concurrence by the Chancellor and the Director of the
Division of Community Colleges. At the completion of the experiment, the
Committee will review the results and will:

1., discontinue the program;

2., extend the experiment; or

3. recommend to the Commissioner of Education that the Articulation

Agreement be amended to include the practices found to be success-
ful in the experiment.
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APPENDIX IV

TASK FORCE GUIDELINES

I. Types of Task Forces

The Articulation Coordinating Committee shall have a direct
responsibility for the following types of Tesk Force Groups:

1. Srccial Problem Groups. The Committee may from time to
time create ad hoc task force groups to develop recommenda-
tions for the Committee's consideration to resolve partic-
ular articulation conflicts. Special problem task forces
have already been established to define occupational pro-
grams, to develop a common transcript, and to, provide rec-
ommendations with respect to credit by examination. Special
problem groups would normally have a short-term existence
and be composed of representatives from community colleges
and universities.

2. Academic Discipline Groups. When articulation difficulties
arise within a particular academic discipline, the Articu-
lation Coordinating Committee will determine whether it is
necessary to establish a special task force group to .re-
solve the difficulties. Such task force groups will be
charged with the responsibility of providing the Committee
with reports of its activities and findings. The task force
may also engage in organizing stetewide conferences and
meetings to discuss and study articulation problems. It
is presumed that such a task force will have a life-span
beyond one meeting and may exist for periods of one to
two years.

3. Articulation Conferences. The Articulation Coordinating
Committee shall be kept informed by the respective State
Department Divisions as to the holding of one or two day
articulation conferences of a statewide nature, whether
they be in academic or administrative areas of toncern.
The approval procedure for such conferences is delineated
in Section IV of this document. Articulation conferences
may be used to increase contacts among professional persons
in community colleges and universities, discuss common
problems and needs, and to assess whether a more permanent
task force is needed to solve problems of articulation.

If recommendations for a permanent task force are forth-
coming from a conference, they will be forwarded to the
Articulation Coordinating Committee for consideration.

4. Special Planning Projects. The Articulation Coordinating
Committee shall not have responsibility for the establish-
ment, operations or administration of funded academic
planning projects which the two divisions may initiate and
implement. If such joint projects generate the need for
articulation policies, recommendations for policies should

Q | 39
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be forwarded to the Articulation Coordinating Committee
by project directors for consideration. The priority for
such funded academic planning projects will be determined
by the respective divisions and not by the Articulation
Coordinating Committee.

II. Purposes

1.

Study articulation conflicts and probPems between univer-
sities and community junior colleges.

Develop recommendations for the Articulation Coordinating
Committee for new policies and/or revised existing poli-
cies to facilitate articulation between the two systems.

Develop joint academic and administrative programs.

Generate on-going communication and understanding among
counterpart groups and individuals in both systems.

ITI. Procedures

1.

I~

All official task force groups will be established by the
Articulation Coordinating Committee to insure that they
have a specific and viable priority and purpose ftor func-
tioning and that they will be adequately organized and
coordinated.

While the composition and chairmanship of task forces

may be determined by the Articulation Coordinating Com-

mittee, appointments of members will be made by the respec-

tive divisions.

A recommendation for a task force may be generated from:

a. Members of the Articulation Coordinating Committee

b. The Divisions of the State Department of Education

¢c. The universities and community junior colleges

A writtem proposal for a Task Force should be submitted

to the Articulation Coordinating Committee and include the

following:

a. A statement of need and purpose for such a group

b. An indication of the extent there has been consulta-
tion with all persons concerned with the reasons for

forming such a group, including the appropriate di-
visional offices in the Department of Education.



IV,

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

41

c. A statement of the expected duration of the group,
i.e., how many meetings will be necessary and time
frame needed t> issue a report or recommendation.

d. A recommendation 4s to the composition of the group,
i.e., size and types ~f persons who should serve or
be represented.

e. An estimate of any unusual expense anticipated and
the source of funding, 1f needed.

5. Task Force participants will attend meetings at the ex-
pense of the institutions from which representatives come.

6. Task Force Chairman will be responsible for providing the
Articulation Coordinating Committee periodic reports of
task force activities and for submission to the Articula-
tion Coordinating Committee >f a final report and recom-
mendations for actions, 1f any are warranted.

Articulation Conferences

The Articulation Coordinating Committee reaffirms the follow-
ing policy approved by both divisions, regarding articulation con-
ferences in academic disciplines, which are designed as a one
meeting opportunity for improving communication and articulation:

That all statewide articulatisn conferences between State
University System institutions and Florida's public community
colleges be scheduled only after receiving prior approval for
such a conference from both the Office of the Vice Chancellor
for Academic Affairs of the State University System and the
Office of Director of the Division of Community Colleges of
the State Department of Education. It is further recommended
that any meetings between universities and community colleges
on a statewide basis that are approved by the above offices
involve all State University System institutions and community
colleges when applicable. Faculry participating in approved
articulation programs should be reimbursed by their home insti-
tutions for travel. Programs not o2f a statewide nature be-
tween one State University System institution and community

Aanllacan waitld wa ey Inyvw amr FAar 1 + +h A o
COLi8EES WUULG recQive reimbursement for travel at the dis

cretion of the faculty member's home institution.



APPENDIX V

MEETING DATES OF ARTICULATION COORDINATING COMMITTEE

September 7, 1971 April 24, 1972
September 17, 1971 June 6, 1972
November 3, 1971 August 23, 1972
December 7, 1971 September 27, 1972
February 1, 1972 November 28, 1972
April 12, 1972 April 12, 1973
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