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LACCD GRADING PRACTICE AND PÓLICIES ' 

Backgsound  

At the renbest of the Vice=Chancellor Educational Planning and Development,•the Office ' 
of Educational Research and Analysis undertook the assignment of examining grading
practices and policies within the Los 'Angeles Community Colleges over-the past• ten years. " 
In early'August Dr. Arthur N. Çherdack addressed the Council of Instruction on the : 
matter of conducting a Study of past and present grading practices.. and policies within '
thé District. The Council'agreed that the issue Should be studied,''and a• Steering' 
committee was formed to work with .Iry Weiser .of the Educational Research staff to 
determine the study's content and format. Foup€.members were chosen to the committee.-
MT, Jack' Fujimeto.(Pierce), Mr. Jack Smith (Harbor); Dr. Quentin Mason (Sou'tlniest), and 
Dr. Norman Chapman (West). 

Obiectives 

Thé steering committee determined that the objectives of the grading pidy would•be to: 

• Analyze past And present grading polict,end practice in each'of the Los 
Angeles Community Colleges and in .the District as'a whole. 

• Relate findings to statewide-and patiWide grading practices.

• Discuss possible future trends in grading,practipas and policies. 

Procedures  

,The data analyzed were those grades issued  in the 'Los Angeles Comelunity'Colleges during 
the Fall semesters 19(16 throu8h 1975. Data for the years prior to 1973 were requested 

' from the colleges. Data for the' years 1973,' 1974,)and 1975  were obrained from computer 
printouts of grade distribution produced by the ERA Data Processing unit. .Offtcial 
grading policy was determined through review of current and past college catalogués and. 
faculty handbooks. One of) the major problems  encountered in the study was that much of 
the policy and practice-data submitted by the collegeswere either missing or incomplete. 
The grade data that were available were tabulated and Organized through the' use :of an. 
APL terminal.. Several other grading studies frog around the nation were reviewed and 
analyzed for comparison to District information. 

Major. Finding's: 

Past and Present Gradin Practices 

• .Grade point averages (GPA) within the LACCD, ha have risen over the past ten yieers,. 
from approximately 2.24 in Fall 1966 to 2.64 in Fall 1975. 

Hdweve r, the rise.is` contistent with findings of 'other grade studies, " 
'including a nationwide study'thet Showed a similar Increase is average 
GPA Among t sample of colleges and universities from 2.44 in 1965 to',' 
2,74 in 1975. (Grade Inflátion - 1975, Arvo Juole, August 1976).. 
Further„ á.'atudy of. 15 colleges -and uoiversit;tes in California' showed , 

that the average IGPA among,s.tudents at'those 'institutions hid risen 
,from 2.47 in 1960,to'2.94 in. 1974.' .(Undergraduate Scholastic Grading',„ 
1960's tó 1970's, Sidney Suslow, February 1976). ' 

• Grade point averages within the LACCD dipped for t he first time in ten years in 
the Fall semester of 1975 (2.64)-from Fall 1974 (2.66). 



This'is comparable to the findings of a nat?onal study (.iuolo) that 
showed average GPA declining for the first time in 1975 (2.74) as 

' compared tb 1974 (2.77). 

Al The total percentage of A's and B's awarded has risen from 40.47 iñ 1966 to 
57.27 in 1975.  

• The total percentage of A's, B's, and C's has risen slightly front 79%3% in 
Fall 1966 to 86.77 in Fall 1975.  

During the same period of time LACCD incomplete (INC) rates have also 
risen slightly, from 1.97 (1966) tó2.7%:(1975). 

-s From Fall' 1966 through Fall 1975, the percentage of Wsand F's declined from  

18.87 to 10.674 

Only slight differences existed in the distribution of gradestawarded (i.e.  
,peroeL►tages of A's, B'p, C's, D's, F's. and INC'S. between the District colleges);  

7 When withdrawals (W's) are.considered as-part, of total grades a arded, 
4111 they show dramatic'flucbuations from 196(. through 1975. (See Appeñdix A, figure 3)

However,''the fluctuations are mare 'Likely r reflection.o£ the differing 
withdraoal mpbrt ing procedures between' colleges rathét than. dctual , 

.,,changes in the LACCD yearly withdradal.rates. The disdrepancies ;in the' 
withdrawal data made comprehensive analys1s inípóesible, 

Current Grading Policies 

WITHDRAWAL - There is cons'iderable di rsitlr,among the.çplleges_as to the, 
final date a student may .withdraw from a class with no penalty;  

"No Penalty" withdrawal deadlines vary from eight weeks at ,five of 
the colleges to the•last day of instrúctlbn at two others. All of 
the colleges but one indicate that students.who withdraw after the 
established\deadline will be given a W" grade only if they can 
verify that the action was the result of equations beyond control, 
Such as prolonged illness, accident, or new conditions of employment. 
The instructor must verify that the work of the student had been 
satisfactorZ up• et the date of withdrawal. 

REPETITION OF-COURSES , Thd colleges also differ witb regard to the number  
of Units a sthdent may repeat for credit.  

Foúr of the colleges within,the District have set a limit upon the 
number of units a student may-repeat. Those limits vary between 12 
and 15 units. The 'other five colleges have nó expressed limit on 
the number of.repeatable units, although some indicate that each 
request t6 repeat is evaluated on its own merits. There are also 
differences among. the colleges in methods of application for 
Rermission to repeat a course. In some cases approval must come 
from theDivision Coordinator, in other situations from the ., 
Department'Head, and in others from the Dean or Assistant Dean of 
Instruction.= 

INCOMPLETE COURSE WORK - Differences exist among the LACCD colleges with  
regard to the time period al'jbaed,for a student to make up incomplete  
coursewotk.  



Three of'the colleges require the student to complete the required 
work for the class within one semester. The'other six colleges 
allow one year from the date the incomplete was issued. 

• MAXIMUM STUDENT LOAD - There are slight differences among the colleges as to 
the maximum unit load a student may carry in one semester without having to 

. petition the college. 

Five schools allow 1811 units, three allow up to 18 units, and one has 
set a limit of 1A units. Students wishing to carry more than the 
maximum allowable units must secure permission from the Office of 
Instruction on their campus. 

Inçomplete information on grading policy submitted by the colleges prevented compre-
hensive study bf past grading policy within the LACCD. Hdwever, the data submitted 
did seem to indicate differing 'policies among the colleges in the above areas for 
years.prior to 1974. 

Analysis  

The reason for, the gradual rise in average GPA 'cross the District can be attributed to 
a number of possible-'façtor.s;' (a) the Vietnam War and student activist movements of the 
late sixties, which gained the sympathy of many.facultY members and prompted some to 
grade less harshly;-(b) a general increase in the freedom of faculty to be more 
divergent; (c) a corresponding Increase in the general license to criticize traditional 
institutions and practices on the part of faculty lad, students; (d) the stronger demands 
by students to have more voice in academic affairs;"(e) the recently implemented 
programs of providing for students-from deprived socio-economic groups, which brought 
many high-school under-achievers into the colleges; and (f) finally, the concern over 
maintaining or increasing enrollments,,and thus revenues, which may have stimulated 
higher grading 'levels as air aid in 'recruitment. 

With regard to California_Community Colleges, one study (Through the Open Door, Califoenia 
Postsecondary Education Çommission,'Febiruar'y 1976) has indicated that the changes in 
grading practices have arisen out of two separate but related policy changes., One has
been the "forgiveness" policy 'in grading where poor grades earned by a student in the 

'pest were expúnged from student records. The second, a more recent development, has ., 
been the policy of not awarding punitive glAdes ("F" and "VF") at all,.on the grounas 
that. the student's record should show only, the coutsework in which he or she has,. 
demonstrated satisfactory academic achievements It is logical to.postulate that 'hose 
factors may have "influenced gradi$g.practices and policies within the Los Angeles 
Community Colleges asiwell. 

Recommendations 

1. Clearer delineation of'gridilj policy in-college cittalogues and f bulty handbooks. 

One,of the maj or problems encountered in the studÿ was•that many aspects of grading 
policy were not-expressly defined in either college catalogues dr'faculty handbooks.
Such poiicY elaboration and clarlfication could aid both students. and teachers in- 
defining grading,ata!dards. The absence'of "ouch elaboration lends credence to the 
arguméñt that LACCD grading practices'are guide mere by unofficial policy than b' 
official policy. 

'2. More rigorous data collection.and maintenance-. 

Another major problem encountered in the study was the amount of missing grade data 
for years prior to 1.973. .Some colleges had absolutely no'summative records for years 



prior to 1973. Of course, most student records since 1973 are available centrally, 
thus eliminating much of the problem. However, accurate storage and maintenance 
of historical records of grading policy and practice would certainly facilitate 

future studies of this subject. 

3. Further'study of grading policies And procedures. 

The recent report by the California Postsecondary Education Commission (Through  
the Open Door, February 1976) alluded to the "inequality of opportunity" that could 
result from different policies and practices within the California Community Colleges. 
While it is recognized that individual colleges often serve different clienteles, 
it should nevertheless be determined whether such deviation produces unequal oppor-
tunity. Further study and closer examination of grading standards and procedures 
within the LACCD is needed before any final determinations can be made. 
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LOS ANGELES CCIMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 

LACCD Grade Point Average 

1966 —. 75 

Academic Years 

FIGURE 1 



LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 
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1966 - 75 

Academic Yefrs ' 

FIGURE, 2 



LACCD Withdrawal and Incomplete Rates 
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FIGURE 3 
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LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY' COLLEGE DISTRICT 
GRADE DISTRIBUTION - 1966 - 75 

SUMMARY TABLE, 

Year No. of . A B C D F Incf (A's 6• (D's & GPA 
colleges B's) F's)' 
reporting 

1966 4 13.8% 26.6% 38.9% 11.3% 7.5% 1.9% 4p.4% 18.87. 2.24 

1967 4 14.9AC 26.9% 38.5% 11.07. 6.7% 2.0% 41.8% .17.7% . 2.28 

1968 3 16.3% 27.4% 37.2% 9.61:' 7.2% 2.37. 43.7% 16.8% 2.31 

1969 18.0% 28.3% 37.2% 9.0% 5.3% 2.2% 46.3% 14.3% 2.4Q 5

1970 6 19.1% 28.6% 38.6% 7.4% 3.9% '2.4% 47.7% 11.3% 2.47 

1971 6 19.6% 29.5% 364% 7.7% 4.2% 2.7% 49.1% 11.9% 2.47 

1972 6 23.4% 30.4% 32.3%  6.6%., 4.1% 3.2% 53.8% 10.7% 2.56' 

1973 8 24.87. 30.9% 31.2% 6.6% 3.6% 2.9% 55.7% 10.2% 2.61 

 1974 8 27.0% 30.5% 30.0% 6:6% 3.4% 2.5% 57.5% 10.0% 2.66''

1975 9 26.8% 30.4% 29.5%' 7.0%  3.6% 2.7% 57.2% 10.6% 2.64 



LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 

Percentage of Grades Awarded 
District and College Totals - Fall 1966 

Table 1 

. College A B C D F INC CPA 

'City 

Harbor 

13.9% 

11:1% 

26.5% 

27.2% 

35.4% 

44.4% 

12.2% 

11.12 

9.4% 

6.2% 

2.62 

.0%' 

-2.18 

2.26 

Pierce (day only) 13.9% 25.5% 40.3%  11.9/ 7.2% 1.2% 2.25 

Valley 14.8% 27.2% 39.5% 9:9% 6.2% 2.4% 2.30 

DISTRICT 13:8%. ;26,6% 38.9% 11.3% 7.5% 1.9% 2.24 

* Grades not available - East, Trade 

** Colleges not in existence - Mission, Southwest, West 

Percentage of Grades Awarded 
District and College Totals - Fall 1967 

Table 2 

College A B C  D F INC GPA 

City - 15.3% 26.1% 36.0%~ 11.9% 8.2% 2.5% 2.23

Harbor 11.4% 26.6% 45.6% 10.1% 6.3% .02 2.27 

Pierce 15.0% 27.4% 39.0% 10.6% 6.3% 1.7% íS41, 

Valley . 16.0% 27.5% 38.1% 10.6% 5.3% 2.5% 2.93• 

DISTRICT 14.9X '26.9% 38.5% 11.0%. 6.72' 2.0% 2.28 

* Grades not available - East, Trade 

** Colleges not ici existence - Mission, Southwest', West 



LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 

PercentaBe of Grades Awarded 
District and College Totals - Fall 1968 

	 Table 3 

	College 	A 	B 	C 	D 	' F INC GPn 

	City 17.5% • 27.82 34.9% 10.1% 6.6% 3.1% 2.ii 

	Harbor 13.2% 27.6% 44.72 9.2% 5.32_ '.02 2.34 

Valley 	 16.5% 26.8% 36.1% 9.3% 8.8% . 2.5% 2.28 

DISTRICT 16.3% 27.4% 37.2% •9.62 7.2% 2.3% 2.31 

	

* Grades hot available - East, Pierce, Southwest, Trade 

** Colleges not in existence - Mission, West 

Percentage of Grades Awarded 
District and College Totals - Fall 1969 

Table 4 

College A 	B 	C 	D F INC GPA 

	City 20.1% 28.3% 34.5% 9.12 ' 5.3% 4.7% 2.43 

Harbor 13.52 29.7% 44.6% 8.1% 4.1% .O% 2.41 

Pierce 18.2% 28.1% 36.8% 9.12 3.6% 2.22 2.40 

Valley (day only) 18.0 27.0% 36.9%' 9.0%  6.1% 3.0% 2.38 

West 17.8% 30.6% 36.42 9.4% 3.7% $.l% 2.45 

	DISTRICT '. 18.02 28.3% 37.22 9.0% 5.32 2.22 2.40 

Grades not available - East, Southwest.? Trade 

** College not in existence - Mission 



o 

LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLLCE DISTRICT 

Percentage of Grades Awarded'  

district and College Totals - Fá11`1970 

Table 5 

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

, Collegé 	A 		 A. C 		D 	F INC CPA 
~ 

East ~ 18.92 31.02 37.72 7~12 2.1% 3.22 . 2.51

Clty (day only) 22 2Z  26.6% 32 92 8.8% 6.4Z 3.12 2.43 

Harbor 

Pierce 

13.5% 24.02 

19.92 ~ 29.62 

58.3% 4.2% .0% .02 2.47 

35.42 8.02 5.1% 2.02 2.47 

Valley . 19.02 30.72 .35.0% 7.5% 4.5% 3.32 2.46 

West 21.4% •29.1%` 34.52 9.82 3.8Z' 1.42 2.52 

DISTRICT 19.1% 28.6% 38:6% 7.4% 3.9% 2.4% 2.47 

Grades not available - Southwest, Trade 

** College not in existence - Mission 

Percentage of Grades•Awarded 
District and College Totals - Fall 1971 

Table 6 

	College 	A H 	C 	D 	F INC GPA 

	East 20.5% 		32.72 	35.0% 	6.8% 	2.12 2.92 2.57 

	City 	21.62 28.42 32.4% . 8.5% 6.32 2.8% 2.45 

	Harbor, 	19:72 	32.92 41.62 5.62 . .0% 	.22 2.66 

Pierce. 	 20.8% 		29.82 	34.02 	7.9% 	4.7% 2.82 2.49 

	Valley, 	15.3% 26.3% 41.22 8.0% 	3.2% 4.02 2.30  

	West, 21.9% 29.0%, 32.22 10.02 ,5.2% 1.72 2.49 

	DISTRICT 19.6% 29.5% 36:3% 7.7% 4.2% 2.72 2.47 

*  Grades not available : Southwest, Trade 

** College not in existence - Midsion 



LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 

Pircebtage of Giades'Awarded 
District and College Totàls,- Fall 1972 

Table 7, 

College A 8 ,C D' F INC CPA 

East 22.0% 33.4% 33.8% 5.8% '1.8% 3.2% 2.67 

City 23.6% 28.81 . 29.4% , 7.4% 6.6% 4.2% 2.47 

Hdrbor' 22.22 32.8% 39.32 5.4%  0%   .3% 2.71 

Pierce. 22.4% 30.2% 32.42 ' 6.9% 4.9% 3.2 % 2.52 

Valley 25.8% 29.8% 30.4% 6.2% 4.0% 3.8% 2.60 

West 25.0% 26.2% 30.8% 9.32 5.2% 3.5% 2.49 

DISTRICT 23.4% 30.4% 32.3% 6.6% 4.1% 3.2%  2.56   

* Grades not available - Southwest, Trade 

** College not'in existence - Mission 

Table 8 

Percentage of Grades Awarded 
District and* College Totals - Fall 1973

College A B C D F INC CPA 

East 23.9% '33.7% 32.52 5.5% 1.4% 3.0%   2.67 

City 25.0% 30.3% 28.6% 7.12 5.3% 3.72' 2.55 

Harbor. 25.5% 32.6% 36.5% 5.2% .0% .22 2.78 

Pierce 24.6% 30.72 30.7% 6.12 '4.2 % 3.7X• 2.58 

2.33 

Trade 23.12 30.62 31.7% 8.3% 4.9% 1.4% 2.56 

Valley 28.1% 30.4% ,29.1% 5.5% 3.2% 3.71 2.67 

West 23.3% 27.4% 31.9% 8.81 5 .2% 3.42 `1.48 

DISTRICT 74.82 30.9% 31.2% 6.6% 3.6x 2.92 2.61 

**College not in existence - Mission  



LOS ANGELES COMMUNIrt COLLEGE. DISTRICT 

Percentage of Grades Awarded 
'District and College Totals - Fall 1974 

Table 9 

College A B C D F INC CPA 

East 25.8% 32.5% 32.3% 5.4% 1.0% 3.0% 2.71 

City 30:6% 27.7% 26.8% 6.9% 4.8% 3.2% 2.66 

Harbor 27.8% 31.4% 35.1%  5.4% .0% .3% 3:81 

Pierce 27.1% 31.2% 28,4% 5.9% 3.9% .3.5% . 2.64 

Southwest 18.0% 2912% 35.8% lO13% 4.7% 2.0% 2.42 

Trade 23.82 31.72 31.2% 8.62 3.8% .9% 2.61 

Valley 29.72 30.1% 27.7% 5.1% 3.g% 3.52 2.70 

West 25.0% 28.12 30.7% 8.7% ..5.22 , 2.32 2:54 

DISTRICT 27.02 30.5% 30.02 6.6% 3.4% 2.5% - 2.66 

** College. not in existence - Mission 

Percentage of Grades. Awarded 

District and College Totals - Fall 1975 

Tablet) 

College A B C D F IHC GPA 

East 27.3% 32.5% 30.8% 5.12 1.0% 3.32 2.2J4 

City 26 .6% 29.12 29.12 7.8% 3.9% 3.52 2.60 

Harbor 28.72 32.72 32.3% 6.0% .1% ..22 2.83 

Mission 29.7% 32.2% 22.42 5.72 5.22 4.82 2.66 

Pierce 27.22  29.3% 28.22 6.6% 5.02 3.72 2.60 

Southwest 19.4% 28.92 33.82 10.42 5.02 2.52 2.42 

Trade 23.9% 31.1% 30.9% 8.92 4.22^ 1.0% 2.60 

Valley 30.42 30.12 26.9% ' 5.7% 3.62 3.32 2.71 

West 25.9% 28.52, 28.6% 8.12 +5.72 3.22 2.54 

DISTRICT 26.8 .30.4% 29.5% 7.0% 3.62' 2.7%  2..64 



APPENDIX C 

LACCD GRADING POLICY 



WITHDRAWAL* 

May withdraw thropgh eighth week without penalty grads. East 
After eighth Meek must have drop card sigt►ed'by instructor,' 

. who has discretion of issuing "W" grade (non-punitive), 

City Withdrawal through fifth yeek in the seidester results in 
no penalty. From sixth through eleventh, Withdrawal 
requires tt a signature of instíuctor•and is recorded as 
d "W' After eleventh week, withdrawal subject to approval 
of instructor or department head. Grade recorded either 
as "W" or "F". 

Harbor Grade of 'W" given through the end 'of eighteenth week. 
Students who withdraw after the eighteenth week or fail ., 
to cemplete the course satisfactorilyy are given a grade of 0 
"NCR" (No.Credit)-. No "F" grade is issued. 

Mission No student may•withdraw from a course without approval of 
the instructor or Office of Instruction or before receiving 
appropriate counseling efforts No penalty for withdrawal, 
through the eighth week..' No drop card needed through • 

.second week. After the eighth week, student is given 
either a "w" or "F".. ' 

Pierce There is no penalty grade given for withdrawal from class . . 
dur ng the first eight weeks. After the eighth week, a "W"
is issued if the studépt is passing .the course, and "F" if 
he' is not. Ir 

Southwest The student has the option tó withdraw from' the college or 
dgpp'individual clamps up to the last calendar date of 
instruction without penalty grade. Students withdrawing a
or dropping after this date will receive grades earned.  Trade

Withdrawal with a "W" grade is allowed through the eighth 
week. Subsequent withdrawals require the consent of the  
instructor. 

Valley No penalty for withdrawal through twelfth week. After 
twelfth, no official withdrawal is permitted except by 
approval of the Dean-or Assistant Dean of Admissions and 
Guidance. "W" given fof all withdrawali,through sijeenth 
week. 

West First three weeks, no penalty for withdrawals Frain the 
fourth through eighth, "W" Is issued. From ninth through 
sixteenth week, eithe* a "W" or "F" is given. No

    withdrawals given after sixteenth week. 

* All policy information obtained from 1975-76 college catalogues and/or 
faculty handbooks. 



REPETITION OF COURSES 

East Student may repeat course in which a grade lower than. 
a,"C" was earned. New grade granted over old grade. 

, 'Student must petition for change. 

City Student may repeat course in which.he received "D", "F",
"INC", "CR" dr "NCR". If student repeats course not . 
designated as repeata ble (in which he earned either . 
an "A","B",'C"), new grade is recorded if lower than original 
grade (which is discarded), (Does not apply to
English 61-66).• Unit credit is ndt removable. Courses 

repeated must total not more than 12 units. 

Harbor If student has earned a "C" or better, course mayI not 
be repeated for credit (exception - repetitive courses). 
May iepeat up Co 15 units. Applies foi "D" and "F" 

grades. 

Mission May not repeat if student received "C" or better. 'Course 
in which stu d ent earned "D", 'F", or'NCR'may be repeated. 
Permission to repeat must be secured from the Office of. 
Instruction (in writing). No limit listed as to number 
of courses d student may repeat. 

Pierce Student may not repeat if "C" or better vas earned, 
except next-in-sequence 'courses with recommendation of„  
department chairman. Permission to repeat.must be secured 
in writing from department chairman. Highest grade recorded. 

Sduthwest May not repeat if'"C" or better was earned. Must secure 
permission to repeat in writing from division coordinator. 
No unit limit. 

Trade, A student Ay not repeat a course in which he already 
has a final grade of "C" or better unless prior permission 
is granted by petition. No unit limit. 

Valley A course cannot be repeated in which a "C" or better 
grade was earned, unless course description po indicates. 
Student must petition for' new grade. Mafximum repeatable 
units • 12. 

West A student may not repeat a course in which a "C" or 
better was earned, unless it is•a next-in-sequence course. 
Must be approved by division chairman. Maximum repeatable 
units - 12. 

.* All policy information obtained from 1975-76 college catalogues and/or 
faculty handbooks. 



INCOMPLETE COURSE WORK

East Incomplete given for missing final exam or 
major assignment. Record of "INC" remaiihs for 
one year. If not made up within one year, ' 
incomplete becomes "NCR" (No Credit). 

City Incomplete given only to students who are 
passing course, but miss final exam or assignment. 
Must be made up within one semester from date 
issued. Incomplete is same as "W" and is not 
computed into GPA. 

Harbor Incomplete given to thèse unable to attend last 
two weeks, or because'of illness, or because of 
missing exam or major assignment. "INC" removed 
within one year with appropriate makeup work. 
Otherwise, it becomes "NCR". 

Mission An incomplete grade will remain until all require- 
ments of the course have been completed. A one-year 
limit is set for completion of work. 

Pierce Incomplete given if final exam or major assignmept 
is missing and student is passing course.' If 
student is not passing courseoan "F" grade may 
be given by the instructor. Instructor must • 
include conditions for removal of incomplete on
student's record. "INC" considered as "W" for 
unit end GPA purposes. Must be Made up in the 
next semester of attendance. 

Southwest An "INC" will remain until all course requirements 
are completed, which must be within one year of
issuance of gradé. If not completed within one 
year, "INC" becomes "NCR".  

Trade Incomplete must be made up within one year of 
date incurred. Computed as an "F" in transcript. 

Valley If a student is passing and misses final exam or 
fails to turn in major assignment, he gets an 
"INC". Instructor has option of giving another 
grade. Has one year tó make-up "INC". "INC" 
no grade point. 

West Failure to take final exam may result in "INC" or 
"F" grade. "INC" must be made up during following 
'semester. 

* All policy information obtained from 1975-76 college catalogues.and/or 
faculty handbooks. 
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