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PROGRESS REPORT ON ARTICULATION AGREEMENTS

TO THE GOVERNOR AriD if-1E

GENERAL ASSEMBLY QF VIRGINIA

INTRODUCTION

This progress reporyis a reSult of tke.directive contained in House Jaint Resolution,
No. 17 passed by the 1976 Session ofithe General Assembly as follows: ,

HoysE JOINT IkESOI.UTION NO, 17 '
. .

4

Directing the Councirof Higher Education for Nfirginia, in cooperation with
public andprivate colleges in Virginia, to develop Commonwealth Articulation AgreeMents.

WHEREAS, the education of the citizens of Virginia is of utmost concern to the
General Assembly; and

,WHEREAS, the Virginia, community colleges are responsible for providing freshman
'and sophomore courses in arts and sciences that meet standards acceptable for transfer to
baccalaureate degree programs; and

WHEREAS, a recent report of the Joint Legislative Audit and Review Commission
lound that'while a few articulation agreements exist with public and private schools,
articulation agreements have not been developed between the Virginia Community Collbge
System, and public four-year colleges and universities in the Commonwealth; and

WHEREAS, that same report found that many community college students have
difficulty transferring freshman and sophomore level course credits to four-year colleges; and

WHEREAS, that same report concluded that an orderly system of credit transfer
would promote more efficient and effective higher education in the Commonwealth; now,
therefore, be it

RESOLVED by the House of Delegates, the Senate concurring, That the State
Council of Higher Education, in cooperation with the State Board for Community Colleges
and the public and private four-year coHeges and universities, immediately undertake
steps to develop Commonwealth !b4rticulatidn reements that will permit the orderly transfer



of credits earned'in freshman and sophomore university parallel courses from community

colleges to four-year irstitutions funded by the Commonwealth and to develop the necessary

parallel course inform ion that will facilitate and ertcourage private colleges and

universities in the Co nwealth to adopt similar agreements.

The State douncit of Higher Education shall report its progress tbward establishing

such on agreement to the Governor and the General Assembly not later thari November one,

aineteen hundred seVenty-six.

TASK FORCE TO STUDY ARTICULATION AGREEMENTS

The Cduncil of Higher Education appointed o Task %me to Study Articulation

Agreements to assist it in meeting the requirements of House Joint Resolution 17. The

InOhbers,of the Task Force ore:.

Mr. Keith McLoughland, Dean of Admissions, Christopher Newport College

Mr. George E. Culbertson, Associote Dean, Clinch Valley College

, Dr. Vergil H. Dykstro, President, George Mason University

Dr. Carolyn Wells, Vice-President for Academic Affairs, Longwood College

Dr. Harrison B. Wilson, President, No4olk State College
Dr. Donald N. Dedmon, PrOsident, Radford College

IP Dr. John T. Costeen, Ill, Dean of Admissions, University of Virginia
Dr. M. P. Locey, Dean of Admissions and Records, Virginia Polytechnic Institute

and State University

Dr. William S. Edmonds, Deon of Gradqate Studies, Virginia State College

Pr. Norman D. Fintel, President, Roanoke College
Dr. Larnbuth Clork, President, Virginia Wesleyan College
Mr. 'Thomas Pollard, Director of AdmissiOns, University of Richmond

Dr. S. A. Burnette, President, J. Sargeont Reynolds.Community College

Dr. George Pass, President, Tidewater Community College

Dr. Max F. Wingett, President, Southside Virginia Community College

Dr. Victor B. Ficker, Dean of Instruction, Paul D. Camp Community College

Dr. 5ames P. Hill, Jr., Deon of Instruction, Piedmont Virginia Community College

Dr.R. Wayne McCubbins, Dean of Instruction, Danville Community College
Dr. Max Bassett, Deon of Student Services, Northestf Virginia Community College.

Dr. Johnnie E. Merritt, Dean of Student Services, Centrol Virginia Community College

Mr. Don W. Golbreoith, Acting Director, Educationol progroms Division, Virginia
Community College System



I. Introduction
;."

The-CeunciT of Higher-Educ-atio'n-for-Virginia-hos-the-stetu+ory-responsibi4ity-rr--:--

'co promote the development ond operation of an educationally ond economically

sound, vigorous, progressive, ond coo oted system of-higher eduitqtion in Virgir4.1

In establishing the Council of Higher Ed4cation as a coordinating agency far pLibliC

higher education in Virginia; it was.the intent of thesGeneral Assem1.31y. that admissions

policies remain the responsibility of the individual institutions and their respective boards

of visitors. ',This intent is clearly indicated in Sections 23-9.6:1 (b) and (d) of the Code

of Virginia.

Consistent with its legislative charge, the Council has woriced cotperatively

with public institutions of higher education to promote articulation through the develop-

ment of state-wide guidelines. In 1967, the Council established an Articul6tion

Advhory Committee for two-year/four-year articulation and published its first set of

guidelines for the tronsfer of credits. The guidelines'were up-dated'in 1969 ond again

in 1972. The 1972 , guidelines were broodened to deal with articulation between o-yeor

colleges and public ond privote ienior collebes and universities in Virka (see Appendix l).

The process of orticulation in the Commonwpalth of Virginia is b sically inter-

institutional. IndrVidual community colleges deal with each Senior c ege to establish

transfer agreements within the state-wide guidelines. Although t s is often viewed as

a slow and tedious process, it is reflective of the dicersity om g the public institUtions

of higher educotion in Virginia: The varying missions and nique progroms thot have

been estoblished by the senior public colleges in. Virgi ia often require different admission

standards and, consequently, interinstitutional eff rts ore viewed by most participonts as

appropriote to Virginia.

+en
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HOwever, it is.reCOgniiecl by th *\C-ouncil of Higher Education and the '
ti",,, .

iratitutiOns that additional efforts should beade toward providing the means for the

orderly transfer of credit between-44 iegme t,pf Virginia's system of higher education.

In The Virginia Plan for Higher Education, puOshed in 1974, the Council cammitted

' Itseittsvassisting institutions in developing a fi4q credit transfe t. policy between the
J`

Virginia Community College System and the Statek% senior institutions for students holding

the Associate In Arts or Associate in Science dewee.

ffotts in this,directionliave been largelx.directed through the six regional

consortia for continuing education established by thp 'Council of Higher Education.

One of the primary functions of the consortia as been.to facilitate the transfer of,

academic credit between member institutions. All pulslia colleges are members of at
2
host one consort" ,

During-the 1975-76 academic year, each Of,the,cantortia developed and

submitted to the Council a plan for the long-rairge development of the consortia.

'Four of the-six consortia have included specific referince tq articulation between 0
community colleges and senior institutions. AlthougFi the Council has accepted the

plans as representing substantial progress in coordinating regional efforts, additional

*
efforti to 'encourage articulation between institutions were recommended by the

II. Staius of State-wide Articulation

Through both formal ohd informal means, inititut;ons of higher education and

state officials throughout the nation have done much to facilitate the trensfer of aca-

demic credit between two-year and4our7-year institutions.

.1
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dhirty-nine of the fifty states and the District of Columbia have taken action

to inalement variouitypes of articulation agreements. Some of these arrangements

have tended toward specific state-wide policies and procedures, while the majority

have tended towciid more general state-wde guidelines. Virginia falls within this

latter category. As can be expected,'the nature and structure of articulation varies

according to historical 'and other factors uttique to each state.andjor region.

Appendix III provides cr brief description of the status of state-wide articulation
0

in the fifty states and the District of Columbia. The information in Appendix III is

excerpted from a recent book by Frederick'C. Kintzer. &uncil staff found this

publication to be the best summary on state-wide articulation efforts available at this

time.

III.- Articulation in Virginia .

In June 1976, the Caun,cil of Higher Educati) requested that each public

senior institution of higher education in Virginia provide the Council with-copies of
411

,
policies and procedures governing the traasfer of students and any.specific materials-4,

related to the transfer of students from Virginia's community colleges. Each of the

senior colleges submitted thi requested materials.

In a review of the materials provided, the Council found that eleven of the

fifteen senior institutions have available handbOoks or transfer guides for communitx

college stud/Its. The eleven institutions are: Christopher Newport College, Clinch

Valley College, Longwood College, Madison College, Mary Washington College,

Old Dominion Universi,ty, Radford College, Virginia Commonwealth University,

Virginia Military Institute, Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University, and

Virginia State College. The remaining four institutions do have written policies and



procedures'governing transfer admission, but 'not specifically in relation to the Virginia,

Community College System. The University of Virginia is currently developing such a

. transfer guide for community college students which should be avoilable during the 1976-77

academic year.

The guides each contain information on the policies and procedures governing

the tronsfer of students and academic crefdif from the commt;nity colleges to the senior

institutions. Each guide olso contaiM information on the Courses which artavRilable

at the community colleges and for which equivalent courses exist at the senior institutions.

The policies ond procedures governing the transfer of credit from Virginia

community colleges to public senior institutions varies in actordance with the

diverse missions of the senior institutions. All but one of the senior institutions require

for admission as a transfer student on overall grade point averoge of "C".. This is in

conformity with the generally accepted guidelines published by the Joint Committee

on. Junior ond Senior Colleges.1 Ir Nearly all instances, a student who has completed

an associate degree in a college transfer program will be admitted to any of the senior

institutions assuming the student meets the grade-point admission requirement and space

/
is available. In some instances, competition for a limited numberof available spaces

prevents the institution from accepting all transfer students who oppli.

Four of the senior institutions state in their policies that a student.holding an

associate degree-in a university parallel prodtam, and who meets the minimum grade

point averoge requirements, will be granted junior status. These institutions are Mary

Washington College (liberol arts transfer programs only), Norfolk State College,

Virginia Polytechnic lristitute and State University, and Virginia State College. In

1This committee was jointly established by the Association of American Colleges,

the American Association of Junior Colleges, and the American Association of Collegiate

Registrars and Admissions Officers.
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odditoon, Old Dominion University declares that a student holding an associate degree

in a univeisity parallel program will be accepted and will be considered as having met

the school's general degree requirement. The other institutions provide for granting

the transfer of credit on an equivolency basis and most allow for a student to transfer

approximately 50 percent or more of the credits required for groduation.

Supplementing institutiOnal policies and practices are the efforts made by the

six regional,consortia to coordinate inTerinstitutional matters such as articulation. As

mentioned earlier, the six consortia submitted long-range plans to the Council in the

Spring of 1976. Four of the six consortia included in their plans specific reference to

articulation between community college4:and senior colleges and universities, Appendix

II lists the members of each of the six consortia and contains excerpts from the four

' plans noted above.

Only the Tidewater Consortium h,as developed a consortia-wide policy goyerning

the transfer of students from community colleges to senior instiutions. With the exception

of the University of Virginia ond The College of William and Mary, members of the

Tidewater Consortium recognize the A.A. or A.S. degree from on accredited Virginio

community college or lunior colJege as fulfilling the lower division general institutional

requirements or meeting the requirements for junior standing. The remaining plans

make mention of many interinstitutional efforts ond indicote o commitment to maximizing

the transferability of credits.

In July 1976, ths,Council evoluated the plans and noted the progress being-

made by the consortia. However, the Council recommended that each consortium more.

specifically address certain issues; including articulation.

1 0
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Data show that the rate of acceptance of students who apply for transfer from-
-

the-cammuni'ty colleges to public senior institutions is guitehigh. For Fall 1975,

. .

apstoximately 82 percent.of the tronfer opplicants were accepted by senier institutfons.

Rates of acceptance for soahomore and junibr lever transfer applicants is even higher,

. slightly in excess of a 90 percent acceptancerate% Table I provides datè for Fall 1975

community collese applicants to public senior institutions, the number .applicants

'.
accepted, and the number of those accepted avho enrolled .414,75;

As the datojn Table I indteate; the longer a'atudent remains in,a community

4

coege, the greater the likelihood of being accepted as a transfer student to a senior

...
institution. Consistent with this phenomenon is the fact that a student who completes

=associate degree transfer program is more likely to be accepted as a transfer stUdent.
:

Table II provides data for'Fall 1975 on the number of students who apply for transfer
-

holding an Associate degree and those who have not completed an Associate degree

program. Students with an Associate degree were accepted at a rate over 90 percent

/
and..these not holding the Associate degree were accepted at a rate of 79 percent.

However, it should ke noted that a large majority of community-college students wishing

to transfer da not complete the transfer degree.

The problem of evaluating the transferability of specific courses is magnified

For the senior institutions when such a large number of students apply for transfer without' '

completing the Associate degree. The transfer guides developed by the senior ins itutions

are an attempt to alleviate this problem and to provide guidance to students.

Several representatives of senior institutions on the Task Force maintain that

the Department of Community Colleges State Curriculum Guide should be revised in

a manner which would identify whichrourses are dvsigned for college transfer purposes

sP

1 1
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Tabl'e I

Appliciations from Virgivia Communify Colleges to
Virginia Senior State Institutions

Fall 1975

Number of Accep't-ed
Number of Applicants and
Applicants Aceipted ItArolled

r

Freshman Applications

Sophomore Aliplications

Junior Applications

Total

.918

1,202

684

-.
3,804

507 (55.2%)

1,090 (90.6%)

175t8 .(90.1%).

3,115(81.8%)

-

-319

822

1,189 ,

2,330

4

-PSource of Nita: SCHEVForm B-8, Applications for Fall Undergraduate Admissions, Foll 1975.

1 2



Tobin II

. r-
Applications from Virginio Community Colleges to

Virginio Snnior
State-Supported.k,isOiutions of Higher Education,.

Fall 1975

Institutions

Christopher Newport

Clinch Valley

George Mason

LOngwood

Madison

Mary Washington

Norfolk State

Old Dominion University
3

Radford ,
161

University of Virginia 153

Virginia Commonwealth University NA1

Virginia Military Institute

VPI & SU

Virginia State

William and Mary

Applications

With A.A.
or A.S. , Other

W

ApplkatPcns Accepted

With A.A.
or A.S. Other

26

# 13

117

1

155

25

444

46

243:

47

4

32

89

539

349,

51

303

, 5

508

55

79

26

13

i 17

3211-

8

149

25

431

- 44

12

52,1

160 277

84 23

NA 215

2

.350 253

4 44

20 17.

All Senior Colleges
9161 2,-888 Ap1(91%) 2,285 (79%)

!Data for Virgi ia Commonwealth University concerning applications with associate degree

not availabl

Source of ta: SCHEV Form B-8, Applications-for Fall Undergraduate
Admiieons, Fall 1975.

1 3
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and which are.clesigned for terminal degree or limited purposes. If this were done, it

hawed, the necessity of evaluating each course taken by a transfer applicant from

es coMmuniry college student would be greatly reduced. Furthers, an annotationesf thb

Department's CurriCulum Guide would provide odditional guidance to studeAts in the

cammunity colleges who may be planning to transfer to a senior institution. The joint

Legislative Audit and Review Comminion's 1975 evaluation of the community colleges

also recommended that the State Curriculum Guide be annotated in this fashion.

Representatives of the Deportment of Community Colleges on the Tct Force

strongly feehhat such an annotation of the Curriculum Guide would in fact provide

an obstacle to the smooth transfer of academic credit. They argue that if a course is

specifically designated as not being designed for traniTer, senior institutions would

seldom accept the credits earned in that courie. This would limit the flexibility with

.which institutions approach H. questionsof evaluating transfer credits.' Several senior

institutions now allow for the transfer of credits earned in courses not designed for

transfer and an annotation such as that called for in the JLARC report would, it is

argued, inhibit this practicis.
1

A related matt r of concern to the senior institutions are the variations among

community colleges within the system. Some senior institutions have found that in

caffein curricula students from one community corlege do not perform as well as do

their counterparts from other corunity colleges. Representatives.frorn the Department

of Community Colleges on the TaSk Force have snongly urged senior colleges to provide

them with this information in order that corrective actions, if necessary, can be taken.

1 4



The floW of stydents from the community colleges to public and private senior

colleges and universities,is only one dimension of the question of transfer ond articulation.

Line ntimbers of students throughout the nation also transfer from senior colleges to

community colleges. There is little reason to doubt that this is also occurring in Virginia.

Members'of the Task Force have indicated the "reverse transfer" phenomenon is growing

in Virginia and requires evaluation.

IV. Surpmary

Articulation in Virginia has followed the national norm and, in many instances,

is further advanced than in other states. Articulation agreements often are initially

interinstitutional documents based in port on the acceptance of two year degree programs

toward completion of baccalaureate general education requirements: Four Virginia

institutions -- Mary Washington College, Norfolk State College, Virginia State

College, and Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University -- declare in their

policies and procedures governing the transfer of students that a student holding an

Anociate degree in a college transfer program and whose cumulative grade point

overage equals the miniMum acceptable for admittance will be accepted with junior

status. Although obtaining the Associate degree is recommended by senior institutions

to studenh wishing ta transfer, the general p6licy is to evaluate each course taken

to determine its transferability.

In other states informal arrangements are generally supplemented by state-wide

guidelines. This is also true in Virginia where many interinstitutional efforts have

been undertaken. These, in turn, are supplemented by state-wide guidelines developed

by the State Council of Higher Education.

5 5
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Eleven public senior institutions in Virginia currently have transfer guides

available to students and counselors which exploin in detail fle inst!tutions policies

and procedures governing the transfer of credit from the community colleges. Each

guide also provides information on the courses whick are acceptable and their equivalent

?unterparts at the senior instilutions. One other senior institution ii developing a

similar guide bringing the total to eleven. It is the Council's viewShat these transfer

guides constitute the basis for "articulation agreements" aslipecified in House Joint

Resolution 17.

Interinstitutional-efforts at articulation'are many and varied. The regional

consortia have been direCted to pay particular attention to matters related to

articulation and their efforts, although limited at present, can provide an additional

impetus to improved articulation among community colleges and senior institutions of

higher education.

The data available to the Council indicate that students in good academic

standing are having little difficulty in being accepted as transfer students i a

senior public institution. On the othe-r hand, there is'geheral agreement/that the

'acceptability of credit for transfer is not uniform throughout the state. /.r

There exists general agreement among institutions of higher e ucatian in ,

Virginia that the existing system is appropriate to Virginia, maxmizin the transfer

of students while maintaining the-flexibility traditionally associated iith institutions of"
A

higher education in Virginia. The Council concurs in this judgment.

V.' Implementation's of House ,Joint Resolution Vo. 17

Articulation is both a matter of procedure and altitude. 1l currept sta us

1of articiolation in Virginia indicates that, procedurally, orticidati A between p4 ic
/ ,
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., institutions has been imioaved pon dramatically albeit on an informal basis. Much of

the efforetoward greater odic lotion has been interinstitutional. These interinstitutional

offerts,should be encot.iralged but a more systematic regional and state-wide-effoit needs
r

to be undertaken to assure both access to Virginia's institutions of higher education

and the smooth flow ot studeng among the various segments of Virginia's system of

, higher education.

Problems of attitOde occur primarily because of inadequate communication

/
and understanding between community colleges and senior institutions. Efforp such

as the annual conference on articulatien held by the University of Virginia, the actions

and efforts conducted by the six regional consortia, nterinstituiional joinf efforts

such as novrbeing undertaken between George Ma tiorsity and Northern Virginia

Community College are the most appropriate means to induce the attitudinal change

that will make administrations and faculty sensittve to the needs of transferring students.

Many of the problems now existing could be alleviated if the regional consortia would

take a more active role in developing articulation guidelines.r ,

The establishment of the Task Force to Study Articulation Agreements has
rt

helped to focuse state-wide attention on matters relating to articulation,. The Task

Force has indicated that the state of articulation in Virginia is generally healthy and

that existing mechanisms are adequate,to address any problems related,to articulafion.

However, the Task Force did note several matters of concern that need to bilk

xamined. Tor example, although community college students are not experiencing,

any great difficulty )n transferring to a senior college in Virginia, it appears that the

transferability of college transfer credits earned in a community college is not uniform

throughout the state.

17



. The Council of Higher Education ond public institutions of higher edyCation
A

in Virginia have a,:ailO'bie several`mechanisms with which to monitor and facilitate

ceiculation. 'Two of'these in particular are the regional consortia and the cotincil's

Admissions and Articulatfon Advisory Committee. Partially becayse of other priorities,
s- this latter group has not been active during the past hvo years. The Council will take

I"immediate steps to reactivote this advisory committee and coordinate some.of its activities,
with the regional consortia.

,

"House Joint Resolution No. 17 directs thqt articulation agreement between `.

public community i011eges and senioi colleges,and universities in Virginia edevelOped

and that the necessary information on parallel courses be developed to,assi t private
. . - ,

,colleges and universities to develop similar agreements. It is the Council' 'judgment
. . .,

. that the transfer guides, currently available form the basis of such articulat on agreements.

To fully implemeht the requirements of Housejoint Resolution No. 1'7,. th Council..--

suggests that the following actions be taken:

The Task Force to Study Agticulation Agreements should:

them as

1. Ass jsristitutions to formalize the existing transfer guides and establish

culation agreements. These should be made available to community college

nts on a:wide basis. The Tosk Force should olso work wits those senior institutions

not having transfer guides ond assist them in developing articulation document's. This,

should be comPleted by June, 1977;

-2. Examine the best manner possible to assist private colleges in Virginia

to develop similar articulation agreements;
,

1 8
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3.. 'Examine the desirability of annototing the Community College Curri-

culum Guide and make recommendations to the Department of Community College;;

4. Ex Omine the feasaillity of each senior institution developing an

inexpensive brochure describing its transfer policy an procedures thot con be urnde

readily available to all community college students; and

5: Recomsnend to the Council of Higher Education motters'nflated to orti,

culation that require additional study.

The Admissions ond Articulation Advisory Committee should:

r. Reevaluate the existing state-wide guidelines on articulation end

recornmenA any changes that ore necessary;

.2. Collect dato on the transferof credit;

3. Establish liaison with the regional, consortia to facilitatesregionol

articulation; and

4. Conduct such studies as are deemed necessary and make ricommendations

to the appropriate bodies.

The Council of Hibher EdUcation believes that substantial progress hos

been mode by Virginia's public institutions of higher education in meeting the requirements

of House Joint Resolution Na. 17. The Council will continue to monitor articulation

fforts itirough the mechanians suggested in this report ond rill work cooperatively with

the Deportment of Community Colleges, ond public and priyate senior institutions of

higher ecitcotion in Virginia to fully implement the requirements of House Joint Resolu-

..

Hon No. 17.

1 9
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APPENDIX, I

,-:GUIDELINES FOR PROMOTING ARTICULATION BE1WEEI41WO-YEAR
COLLEGES AND FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES IN VIRGINIA

,Corsistant with its responsibility to develop and maintain ci coordinated s,4tem of higher
iducation in Virginia, the State Council of Higher Education at its April 3, 1967 meeting
approved guideiines designed to promote trws smooth transfer of students completing appro-
priate college transfer programs in two-year colleges to the fotir-year colleges and uni-
versities in Virginia. The Articulation Advisory Committee has conducted continuous
follow-uotince 1967 and the State Council has updated these guidelines at its December
11, 1969 meeting and again at its June 8, 1972 meeting. The updated set of duidelines

..follows: s .

In.order to assist stullents in evaluating their generalprogtess and the
appropriateness of their educational ogjectiyes, four-year institutions
and two-year colleges should work jointly and establish systematic
procedures to provide counselors and advisors with current and continuing
information about comparablecourses, curriculum changes, requirements
for admission, student characteristics, student services, and performanCe
of transfers.

I.

II. Two-year college students should be en_couraded to thoose as early as
possible the four-year institution and program into which they emiect
to-transfer in order to plan prOgrams whkh mdy include all lower division
requkements of the four-year institution. Transfer students should be `given
the option of satisfyinggraduation requirements which were in effect at
four-year institutions at the time they enrolled as freshmen, subject to
conditions or qualifications which appsly to native students.

Performance in the college transfer program offered by two-year colleges
is the best single predictor of success in four-year institutions and, there

'ihould count heavily in the evaluation of transfer applicants.

IV. Admissions standards of four-year institutions should be stated clearly to
assist two-year college students in planning for transfer.

V. Transfer applicants from institutions which have institutional approvaljfrom
the State Council of Higher Education should be.evaluated on the same basis
as applicants from regionally accredited institutions. "

VI. The evaluation of transfer courses by four-year institutions should serve to
inform.the individual student at the time of admiision how far he has advanced
toviard his degree objective and whot residence and subject requirements must
still be met.

VII. The satisfactory completion of an appropriate twa'-year associate degree transfer
progfam should normally assure upper division standing at the time of transfer
although this does not unconditionally guarantee transfer"of all credits.
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Appendix I

Guidelities
Page Two

VIII.' Two-year college students are encouraged to complete their Associate in
Arts or Associate in Science Degree before trahsferring to a senior college
except in specialized curricula where it would be to the students' ddvantage

to transfer earlier . ;
The Two-Year/Four-Year Articulation Advisory Committee composed of
representatives from public-and private two-lear and four-year institutions
should meet at least semi-annually to consider appropriate 4roblems,
suggest needed studies, ahd recommend to the State'Council of Higher
Educaticir; additionarguidelines for effective articOjation.
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APPENDIX II ,

011.

In the Spring of 1976, each of the six regional consortia submitted plansFor cooperative efforts to the Council of Higher Education. Four of the sixconsortia made specific mention of articulaticn. The following material.onaeticulotion ana related matters is excerpted from those plans:

Capitol Corhortium for Continuing Aigher Education N. ,
.

. tCapital Consortium plan notes that each member institution has a policynsferability of.credits. Mention h mode of agreements between
. .

several instiNtions concerning transferability of credit in certain fields. In ..addition to the Virginia Cominonwealth University tronfer guide for community
.7"..

college students,. John Tyler Community College and Virginia Stqte College.hove .-initiated steps to establish transfer ogreements between the hvo institutions.

. .

The last of the six consortia to be established; the Capital Consortium hasestablished an Academic Programs Committee which will work to ImPlement theConsortium's commitment to assuring greater' transferability of credit.

Virginia Tidewater Consortium for Continuing Higher Education./
The Tidewater Consortium's Articulation Committee developed a policy on-&I transfer of credits from community colleges which has been accepted bi eachsenior college member of the Consortium with the exception of the University OfVirginia and The College of William and Mary. Tir policy states that each seniorcollege member with the exceptions.noted above, recognize the A.A. and A.S.degrees.from accredited Virginia community colleges or junior colleges as fulfillingthe lower-division general instruction requirements of meeting the; requirements forjunior standing.

The Consortium views the adoption of policies leading to greater .flexibilityin credit transfer as one of its primary functions.

Valley of Virginia Consortium for Continuing Higher Education

lit its charter stotement, the Board of Directors of the Valley Consortiumpledged to work for complete transferability of credit ampng member institutions.Complete transferability of ptograms on:mg institutions has been provided for.
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Ap4pendi
Page 2
continued

Several 'interinstitutional arrangedients h:9ve been approved including

arrangement between 'Lord Fairfax Communitir College and Unkersity of Virginia,

Madison, Virginia Commonwealth University, and the community colleges,

aad Virginia-Polytechnic
Institute and State University and Blue flidge Community

College. .

esternlegional Consortium for *ruing Higher Education

Graduate studentsmay
transfer up to one-Wallf of th'e credits in their master's

prograin among member
institutions. A priority item for the Western Regional

onsortium is the transfer of credit and articulation of programs- between community. ,

colleges and senior institutions. Some member institutions provide for the full

' transfer of an associate degree from a community college carryittg with it junior

class ranking.
,'s
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Apeardix It

CONSORTIA FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCA;ION

1. WESTERN REGIONAL CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION

Virginia Polytechnic Institute and state University (focal institution)
Clinch Valley College
Radford College
University of Virginia - Roanoke Center.
Dabney S. Lancaster Community Coliege
Danville Community College
Mountain Empire Comrtunity College
New River Consnunity College'
Patrick Henry Community College
SOuthwest Virginia Community College
Virginia Highlands.Community
Virginia Western Community Callege
Wytheville Community ColJege
Emory and Henry College
Roanoke College
Averett College

2. VALLEY OF VIRGINIA CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION

Madison College (focal institution)
Virginia Military Institute
Blue Ridge Community College
Germanna Community College
Lord Fairfax Community College
University of Virginia - Madison Center
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University
Eastern Mennonite College

44.

3. CENTRAL VIRGINIA CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION

University of.Virginia (focal institution)
Central Virginia Community College
Longwood College t
Mary Washington College
Piedmont Virginia Community College
Rappahannock Coinmunity College
Southside Virginia Community College
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University
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Acpendix II

CONSORTIA FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION (Continued)

4. CAPITOL CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION
. .

Virginia CommOnwealth University (focal inititufion)
Virgiaks Stdte,College
J. SargeantReynolds Community College

. John Tyler Community College
'Richard Bland College

I.
5. VIRGINIA TIDEWATER CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUiNG HIGHER EDUCATION

Old Do Minion University (focal institution)
University of Virginia - Hampto'n Center
'Christopher Nerpoit College
Norfolk State College
The College of William and 'Mary
Eastern Shore Colnmunity College
Paul D. Camp Community College
Thomas Nelson Community College
Tidewater Community College
Eastern Virginia Medical School
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University

414.

4OP

.11

6. .CON'SOitTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGH) EDUCATION IN NORTHERN VIRGINIA

George Mason University (focal institution)
Northern Virginia Conimunity College
University of Virginia - Northern Center
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University
Marymount College of.Virginia
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Appendix 111

STATUS OF STATEWIbE ARTICULkfiON AGREEMENTS1

°Alabama
4

While,the legalative act that created the !fate hvo-year coUege system did
not inclode a section on course Credit acceptance, this universities and state col-"
lege: have developed transfer procedures. The Uniersityf ALpbame is taking
leadership in frivolving all junioc and seilior institutions, both public and private,
in articulation discussions.

, Alaska .

Alaska's nine'public community colleges, which are a part of the University
of Alaska system, are beginning to offer extensive noncredit courses and commun-
ity serviee opportunIties. The university's executive vice -president.prdvides
statewide coordination and liaison.

Arizona

The higher education coordinating council recently published the Higher Ed-
ucation Equivalency Guide, containing specific course and credit equivalencies
accepted by the three major state Oniversities.. This document has promoted credi-
bility and trust within the higher education system. Articulation problems are now
confined largely to departmental and major field areas rather tharvadrnission and
general education.

Arkansas

The state department of higherteducation, in conjunction wih all state-sup-
ported colleges and universities, is working on articulation guidelines. The state
university currently accepts transfer credits, including some vocational-technical
courses.

4alifornia

Articuletion in Californio is coordinated by the state's "Articulation Confer-.
*nee", made up of representatives of educatien, both public and private, and
government.

1Frederick C. Kintzer, Emerging Potterns or Statewide Articulation Transfer
Agreements (Santa Monica: California, 1976).
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The University of Cal ifomia continues to accept community collegecourses
on an equivalent or similar basis. The state university and college system will
accept the entire4O-unit minimum of Credit from any regionally accredited cOl-
lege when so certified by the president ot his delegated representative. A trans-
fer credit review board with equal membership of the state university and colleges
and the California community colleges has been-established to receive student
complaints.

Colorodo

A brood policy statement serves as the bosis for inPerinstitutional agreements.
Vocational-technicol credits ore occasionally transferred in certoin.applied-
degree programs offered by senior institutions.

Connecticut

The university and state college systems both hove transfer agreements with
the regional coMmunity colleges. The 'relationships between the two-year branches

- of the university ond the Oa; college system and between the state technical col-
leges an-d other postsecondary institutions, however, ore not as clearly defined.
In 1973, the board for state oc6demic awords was created to plon ond operate an
externol degree program.

District of Columbio

Although transfer agreertients remain od hoc orrongements between individuol
institutiotis, public institutions ore plonning formol orrangements for two-yeor
college tronsfers opplying to district univerities in considerable numbers from
Marylond ond Virginio.

(
Delawore

Recent developments include o cooperative coreer technology prqgrom be-
tween Delaware Technicol ond Community College ond Salisbury State College;
a bachelor of technology degree at Delaware Stote College; servicemen's oppor-
tunity college-programs on the Kent Campus of the Technicol ond Community
College; and a bachelor of science divkree program in occupational teacher edu-
cation, involCing o consortium of institutions.

Florida

Florida was the first state (1965) toreach o statewide agreement that pro-
grams, rather than couties, would be uniformly transferred omong the public
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Irate institutions. A state crdinoting committee serves as an appeals court
to settle problems filed by studnts or institutions under the system. A task
force is currently analyzing ftwansfer arrangement:between community college
and universities. A standard acadeliic record form for transfer students has
been in use since September 1973: An articulation coordinating committee
operates in the state department of educdtion.

Georgia

According to Georgia's transfer plan, transfer and native student groups
we treated equally, all courses included in the"core curriculum" are trans-
feroble, details of course and credit transfer are consistent, proficiency ex-
aminations are widely used and institutional autonomy is guaranteed in naming
requirements and core courses.

Hawaii

As members of the University of Hawaii system, the seven community Col-
leges are treated as equal partners in the university's liberal arts program.
GuideliNss on general education requirements are being developed so that para-
llel courses are transferable among institutions. An "articulation ombudsman"
attached to the president's office handles individual student problems.

IdOho

Articulation and transfer in !drilla continue as an interinstitutional relation-
ship. The state board of education has specified that up to half of the total credits
required for a baccalaureate degree may be earned in a community college.

Illinois
\\

The develoPment of On articulation plan was recommended in the 1964 Master'
Plan for Higher Education and given legal authority by the 1965 Junior Col gig
Act. The state community college board has recently appointed on ad hoc com-
mittee of administiators, faculty, and students to draft a statewide general educe-

-tion compoct. Articulation coordinators are active in both community col le9es
and universities, but authority relationships between the state board and local
community college boards continue to be a problem.

Indiana

Although A Pattern for the Future, released in June 1973 by the commission
for higher education, contains institutional mission.statements, it does not
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Inention articulation. Decisions are made by individual institutions ar groups of

colleges and univerSities.

Iowa

Thip three state universities riccept all degree courses offered by area corn- '

munity colleges. Up to half of the total nunter af credits required far the bacca-

laureate can be transferred.

Kansas

Kansas implemented a transfer plon thii year, giving junior standing to corn-.

munity junior college graduates, who may be obligated to complete lower-division

courses to meet major or minor requirements. Vocational-technical courses may
be transferred only if they are of collegiate quality and the receiving institution

offers an appropriate degree.

Kentucky

The university's two-year campuses are now called "community colleges"
rather than 'N.Iniversity centers" in an attempt to provide communitywide educational

opportunities and enhance the individuality of the colleges. Community college

courses not offered in the university are eyaluated for transfer in the traditional way.

Lquisiana

While the six jUnior and community colleges.send few transfer students to the

universities, there is considerable tronsferringihroughout the university system.

A 1974 senate resolution directed the board of regents to develop a uniform state-

wide credit transfer policy. At present virtually all credits are accepted from

recognized institutions;but not all will apply toward degree requirements. -

Maine

The state university's board of trustees adopted a policy statement on articu-

lation and transfer in 1974. All undergraduate credits obtained at any unit of

the university are transferable to any other unit if they are accepted at the point

of admissions. Intercampus memoranda for each coordinated transfer program are

being developed.

2 9,
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Maryland

The Maryland Council far Higher Education accepted the first statewide
articulation and transfer policy far public institutions in 1972. The associ
in arts degree serves as the equivalent of lower-division general education
requirements, and community college transfer credits are limited generally t
half the baccalaureate requirement. The final section of the document can-
tains ao appeal systere whereby student complaints ga to a statewide committee
on articulation.

Massachusetts

The Massachusetts Commonwealth Transfer Compact (1974) assures an appli-
cant holding an associate degree acceptance of tbe entire degree program. The
compact, now endorsed by all public higher education institutions and some
private colleges, is seen as a step toward a total agieement that will include
policies en transferring individual cour,ses abd packages of courses prior to degree
completion.

Michigan %es.

The Articulation Agreement and Guidelines, effectioe 1973-74, has been
approved by faculties of 29 public and private senior institutioos and 24 public
community colleges. It provides transfer applicants with program security and
planning flexib.lity, including flexibility in determining the time of transfers
and a detailed student petition process.

1
Minnesota -

The higher education coordinating caminission has endorsed a series of
recommendations on credit transfer developed by a stateCde transfer study
committee, including acceptance of the associate degree as equivalent to 9
receiving institution's liberal or general education requirements. The com-
miftee report favors voluntary cooperation aver legislative edict.

7

Mississippi

Fourteen4the 16 public junior college districts have implemented a sys-
tem of identifYing courses in all parallel curricula at the college. level . '

3 0
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Missouri

The state council on public higher eduction adopted a statefient prepared

by the state articulation coordinating committee in which insti tions retain

autonomy for policy and decision making within'the framework of a ratified

agreement. Completion of on associate degree is basic to a omatic transfer;

vocational-technical cOurse transfers ore still negotiated separately.

'Montana

A committee on articulation appointed by the state board of regents hos

submitted guidelines covering the acceptance of community college credits

and authorizing receiving institutions to make transfer determinations.

Nebraska

The state's articulation council is preparing guidelines for institutional

'ratification. The council establiShes policy, provides guidance to institutions,

and initiates research and development programs on the process of transfer as

well as on problems and successes.

Negada

A state university system articulation board established in 1974 reviews in-

dividual cases arid student appeals. The community college ond university artic-

ulation policy`of the Nevada System Code contains transfer guidelines, with

university equivalency for par !lel courses as the transfer standard.

New, Hampshire

Fifteen junior colleges and technical-vacational institutes offer associate

degrees, including o branch of the University of New Hampshire. Institutions

arsf autOnomous in negotiating the transfer of courses.

New Jersey

A 1973 "full-faith-and-credit" transfer policy includes policies on both

graduates and nangroduates of approved programs. Transfer student graduates

ore proteeted in basic upper division admission and general educction completion.

Nongroduates ore technically eligible for transfer. Graduates and nongraduates

of "nontransfer" programs are vntitled _to enrollment, in state colleges where appro-

priate programs are offered.
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New Mexico

Since transfer applicants ore fevi, the state university offices of admission
mice transfer decisions on on individual basis. College deans determine course
equivalencies and circulate transfer.requirements.

New York

Education Beyond High School, the 1974 progress report of the state board
of regents, pledged strong support for policies facilitating transfer of students

. end credits. The City University of New York (CUNY) guarantees full transfer
of all associate degrees from within the city university system. A position paper
published in 1974 presents 17 models describing current examples-of articula-
tion, including a regional ,learning serVice encompassing an 11-county area
and an external high school diploma. The Regents External Degree Program
offers additional options for tronsfer of credit. In March 1975 the state edu-
cation department released tentative guidelines on credit for knowledge goined
from life experience.

North Carolina

A set of guidelines oh credit transfer lias been developed by a statewide
committee on college transfer students. Community colleges can contract with
senior institutions to offer courses beyond the core curriculum, ond those offering
programs without contractual agreements receive letters from the unhrersities
indicating credit transferobility.

North Dakota

ACcanitina-to state board of education guidelines, lower-division courses
couht for lower-division credit at the university and are transferable for this
purpose, but a minimum of 60 semester hours must be earned ot the senior insti-
tution.

Ohio

The state-board of regenls recently adopted a statement on transfer of credits
from two- to four-year institutions. Transfer students may enter specific general
studies programs without substantial losses. The statement calls for conferences
to develop mutually satisfactory curriculum design standards, course content, and
instructional quality.
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Oklahoma

Artkuktian guidelines similar to the Floridç plan are now being implemented.

Several two- and four-year institutions have reached agreement on statements

that recognize the associate degree bs satisfying the lower-division general educa-

tion requirements for the baccalaureate. The state regents have adopted a state-

ment recognizing non-collegiate learning experiences, work experience, proprie-

tary school edttation, and military training or'experience.

_Oregon

The mercimum number of credits that can be transferred per quarter was re-

cently raised in Oregon. The university provides community colleges with a

master list of chief adviseis for 'professional fields to encourage close communica-

tion. Two state agencies are responsible for reviewing statewide transfer policies.

Pennsylvania

Two pertinent' documents were released by the department of higher educaton

in 1973, one relating to assOciote degree graduates entering state four-year in-

stitutions, and the other; An rticulation Model for Pennsylvania, directed to-
ward a statewide program of paiic higher education articulation.

Rhode'.Island

Rhode Island College and Rhode Island Junior College 'have developed o

transfer policy equating completiop of the associate of arts degree with satisfyig

all requirements of the baccalaureate general studies plan except the general

studies senior seminar. The agreement has yet to be officially released by the

board of regents.

South Carolina

South Carolina has increased credit transfer from ppgrams at the technical

education centers to public four-year colleges anti uniicrsities. Credit transfer
already is possible from other two-year colleges ond regional campuses of the Uni-

versity of South Carolina.

South Dakota

Although South Dakota does not have public community colleges, four of the

senior institutions in the state offer one- ond two-year College tronsfer
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Recpests for transfer from the four independent junior colleges continue to be
processed individually at the university. .

Tennessee

The =published a mbster plan for postsecondary education in 1973. A
steering ittee on community college and university articulation has been
established, and agreements have been worked out in two subject areas thus far.

Texas
--7r-

-
A 1974 policy supports the prerogative of senior institutions to innovate and

esTeriment with curricula and teaching methods, as well as the right of community
colleges to provide courses in addition to thosq listed in the three general groups
of the core curriculum.

Utah

While general education is apparently not a transfer problem, "major" re-
igOrements continue to be a concern of the state board fcir higher education.

. Problems also exist in the transfer of vocational-technical credits from high
scgbols to higher education institutions.

Vermont

While the university and stbte colleges are not obliged to accept transfers
from jbnior colleges, their policy is to admit qualified transfer applicants.

Virginia

Community colleges and senior institutions establish agreements within'state-
wide guidelines, with community college courses accepted on art equivalency basis.
A uniform course numbering, title, and credit system in the community colleges
assists in this process. Articulation was expedited by 1973 legislatioq, establishing
regional consortia, legally charged to work out credit transferability.

Washington

Institutions generally accept academic credit from community colleges, and
some have begun to accept a limited nunber of vocatio l-tedhnical credits
toward general education electives. The Intercollege.Re ations Commission, the
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guiding force in statewide articulation, has not published guidelines but has de-
veloped on ombudsman system of individual troubleshooters for each transfer and

receiving institution.

West Virginia

The board of regents has released guidelines covering the full transferability
of parallel college counes.-;--Agreements between individual institutions, including
course ecsJivalency tables, ore in the process of development.

,

Wisconsin

-
Only 3 of the 16 vocational, technical, and adtilt education districts offer .

parallel college programs. The centers and the districts may generally transfer
half of the nuMber of credits required for the baccalaureate. A well-developed
plan for coordinating secondary and postsecondary cbrriculum is now operating.

Wyoming

Prompted by the Wyoming Admissions and Records AssociatiOn, the state
university and the seven community colleges ore replacing informal agreements
with written statements. A statewide transfer guide is currently under develop-

ment.
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