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ABSTRACT
In 1988, Assembly Bill (AB) 1725 directed the
governing boards of the University of California (UC), the California
State University (CSU), and the California Community Colleges to
jointly develop, maintain, disseminate, and adopt a common core
curriculum 1n general education for the purpose of facilitating
student transfer between ainstitutions. In 1986, all three academic
senates had already begun work on a common curriculum in response to
recommendations from California's legislative Review of the Master
Plan for Higher Education. By February 1990, all three senates had
approved the curraculum, with implementation scheduled for fall 19391.
Completion of this Intersegmental General Education Transfer
Curriculur (IGETC) permats a student to transfer from a community
college to the CSU or UC system without taking additional general
education (GE) courses to satisfy campus GE requirements. The IGETC
calls for a student to complete specified courses in the following
subject areas: English/Communications, Mathematics, Arts and
Human.ties, Social and Behavioral Sciences, and Foreign Language. The
IGETC agreement does not specify the individual courses to fulfill
each of these requairements, nor does it list the procedures to be
followed by community colleges in certifying that students have
completed the IGETC. This report reviews the relevant AB 1725
legislation, summarizes the general contents of the IGETC courses,
and descrabes the plans for its implementation and dissemination. The
full text of the IGETC agreement and the names of the IGETC Committee
members are appended. (JMC)
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Board of Governors
California Community Colleges
January 10-11, 1991

ADOPTION OF THE INTERSEGMENTAL 15
GENERAL EDUCATION TRANSFER
CURRICULUM

First Reading, Action Pending, March Board Meeting

Background

Assembly Bill 1725 (Chapter 973, Statutes of 1988) directed the governing boards of
the University of California, the California State University, and the California
Community Colleges, with appropriate consultation with the Academic Senates of
the respective segments, to jointly “develop, maintain, and disseminate a common
core curriculum in general education for the purpose of transfer,” and to adopt that
curriculum,

In 1986, well before the passage of AB 1725, the three academic senates, encouraged
by similar recommendations of the Commission to Review the Master Plan for Higher
Education and the Joint Legislative Committee to Review the Master Plan, began
work on the common curriculum. Headed by a special committee of the Intersegmen-
tal Committee of the Academic Senates (ICAS), that effort continued for three years,
with review and field input at various stages from all three segments. By February
1990, all three senates had approved the curriculum in plenary session. In August,
the curriculum was transmitted to the chief executive officers of the three segments
for adoption by their respective governing boards with an implementation date of
Fall 1991.

Analysis

The Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum ca'ls for a student to
complete specified courses in the following subject areas: English/Communications,
Mathematics, Arts and Humanities, Social and Behavioral Sciences, Physical and
Biological Sciences, and Language Other Thar. English. The contents of the Curricu-
lum are summarized in the report that follows, as are the plans for its implementa-
tion and dissemination. Thc full text of the Curriculum is contained in Appendix A.

This agenda item is being presented t. the Board of Governors at its January 1991
meeting for initial review and comment. At a subsequent meeting, the Board




will be asked to adopt a formal resolution approving the adoption, implementation, .
and dissemination of the Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum.,

Staff Presentation:  Rita Cepeda, Interim Vice Chancellor
Academic Affairs




Adoption of the Intersegmental General
Education Transfer Curriculum

Background

Assembly Bill 1725 (Chapter 973, Statutes of 1988) directed the governing boards of
the University of California, the California State University, and the Celifornia
Community Colleges, with appropriate consultation with the Academic Senates of
the respective segments, to jointly “develop, maintain, and disseminate a common
core curricu.am in general education for the purpose of transfer,” and to adopt that
curriculum. The full text of that directive, as incorporated in the Education Code,
reads as follows:

66720. The Board of Governors of the California Community Colleges, the
Regents of the University of California, and the Trustees of the California State
University, with appropriate consultation with the Academic Senates of the
respective segments, shall jointly develop, maintain, and disseminate a
common core curriculum in general education courses for the purposes of
transfer. Any person who has successfully completed the transfer core
curriculum, shall be deemed to have thereby completed all lower division
general education requirements for the University of California and the
California State University.

66721. Upon development of the transfer core curriculum pursuant to Section
66720, and upon any subsequent joint revision of that curriculum, the Board of
Governorsof the California Community Colleges, the Regents of the University
of California, and the Trustees of the California State University shall jointly
cause the curriculum to be published and distributed to each public school in
this state that provides instruction in any of the grades 7 to 12, inclusive, and to
each community college in this state, with an emphasis on the communication
of that information to each school or college having a high proportion of
students who are members of one or more ethnic minorities. In addition, the
Board of Governors shall distribute that transfer core curriculum to the State
Board of Education, which shall apply that information to ensure, through its
curriculum development activities, that public school pupils enrolled in any of
the grades 9 to 12, inclusive are aware of the academic requirements for
preparation for higher education and may receive any necessary academic
remediation in a timely manner.

66723. No provision of this chapter shall apply to the University of California
except to the extent that the Regents of the University of California, by
appropriate resolution, makes that provision aoplicabie.

This action of the Legislature followed from recommendations in reports of the
Commission to Review the Master Plan for Higher Education and the Joint Legisla-
tive Committee to Review the Master Plan. Both reports decried the confusing
muitiplicity of general ed'ication course requirements of the State University syst:m




2 Adoption of the Transfer Curriculum

and the individual campuses, colleges, and programs of the University of California
as a barrier to students who wished to transfer. The solution, all agreed, was the
creation of a common set of lower-division, general education requirements that could
serve as a basis for transfer to all campuses of both segments.

The Intersegmental Committee of the Academic Senates (ICAS) took up the task of
responding to those recommendations in the fall of 1986, well before the AB 1725
directive took effect. (The members of ICAS committee who developed the basic
proposal are listed in Appendix B.) A year earlier, the California State University
(CSU) had adopted a systemwide general education pa“tern of courses, and, faculty at
the University of California (UC) had conducted a series of studies of the general
education and lower division major requirements in several disciplines.

These separate but complimentary efforts served as a common meeting ground for
development of the Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum
(IGETC). In less than two years, agreement had been reached on 12 of the 13
necessary courses. The final area of agreement, which concerned the nature of the
second course in the “English Communications” area, was reached more than a full
year later.

In the meantime, the University of California adopted the 37-unit “interim” agree-
ment as its systemwide Transfer Core Curriculum (TCC). The TCC will be super-
seded L, the IGETC in Fall 1991, following the latter’s adoption by the three

governing boards.
]

Content of the Intersegmental Curriculum

The full text of the Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum is
contained in Appendix A. Its basic requirements are summarized below in a state-
ment that has been endorsed by ICAS.

Intersegmental General Education
Transfer Curriculum (IGETC)

Summary Qutline

Completion of the Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum (IGETC)
will permit a student to transfer from a community college to a campus in either the
California State University or University of California system without the need,
after transfer, to take additional lower-division, general education courses to satisfy
campus G. K. requirements.

N
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It should be noted that completion of the IGETC is not a requirement for transfer to
CSU or UC, nor is it the only way to fulfil! the lower-division, general education
requirements of CSU or UC prior to transfer. Depending on a student’s majoi: and
field of interest, the student may find it advantageous to take courses fulfilling CSU’s
general education requirements or those of the UC campus or college to which the
student plans to transfer.

English One course, English composition, 3 sem./4-5 qtr. units; this
Communications:  course is a prerequisite to critical thinking

One course, critical thinking-English composition, 3 sem./4-
5 qtr. units; strong emphasis on writing; prerequisite:
English composition

One course, oral communicationss, 3 sem./4-5 qtr. units

Mathematics: One course, mathematics/quantitative reasoning 3 sem./4-5
qtr. units
Artand Three courses, at least one course in arts and at least one
Humanities: course in humanities, 9 sem./12-15 qtr. units
. Social and

Behavioral Three courses in at least two disciplines within subject area,
Sciences: 9 sem./12-15 gtr. units

Physical and Two courses, one course in each area, and at least one must

Biological Sciences: include a laboratory, 7-9 sem./9-12 qtr. units

Language Other
Than Englisk: Proficiency equivalent to two years’ high school studyb

4 Students transferring L UC do not have Lo meet the oral communications requirement.
b Students transferring to CSU do not have to meet the proficiency in Language Other Than
English requirement

Implementation of the Intersegmental Curriculum
As may be seen readily from the above summary, the IGETC document establishes i
agreement on: |
o the five basic areas of general education, plus the foreign language ‘
proficiency;
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¢ the number of courses and units required for each basic area; and
¢ the fundamental characteristics of courses that may be applied in each area.

The IGETC document does not, however, specify the individual courses that will
fulfill each of those requirements. Each community college will have to identify and
propose the courses that will apply to each requirement. The Chancellor recently
transmitted a letter from the three segmental faculties to the community colleges
requesting that the first such lists of courses be submitted for intersegmental review
by March 15. By May 31, colleges will be advised of tne courses from that list
approved for the Curriculum. These first lists are regarded as constituting “Phase
One,” with refinements and additions occurring in Phase Two for Fall 1992.

The IGETC document also does not spell out the procedures to be followed by
community colleges certifying that students have completed the requirements of the
IGETC. However, the Intersegmental Committee has begun work on common certi-
fication forms and procedures, which will be provided to the colleges during Spring
1991. Appendix C lists the members of the IGETC Committee.

Dissemination of the Intersegmental Curriculum

AB 1725 requires that the three segments jointly disseminate the Intersegmental
General Education Transfer Curriculum, once it is approved, to all secondary schools
in California and to the State Board of Education. The purpose is to encourage
schools to provide the appropriate preparation to students who wish to attend college.
When the IGETC has been adopted by all the segments, Chancellor’s Office staff will
work through the Intersegmental Coordinating Council to meet the dissemination
requirement.

Recommended Action

This agenda item is being presented to the Board at its January 1991 meeting for
initial review and comment. At a .ubsequent meeting, the Board will be asked to
adopt a formal resolution adopting the Intersegmental General Education Transfer
Cuiriculum as Board policy, and to direct the Chancellor, with assistance from the
Academic Senate, to collaborate with the University of Califrrnia and the California
State University in achieving effective implementation of the Curriculum for use by
students in Fall 1991,

The Board also will be asked to direct the Chancellor to see that the dissemination
activities required by AB 1725 are fully executed and to urge the districts to make
the IGETC option known to all students who may wish to transfer.




APPENDIX A

INTERSEGMENTAL GENERAL EDUCATION TRANSFER CURRICULUM

Completion of the Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum (IGETC)
will permit a student to transfer from a cosmunity college to a campus in
either the California State University or University of California system
without “he need, after transfer, to take additional lower-division, general
education courses to satisfy campus G.E. requirements.

It should be noted that completion of the IGETC is not a requirement for
transfer to CSU or UC, nor s it the only way to fulfill the lower-civision,
general education requirements of the CSU or UC prior to transfer. Depending
on a student's major and field of interest, the student may find it better to
take courses fulfilling the CSU's general education requirements or those of
the UC campus or college to which the student plans to transfer. Students
pursuing majors that require extensive lower-division preparation may not find
the Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum option to be
advantageous.

Since the development of the 1960 Master Plan, ease of transfer has been tne
cornerstone of California's three-tiered system of higher education. Transfer
issues were therefore central to the concerns of Commissioners and Legislators
who recently examined and “renewed" the Master Plan for Higher Education in
California.

The Academic Senates of the University of California, the California State
University, and Caiffornia Community Colleges responded early and quickly to
the concerns about transfer raised by the Legislature and the Commission to
Review the Master Plan. Among tnose concerns was a recommendation for the
creation of a general education transfer curriculum. As faculty we share
fundamental convictions about the purposes of General Education. General
Education should develop students' abilities to think; general education
courses should not merely transmit information, but should require analysis,
criticism, and synthesis. One of the most effective tools for achieving these
goals s the written essay, evaluated with attention to the qualfity of its
writing as well as the accuracy of its content, and, as appropriate, general
education courses should require significant amounts of writing. In addition,
speaking, listening, and reading are important skills that general education
courses should foster. Participation in the intellectual and cultural life of
our society requires ability in verbal communication of all kinds.

Courses in the transfer curriculum should be Culturally broad in their concep-
tion. They should help students understand the nature and richness of human
culture and social structures thrcugh a comparative approach and have a
pronounced historical perspective. They should recognize the contributions to

knowledge, civilization, and society that have been made by women and members
of minority groups.

Similarly, one of the most useful things that students should get from t'eir
general education is an understanding of the modes of ‘nquiry that characterize
the different areas of human thought: the nature of the questions that can be
addressed, the way questions are formulated, the way analysis 1s conducted, and
tne validity and imrifcations of the answers ohtained

J
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General education should be intellectually challenging; 1indeed, 1t must be to
do a responsible job of preparing students for entry into the upper division
of our four-year institutions and for full participation in the life of the
state. It is equally clear that participation in such a curriculum itself
requires adequate preparation. General education builds upon adequate high
school preparation, and poor preparation may require students to take remedial
courses prior to entry into the transfer curriculum.

Both the California State University and the University of California have a
specific American Institutions requirement that is separate from their general
education requirements. Completion of the Intersegmental General Education
Transfer Curriculum will not satisfy this requirement.

A1)l courses offered towards satisfaction of the requirements of the Interseg-
mental General Education Transfer Curriculum must be baccalaureate in level
and must be acceptable for transfer among all segments of public postsecondary
education. Advanced Placement credit that is considered equivalent to a course
accepted for credit towards the Transfer Curriculum should also be acceptable.
Except for the American Institutions requirements, double counting of courses
(f.e., using one course to meet more than one university .requirement) is not
1imited by the IGETC.

The following requirements are listed in terms of the number of courses
specified for each designated arza and the minimum number of semester and
quarter units so represented.

Subject Area: English Commynication
(3 courses: 9 semester, 12-15 quarter units)*

The Engiish Communication requirement shall be fulfiiled by completion of
three semesters or nine units of lower-division courses in English reading
and written composition (1 course), critical thinking-English composition
(1 course), and oral communication* (1 course). Successful completion of
the course in reading and written composition shall be prerequisite to the
course in critical thinking-inglish composition. The second semester of
English composition required by the University of California may be met by
those courses 1in critical thinking taught in a variety of disciplines
which provide, as a major component, finstruction in the composition of
substantial essays and require students to write 4 sequence of such
essays. Hritten work shall be evaluated for both composition and critical
thinking. Texts chosen in this area should reflect an awareness of
cultural divercity. Courses designed exclusively for the satisfaction of
remedial composition cannot be counted towards fulfillment of the English
composition requirement.

Instruction approved for fulfillment of the requirement in communication
is to be designed to emphasize the content of coamunication as well as the
fors and should provide an understanding of the psychological basis and the
social significance of communication, including how comxmunication operates
in various situations. Applicable course(s) should view communication as

* Students transferring to UC do not have to meet the oral communication
requirement
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the process of human syambolic interaction focussing on the communicative
process froa the rhetorical perspective: reasoning and advocacy, organizs-
tion, accuracy; the discovery, critical evoluation and reporting of
information; reading and listening effectively as well as Speaking and
writing. This must include active Participation and practice in written
communication and oral communication.

Instruction in critical thinking is to be designed to achieve an under-
standing of the relationship of language to logic. which should lead to the
ability to analyze. criticize, and advocate ideas, to reason inductively
and deductively, and to identify the assumptions upon which particular
®onclusions depend. The minimal competence to be expected at the success-
ful conclusion of instruction in critical thinking should be the ability
to distinguish fact froa Judgment, and Delief from knowledge, to us»
slementary inductive and deductive processes, and to recognize common
logical errors or fallacies of language and thought.

Area: Mathematical Con n n iv nin
(1 course; 3 semester, 4-5 quarter units)

The Mathematical Concepts and Quantitative Reasoning requirement shall be
fulfilled by completion of a one-semester course in mathematics or
statistics above the level of intermediate algebra, with a stated course
prerequisite of Intermediate Algebra.* Courses on the appiication of
statistics to a single discipline may not be wused to fulfill this
requirement. An appropriate course in statistics must emphasize the
mathematical bases of statistics, probability theory and estimation,
application and interpretation, uses and misuses, and the analysis and
criticism of statistical arguments in public discourse.

Because knowledge relevant to public and private decision making is
expressed frequently in quantitative terms, we are routinely confronted
with information requiring quantitative analysis. calculation. and the
ability to use and criticize quantitative arguments. In addition, many
disciplines require a sound founds*ion in mathematical concepts. The
requirement in Mathematical Concepts and Quantitative Reasoning is
designed to Mhelp prepare students to respond effectively to these
challenges.

Area: Ar nd Hym
(at least 3 courses; 9 semester, 12-15 quarter units)

The Arts and Humanities requirement shall be fulfilled by completion of at
least three «courses which encourage students to analyze and appreciate
works of philosophical, historical, 1literary, aesthetic and cultural
importance. Students who have completed this requirement shall have been
exposed t> a pattern of coursework desiganed to develop a historical
understanding of major civilizations and cultures, both Western and
non-Western, and an understanding and appreciation of the contributions
and perspectives of women and of ethnic and other minorities. In the
Arts, students should also learn to develop an ‘ndegendent and critical
aesthetic perspective.

"See the description of "ATqebra Z," statesent on Comurentier e
Mathematics Expected Of Entering Freshmen - 1988, revised February, 1988
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At least one course shall be completed in the Arts and one in tha
Humanities. MWithin the arts area. performance and studio classes may be
credited toward satisfaction of this subject area if their rajor emphasis
is the integration of history, theory, and criticism. Courses used to
satisfy the CSU United States History, Constitution and American Ideals
requirement, and the UC American History and Institutions requirement may
not be counted in this area but may be taken prior to transfer.

The Arts and Numanities historically constitute the heart of a liberal
arts general education becasuse of the fundamental humanizing perspective
that they provide for the development of the whole person. Our
understanding of the world is fundamentally advanced through the study of
Western and non-Western philosophy, language, literature, and the fine
arts. Inclusion of the contributions and perspectives of womsen and of
ethnic and other ainorities as part of such study wil! provide us a more
complete and accurate view of the world and will enrich our lives.

Subject Area: Scocial and 8ehavigral Sciences

(at least 3 courses; 9 semester, 12-15 quarter units)

The Social and Behavioral Sciences requirement shall be fulfilled by
completion of at least three courses dealing with individual behavior and
with human social, political, and economic institutions and behavior in a
minimum of two disciplines or in an interdisciplinary sequence. The
pattern of coursework compieted shal) ensure opportunities for students to
develop understanding of the perspectives and methods of the social and
behavioral sciences. Problems and 1{ssues 1in these areas should be
examined in their contemporary, historical, and geographical settings.
Students who have completed this reguirement shall have been exposed to a
pattern of coursework designed to help them gain an understanding and
appreciation of the contributions and perspectives of women and of ethnic
and other minorities and a comparative perspective on both KWestern and
non-Western societies. The material should be presented from a
theoretical point of view and focus on core concepts and methods of the
discipline rather than on personal, practical, or applied asnects.
Courses used to satisfy the CSU United States History, Constitution and
American ldeals requirement, and the UC American History and Institutions
requirement may not be counted In this area but may be taken prior to
transfer.

Courses in the Social and Behavioral Sciences allow students to gain a
basic knowledge of the cultural and social organizations Ir. which they
exist as well as the behavior and social organizations of other human
societies. [Each of us is born into, lives, and must function effectively
vithin an environment that includes other individuals. People have, fros
earliest times. formed social and cultural groups that constitute the
framework for the behavior of the individual as well as the group.
Inclusion of the contributions and perspectives of women and cf ethnic and
other minorities as part of such study will provide u a more cosplete and
accurate viewv of the world and will enrich our lives.
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Area: Phy:'cal and Biologica.
(at least 2 courses; 7-9 semester, 9-12 qQuarter units)

The Physical and Biological Sciences requiresent .,hall be fulfiiled by
completion of at least two courses, one of which is in Physical Science
and one in Biological Science, at lvast ona of which inrorporates a
laboratory. Courses must emphasize experimental methodology, the testing
of hyputheses, and the power of systemitic Questioning, rather than only
the recall of facts. Courses that emphasize the interdependency of the
sciences are especially appropriate for non-science majors.

The contesporary world is influonced by science anci its applications., and
aany of the most difficul: choices facing indiv.dualys and institutions
concern the relationship of scientific ard techrological capability with
human values and social goals. fTo Junetiz= scfectively in such a complex
world, atucents msust deveiop a comprehension of the basic concepts cof
physical and biological sciences, and a sophisticated understanding of
science as a human endeavor, including the limitations as well as the
pover of scientific inquiry.

QTHER

Language Other Than Engligh®

Students shall demonstrate proficiency 1n a language other than English equal
to two years of high school study. Those students wvho have satisfied the CSU
or UC freshman entrince reguirement 1n a language other than English will have
fulfilled this requirement. This requirement may also be satisfied by
demonstration of equivalent proficiency prior to transfer.

* Students transferring to CSU do not have to meet the requirement of a
proficiency in a language other than English.
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INTERSEGMENTAL GENERAL EDUCATION TRANSFER CURRICULLM (IGETC)
Summary Outline

Completion of the Intersegmental General Education Transfer Curriculum (IGETC)
will permit a student to transfer from a community college to a campus in
either the California State University or University of California system
without the need, after transfer, to take additional lower-division, general
education courses to satisfy campus G.E. requirements.

It should be noted that completion of the IGETC is not a requirement for
transfer to CSU or UC, nor is it the only way to fulfill the lower-division,
general education requirements of the CSU or UC prior to transfer. Depending
on a student's maior and field of interast, the student may find 1t advanta-
geous to take courses fulfilling the CSU's general education requirements or
those of the UC campus or college to which the student plans to transfer.

English One course, English composition, 3 sem./4-5 qtr. units;
Communication: this course is a prerequisite to critical thinking
One course, critical thinking-English composition,
3 sem./ 4-5 qtr. units; strong emphasis on writing.
prerequisite: English composition

One course, orai communicationd, 3 sem./4-5 qtr. units

Mathematics: One course, mathematics/quantitative reasoning,

3 sem./4-5 qtr. units
Arts and Three courses, at least one course in arts and at least one
Humanities: course in humanities, 9 sem./12-15 qtr. units
Social and Three courses in at least two disciplines within this
8ehavioral subject area, 9 sem./12-15 qtr. units
Sciences:
Physical and Two courses, one (ourse in each area, and at least one must
8iological include a laboratory, 7-9 sem./9-12 qtr. units
S-‘ences:

Language Other Proficiency equivalent to two year<' high school studyd
Than English:

3 Students transferring to UC do not have to meet the oral communication
requirement.

b Students transferring to CSU do not have *c meet the proficiency in
language other than English requirement.

i1
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Intersegmental Committee of the Academic Senates

Mark G. Edelstein, Committee Chair

President, Academic Senate
California Community Colleges

Larry S. Miller
Vice President, Academic Senate
Foothill College

Karen Sue Grosz
Secretary, Academic Senate
Santa Monica College

Carmen M. Decker
Past President, Academic Senate
Cypress College

Wes Bryan
Speech Department
Golden West College

Bemard Goldstein
Chair, Academic Senate
California State University

Ray Geigle
Vice Chair, Academic Senate

California State University, Bakersfield

Bruce Glasrud
Secretary, Academic Senate

Ca' “ornia State University, Hayward

Carol Bames
Depaniment of Teacher Education

Califorma State University, Fullerton

Becky White Loewy
Department of Psychology
San Francisco State University

Neil J. Smelser
Chair, Academic Senate
University of Californi+

George E. Miller
Chair BOARS
University of California, Irvine

Murry L. Schwanz
Vice Chair, Academic Senate
University of California, Los Angeles

Mark L. Wheelis
Vice Chair, Boars
University of California, Davis

John R. Cauble
Theatre Ants Department
University of California, Los Angeles

Ex-Officio Members

Stephanie McGraw
Chair, Arnts Council
California State University, Long Beach

Connie Anderson
Vice Chair, Arts Council
Califoia Community College Chancellor's Office
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DRAFT(NG COMMITTEE FOR IGETC
(1987)

Carmen M. Decker, Committee Chair
Department of Engiish and Spanish
Cypress College

Edward A. Alpers, Dean

Honors and Undergraduate Programs
University of California,

Los Angeles

Connie Anderson
Specialist, Chancellor's Office
California Community Colleges

Bernice Biggs
Department of English
San Francisco State University

Brian Federici
Department of Entomology
University of California, Riverside

Carla Ferii, Coordinator
Undergraduate Admissions

and Articulation
University of California,
Berkeley

Ray Geigle
Chair Academic Senate
California State University

Chuck Lindabhl
Office of the Chancellor
California State University

Theo Mabry

Social Sciences Division
(Anthropology)

Orange Coast College

Frieda Stahl

Department of Physics and
Anatomy

California State University,

Los Angeles

Maryamber Villa
History Department
Los Angeles Valley
College

Mark Wheelis
Department of

Bacteriology
University of California,
Davis
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Intersegmental General Education Transfer
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MIKE ANKER, Academic Senate
California Community Colleges

SALLY CASSANOVA, Dean, Academuc Affairs
California State University, Long Beach

GENE DINIELLI, Professor of English
California State University, Long Beach

CARLA FERRI, Assistant Director, Admusstons and Outreach
University of California, Berkeley

VIVIAN FRANCO, Office of the Chancellor
California State University, Long Beach

PHIL HARTLEY
Chaffey College, Rancho Cucamonga

HELEN HENRY, Department of Biology
University of California, Riverside

BARBARA HOWARD, Director, Transfer Programs
Los Rios Community College District, Sacramento

CHARLES LINDAHL, Assistant Vice Chancellor. Academic Affairs
California State University, Long Beach

STEPHANIE McGRAW, Deputy Dean, Education Support
California State University, Long Beach

RUSS REVLIN, Associate Professor
University of California, Santa Barbara

SANDRA WILCOX, Chair, Academic Senate
California State University, Long Beach

FRANK YOUNG, Associate Dean
California State University, Long Beach
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