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PROGRESS REPORT ON ARTICULATION AGREEMENTS 

TO THE GOVERNOR AND THE 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF VIRGIN IA 

INTRODUCTION 

This progress report is a result of the directive contained in House Joint Resolution 
No. 17 passed by the 1976 Session of the General Assembly as follows: 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 17 

Directing the Council of Higher Education for Virginia, in cooperation with 
public and private 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 ore 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 Legislotive Audit ond Review Commission 
found that while a few articulation agreements exist with public and private schools, 
articulation ogreements hove not been developed between the Virginia Community College 
System and public four-year colleges and universities in the Commonwealth; and 

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

WHEREAS, that some report concluded that on 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 Boord for Community Colleges 
and the public and private four-year colleges and universities, immediately undertake 
steps to develop Commonwealth Articulation Agreem�nts that wil I permit the orderly tram 'l:"r 



of credits eorned in freshmon ond sophomore university porolfel course.s from community 
colleges to four-yeor institutions funded by the Commonwealth and to develop the necessary 
parallel course information that will focilitote and encourage private colleges ond 
universities in the Commonweolth to odopt similor ogreements. 

The Stole Council of Higher Education shall report its progress toword establishing 
such on agreement to the Governor and the General Assembly not later than ovember one, 
nineteen hundred seventy-six. 

TASK FORCE TO STUDY ARTICULATION AGREEMENTS 

The Counci I of Higher Educotion appointed o Tosk Force to Study Artie lo ion 
Agreements to assist it in meeting the requirements of House Joint Resolu ion 17. e 
members of the Task Force ore: 

Mr. Keith Mcloughlond, Deon of Admissions, Christopher Newport College 
Mr. George E. Culbertson, Associote Deon, Clinch Volley College 
Dr. Vergi I H. Dykstra, President, George Mason Uni versify 
Dr. Carolyn Wei Is, Vice-President For Acodemic Affairs, Longwood Coll ege 
Dr. Harrison B. Wilson, President, Norfolk Stole College 
Dr. Donold N. Dedmon, ?resident, Radford College 
Or. John;. Casteen, Ill, Deon of Admissions, University of Virgi o 
Dr. M. P. Locey, Deon of Admissions ond Records, Virginio Poly e , ic I ·tute 

ond Stole U iversity 
Or. William S. Edmonds, Deon of Groduote Studies, Virginio S o·e College 
Dr. Normon D. Fintel, President, Roanoke College 
Dr. Lambuth Clork, President, Virginio Wesleyon College 
Mr. Thomos Pol lord, Director of Admissions, University of Richmond 
Or. S. A. Burnette, President, J. Sorgeont Reynolds Community College 
Dr. George Poss, President, Tidewoter Community College 
Dr. Mox F. Wingett, President, Southside Virginia Community College 
Or. Victor B. Ficker, Deon of Instruction, Poul D. Comp Community College 
Dr. Jomes P. Hi II, Jr., Deon of Instruction, Piedmont Virginia Co uniry College 
Dr.R. Wayne McCubbins, Deon of Instruction, Danville Community College 
Dr. Mox Bosselt, Deon of Student Services, Northern Virgi nio Co ity College 
Or. Johnnie E. Merritt, Deon of Student Services, Centro I Virginio Comm i y College 
Mr. Don W. Golbreoith, Acting Director, Educotionol Progroms Division, Virginia 

Community Coll ege System 



I. lnlToduction

The Council of Higher Education for Virginia hos the statutory responsibility 

-W promote the development and operation of an educationally and economically 

SO<Jnd, vigorous, progressive, and coordinated system of higher education in Virginia." 

In establishing the Council of Higher Education as a coordinating agency for public 

higher education in Virginia, it was the intent of the General Assembly that admissions 

policies remain the responsibi I ity 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 hos worked cooperatively 

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

ment of state-wide guidelines. In 1967, the Council established on Articulation 

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

guidelines for the transfer of credits. The guideline.s were up-doted in 1969 and again 

in 1972. The 1972 guidelines were broadened to deal with articulation between two-year 

colleges and public and private senior colleges and universities in Virginia (see Appendix I). 

The process of articulation in the Commonwealth of Virginia is basically inter­

institutionol. Individual community colleges deal with each senior college to establish 

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

a slow end tedious process, it is reflective of the diversity among the public institutions 

of higher education in Virginia. The varying missions and unique programs tho_t hove 

been established by the senior public colleges in Virginia often r�quire different odmissic­

stondords and, consequently, interinstitutionol eff::rrs ore viewed by most participants as 

appropriate to Virginia. 
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However, it is recognized by the Council of Higher Education and the 

institutions that additional efforts should be mode toward providing the means for the 

orderly transfer of credit between all segment of Virginia's system of higher education. 

In The Virginia Plan for Higher Education, published in 1974, the Council committed 

itself to assisting institutions in developing a full credit transfer policy between the 

Virginia Community College System and the State's senior institutions for students holding 

the Associate in Arts or Associate in Science-degree. 

Efforts in this direction have been largely directed through the six regional 

consortia for continuing education established by the Council of Higher Education. 

One of the primary functions of the consortia has been to facilitate the ransfer of 

academic credit between member institutions. All pub I ic coll eges a!e members of at 

least one con�rtio. 

During the 1975-76 academic year, each of the consortia developed and 

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

Four of the six consortia hove included specific reference to articulation between 

community colleges end senior institutions. Although the Counci I hos accepted the 

plans as representing substantial progress in coordinating regional efforts, additional 

efforts to encourage articulation between institutions were recommended by the 

Council. 

II. Status of State-wide Articulation 

Through both formal and informal means, institutions of higher education and 

state officials throughout the nation have done much to foci litate the transfer of aca­

demic credit between two-year and four-year institutions, 
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Thirty-nine of the fifty states and the District of Columbia have taken action 

to implement various types of articulation agreements. Some of these arrangements 

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

have tended toward more general state-wide guidelines. Virginia fol ls within this 

lotter category. As con be expected, the nature and structure of orticu lotion varies 

according to historical and other factors unique to each state and/or region. 

Appendix 111 provides a brief description of the ·status of state-wide articulation 

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

excerpted from a recent book by Frederick C. Kintzer. Council staff found this 

publication to be the best summary on state-wide articulation efforts avoi I able at this 

time •. 

Ill. Articulation in Virginia 

In June 1976, the Council of Higher Education requested that each public 

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

policies and procedures governing the transfer of students and any specific materials 

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

senior colleges submitted the requested materials, 

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

fifteen senior institutions have available hcmdbaoks or transfer guides for community 

college students. The eleven institutions ore: Christopher Newport College, Clinch 

Valley College, Longwood College, Madison CaUege, Mory Washington College, 

Old Dominion University, Radford College, Virginia Commonwealth University, 

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

Virginia State College. The remaining four institutions do hove written policies and 
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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 far community college students which should be ovoiloble during the 1976-77 

ocodemic year.

The guides each contain information on the palicie.s ond procedures governing 

the transfer of students ond academic credit from the community colleges to the senior 

institutions. Each guide also contains information on the courses which are available 

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

The policies and procedures governing the transfer of credit from Virginio 

commu.nity colleges to public senior institutions varies in accordance with the

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

for admission as o tronsfer shJdent on overoll grode paint overage of DC''. This is in 

conformity with the generally accepted guidelines published by the Joint Co mittee 

on Junior ond Senior Colleges.1 In nearly oil instances, a student who has completed

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

institutions assuming the student meets the grade-point admission re irement and space 

is available. In some instances, competition for a limited number of a oiloble spaces 

prevents the instihJtion from accepting ol l transfer students who apply. 

Four of the senior institutions stole in their policies that a st dent holding an 
. . 

cmociate degree in a university parallel program, and who mee s the minimum grade 

point overage requirements, will be granted junior status. These institutions ore Mary 

Washington College (liberal arts transfer programs only}, Norfolk Stole College, 

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

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

the American Association of Junior Colleges, and the American Association of Collegiate 
Registrars and Admissions Officers. 
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adciition, Old Dominion University declores, that a student holding on associate degree 

in a university 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 on equivalency basis and most al low for a student to transfer 

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

Supplementing institutional policies and practices ore 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 colleges 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 has developed a consortia-wide policy governing 

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

of the University of Virginia and The College of William and Mory, members of the 

Tidewoter Consortium recognize the A.A. or A.S. degree from on accredited Virginia 

community college or junior college as fulfilling the lower division generol institutionol 

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

make mention of many interinstitutional efforts and indicate a commitment to maximizing 

the transferability of credits. 

In July 1976, the Counci I evaluated th� plans and noted the progress being 

mode by the consortia. However, the Council recommended that each consortium rr..:ire 

specifically address certain issues, including articulation. 
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Dato show thot the rote of occeptonc.e of students who apply for transfer from 

the community colleges to public senior institutions is quite high. For Foll 1975, 

approximotely 82 percent of the transfer applicants were accepted by senior institutions. 

Rates of acceptance for sophomore and junior level transfer applicants is even higher, 

slightly in excess of o 90 percent acceptance rote. Tobie I provides data for Foll 1975 

community college applicants to public senior institutions, the number of applicants 

accepted, and the number of those accepted who enrolled in 1975. 

As the data in Tobie I indicate, the longer o student remains in o community 

college, the greater the likelihood of being accepted as a transfer student loo senior 

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

an 0$50Ciate degree transfer program is more likely to be accepted as a transfer student. 

Table 11 provides data for Foll 1975 on the number of students who apply for transfer 

holding on Associate degree and th�se who have not completed an Associate degree 

program. Students with an Associote degree were accepted at o rote over 90 percent 

ond those not holding the Associate degree were accepted at o rote of 79 percent. 

However, it should be noted that o large majority of community college students wishing 

to transfer do 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 institutions 

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 Deportment of Community Colleges' State Curriculum Guide should be revised in 

a manner which would identify which courses ore designed for college transfer purposes 
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oncl which are designed for terminal degree 'or limited purposes. If this were done, it 

is argued, the necessity of evaluoting each course taken by a transfer applicant from 

a community college student would be greatly reduced. Further, on annotation of the 

Deportment's Curriculum Guide would provide additional guidance to students in the 

community colleges who may be planning to transfer to a senior institution. The Joint 

legislative Audit and Review Commission's 1975 evoluation. of the community colleges 

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

Representatives of the Department of Community Colleges on the Task Force 

sh"ongly feel that 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 transfer, senior institutions would 

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

which institutions approach the question of evaluatin£" transfer credits. Several senior 

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

rransfer and on annotation such as that called for in the JLARC report would, it is 

ngued, inhibit this practice. 

A related matter of concern to the senior institutions ore the variations among 

:ommunity colleges within the system, Some senior institutions have found that in 

:ertoin curricula students from one community college do not perform os wel I as do 

heir counterparts from other community colleges. "Representatives from the Deportment 

,f Community Colleges on the Task Force have strongly urged senior colleges to provide 

hem with this information in order that corrective actions, if necessary, can be taken. 
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The flow of students from the community colleges to public ond private senior 

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

large numbers of students throughout the notion 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 end requires evaluation. 

IV. Summary

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

is further advanced than in other states. Articulation agreements o�en are initially 

interin·stitutionol documents based in port on the acceptance of two year degree programs 

toward completion of boccoloureote general education requirements: Four Virginia 

institutions -- Mory 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 

Associate degree in a college transfer program ond whose cumulative grade point 

average equals the minimum acceptable for admittance will be accepted with junior 

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

to students wishing to transfer, the general policy is to evaluate eoch course token 

to determine its transferability. 

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

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

been undertaken. These, in turn, ore supplemented by stote-�ide guidelines developed

by the State Council of Higher Education, 



Tobie 

Applications from Virginia Community Colleges to 
Virginia Senior State Institutions 

Foll 1975 

Number of 
Number of Applicants 
App licants Accepted 

Freshman Applications 918 507 (55.2%) 

Sophomore Applications 1,202 1,090 (90.6%) 

JuniOI" App Ii cations 1,684 1,518 (90.1%) 

Total 3,804 3,115 {81.8%) 

Accepted 
and 

Enrolled 

319 

822 

1, 189 

2,330 

Source of Doto: SCHEY Form B-8, Applications for Foll Undergraduate Admissions, Foll 1975. 



Tobie II 

Applications from Virginia Community Colleges to 

Virginia Senior State-Supported Institutions of Higher Education 

Foll 1975 

Applications Applications Accepted 

With A.A. With A.A. 
Institutions or A.S. Other or A.S. Other 

Christopher Newport 26 155 26 149 

Clinch Volley 13 25 13 25 

George Mason 117 444 117 431 

Longwood I 46 44 

Madison 33 243 32 192 

Mary Washington 8 47 8 39 

Norfolk State 15 89 12 53 

Old Dominion University 3 539 3 521 

Redford 161 349 160 277 

University of Virginia 153 51 84 23 

Virginia Commonwealth University NA
1 

303 NAJ 215 

Virginia Military Institute 5 2 

VPI & SU 350 508 350 253 

Virginia State 4 5S 4 44 

William and Mory 32 '19 20 17 

Al I Senior Colleges 916 1 2,888 8301 (91 %) 2,285 (79%) 

1 
Doto for Virginia Commonwealth University concerning applications with associate degree 
not available. 

Source of Doto: SCHEY Form B-8, Applications for Foll Undergraduate Admissions, Foll 1975. 
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Eleven public senior institutions in. Virginia currently hove transfer guides 

available to students and counselors which explain in detoil the institutions' policies 

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

guide also provides information on the course� which ore acceptable and their equivalent 

counterparts ot the senior institutions. One other senior institution is developing a 

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

guides constitute the basis for "articulation agreements" as specified in House Joint 

Resolution 17. 

lnterinstitutional efforts at articulation ore many and varied. The regional 

consortia hove been directed to poy particular attention to matters related to 

articulation and their efforts, although limited at present, con provide on additional 

impetus to improved articulation among community colleges and senior institutions of 

higher education. 

The data ovai I able to the Council indicate that students in good academic 

stonding ore having little difficulty in being accepted as transfer students in o 

senior public institution. On the other hand, there is general agreement that the 

acceptobi Ii ty of credit for transfer is not uni form throughout the stole. 

There exists general agreement among institutions of higher education in 

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

of students while maintoining the flexibility traditionally associated with institutions of 

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

V. Implementation's of House Joint Resolution N,-:i. 17

Articulation is both a metier of procedure and attitude. The current status 

of orticulotion in Virginia indicates that, procedurally, orticulotion between public 
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fostitutions has been improved upon dramati�al ly albeit on an informal basis. Much of 

the effort toward greater articulation has been interinstitutional. These interinstitutional 

efforts should be encouraged but o more systematic regional and state-wide effort needs 

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

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

higher education. 

Problems of attitude occur primori ly because of inadequate communication 

and understanding between community colleges and senior institutions. Efforts such 

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

and efforts conducted by the six regional consortia, and interinstitutionol joint efforts 

such as now being undertaken between George Mason University and Northern Virginia 

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

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

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

toke o more active role in developing articulation guidelines. 

The establishment of the Task Force to Study Articulation Agreements hos 

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

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

that existing mechanisms are adequate to address any problems related to articulation. 

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

examined. For example, although community college students are not experiencing 

any great difficulty in transferring to a.senior college in Virginia, it appears that the· 

tronsferobility of college transfer credih earned in a community college is not uniform 

throughout the state. 
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The Council of Higher Education cind public institutions of higher education 

in Virginia have available several mechanisms with which to monitor and facilitate 

articulation. Two of these in particular are the regional consortia and the Council's 

Admissions and Articulation Advisory Committee. Partially because of other priorities, 

this lotter group has not been active during the post two years. The Council will take 

immediate steps to reactivate this advisory committee and coordinate some of its activities 

with the regional consortia. 

House Joint Resolution No. 17 directs that articulation agreements between 

public community colleges and senior colleges and universities in Virginia be developed 

and that the necessary information on parallel courses be developed to assist private 

colleges and universities to develop similar agreements. It is the C9uncil's judgment 

that the transfer guides currently available form the basis of such articulation agreements. 

To fully implement the requirements of House Joint Resolution No. 17, the Council 

suggests thot the fol lowing actions be taken: 

The Task Force to Study Articulation Agreements should: 

1. Assist institutions to formalize the existing transfer guides and establish

them as articulation agreements. These should be mode avoiloble to community college 

students on a wide basis. The Task Force should also work with those senior institutions 

not having transfer guides ond assist them in developing articulation documents. This 

should be completed by June, 1977; 

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

to develop similar articulation agreeme.nts; 
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3. Examine the desirability of annotating the Community College Curri-

culum Guide and make recommendations to the Deportment of Community Colleges; 

4. Examine the feasibility of each senior institution developing on 

inexpensive brochure describing its transfer policy and procedures that con be mode 

reodily available to all community college students; and 

5. Recommend to the Council of Higher Education matters related to arti-

culation that require additional study. 

The Admissions and Articulation Advisory Committee should: 

1. Reevaluate the existing state-wide guidelines on articulation and 

recommend any changes that ore necessary; 

2. Collect data on the transfer of credit; 

3. Establish liaison with the regional consortia to facilitate regional 

articulation; and 

4. Conduct such studies os ore deemed necessary and make recommendations 

to the appropriate bodies. 

The Council of Higher Education believes that substantial progress hos 

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

of House Joint Resolution No. 17. The Council will continue to monitor articulation 

efforts through the mechanisms suggested in. this report and will work co!)perotively with 

the Department of Community Colleges, and public and private senior institutions of 

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

tion No. 17. 



APPENDIX I 

GUIDELINES FOR PROMOTING Al<TICULATION BETWEEN TWO-YEAR 

COLLEGES AND FOUR-YEAR COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES IN VIRGINIA 

Consistent with its responsibility to develop and maintain o coordinated system of higher 
education in Virginia,. the State Council of Higher Education at its April 3, 1967 meeting 
approved guidelines designed to promote the smooth transfer of students completing appro­
priate college transfer programs in two-year colleges to the four-year colleges and uni­
w_rsities in Virginia. The Articulation Advisory Committee hos conducted continuous 
follow-up since 1967 and the State Council has updated these guidelines at its December 
11, 1969 meeting and ogoin at its June 8, 1972 l'(leeting. The updated set of Guidelines 
follows: 

I. In order to ossist students in evaluating their general progress and the
opproprioteness of their educational objectives, four-year institutions
ond two-year colleges should work jointly and establish systematic
procedures to provide counselors and advisors with current and continuing
information about comparable courses, curriculum changes, requirements
for admission, student characteristics, student services, and performance
of transfers.

II. Two-year college students should be encouraged to choose as early as
possible the four-year institution and program into which they expect
to transfer in order to pion programs which may include all lower division
requirements of the four-year institution. Transfer students should be given
the option of satisfying graduation requirements which were in effect ot
four-year institutions at the time they enrolled os freshmen, subject to
conditions or qualifications which apply to native students.

Ill. Perfonnonce in the college transfer program offered by two-year colleges 
is the best single predictor of success in four-year institutions and, therefore, 
should count heovily 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 hove institutional approval from
the State Counci I of Higher Education should be evaluated on the some basis
as applicants from regionally accredited institutions.

VI. The evaluation of transfer courses by four-yeor institutions should serve to
infonn the Individual student ot the time of admission how for he hos advanced
toward his degree objective and what residence and subject requirements must
sti II be met.

VII. The satisfactory completion of on appropriate two-year ossodote degree transfer
program should normally o.ssure upper division standing ot the time of transfer
although this does not unconditionally guarantee transfer of all credits.



Appendix I 
Guidelines 
Page Two 

VIII. Two-year college students ore encouraged to complete their Associate in
Arts or Associate in Science Degree before transferring to o senior college
except in specialized curricula where it would be to the students' advantage
to transfer earlier.

IX. The Two-Year/Four-Year Articulation Advisory Committee composed of
representatives f'Tom public and private two-year and four-year institutions
should meet at least semi-annually to consider appropriate problems,
suggest needed studies, and recommend to the State Counci I of Higher
Education additional guidelines for effective articulation.

060872 



APPENDIX II 

In the Spring of 1976, each of the six regional consortia submitted plans 
for cooperative efforts to the Council of Higher Education. Four of the six 
consortia made specific mention of articulatkn. The following material on 
articulation and related matters is excerpted from those plans: 

Capital Consortium for Continuing Higher Education 

The Capital Consortium plan notes that each member institution has a policy 
regarding transferability of credits. Mention is made of agreements between 
several institutions concerning transferability of credit in certain fields. In 
addition to the Virginia Commonwealth University transfer guide for community 
college students, John Tyler Community College and Virginia State College have 
initiated steps to establish transfer agreements between the two institutions. 

The last of the six consortia to be es tab I ished, the Capitol Consortium has 
established on Academic Programs Committee which will work lo implement the 
Consortium's commitment to assuring greater transferability of credit. 

Virginia Tidewater Consortium.for Cont.inuing Higher Education 

The Tidewater Consortium's Articulation Committee developed a policy on 
the transfer of credits from community colleges which hos been accepted by each 
senior college member of the Consortium with the exception of the University of 
Virginia and The College of William and Mory. The policy states that each senior 
oollege member with the exceptions noted above, recognize the A.A. and A.S. 
degrees from accredited Virginia community colleges or junior colleges as fulfilling 
the lower-division general instruction requirements of meeting the requirements for 
junior standing. 

The Consortium views the adoption of policies leoding lo greater flexibility 
in credit transfer as one of its primary functions. 

Volley of Virginia Consortium for Continuing Higher Education 

In its charter statement, the Boord of Directors of the Volley Consortium 
pledged to work for complete transferability of credit among member institutions. 
Complete tronsferobil ity of programs among institutions hos been provided for. 



Appendix II 
Page 2 
continued 

Several interinstitutional arrangements have been approved including 
cnTangement between lord Fairfax Community College and University of Virginia, 
Madison, Virginia Commonwealth University, and the community colleges, 
and Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University and Blue Ridge Community 
College. 

Western Regional Consortium for Continuing Higher Education 

Graduate sh.Jdents may transfer up to one-half of the credits in their master's 
program among member institutions. A priority item for the Western Regional 
Consortium is the transfer of credit and articulation of programs between community 
cal leges and senior institutions. Some member institutions provide for tho ful I 
transfer of an associate degree from a community college carrying with it junior 
class ranking. 



Appendix Ill

STATUS OF STATEWIDE ARTICUIA TION AGREEMENTS 1 

Alabama 

While the leg islative act that created the state two-year college system did 
not include a section on course credit occeptonce, the universities and state col­
leges have developed tronsfer procedures. The University of Alabomo is taking 
leadership in involving all junior ond senior institutions, both public and private, 
in articulation discussions. 

Alaska 

Alaska's nine public community coll eges, which are a part of the University 
of Alaska system, are beginning to offer extensive noncredit courses and commun­
ity service opportunities. The university's executive vice president provides 
statewide coordinotion ond liaison. 

Arizona 
I 

The higher education coordinating council recently published the Higher Ed-
ucation Eq\J ivalency Guide, containing specific course and credit e(l\Jivalancies 
accepted by the three major state universities. This document has promoted credi­
bility and trust within the higher education system. Articulation problems are now 
confined largely to deportmental and major field areas rather than admission and 
general education. 

Arkansas 

The state deportment of higher education, in conjunction with all state-sup­
ported colleges and universities, is working on orticulation guidelines. The state 
university currently accepts transfer credits, including some vocotionol-technicol 
courses. 

California 

Articulation in California is coordinated by t_he state's "Articulation Confer­
ence 11, mode up of representatives of education, both pub I ic and private, and 
government. 

lfrederick C. Kintzer, Emerging Patterns of Statewide Articulation Transfer 
Agreements (Sonto Monico: California, 1976). 
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The University of Col ifomio continues to accept community college courses 
on an equivalent or similar basis. The state university and college system will 
accept the entire 40-unlt minimum of credit from any regionally accredited col­
lege when so certified by the president or his delegated representative. A trans­
fer credit review board with equal membership of the state university and colleges 
and the California community colleges hos been established to receive student 
comploints. 

Colorado 

A broad policy statement serves as the basis for interinstitutionol agreements. 
Vocational-technical credits are occasionally transferred in certain applied­
degree programs offered by senior institutions. 

Connecticut 

The university and state college systems both hove tronsfer agreements with 
the regional community colleges. The relationships between the two-year branches 
of the university and the state college system and between the state technical col­
leges and other postsecondary institutions, however, ore not os c leorly defined. 
In 1973, the board for state academic awards was created to pl�n and operate on 
external degree program. 

District of Columbia 

Although transfer agreements remain ad hoc arrangements between individual 
institutions, public institutions ore planning formal arrangements for two-year 
college transfers applying to district universities in considerable numbers from 
Maryland and Virginia. 

Delaware 

Recent developments include a cooperative career technology program be­
tween Delaware Technical and Community College and Salisbury State College; 
a bachelor of technology degree ot DelaNare State College; servicemen's oppor­
tunity college programs on the Kent Campus of the Technical and Community 
College; and a bachelor of science degree program in occupational teacher edu­
cation, involving o consortium of institutions. 

Florida 

Florido was the first state (1965) to reach a statewide ogreement that pro­

grams, rother than courses, would be uniformly transferred among the public 



Appendix II 

CONSORTIA FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION 

l. WESTERN REGIONAL CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION

Virginia Polytechnic Institute and �tote University (focal instih.rtion) 
Clinch Valley College 
Radford College 
University of Virginia - Roanoke Center 
Dabney S. Lancaster Community College 
Danville CommtJnity College 
Mountain Empire Community College 
New River Community College 
Patrick Henry Community College 
Southwest Virginia Community College 
Virginia Highlands Community College 
Virginia Western Community College 
Wytheville Community College 
Emory and Henry College 
Roanoke College 
Averett College 

2. VALLEY OF VIRGINIA CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION

Madison College (focal instih.rtion) 
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 

3. CENTRAL VIRGINIA CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION

University of Virginia (focal ·institution) 
Central Virginia Community College 
Longwood College 
Mary Washington College 
Piedmont Virginia Community College 
Rappahannock Community Co 11 ege 
Southside Virginia Community College 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University 



Appendix II 

CONSORTIA FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION {Continued) 

4. CAPITOL CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION

Virginia ·Commonweal th University ( focal institution) 
Virginia State College 
J. Sargeant Reynolds Community College
John Tyler Community College
Richard Bland College

5. VIRGINIA TIDEWATER CONSORTIUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION

Old Dominion University (focal institution) 
University of Virginia - Hompton Center 
Christopher Newport College 
Norfolk State College 
The College of Will iom and .V.Ory 
Eastern Shore Community College 
Paul D. Comp Community College 
Thomas Nelson Community College 
Tidewater Community College 
Eastern Virginia Medical School 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University 

6. CONSOtdlUM FOR CONTINUING HIGHER EDUCATION IN NORTHERN VIRGINIA

George Mason University (focal institution) 
Northern Virginia Community College, 
University of Virginia - Northern Center 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University 
Marymounl College of Virginia 
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state institutions. A stote coordinoting committee serves os on oppeols court 
to i;ettle problems filed by students or institutions under the system. A task 
Force is currently analyzing transfer arrangements between community college 
and universities. A stondard academic record form for transfer students hos 
been in use since September 1973. An articulation coordinating committee 
operotes in the state deportment of education. 

Georgia 

According to Georgia's transfer plan, transfer and native student groups 
are treated equally, all courses included in the"core curriculum" ore trans­
ferable, detoi Is of course and credit transfer ore consistent, proficiency ex­
aminations ore widely used and institutional autonomy is guaranteed in naming 
re<p.iirements and core courses. 

Hawaii 

As members of the University of Hawaii system, the seven community col­
leges ore treated as equal partners in the university's liberal arts p�rom. 
Guidelines on general education requirements ore being developed so that poro­
llel courses ore transferable among institutions. An "orticulotion ombudsman" 
attached to the president's office handles indiv!duol student problems. 

Idaho 

Articulotion and transfer in Idaho continue as on interinstitutional relation­
ship. The state boord of education has specified that up to half of the total credits 
re<p.iired for a baccalaureate degree may be earned in a community college. 

Illinois 

· The development of on articulation pion was recommended in the 1964 Moster
Pion for Higher Education and given legal authority by the 1965 Junior Col� 
Act. The stote community college board hos recently appointed on ad hoc com­ 
mittee of administrators, faculty, and students to draft a statewide general educa­
tion compact. Articulation coordinators ore active in both community colleges 
and universities, but authority relationships between the state boord and local 
convnunity college boards continue to be o problem. 

lndiono 

Although A Pattern for the Future, released in June 1973 by the commission 
for higher education, contains institutional mission statements, it does not 



:mention orticulotion. Decisions ore mode by individual institutions or groups of 
colleges ond universities. 

lowo 

The three state universities accept all degree courses offered by areo com­
munity colleges. Up to half of the total nuni>er of credits required for the bacca­
laureate con be transferred. 

Kansas 

Kansas implemented a transfer pion this year, giving junior standing to com­
munity junior college graduates, who may be obligated to complete lower-division 
courses to meet major or minor requirements. Vocotionol-technicol courses may 
be transferred only if they ore o( collegiate quality and the receiving institution 
offers on oppropri ate degree. 

Kentucky 

The university's two-year campuses ore now called ''commu�ity colleges" 
rather tnon "university centers" in on attempt to provide communitywide educational 
opportunities and enhance the individuality of the colleges. Community college 
courses not offered in the university ore evaluated for transfer in the traditional way. 

Louisiana 

While the six junior and community colleges send few transfer students to the 
universities, there is consiclerable transferring throughout the university sy:;tem. 
A 1974 senate resolution directed the board of regents to develop a uniform state­
wide credit transfer pol icy. At present virtually all credits ore accepted from 
recognized institutions, but not all will apply toward degree requirements. 

Moine 

The state university's board of trustees adopted o pol icy statement on articu­
lation ond transfer in 1974. All undergraduate credits obtained ot ony unit of 
the university ore transferable to any other unit if they ore accepted at the point 
of admissions. lntercampus memorunda for eoch coordinated transfer program ore 
being developed. 

-4-
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Morylond 

The MaT)'lond Council for Higher Education accepted the first statewide 
articulation and transfer policy for public institutions in 1972. The associate 
in arts degree serves as the equivalent of lower-division general education 
requirements, and community college transfer credits ore I imited generol ly to 
half the boccolaureote requirement. The final section of the document con­
tains ,on appeal system whereby student complaints go to a statewide committee 
on articulation. 

Massachusetts 

The Massachusetts Commonwealth Transfer Compact (1974) assures on appli­
cant holding on associate degree acceptance of the entire degree program. The 
compact, now endorsed by all pub I ic higher education institutions and some 
private colleges, is seen as a step toward a total agreement that will include 
policies on transferring individual courses and packages of courses prior to degree 
completion. 

Michigan 

The Articulation Agreement ond Guidelines, effective 1973-74, has been 
approved by foculties of 29 public and private senior institutions and 24 public 
community colleges. It provides transfer oppl icants with program security and 
planning flexib,lity, including flexibility in determining the time of transfer 
and a detailed student petition process. 

Minnesota 

The higher education coordinating commission hos endorsed a series of 
recommendations on credit transfer developed by a statewide transfer study 
committee, including acceptance of the associate degree os equivalent to a 
receiving institution's I iberal or general education requirements, The com­
mittee report favors voluntary cooperation over legislative edict. 

Mississippi 

Fourteen of the 16 public junior college districts have implemented o sys­
tem of identifying courses in all parallel curricula at the college level. 
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Missouri 

The state council on public higher eduction adopted o statement prepared 
by the state articulation coordinoting committee in which institutions retain 
autonomy for policy and decision making within the framework of a ratified 
agreement. Completion of on associate degree is basic to automatic transfer; 
vocational-technical course transfers ore still negotiated separately. 

Montana 

A committee on articulation appointed by the stole board of regents hos 
submitted guidelines covering the acceptance of community college credits 
and outhori:zing 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 inlti-otes research and development programs on the process of transfer as 
well as on problems and successes. 

Nevada 

A state university system articulation board established in 1974 reviews in­
dividual coses and student appeals. The community college and university artic­
ulation policy of the Nevada System Code contains transfer guidelines, with 
university equivalency for parallel courses as the transfer standard. 

New Hampshire 

Fifteen junior colleges and technical-vocational institutes offer associate 
degrees, including a branch of the University of New Hampshire. Institutions 
are autonomous in negotiating the transfer of courses. 

New Jersey 

A 1973 "full-faith-and-credit" transfer policy includes policies on both 
graduates ond nongroduotes of approved programs. Transfer student graduates 
are protected in basic upper division admission and general ed cc ion completion. 
Nongroduotes ore technically eligible for transfer. Graduates and nongroduates 
of "nontronsfer" programs ore entitled to enrollment in state colleges where appro­
priate programs ore offered , 
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New Mexico 

Since transfer opplicants are few, the state university offices of admission 
moke transfer decisions on on individual basis. College deans determine course 
eq.,ivalencies 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 
and credits. The City University of New Yark (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 on 11-caunty area 
and on external high school diploma. The Regents External Degree Program 
offers additional options for transfer of credit. In Morch 1975 the state edu­
cation department releosed tentative guide I ines on credit for knowledge gained 
from life experience. 

North Carolina 

A set of guidelines ori credit transfer hos been developed by a statewide 
committee on college tl"Oflsfer students. Community colleges can contract with 
senior institutions to offer courses beyond the core curriculum, and those offering 
programs without contractual agreements receive letters from the universities 
indicating credit transferability. 

North Dakota 

According to state board of education guide I ines, lower-division courses 
count for lower-division credit at the university and are transferable for this 
purpose, but a minimum of 60 semester hours must be eomed at the senior insti­
tution. 

Ohio 

The state board of regents recently adopted o- statement on transfer of credits 
from two7 to four-year institutions. Transfer students may enter specific general 
studies programs without substantial losses. The statement cai Is for conferences 
to developmutuallysotisfoctory curriculu111 design standards, course content, and 
instructional quality. 



Oklahoma 

Articulation guide I ines similar to the Florido pion ore now being implemented. 
Several two- ond four-year institutions have reached agreement on statements 
that recognize the associate degree as 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
tory school education, and military training or experience. 

The maximum nurrber of credits that can be transferred per quarter was re­
cently raised in Oregon. The university provides community colleges with o 

t

maser list of chief advisers for professional fields to encouroge close communica­
tion. Two stat� agencies ore responsible for reviewing statewide transfer policies. 

Pennsylvania 

Two pertinent documents were released by the deportment of higher education 
in 1973, one relating to associate degree groduotes entering state four-year in­
stitutions, and the other, An Articulation Model for Pennsylvania, directed to­
ward o statewide program of pub! ic higher educ;otion orticulotion. 

Rhode Island 

Rhode Island College and Rhode Island Junior College hove developed a 
transfer policy equating completion of the ossoc iote of orts degree with satisfying 
all requirements of the boccolourecte general studies pion except the general 
studies senior seminar. The agreement hes yet to be officially released by the 
board of regents. 

South Caroline 

South Carolina hos increased credit transfer from programs at the technical 
education centers to public four-year colleges end universities. Credit rcnsfer 
already is possible from other two-year colleges and regional campuses of the Uni­
versity of South Carolina. 

Soutli Dakota 

Although South Dakota does not hove public community colleges, four of the 
senior institutions in the state offer one- ond two-yeor college transfer programs. 

-8-
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Reep.Jests for transfer From the four independent junior colleges continue to be 
proee1'Sed individuol ly ot the university, 

Tenne1'See 

The state published o master plan for postsecondary education in 1973. A 
steeri� co i ee on community college ond university articulation hos been 
e:stml ished, end agreements have been worked out in two subject oreos thus for. 

Texo.s 

A 1974 policy supports the prerogative of senior institutions to innovate and 
experi i h curricula and teaching methods, os well os the right of community 
colleges to provide courses in addition to those listed in the three general groups 
of the core curriculum. 

Utah 

ile general education is opporently not o transfer problem, "major" re-
quire s continue to be o concern of the state board for higher education. 
Prd>lems also exist in the transfer of vocotional-tec:hnical credits from high 
schools to higher education institutions. 

Vermont 

While the university and stbte colleges ore not obliged to accept transfers 
from junior colleges, their policy is to admit q..ialified transfer opplicants. 

Virginia 

ComrrRJnity colleges and senior institutions establish agreement.� within state­
wide guidelines, with community college courses accepted on on equivolency basis. 
A uniform course numbering, title, and credit system in the community colleges 
assists in this process. Articulation was expedited by 1973 legislotion estobl ishing 
regional consortia, l egally charged to work out credit transferability. 

Washington 

Institutions generally accept academic credit from community colleges, ond 
some hove begun to accept a I imited nurrber of vocotionol-technicol credits 
toword general education electives. The lntercollege Re lotions Commission, the 

.. 
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guiding force in statewide articulation, hos not published guide I ines but hos de­
veloped on ombudsman system of individuol troubleshooters for each transfer ond 
receiving institution. 

West Virginia 

The board of regents hos released guidelines covering the full transferability 
of poro1 lel college courses. Agreements between individual institutions, including 
course eq.iivolency tables, ore in the process of development, 

Wisconsin 

Only 3 of the 16 vocational, technical, and adult education districts offer 
porollel college programs. The centers and the districts may generolly transfer 
half of the number of credits required for the baccalaureate, A well-developed 
pion for coordinating secondary and postsecondary curriculum is now operating. 

Wyoming 

Prompted by the Wyoming Admissions ond Records Association, the state 
university and the seven community colleges ore reploc ing informal agreements 
with written statements. A statewide transfer guide is currently under develop­
ment. 






