Policies and Updates
These policies are divided into two sections:  (1)  General Transfer Policies and (2) AGEC—Arizona General Education Curriculum—Policies.  When updates are approved by APASC, they will be shown as addenda to these sections.

General Transfer Policies 

Evaluation of Courses for Transfer 

The evaluation of courses submitted by one academic institution (the source institution) for transfer to another academic institution (the target institution) is to be conducted at the target institution by assessing the content of the course as evidenced by the course description, outline and performance objectives/competencies submitted by the source institution.

The modalities used to deliver the course by the source institution are not to be considered in the decision to accept or reject the course.

Supporting Information:


Policy Language Citation - APASC Meeting Materials, February 2005

Policy acceptance - APASC Meeting Notes, February 2005 

Criteria for Upper/Lower Division Courses


The assignment of courses to upper and lower-division is a difficult task.  APASC provides these guidelines to ATFs and college/university curriculum committees for their review of course level.


Lower-division courses generally focus on foundational theories, concepts, perspectives, principles, methods, and procedures of critical thinking in order to provide a broad basis for more advanced courses.  The primary intent of lower-division coursework is to equip students with the general education needed for advanced study, to expose students to the breadth of different fields of study, and to provide a foundation for specialized upper-division coursework in professional fields.  Such courses have one or more of the following four purposes:


a)    To acquaint students with the breadth of (inter) disciplinary fields in the arts, humanities, social sciences, and natural sciences, and to the historical and contemporary assumptions and practices of professional fields.


b)    To introduce essential skills of literacy (e.g., information gathering, reading, and writing), language, (e.g., oral communication and language and culture other than English), numeracy, and sciences to prepare for continuing work in any field of higher education.


c)    To develop specific occupational skills designed to lead directly to employment based on a two-year program of study.


d)    To lay the foundation for upper-division coursework and to begin development of analytical thinking and theoretical application.


Upper-division courses are specialized, in-depth, and advanced, and emphasize problem-solving, analytical thinking skills, and theoretical applications.  These courses often build on the foundation provided by the skills and knowledge of lower-division education.  Upper-division courses may require the student to synthesize topics from a variety of sources.  Upper-division courses may also require greater responsibility, or independence on the part of the student.  Upper-division courses require instructors with specialized knowledge and preparation.  Thus, many  intermediate and all advanced baccalaureate courses in a field of study are properly located in the upper-division.  In addition, disciplines that depend heavily on prerequisites or the body of knowledge of lower-division education may properly be comprised primarily of upper-division courses.  Such courses have one or more of the following three purposes:


a)    The in-depth study or application of theories and methods and the understanding of their scope and limitations.


b)    The refinement of essential skills associated with the baccalaureate.


c)    The development of specific intellectual and professional skills designed to lead to post-baccalaureate employment, graduate study, or professional school.


Supporting Information:


Ad Hoc Committee on Upper/Lower-Division Course Criteria


Approved by APASC, January 1998
Disability Support Services at ATF Meetings


If an individual requires Disability Support Services for a statewide meeting, the chair, host and articulation facilitator should be contacted two weeks prior to the meeting with information about the specific services needed. After the two week window, the host institution and the articulation facilitator will make their 'best effort' to provide the services needed. ATASS will fund any Disability Support Services that are needed at statewide transfer meetings. If the individual requiring services cancels within 72 hours of the meeting, the individual's institution must assume the costs of the services.


Supporting Information:


Approved by APASC on April 28, 2006
Transfer of AAS to BAS Programs

Students who complete an AAS (Associate of Applied Science) degree from a regionally accredited U.S. postsecondary educational institution are eligible to pursue a BAS (Bachelor of Applied Science) program at an Arizona public university offering the degree. Generally, a student who has completed an AAS degree will receive at least 60 credit hours applied toward the BAS degree. Students should explore the range of BAS concentrations/specializations available and the admission criteria at each university to identify programs compatible with their AAS degrees. The BAS is designed specifically for students who have completed AAS degrees. Students admitted to the university having completed other types of Associate degrees may be admitted to the BAS program at the discretion of the admitting institution, pending an evaluation of the degree curriculum in relation to BAS requirements. 

Supporting Information:


Approved by APASC October 16, 2001; revised and approved by APASC Nov. 16, 2007

Acceptance of CLEP to Satisfy Language Proficiency Requirement


LANGUAGES ARTICULATION TASK FORCE MOTIONS ADOPTED REGARDING CLEP, PRESENTED TO APASC AT ASU WEST ON OCTOBER 17, 2000:


BACKGROUND

At the APASC meeting on June 27 held at the MCCD District Office there was considerable concern voiced over the disparate cutoff scores and credits awarded in French, German and Spanish at the colleges and universities across the state.

ISSUES

Languages ATF Chair Melissa Fitch promised APASC that she would carry out research to determine the variance of scores and then attempt to bring language chairs together at the Arizona Language Association conference in Tucson to reach an informal agreement as to common scores and credits.

DISCUSSION

At the UA meeting held on September 22 and attended by numerous ATF members as well as chairs and language coordinators who normally do not attend the ATF meetings, all in attendance were able to discuss the various issues involved in articulating the CLEP scores across Arizona.

Among the issues raised:

· Barb Eickmeyer reminded all that the CLEP examination does not test all of the skill areas covered by the Outcome statements brochure developed by the ATF.

· David William Foster of ASU and Malcolm Compitello of UA felt it would be difficult to find resources to incorporate an oral or written essay component to establish the 202 proficiency due to the vast numbers of students served at each institution.

· Vernon Smith reported that the maximum number of credits recommended by the College Board is 12 units (although they refer to it as four semesters of college language courses) as opposed to the 16 currently offered in most institutions in Arizona. 

· Malcolm Compitello was concerned regarding the allotment of credit for an examination that involved no formal classroom time (as opposed to the AP).


However:

· Karen Schairer reported that in her research conducted at NAU she has not found any significant problems with students who CLEP the sixteen units and continue on to the next level of language instruction. Thus, although the exam does not cover all of the skills on the brochure, one can make the assumption based on her research that these students still have them, or there would be substantial problems. 

· Melissa Fitch echoed Schairer’s experience and reiterated that the CLEP examination is designed to give credit to students for what they already know, thus when the exam is used for this intended purpose the requirement of classroom time is unnecessary. She reported that at UA the majority of the students who take the CLEP examination are students who finished their secondary schooling in a Spanish speaking country. The second largest contingent of students taking the CLEP examination is those who took the AP coursework in high school but never took the AP examination. The students taking CLEP who fit into neither of these categories are very few.

· The group informally agreed to adopt NAU’s credit and cutoff scores in French, German and Spanish and to revisit this issue in one year, at which time the CLEP will be moving into a new computerized format. In the meantime the institutions other than NAU will be able to collect solid data on the students taking the exam and their subsequent coursework in languages. This information was presented at the L ATF on September 29 at ASU Main.

ACTIONS TAKEN (MOTIONS ADOPTED) ON SEPTEMBER 29 BY LATF

· Motion One:  The universities agree to standardize CLEP scores for French, German, and Spanish in accordance with the current scores listed by Northern Arizona University for up to 16 credits with the recommendation that an oral exam at the 202 level be additionally administered.  This agreement will stand from Fall 2001 to the end of Fall 2003 semester, at which time the LATF will reconsider the motion. (motion passed by unanimous approval)

Motion Two:  The Community Colleges agree to accept the CLEP scores and credits as agreed to by the Universities for the same time period with the understanding that the LATF reserves the right to modify the motion based on data collected by Fall 2002. (motion passed, 12 in favor, 1 opposed, ?? abstentions).

Motion Three:  By Fall 2002, testing centers will collect data on the impact / validity of new CLEP exam scores and credits on Arizona's post secondary education population and  report them to LATF so that the LATF can revisit scores and credits prior to end fall 2003 window. G. Tipton moved, K. Collentine 2nd, motion passed with one opposed.
Supporting Information:  Approved by APASC, October 17, 2000

Common Course Change Procedure for Community Colleges

When Arizona's public community colleges are considering changes to their programs which contain Common Courses, they must: 

1.  Consider transfer articulation, including equivalencies (CEG) and applicability (the common course matrices—CCMs);

2.  Consult the operational definitions and implementation procedures for Common Courses: http://aztransfer.com/commoncourseoperationaldefinitions.htm.

3.  When the discussions begin at the community colleges about changing common courses, the community college ATF members must inform their ATFs about the proposed changes so that the entire ATF membership is given the opportunity to provide meaningful input about the impact of the proposed changes.  The community college ATF members must provide a timetable of the proposed changes, including the effective date of implementation.

4.  If any issues arise about the proposed changes, the ATF should work these out.  If the ATF cannot come to a resolution of these issues, then the matter should be forwarded to APASC.

5.  When all issues are resolved, the community college APASC representatives will provide any additional information regarding special accommodations as a result of these changes.


Supporting Information:  Approved by APASC Nov. 16, 2007

Common Course Change Procedure for Universities 


When Arizona's public universities are considering changes to baccalaureate programs which contain Common Courses, they must:

1.  Consider transfer articulation, including equivalencies (CEG) and applicability (the common course matrices—CCMs);

2.  Consult the operational definitions and implementation procedures for Common Courses: http://aztransfer.com/commoncourseoperationaldefinitions.htm. 

3.  If the proposed changes include moving a Common Course from lower-division to upper-division, or from upper-division to lower-division;  consult the criteria for upper-lower division courses:  see above.

4.  When the discussions begin at the universities about changing common courses, the university ATF members must inform their ATFs about the proposed changes so that the entire ATF membership is given the opportunity to provide meaningful input about the impact of the proposed changes.  The university ATF members must provide a timetable of the proposed changes, including the effective date of implementation.

5.  If any issues arise about the proposed changes, the ATF should work these out.  If the ATF cannot come to a resolution of these issues, then the matter should be forwarded to APASC.

6.  When all issues are resolved, the university APASC representatives will provide any additional information regarding special accommodations for community college transfer as a result of these changes.


Supporting Information:  Approved by APASC September 7, 2007
Transferring University Credits Back to Community Colleges


Students who first enroll in a community college are encouraged to complete both an AGEC and an Associate's Degree prior to transferring to a university.  Recognizing that this is not always possible, the universities and community colleges agree in principle that students may transfer courses taken at a university back to the community college to complete requirements for both the AGEC and the Associate's Degree.  Policies which govern the number of credits that may be "transferred back" vary among the community colleges.  Students who believe they may be able to "transfer back" credits from a university to a community college to complete requirements for either an AGEC or an Associate's Degree should consult with an advisor at the community college.

Supporting Information:  Approved by the JCC March 21, 2007

AGEC Policies
Communication of Changes to General Education


Changes to general education proposed by Arizona's public institutions of higher education should:

1.  Consider transfer articulation, including equivalencies and general education applicability,

2.  Involve the GEATF early enough in the planning process to provide meaningful input into the development of the changes, being sensitive to implementation timelines, and

3.  Include a proposed implementation date. 


Supporting Information:


Policy Language Citation - APASC Meeting Notes, June 1999 

TATF commendation for resolution - TATF Meeting Notes, October 1999 

JLBC report including resolution - JLBC Report, 2000 

Acceptance of Assessments in the AGEC 

Policy Statement - GEATF:

"The application of Advanced Placement (AP), College-level Proficiency Examination (CLEP), and International Baccalaureate (IB) program credits to the Arizona General Education Curriculum is determined by the Arizona public community college certifying the AGEC.* 

*A grade of "Passing (P)" is not applicable to the Arizona General Education Curriculum (AGEC) except when awarded for Advanced Placement (AP), College-Level Proficiency Examination (CLEP), and International Baccalaureate (IB) credit." 

Policy Clarification - APASC:

"AP, CLEP and IB proposal – the GEATF proposal was modified to a recommendation that all community colleges update their catalogs to reflect that a "P" grade is equivalent to a "C" or higher grade." 

Additional Assessments:

There is a general policy, established by the Transfer Articulation Task Force (TATF) that "all credits [within an AGEC, Pathway, or Transfer Associate's Degree] are accepted and applied toward the university degree or degrees for which the AGEC articulates whether the credit was awarded for course completion, assessment of prior learning, or via some other nontraditional learning mode." However, no specific policy has been developed regarding the application of other assessments (i.e. DANTES) to the AGEC. The GEATF began to address the applicability of DANTES credit to the AGEC in April 2003, but no policy has yet been developed.

Supporting Information:
· GEATF Policy Language Citation - GEATF Meeting Notes, February 2000 
· APASC Clarification - APASC Meeting Notes, October 2000
· Additional GEATF discussion re: DANTES - GEATF Meeting Notes, April 2003
· General policy towards non-traditional credits - GEATF Meeting Notes, May 2000 
Acceptance of Nontraditional Credits in the AGEC 

There is a general policy, established by the Transfer Articulation Task Force (TATF) that "all credits [within an AGEC, Pathway, or Transfer Associate's Degree] are accepted and applied toward the university degree or degrees for which the AGEC articulates whether the credit was awarded for course completion, assessment of prior learning, or via some other nontraditional learning mode." 

However, because universities have different policies about direct acceptance of non-traditional credits, there is concern that students may not get a full 35 units of transfer credit if they complete the AGEC using some forms of non-traditional credit.

As a result, specific policy regarding non-traditional credits in the AGEC is under development.

Supporting Information:


Policy Language Citation - GEATF Meeting Notes, May 2000

GEATF Discussion - GEATF Meeting Notes, January 2004

Meeting Notes containing supplementary information


APASC, December 1998, APASC, April 1999, APASC, October 1999, 



APASC, February 2000, APASC, April 2000, APASC, June 2000,



APASC, February 2002, GEATF, November 1999, GEATF, May 2000,



GEATF, August 2000, GEATF, February 2001, GEATF, April 2003,



GEATF, January 2004
	

	Acceptance of Out-of-State Transfer Credits in the AGEC 

               It is recommended that, for use in the AGEC, courses from regionally accredited non-Arizona schools or the Arizona Universities should be evaluated using the individual community college's institutional guidelines for including a course in the AGEC or Associate's Degree.
              Note: text in red approved as addition to the policy by APASC, November 2004.

Supporting Information:  Policy Language Citation - APASC Meeting Notes, April 2003, GEATF  

            Discussion - GEATF Meeting Notes, April 2003
 

	Double-dipping of AGEC and Major Courses at the Community College 
           There is no statewide policy that prohibits double-dipping between the AGEC and the major at the community college. Allowability of double-dipping is therefore at the discretion of the community college. 

Arizona General Education Curriculum Transcript Requirements 
           Students who complete or plan to complete the Arizona General Education Curriculum (AGEC) will have the AGEC posted on their transcripts. Community colleges will make provisions to ensure that there is a process for the evaluation and review of completed coursework for inclusion in the AGEC.

           Institutions will be required to:

1. Indicate on the official transcript that a student has completed the requirements for the AGEC, and indicate whether it is the AGEC-A, AGEC-B, or AGEC-S. 

2. Indicate on the official transcript that a student has an AGEC-in-progress. This indication will be affixed to the transcript when the student is registered for the final semester of coursework necessary to complete the requirements for the AGEC. The college will indicate whether it is an AGEC-A, AGEC-B, or AGEC-S in progress. 

3. Once a student transcript has been marked AGEC-in-Progress, a final transcript of that semester should be sent to the university/college to confirm that the student has completed the AGEC. 

4. Courses that meet AGEC requirements will be maintained in a database. If possible, institutions will identify the courses used to satisfy the AGEC requirements on the transcript. 

Changes in Arts and Humanities and Social and Behavioral Sciences AGEC Requirements from Two Disciplines to Any Discipline 
            Within the Arts and Humanities and Social and Behavioral Sciences AGEC requirements..."it is recommended that students choose from more than one discipline." 

This replaced a statement indicating that the two disciplines were required within these components of the AGEC. 

Supporting Information:
· Policy Language Citation - GEATF Meeting Notes, May 1999 

· APASC Acceptance - APASC Meeting Notes, October 1999 
Minimum Credits in Residency for the AGEC

The residency requirement for the AGEC is set as a district prerogative.

Supporting Information:
· Policy Language Citation - GEATF Meeting Notes, August 2000 

· APASC Adoption of Policy - APASC Meeting Notes, February 2001
· Additional GEATF discussion - GEATF Meeting Notes, February 2000
· Additional GEATF discussion - GEATF Meeting Notes, May 2000
BACKGROUND

· At its February 10th, 2000 meeting the GEATF members discussed the current requirement that students are required to complete 15 credits in residence at the community college district certifying the AGEC. A student completing 12 credits at three different districts then would have difficulty in being certified. Thus, a proposal was offered as follows: "An AGEC can be certified by an Arizona community college as long as 15 of the credits have been completed in residence at any Arizona community college." 

· Alternatives to the status quo and the proposal above were proposed:

· Allow the community college which certifies the AGEC to specify the residency requirement 

· Require one-fourth of the number of credits required for the AGEC, or nine credits 

· Permit students to complete the AGEC with no residency requirement; thus, students from California, for example, could transfer in a complete AGEC.

· The discussion was continued at the GEATF May 16th, 2000 meeting. It was pointed out that permitting community college districts to set their own residency requirements would complicate the advisor role.

· Discussion was continued at the GEATF August 29th, 2000 meeting. It was argued that there is no need for a special residency requirement in the AGEC, that the residency requirement is met in the aggregate, that the AGEC requirement could be taken to be equivalent to the district residency requirement. 

· At its August 29, 2000 meeting, members of the GEATF passed the following motion:

"that the residency requirement for the AGEC be set as a district prerogative."

ISSUES

· The current requirement that 15 semester credits be completed in residence at the district certifying the AGEC causes difficulty for students who attend multiple districts. Permitting the individual district to set the requirement will facilitate completion of the AGEC by those students. Academic standards will be maintained by each district as every community college in Arizona requires a certain number of credits be completed in residence. In fact, the 15-credit requirement in the AGEC is not the same as some districts’ residency requirement, so permitting the district to specify its AGEC residency requirement could foster greater consistency.

DISCUSSION

· Discussion brought out five different alternatives over the course of three GEATF meetings, but the group finally agreed that the residency requirement for the AGEC ought to be set as a district prerogative.

ACTION

The GEATF recommends to APASC that the Residency Requirement for AGEC Proposal be accepted and disseminated to the Arizona public institutions of higher learning.

The GEATF recommends adoption of the following proposal:

· That the residency requirement for the AGEC be set as a district prerogative.

TIMELINE

· October 17, 2000 APASC accepts the Residency Requirement for AGEC Proposal and disseminates the proposal to Arizona public institutions of higher education for feedback.

· February 27, 2001 APASC revisits the Residency Requirement for AGEC Proposal based on institutional feedback and passes the proposal.

· March, 2001 APASC notifies Arizona public institutions of higher education of the implementation date.

· Fall, 2001 Implementation of the Residency Requirement for AGEC Proposal, retroactive to the institution’s implementation of the new transfer model.
Substitutions in the AGEC
            An addendum to the AGEC document addressing an AGEC substitution in compliance with the ADA:

· For those majors in which the completion of course work in mathematics has been determined through a deliberative process to be essential to the major, no substitutions will be granted. 

· For those majors in which the completion of course work in mathematics is not regarded as essential to the major, substitutions of course work will be permitted. Substituted courses will be regarded as equivalent to the original requirement and may be used in full completion of the AGEC. 

Those institutions which require a second/modern/foreign language for degrees in Arts, Sciences, or Business should develop a similar substitution policy.

Supporting Information:
· Policy Language Citation - GEATF Meeting Notes, May 2000 

· APASC Acceptance - APASC Meeting Notes, June 2000 

· Additional GEATF Discussion:  February 1999, May 1999, November 1999,

· February 2000, August 2000 

TIMELINE

· June 27, 2000 APASC accepts ADA Proposal and disseminates the proposal to Arizona public institutions of higher education for feedback. 

· October 17, 2000 APASC revisits the ADA Proposal based on institutional feedback. 

· October 17, 2000 APASC passes the proposal. 

· APASC notifies Arizona public institutions of higher education of the implementation date. 

· Fall, 2001 Implementation of ADA Proposals 

Transfer of Community College AGEC Courses into Another Community College AGEC 
               Arizona Community Colleges are obligated to accept other community colleges' AGEC courses. The only exception might be embedding; then it is up to the discretion of the receiving institution.

Supporting Information:
· Policy Language Citation - GEATF Meeting Notes, April 2003 

Transfer of University Courses & Transfer of NAU’s ENG 105 into the AGEC
             General Statement: 
It is recommended that, for use in the AGEC, courses from regionally accredited non-Arizona schools or the Arizona Universities should be evaluated using the individual community college's institutional guidelines for including a course in the AGEC.

              NAU's ENG105:
NAU's ENG105 will transfer into community college AGECs. Students must then complete ENG102 to complete the AGEC Composition Requirement. 

Supporting Information:

              General Policy Language Citation - APASC Meeting Notes, April 2003 

              Policy Regarding Transfer of NAU's ENG105 APASC Meeting Notes, October 2004
              GEATF Discussion - GEATF Meeting Notes, April 2003
 Acceptability of Transfer Courses into Community College AGECs
              Courses from regionally accredited higher education institutions other than the Arizona community colleges should be evaluated using the individual community college’s institutional guidelines for including a course in their AGECs.
             Supporting Information:  Approved by APASC, April 22, 2003
Use of Pass/Fail Grades in Community College AGECs
         A grade of 'passing (P)' is not applicable to the Arizona General Education Curriculum (AGEC) except when awarded for Advanced Placement (AP), College-Level Proficiency Exam (CLEP), or International Baccalaureate (IB) credit.  Effective Fall 2004.

              Supporting Information:   Revised by GEATF;  revision approved by APASC, February 18, 2004
Acceptance of Quarter Hour Credits into the AGEC

Proposed by the General Education Articulation Task Force, November 30, 1999
Accepted by the Academic Program Articulation Steering Committee, June 27, 2000.
The following guidelines are for the purpose of applying course work transferred from institutions using quarter-hours to the Arizona General Education Curriculum (AGEC) and all transfer degrees in the transfer model.

1. "A minimum of 15 semester credits of course work must be completed within the community college district of the college certifying completion of the AGEC" (Overview of the Arizona General Education Curriculum, 12-12-97).

2.  1.00 quarter hour = 0.67 semester hours.

3. Quarter-hour courses applied to the AGEC must be equivalent to a course in the granting institution’s AGEC list as determined by the articulation process at the community college. 

4. Quarter-hour courses may be applied in each AGEC category using the following formulae: 

  

a. No fewer than four quarter-hours of coursework are required to fulfill a 3 semester AGEC categorical requirement (4 quarter-hours for 2.68 semester credits).

b. No fewer than five quarter-hours of coursework are required to fulfill a 4 semester-hour AGEC categorical requirement (5 quarter-hours for 3.35 semester credits). 

c. No fewer than eight quarter-hours of coursework are required to fulfill a 6 semester-hour AGEC categorical requirement (8 quarter-hours for 5.36 semester credits).

d. No fewer than twelve quarter-hours of coursework are required to fulfill a 9 semester-hour AGEC categorical requirement (12 quarter-hours for 8.04 semester credits).

5. The minimum credit hours for the AGEC (35 semester hours) must be met for the granting institution to certify an AGEC. A deficiency in an AGEC category due to quarter-hour application must be recovered by additional credits within the same or another AGEC categorical requirement. 

TIMELINE/PROCESS FOR QUARTER-HOUR PROPOSAL 

February 17, 2000 APASC receives the Quarter-Hour Proposal (11-30-99)

APASC requests feedback from Arizona post-secondary institutions.

June, 2000 APASC acts on feedback from Arizona post-secondary institutions

Fall, 2000 Implementation of Quarter-Hour Proposal, retroactive to the institution's implementation of the transfer model. 

 



	


