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ABSTRACT

Institutions were asked to send data on the total
nuaber of graduates from degree progranms in Technical Education
Centers who applied to their institutions, and the total nuxber who
were accepted. Results indicated that: (1) No applicant who coapleted
an AAS degree program was denied admission to a public 4-year
institution and that applicants who had not completed their degree
programs were generally admitted if their academic records reflected
some minimum gquality of academic achievement., (2) Out of 17 cases of
students who transferred from nondegree programs in Technical
Education Centers, 11 students received some credit for diploga work
completed in Technical Education Centers. (3) Ope hundred and eleven
students transferred from AAS degree programs at Technical Educatiorn
Centers to 4-year public institutions in the fall term of 1972. of
these 111, 59 had received their associate degrees, 51 had not
coppleted their associate degree programs, and one student'!s status
wvas unknown. The conclusion suggests the need for a reexamination,
based on the above facts, of present transfer policies in terams of
sound educational criteria, thus leadinjy to greater statewide
consistency in this area. (Author/MJH)
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Until recently, the receipt of an AAS deprce from a Technical Fducatlion
Center in South Carelina has sipnaled the end of fmma cducation for all but a hand-
ful of TEC students. Those students who wished to pursuce their higher education
further had (o trapsfer (o out-of-state institutions to receive any significant
credit for their two years of cducation, TEC stutents who decided to remain
in state were generally vequired to recommence their sludies as college freshmen,
Academicians ond administrators in many of South Carolina's colleges and
universities huld to pohuo" which prevented the transfer of any credits from

ED 093215

technical cducation centers, although credil for similar courses was accepled
from Lwo-‘,’r;‘.r junior colleges and regional campuses of the universities.,

Dy February of 197}, eight technical education centers had been fully
accredited as "Special Purpose Institutions' by the Gommission on Collepges of the
Southern Association of Celleges and Schools. In order to receive this aceredit-
ation, these conters had to demonstrate that general education courses were
taught by gqualificd faculty at a collegiate level., Nevertheless, in March of the
same year the Commission on Higher Education became aware thut there was a
concensus arnong the repistrars and deans of the public colleges that no credits
should be accepted for transfer from the Technical IEducation Centers because
they were accredited as "Special Purpose Institutions” -

In April, after a meetling of the deans and registrars of the public colieges
ane universitics, Dr. James A, Morris, Comumnissioner of Higher Kducation,
appointed a special committee with representatives selected by the public college
deans and registrars, a representative of the Cominittee for Technical Kducatlion,
and a representative of the Conanission on Higher Education, ' Soon thercafter,
it was agreed that A member should be appointed {o represcent the private seclor
of hipher cducation and an appointment was made. During the spring and summer
the conmmiitee wrote (o many other states and to the Southern Associaticn of
Colleges and Schools, and mel with faculty members in sclected disciplines from
scveral representative institulions.,

1. . . . .
I'he awthor was chaiviren of the comuniltee desceribed in the paper. Other
micmibers of the cotmmnmitice were Dr. Francis W. Bonner, Provost, Fumnan
Ueiversity; Dr. Rolltin K. Godirey, then Registrar and now Director 2f Graduate

5{S5 2.

Studies, Collepe of Fducation, the University of South Carolinay D7 Victor Hurst,
Vice President and Deoan, Clemson University; and Dr, Jack §. Muallins, then

N

oxecutive Director, South Carolina Higher Lducalion Facilities Cormmission,
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By Gotobor, the committee w e vendy to release s reportmaking

te, Most
imporiant, the report (which iz printed bhelow) contained @ specific written
agreement wherein Clemeson University agreed to accept diveef transfer eredit
for cevtnin comparabie THC and Clemsen courses, v, Victoy Hurs( of Clemsen
and the Clemson facully deserve special recopgnition for theiv work in developing

speciiic reconmumendations concerning tranafer policies for TINC credi

and commitiing thanselves to this example whereby words became action.

Report of the Conunitine on Treansfer of Credit From Technical Tiducation Centevs

The Conmnittee on Transfer of Credit {rom Technical Jducation Centers
has spent considerable time and enerpy stadying the various problems related
to the fransfer of Associale in Applicd Science degrece cvedits from regionally
accredited technical education cenfers to four-year colleges and universities
in South Carolina, The Committee has now unanimously arrvived at a policy
which it wishes to recommend to the South Cavolina Cormmission on Higher
Joducation,  This policy is based on the premise that four-year institutions
acknowledpe the sivnificance of accreditation of technical education centers by
the Cominission on Colleges of the Seuthern Association of Collepges and Schools,

and that they will maintain a positive atlitude toward acceptling credits from such
institutions,

Specifically, we urge all institutions of higher cducation to accept associate
dcpree credils from aceredited technieal education centers for appropriale courses
when sach courses arce passcd with grades acceptable for transfer credit, We
further urge that four-year institutions take steps 1o increase articulation with
technical education centers regarding the contents of courses to be offered for
transfer. We emphasize that the question of "eguivalency” should center around
the value of the content of a course to a general area of knowledge rather than to
the stricl similarity of such course conlent o that of another course,

In order to rcach the above recommendation, the Commitlee studicd four
diverse subjecl areas: accountling, chemistry, ¥nglish, and mathematics,
Faculty members from Clemson University, Furman University, the University
of South Carolina, and several technical education conlers were inviled 1o evaluate
the curricula and determine potential transferabilily of basic courses. An example
of how this transfer may be accomplished in the four areas studied is provided
by Clemson University, which has indicated acceptance of certain courses as {follows:

PG Conrsel(s) _Comparable Clemsoen Course(s)
Accounting 111,121,131 Accountmg 201, , 202

Chernistry 110,120,130 Chemistry 101

English 112 English 10}

Fnglish 105,106,107 Iinglish 101,102

(It is possible that a combination of speech courses offered by tec}mxcdl cducaimn

~centers may receive creditl for a basic speech course at Clemson)

Basic Mathematics sequences Appropriate Algehra and 'i‘ngonomc(ry courscs
L e at pre-caloalus leve !,

EmC‘ -




. - Pagpce Three

() L
»

White there were differences H0 opinton amony the universities con-
coerning the comparability and trans{o rability of specific conrser, renresenfia-
tives of oll three institations found soine courses which appeared acceptable
for transfer credit. The Commitlee wishes to veiterate that the four subject
matter ioreas which (U studied were meant to be representative only; it is
believed that comparable courses will be found in other arcas, 1t is alse sugpested
that elective credit may be assigned where no equivadent eradit can be found
for THEC courses which are determined to be of value at the ceollepe level, The
Commitice acinowledpes that it is always the right of baccalaurcate institutions
to determine the transferability of credits based on their own requirements, bul
feols that South Carolina collepes and vniversities should examine their current
policies as they may be affected by these recommendations.

T
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By Jaruary of 1972, once more technical education center had been aceredited,
the Southern Agssociation of Colleges and Schools had climinated the "special
purpose' classification from acceredited collegiate institutions, and the Commission
on Migher Fducation had approved the commiltee report and requested that the
Comunission staff work lowards oblaining institutional implementation of the
recommendations, At ameeceting in March, the academic deans of the public
colleges unanimously agreed (o work towards implementation at their institulions.
However, the Comminsion members again asked at their next meeting whether
all of the public colleges and universities were actually accepting transfer credit
from technical education centers, and the staff felt that there was a »eal neced Lo
ascertain the extent to which the new recommendations were being accepted,

Thus, on April 11, 1972 a letter was sent to the presidents of the four-

year colleges and universities requesting information for a follow-up study on
the transferability of Tecanical Nducation Center credits. A copy of this letler
is altached. ’

All of the collepes and universities were most cooperative in submitting
the requested information and in answering any questions that arose. The
information was examined and where possible tabulated. The study is, of course,
lHmited since it does not include (ransfers to private colleges or out-of-state
ingtitutions; it does not include TEC students in non~-degree programs; and it
is based on a small student sample from a single semester, the fall seinester
of 1972. Recognizing these limitations, and the fact that cach institution has a
legitimate right to determine its own criteria for transfer of credits, we never-
the less make the following observations.

1. The institutions were asked to send us data on the total number

of grarduales from degree programs in Technical ldducation Centers who

applicd fo their institutions, and the tetal number who were accepted.  Al-

though the responses on this item were incomplete, it would appear that

no applicant who completed an AAS degree program at a Technical Iducation

Center was denied admission to a public four-year institulion, "and 4hat applicants
~who had not completed their degree programs were generally admitted if their
“academic records reflected some minimum quality of academic achievement
required for transfer applicants from any institution, Al lcast one institution,
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Vinthrop Colleye, nceepted every sindont who Jad provionsly been enrolled

o Bechiical Irhoetion Genter, whether or not the stadont had been enroiled
ina degree propram.  In short, it appears that studonts whao have done setisfactory
work in AAS depree proprams at Technical Bducation Genter

s have nad no
difficully gainiag adraission to four-year public institution

R

2o Informidtion was not requesicd for students who transforred
from non-depree prograimes in Technical Fducation Cenilers, However,
several institutions volunteered information on such students. Out of 17
such cases reported, )1 3tudents received some credil for dipioma work
completed in Vechnical FKducation Centers. Many of these had been en-
rolled in non-degree secretarial programns,

3. One hundred and cleven students transferved from A, A, S,
degree progroms at Techuical Education Cenlers Lo four-year public in-
stitutions in the fall term of 1972, Of thesc 111, 59 had received their
associate degroes, “ 61 had not commpleted their associate degree programs,
and one student's status was unknown. The raw data from which Tables I
and IT arce derived support the conclusion that TINC students transferring
from TEC to four-ycar instituticns tend to remain in the same arca of lhe
state. lor example, the data in the tables show that 20 students {rans-
ferred from Berkeley-Charleston-Dorchester TFC and a towal of 17 {rans-
ferred into The Citadel, the College of Charleston, and the Medical Uni-
versily of South Carolina. HFight students transferred from Orangchurg-
Calhoun TEC and seven students transferrdéd into South Carolina State
College; 23 students transferred from Florence~-Darlington TEC, and 24
students transferred to 'rancis Marion College; 17 students transferred
from York TEC and 17 students transferred to Winthrop; 1 student trans-
ferred from Tri-County TEC and 3 students transferred to Clemson; 27
students transferred from Midlands TEC and 35 students transferred to

the main campus of the University of South Carolina.

Technical liducation Centers in communitics which also possessed
branches of cither university had very few transfer sludents. These in-
stitutions include: Greenville, Horry-Georgetown, Sparlanburg, and
Sumter. Midlands TicC is not included in this category since the Univer -
sily's Midlands Branch offers primarily occupational programs,

Chesterficld-Marlboro TEC, which had no fransfer students last
ycar, awarded only 29 degrees and is not proximate to any public four-year
institution.  Furthermore, the University of South Carnlina has made

freshman courses from the University available at Chesterfield -Marii o »

0
TEC,

- e e e 8

e 2 » 189 A‘»somatc (lcgrecs-\.&'ke re awarded by T12Cs hetween Jiﬂy ]‘; 197 i
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Piedaroat TG had oaly oo fodents transfor from associate deeree
progyrmang to pablic fneGtadions. Ho vever, Lander Cotlepge in Greoanwouod
has specificaily develepod transfer nrog ~ms and policies which encourngpe
students to transfor from THEC (o thot incntation. We have now asked for
information {rom bander Collepe in order to determine the success of their-
cfforts.

40 For veasons which will become apparent in our discussion of
Table V, Tables HE and TV are only veetul in those cases where the sample
is of significont cnough size to eliminate institutional siases which might
otherwise show up as prograrm bias For exionple, the sample of three
students transferving {rom agric ultmai fechnologies in Table 1V is ex-
tremely simall, and their experience cannot be considcrcd representative
of what would have hapnened had the sample been larger and distributed
more cqually. Twao of the three students transferred to the same school
whicl awarded no transfer credit to the majority of the students it accepted.

The sample in business administration is large enough to have some

significance, and we find a 30 hour diffcrential between the average TEC

scimeste) hours completed and the average semester hours accepled by
four-yecar instituticns, Similarly, there is a 23 hour differential between
the average THC semester hours completed and the average semester hours
acceptled in the fields of education and liberal arts and sciences. The level
of acceptance in thesce fields by the four-year institutions is interesting
considering that Technical Iducation Centers do not cuvrently have programs
in liberal arts and sciences and in education, and less than half of the students
transferring into business administration were prepared in business tech-
nologies at Technical Education Centers. These data indicate (hat Technical
Education Ceulers shouit be able to use a significant number of courses which
are currently in place as they develop their transfer curricula in business
adivinistration and liberal arts and sciences.

On the other hand, engineering appears by far to be the most diffi-
cult ficld in which to oblain transfer credit., Of the 14 students transferring
into eagineering, all but two had been in engineering technology programs
in TIC, and these two were drafting and desipgn majors.  Ten of the fourleen
had completed their associate degrees, and the group as a whole averaged
the equivalent of 72 semcester hours - well above the average number com-
pleted by students in other fields and above the number of semester hours
usvally complceted in two years {ca. 60), Despite this, only one student
received more than 7 hours transfer credit, and the averayve number of hou s
accepled was four, None of the seven students transferring into engincering
at the University of South Carolina received any transfer credit at all.

Thus, the data suggest that Technical Education Centers should examine
the facts extremely car(-fully before establishing transfer prograrns in
cngincering, since it appears that very few of the courses presenfly in
place at the centers are 1cccptable for. transfer in tins field, It would
also appcax that engincering departments may be conscrvative in their
interpretation of tmnafcrv ble courses. TFor example, f.ho University of

fqouth Gavolina lnx, ]b hour;; 01’ hummnh(. or oudlysun,ncc 1oq\m‘c,d m f
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the engineering cureiculung, including freshroon Enplish; and six hours
of Mrvee electives', bul no credit was piven to any student transferving

into engincering,  While THC Inginecring Technology curriculuims probably
do contain fcw hours transferrable o enpincering programs, it would scem
that at Teasi a foew hours might transfer satisfactorily,

Students entering bachelor's degree programs in Pngincering Tech-
nology fared hetter, Those fransferring to South Carolina State Collepe
appeare? to have reccived full eredit for all work completed at T1C (62
average THC semegter hours completed and 62 average semester hours
accepted). 7 Those entering Prancis Marion's cooperative program did
not fare as well, ztvnl‘zlglng' an acceptance of only 14 hours for an average
of 58 semcester hours completed,

Once other general observation can be inade about the field of en-
gincering and cngineering technologies. The data of Table IV shows that
(1, or over half, of the students transferring from degree programs in
Technical Education Centers transferred from drafting or engineering
technologies. Tnspection of Table III indicates that a tolal of only 27 stu-
dents transferred into four-year enginacring or enpineering {echnolopy
programs. Thus it would appear that many engincering technology students
decide to leave the engincering field when they pursue four-year degrees.

Feanination of Table 11 also shows that students entering the
Bachelor of General Studies program at the University of South Carolina
are losing less than one semester's work in transfer, making this tlre
program with the best averige transferrability. Although much of this
ie cxplainable, we thus have within the main campus of one university
examples of both the greatest and the least transferrability, Five students,
all with their associate degrees, averaging 73 semesfar hours from TLEC
centers received no credit when they transferred into engineering,

Fight studenis, averaging 58 semester hours in Technical Education
Cenlers, received an average of 47 heurs when they transferred into a
Bachelor of General Studies program. At U.S.C., between these two
extremes, six students with an average of 40 semester hours at Tech-
nical Bducation Centers, received 18 hours in {fransfer to business ad-
ministration; and 10 students with an average of 44 semester hours at
Technical Education Centers received an average of 21 hours of trans-
fer to arts and sciences or cducation,

3"1110 South Car Olnn State program propoacd and approved by the

‘Commission last year is a Mwo- on- -two!! prog,ram whxch °pu(‘lf1cally promlses
'.thw }\md of tr nnsfm rahxhty :

e
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Too Table Vonoaves te it ste tha ! ust as there s GEparent
Metisicbene y wilh s co e fnsfitation s, here is alvo ihconsistency betweaen
inelhitotions, Apais, ignorving coses whore the satiples are extromely
siall, FPrancis Mosion acceptad 29 students with an average of 51 se-
mester howrs cormmpleted af Technical Mducation Centers, bul accepted
an average of only 7 semester hours in transfer, In fret, IMrancis Marion
was consistently conservative when it came o transferring creditl into
any progrom other than their cooperative bachelor's deyree in technology,
For example, six students who transfeveed from secre'arial science pro-
prams Lo Praneis Mavion averaged 20 sevester hours from TEC., None
of those studeuis wan givaen any credit at IFrancis Mavion. IHowever, six
stuends averagiug 29 semester hours transferred o the University of
South Carolina and yeceiverd an average of 21 hours of transfer credit,

The three students of these six who recceived the greatest amount of trans-
fer credit (54, 34, 3% semester hours respectively) were all enteving
business administration or cducation: none of them were enlering the
Bachelor of General Studies program, IPrancis Marion accepled no credit
for anyone cotering their liberal arts program, and accepled credit for
enly one student entering the business propgram. Iiven in this case, the

one student was given 18 hours in transfer afler having completed the
equivalent of 80 semwester hours and having received his associate degree
fromm a Technical Education Center in business administration. In contrast
to Francis Marion, Winthrop College acceptled 17 students with an average
of 56 semester hours completed in Technical Jaducation. Centers, and trans-
ferred inan averapge of 45 semestor hours. A student who had completed
the cquivalent of only 60 semester hours in business transferred Lo Winthrop's
business program and received 56 2/3 hours transfer credit,

The main campus of the University, with a sample of 34 students
having completed an average of 53 semester hours at Technical Education
Centers, accepted an average of 24 semester hours, fairly close to the
weighted averages for the 102 sludents that made up the uscable sample.
From the limi'ed data, howevery it appears that the Universily's regional

carnpusces arc less kind to transfer students from Technical Education Centers,

Some of the apparent inconsistencics may well be explainable.
One might speculate, for example, that in 2 ycar in whicn it is sceking
acereditation Francis Marion might tend to be less flexible than the other
institutions in order to demonstrate that it is mainlaining "strict standard.".

In any case, it should be remembered that the amount of {ransfer
credit pranted to any transfer student, whether he
Pducation Centey or another four-year universitly,
the institution to which the student transfers. This report brought to the
altention of our public four-year coileges and universitics those faels which
may lead them 1o reexamine their present-iransfer pelicies in terms of sound-
cducational eriterin. Iopefully, such examination will lead to greater
slatewide consistency in this arca, ER e T

has attended a Technical
is the perogative of
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Dorsthie vnean that wo should copeet a greaf mnnber of pur TEC depree
holdavs to transfe s divectly on o the junior year of cotlepe?  On the contrary,
such o wmovement is hoth tmproebable ard buproper if TEHC is traly fulfilling her
role. Most bolders of AAY degirees will procecd rvight into the work force. A
fev students who used Lo Lrave the state will remain in South Carolina to continue
ticir higher education, The most significant result of our increased flexibility
probably fies in the ability of the TEC graduate whe has Leen working in industry
and who aspires to a managzerial position to reenter a collepe on o par{-time or
full-tivae basis and acquire the skills and/or the degree needed to continue up the
ladder without starvting fromm "scerateh”. lu its recent publication Liess Time,
Move Optionis, the Carnegie Comimission on Higher Fducation has poinfed oul that
cducation must become less regid. Students often do beticer academically if they
"stop oul fer work or scrvice experience! and return to formal education when
they ave ready. We arve pleascd that TFC students in South Caroelina will now
bLe able to do this.

Alan S, Krech

Planning Officer

South Carolina Commission on Iighet
Lducation




TALY L
Noonber of 'TREC PDepree Sudents Avcepted Iy
Foch Fonr-year Dublic Institulion
all, 197

o epred Status of TRC Trensfer Student -
Asnoctaice Degree A socialc IJ( wee Pr YOpran: © Inslitution:
hugfitution s Reecived ~-._,4-,4--J§’ wt Compteted | Unknova | Total
The Citadel 3 3 G .
Clemeson U, e 1 3
College of Chayleston 3 4 1 8
I'rancis Marion 14 10 214
M,U.S.C. 3 3
5. C. State ¢ 1 - 7
U.5.C, (Main) 21 14 35
U. 8. C. (Regienal) 2>,23 (1>20 8>43
Winthrop __8 . 9 L By
Totals : 59 51 1 11
TABLI 11
Number of TEC Degree Students Transferring
To I"our-Year P’ublic Institutions
¥rom KEach Technical Education Center
Fall, 1972 g
__Depree Status of TIC Transfer Student | .
Associale Degree  Associatle Degree Program Instituliona’
IEC Center ) Recceived Not Completed Unknown_ Total
Berkeley-Charleston
Dorchester 11 8 1 20
Chesterfield-Marlboro 0 0 0
Florence~Darlington 15 8 | 23
Greenville 1 21/2 31/2
Horry-Georgetown 0 0 0
Midlands 13 11 27
Orangeburg-~Calhoun 5 3 B
Piedinont 0 2 2
Spavtanburyg ) 3 4
Suimnter 1 3 4
Cri-County SOULTEE | 1721 - Li/2 o
York RS B 6 i 17
“Unknown - N S 1 S 1
Potals ERE

(e i
o
A
poars

: Onc s,ludcnt alu-ndrrl two ’{’u..hmcal L(]U(‘dllO}“ Ccntcx
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TARL )1 5
Avm‘u}',(! Hounrs A ceepted by Ajl Public vour. Yooy lnstilu!io:l:,: )
Ly Iy e o Bacheloyrg Depree Propram

Fail, 1972

Numbery A\'crag:c TRC Sem, Average Seruester
W Btudents Py shm dransferred ro s 2 Conmleted Wi Aceeptod
) Apriculture 48 14
21 Business Achr-inis[ratio;‘. H1 21
2 Computer Science 12 | 10 1/2
7 . Lducution 15 . 21
11~ Lngincering 72 4
13 PJng;incm’ing ']'f:c}mulogy . 66 25
5 General Studies - nosy 58 17
i Genoral Studies - AL D, in Mursing 32 20
1 General Studies « A, in Retuil Mo, 78 42
1 General Studies - ALDL in Secretarial 8 0
) Home Yeonomics 26 26
Z - Inhalation Therapy 41 1/2 Q.H,4 250, 11,1
I Journalism 18 11
22 Liberal Arts and Scienceg 652 29
i Technical Cperations 71 45
1 Undecided 72 0
) .

'Collpcg‘;c of Charleston data not included, since their Yesponse did not indicate
what academie Program cach student ¢ntered, v

3 -
TEC awards credit in quarier hours, Guarter hours are converted to semestor

hours on the basis of » 3/2 ratio,

4Qua rter hours,

5Three students not included since they attended TEC before credit Lours were
recorded on transcripts, .




PTABLLTV
Average Nours Accepted by All Public Your-Year Institutions -
By Type of Urevious Associate Degree Work al THC
Fall, 1972

Number Averane TEC Sem. Average Ser.,
of Students - Progvam Transferred Feom Qlre.? Completed | Hrs. Accepte
3 Agricultural Technologics 64 5 '
14 Business Technologies bh 30
5 Diata Processing Technologices 45 16
546 Drafting and Engincering Technologies ¢ 24
8 Health Technologies 58 35
14 Secretarial Techuologics 33 13
"Lxcludes five students who attended Berkeley-Charleston-Dorchester TEC '
prior to assipgmment of credit hours on transcript and two students who were admitted
to College of Charleston as special students and didn't have theiy transcripts
evaluated,
i
1
i
:
{
3
;
. .
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TANBLIV
Averapge JToars Acoepted by Each PPublic ]“mn' Y ear Inatitution
Comparcd to Average Houres Completed in TEC Degree Programs
Dy the Same Students

Number Aver rage TIC Senm, Averape Semester

Institniion ~of Students Meurs” Gopsleted, Hours Accepted
The Citadel _ ?.{ 56 . 177
Clemson U, 3 : 53 19
Coliege of Charlestion . 58 69 : 14
Francis Marion 24 54 f

M, U,s.C, 29 42 17

S.C. State 7 67 : 45

U.S. C, (Main) 34 53 24
U.S.C. (Regional) 8, 42 9]
Winthrop 17 56 45

Totals 102 5410 2210

“pveludes five students who attended Berkeley-Charleston. Dor chc..Lcl 1126
prior to assignment of credit hours on transcripts,

8 , ‘ :

Excludes two students envolled as special students whose {ranscripts were not
evaluated and one student whose transcript was not available,

9} xcludes one student who attended Berkeley-Charleston-Dorchester TEC prior
to assignment of credit hours on transcript,

104y

cighted averages.,
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D Maceo Bance, Jr. _ .
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CSUBJECE:  Requesl for information for follow-up study on number of students
transferving from Technical Education Centers to your institution
and acceptability of their transfer credit,

At a recent mecting of the Council of Deans, the Acadennic Vice-
presidents and/or Deans indicated that they were in general agreement with
the conclusions of the Cowmmitter Lm Transfer of Credits from Technical Ed-
ucation Cenvers and vould do Lheir best Lo see that those recommendations
vere implemented on their campuses. Specifically, they indicated theirx
wilYingness ta examine credits fron Technical Education Centers in the same
Jight as credits from other accredited higher educational institutions.
The Commission members were pleased to receive this report at their March
neceting, but we were again asked whether all of the public colleges and
universities are now acceptiug transfer credit from technical education
centers,

In order to better ascertain both the number of students trans-
ferving from Technical Education Centers to Scuth Carolina public colleges
and universitics and the extent to vaich their credit is now deemed accept-
able by the four-year institutions, we are now requesting data for a fallow-

up study. Ve would appreciate having the following information by October 1,
1972,

e Heme or identif{fcation numbevr of cach rtudont enrolled in yOur
Institution for the Fall semester of 1972 who was a student in-a degree pr0“ wd;f
 gram at a Technical Education Center. (You n;y 1donL:fy students. any way
‘],)ou wxnh.~~ﬂe do not necd 1denL1f1caL)on, buL uo wish qopatat( datu £01‘each




Prosidents, State-Sopporied Justitul fong
Shprdl 1, 1972 ' "
Vagpe tueo

student,)

'
)

2o Name of Techmacal Vdueation Center in uvhich student was
cnrolled, :

3. Yropvam n wvhich studeat was enrolled,

to o Number of quarter hours satisfactori 13"(to:qpl,cl'u(1 by student,
e hssociate depree veeeived (Bndicate yes or no).

G. Program student accepted into at your institution,

7. Rumber of semester hours accepted for transfer by your
Institution.

8. Comvents {e.g. nunber of hours used to {ulfill requirenents
versus  number of hours acécepted as alectives).

Inclesed you will find a forn vhich you mav vish to use to assemble
this infornation., Please do not hesitate to duplicate adeitional copics 1if
they arc nceded.,

Also, please send us data on the total number of graduates {rom
arans dn Teehnical Education Conters vho applicd to your institu-~
total nueher vho vere accented. Thank you in advance for your

assistance in providing the inforuation for this study.
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