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ABSTRACT
Institutions were asked to send data on the total

number of graduates from degree programs in Technical Education
Centers who applied to their institutions, and the total number who
were accepted. Results indicated that: (1) No applicant who completed
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 quality 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 diploma work
completed in Technical Education Centers. (3) One hundred and eleven
students transferred from AAS degree programs at Technical Education
Centers to 4-year public institutions in the fall term of 1972. Of
these 111, 59 had received their associate degrees, 51 had not
completed their associate degree programs, and one student's status
was unknown. The conclusion suggests the need for a reexamination,
based on the above facts, of present transfer policies in terms of
sound educational criteria, thus leading to greater statewide
consistency in this area. (Author/MJM)
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Until recently, the receipt of an AAS devree from a Technical Educa.tion
trN Canter in South Ca retina has signaled the end of formal education for all but a hand

fill of TI.,;(; students. l hose students who wished to pursue their higher education
CJ further had to transfer to out-ofstate institutions to receive any significantPr\
C7` credit for their two years of education. TEC stu:,ents who decided to remain
CD in slate were generally required to recommence their studies as college freAlmcn,
a) Academicians and id 11'1 111.strators in many of South Carolina's colleges and

universities held to policies which prevented the transfer of any credits from
technical education centers, although credit for similar courses was accepted
from two-year junior colleges and regional campuses Of the universities.

By February of 197), eight technical education centers had been fully
accredited as "Special Purpose Institutions" by the Commission on Colleges of the
Southern Association of Colleges and Schools. In order to receive this accredit-
ation, these centers had to demonstrate that general education courses were
taught by qualified faculty at a colleg,iate level. Nevertheless, in March of the
same year the Commission on Higher Education became aware that there was a
concensus among the registrars and deans of the public colleges that no credits
should be accepted for transfer from the Technical Education Centers because
they were accredited as "Special Purpose Institutions".

In April, after a meeting of the cleans and registrars of the public colleges
and universities, Dr. James A. Morris, Commissioner of higher Education,
appointed a special committee with representatives selected by the public college
deans and registrars, a representative of the Committee for Technical Education,
and a representative of the Con mission on iligher Education. 1 Soon thereafter,
it was agreed that a rnember should be appointed to represent the private sector
of higher education and an appointment was made. During; the spring and summer
the committee wrote to many other states anti to the Southern Association of
Colleges and Schools, and met with faculty members in selected disciplines from
several representative institutions.

Inc author v..as cl-utirorn of the cornnitillee described in the paper. Other
members Of the connnittee were Dr. Francis W. rirn 13rovos1, Furman
University; Dr. Rollin E. Ciocifrey, then Registrar and now Dir.ector 'if Graduate
Studies, College of Education, the University of South Carolina; Dr7 Victor Hurst,
Vice. President and Dean, Clemson Universit., and Dr. Jack S. Mullins, then
Executive Director, South Carolina Higher Education Facilities Commission.
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Octolwr, the corinniltee v.- re..(ly to release. its report making
specific re-0111111elkkli on C (MC, Ft11111 r 11011eic:i for TEC credits. Moot
il.oportz,,() print -r-1 hc,low) contained a specific written

nwilt vvlu rain C (q-1)1-) versitv agreed to accept direct. transfe credit
for certain compar,ible TIC and CletIlSrn courses, Dr. Victor ilur,-;t of Clemson
and the Clem!;on deserve special recognition fur their wort: in developing
and committing theinselves to th s example whereby word, became action.

Renort co;" the Committee on Transfer of Credit 1.;"rom Technical Eduration Centers

The Committoe on Traw-Jer of Credit from Technical Education Centers
has spent considerable time and energy studying the various problems related
to the 4vansfer of Associate in Applied Science degree credits from regionally
accredited technical education centers to four-year colleges and universitles
in South Carolina. -rhe Committee has now tinanin-iously arrived at a policy
which it wishes to recommend to the South Carolina Commission on higher
E,.hteation. This policy is based on the premise that four-year institutions
acknowledge the sinificance of accreditation of technical education centers by
the Celnir,issi on on Colleges of the Southern Association of Colleges and Schools,
and that they will maintain a-positive attitude toward accepting credits from such
institut ions.

Specifically, we urge all institutions of higher education to accept ausociale
oegree credits froin accredited technical education-ceiVers for appropriate courses
when ach courses are passed with grades acceptable for transfer credit. We
further urge that four-year institutions take steps to increase articulation wi!li
technical education centers regarding the contents of courses to be offered for
transfer. We emphasize that the question of "equivalency" should center around
the value of the content of a course to a general area of hnowledge rather than to
the strict similarity of such course content to that of another course.

In order to reach the above recommendation, the Committee studied four
diverse subject areas: accounting, chemistry, English, and mathematics.
Faculty members from Clemson University, Furman University, the University
of South Carolina, and several technical education centers were invited to evaluate
the curricula and determine potential transferability 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:

T EC Course(:)
Accounting 111, 121,131
Chemistry 110,120,130
Enj1 i sit 112
English 105, 106,107

_Comparable Clemson Course(s)
Accounting 201,202
Chemistry 101
Engli sh 101
English 101,102

(It is possible that a combination of speech courses offered by tedrnical education
centers may receive credit for a basic speech course at Clemson)
Basic 1\,,lathornatii:s sequences Appropriate Algebra and Trigonometry courses

at pre-calculus ley' !,



.Palc Three

whit,- they k V, r diffevericc d op';iiert ;imong the universities con-
norninr. ;tn_. 1,1i lily r,11J r,tUility or soociic
tivos ul ;11 three in;.Thutinli;-: found soine courses which appeared acceptable
for transfer t r rill. '11H.! Conunitk,(! wisht.;.; to reiterate that the four subject
matter areas vhich it studied were'. 1.;10i1.10. to he reprencntative only; it is
believed that comparable courses will be found in other areas. It is also suggested
that elective credit may he assigned where no equivalent credit can be found
for 'YD."; courses \vhich arc determined to be of value at the collge level. The
Committee acl-nowledgey that it is always the right of baccalaureate institutions
to determine the tintnsferability of credits based on their 0%111 requirements, but
feels th3t South Carol collel,:es and universities should examine their current
policies as they may be affected by those recommendations.

By January of 1972, one more technical education center had been accredited,
the Southern Association of Colleges and Schools had eliminated the "special
purpose" classification from accredited collegiate institutions, and the Commission
on Higher Education had approved the coinmittee report and requested that the
Commission staff work towards obtaining institutional implementation of the
recommendations. At a meeting in March, the academic deans of the public
colleges unanimously agreed to work towards impLeiyientation at their institutions.
However, the Commirision 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 real need to
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 Technical Education Center credits. A copy of this letter
is attached.

All of the colleges and universities were roost 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,
limited since it does not include transfers to private colleges or out-of-state
institutions; it does not include 'FEC students in non-degree programs; and it
is based on a small student sample from a single semester, the fall semester
of 1972. Recogni4ing these limitations, and the fact that. each 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 a sl:ed to send us data on the total number
of graduates from degree programs in Technical Education Centers who
applied to their institutions, and the total 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 Education
Center was'denied admission to a public four-year institution, `and -that 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. At least one in Stittl11011,
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\vhhic,), cf.wed every wbo laid pr,:v'ion;;Iy been enrolled
in a Tveheic.,..1 l'Hiite't ion (',enter, v..hether or not the studint had been enrolled
in a dcpree program. in sho-rt, it appears that ;-.:tudmif"; who have done siqisfactory
work in AAS degree programs at Technical P,ducation Centers have nad no
difficulty gaining admission to four-year public institutions.

2, iation not rccpie:ted students who transferred
from non-degree programs in Technical tiducation Ceniers. However,
several inilitutions volunteered information on such students. Out of 17
such cases reported, 11 nudents received some credit for diploma work
coini.deted in Technical Education Centers. Many of these had been en-
rolled in non-degree secretarial progratns.

3. One hundred and eleven students transferred from A. A, S.
degree programs at Technical Education Centers to four-year public in-
stitutioiu: in the fall term of 1972. Of these 111, 59 had received their
assoelate degrees, ;1 had not completed their associate degree programs,
and one student's stz-it us v.,as unknown. The raw data from which Tables I
and II are derived support Ihe conclusion that TEC students transferring
from '1TEC to four-year institutiens tend to remain in the same area of the
state. l'or example, the data in the tables show that 20 students trans-
ferred from 13erkeley-Charleston-Dorchester TEC and a total of 17 trans-
ferred into The Citadel, the College of Charleston, and the Medical Uni-
versity of Soudi Carolina. Eight students transferred from Orangeburg-
Calhoun TEC and seven students transferred into South Carolina State
College; 23 students transferred from Florence-Darlington TEC, and 24
students transferred to Francis 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 Education Centers in communities which also possessed
branches of either university had very few transfer students. These in-
stitutions include: Greenville, lIorry-Georgetown, Spartanburg, and
Sumter. Midlands TEC is not included in this category since the Univer-
sity's Midlands Branch offers primarily occupational programs.

Chesterfield-Marlboro TEC, which had no transfer students last
year, awarded only 2,9 degrees and is not proximate to any public four-year
institution. Furthermore, the University of South Carolina has made
freshman courses from the University available at Chesterfield -MarU,,i.o
TEC.

21, 109 Associate degrees were awarded by TECs between July 1, 1971and June 30, 1972.
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has tTcciiicaily tr<InrC(H. 11 gyms and polieics enconr.--ge
stndents to t ra lisle,. from 'l'HC to thot t ituti on, V..' e have now il:1C(1 for
information IH'ot11 Lander College in order to determine the success of their-
efforts.

4, Foy reasons which \Mill hf`e,Olnct apparent in Our discussion of
'fable I 11 and IV are only u,:eful in those cases where the sample
is of signifient ennugh size to eliminate institutional ,,lases which might
otherwise shoe:' up as program biases. For example, the sample of three
students t rain.,ferring from agricultural technologies in Table IV is ex-
treinuly small, and their experience cannot be considered representative
of what would have hapunsried had the sample been larger and distributed
more equally. Two of the throe students transferred to the same school
which 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 differential betv..een the average TEC
semester hours completed and the average serneSter hours accepted by,
four-year institutions. Similarly, there is a 23 hour differential between
the average T1-!:C. semester hours completed and the average semester hours
accepted in the fields of education and liberal arts and sciences, The level
of acceptance in these fields by the four-year institutions is interesting
considering that Technical Education Centers do not currently have programs
in liberal arts and sciences and in eduction, and less than half of the students
transferring into business administration were prepared in business tech-
nologies at Technical Education Centers. These data indicate that Technical
Education Centers shouH be able to use a significant number of courses which
are currently in place as they develop their transfer curricula in business
administration and liberal arts and sciences.

On the other hand, engineering appears by far to be the most diffi-
cult field in which to obtain transfer credit. Of the 14 students transferring
into engineering, all but two had been in engineering technology programs
in TEC, and these two were drafting and design majors. Ten of the fourteen
had completed their associate degrees, and the group as a whole averaged
the equivalent of 72 semester hours - well above the average number com-
pleted by students in other fields and above the number of semester hours
usually completed in two years (ca. 60). Despite this, only one student
received more than 7 hours transfer credit, and the average number of hot s
accepted was four. None of the seven students transferring into engineering
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 carefully before establishing transfer programs in
engineering, since it appears that very few of the courses presently in
place at the centers are acceptable for transfer in this field. It would
also appear that engineering departments may be conservative in their
interpretation of transferrable courses. For example, the University of
South Carotin.' has 18 hours of humanities or social science required in



the engine(' ci rriculuol. including freslitoan English; and six hours
of Hire,: but 1.1.,,dit givcrn to any student transfer vitt);
into eny,ineering. While 1._.:ngineering 'Technology curriculums probably
do contain ire .,Blear S t ransferrable to engineering py ()grams, it would seem
that at lea;:. a few hours nugget transfer satisfactorily.

Students entering bachelor's degree programs in Engineering Tech-
nology fared Iwiter, '!'hose Iransfcrring to South Carolina State College
appeare:. to have receive.] full credit for all work completed at TEC ((>2
average TEC seuiester hours completed and (,2 average semester hours
accepted). 3 entering Francis Marion's cooperative program did
not fare as v eil, averaging an acceptance of only 14 hours for an average
of 58 semester hours completed.

One other general observation can be made about the field of en-
gineering and engineering technologies. The data of Table IV shows that
61, or over half, of the students transferring from degree programs in
Technical V.:ducation Centers transferred from drafting or engineering
technologies. Inspection of Table III indicates that a total of only 27 stu-
dents transferred into four-year engineering or engineering technology
programs. 'Thus it would appear that many engineering technology students
decide to leave the engineering field when they pursue four-year degrees.

Exainination of 'Table III 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 the
program with the best aN.,ernge transferrability. Although much of this
is explainable, 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 semester hours'from TEC
centers received no credit when they transferred into engineering.
Eight studen-,s, averaging 58 semester hours in Technical Education
Centers, received an average of 47 hours 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 Education Centers, received 38 hours in transfer 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-
fe to arts and sciences or education.

3 The South Carolina State program proposed and approved by the
Commission last year is a "two-on-two" program which specifically promises
this kind of transferrability.
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ir.noring se,; where the samples are extremely,
ZACC CIO :!(:1 ()-1 tittidiTht with an average of 5.1 se-

mester hours colnp1(.,,..1 at Technical 1.:Aucation Centers, but accepted
an average of oniy 7 :;!niel.;tol. hours in transfer. In fact, Francis Marion
was consistently eoll;:ervative when it came to transferring credit into

prow-,-,111 ottler their oopt-,rative bachelor's degree in technology.
1:01' oxamPle, rUldenis \?ho train:ferred from seer science pro-
graFr1:: to I'vz,.neis .N.;1.'irion averaged 21', se-Ilesier hour:: from TEC. None
of those students was given any credit at rr,incis Itii.ta iore. however, six
stud(!ntr; averaging 29 semester hours transferred io the university of
South Carolina and received an average of 21 hours of transfer credit.
The three students of these six who received the greatest amount of trans-
fer credit (54, 34, 35 semester hours respectively) were all entering
business administration or education; none of them .'.ere entering the
Bachelor of Cieneral Studies program. Francis Marion accepted no credit
for anyone entering their liberal arts program, and accepted credit for
only one student entering the business program. Even in thi case, the
one student was given I R hours in transfer after having completed the
equivalent of 80 semester hours and having received his associate degree
from a Technical Education Center in business administration. In contrast
to Francis Marion, Winthrop College accepted 17 students with an average
of 5f, semester hours completed in Technical Education Centers, and trans-
ferred in an average of 45 semester hours. A student who had completed
the equivalent of only 60 semester hours in business transferred to 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 zin average of 24 semester hours, fairly close to the
weighted averages .fo the 102 students that made-up the useable sample.
From the_limi'ed data, however,, it appears that the University's regional
campuses are less kind to transfer students from Technical Education Centers.

Some of the apparent inconsistencies may well be explainable.
One might speculate, for example, that in a year in which it is seeking
accreditation Francis Marion slight tend to be less flexible than the other
institutions in order to demonstrate that it is maintaining "strict standard ,.".

In any ease, it should be remembered that the amount of transferCredit granted to any transfer student, whether he has attended a TechniCalEducation Center or another four -year university, is the perogative, ofthe institution to which the student transfers. 'Phis report brought to theattention of our public foki -year colleges and universities 1116Se facts 'whichMay lead them to reexamine their present transfer policies in terms of soundeducational criteria. Hopefully, such examination will lead to greaterstate\vide consivtnc in this area.



toe:)n that v.... r.bouIC 1:..pect /1111»)wr Of our TEC. deitree
hohl,;,,..; 1.7 ir,U.L:6,1. dirccnv (01 (() lhr j,rnior year coilet;e? On the contrary,
Iotch a le,overiwot is In-1th ilvtiyrohr,J)te ard impropor if TV,C is truly fulfilling her
role. Most nc..Ider:; of AAS dei,one; will proceed right into the work force. A
f ow fitud 1.15eci to I save the state will rein;tin in South carolinar to continue
Imeir hight:r etinc;tiinn, most significant result of our increased flexibility
prolytbly lies in the ahility of tH.! TIE p-aduate who has 1,eitn working in industry
and who aspirt:::, 1t) pof;ition to reenter a college on a. part-time or
full tin e L;ti and acquire the skills and/or the degree needed to continue up the
ladder v ithout .starting frotr! "scratch". In its recent publication Less Time
]' .;ore 0.)tion,-, the (.trnegie Ccn-irinsion on J.:ducation has pointc.d out that
education ynw>i beetune les:; regid. Students often do better academically if they
"stop out for work or service experience" and return to formal education when
they are ready. We are pleased that TEC students in South Carolina will now
be able to do this.

Alan S. Krech
Planning Officer
South Carolina Ccunrnission on Higher

Education
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lZcceiveci

The Citadel 3

Stvdent
Degjee 1-)i-ol;ritn;

Not C., oro.121(_-!I ect

3

1ns that i on:

Glern:- on U. 2 1 3
Co11e1;c of Charleston 3 4 1 8Isranci Mar ion 14. 10 Z411, U. S. C. 3 3S. C. State 6 1

U, S. C. (Main) 21> 14>20 35 >43U. S. C. (R egi onal) 2 6 8Winthrop _8 9 17

Totals 59 51
1 111

TABLE 11
Number of TEC Degree Students Transferring

To Four-Year Public Institutions
From Each Technical Education Center

Fall, 1972

-;enter

Berkeley -Char lesten
Dorchester

Chesterfield-Marlboro
Florence-Darlington
Greenville
norry-Georgetown
]vlidlands
Qranii,cburg-Calhoun
Piedmont
Sii:!_rtanburg
Stunt e
Trj-County
Yor];
Unknown

Det,,_1ee_Status of TEC Transfer Student
Associate Degree

Received
Ascociate Degree Program

Not Completed

8
0 0

15 8
I 21/21
0 0

13

3
0 2

3

3

Institutional
Unknown Total

1 20
0

23
3 1/2
0

Z7
8
2
4
4
1 1/2

17

Totaln 59 51 1 I 1 l

One 6tudent attemlod two Technical Education Centers



TA);1,J IIIAvcro4.,c,
(...(2epted by All 3)1)Isti.. 1..`out.1;y Typo of achelortp. I)k.nr.ree Prov,ratii

Number
of :-:411(100.

)Fall, 1972

AveraTe 'PEC; Seta.l're.-2ram Traosferrecl To Ilr P.. 3 COIV1:110
Average Sellionter

))/.S. ACC el) t3. Agriculture
48

14
21 -13usinet; s A (In-, ini:.; t ration

51
2]

2 Computer Science
72 10 1/2

7 .1,7,61.1 e a I i en
45

21
135 Erilinrerin g

72
4

13 l'Aigineering Technology
66

25
8 General Studies - BGS

58
47

3 General. Studies - A. D. in Nursing
32 20

1- General Studies - A. D. in letaill\-Igmt. 78 42
1 General Studies - A. D. in Secretarial 8

0
1 Home Economics

26
26

2 Inhalation Therapyapy
41 1/2 Q. 4

25 Q.1I. 4
1 Journalism

18
11

22 Liberal Arts and Sciences
52

29
I Technical Operations

71
45

1 Undecided
72

0
2
Collevi of Charleston data not included, since their response did not indicate

what academic program each student entered.
3TE,C

awards credit in quarter hours. Quarter hours are converted to semester
hours on the basis of a 3/2 ratio.

4Quarter hours.
5
Three students not included since they attended TEC before credit hours were

recorded on transcripts.



'FABLE IV
Average flours 2,ecepted by All Public Your-Year 'Institutions

By Type of 1're,.6ou:; Associate Dep,ree Work at TEC
Fall, 1 9 7 "?.

Nu-1)11)er
of Students Provram Transferred 3.'ron1

Avera:;.c TEC Seen..
11rc. 3 Conlpleted

AVeraitsC SCrl,
Hrs. Acceote

3 Agricultural Technologies 64 5

14 Business 'Fcchnologics 1i5 30
5 DaM Processing Technologies 45 16

546 Drafting, and Engineering Technologies 66 24
8 flea] th 'I' cchnolfljes 58 35

14 Secretarial Technologies 33 13

()Excludes five students who attended Berkeley-Charleston-Dorchester TEC
prior to assignment of credit hours on transcript.and two students who were admitted
to College of Charleston as special. students and didn't have their transcripts
evaluated.



TA V

Averago Toors Accepe:1 by 1.7.ac:1-1 Public rotti-Y ear llif:litution
Cu spared to. Average I tour:, Completed in TEC Degree Programs

By the Same Students

InMitiliir»1__

The Citadel
Clemson U.
College of Charleston
1.0 r a ne il-; Marion
1\4, II, S. C,
S. G. State
U. S. C. (Main)
U. S. C. (Regional )
'Winthrop

Totals

IN:1.1 »lb L'r

Of Stn(1011i S_____________

2

3

58
24

29
7

34
$

17

) 02

Averagt.; TEC Seal.
....

1101,11:S C nil _A et ed___.. _

56
53
(9
5'1

42
67
5`...;

42
56

5410

Average Semester
1-1 our s Accepted___

17
19
14

7

17
45
24

9
45

2210

7.1....x.elucles five students who attended 13crkeley-Charleston-Dorchester TEC --
prior to assignment of credit hours on transcripts.

8 Exc hides two students enrolled as special students whose transcripts were not
evaluated. and one student whose transcript was not available.

9 EXClUdeS one student who attended Berkeley-CharlestonDorchester TEC prior
to assignment of credit hours on transcript.

10Weighted averages.
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April 11, 1972

1h. Charlo S. Davis
Major General Ja,oes W. Duckett
11Y4 Debert C. Edwards
Dr. Thomas F. Jones
Dr. William M. McCord

Maceo Nance, Jr.
Walter D. Smith

)fir. Theodore S. Stern r,

FROM: James A. Norris

lilt l'IfOtIC
003/ 7:-,0k107

SUBJECT: l4-,.quest for information for follow-up study on number of students
transferring from Technical. Education Centers to your institution
and acceptability of their transfer credit:.

At a recent meeting of the Council. of Deans,.the Academic Vice-
presidents and/or Deans indicated that they were in general agreement with
the conclusions of the Comr.litte, in Transfer of Credits from Technical Ed-
ucation Centers and would do their best to see that those recommendations
were implemented on their campuses. Specifically, they indicated their
willingness to examine credits from Technical Education Centers in the same
light as credits from other accredited higher educational institutions.
The Commission members were pleased to receive this report at their March
neeting, but we were again asked whether all of the public colleges and
universities are. now accepting transfer credit from technical education
centers.

in order to better ascertain both the number of students trans-
ferring from Technical Education Centers to South Carolina public colleges
and universities and the extent to which their credit is now deemed accept-
able by the four-year .institutions, we are now requesting data for a- follow-
up study. We would appreciate having the following information by October 1,
1972.

1. Name or identification number of each student enrolled in your
Institution fox the Fall semester of 1972 who was a student in-a degree pro-
gram at a Technical Education Center. (You nay identify students any way
you wish. We do not need identification, but do wish separate data for each



Yresideuis,

Val;e (N:o

ctudent,

enrollcd.

)nst ons

" 'Name Of lochnlcA Iducatir-)n Center 3.n which

3. Pvogrnm :n which student vas enrolled.

number c (;uart('r hours satisfactorily completed hy student:.

Associala deree receivod (indieate yes or no) .

6. Yroi;ram student accepted into at your institution.

7. Number of semester hours accepted for transfer by your
institution.

B. Cements (e.g. nu: ber of hours used to fulfill requirenents
verbus nmt)er of hours acCeu.ted- as aloctives).

Encloed you vIll find a form which you may wish to usa to assemble
this infor:)ation, Piensu do not hesitate to duplicate adoitional copies if
they are needed..

Also, ple;:sc send us data on the total number of graduates from
tizje0_,1)r_es in "I'chuical Education Ccnt-ers who app3ied to your insLitti-
tion and the total umber who were necc-nted. Thank gull in advance for your
assistance in providing the inforation for this study.

Sri
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