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Discussion Notes 
 

1. Call for volunteers for the Registrar’s Forum 
a. The Registrar’s Form is 2/7 at 3:30 
b. Linda, Martin, and Carol are attending; contact Cara if you are available 

2. Extension of the transfer patch 
a. The transfer “patch” is basically that the University gives USAC amnesty to all 

courses transferred in that year; courses transferred in get counted for both the 
equivalent course AND for the USAC credit that the UNCW equivalent carries 

b. The faculty senate would like for this patch to be extended another year 
i. One reason is that students looking at the UNCW website would have an 

understanding of what was expected of them and would therefore not be 
discouraged 

c. These additional parts could be included in this second-year patch motion in order 
to avoid a third year of the patch: 

i. Advisor norming sessions will take place: look at syllabi and materials and 
going through the process of equivalency norming, with an eye to fostering 
consistency of transfer equivalency (also helpful: a checklist of things to look 
for in the course descriptions and requirements; the USAC would have to 
come up with what we believe to be a legitimate equivalency)   

ii. The USAC would look at least the most common source transfer institutions 
and attempt to do as much as possible by the end of the fall semester to grant 
competency equivalencies by the end of the fall semester (to provide clearer 
information for both advisors and students) 

1. Question: how does this process work?  A: There is a “petition for the 
crediting of the competency” form, and it asks for information about 
the course in questions such as course description, assignments, etc.  
It is different from the current sub-waiver forms in that it looks for 
competency requirements rather than content requirements (UNC-
Charlotte has an example of what forms could look like; they contain 
of checklist of what course activities are to be expected for certain 
competencies) 

d. It would be good to get these motions to the Senate by the first meeting of the 
coming year to avoid a third year of the patch 

e. Where are the “petition for the crediting of a competency” forms going?  Can those 
be tracked to inform the steps in “c”, above? 

i. They are not in use, yet, but will likely be forwarded to the registrar as the 



sub-waiver forms currently are.  Currently (with the old form), the single 
hard copy goes to the registrar and a log in kept in Carol Pilgrim’s office of 
the sub-waivers. 

ii. In terms of c.ii., above, it will be useful to have a computerized database 
(whether the judgment is “yes”, “no”, or “depends”) because the answer is 
variable 

iii. This will require a revamp of the way the current sub-waiver process works 
f. Getting in front of the patch 

i. Ask for a rationale of what the expectation is on the Senate’s part, this would 
be a part of the official minutes 

g. VOTE: USAC will back the patch for a second year along with the rationale 
i. All voting members voted in favor 

3. Transfer draft policy 
a. Background: In terms of the Comprehensive Articulation Agreement: most colleges 

have lower-division general education requirements…though some places have 
upper-division requirements that are in the major.  The question is: how much do 
we lay bare to transfer students about what they’ll have to take if they transfer in to 
our institution? How do we package requirements for transfer students?  Do we 
have an external package for transfer students and an internal package for advisors? 

i. If we call the requirements “General Education requirements”, we could be  
leaving ourselves open to appeals by students based on the CAA 

ii. However, the CAA does allow for “upper-division requirements that aren’t 
waived” 

b. In terms of packaging the current draft transfer policy 
i. For example, they will still have to do 6 hours of writing intensive, but we can 

package it as 3 hours of writing intensive in lower-division and then “hide” 
the other 3 within the major 

ii. About “Students entering under the CAA thus automatically receive 3 hours 
and have three hours waived in IL and 3 hours of WI credit”: 

1. Comment: we have no way of knowing that any of the competencies 
are getting covered in the transfer courses.  We are sort of saying that 
the transfer students don’t have to meet the same requirements as 
our native students.   

c. For next meeting: Is there a loophole for the 3 hours of IL?  Can we get around what 
the CAA dictates? 

 


