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The IGETC Standards Sub-Committee, acting at the direction of ICAS, discussed the implementation of a SciGETC track of IGETC at its meetings on December 13, 2011 and February 6, 2012.  Between the two meetings, the articulation officers on the sub-committee developed a statement that offered the following observations:

When SciGETC was initially proposed in Fall 2001, the IGETC Standards did not allow students to transfer with a partial IGETC certification without providing good cause; such as illness, military service, and unexpected hardships.  In 2008, the IGETC Standards went through a substantial revision including the partial IGETC certification policy allowing students more flexibility: any 2 courses could be missing and there was no cause required. Per the IGETC Standards, “partial certification is defined as completing all but two (2) courses on the IGETC pattern.” (11.4)  Therefore, SciGETC is not necessary since STEM majors can follow the IGETC and transfer missing two courses.
At the February 6 meeting, the sub-committee discussed these conclusions.  Several members concurred with the opinion that a SciGETC track is unnecessary in light of the partial certification option that was created after the concept of SciGETC was originally developed.


The sub-committee was informed that the motivation for implementing SciGETC at this time was related to the transfer degrees created under SB 1440 and that an option called “partial certification” might not be seen as fulfilling the intent of SB 1440 and might therefore not be sufficient.  Some sub-committee members expressed the opinion that partial certification should not be allowed for the transfer degrees because it would force the CSU system to accommodate lower-division GE requirements within the already limited 60 units allowed under the bill.  Furthermore, some members felt that partial certification in conjunction with the transfer degrees would create difficulties with the documentation of GE certification for the CSU system. 


For these reasons, several members of the sub-committee maintained the position that a SciGETC track or any other partial certification of IGETC beyond currently established allowances is unnecessary.  In addition, several members also concluded that the use of partial IGETC certification for transfer degrees should not be allowed.


Upon being reminded that the direction from ICAS was not to determine whether SciGETC was needed but rather to consider how it might be implemented, the sub-committee, while still wishing to express the reservations stated above, discussed possible alternatives.  The final conclusion of the sub-committee was that any partial certification for transfer degrees should not be outlined in the IGETC standards but should instead be noted on the individual TMC for which it would be used, perhaps as “IGETC for STEM Disciplines.”  Such a system would provide the following positive aspects:

1. IGETC Certification exceptions could be considered for the individual TMC rather than as a mass exception, allowing closer consideration of the necessity of the exception in each instance.

2. Not only could the specific IGETC areas that could be delayed until after transfer be noted on the TMC, but so could any courses that would be intended to replace them in the students’ preparation prior to transfer.

3. Determination of the appropriateness of partial certification by individual TMC rather than as a general option outlined in the IGETC standards would avoid the implication of encouraging students toward partial certification, a concern that was expressed by the sub-committee.


For these reasons, the conclusion of the IGETC Standards Sub-Committee is that any partial IGETC certification for the SB 1440 Transfer Degrees should be implemented through individual TMCs rather than as a general option available to all disciplines, perhaps under the label of “IGETC for STEM Disciplines.”  However, a number of committee members continue to believe that such partial certification is unwise in relationship to the transfer degrees and is already available in other instances.  


The final recommendation from the IGETC Standards Sub-Committee is that ICAS seek an opinion of the IOC for SB 1440 regarding the legitimacy of partial certification in fulfilling the requirements of the bill.  A clear determination that partial certification would or would  not be in compliance with SB 1440 would help to determine the best path to creating a SciGETC track in IGETC if one is deemed necessary.

