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SUBJECT 

Common Transfer Equivalencies 

 

CONTROLLING STATUTE, RULE, OR POLICY 

BOR Policy 2.5 – Transfer of Credit 

 

BACKGROUND / DISCUSSION 

Current practice in the Regental system provides that individual institutions engage in the 

formal transfer equivalency review by having campus faculty/staff evaluate course 

materials from the sending institution.  This process seems appropriate when unique 

courses are in question; however, greater efficiencies could be achieved by drawing on 

existing campus reviews for common courses.  The TCEQ screen is currently used for 

housing this information for common and unique courses, and institutions have considered 

taking the position that if system faculty have completed the review and approved a 

common course then further review is not necessary.  The current barrier to this approach 

is that in some instances discrepancies exist between multi-institution reviews which runs 

counter to the common course catalog structure.  As the system works to migrate the data 

from the TCEQ screen during Banner implementation, now would be the time to facilitate 

the clean-up of these data if there was interest in accepting a common review across the 

Regental system.   

 

IMPACT AND RECOMMENDATION  
The data available on the TCEQ screen could be used to pre-load Banner to allow for 

transfer coursework already in the system to accept the evaluation from another Regental 

institution.  Those instances where disagreement exist would need to be further evaluated, 

but the potential resource efficiencies warrants a discussion about how best to move 

forward on this front. AAC members should be prepared to discuss the 

advantages/disadvantages with taking this approach, and if there is general support, 

develop a timeline for working through discrepancies in the current slate of common 

courses.    

 

ATTACHMENTS 

None 

https://www.sdbor.edu/policy/documents/2-5.pdf

