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SUBJECT: Items from the Board Retreat 

 

The Board identified two topics for further discussion within the academic community 

during the year.   

 

Credit by Validation:  The first of these is a review of the system’s policies, guidelines 

and practices governing credit by validation.  As was noted in comments made to the Board 

during the retreat, the system does permit students to use an array of options to have learning that 

has occurred outside of the university’s classrooms recognized.  This is captured in section 10 of 

policy 2:5. 
10. Credit Received Through Validation Methods  

A. Credit earned through validation methods other than nationally recognized 

examinations is limited to a maximum of 30 hours of credit for baccalaureate 

degrees and 15 hours of credit for associate degrees.  

1) Validation of Military credit is limited to an additional 30 hours of credit for 

baccalaureate degrees and an additional 15 hours of credit for associate 

degrees.  

B. Credit for college level courses granted through nationally recognized 

examinations such as CLEP, AP, DANTES, etc., will be evaluated and accepted 

for transfer if equivalent to Regental courses and the scores are consistent with 

Regental policies.  

1) If credit received through validation is applied as elective credit, it may only be 

applied at the 100 or 200 level.  

2) Credit received through validation may apply to System General Education 

Requirements and Institutional Graduation Requirements.  

3) Credit received through validation may not apply to writing intensive 

requirements.  

C. When validation credits are accepted, equivalent courses are recorded on the 

transcript but are not calculated into the grade point averages.  
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D. In any subsequent evaluation, equivalencies for system common courses and 

system general education courses will not be changed. Equivalencies for unique 

courses may be changed, re-evaluated, or inactivated. Additional equivalencies 

may be added and evaluated. 

E. The university-specific degree requirements determine if the validation credits 

accepted also are applicable to the student’s degree program at that university.  

 

The universities have established a range of guidelines that allow for administration of these 

options.  In general, those options that include validation of learning by an external entity are 

widely used.  A request has been submitted to the system’s IR office for a report about validated 

credit transcripted within the past year or two.   

 

Those options that require campuses to validate learning, commonly through a departmental 

challenge exam or a portfolio review, are less widely used.  AAC discussed this topic last 

November -- http://www.sdbor.edu/services/academics/AAC/documents/11-

2011AAC_6.O_prior-learn-assessment.pdf .  As was apparent from this discussion, these options 

are not uniformly available at all institutions. 

 

 During the discussion last fall, it was stated that CAEL was leading an initiative that would 

allow institutions to outsource the evaluation of prior learning.  This has come to fruition and 

CAEL recently established LearningCounts, a web based service provided for students.  

Interested individuals are charged $500 and register for CAEL 100, a course that teaches 

students about the different types of prior learning assessments (portfolios, exams, etc…).  The 

course also teaches students how to develop a portfolio. After completing this course and 

developing a portfolio, the students submit this to CAEL for review by faculty around the 

country. This service costs $250 for 1-12 credits in a single area of study and $500 for 13-24 

credits. If students seek credits in multiple areas of study, this requires additional costs using the 

same structure.  The faculty reviewing the portfolio make a recommendation concerning credit to 

be awarded to ACE CREDIT services which then generates a transcript for the student.  Since 

the Regental System accepts these recommendations, credit could be awarded this way.   

Alternatively, the system can build from practices in place.  These were outlined in the agenda 

item referenced above.  

 

Members of the council should be prepared to discuss this and, if there is agreement that this 

should be developed, agree upon a strategy to move this forward. 

 

Academic Quality:  The Board expressed interest in hearing options to augment the CAAP exam.   

The item presented to the Board highlighted communication skills which are commonly 

identified by employers as the most important skills needed in the workplace.  While the CAAP 

exam does include a writing option, this is not being used.  In fact, this was discussed when the 

system considered participation with the VSA.  At that point in time, the cost was $12.50 per 

student tested which did include evaluation by ACT.  Clearly, other options exist.   

 

Members of the Council should be prepared to discuss developing/incorporating a writing 

assessment into the system’s proficiency exam. 
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