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Executive Summary 
Much has been accomplished in recent years in Ontario with respect to increasing the number of 
transfer opportunities between colleges and universities, as well as raising awareness of these 
opportunities for students and institutions. However, for students who are traditionally 
underrepresented in university, such as students with disabilities, determining whether they are 
accessing these pathways, as well as their experience while transferring, is an important next step in 
understanding how well the college to university transfer process is serving this population.  

Students with disabilities access PSE at lower rates than those without disabilities, particularly in 
university. This leads to the question of whether enhancing the college to university transfer pathway 
may increase university participation rates for student with disabilities. Overall there is a gap, 
particularly in the Canadian literature, on the prevalence of transfer to university from college for 
students reporting a disability, and the transfer experience for those who do successfully transfer. The 
current study1 will attempt to fill this gap by exploring the following research questions: 

1. What is the current share of college graduates with a disability who continue on to university?
2. For those who transfer, are the following similar to their peers without a disability:

• University and program choice
• Transfer experience, such as satisfaction with academic preparation, sources of information,

reasons for transferring, and overall transition experience.

Methodology: This study uses data from the Graduate Satisfaction Survey (GSS) for the academic years 
of 2013-2014 to 2015-2016 to investigate whether college graduates who report a disability differ from 
graduates who do not report a disability in terms of transfer rates to university and their transfer 
experiences. Starting in 2013-2014, the GSS asked all graduate respondents whether they considered 
themselves “to have a physical, intellectual, mental health or learning disability” and whether they had 
registered with disability services at the college while a student. All analyses included individuals who 
graduated from any of Ontario’s 24 publicly funded colleges during 2013-2014 to 2015-2016 and 
responded to the GSS approximately six months following graduation. Graduates from a graduate 
certificate program or a four-year bachelor’s degree were excluded, as well as those who did not 
respond to the question on the GSS regarding self-reported disability status or self-reported registration 
with disability services offices. Both descriptive and regression techniques were used to estimate the 
effect of disability status and registration with the Office for Students with a Disability on transfer 
outcomes. 

Results: Of the over 100,000 graduates who answered the question between 2014 and 2016, 11% 
reported having a disability, whereas, 9% indicated they used disability services. Programs that were of 
longer duration had a lower share of graduates who reported a disability, with only 8.6% of graduates of 
three-year diplomas versus 13.9% of graduates from one-year certificates reporting a disability.  Health, 
engineering/technology, and business program areas were also less likely to have graduates who 
reported a disability. Whereas graduates reporting a disability were slightly less likely to transfer to 
university (5.9% vs 6.3%), they were much more likely to continue on in a college program (25% versus 
19%). Graduates with a disability are more likely to transfer between college community service and 

1 This study is one piece of a broader funded ONCAT project; the other two pieces include surveys of students and 
staff in relation to transfer for students with disabilities. 
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university social sciences, whereas they are less likely to transfer between business programs and 
engineering and related programs.   

Of those who transfer to university, the types of information sources used, and their reasons for transfer 
did not differ by disability. Transfer students reporting a disability are somewhat less likely to be 
satisfied with the transition experience (76.7% vs 80.8%) and were slightly less likely to be satisfied with 
their academic preparation compared to those who did not report a disability (82.6% vs 85.2%). 

Conclusion: In general, although differences in transfer rate to university and satisfaction is significantly 
lower for graduates reporting a disability, the differences are marginal. This almost equal utilization of 
the college to university pathway by college graduates with and without a disability is likely an indication 
that it could be a way to increase access to university for students with a disability. However, it is a 
concern that within the Ontario colleges, graduates reporting a disability are more likely to have taken 
one-year certificate and two-year diplomas and less likely to have taken advanced diplomas, degrees 
and graduate certificate programs. As well, they are less likely to have taken technology, health, or 
business related programs. 

Recommendations: 

1. Future college to university pathways could be developed with special considerations for students 
with disabilities.  

2. Increased coordination of services and support across academic advising, disability services, and 
transfer advising both within and between colleges and universities.  

3. Colleges could increase laddering from preparatory and one-year certificates to two- and three-year 
diploma programs, which are more likely to be eligible for transfer pathways to university.  

4. Additionally, colleges who offer bachelor degrees could also focus on laddering programs into their 
degrees for college students who report a disability (both internal and external). 
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