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General Education Review Committee Analysis of Qualitative Assessment (Dot Voting)

(See page 3 for a summary of the proposals)

Highest Characteristics per Proposal

	
	Current

System
	Lynn Marquez facilitator Science working group
	Task Force
	Steve Centola facilitator English working group
	Len Litowitz member of Core, Explore, & More
	Scott Schaffer, member of Core, Explore, & More
	Barb Stengel, facilitator of Core, Explore, & More

	Total Votes
	4
	32
	37
	29
	24
	58
	72

	Highest Characteristics per proposal


	N / A
	Coherence purpose
	Clear Purpose

Simplicity & Flexibility
	Coherence,

Intellectual Richness
	Clear Purpose
	Intellectual Richness

Academic Community
	Community

Simplicity & Flexibility


Highest Votes per Characteristic

	Clear Purpose, that [has the potential to be] well understood


	Coherence and connections between Gen Ed and majors without being overly prescriptive.
	Intellectual Richness, setting appropriately high expectations for students’ engagement

Scott, Barb, English
	Academic Community Reaching beyond the Classroom,

Barb, Scott
	Simplicity and flexibility, promoting ease of understanding and greater choice in meeting the Gen Ed requirements.

Barb, Scott

	(1) Barb Stengel, (2) Scott Schaffer, (3) Task Force
	(1) Barb Stengel (2) Scott Schaffer, (3) Steve Centola
	(1) Scott Schaffer, (2) Barb Stengel (3) Steve Centola
	(1) Barb Stengel (2) Scott Schaffer
	(1) Barb Stengel, (2) Scott Schaffer (3) Task Force


Working Groups Members

· Barb Stengel (facilitator), Suzanne McCotter, Leslie Colabucci, Len Litowitz, Steve Miller, Ed Rajaseelan, Carole Counihan, Debbie Sigel. 

· John McLarnon (facilitator), Ralph Anttonen, Derek Shanahan, Celica Milovanovic, & 3 faculty from outside of Millersville: Christopher McLarnon (chemical engineer), Arthur Charles (President International College of Lebanon), & Mary Ann Keeley (evaluator for Middle States).

· Lynn Marquez (facilitator), Andrew Muller, Pat Hill, John Dooley, Gary Zopetti
Steve Centola (facilitator), Tim Miller, Kimberly McCollum-Clark, Sherri Brouillette, and Caleb Corkery.

Primary Analysis

· Current system received 4 votes, alternatives combined received 252 – there is support for change.

· Two proposals that eliminated distributional requirements entirely received more votes than all others combined – there is significant open-mindedness about change. 

· The assessment breaks down fairly evenly between two sentiments: one that sees value in major reform, one that sees value in incremental improvement of the current system. 

Finer Points

· Task force strengths in terms of purpose and flexibility are probably related to the “wheel” and the clear relation between curriculum sequence and objectives. 

· English strength of coherence and richness probably relates to emphasizing writing as integrated throughout the major, Gen Ed, and in specialized classes.

· Science Strengths are probably related to thematic grouping of courses.

· Len Litowitz– strength is that it is easy to understand since it is a simple modification of the current system.

· Scott Schaffer – requiring minors is seen as deeper learning while still maintaining breadth. Community would come about from having “second homes” outside the major.

· Barb Stengel– Community would come from her emphasis on alternative programming such as study abroad, freshman seminars, service learning. Flexibility comes from electives.
Consensus Points

· None of the proposals eliminates perspectives

· None of the proposals eliminates freshman writing (Barb Stengel wants to transform it).

· None of the proposals eliminates a required math course (several want the nature of the requirement changed).

· The science thematic approach can be used with any of the other proposals.

· The strengths of the Task Force proposal (well articulated alignment) can be created for any proposal.

· Writing is one of the most important elements of Gen Ed. It should not be weakened.

Suggested Timeline for Further Discussions & Proposal Development

· Feb 7th, 2006: Surveys completed by departments, returned to Senate February 7th, 2006

· March 7th, 2006: Narrow choices to 1 or 2 proposals developed by General Education Review Committee working with representatives / presenters from all working groups.

· Ongoing dialogue by Senate focused on consensus proposals

· Ongoing collaboration with administration, chairs to assure workability of proposals.

	Comparison of Gen Ed Proposals 
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	Current
	Lynn Marquez
	Task Force
	Steve Centola
	Len Litowitz
	Scott Schaffer
	Barb Stengel

	Foundations
	Composition
	Composition
	Composition
	Composition
	Composition
	Composition
	 

	
	Speech
	Speech
	Speech
	Speech
	
	Speech
	

	
	Wellness
	 
	Wellness
	Wellness
	Wellness
	 
	

	
	 
	 
	FY Seminar
	FY Seminar
	 
	 
	

	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Math
	

	New foundations or core courses
	 
	Life Skills: 1-3 credits Freshman seminar + wellness / phys. Ed.
	Stats
	 
	 
	Equivalent of 1 yr. of foreign language
	18 credits in 6- “shell” inquiry courses:

	 
	
	
	Lab
	
	
	 
	Scientific inquiry, SS inquiry,

	 
	
	
	Civics
	
	
	 
	Historical Consciousness, Aesthetic experience,

	 
	
	
	Literature
	
	
	 
	Critical analysis and written rep., Applied math reasoning

	Distribution
	4 each in 3 blocks
	4 each in 3 blocks
	2 each in 3 blocks
	4 each in 3 blocks*
	3 each in 3 blocks*
	Two 18 credit minors
	 

	Advanced Courses
	 
	Adv. Writing with connection to major field of study
	Capstone
	Capstone course could be taken in lieu of Perspectives
	 
	Perspectives, Diversity, or Service Learning course
	12 credits integration (perspectives, study abroad, service learning, First Seminar, etc.)

	 
	Adv. Writing
	Adv. Writing*
	 
	Adv. Writing
	Adv. Writing
	Adv. Writing
	 

	 
	Perspectives
	Perspectives
	Perspectives
	Perspectives*
	Perspectives
	Perspectives*
	 

	New Concept
	 
	Thematic organization
	 
	 
	 
	 
	12 credits P/F 

	Electives
	 
	 
	1 course
	 
	9 credit “G5”
	 
	18 credits

	Total Credits
	51
	51
	51
	54
	48
	57
	48

	Note:
	* Denotes some change or variation from how this requirement is currently specified.
	


