	1
	Do you support the idea of increasing the number of thematically organized courses and learning communities?
	Yes 11
	No 8
	 
	 

	2
	What role should distributional requirements play in a revised system?
	Distributional requirements should not be changed. 5
	There should be minor reductions in distributional requirements to provide more flexibility 11
	We should consider alternative approaches to the G Block system  4
	 

	3
	Would you support increasing the role of demand scheduling? 
	Yes 10
	No 10
	 
	 

	4
	Do you support a “developmental” approach?
	Yes 10
	No 11
	
	

	5
	Should we require literature and civics courses as part of distributional requirements?
	Civics Yes 3
	Literature Yes 3
	Yes to both 1
	Both should be optional

12

	6
	Should diversity be intentionally designed into requirements of the Gen Ed system?
	Yes 6
	No 14
	 
	 

	7
	If a diversity requirement is included, how should that requirement be focused?
	On U.S. diversity only.
	On Global diversity only. 1
	 Both U.S. and global diversity should be required. 4
	 Students should have option 12

	8
	In what way should credit for freshman seminars count in Gen Ed?
	A variety of Freshman Seminars formats should count toward Gen Ed credit 16
	Only count 3 credit courses that are offered outside the student’s major toward Gen Ed. 1
	 
	 

	9
	What should we do with the W system?
	We should not change the current W system. 3
	We should keep W courses and look into ways to increase the effectiveness of the current approach even further. 17
	We should reduce the number of W courses and instead integrate writing into a variety of Gen Ed / major courses 2
	 

	10
	In what way should advanced writing be represented in Gen Ed?
	The present requirements for Advanced Writing should be maintained. 5
	As much as possible, Advanced Writing should be offered in sections designed specifically for majors in certain fields. 9
	Allow programs to embedded advanced writing skills in other advanced Gen Ed / capstone courses 3
	 

	11
	Should Gen Ed reform allow for flexibility between degrees, schools or even majors?
	There should be a single set of requirements for all programs 12
	The system should allow for some differences in Gen Ed requirements among degree programs 2
	 The system should allow for some differences in Gen Ed requirements among schools 1
	The system should allow for some differences in Gen Ed requirements among majors 5

	12
	Should there be a foreign language requirement?
	Yes, for all students. 5
	This should be an option that is decided separately for each school 4
	Foreign Language should not be a Gen Ed requirement. 10
	 

	13
	Do you support making either of these reductions?
	Wellness should become an elective course 5
	Speech should become an elective course
	Both of these courses should become electives 5
	Both courses should be required for all students 9

	14
	How many Gen Ed credits should a student be allowed to designate “pass / no credit” under these rules?
	None 12
	2 courses 8
	3 courses 1
	4 courses 1

	15
	Need to increase emphasis on critical thinking in foundational courses?
	Yes 15
	No 4
	 
	 

	16
	Should we work on innovative approaches to make the current course approval process less cumbersome?
	Yes 13
	No 6
	
	

	17
	Should a broader range of qualified faculty be considered? 
	Yes 9
	No 9
	 
	 


General Education Reform Survey

Department _______________________        Senator ________________________

The questions on this survey are based on ideas represented in the curriculum working group proposals and the qualitative assessment of those proposals by Senate. The results of this survey will be used by Senate, the General Education Review Committee, and the curriculum working groups to develop a Gen Ed reform proposal that can eventually be presented to the full faculty for an official vote. There will be one survey for each voting member of senate. Because of the complexity and difficulty of the questions, departments are encouraged to devote substantial time at a future meeting to discuss this. Surveys will be turned in at the Senate meeting on February 21st.

1. Lynn Marquez, facilitator for the science curriculum working group, suggested developing community and coherence by thematically organizing courses from different schools and encouraging the ongoing growth of learning communities. The proposal was to use this approach with the current system, but it is also an idea that could be used with several of the other proposed reforms. Do you support the idea of increasing the number of thematically organized courses and learning communities?

· Yes

· No

2. The current Gen Ed system includes distributional credits in the form of G blocks in order to encourage both breadth and depth. Len Litowitz, a presenter from the Core, Explore, and More working group, proposed reducing the G1, G2, and G3 blocks to 3 courses each. Scott Schaffer, another presenter from the Core, Explore, and More working group, suggests that breadth and depth could be better achieved by requiring that non-education majors take two minors outside the G block of their major. Barb Stengel, facilitator of the Core, Explore, and More working group, suggests that breadth and depth can best be achieved by allowing students to take more electives of interest to them and by trusting students and advisors by giving them greater freedom in selecting courses. What role should distributional requirements play in a revised system?

· Distributional requirements should not be changed.

· There should be minor reductions in distributional requirements to provide more flexibility for majors, innovative curriculum, or electives.

· We should consider alternative approaches to the G Block system to encourage depth and breadth.


3. The Gen Ed Task Force found significant dissatisfaction with the current ability of students to register for the courses they select with their advisor. Len Litowitz echoed this frustration in his presentation and Barb Stengel suggested that we should commit to making sure that students can get what they and their advisors plan and suggested that demand scheduling as one way of achieving that goal. True demand scheduling means that students indicate the courses they want/need for the next semester (for example, during registration for Spring 06 students would indicate their needs for the Fall 06) with several alternates.   Students would not have control over times and instructors in these pre-selections. Would you support increasing the role of demand scheduling in our registration system?

· Yes

· No

4. A basic principle of the Task Force proposal was that Gen Ed should be “vertically integrated” throughout a student’s academic career. For example, the Task Force proposed that a set of core courses be identified (either from existing courses or newly developed ones) in each of the disciplinary blocks to provide an Introduction to Critical Thinking in the Disciplines. The Task Force also proposed requirements for more upper-division, integrative courses including an option for a capstone near the end of the curriculum. Do you support a more “developmental” structure to Gen Ed?
· Yes 

· No


5. The Task Force valued the role of the university in promoting civic engagement. Steve Centola, facilitator of the English curriculum working group, suggested that every student should take at least one literature course (including literature courses from departments other than English). Should we require literature and civics courses as part of distributional requirements?

· Every student should take a Civics course

· Every student should take a Literature course

· Every student should take both a Civics and Literature course

· These types of courses should be optional

6. The Task Force proposed requiring a “D” diversity course (that would be similar in concept to the current W courses). Scott Schaffer proposed that all students should take either a diversity course or a service learning course. Should diversity be intentionally designed into requirements of the Gen Ed system?

· Yes 

· No

7. If a diversity requirement is included, how should that requirement be focused?

· On U.S. diversity only.

· On global diversity only.

· Both U.S. and global diversity should be required.

· Students should have option to choose either type of diversity.

8. Currently students take many forms of freshman seminars. One credit seminars do not count toward Gen Ed. Three credit “First Year Seminars” are being piloted and currently count toward distributional Gen Ed credit. Other students take freshman seminars that count toward the major and still others take freshman seminars that do not count toward either the major or toward Gen Ed requirements. In what way should credit for freshman seminars count in Gen Ed?

· A variety of Freshman Seminars formats should count toward Gen Ed credit as long as they substantially address Gen Ed goals and objectives. 

· We should only count 3 credit courses that are offered outside the student’s major toward Gen Ed.

9. John McLarnon, facilitator of the Gen Ed working group consisting of both MU faculty and professionals from outside MU, suggests that writing is one of the most important elements of a Gen Ed program. All proposals envisioned maintaining the current freshman composition course (some of the proposals envision including this course within learning communities or making other changes in approach to the course). Most proposals kept the current W requirements. The Task Force proposed a review of all current W courses to assure that all courses with a W label are truly writing intensive. What should we do with the W system?

· We should not change the current W system.

· We should keep W courses and look into ways to increase the effectiveness of the current approach even further.

· We should reduce the number of W courses and instead purposefully integrate writing into a variety of Gen Ed / major courses without using the W designation.

10. Most proposals maintain advanced writing. The Task Force suggested that a capstone course could be substituted for advanced writing and Lynn Marquez suggested that discipline specific sections of Advanced Writing would be better able to concentrate on writing in context. Steve Centola suggested strengthening the current writing emphasis by not only maintaining advanced writing but also by allowing a writing intensive capstone to be substituted for the Perspectives course. In what way should advanced writing be represented in Gen Ed?

· The present requirements for Advanced Writing should be maintained.

· As much as possible, Advanced Writing should be offered in sections designed specifically for majors in certain fields.

· Allow programs to embed advanced writing skills in other advanced Gen Ed / capstone courses 

11. The 4th principle guiding the reform process states that, “Reform of Gen Ed will be balanced by the curricular needs of major programs of study, especially as they are impacted by State mandates and/or disciplinary accreditation.” Some proposals allowed for some flexibility in Gen Ed requirements for different degrees. For example, Scott Schaffer’s proposal envisions all students taking 2 minors, but he also envisioned an exception for education majors. The current pressures of the 120 credit mandate will likely be increased by proposals being set forth by various accrediting bodies. Should Gen Ed reform allow for flexibility between degrees, schools or even majors?
· There should be a single set of requirements for all programs

Or if you think there should be flexibility, please check all that apply:

· The system should allow for some differences in Gen Ed requirements among degree programs

·  The system should allow for some differences in Gen Ed requirements among schools

· The system should allow for some differences in Gen Ed requirements among majors

12. Scott Schaffer also proposed a one year equivalent of foreign language, but some have suggested that this requirement might be adopted for BA degree students only. John McLarnon cited the importance of language in our increasingly global world, but raised doubts about the level of proficiency that could be achieved through a requirement. Should there be a foreign language requirement?

· Yes, for all students.

· This should be an option that is decided separately for each school

· Foreign language should count toward distributional credits, but should not be a Gen Ed requirement.

13. Some have suggested the need to reduce required credits from 51 to 48.  One way this might be done is by taking a course that is currently required and embedding the skills from that course in major courses / other Gen Ed courses and by allowing the course to count toward Gen Ed electives. Speech and Wellness were two areas that were proposed for this change. Do you support making either of these reductions?

· Wellness should become an elective course
· Speech should become an elective course

· Both of these courses should become electives

· Both courses should be required for all students


14. Barb Stengel proposed that: “Twelve credits.. can be taken Pass/No Credit – after 15 credits earned with a 2.0 or better -- with a C- required to earn a passing grade and credit.  (Student will have until the 11th week of the semester to elect P/NC;  instructors will not know of any student’s choice.).” She writes that “[this] will allow students to try other majors, to test interest in a field, to take challenging instructors, and to experiment academically with minimal risk.” How many Gen Ed credits should a student be allowed to designate “pass / no credit” under these rules?

· None

· 2 courses

· 3 courses

· 4 courses

[context for 15, 16, & 17]
Barb Stengel proposed gradually moving toward a series of “shell” inquiry courses as a replacement for and expansion upon current foundational courses. Possibilities might include Scientific Inquiry, Social Science Inquiry, Historical Consciousness, Aesthetic Experience, Critical Analysis and Written Representation, and Applied Math Reasoning. The Task Force proposed that a set of core courses be identified (either from existing courses or newly developed ones) in each of the disciplinary blocks to provide an Introduction to Critical Thinking in the Disciplines. The four core areas were: (1) Math with statistics or calculus component; (2) Laboratory science; (3) U.S. Civics-related Social Science; (4) Literature (from the Humanities).
15. Both proposals have a pointed emphasis on critical thinking and inquiry at the foundational level. Barb cites several examples that suggest that these courses could deal with questions that are interdisciplinary. Is there a need for an increased emphasis on critical thinking, methods of inquiry, and interdisciplinary questions in foundational Gen Ed courses? 
· Yes
· No
16. Barb Stengel also proposes a change in the way such courses would be approved. She writes that, “We do this (i.e. make use of shell syllabi with different content rather than approval of specific courses on a course by course basis) in order to minimize the amount of oversight and scrutiny required. We assume that the appropriate faculty will be able to approve a course shell that can accommodate topical reconfigurations selected according to the instructors’ area of expertise and interest.    This makes it possible for faculty to teach topics of special interest on an irregular basis without undergoing the rigors of seeking approval for a completely new course.” The Task Force made a similar proposal for Freshman Seminars. Should we work on innovative approaches to make the current course approval process less cumbersome?
· Yes

· No

17. A separate question that arises from Barb’s proposal is that some of these shell courses might be taught by a broader range of qualified faculty than is currently the case. For example, she writes that some sections of the Scientific Inquiry course could be taught by “faculty with doctorates in exercise physiology, NURS faculty if appropriate, ITEC faculty if appropriate” and that Applied Math Reasoning could be taught by Math faculty and by research methods faculty.” Should this be considered? 
· Yes

· No

Department ________________________








