Summary of Courses Survey Results for FGEAC 

February 10, 2009

The FGEAC Courses Subcommittee (Annie Adams, Jeanie Lee, Antonino Carnevali, Sean Reilly, Jason Holcomb, Marilyn Moore, Carol Wymer and Tim Simpson) reviewed the Courses Survey results. They shared comments via email and met on Friday, February 6 from 10-Noon. The following is their summary of the Courses Survey Results. (Please note that the FGEAC members were provided the Courses Survey Results. We welcome any additional comments/suggestions.)
Introduction
The FGEAC Courses Survey was posted to the General Education Reform website for approximately two weeks in the beginning of the Spring 2009 semester. The FGEAC and Faculty Senate were alerted to the survey and a mass MSU email was distributed to inform the entire MSU community of the survey. It is somewhat difficult to ascertain exactly how many responded to the survey because one did not need to respond to every question. Based on the response number to the second question, we believe that we received 87 responses to the survey or approximately one-quarter of the faculty at MSU. (In comparison, we received 81 responses to the first FGEAC survey.) 

Generally speaking, the majority of the responses were in the neutral, agree or disagree categories with very few responses in the strongly agree or strongly disagree. This may very well be a reflection that the faculty at large, while they certainly have some opinions about the general education reform, do not feel that they have enough in depth knowledge to form strong opinions about these matters. It is likely not the fault of communication with the MSU community, or lack of interest in the faculty, but rather it is the nature of a project as extensive as we are undertaking. 
After careful review of the results, we believe the following should be highlighted: 
1. Regarding the core, 56% of faculty believe that the core should only be a “slightly modified version of our current general education core.” The comments section demonstrated great concern with the computer competency requirement. 

2. Regarding course distribution, 44% of faculty believe that the course distribution should only be a slightly modified version of the current course distribution (44%). Despite this response, when asked what distribution area should be eliminated every comment in the comments section identified the Practical Living area for elimination. 
3. Regarding learner outcomes and skills, 66% of faculty believe that each general education course should address more than one student learner outcome (preferably two outcomes). 65% of faculty believe that general education learner outcomes should be embedded in major courses to reinforce these outcomes. In addition, faculty believe that particular outcomes and skills should be stressed in all core (66%) and non-core (69%) general education courses. In the comments section, reading, writing, math and critical thinking were most identified as those outcomes and skills to be stressed in all general education courses.
4. Regarding interdisciplinarity, 61% of faculty believe that our general education program should include a select number of interdisciplinary courses. The comments section suggested that these courses should be at the discretion of individual faculty.

5. Regarding sequencing of courses, there was a preference (55%) for MSU to create a clear and differentiated sequence through general education. In addition, students should be required to complete the general education core within their first two years (45%).

6. Regarding thematic sequence and cluster courses, the faculty responses largely fell within the agree (33%) or neutral category (38%). Of concern to faculty were the scheduling and administrative difficulties for thematic sequence and cluster courses (46%). 
The bullets below indicate some of the items stressed in the survey results and are divided according to the major headings from the Courses Survey.

CORE – 

· General education should be “slightly modified” version of current general education program

· Reading, Writing, Critical thinking and Math are critical to core

· Some form of speech communication

· Places for modification are first year programs and computer competency

COURSE DISTRIBUTION – 

· The distribution of courses should be “slightly modified.”

· Humanities, Social and Behavioral sciences, Natural and Mathematical Sciences are emphasized

· Only current distribution requirement suggested for elimination is Practical Living

· Some interest in global awareness and interdisciplinarity

LEARNER OUTCOMES AND SKILLS –

· Each general education course should emphasize at least two outcomes/skills

· First three outcomes (Communication skills, Intellectual skills and Quantitative skills) should be emphasized throughout general education program

· Major courses should integrate general education outcomes (This suggestion may not be within the purview of the FGEAC but where major courses make use of General education skills, the instructors should emphasize the importance and usefulness of those skills.)
· Reading, Writing, Critical Thinking and Math are emphasized

INTERDISCIPLINARITY –

· Support for limited or select interdisciplinary courses

· Interdisciplinary classes to be selected by instructor

· Scheduling is a concern related to interdisciplinarity

· Faculty work load is a concern related to interdisciplinarity

SEQUENCING OF COURSES – 

· Support for sequencing of courses

· Core skills should be emphasized in first 2 years

· General Education electives to be reinforced in junior and senior years

· Integration of outcomes with majors (See comment above)

· Sequencing could be problematic for some disciplines, e.g. music

· Flexibility in sequencing is encouraged

· Be aware of KCTCS transfers and off campus facilities

THEMATIC SEQUENCE AND CLUSTER COURSES – 

· No real preference for thematic or cluster courses

· Could be a way to support interdisciplinarity

· Grand Valley State University’s proposal received support

· Faculty, Department, Student and Administrative difficulties should be taken into account in regard to thematic and cluster courses

Immediate recommendation 

Based on the many comments concerning the potential for administrative difficulties regarding the creation and maintenance of general education courses, the Courses subcommittee recommends that a subcommittee be formed to analyze administrative structures for general education, using the data from our previous survey, and recommend administrative structures to assist in the creation and maintenance of the general education program. The now defunct Feedback subcommittee and Voting Process subcommittee should be merged to form the core of this new subcommittee. Other committee members and concerned MSU faculty/staff are encouraged to join. 
Next Step

The Courses subcommittee will create a proposal for general education courses.
