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Proposal Summary

Over the summer 2010 the Core Revision Committee, appointed and charged by VP/Provost Sandra Jordan, met in order to revise the current core in alignment with the recently announced USG Core Curriculum Policy.  The chief results of the summer’s deliberations are as follows:

· Area A—substantially the same, with more options for the second required composition course

· Area B—GC’s main “area of distinctiveness”—substantially changed from 4 to 7 credits comprised of a Critical Thinking Seminar in the freshman year (3 hrs) and a Global Perspectives Seminar in the sophomore year (4 hrs)

· Area C—Addition (mandated by BOR) of ethics.  Area split into two subsections:  C1 Humanities & Ethics  and C2-Fine Arts.

· Area D-Addition (mandated by BOR) of Technology.  Reduced course restrictions to require one lab science (greater freedom of choice)

· Area E-Reduced from 12 to 9 hrs without designated restrictions (greater freedom of choice)

The committee further proposed four overlays, the first two mandated by BOR:

· US Perspectives (BOR)—1 exposure required

· Global Perspectives (BOR)—3 exposures required

· Writing (GC) 1-2 exposures required

· Speaking (GC) 1-2 exposures required
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USG Core Curriculum Policy

The primary change presented in the USG Core Curriculum Policy is from transferrable courses in Areas A-E to transferrable hours as outlined in Table 1.  The only substantive change made to the area designations is the addition of ethics to Area C and technology to Area D. Furthermore, the policy allows for flexibility of hours in each area, provided that minimum requirements are met.  Universities in the USG will, therefore, be able to distinguish themselves by requiring additional hours in particular areas in addition to developing distinctive courses throughout these areas. The USG Core Curriculum Policy requires overlays in the areas of US perspectives and Global Perspectives, which will be met by individual courses in Areas A-E identified by the university to carry these overlays.  A third overlay, critical thinking, is required but will not necessarily be met by individual courses.

This new model presents several opportunities for Georgia College.  First, we have the opportunity to develop one or two succinct outcomes for each area.  Second, Georgia College has the opportunity to distinguish itself by adding hours to particular areas in the core.  Third, we are free to rethink the course structure of all courses in Areas A-E within the limitation of minimum hour requirements. This freedom to develop articulable, assessable learning outcomes for each area will guide innovations in course development.  The opportunities presented by the USG Core Curriculum Policy come in tandem with restrictions.  The “common curriculum” developed by Georgia College cannot dip below the minimum hours in any Area, and we must adhere to a transferable number of credit hours.  Another restriction presented by the USG Core Curriculum is the requirement that "every institution must offer a path to completing all Area A-E requirements composed exclusively of 1000 and 2000 level courses.”  Thus while it is allowable to add 3000 or 4000 level courses as options in Areas A-E, it is not possible to require a student to complete one of these courses as a part of the common curriculum.

Curriculum Framework

The University Senate approved the student learning outcomes (SLOs) for the Areas A-E and the BOR mandated overlays on August 11, 2010.  The previously approved outcomes are presented in this proposal simply to demonstrate alignment between the outcomes and the proposed curriculum.

The proposed curriculum framework has four primary components: (1) credit hour distribution, (2) course requirements within Areas A through E, (3) course overlay requirements, and (4) a plan for evaluating critical thinking skills.  Each of these elements is described in detail below.

Credit Hour Distribution

The credit hour distribution is outlined in Table 1.  The proposed credit hour distribution represents a shift of three credit hours from Area E to Area B in order to accommodate two distinctive courses in Area B.

Table 1.  Comparison of Credit Hour Distribution in Areas A-F

	Label
	Current Titles
	New Titles 
	Minimum 

Required 
	Current 
	Proposed

	A1
	Essential Skills
	Communication Outcomes
	at least 6
	6
	6

	A2
	 
	Quantitative Outcomes
	at least 3
	3
	3

	B
	Institutional Options
	Institutional Options
	at least 3
	4
	7

	C
	Humanities/Fine arts
	Humanities, Fine Arts and Ethics
	at least 6
	6
	6

	D
	Science and Mathematics
	Science, Math, and Technology
	at least 10
	11
	11

	E
	Social Sciences
	Social Sciences
	at least 6
	12
	9

	Total Credits from Common Curriculum
	must be 42
	42
	42

	F
	Courses Related to the Program of Study
	Lower-Division Major Requirements
	18 
	18
	18

	Total Credits in Core
	 60
	60
	60


Course Requirements in Areas A through E

The proposed course requirements for each area are presented below, followed by a short explanation of the rationale for the proposal.  An overview of the requirements is presented in Figure 1.

Area A1: Communication Skills

SLO-1. Students will be able to communicate clearly in oral and written English that meets conventional standards of correctness.

Proposal: The committee proposes to continue to require ENGL 1101 as the first course in this area.  At least three hours will be chosen from a selection of courses that address oral communication skills.

Rationale:  The outcome adopted for Area A1 includes a proficiency in oral communication.  To reflect this outcome, we recommend including communication intensive courses from rhetoric and other disciplines as alternatives for ENGL 1102.

Area A2: Quantitative Skills

SLO-2. Students will be able to interpret mathematical information and concepts in verbal, numeric, graphical, and symbolic form. 

Proposal:  We recommend no changes in the Area A2 requirements; the current Area A “mathematics” section becomes A2 in this proposal. The Mathematics department will be proposing “College Algebra” to provide an alternative A2 course for students.

Rationale:  The outcome and course offerings meet the USG requirements for quantitative student learning outcomes in area A2.

Area B: Institutional Options

SLO-3. Students will be able to explain multiple intellectual approaches that clarify or respond to problems, topics, themes, and/or issues.

Proposal:  The committee proposes 7-credit hours in Area B composed of two distinctive courses, a 3-credit Critical Thinking course and a 4-credit Global Perspectives course.  These courses will have common course numbers but can have disciplinary or interdisciplinary prefixes.  Additionally, we recommend these courses be limited to 25 students.  The individual aspects for these courses are detailed below.

Critical Thinking
First-year students will take this distinctive course.  The course title can be modified to reflect the course content and/or disciplinary approach (e.g., “Critical Thinking in Medical Ethics” or “Critical Thinking:  Perspectives in Climate Change”).  The course will address the critical thinking outcomes.  This course will emphasize speaking or writing skills.

Global Perspectives
Second-year students will take this distinctive course.  The course title can be modified to reflect the course content and/or disciplinary approach (e.g., “Global Perspectives in Philosophy” or “Global Perspectives: Ethics & Culture”).  This course will carry both the Global Perspectives overlay and the Writing overlay.

Rationale: New Area B courses will reflect institutional commitment to the development and application of critical thinking skills and the adoption of global perspectives to further students’ global literacy and dispositions.  The Strategic Enrollment Management committee has identified distinctive academic experiences in the first two years as an important factor in improving retention and graduation rates thus supporting the placement of these two courses in the freshman and sophomore years.

Area C: Humanities, Fine Arts, and Ethics

SLO-4. Students will be able to explain how texts and works of art in the humanities address human experiences.
SLO-5. Students will be able to evaluate multiple perspectives on ethical issues.

Proposal:  The committee proposes 6-credit hours in Area C.  Additionally we recommend splitting the Area C into two sub-areas; C1-Humanities & Ethics and C2-Fine Arts.  Students will fulfill this area requirement by taking one course in C1 and one course in C2. We further recommend that the Fine Arts courses previously required in Area B (ARTS 1105, MUSC 1105, THEA 1105) be converted into three-credit courses and included in the Fine Arts Area (C2) as course options.

Rationale:  The credit hours allocated to Area C are the same as in the existing core and meet the minimum requirements from the USG Core Curriculum Policy.  In this policy, the new descriptor for the Area C learning goal adds Ethics, thus necessitating the inclusion of a student-learning outcome and courses in ethics.  The recommendation for separating the area stems from the need to ensure that students make progress towards both of the student-learning outcomes.  The decision to combine Humanities and Ethics stems from the belief of the committee that ethics is an integral part of most humanities courses.  

Area D: Natural Sciences, Math, and Technology

SLO-6. Students will be able to use technology to facilitate problem-solving.

SLO-7. Students will be able to use critical observation and analysis to model and/or predict natural phenomena. 

SLO-8. Students will be able to evaluate mathematical and/or quantitatively-based arguments.

Proposal:  The committee proposes 11-credit hours in Area D with the additional condition that one four-credit laboratory science course be required by all students.  Additionally, the committee recommends that new and existing technology courses be considered for inclusion in this area.

Rationale:  The USG initiated a significant system-wide change in Area D with the addition of technology to the Area.  This change has necessitated the inclusion of learning outcomes and courses, which speak to all three areas.  Two of the principles, which guided the committee with regard to all areas of the proposal, are the need to eliminate pinch points and the desire to maximize student choice.  Consequently, the committee has decided that four of the eleven hours required in Area D must be a lab science (this is a USG mandate), and that the remaining seven hours can be satisfied by choosing from a list of approved science, mathematics, and technology courses.  This list includes a variety of science, mathematics, and computer science courses, which speak to the science, quantitative literacy, and/or technology outcomes, which the committee has formulated for Area D. 

Area E:  Social Sciences

SLO-9. Students will be able to interpret social science research from various sources.

Proposal:  The committee proposes 9-credit hours in Area E with no additional restrictions.  The committee recommends that all courses currently in Area E be considered for conversion into this proposal.

Rationale:  The new USG BOR general education policy requires 6 hours minimum in Area E and still requires that students take POLS 1150, HIST 2111 or 2112, or pass US and GA constitution and history exams. The new proposal allows for more options to fulfill Area E, while recognizing that legislative requirements might impact the courses chosen. Thus, students have the freedom to select what courses satisfy this area and what courses to count as electives based on how they choose to satisfy the legislative requirements.  While there is a 3-hour reduction to Area E, there is a gain in the flexibility of Area E course options. Additionally, there is now the option for any social science course to be redesigned and placed in Area B.

Course Overlays

The USG Core Curriculum Policy legislates two course overlays, termed “learning goals”, in US Perspectives (US), Global Perspectives (GL), and Critical Thinking (CT).  The US and GL competencies are overlaid onto courses in Areas A-E and a student meets this requirement by taking one of these designated courses.  The Critical Thinking (CT) overlay is met in a holistic way by requiring the institution to develop a plan that demonstrates how students who complete Areas A-E will have acquired foundational critical thinking skills.  In addition to the required overlays, the committee is proposing the addition of two additional competency overlays in writing (W) and speaking (S).

US Perspectives (US) Overlay

SLO-10. Students will be able to evaluate the diverse responses of peoples, groups, and cultures within the United States to historic and/or contemporary issues, themes, or topics that impact the United States.

Proposed Requirements:  Students will have one exposure to the US perspectives overlay in the core curriculum.

Rationale:  The committee felt that the US overlay would be sufficiently satisfied with one exposure, since students have consistently studied both United States history and government in their K-12 schooling.  Furthermore, the legislative requirement that requires students to pass examinations on (a) the history of the United States and the history of Georgia and (b) the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of Georgia ensures significant exposure to US perspectives.

Global Perspectives (GL) Overlay

SLO-11. Students will be able to evaluate diverse responses of peoples, cultures, societies, and groups to historic and/or contemporary global issues, themes, or topics.

Proposed Requirements:  We propose students acquire two additional exposures to the global perspectives overlay beyond the Area B, Global Perspectives course.  Of these two exposures, one should occur within core courses and the other could either be met by courses in the core or other courses outside of the core that have demonstrated sufficient global component and have been assigned the Global Perspectives (GL) overlay designation.

Rationale:  Students will gain one exposure to the GL overlay in the Area B course, Global Perspectives.  Given the recent focus on internationalization of the GCSU curriculum combined with the increasing relevance of global issues in modern society, the committee felt that two additional exposures to the GL overlay are prudent.  Additionally, giving students the option to choose to meet one of these exposures outside of the core curriculum provides a mechanism for major and elective courses to intentionally connect to the core curriculum.

Writing and Speaking Overlays

Proposal:  We propose students attain one additional exposure to either the writing overlay or speaking overlay beyond the exposures provided in Area A and Area B. The three student-learning outcomes (SLO-12 - SLO-14) are proposed for the writing overlay and four student-learning outcomes (SLO-15 – SLO-18) are proposed for the speaking overlay.  This additional exposure could either be met by courses in the core or courses outside of the core that have demonstrated sufficient integration of writing or speaking skills and have been assigned the corresponding overlay designation. 

Proposed outcomes for Writing Overlay

SLO-12. Students will be able to demonstrate style, personal voice, and coherence as a communicator. 

SLO-13. Students will be able to use description, analysis, and synthesis of data, ideas or information appropriate to the purpose. 

SLO-14. Students will be able to employ organization appropriate to the purpose and intention between the writer and reader. 

Proposed outcomes for Speaking Overlay

SLO-15. Students will be able to demonstrate vocal delivery, which encourages listening. 

SLO-16. Students will be able to employ physical presentation and use of the body appropriate to the speaking situation. 

SLO-17. Students will be able to understand and demonstrate skill in listening and extracting information from oral communication. 

SLO-18. Students will be able to employ organization appropriate to the purpose and intention between the speaker and audience. 

Rationale:  The writing and speaking overlays came initially from the GCSU curriculum revision proposed in 2006, which included a communication intensive approach to the core curriculum.  Although that proposal could not be implemented due to outside factors, the committee felt it important the current core revision reflect the previous work, wherever possible.  The addition of speaking intensive courses is further supported by anecdotal evidence that students graduating from Georgia College were insecure in public speaking situations, may not be able adapt to different speaking situations, and clearly need more exposure to addressing groups in a professional manner.

Critical Thinking (CT) Plan

SLO-19. Students will be able to use appropriate tools to:

a. Implement effective search strategies.

b. Evaluate sources for relevance, authority, and format (primary vs. secondary sources, scholarly vs. popular, print vs. online).

SLO-20. Students will be able to effectively explain and analyze evidence in support of an argument.

SLO-21. Students will be able to form logical conclusions from information presented. 

The BOR requires institutions to develop a Critical Thinking plan to assess the critical thinking skills of students completing the core curriculum.  There are four components of the GCSU plan.

1. GCSU has joined the Voluntary System of Accountability, and in accordance with VSA requirements, has implemented regular administration of the Collegiate Learning Assessment exam.  The CLA will initially be administered to a sample of entering freshmen in fall 2010 and seniors in the spring of 2011.  The CLA will thereafter be administered on a two-year rotation of freshmen and seniors.  The CLA is designed to assess learning outcomes that are virtually identical to SLO-20 and SLO-21. 

2. SLO-19 is currently assessed through electronic modules completed by every student in ENGL 1101.  These modules are administered following training provided by library staff in the location, retrieval, and application of sources.  Scores are aggregated each semester across all sections of ENGL and used for the improvement of instruction and student learning.

3. GCSU conducts an annual assessment of degree program goals through the Assessment Planning Record.  Each year, every degree program at GCSU conducts an assessment of student learning outcomes and gathers data to ensure that students have attained mastery of the institution’s general education outcomes.  These are outcomes that apply to the entire four years of the student’s academic career.  One of these outcomes focuses on critical thinking: Use effective critical thinking skills, including rules of logic, inductive and deductive reasoning, to solve problems in various disciplines.

4. In the proposed curriculum, all students are required to take a course in Area B called Critical Thinking, which addresses the critical thinking outcomes.  

Area A1: Communication Skills: (6 hours)


ENGL1101 ENGLISH COMPOSITION I (3) required by all students


Choose 3 hours from courses that address oral communication skills


Area A2: Quantitative Skills: (3 hours)


Choose three hours from Mathematics courses to include College Algebra


Area B: Institutional Options: (7 hours)


Critical Thinking Course (3 hours) taken in the first year


Global Perspectives Course (4 hours) taken in the second year


Critical Thinking:______ (3 hours)


Taken in first-year (freshman)


Learning Beyond the Classroom (LBTC) component as defined by the Strategic Focusing Initiative


Addresses Critical Thinking (CT) outcomes


Common course numbering & modifiable name


Global Perspectives: __________ (4 hours)


Taken in second-year (sophomore)


Learning Beyond the Classroom (LBTC) component as defined by the Strategic Focusing Initiative


Writing Intensive – Carries Writing (W) overlay


Carries Global Perspectives (GL) overlay


Common course numbering & modifiable name


Area C: Humanities, Fine Arts, and Ethics: (6 hours)


Choose 3 hours from Humanities & Ethics courses


Choose 3 hours from Fine Arts courses


Area D: Natural Sciences, Math, and Technology: (11 hours)


Choose 11 hours from Science, Math and Technology courses


* a minimum of 4 hours must be a laboratory science course


Area E: Social Sciences:  (9 hours)


Choose 9 hours from Social Science Courses





Figure 1. Proposed Course Requirements
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