
 
 

    
   

   
 

 
           

         
                  

     
 

                 
               

            
              
            

           
            

   
  

           
          

             
            

               
                

              
             

               
              

              
                  

             
           
           
            

             
  

 
            

             
    

             
    

General Education Committee Meeting 
Mississippi State University 

February 21, 2014 

Present: Amy Crumpton, Amy Adkerson, Bob Otondo, Kelly Moser, 
Kirk Swortzel, Mitzy Johnson, Russell Carr and Kevin Hunt 

Proxy: Kathy Sherman-Morris for Mark Welch 
Not Present: Ben Magbanua 

Swortzel called the meeting to order at 12:00 noon on Friday, February 21, 2014, in room 324 
of the Student Union. Swortzel welcomed the members of the committee to the meeting. He 
explained that the General Education Committee is a subcommittee of the University 
Committee on Courses and Curricula, and its charges are to provide oversight of the 
University’s General Education Curriculum and to coordinate efforts to comply with the 
Southern Association of Colleges and Schools Commission on Colleges (SACSCOC) general 
education standards. The General Education Committee has been a standing committee since 
2007. 

The subcommittee reviewed the excerpt from the 2013-2014 Mississippi State University 
Undergraduate Bulletin/Catalog that describes the General Education Curriculum Assessment. 
Swortzel shared with the General Education Committee a copy of the 2012-2013 General 
Education Institutional Effectiveness Report (IE Report). He explained that the information on 
the IE Report assessments come from the courses noted in Section 4 (General Education 
Curriculum Assessment) of the Catalog as well as the ETS Proficiency Profile and the National 
Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE). This had been decided upon by previous General 
Education committee members with some of those members still on the committee. The 
assessment results and the use of results were submitted either by the faculty or department 
head to the Office of Institutional Research and Effectiveness staff to compile all information 
into one Institutional Effectiveness Report. He also noted to the committee that members may 
be called upon for an interview for the upcoming SACSCOC on-site visit that is to be held April 
1-3, 2014. He shared with the committee the following documents: General Education 
narrative for Core Requirement 2.7.3 and General Education narrative for Comprehensive 
Standard 3.5.1. These narratives and supporting documentation were submitted for the 
SACSCOC Compliance Certification. He noted that former chair, Angi Bourgeois had worked 
with the Office of Institutional Research and Effectiveness in finalizing the narratives for 
SACSCOC. 

Johnson reflected on last year's General Education meeting that there were several 
recommendations that the committee had brought forth, and she wanted to provide status 
updates on those recommendations: 
 Recommendation 1) From Fall 2009-Fall 2012, freshmen ACT scores and subscores should 

be examined. 



 
 

              
              

             
                
              
                 

             
             

           
               

   
             

     
            

    
                 

            
               

                 
   

              
   

                
                

    
 

            
            

                
       

 
            

          
              

            
            

             
                

                
                
                 

               
               

             

Status Update: She provided a hand-out consisting of a longitudinal review of the average 
ACT scores for composite score and subscores in English, Math, Reading, and Science for 
Freshmen as well as Seniors (including Natives and Transfers separately and combined). The 
Freshmen have been digressing in the ETS performance for the last couple of years, and the 
committee wanted to know how the ACT scores of those Freshmen looked. The overall 
composite has been consistent between 22.63 to 23.00 in the years of Fall 2010 to Fall 2012 
with overall composite average score from Fall 2008 to 2012 being 23.05. 

 Recommendation 2) Continue to examine the scores of “native” and “transfer” seniors 
Status Update: The Summary of Education Testing Service (ETS) Proficiency Results 
continues to include the scores of the "native" and "transfer" seniors as well as the 
Institutional Effectiveness Report. 

 Recommendation 3) Add criterion reference data as an assessment measure to evaluate 
overall competence in General Education 
Status Update: The Summary of Education Testing Service (ETS) Proficiency Results includes 
the criterion reference data. 

 Recommendation 4) Work on a script for the people who give the ETS Proficiency Profile, 
so MSU Seniors and Freshmen will understand the importance of the test. 
Status Update: The script used to administer the ETS Proficiency Profile was updated to 

include verbiage on the importance of the test for the Fall 2013 semester as well as Spring 
2014 semester. 

 Recommendation 5) Determine whether there is a yearly report on the Carnegie 
Classifications. 
Status Update: Johnson contacted ETS on if there was a yearly report on the Carnegie 

Classification and the answer was no. ETS stated it was more statistically sound to have a 
five year reporting period. 

Johnson then distributed the Summary of Educational Testing Service (ETS) Proficiency Profile 
Results for Fall 2008-Spring 2013. Johnson explained that Educational Testing Service 
Proficiency Profile has been used since Fall 2008 as a direct measure of assessment for the 
Mississippi State General Education Curriculum. 

Each fall semester, a sample of freshmen students from within the English 
Composition courses complete the ETS Proficiency Profile. Each spring semester, 
a sample of senior students from within the senior level courses are selected to 
complete the ETS Proficiency Profile. Johnson noted that the results differentiate 
between “native” seniors and “transfer” seniors based upon the General Education 
Committee’s recommendation in previous years. Carr noted that since the data has now 
accumulated from Fall 2008 to Spring 2013, the observation should be if there is a significant 
difference from Freshmen 2008 to the Seniors 2012 as well as Fall 2009 Freshmen to Seniors 
2013, which would be comparable to a four year graduation time frame. Carr stated that the 
native seniors should be the only ones reviewed from the Seniors sample for that will show if 
there is a significant difference in the Freshmen "native" to the Senior "native" students. Hunt 
agreed. Johnson asked the General Education committee if they wanted to continue to include 
"transfer" seniors in the administration of ETS. The General Education committee agreed that 



 
 

                
              

   
 

           
                

                
                    
               

                 
             

 
              

                 
                  

               
   

 
                 

              
  

 

ETS should continue to be administered to the "transfer" seniors for the data needs to be 
reviewed, but not included in the learning gains comparison to the "native" Freshmen and 
"native" Seniors. 

Crumpton also asked if the Carnegie Classification comparison included transfer students. 
Johnson stated that she would have to contact ETS to verify if transfers were included. Hunt 
stated that the script to administer the ETS had some outdated verbiage like slide rules and 
needed to be cut down to bare minimum if all possible to take up less prep time and more for 
testing. Johnson would note this to ETS and request updated proctoring guidelines from them. 
She did state each year the OIRE staff review the on-line guidelines to ensure of any changes, 
and there have not been any changes in several years by ETS. 

Crumpton observed in the Summary of the ETS Proficiency Profile Results that Critical Thinking 
was the area of lowest performance (mean score) for the Freshmen. She asked what kind of 
questions focus on the critical thinking, does ETS have this in some type of test bank? Johnson 
stated that she would check with ETS to confirm how the critical thinking questions are 
developed and stored. 

Swortzel stated this was good meeting of discussion and review, and for members to be ready if 
called upon for interviews for the upcoming SACSCOC on-site. The meeting adjourned at 
1:35 p.m. 


