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! Councils may request additional information about “Information” items. These items are approved as “Consent Agenda.”

2 The Dean and Department should respond to the Provost’s recommendation to close a program in writing, Advise & Respond (R) requires
that the voling body should receive the written responses at least one week prior to the vote.

3 All courses that meet University Requirements for general education must go through UGEC. Courses or degrees offered only to students
seeking teacher certification must go through the Teacher Education Council. All undergraduate changes must go before the UUAC. All

graduate degree plan changes must go through the Graduate Council.

* A minimum of 30 hours is required for a major. A maximunm is specified for cach degree (e.g., BA, BS). The university minimum for
elective hours is 6, unless the requirements of external accrediting bodies make it impossible.

5 Program or course changes that apply to any major that includes Teacher Certification will be reviewed by the college, the Teacher
Education Council {TEC), and then the UUAC.

¢ Courses that satisfy ACU's University Requirements (General Education) will normally have lower-level numbering, be free of prerequisites
and co-requisites, appeal to more than one or two majors, and “not narrowly focus on those skills, techniques, and procedures specific to a
particular occupation or profession” (SACS 2.7.3). Departiients may request exceptions to the first three criteria,

"The UUAC approved the clarification that “general requirements for graduation” means the enumerated items in the “General Requirements

for Bachelor’s Degrees™ seetion of the catalog. Revised 10-16-13
cviscd 10-16-1
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October 29, 2014

Bruce Scott, EdD
Associate Dean,
College of Education and Human Services

Re: Resubmission of proposed revisions to MSSW applications

Dear Dr Scott

| want to thank the academic council for their advice and suggestions on proposed revisions to
MSSW student application for admission. |am resubmitting the proposal with revised
recommendations. This note (and attachment) serves as my formal request for the academic council of
the College of Education and Human Services to reconsider two suggested changes for MSSW student
applications:
1. That an additional formal graded senior level assignment writing sample (min S pages) from
the student’s undergraduate work be required for all applicants as part of the application
(see attached grading rubric); and,
2. That the last ‘field practicum assessment’ be required for those students who have
graduated from a CSWE accredited BSW/BSSW program and are applying for advanced
standing status (1 year program).

The need for these changes are a result of the problems we are encountering in evaluating
potential admissions with students from other universities and/or majors. We are finding that a
personal statement and GPA are really not adequate to reflect what we consider as the true academic
ability of the applicant. Our hope is that by including the additional information that we can make more
informed decisions about those who are more likely to succeed within our program; thereby, reducing
the chances of program dropouts.

Please let me know if you have questions or need additional information or documentation.

Thanks, in advance for your time

Sincerely,

Wayne Paris, PhD
Associate Professor
MSSW Program Director

School of Social Work
Abilene Christian University



Name:

Writing for Social Workers

Pre-and-Post Writing Rubric{Fall 2014)

Grammar/Language/Punctuation

Organization

Clarity/Coherence

Precision in word chaice

Varied vocabulary

Range of syntax

Range of sentence length

Sentence structures.cor,\ve{/ meaning

very well

= Sentences overwhelmingly free of
grammar mistakes

®  Punctuation used correctly

throughout response

Addresses the essay prampt successfully
Overall plan is clear.

Effective fopic sentences

Demonstrates expert selectivity in response
(i.e:, details and/or examples chosen
highlights the writer’s.pasitlan)

Smoath transitions between paragraphs (i.e.,
each transitlon serves as a building block to
the next paragraph)

Anticlpates readérs’ questions (sense of
audience)

Conveys positlon expertly and clearly
Reader can EASILY followw'the argument
and-points 3 7

Demonstrates strong-conceptual thinking
Order af sentences within paragraphs are
logical

Wses transitional phrases within
paragraphs to enhance coherence

= Adequate voc_abu_lary

s Often has range of syntax

®  Often has varied sentence length

= Minor grammar issues

= Minor punctuation issues (i.g,
overuse of commas)

®  Some range of syntax

*  Some varied sentence length

= Some grammatical errors but
pattern of error are those easy to
spot and correct {i.e., subject/verb
agreement; fragments; comma
splices)

*  Puncluation used SOMEWHAT
correctly

Overal: plan is MOSTLY clear

Many effective topic sentences )

Smooth transitions between MOST
paragraphs

Demonstrates gaod selectivity [n response
(i.e., paragraphs are well-developed with most
details and/or examples chosen highlight the
writer’s positian)

OFTEN anticipates readers’ questions
Conveys position well

Reader can follow the argument and
points

Demonstrates conceptual thinking
Order of sentences within paragraphs are
often logical

Occasional use of transitlons within

' paragraphs to enhance coherence

Overall plan can be SOMEWHAT clear fi.e.,
strong. coherent:paragraph:followed by a
weak or disorganized paragraph)

The general point (“global”) of each
paragraph may be stated but not as a topic
sentence

May have only ONE [engthy paragraph but
details and/or examples still make sense
Paragraphs may present too much
infarmation as if the writer is hoping to hita
major point but there is an effort toward
becaming selective

Reader may-have to infer the significance
of details/examples deseribed

Order of sentences within paragraphs are
SOMEWHAT logical {i.e., superfluous
details may be present)

Conceptual thirking is SOMEWHAT
prasent but there are lapses




Writing for Social Workers _Pre-and-Post Writing Rubric (Fall 2014) |

Name;
Grammar/language/Punctuation Organlzation Clarity/Coherence
o Limited vocabulary and/or weak Overall plan can be sparadic or confusing to ® Position Is often unclear or overly
word cholce the reader (i.e., paragraphs are short or one repetitlve

® Syntax is simple or overly complex

» Language begins to get vague(i.e.,
overuse of pronouns, increased
generality )

= Basic writing issues surface (i.e.,
their/there; whether/weather;
its/It's) and spelling problemns
emerge

»  Accumulatlion of patterns of error
{wide range of grammatical
prablems; non-native like quality of
prase)

=  Frequent errars in punctuation

lengthy paragraph without a plan}
Paragraphs lack-general points

Use of details and/or examples OI'TEN NOT
clearly connected to position, If there is ane

Order of sentences NOT usually logical
(i.e., gaps In reasoning)

LITTLE use of transltional phrases within
paragraphs which lessens ¢coherence
Conceptual thinking is RARELY present
(i.e, writer stays “local” throughout
response without returning to a larger
“global” point)

*  Excesslvely limited vocabulary
and/or inaccurate word choice

* Grammar and/or syntax IMPEDES
meaning throughout the response

= Lack of punctuation or excessive
errors with punctuation

" Conversatlonal prose {i.e., "you"”;
contractions;.clichés)

Overall plan Is missing (i.e., “stream of
consciousness” approach)

Lack of paragraphing

Purpose for each paragraph is missing

Details {“local”) overwhelm respanse without
connectionta.a larger polnt (“glotal”)
General points:(“global”) overwhelm response
without connection to pertinent
examples/details (“local”)

Use of details/examples are unclear as to
purpose (l.e., reader has to guess as to the
writing prompt}

Order of sentences within paragraphs are
not clear

Conceptual thinking is NOT demonstrated
NO use of transitional phrases within |
paragraphs




