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Introduction
The Policy Studies Majors Committee (PSMC) is grateful to have been given the opportunity to be so heavily involved in this external review process. We believe it is a strength of the College that student input is held in such a high regard. The following memo details our response to the external review report of the Policy Studies program written by Professors Liebell and Seaquist. The group of PSMC members that reviewed this report consisted of five Law & Policy majors and one Policy Management major.

Executive Summary: Main Takeaways
· Do not combine the majors.
· Rethink the goals of Foundations and Gateway.
· Determine leadership in both majors.
· Cross-list Law & Policy electives and update advising sheet so that it is clear which courses are offered.

Response to Law and Policy Section
We confirm that we are very enthusiastic about the Law & Policy major and want to see it flourish.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Page 2, paragraph 1] 


Economic Analysis of Policy
· Appreciate the even-handed perspective from which the course is taught, with respect to policy issues.

Foundations in Policy Studies
· Our recommendations
· Clarify the course goals and emphasize current events.
· Emphasize practical skills such as writing policy memos, public speaking, and group projects.
· Consider making it a Writing in the Discipline course.
· We agree that Foundations should be taken as soon as possible in the major.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Page 2, paragraph 2] 


Gateway
· Guest lecturers enrich the learning process for this type of class.
· Need to make the theme clear and solidify the goals of the class.
· We strongly agree with the following suggestions for Gateway: “include information about employment opportunities after the major, integrate meeting more alumni, observing attorneys and judges in town, touring the law school, watching trials and other experiential components.”[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Page 3, paragraph 2] 

· We like the idea of including more about ethics in this course.[footnoteRef:4]  [4:  Page 4, paragraph 4] 


Electives
· Update advising sheets to reflect current courses offered. For example, Juvenile Justice is no longer a course taught at the College yet it is still on the advising sheet).
· There are many electives that count for the major but that are not advertised under Law & Policy (ex. Law of Business Transactions, INBM 300) and are therefore unknown to students.
· [bookmark: _Hlk517344110]Agree that Professor Niebler, Professor O’Connell, and Professor Marchetti’s classes should be considered policy electives and that they should be included as advisors for the program.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Page 14, paragraph 1] 

· Forming concentrations may not be feasible due to the infrequency that electives are offered.

Philosophy of Law
· We agree that Philosophy of Law is “rigorous and intellectually transformative.”[footnoteRef:6] This may be primarily due to the professor who teaches it and his specific approach, but this professor is leaving Dickinson. [6:  Page 4, paragraph 2] 

· Philosophy of Law is already a required course.[footnoteRef:7] [7:  Page 4, paragraph 3] 


Advising
· We agree that there needs to be “a leader in place to oversee the various components including curriculum, mock trial, pre-law advising, internships, hiring adjuncts and establishing a program with the law school.”[footnoteRef:8] [8:  Page 14, paragraph 2] 

· The gravity of Prof. Edlin’s departure cannot be overstated. Prof. Edlin plays a critical role in advising students. As of now, Prof. Edlin is the go-to faculty member for students considering law school, seeing as he himself went through that process and practiced law.
· Though the Pre-Law Advisor in the Career Center gives helpful advice when applying to internships, we strongly agree that it is critical for us to have someone (whether that’s a faculty member or a career advisor) who can provide pre-law advising and who has personal experience with this process (taking the LSAT, applying to law school, etc.)

Relationship with the Dickinson Law School
· This would be a good resource if it were known to students. Students in the major were surprised to learn about opportunities available at the law school (such as sitting in on classes). 
· Efforts should be focused on increasing awareness among Law & Policy majors of the opportunities available rather than on a mentor program.[footnoteRef:9]  [9:  Page 5, paragraph 3] 


Ties to Legal Professionals
· While we agree that both Judge Masland and Judge Guido are excellent resources, we do not believe that the judges should be asked to email students about attending trials.[footnoteRef:10] But, students should be made aware of this opportunity in a more organized manner than the ad hoc system in place now.  [10:  Page 6, paragraph 1] 

· We like the suggestion of bringing local attorneys to adjunct positions because this gives the Program more opportunity to offer specialized electives. However, we recognize this would be contingent on the attorney’s willingness to teach and would possibly increase the amount of courses offered at night. 

Mock Trial
· Attending more tournaments would enhance students’ learning. However, we do not believe that the Admissions Office should have members of the team travel to high school tournaments to serve as judges, due to the unnecessary expense.
· Mock Trial has historically catered to students from multiple disciplines, not just Law and Policy.[footnoteRef:11]  [11:  Page 6, paragraph 2] 

· Mock Trial could be advertised more by the Admissions Office to recruit more students to Dickinson. In our experience, Mock Trial has been instrumental in attracting students not only to the Law & Policy major but to Dickinson in general.

Response to Policy Management Section
· We strongly agree that the Policy Management and Law & Policy majors should not be merged.[footnoteRef:12] [12:  Page 8, paragraph 1] 

· It is true that the students, on the whole, perceive PMGT to be weaker academically than LAWP.[footnoteRef:13]  [13:  Page 8, paragraph 3] 

· We agree that the goal of the major needs to be rethought and solidified.[footnoteRef:14] [14:  Page 12, question 1] 

· A strength of the major is the leadership course.
· We are concerned by the void that would be left if the program coordinator leaves the college.
· Clarify what constitutes as a Policy Management internship.
· Recommendation for Senior Seminar: Give students more freedom to choose what they write about (similar to Professor Edlin’s final 25 page research paper in LAWP 400).


Conclusion
We agree with the reviewers’ overall conclusions, though we disagree with some specific recommendations. In particular, we disagree with the suggestions to include team teaching, make concentrations in the major, and include a First Year Seminar on Policy Studies. 

We cannot stress enough how strongly students disagree with combining the two majors. Classes like Gateway and Foundations must be reorganized to clearly articulate the purpose and skills that students should learn. Furthermore, opportunities should be marketed more clearly to students (i.e. internships, attending trials at the courthouse, and sitting in on classes at the Dickinson Law School). 
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