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Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 12 April 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


 
1. Announcements 


 
2. Minutes from January 26, 2016; February 23, 2016; March 8, 2016; March 29, 2016 


 
3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items  


 
a. UCC Minutes for February 18, 2016 and February 25, 2016 
b. Faculty Senate Minutes for October 26, 2015, November 16, 2015 and March 14, 2016 
c. Academic Standards Committee Minutes for April 1, 2016 


 
4. Bylaws cleanup 


a. Include representation of SSC (with Library). Are there other unrepresented units? 
b. Modify purpose language for grammar, consistency with current review responsibilities? 


 
5. Assessment plan cleanup 


6. Fall 2016 Assessment reporting procedures - Google or Qualtrics? 


7. Assessment Plans  


a. Motions to approve plans  
b. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans 
c. Status reports on unapproved plans 
 


8. WICHE Interstate Passport business - construction of a hypothetical Passport Block 


a. Who should contribute input to this task? 
b. Is it appropriate for this work to take place during summer? 
c. What practices in Block construction would best equip GERC to eventually evaluate 


participation in the Passport program and consider official adoption of said Block? 
 


9. Adjourn 
 


 
 







 


 


 
 
 


Future Business 
 


A. Check assessment plan examples to make sure they still match format and meet current 
expectations. Are there more that should be added, or more resources we should link? 


B. Honors students’ completion of Objective 1 - add ENGL 1101 prereq to HONS 1101? 
C. Select GERC executive secretary for S16-F17 academic year. 
D. Should we tighten the statement describing the purpose of gen ed assessment? Many fear that it 


will be used to find fault with faculty or aggressively restrict course offerings; would a statement 
to the contrary allay these fears and/or avert these outcomes? 


E. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where it is C - 
should this be standardized? (mixed policies across state pose transfer issues; Passport also 
requires C or better) 


F. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an objective, 
but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the credit difference in any 
general education coursework. 


G. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment of 
institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


H. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, although 
tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. How about transfer credits from non-state 
schools that match program goals, but not gen ed? 


I. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
J. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
K. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
L. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.]’ 
M. Report from 2015 Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 


offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 
ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 


unconventional options. 
iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 
iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as 


opposed to all dual credit courses? 
v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 


vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 
http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 


vii. Others? 
b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 


 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 26 April 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from April 12, 2016 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items  
  Faculty Senate Minutes from March 28, 2016 
 


4. Proposed revisions to GERC bylaws: 


Article II - Purpose 
GERC considers all policies related to the University’s General Education program and issues 
recommendations regarding these policies to the UCC.The purpose of the GERC is to consider all 
policies that relate to the University’s general education requirements and to issue recommendations 
regarding these policies to the UCC. The GERC is responsible for reviewing all proposed changes to 
the general education curriculum, approving the appointment of ISU representatives to external bodies 
with jurisdiction over that curriculum, and establishing and overseeing the process by which the 
Objectives and courses that compose ISU’s general education program are assessed. The GERC may 
also issue recommendations regarding other general education issues brought to its attention. 


Article III Section A - Committee Composition 
The GERC consists of 16 members: 11 voting members and 5 non-voting members. 
There are eleven (11) voting Members: 
● two (2) from the College of Arts and Letters: 


○ one (1) from Fine Arts & Humanities departments, and 
○ one (1) from Social Science departments; 


● two (2) from the College of Science and Engineering: 
○ one (1) from Engineering, Mathematics, and Physics, and 
○ one (1) from Biological Sciences, Chemistry, and Geosciences; 


● two (2) from the Division of Health Sciences; 
● one (1) from the College of Business; 
● one (1) from the College of Education; 
● one (1) from the College of Technology; 
● one (1) from the University Library and the Student Success Center, and 
● one (1) from ASISU 


Article IV Section C - Duties of the Officers 
The Chair calls meetings, sets agendas, presides over meetings, delegates responsibilities among 
members, and provides a report of the GERC’s activities to the UCC and other appropriate parties. The 
Vice Chair serves in the absence of the Chair, and attends UCC meetings (Thursday afternoons 3:00-
5:00 p.m.) as needed, at least once a month, and reports highlights back to the GERC. The Secretary 
records and distributes minutes of the GERC meetings in collaboration with the committee’s 
administrative assistant. 


Article VII - Business Items 
The GERC receives business items from the UCC, and may take up additional business at the 
discretion of the Chair. Business not completed by the end of Spring semester will be continued in the 
following Fall. 


 







 


 


5. Select GERC executive secretary for F16-S17 academic year? 


6. Revised Qualtrics reporting form  


a. Most suggestions implemented - hosted by IR, produces email receipt 
b. Option to explain non-standard data? 
c. Should access link reside on Bengalweb (IR channel)? 


 
7. Assessment Plans  


a. Motions to approve plans  
b. Appropriate actions regarding courses without approved plans? 
 


8. WICHE Interstate Passport business - construction of a hypothetical Passport Block 


a. Who should contribute input to this task? 
b. Is it appropriate for this work to take place during summer? 
c. What practices in Block construction would best equip GERC to eventually evaluate 


participation in the Passport program and consider official adoption of said Block? 
 


9. Adjourn 
 


 
Future Business 


 
A. Check assessment plan examples to make sure they still match format and meet current 


expectations. Are there more that should be added, or more resources we should link? 
B. Honors students’ completion of Objective 1 - add ENGL 1101 prereq to HONS 1101? 
C. Should we tighten the statement describing the purpose of gen ed assessment? Many fear that it 


will be used to find fault with faculty or aggressively restrict course offerings; would a statement 
to the contrary allay these fears and/or avert these outcomes? 


D. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where it is C - 
should this be standardized? (mixed policies across state pose transfer issues; Passport also 
requires C or better) 


E. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an objective, 
but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the credit difference in any 
general education coursework. 


F. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment of 
institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


G. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, although 
tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. How about transfer credits from non-state 
schools that match program goals, but not gen ed? 


H. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
I. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
J. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
K. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.]’ 
L. Report from 2015 Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 


offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 







 


 


ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 
unconventional options. 


iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 
iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as 


opposed to all dual credit courses? 
v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 


vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 
http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 


vii. Others? 
b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 


 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 25 August 2015 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Welcome and Announcements 
 


a. Introductions 
b. Status report and fall business overview 


 
2. Planning for assessment work this fall 


 
a. Constituent outreach regarding course assessment plans (CAPs) 
b. Workload delegation for timely review of CAPs 
c. Document management on Google Drive 


 
3. New Business: 


a. New Gen Ed course proposals: 
i. TGE 1135 Workplace Relations 


ii. TGE 1140 Survey of Applied Mathematics 
 


b. Course Assessment Plans: 
i. TGE 1135 Workplace Relations 


ii. TGE 1140 Survey of Applied Mathematics 
 


c. Issue: What level of assessment detail can reasonably be expected of courses still in the 
proposal stage? 


 
4. Adjourn 


 
 
Future Business 


 
a. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity) 
b. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
c. Assessment reporting methods – online tools? 
d. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work 


 
 
 
      
 


 
 
 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 8 December 2015 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from November 10th, 2015 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items 
a.    UCC Minutes for November 5, 2015, November 12, 2015 and November 19, 2015 
 


4. Incoming Assessment Plans & Proposals 


a. ENGL 1101 status report 
b. Assessment Plans 


i. Motions to approve plans 
ii. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans 


 
5. Final Gen Ed List for 2016-17 Catalog - for approval 


 
6. Communicating expectations for Spring assessment implementation  


 
a. General policies for the retention of student work throughout assessment. (see Academic 


Affairs Q & A document) 
b. Expectations for detail of reporting in Fall 2016 – what info will have to be included 
c. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 
d. Any other important clarifications GERC should deliver, or policy GERC needs to set 


before Spring? 
 


7. GERC plans for before and during Spring 


a. Gen Ed Assessment -- Faculty Training  
What are the training/development needs for faculty in terms of gen ed assessment. and 
what would be effective ways of delivering that training?  Karen Appleby will bring 
GERC’s ideas and recommendations to Selena Grace for incorporation into her 
assessment training activities in spring. 
 


8. Report from Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
 


i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 
offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 


ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 
unconventional options. 


iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 
iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically? 
v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 


vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 







 


 


http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 
vii. Others? 


 
b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 


 
9. Adjourn 


 
 
 


Future Business 
 


a. Addition to written communication learning outcomes – need we re-evaluate? 
b. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment 


plans). 
c. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where 


it is C - should this be standardized? 
d. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an 


objective, but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the 
credit difference in any general education coursework. 


e. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment 
of institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


f. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, 
although tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. 


g. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
h. Assessment reporting methods – online tools? 
i. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity). 
j. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
k. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
l. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
m. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 09 February 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from November 10, 2015, December 8, 2015, January 12, 2016, January 26, 2016 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items  
 


4. Assessment Plans 


a. Motions to approve plans 
b. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans 
c. Status updates - when can we expect remaining plans? 


 
5. Next steps in assessment master plan refinement  


 
a. Expectations for detail of reporting in Fall 2016 – what info will have to be included? 
b. How will annual reports be collected? 
c. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 


 
6. Revisit institutionally designated gen ed areas - Objectives 7, 8, 9 (time permitting) 


a. Is (7 or 8) + 9 the best distribution of the six credits in these objectives? 
b. How can we better accommodate program-specific courses in these areas? 
c. Should outcomes be revised, objectives combined, objective added? 


 
7. Report from Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
 


i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 
offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 


ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 
unconventional options. 


iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 
iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as 


opposed to all dual credit courses? 
v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 


vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 
http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 


vii. Others? 
 


b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 
 
 


8. Adjourn 
 







 


 


 
 


Future Business 
 


a. Select GERC executive secretary for S16-F17 academic year. 
b. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment 


plans). 
c. WICHE Interstate Passport Program - do outcomes and structure align with ISU gen ed? 
d. Should we tighten the statement describing the purpose of gen ed assessment? Many fear 


that it will be used to find fault with faculty or aggressively restrict course offerings; 
would a statement to the contrary allay these fears and/or avert these outcomes? 


e. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where 
it is C - should this be standardized? (mixed policies across state pose transfer issues) 


f. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an 
objective, but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the 
credit difference in any general education coursework. 


g. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment 
of institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


h. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, 
although tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. How about transfer credits 
from non-state schools that match program goals, but not gen ed? 


i. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
j. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
k. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
l. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 23 February 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from November 10, 2015, December 8, 2015, January 12, 2016  
 


3. Final revisions to Gen Ed Course List for 2016-17 Catalog with Jan. 11 additions - formal approval 
 


4. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items  
a. UCC Minutes for February 14, 2016 


 
5. Experiential portfolios for general education requirements (Margaret Johnson) 


6. Assessment Plans  


a. Motions to approve plans (Objectives 8-9) 
b. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans (Objectives 8-9) 
c. Status updates - when can we expect remaining plans? 


 
7. Next steps in assessment master plan refinement  


 
a. Expectations for detail of reporting in Fall 2016 – what info will have to be included? 
b. How will annual reports be collected? 
c. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 
d. Draft reporting form 


 
8. Form updates 


a. Revise assessment plan template to better communicate expectations? 
b. Revise Gen Ed Course Proposal form to account for existence of separate assessment 


plans 
 


9. Revisit institutionally designated gen ed areas - Objectives 7, 8, 9 (time permitting) 


a. Is (7 or 8) + 9 the best distribution of the six credits in these objectives? 
b. How can we better accommodate program-specific courses in these areas? 
c. Should outcomes be revised, objectives combined, objective added? 


 
10. Report from Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
 


i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 
offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 


ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 
unconventional options. 


iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 







 


 


iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as 
opposed to all dual credit courses? 


v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 
vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 


http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 
vii. Others? 


 
b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 


 
 


11. Adjourn 
 


 
 


Future Business 
 


A. Select GERC executive secretary for S16-F17 academic year. 
B. WICHE Interstate Passport Program - do outcomes and structure align with ISU gen ed? 
C. Should we tighten the statement describing the purpose of gen ed assessment? Many fear that it 


will be used to find fault with faculty or aggressively restrict course offerings; would a statement 
to the contrary allay these fears and/or avert these outcomes? 


D. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where it is C - 
should this be standardized? (mixed policies across state pose transfer issues) 


E. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an objective, 
but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the credit difference in any 
general education coursework. 


F. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment of 
institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


G. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, although 
tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. How about transfer credits from non-state 
schools that match program goals, but not gen ed? 


H. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
I. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
J. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
K. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 12 January 2015 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Academic Affairs assessment training initiatives (Selena Grace) 
 


3. Minutes from November 10, 2015 and December 8, 2015  
 


4. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items  
 


5. 2016-2017 Catalog Changes 


a. ENGL 1101 
b. Written Comm change in III.N 


 
6. GERC Officers for Fall 2016/Spring 2017 - nominations? 


 
7. GERC role in establishing authority over gen ed courses? Conflicting Arts &Letters/Student 


Success Center (SSC) views regarding English courses offered through the Bengal Bridge 
program (SSC) 


 
8. Assessment Plans 


a. Motions to approve plans 
b. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans 


 
9. Next steps in assessment master plan refinement  


 
a. Expectations for detail of reporting in Fall 2016 – what info will have to be included? 
b. How will annual reports be collected? 
c. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 


 
10. Report from Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
 


i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 
offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 


ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 
unconventional options. 


iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 
iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as 


opposed to all dual credit courses? 
v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 


vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 
http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 


vii. Others? 
 


b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 
 







 


 


 
11. Adjourn 


 
 
 


Future Business 
 


a. Engineering request for waiver to redistribute 7/8/9 credits to other areas to accommodate 
high credit load. Would we accept course-specific Obj. 2? 


b. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment 
plans). 


c. Should we tighten the statement describing the purpose of gen ed assessment? Many fear 
that it will be used to find fault with faculty or aggressively restrict course offerings; 
would a statement to the contrary allay these fears and/or avert these outcomes? 


d. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where 
it is C - should this be standardized? (mixed policies across state pose transfer issues) 


e. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an 
objective, but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the 
credit difference in any general education coursework. 


f. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment 
of institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


g. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, 
although tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. How about transfer credits 
from non-state schools that match program goals, but not gen ed? 


h. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
i. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity). 
j. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
k. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
l. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
m. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 26 January 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from November 10, 2015, December 8, 2015, January 12, 2016 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items  
 


4. Tabled Motion: “In light of GERC’s responsibility to oversee the General Education program, 
we affirm that departments have the authority to approve the course content, scheduling, 
staffing, and assessment of their General Education courses and may specifically delegate this 
approval.” 


 
5. Engineering requests a waiver to temporarily redistribute three credits in the Objective 7/8/9 


requirements to other gen ed areas. Engineering programs currently require at least 124 credits; 
long term plan is to streamline with courses that integrate gen ed and ABET requirements. 
Related: would GERC be receptive to course-specific Objective 2 classes? 


 
6. GERC Officers for Fall 2016/Spring 2017 


 
7. Assessment Plans 


a. Motions to approve plans 
b. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans 
c. Status updates - when can we expect remaining plans? 


 
8. Next steps in assessment master plan refinement  


 
a. Expectations for detail of reporting in Fall 2016 – what info will have to be included? 
b. How will annual reports be collected? 
c. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 


 
9. Report from Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
 


i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 
offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 


ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 
unconventional options. 


iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 
iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as 


opposed to all dual credit courses? 
v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 


vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 
http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 


vii. Others? 







 


 


 
b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 


 
 


10. Adjourn 
 


 
 


Future Business 
 


a. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment 
plans). 


b. Should we tighten the statement describing the purpose of gen ed assessment? Many 
fear that it will be used to find fault with faculty or aggressively restrict course offerings; 
would a statement to the contrary allay these fears and/or avert these outcomes? 


c. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where 
it is C - should this be standardized? (mixed policies across state pose transfer issues) 


d. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an 
objective, but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the 
credit difference in any general education coursework. 


e. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of 
alignment of institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


f. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, 
although tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. How about transfer credits 
from non-state schools that match program goals, but not gen ed? 


g. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
h. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity). 
i. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
j. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
k. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
l. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 8 March 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 
1. Announcements -- 


 
2. Presenter:  Karen Appleby 
 


a. Assessment Workshops for ISU faculty 
   


3. Minutes – will be approved via email  
 
4. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items -- none 


 
5. Form updates (proposed revisions are linked - please comment 


a. Language for course assessment plan amendment process 
b. Modifications to Assessment Plan Template 
c. Modifications to  Gen Ed Course Proposal form  


 
6. Fall 2016 Assessment reporting procedures 
 


a. Review modified draft reporting form 
b. Institutional Research input (Qualtrics) 


 
7. Revisit institutionally designated gen ed areas - Objectives 7, 8, 9 


a. Is (7 or 8) + 9 the best distribution of the six credits in these objectives? 
b. Should we / how can we better accommodate program-specific courses in these areas? 
c. Should outcomes be revised, objectives combined, objective added? 


 
8. Introduction to WICHE Interstate Passport program 


9. Assessment Plans  


a. Motions to approve plans  
b. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans 


 
10. Report from Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
 


i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional offerings 
should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 


ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude unconventional 
options. 


iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 







 


 


iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as opposed 
to all dual credit courses? 


v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 
vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 


http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 
vii. Others? 


 
b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 


 
 
11. Adjourn 


 
 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 29 March 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from... 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items  
 


a. UCC Minutes for… 
 


4. Updates to forms 


a. Combined  Gen Ed Course Proposal / Assessment Plan form  
b. Language regarding form management and revision (included in document above) 


 
5. WICHE Interstate Passport business 


a. Report findings regarding alignment of ISU and Passport learning outcomes 
b. Identify areas of concern where 
 


i) Passport students don’t meet ISU expectations 
ii) ISU gen ed outcomes do not address PLOs 
iii) ISU gen ed course curriculum does not address PLOs 
 


c. Input regarding construction of passport block - who? when? how? 
 


6. Fall 2016 Assessment reporting procedures - Google or Qualtrics? 


7. Assessment Plans  


a. Status reports on unapproved plans 
b. Motions to approve plans  
c. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans 


 
8. Report from Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
 


i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 
offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 


ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 
unconventional options. 


iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 
iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as 


opposed to all dual credit courses? 
v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 


vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 







 


 


http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 
vii. Others? 


 
b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 


 
 


9. Adjourn 
 


 
 


Future Business 
 


A. Honors students’ completion of Objective 1 - add ENGL 1101 prereq to HONS 1101? 
B. Select GERC executive secretary for S16-F17 academic year. 
C. Bylaw update - include SSC in the Library representative’s constituency. 
D. WICHE Interstate Passport Program - do outcomes and structure align with ISU gen ed? 
E. Should we tighten the statement describing the purpose of gen ed assessment? Many fear that it 


will be used to find fault with faculty or aggressively restrict course offerings; would a statement 
to the contrary allay these fears and/or avert these outcomes? 


F. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where it is C - 
should this be standardized? (mixed policies across state pose transfer issues; Passport also 
requires C or better) 


G. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an objective, 
but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the credit difference in any 
general education coursework. 


H. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment of 
institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


I. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, although 
tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. How about transfer credits from non-state 
schools that match program goals, but not gen ed? 


J. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
K. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
L. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
M. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 3 May 2016 
Electronic Meeting via Google Docs and Email 


 
 


1. Announcements -- none 
 


2. Minutes from February 9, 2016 and April 26, 2016 
 


3. Other Council’s Information Items --  
   Faculty Senate:  Policy drafts for faculty review and comment over the summer: 


a. Academic Freedom policy 
b. Five-Year Review Process 
c. Promotion and Tenure policy 
d. Faculty Sabbatical Leave policy 


 
4. Adjourn 


 
 


Future Business 
 


A. Check assessment plan examples to make sure they still match format and meet current 
expectations. Are there more that should be added, or more resources we should link? 


B. Honors students’ completion of Objective 1 - add ENGL 1101 prereq to HONS 1101? 
C. Should we tighten the statement describing the purpose of gen ed assessment? Many fear that it 


will be used to find fault with faculty or aggressively restrict course offerings; would a statement 
to the contrary allay these fears and/or avert these outcomes? 


D. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where it is C - 
should this be standardized? (mixed policies across state pose transfer issues; Passport also 
requires C or better) 


E. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an objective, 
but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the credit difference in any 
general education coursework. 


F. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment of 
institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


G. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, although 
tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. How about transfer credits from non-state 
schools that match program goals, but not gen ed? 


H. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
I. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
J. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
K. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.]’ 
L. Report from 2015 Dec. 3-4 SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit (time permitting) 


a. Issues raised in discipline groups and state GEM committee 
i. Discipline groups may reject courses approved by institutions? Unconventional 


offerings should be prepared to defend worthiness via assessment. 
ii. Some outcomes may be revised to be more specific in order to exclude 


unconventional options. 
iii. Objective 5 may change from 4/5 to 4/4 for lecture only courses, 5/5 for labs. 







 


 


iv. Should the state financially encourage GEM dual credit courses specifically, as 
opposed to all dual credit courses? 


v. Multiple institutions offer course release for major assessment responsibilities. 
vi. Only BSU has a complete assessment plan at this time: 


http://academics.boisestate.edu/fsp/university-learning-outcomes/assess/ 
vii. Others? 


b. Future plans for coordination of GERC with discipline representatives 
 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 10 November 2015 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from October 27, 2015 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items 
  


a.    UCC Minutes for October 22, 2015   
b.   Faculty Senate Minutes for October 12, 2015 


 
4. Upcoming SBOE Gen-Ed Discipline Group Summit Dec 3-4 


a. Should GERC communicate with reps before meeting? 
b. Should GERC request reports after meeting? 


 
5. Incoming Proposals and Plans 


a. Progress report – which plans are still missing? 
b. Assessment Plans 


i. Motions to approve plans 
ii. Discussion of borderline and problematic plans 


c. Course Proposals 
 


6. Communicating expectations for Spring assessment implementation  
 


a. General policies for the retention of student work throughout assessment. (see Academic 
Affairs Q & A document) 


b. Expectations for detail of reporting in Fall 2016 – what info will have to be included 
c. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 
d. Any other important clarifications GERC should deliver, or policy GERC needs to set 


before Spring? 
 


7. Remaining meeting scheduling before Spring semester begins 
 


8. Adjourn 
 


 
  







 


 


 
Future Business 


 
a. ENGL 1101 Course Proposal & Assessment Plan 
b. Addition to written communication learning outcomes – need we re-evaluate? 
c. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment 


plans). 
d. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where 


it is C - should this be standardized? 
e. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an 


objective, but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the 
credit difference in any general education coursework. 


f. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of 
alignment of institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


g. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, 
although tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. 


h. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
i. Assessment reporting methods – online tools? 
j. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity). 
k. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
l. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
m. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
n. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[ CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 13 October 2015 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from September 8 2015 and September 22, 2015 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items 
 


a. UCC Minutes for September 24, 2015 and October 1, 2015 
b. Faculty Senate Minutes for September 14, 2014 


 
4. Approve nominated representatives to SBOE gen ed discipline groups 


5. ENGL 1101/1102 Issues 


a. What is the status of ENGL 1101? 
b. Can we reevaluate ENGL 1102 for new learning outcome without new proposal? 


 
6. Process for removing a course from the gen ed program - GERC proposal? UCC proposal?  


7. Incoming Proposals and Plans 


a. Course Proposals 
 


b. Assessment Plans 
 


Objective 1 
Objective 2 
Objective 3 
Objective 4 (time permitting) 


 
8. Remaining assessment questions (time permitting) 


 
a. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 
b. General policies for the retention of student work throughout assessment. (see Academic 


Affairs Q & A document) 
c. Can we distribute policy on these issues when we approve course assessment plans? 


 
9. Adjourn 


 
 







 


 


 
 


Future Business 
 


a. Assessment Plans for objectives 5-9 
b. Meet with disciplinary group reps for update on GERC activities, report on state actions? 
c. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment 


plans). 
d. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where 


it is C - should this be standardized? 
e. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an 


objective, but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the 
credit difference in any general education coursework. 


f. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment 
of institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


g. Does test credit count towards general education requirements? 
h. Assessment reporting methods – online tools? 
i. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity). 
j. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
k. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
l. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
m. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[ CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 27 October 2015 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from October 13 2015 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items 
  


a.    UCC Minutes for October 8, 2015 and October 15, 2015 
b.   Faculty Senate Minutes for September 28, 2014 
 


4. ENGL 1101/1102 Issues 


a. What is the status of ENGL 1101? 
b. Can we reevaluate ENGL 1102 for new learning outcome without new proposal? 
c. How does Honors factor into this - should ENGL 1101 be a prereq for HONS 1101? 


 
5. Incoming Proposals and Plans 


a. Course Proposals 
 


b. Assessment Plans 
 


Objective 3 (continued) 
Objective 4 
Objective 5 
Objective 6 


 
6. Remaining assessment questions (time permitting) 


 
a. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 
b. General policies for the retention of student work throughout assessment. (see Academic 


Affairs Q & A document) 
c. Can we distribute policy on these issues when we approve course assessment plans? 


 
7. Adjourn 


 
 
  







 


 


 
Future Business 


 
a. Assessment Plans for objectives 7-9, and remanded plans 
b. Meet with disciplinary group reps for update on GERC activities, report on state 


actions? 
c. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment 


plans). 
d. Acceptable grade threshold for Gen Ed courses - currently D except ENGL 1102, where 


it is C - should this be standardized? 
e. What happens to transfers from the quarter system who have taken two classes in an 


objective, but not earned 6 credits in that objective? Currently they may make up the 
credit difference in any general education coursework. 


f. Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of 
alignment of institutionally designated objectives between schools? 


g. Should test credit count towards general education requirements? In most cases it does, 
although tests do not necessarily address gen ed objectives. 


h. What is the best procedure for nomination and approval of reps to state gen ed groups? 
i. Assessment reporting methods – online tools? 
j. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity). 
k. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
l. Revisit bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
m. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
n. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[ CWI is doing this.] 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 8 September 2015 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from August 25, 2015 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items 
 


a. UCC Minutes for August 27, 2015 
 


4. ISU representation on SBOE Gen Ed groups. Should GERC play a role in selecting delegates to 
state discipline groups? (Margaret Johnson) 


 
5. Preparing for Course Assessment Plans  


 
a. Input, questions, or concerns from departments? 
b. Should we try to standardize the achievement level categories used to describe 


assessment results? (Jim Skidmore) 
c. Rubrics for rubrics: develop common evaluation criteria to simplify the vetting of all 


course assessment plans. 
d. Select objectives for Janette and Jordan 


 
i. Preliminary Draft Assessment Plans for discussion purposes 
  


a. Draft CHEM 1111/1111L Assessment Plan -- Andy Holland 
b. DRAFT PHIL 1101 Assessment Plan -- Jim Skidmore 
c. Draft Philosophy Gen Ed Assessment Rubric -- Jim Skidmore 


 
6. Incoming Proposals and Plans (none received as yet) 


a. Course Proposals 
b. Assessment Plans 


 
7. Adjourn 


 
 


Future Business 
 


a. Policy and procedures for retention of student work throughout assessment process. 
b. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment plans). 
c. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity). 
d. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
e. Assessment reporting methods – online tools? 
f. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 








 


 


Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 22 September 2015 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 


2. Minutes from September 8, 2015 
 


3. Other Council’s Minutes -- Information Items 
 


a. UCC Minutes for August 27, 2015 and September 3, 2015    
b. Faculty Senate Minutes for August 31, 2015 


 
4. State General Education Committee Meeting Report (Margaret Johnson) 


 
5. Proposed GERC bylaws addition: 


 
Article II -- Purpose 
The purpose of the GERC is: to consider all courses and policies that relate to the 
University’s general education requirements; to evaluate, on a regular basis, the 
university’s general education courses for appropriateness, rigor, and assessment; to 
approve appointment of ISU representatives to external bodies with jurisdiction over 
ISU’s general education curriculum; and to make general education curricular 
recommendations based on these evaluations to the UCC. The General Education 
Objectives [as proposed in 2011] are to be reviewed on a staged 5 year cycle (meaning 
that not all of the Objectives need be evaluated at once). 
 


6. Incoming Proposals and Plans  


a. Course Proposals: 
 


*New Obj 3 TGE 1140 revised Gen Ed proposal 
*New Obj 6 TGE 1150 Gen Ed proposal (replaces TGE 1135 remanded proposal) 
*New Obj 7 GEOL 1107 Gen Ed proposal 
New Obj 7 CMP 2205 Gen Ed proposal 
 
 
*has corresponding UCC proposal awaiting GERC’s decision 


 
b. Assessment Plans 


 
New Obj 3 TGE 1140 revised Assessment Plan 
New Obj 6 TGE 1150 Assessment Plan (replaces TGE 1135 remanded plan) 
New Obj 7 CMP 2205 Assessment Plan 
New Obj 7 GEOL 1107 Assessment Plan 







 


 


New Obj 7 GEOL 1107 Assessment Rubric 
Obj 4 PHIL 1101 revised Assessment Plan (posted as sample on website) 
Obj 4 PHIL 1101 revised Gen Ed Assessment Rubric (posted as sample on website) 
Obj 5 CHEM 1111/1111L revised Assessment Plan (posted as sample on website 


 
7. Remaining assessment questions 


 
a. What is the procedure for amending assessment plans? 
b. General policies for the retention of student work throughout assessment. (see Provost Q 


& A document) 
c. Can we distribute policy on these issues when we approve course assessment plans? 


 
8. Adjourn 


 
 
 


Future Business 
 


a. Revise Gen Ed proposal form (largely to account for existence of separate assessment 
plans). 


b. Revisit learning outcomes for objectives 7-9 (improve assessment clarity). 
c. Extent of offerings in 7-8 – combine? 
d. Assessment reporting methods – online tools? 
e. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 





