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Agenda 
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 23 August 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 
2. Minutes – none, all were approved 
 
3. Ratification of replacement faculty representatives on State Gen Ed Disciplinary Groups: 


 
a. Humanistic and Artistic Ways of Knowing (Obj. 4):  Tom Klein to replace Alan Johnson 
b. Social and Behavioral Ways of Knowing (Obj. 6):  Gesine Hearn to replace Kevin 


Marsh 
c. Social and Behavioral Ways of Knowing (Obj. 6):  Erin Rasmussen to replace Michelle 


Brumley 
 
4. Elect a committee Secretary to take meeting minutes in collaboration with Catherine 


5. Assessment Plans  


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


6. WICHE Interstate Passport update - 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? 
 


7. Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


a. Faculty Senate:  Policy drafts for faculty review and comment over the summer: 
i. Academic Freedom policy 


ii. Five-Year Review Process 
iii. Promotion and Tenure policy 
iv. Faculty Sabbatical Leave policy 


 
8. 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 6 December 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 


2. Minutes – will vote by email 
 
3. Assessment Plans  


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


4. Draft report to Institutional Effectiveness and Assessment Committee (IEAC) 
 


5. Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


a. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 
  


b. Faculty Senate 
 


6. Adjourn 
 
 








 


 


Agenda  
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 14 February 2017 
Academic Affairs Conference Room Admin 102 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 
2. Minutes – will vote by email 
 
3. Assessment Plans  


a. Motions to approve plans  
 
4. Hons 1101 
5. Geol 1108 
6. Darren Blagburn’s request for 10/1/ assessment report submission deadline.  
7. Passport 
8. Items from future business list 
 


 
 
 
  
Council Minutes – information-sharing items 
 None this week 
 


Adjourn  








 


  


Agenda  
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 28 February 2017 
Academic Affairs Conference Room Admin 102 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Announcements 
GERC’s final list of Gen Ed courses for the 2017-18 catalog was approved by UCC and 
Academic Affairs. 


 
2. Minutes – August 23, 2016, November 15, 2016, December 6, 2016, January 10, 2017 and 


January 31, 2017 
 
3. Updated state competencies to GEM Objective 2: Oral Communication – approve for 2017-18 


undergraduate catalog 
 
 Email dated 2/24/2017 from Joanne Tokle:   


“The SBOE recently approved changes to the learning competencies for Gen Ed Objective 2, 
which were the result of recommendations made by the discipline group. I have attached an 
updated Gen Ed document that Michelle Steffens sent this morning. The changes that were 
made are on the top of page 3. 
 
“Jim DiSanza worked hard with the discipline group to get these changes approved. He will 
also work on updating documents for GERC.” 


4. Recommendation from Office of the Registrar – Sarah Mead 
Remove the individual Objective credit requirements from the catalog Gen Ed course listing.   


 
5. Passport Program – Andy Holland 


a. Interstate Passport Fall 2016 Background 
b. ISU Passport Block Construction Input 
c. Passport Block draft 
 


6. Assessment Plans  
a. Motions to approve plans  
 


7. Darren Blagburn’s request for 10/1/ assessment report submission deadline.  
Joanne Tokle will have more information next meeting after her trip to Seattle for the 
NWCCU mid-cycle accreditation workshop.  


 
8. Items from future business list 


 
9. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 


 None this week 
 


Adjourn








 


  


Agenda  
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 25 April 2017 
Academic Affairs Conference Room ADMIN 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


 
1. Announcements 


 


2. Minutes for March 14, 2017 and March 28, 2017 – will be voted upon via email 


 


3. Update from Academic Affairs – 


  


4. Assessment Plans 


a. Motions to approve plans 


 Objective 4 


  LANG 1101/1102 


  LATN 1101/1102 


  RUSS 1101/1102 


 


 Objective 9 


  ARBC 2201/2202 


  CHNS 2201/2202 


  LATN 2201/2202 


  RUSS 2201/2202 


 


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? 


 


5. Year-End Report 


  


6. Other 


 


7. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 


 None this week 


 


Adjourn 



https://docs.google.com/document/d/1KFFHER37yZxRJ7P65Oe4B33WQsiJOeFTogMnMZJnzMA/edit

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1k1wss7a-rkuKjo_PLlJyJjG_lO2xysC6BY1rJxyzI1U/edit

https://docs.google.com/document/d/17mPT82GUQ9srx1S0OcUiq_KbiEJxLsf92HaiSTgXJ8k/edit

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1vlfq7DFHYedWxrcJS_0VF7-pve_G0FkzofgtZ7qElcI/edit

https://docs.google.com/document/d/186WTPKDd5jTL_iz-krq5QbLbZp9konbmLQ_u7Y6JVnQ/edit

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1_56wLtTJT5AvpvMoaic4mmb7GJjund6zPptzWSgfn50/edit

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1Ih1whxRi2kanIR1QOmf1TqwOr064QBUqv2u0hOwn9as/edit

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1T5qECbiOzLVi90R9_Si62GVp_H2Ys5N7VLkWyJJ0idc/edit





 


  


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. Is this still a concern?  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; Passport also 


requires C or better) 


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.  GERC approved a recommendation on 2/28/17; accepted by UCC 


and Assoc. Deans.  Awaiting word from Registrar Laura McKenzie who took it to Council of 


Registrar’s for input.  Any update yet? 


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 bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 


I. Is this still needed on the list? Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work.   


J. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.] 


K. Is this still needed on the list?  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 


L. New: Improve communication mechanism for ISU discipline group members and GERC?  


Recommend in year-end report? 


 


 



http://h

http://h






Agenda  
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 10 January 2017 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 


2. Minutes – will vote by email 
 


3. Update re: CHEM 1101 and IS 2270 
 


4. Assessment Plans  
1. HONS 1101 
2. ARBC 1101/1102 
3. CHNS 1101/1102 
4. CSD 1110  


 
5. Process.  Next steps on Assessment Plans 
 
6. Final Gen Ed Course List 
 
Adjourn 
 








 


 


Agenda  
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 31 January 2017 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Announcements 
 
2. Minutes – will vote by email 
 
3. Assessment Plans  


a. Motions to approve plans  
 
4. Objective 1 – minimum grade requirement for the whole Objective? 


a. Email excerpt from Sarah Mead: 
 


“The English proposal added the grade minimum [of C- or better] for ENGL 1101 [or 
ENGL 1101P] as a prerequisite to ENGL 1102, but the HONS 1101 course proposal did 
not [specify a minimum grade requirement]. 
I think the question on the table for GERC is now that Objective 1 has a 6 credit 
requirement, with the addition of ENGL 1101, does Objective 1 itself have a grade 
minimum for all courses listed? 
 


5. Removal of courses from Gen Ed Program:  need to clarify a mechanism for ensuring GERC as a 
whole does see each UCC Proposal and considers whether to approve the removal or not. 


 
6. Additions to UCC’s questions to Selena Grace about gen ed assessment: 1/17/17 email Joanne to 


Sandi: 
a. “UCC had questions about Gen Ed assessment, like how often, what does SBOE require, 


what does NWCCU require, etc, and Selena offered to answer whatever questions you 
may have. She asked for a list of specific questions that she could address.”  


 
From Future Business list 
 
1. (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; Passport also 
requires C or better) 
 


2. (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. 
 


3. (E)  Should institutionally designated gen ed credits transfer as gen ed regardless of alignment of 
institutionally designated objectives between schools? 
 


Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


Council Minutes – information-sharing items 
 None this week 
 


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. 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; Passport also 
requires C or better) 


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 bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
I. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
J. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.]’ 
K. 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 14 March 2017 
Academic Affairs Conference Room Admin 102 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Announcements 
Approved by UCC and Academic Affairs for publishing in the 2017-18 catalog: 


 GERC’s final list of Gen Ed courses  
 Revised competencies for Objective 2 (State-mandated) 
 Clarification Statement for Transfer Credits??? 


 
Next GERC  meeting, March 28, will be held in Senate’s conference room REND 301. 


 
2. Minutes for January 31, 2017, February 14, 2017 and February 28, 2017 were all approved by 


GERC via email on March 8, 2017, and accepted by UCC by email on March 10, 2017.   Now 
caught up and current on Minutes for this committee. 
 


3. Update from Academic Affairs – 
 a. Darren Blagburn’s request for 10/1/ assessment report submission deadline. 


Joanne Tokle attended NWCCU accreditation workshop in Seattle. 
 


4. Passport Program – Andy Holland and Margaret Johnson 
a. Interstate Passport Fall 2016 Background 
b. ISU Passport Block Construction Input 
c. Passport Block draft – for GERC vote 


 
5. Nominations for Officers for FY2017-18 


Eligible members: 
 Jim Skidmore    Andy Holland 
 Jon Holmes    Matt Wilson 
 Sandi Shropshire   Cara Esplin 
  
Terms expiring this semester: 
 Tera Letzring (mid-term replacement, eligible for 2nd term) 
 Shu-Yuan Lin (mid-term replacement, eligible for 2nd term) 


Jim Wolper (eligible for 2nd term) 
Janette Olsen (eligible for 2nd term) 


 
6. Assessment Plans 


a. Motions to approve plans  
1) RUSS 2201/2202 


 
7. Items from future business list 


 
8. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 


 None this week 
 


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. 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; Passport also 
requires C or better) 


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.  GERC approved a recommendation on 2/28/17; accepted by UCC 
and Assoc. Deans.  Awaiting word from Registrar Laura McKenzie who took it to Council of 
Registrar’s for input. 


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 bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
I. Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work. 
J. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.]’ 
K. 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 28 March 2017 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Announcements 
 
2. Minutes for March 14, 2017 – will be voted upon via email 


 
3. Update from Academic Affairs – 
  
4. Approved Assessment Plans 


a. devise method of distributed review of comments (Future Business Item A) 
 


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? 


 
5. Items from future business list 
   --B. still a concern? 
 


                --D. approved on up to Assoc. Deans.  Awaiting ISU Registrar req. for feedback from other Registrars 
 
                --I, K.  Still needed on list? 
 


  --add: Improve communication mechanism for ISU discipline group members and GERC? 
Recommend in year end report? 
 


 --all others: beyond scope of GERC?  Need ISU administration, state level ruling?.  Perhaps note as 
concerns in year-end report? 


 
 


6. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 
 None this week 
 


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. Is this still a concern?  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; Passport also 
requires C or better) 


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.  GERC approved a recommendation on 2/28/17; accepted by UCC 
and Assoc. Deans.  Awaiting word from Registrar Laura McKenzie who took it to Council of 
Registrar’s for input.  Any update yet? 


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 bylaws in light of new state definitions and assessment plan. 
I. Is this still needed on the list? Relationship of Gen Ed assessment to IEAC work.   
J. Should we formulate and assess program outcomes for Gen Ed (critical thinking, etc.)  


[CWI is doing this.] 
K. Is this still needed on the list?  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 
L. New: Improve communication mechanism for ISU discipline group members and GERC?  


Recommend in year-end report? 
 


 








 


 


Agenda  
General Education Requirements Committee 


Tuesday 8 November 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 


2. Minutes – will vote by email 
 
3. New Gen Ed Course Proposals & Assessment Plans 


 b. New Obj 8:  LLIB 1125 Intro to Health Information Research  Library withdrew this one 
 c. New Obj 8:  HE 2200 Promoting Wellness 
 d. New Obj 9:  IS 2270 World Regional Geography and Cultures 
 e. New Obj 9:  CSD 2257 Deaf Culture and Community 
 f. New Obj 9:  SCPY 1001  Psychology of Diversity and Learning in Schools 
 


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


5. Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


a. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 
UCC Minutes for:  
 September 1, September 15, September 22, September 29 and November 3, 2016 
 


b. Faculty Senate 
Faculty Open Forum will be held this coming Monday, Nov. 14 at 3:30-5:00 p.m in 
the SUB Ballroom.  Announcements went out today; please encourage your 
colleagues to attend.   


 
6. 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 15 November 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


3:30-5:00 p.m. 
 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 


2. Minutes – will vote by email 
 
3. New Gen Ed Course Proposals & Assessment Plans 


 a. New Obj 9:  IS 2270 World Regional Geography and Cultures 
 b. New Obj 7:  HIST 1100 History in Film 
 


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


5. Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


a. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 
  


b. Faculty Senate 
 


6. 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 11 October 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 


2. Minutes – will vote by email 
 
3. Formal process and Form (or new section on current Proposal Form) for withdrawing a course 


from the Gen Ed Program 
a. CHEM 1101 Intro to General Chemistry – Chemistry Dept. requests removing it from 


Objective 5 [Corresponding UCC proposal is in the works, out for impacts 10/11/16] 
 b. HIST 2291 Historian’s Craft – History Dept. requests removing it from Objective 8 
 


4. New Gen Ed Course Proposals & Assessment Plans 
 a. Obj 1 ENGL 1102 prerequisite adjustments 
 b. New Obj 8:  LLIB 1125 Intro to Health Information Research 
 c. New Obj 8:  HE 2200 Promoting Wellness 
 d. New Obj 9:  IS 2270 World Regional Geography and Cultures 
 e. New Obj 9:  CSD 2257 Deaf Culture and Community 
 f. New Obj 9:  SCPY 1001  Psychology of Diversity and Learning in Schools 
 


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


6. Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


a. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 
 None this week 
 


7. 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 October 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 


2. Minutes – will vote by email 
 
3. Formal process and Form (or new section on current Proposal Form) for withdrawing a course 


from the Gen Ed Program 
a. CHEM 1101 Intro to General Chemistry – Chemistry Dept. requests removing it from 


Objective 5 [Corresponding UCC proposal is in the works, out for impacts 10/11/16] 
  


4. New Gen Ed Course Proposals & Assessment Plans 
 b. New Obj 8:  LLIB 1125 Intro to Health Information Research 
 c. New Obj 8:  HE 2200 Promoting Wellness 
 d. New Obj 9:  IS 2270 World Regional Geography and Cultures 
 e. New Obj 9:  CSD 2257 Deaf Culture and Community 
 f. New Obj 9:  SCPY 1001  Psychology of Diversity and Learning in Schools 
 


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


6. Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


a. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 
 None this week 
 


7. 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 13 September 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 


2. Minutes for August 23, 2016 – will vote by email 
 
3. Discussion with ISU faculty representatives on State Gen Ed Disciplinary Groups: 


 
a. Written Communication (Obj 1):  Hal Hellwig and Lydia Wilkes 
b. Oral Communication (Obj 2): Jim DiSanza 
c. Mathematical Ways of Knowing (Obj 3):  Bob Fisher and Dewayne Derryberry 
d. Humanistic and Artistic Ways of Knowing (Obj. 4):  Tom Klein and Diana Livingston-


Friedley 
e. Scientific Ways of Knowing (Obj 5): Eddie Tatar and Andy Holland 
f. Social and Behavioral Ways of Knowing (Obj. 6):  Gesine Hearn and Erin Rasmussen 


 
4. HONS 1101 (3 credits) equivalency dilemma with ENGL 1101/1102 (6 credits) for Obj 1 (6 credits)  


5. Course Proposals 


a. ENGL 2257 & 2258 Revision:  discuss proposal to change Objective from Obj 4 to Obj 9 


6. Assessment Plans  


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


7. WICHE Interstate Passport update  


8. Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


a. Faculty Senate:  Policy drafts for faculty review and comment over the summer: 
i. Academic Freedom policy 


ii. Five-Year Review Process 
iii. Promotion and Tenure policy 
iv. Faculty Sabbatical Leave policy 


 
b. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 


i. UCC Minutes for August 25, 2016 
ii. Research Council Minutes for February 19, 2016 and April 15, 2016 


 
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 27 September 2016 
Faculty Senate Conference Room REND 301 


2:30-4:30 p.m. 
 
 


1. Introductions and Announcements 
 


2. Minutes for August 23, 2016  AND September 13, 2016 – will vote by email 
 
3. Formal process and Form (or new section on current Proposal Form) for withdrawing a course 


from the Gen Ed Program 
 a. CHEM 1101 – Chemistry requests removing it from Objective 5 
 b. HIST 2291 – History requests removing it from Objective 8 
 


4. Assessment Plans  


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


5. Other Council’s Information Items –  
 


a. Faculty Senate:  Policy drafts for GERC’s review and comment - due Oct. 7 
i. Academic Freedom policy 


ii. Five-Year Review Process 
iii. Promotion and Tenure policy 
iv. Faculty Sabbatical Leave policy 


 
b. Council Minutes – information-sharing items 


 None this week 
 


6. New Course Proposals – for discussion next time 
 


7. 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 


 





