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Present: John Allred (Registrar), John Belk (HSS), Anne Diekema (LIB), Reko Hargrave (Academic  
Advising), Derek Hein (Faculty Senate), Cynthia Kimball Davis (SGCS), David Lunt (HSS), John 
Meisner (COEHD), Todd Petersen (UC), Josh Price (SOB), James Sage (Assoc. Provost), John 
Taylor (Provost’s Office), Bill Heyborne (COSE), Adam Lambert (CPVA). 
 
Absent: Christian Reiner (IR&A), Savannah Stover (SUUSA), Johnny MacLean (COSE). 
 
The meeting was called to order by James Sage at 4:05 p.m. 

 
Approval of Minutes: 11/2/15 minutes were approved as prepared. 
 
I. Announcements 
Feedback from Terri Day suggests that the entire NWCCU site visit was a success.  Terri 
reported that the site visit team was very complimentary of the work that has been 
accomplished to support GE assessment over the last year. James Sage thanked John Taylor for 
his work on GE assessment and the incredible progress that has been made.  
 
Spring 2016 GE Committee meetings will be Mondays, 4:00-5:30 pm on the following days: 2/1, 
2/29, 3/21, 4/18, and 5/2. 
 
James Sage is assuming the responsibility of chairing the GE Committee meeting, allowing John 
Taylor to dedicate more time to Jumpstart and related efforts. 
 
John Taylor provided an update regarding GE Jumpstart. Two sections will be offered Fall 2016. 
Most of the faculty members have been selected for Fall 2016. John expects the full version of 
Jumpstart to serve roughly 10%-15% of the incoming class. John states that Mini-Jumpstarts 
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(formerly known as FIGs) will serve a large percentage of students. Discussion ensued that it 
may be helpful for John to visit some departments to clarify various misconceptions of 
Jumpstart and Mini-Jumpstarts and to explore possibilities for combinations of 2 to 5 courses to 
integrate curriculum for Mini-Jumpstarts. James noted that Mini-Jumpstarts do not necessarily 
have to be a first-year experience. For some disciplines, it might make more sense to offer them 
at the sophomore level and beyond.  
 
It was also expressed that initiatives like Jumpstart and Mini-Jumpstart be assessed for 
effectiveness. 
 
II. Discussion/Action Items 
GE Curriculum Management Workgroup  

 Draft Criteria – revision v3 (Canvas) 
o Introduction (page 1) - Approved with edits last on 11/2. Edits are still pending. 
o New GE Designation Approval Criteria and Process (page 2) – There was much 

discussion about this part of the document. Feedback will be provided to the GE 
Curriculum Management Workgroup. It was suggested that there should potentially 
be more congruence between the questions on the New GE Designation form and 
the GE Renewal form. Although, there are clearly questions that are specific to each. 
It was suggested that the form be tested for usability prior to being distributed 
across campus.  
 
It was suggested, because the various parts of GE forms are being created and 
approved by the committee separately sometimes with many weeks between 
approvals, that the forms be presented to the committee once more as a package 
prior to moving onto the Dean’s Council for approval. This will hopefully eliminate 
any unnecessary redundancy. 

 
It was suggested that the draft be posted to a shared Google Drive folder for 
committee members to comment on, allowing workgroup members to integrate 
more suggestions from the entire committee. 

 
o Existing GE Course Review Process (pages 2-3) – This form was not discussed in 

detail. One member of the committee suggested that one syllabus from a sample 
section of a course may not be representative of the other sections. It was suggested 
that a mechanism be put in place to allow GE Committee members to be able to 
scan Canvas to assess course syllabi. 

 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:40 pm. 


