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MEMBERS 
 
Helen Bailey Office of the Registrar – Evaluations; Kaila Bussert PCS – Library; Rachel Fernflores CLA – 

Philosophy; Samuel Frame CSM – Statistics; Bruno Giberti Academic Programs and Planning; John Jasbinsek 

CSM – Physics; Gary Laver General Education Governance Board (GEGB) Chair / CLA – Psychology and Child 

Development; Bwalya Malama CAFES – NRM&ES; Andrew Morris Academic Programs and Planning; Phillip 

Nico CENG – Computer Science (arrived at 4:10 p.m.); Sam Park ASI; Dustin Stegner CLA – English; Vacant – 

CAED & OCOB 

 
 

AGENDA 
 
Gary Laver called the meeting to order at 3:14 p.m. 

 
 

A. Announcements 

1. Gary received a message from Samuel Frame that he is unable to attend the meeting. 

He gave his proxy to Gary. 

 

2. The Board unanimously approved the January 25 and January 27 minutes.  

 

3. In regards to the Area F course certification process, the Office of the Registrar has 

proposed that these courses receive a new number; by virtue of that change, these 

proposals will go through the full curricular review.  

a. Gary let the Board know that they will most likely be reviewing these courses 

in the spring. Until these courses complete the review, they will be part of the 

“no print” catalog. 

 

4. Gary let the Board know that HIST R354 and AGC 145 were both pulled from the 

consent agenda. They will be discussed at the March 9 meeting. Later this month, the 

Board will review key talking points. 

 

5. Shannon will send a final email reminder for lower-division Area C, D, and E 

recertification. The focus will be for departments to coordinate with their college 

curriculum committee on meeting internal deadlines. The Office of the Registrar needs 

to receive the proposals by June 1. She will send a final reminder to the Associate Deans 

in the spring letting them know they should be reviewing proposals. 

 

6. Gary will be meeting with the AEPS R110 proposers this week to address their concerns. 
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B. Curricular Review 

1. ARCH 201 

a. The GEGB reviewed the returned proposal. They discussed concerns regarding 

the expanded course content.  

b. Motion to approve rollback comments. Seconded. The motion passed 

unanimously.  

c. No deadline needed. 

 

2. COMS 384 

a. This course edit makes a change in the list of recommended courses. The 

current recommended courses are in GE. The proposed recommended 

courses are brand new courses that are not being proposed for GE. 

b. Motion to approve rollback comments. Seconded. The motion passed 

unanimously.  

c. No deadline needed. 

 

C. GE Program Learning Objectives Resolution 

1. Gary provided the Board with a summary of the GE mission statement and PLO 

conversations last spring. While the Board voted to approve the mission statement, they 

determined to wait until the ethnic studies requirements were approved before 

finalizing the PLOs. They wanted to make sure they were in alignment. He also discussed 

bringing the PLOs before the Senate for approval and installment in the CMS. 

 

2. The Board discussed the need to promote the PLOs in a way that is meaningful but that 

does not become burdensome for faculty. These questions framed the discussion: Are 

the PLOs a philosophical checklist to ensure that the course embraces the values and 

goals of GE or are they broader, additional objectives to meet? Do they need to be 

measurable and assessed? Would proposers only have to meet a certain number of 

objectives? 

 

3. The Board also recognized that, since GE is an academic program, there could be 

requirements or expectations from Cal Poly or WSCUC.  

 
D. GE Pilot Pathways Resolution 

1. Gary provided a summary as to the Senate’s feedback on the resolution.  

a. One comment was to provide a report more frequently to the Senate that at 

the end of the program; the Board expressed no concerns with giving updates 

multiple times a year. 

b. The Senate asked for clarification on culminating experience “after 

completion of the three courses.” However, this citation came from the 

background report from the working group. The Board discussed if they 

wanted to make the culminating experience a specific item in their proposal, 
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which would give it a much stronger endorsement. They also discussed if the 

experience would come in the final class or if it would be completed once the 

class was completed. 

i. The GEGB discussed that the pilot version is strictly on a volunteer 

basis; as such, while there could be more work if the culminating 

experience is after the final class is completed, the faculty 

volunteered to do it. Any compensation would come from the full 

pathways program (if there is one). There is some concern about 

equity, especially if the pathway is sequential, leaving the final 

professor with a majority of the work. 

c. The Board also recognized that, depending on the pathway, some students 

could receive credit because the courses are part of their minor program. The 

Board discussed adding a prefix requirement so that courses are not only from 

two different areas but also from two different prefixes. 

d. They agreed to continue talking about it next week. 

 
Gary let the Board know that they can cancel the February 3 meeting and will meet next week. 

 
Meeting ended at 5:03 p.m.  
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