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Attachment 2 
University General Education Proposal – Where do we go from here? 
 
The accompanying flow chart (based on a proposal from Dr. Vicki Clegg) describes the 
progress of the General Education Taskforce proposal from its development to implementation. 
The flow chart is not designed to be an inflexible mandate, but serves as a guideline for shared 
governance through the entire process. The insertion of additional approval points, beyond the 
desired acceptance of the current proposal by 
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2) Addition of a component that emphasized information literacy, a component of many 
modern GE programs at similar institutions, might also serve to enhance the breadth of 
the program, the education of our students, and again increase the number of potential 
GE courses in non-A&S colleges.  

3)  Fusion of two or more of the current areas (e.g.,Global Issues and Perspectives, Human 
Diversity within the U.S., Social Sciences) into an area that emphasizes global issues 
would seem to be better aligned with the university’s recent push to have more of our 
students gain international experience and perspectives. 
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and to plan to assess these in a multi-year cycle (e.g. not all outcomes will be assessed in any 
given year). The choice of outcomes is critical, and will require multidisciplinary attention by the 
members of the multidisciplinary GE Council discussed above. Alignment of the GE outcomes 
with the current university SLOs might be possible, but should not be forced if it becomes 
apparent that GE assessment cannot be performed within the framework that is already in place 
for those SLOs. 
 
Development of any assessment plan should keep firmly in mind the principle that faculty time is 
the most precious commodity at a university. Assessment plans should reflect an awareness of 
this reality. Plans which require significant additional faculty time commitments must be 




