
ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COUNCIL 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM: 6.R 
 

DATE: September 9, 2010 
 

****************************************************************************** 
 
SUBJECT:  Bachelor of General Studies - Implementation 
 

The Board recently approved the establishment of a Bachelor of General Studies program 
offering at BHSU, DSU, NSU and USD.  While SDSU is not participating in this offering, they 
do have authority to offer the comparable Bachelor of Science in Interdisciplinary Studies.   
 

As the campuses begin to implement this, a series of questions arose from BHSU.  These 
along with some initial responses are included after this cover page.   
 

Members of the Council should be prepared to discuss these and other issues that have 
come up.  If needed revisions to policies/guidelines or to the program may be proposed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
****************************************************************************** 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
  

Discussion and action, if needed. 
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From: Rognstad, Lynn  
Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 1:06 PM 
To: Gingerich, Sam; Wittmayer, Cecelia; Haney, David 
Cc: Meeker, April; Pearce, Kristi; Hawley, Tom; Hrncir, Duane C.; Nichols, Laurie; Helling, Mary; Staben, 
Chuck A; Gabriel, Jodi; Turman, Paul; Anderson, Sandy; Rognstad, Lynn 
Subject: RE: Bachelor of General Studies 
 
Sam, 
 
A discussion would be helpful so we can all land in the same place.  In our discussions here 
we’ve been trying to balance expectations for a college degree while still serving the needs of the 
ready-adult population—one of the driving forces behind the development of this proposal.  We 
believe that advising will be critical for these students, so we’re putting in place processes to 
ensure that there will be that connection.  Because we believe in most cases a conventional 
degree program will serve students better, we will not be advising them early in their college 
careers to consider this degree unless completing a more conventional program with a major is 
totally unrealistic for the student. 
 
Here’s how we have been thinking about it at USD. 

•         General education courses can count in the emphasis areas. 

•         We don’t consider this degree program as having a major or minor, so the 50% rule wouldn’t 
apply. 

•         The requirement for 32 institutional credits with 16 of the last 32 as institutional is applicable, 
albeit perhaps with some flexibility—especially for other regental credits.  However, if a 
potential student had significant numbers of credit hours from a sister institution, I suspect we 
would encourage them to complete their degree there in order to do it most expeditiously. 

•         We included in the proposal the requirement that there be at least 32 upper‐division credits.  
We believe this is important.  The proposal didn’t stipulate that these had to be in the emphasis 
areas or that they had to be institutional credits, however.  Perhaps that needs to be revisited. 

•         We assume they must meet the graduation requirement for the CAAP. 

 
Looking forward to the conversation. 
 
Thanks, 
Lynn 
 
 
From: Gingerich, Sam  
Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2010 7:21 AM 
To: Wittmayer, Cecelia; Haney, David 
Cc: Meeker, April; Pearce, Kristi; Hawley, Tom; Hrncir, Duane C.; Nichols, Laurie; Helling, Mary; Staben, 
Chuck A; Rognstad, Lynn; Gabriel, Jodi; Turman, Paul; Anderson, Sandy 
Subject: RE: Bachelor of General Studies 
 
Thanks.  It’s clear we will need to talk about this and we may need to do some revisions to this 
program. 
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There are majors where required courses are used to meet GE requirements.  For example, the 
chemistry major requires students to complete general chemistry, university physics and Calc I 
and II.  I do not think students in this major are required to complete other math and science 
courses to fulfill GE requirements.  Absent a policy, I don’t believe these can be excluded. 
 
And while students will be required to complete credit hours from a campus, there are no 
statements that these must be upper-level.  A student entering with 96 hours from baccalaureate-
degree granting institutions can complete another 32 (unspecified) hours to meet all 
requirements.  The parallel BATS program specifies upper level courses.   
 
So, to make sure some upper level coursework is included, we probably will need to modify the 
program requirements or to change policy.   
 
Great fun. 
 
From: Wittmayer, Cecelia  
Sent: Monday, August 02, 2010 6:01 PM 
To: Gingerich, Sam; Haney, David 
Cc: Meeker, April; Pearce, Kristi; Hawley, Tom; Hrncir, Duane C.; Nichols, Laurie; Helling, Mary; Staben, 
Chuck A; Rognstad, Lynn; Gabriel, Jodi; Turman, Paul; Anderson, Sandy 
Subject: RE: Bachelor of General Studies 
 
I added a couple comments below in red. 
 
Cecelia 
 
From: Gingerich, Sam  
Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2010 7:54 PM 
To: Haney, David 
Cc: Meeker, April; Pearce, Kristi; Wittmayer, Cecelia; Hawley, Tom; Hrncir, Duane C.; Nichols, Laurie; 
Helling, Mary; Staben, Chuck A; Rognstad, Lynn; Gabriel, Jodi; Turman, Paul 
Subject: RE: Bachelor of General Studies 
 
Dave, 
 
Here’s my first cut at the questions you’ve identified.  As you’ve suggested, I’ve copied in the 
other CAO’s to make sure that this is evolving similarly on all campuses (including SDSU’s 
Interdisciplinary studies program).  We’ll probably need to talk through this at our next AAC 
meeting. 
 
As I reviewed this, I may have found a gap in our policies/guidelines.  I cannot find any 
statement that establishes the 36 hour upper level hour requirement you state.  Is this a BHSU 
policy or did I miss it in Board policy?    
 
As a note, you do mention online delivery.  All institutions were given authority to deliver this 
online so there are no expectations that the student will attend courses on campus. 
 
Sam 
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(And if anybody copied in has comments, add them in.  As I noted, we’ll talk through this when 
we meet in September.  Thanks.) 
 

1.       Can we limit the overlap between gen ed and area‐of‐emphasis courses? 

 
This was not specified in the proposal so courses can fulfill multiple 
requirements. 

CW: I don’t think that courses used to meet general education requirements can be counted in the 15 
credits / 3 categories requirement.  If, on the other hand, the student completed general education 
courses beyond those needed to meet the SGR or IGR requirements, then the general education (i.e., 
lower-level courses) can be counted in the 15 credits / 3 categories.   

 
2.       Can we require some area‐of‐emphasis courses to be upper‐division? 

 
This was not specified in the proposal so it cannot be imposed after the fact.  However, 
upper‐division requirements are still in play so this can be used to shape the students 
program of study. 

CW: the student will need to meet the residency requirements listed below (which includes the 
stipulation that students must complete at least 50% of the major requirements on campus.  In 
this major, that means that at least 23 credits must be completed on campus, since the major 
consists of 45 credits or 15 credits / 3 categories.  If they’re transferring in courses from a junior 
college, they also need to meet the  companion stipulation in Policy 2:5 relative to transfer 
credits from community colleges.  

 
From Policy 2:5 Transfer of Credits: 
12. Total transfer credit for work at a junior, community college (2 year), and/or two-year technical 
college may not exceed one-half of the hours required for completion of the baccalaureate degree 
at the accepting institution. Students who have completed more than the acceptable 
semester hours of junior, community or technical college work may apply completed, transferable 
courses to specific course requirements and thereby may not be required to repeat the courses. 
The semester hours of credit for those additional courses may not be applied toward the 
minimum credit hours required for the degree. 
 

Taken together (and setting aside courses used to meet general education requirements as indicated in 
Question 1 above), I suspect that students won’t be able to avoid upper-level courses.   

 
 
 

 
  

3.       For the residency requirement, should we be more flexible with credits from  SDBOR schools? 

I assume you’re mixing credits in residence and institutional credits but to make 
sure, here are the definitions from policy (2:29) 

 
B. Definitions 
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1) Credits in Residence 
A. Credit in Residence within the Board of Regents system 
is a course offered by any of the degree-granting Regental 
institutions at any approved site using any approved 
method of delivery. 

 
  

C. Institutional Credit Requirements for Degree-Seeking Students 
1) Minimum number of credit hours that must be earned from the 
institution granting the degree: 

Baccalaureate 32 hours 
Associate 16 hours 

2) Number of the last credit hours earned preceding completion of 
the degree that must be earned from the institution granting the 
degree: 

Baccalaureate 16 of the last 32 hours 
Associate 8 of the last 16 hours 

3) Minimum number of credit hours specified in the major or minor 
requirements that must be completed at the degree granting institution: 50 
percent. However, this requirement may be waived for students enrolled in 
the set of majors offered at the system’s Centers which include in the 
established programs of study common courses offered by one of the other 
Regental universities. In addition, the Vice President for Academic 
Affairs/Provost may make exceptions to this requirement for individuals 
based on the student’s prior learning experiences. 

 
While I’ll need to touch base with the other CAO’s, I imagine campuses will hold 
to 16 of last 32 but, as you suggest, may be willing to recognize a few credits 
from other regental institutions to meet the 32 credit hour requirement. 

 
4.       Are we in line with other institutions in holding fast to  the residency and upper‐division 

requirements? 
 

I assume that all institutions will require students to meet the institutional/residency 
requirements.   
 
As I noted, I have spent some time looking for a policy that establishes a general 
requirement that a certain number of upper level hours must be completed but I can’t 
find this at the system level.  Regardless, if there is a 36‐hpourt requirement, this too 
must be met.   

 
5.       How should we treat the rising junior exam? 

 
This requirement was not waived.  Students will need to demonstrate proficiency. 
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From: Haney, David  
Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2010 6:30 PM 
To: Gingerich, Sam 
Cc: Meeker, April; Pearce, Kristi 
Subject: Bachelor of General Studies 
 
Sam, 
 
As we get our first students inquiring about the bachelor of general studies degree and asking for 
transcript reviews, a number of questions have been raised.   I wanted to let you know what the 
issues are an where we stand; this may be an issue for AAC discussion, or at least for discussion 
among the four campuses that offer this degree. Or maybe you can just set us straight. 
 
 We had an inquiry from a student who had 108 hours, all but 14 of which were in lower division 
courses. All the hours are from out of state. The courses easily fit into three of the (very general) 
categories as required, but (1) she does not meet the 32 hour residency requirement, (2) she does 
not meet the 36 hour upper-division course requirement and (3) there is a whole lot of  double 
counting between gen ed courses and courses that would flow into the three areas.  We (Kristi, 
April, and I) feel strongly that we should hold to both the residency and the upper-division 
requirement if this is to be a BH degree and a 4-year college degree, though we know we are 
going to be asked to make exceptions.  But since there is no rule about how much double-
counting can occur or what level the courses need to be to meet the three areas of emphasis, 
theoretically the student could come and take an arbitrary selection of upper-division courses. 
That would of course be inadvisable given the capstone and CAAP requirements, but for a 
student seeking the path of least resistance, it may happen.  We also raised questions about the 
rising junior exam: since that is supposed to measure value added in a traditional linear degree 
path, it doesn’t seem to us an appropriate thing to make these students take. So here are some 
questions: 
 

6.       Can we limit the overlap between gen ed and area‐of‐emphasis courses? 
7.       Can we require some area‐of‐emphasis courses to be upper‐division? 
8.       For the residency requirement, should we be more flexible with credits from  SDBOR schools? 
9.       Are we in line with other institutions in holding fast to  the residency and upper‐division 

requirements? 
10.   How should we treat the rising junior exam? 

 

We’re not so concerned about this particular student, who also wants to do all this without 
setting foot on campus, and probably won’t come, but we want to have these issues thought 
through before we start setting unwise precedents.  
 
Advice? April and Kristi may want to chime in with points I’ve missed.  
 
See you in Chicago! 
 
Dave 
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