
Liberal Arts Core Review Steering Committee (LAC-RSC) 

Meeting Minutes 

February 17, 2010 

 

Present:  Chatham-Carpenter, Davidson, Heistad, Hill, Morgan, Patton, Rudy, Smith 

 

Absent:  Arthur, Dise, Kirmani, van Wormer 

 

Hill announced that Arthur had an emergency and would be unable to attend the 

meeting. 

 

Hill informed the Committee that the survey committee met yesterday regarding the 

second faculty survey.  The survey committee decided that the LAC-RSC should review 

the first survey to see if there are serious issues that need to be addressed on the 

second survey.  Hill added that the survey committee talked about the question related 

to skills and goals, which included a list from A to U that was removed from the draft of 

the first survey.  The survey committee suggested using a very short survey that would 

address the skills and goals in a list of ten things faculty would like students to be able to 

do and what they should know when they complete the LAC.  Hill summarized by saying 

that survey committee is thinking about the second survey as a way to get opinions on 

prioritization in the LAC and address whatever issues that need to be addressed from 

the first survey once those are determined.  Discussion followed. 

 

Heistad informed the Committee that there is a sentiment on campus that the LAC-

RSC’s process is moving very slowly and that she has responded that the Committee has 

made an effort to include as many voices as it can.  Heistad mentioned that one 

possibility for moving forward could be to continue reviewing the best practices this 

semester in order to have possibly three models to present to the faculty by next fall.  At 

that point, get faculty feedback in order to come to a consensus as a committee which 

model to put out as a potential revision and then have the faculty vote the model up or 

down.   After some discussion, it was clarified that model should be voted on part by 

part and not as a total package.  Patton added that you have to be very cognizant of the 

design of the LAC and the ability and willingness of the faculty to deliver it.  During 

additional conversation, it was noted that staff may also want to have input related to 

the LAC, since they have a sense for what students are lacking and what they need.  Hill 

suggested that the Committee continue with the brown bags and by the end of the 

semester the Committee should start working on goals and outcomes.    

 

Related to the LAC models, Hill said that in whatever curricular model that is brought 

forward, the Committee should decide how things should be run.  She added that she 

didn’t think the Committee should need to facilitate the implementation of the process.  

Hill also said that the models should not be just tinkering with is already there, but 

rather come up with different ideas and present them to faculty.  There were additional 

comments about not just presenting the models to faculty as a package of compatible 



components, but also talk about possible ways to deliver the curriculum.  There was also 

some discussion regarding the point at which the faculty senate would be involved if 

there were mixed results from a faculty vote.  

 

At the conclusion of the meeting, the Committee agreed to take the various documents 

that already exist, including the current purposes and goals, design team information 

and the LAC that is currently in the catalog.  Hill also noted that the Committee would 

need to review the strategic plan, the information that the Committee members 

gathered from the recent HLC assessment workshop, and the first year information.  Hill 

said she would talk with Arthur about how to proceed with discussions and a possible 

sub-committee to craft the goals and outcomes.  

 

The next meeting will take place on February 24, 2010 at Noon in the SIAC Conference 

Room. 

 

 

 


