
Liberal Arts Core Review Steering Committee (LAC-RSC) 

Meeting Minutes 

March 3, 2010 

 

Present:  Arthur, Chatham-Carpenter, Hill, Morgan, Patton, Rudy, Smith 

 

Absent:  Davidson, Dise, Heistad, Kirmani, van Wormer  

 

Arthur presented the Committee with information on a workshop entitled 

“Institutionalizing Integrative Learning: Faculty Development, Course Development & 

Assessment,” taking place in June at Roanoke College.  She said that it may be possible 

to fund three Committee members to attend.  Arthur also noted that one of the 

speakers is the vice president of the AAC&U.  Brief discussion took place regarding 

various articles in the Chronicle and also about getting access to the online version of 

the Chronicle.  Cheryl will follow up on getting access to the online version. 

 

Hill proposed that the Committee work on the goals and outcomes at a longer meeting, 

as opposed to trying to work at the regular meeting for an hour at a time.  She added 

that since everyone has other commitments, they could come and go as they are 

available during the extended time frame.  It was decided that the meeting would take 

place from Noon to 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, March 23.  Cheryl will advise the Committee 

of the location. 

 

Hill informed the Committee that she and Arthur had been invited to a CSBS brown bag 

to talk about Liberal Arts Core issues.  The brown bag will take place on Wednesday, 

March 24 from Noon to 1:00 in Baker 161.  She added that all Committee members are 

invited to attend.   

 

Regarding faculty surveys, Hill mentioned that she was pleased to see that a good 

number of faculty believe that they know what the Liberal Arts Core is about and over 

half of the people believe the have been informed.  Arthur added that it is not just the 

people who have taught in the LAC.  Hill pointed out that 91% think the LAC is an 

important part of undergraduate education.   Arthur added that 62% of faculty think 

that the LAC ought to be changed and 44% are neutral.  Chatham-Carpenter pointed out 

that only 13.5% said that they don’t think the LAC needs to be changed and that she 

feels the Committee has a mandate to change it.  Related to the length of the LAC, the 

Committee agreed that the LAC does not need to be any longer than it is.  During 

additional discussion, it was noted that students may think that if the LAC is made 

shorter, they will not be in college as long, but they will still need 120 hours to graduate. 

 

Rudy asked what the Committee would like to do regarding those students who 

responded that they would be willing to participate in a focus group.  It was agreed not 

to wait too long after the survey to contact these people.  Rudy said that he would 

contact Adam Haselhuhn to see if he would be interested in participating in the focus 



groups.  Rudy also said that he would try to contact those students who said they were 

interested to get an idea of the times that would work for them and bring this 

information back to the Committee.  It was agreed to try for two or three focus groups 

and that more than two Committee members should attend.  Arthur added that she 

would be willing to attend an evening focus group and that refreshments would be 

provided.   The week after spring break was mentioned as a possible week for the focus 

groups. 

 

Hill noted that from the comments on the student surveys, a number of students really 

don’t see that there is anything important about what happens in the LAC.  Hill said that 

she wonders if students are getting the message that the only thing that matters is the 

content knowledge in their major.  Patton commented that the message is not there.  

He added that when you get to the courses and one course has nothing to do with the 

other and there no commonality other than telling a student it is good for them, there is 

no message to tell.  Arthur mentioned that this may be a product of the loose structure 

and the distribution model where you get a number of courses that tie themselves to a 

particular category and there isn’t unity.  Morgan talked about the inconsistencies in the 

messages that students receive regarding why they are taking a course and the 

importance of a course.  

 

Hill initiated a discussion regarding faculty involvement and how to get faculty to think 

about doing the Liberal Arts Core differently.  Patton asked if people are really at the 

point where they want to start over with the Liberal Arts Core.  Arthur noted that faculty 

could have a fear that their course has to be counted in the LAC or their course will 

disappear or another fear might be that they won’t attract a major.   Additional 

discussion took place related to making the LAC courses more interdisciplinary, as well 

as a brief discussion regarding faculty development needed in order to teach faculty to 

deal with changing the curriculum.  Hill noted that what keeps coming up in everything 

that the Committee has done, is that the trend is toward an integrative, interdisciplinary 

LAC and is moving away from intro. to discipline courses.   She added that faculty should 

think about serving students better by giving them a more integrative Liberal Arts Core 

instead of what we currently have.  A brief discussion took place regarding the strategic 

plans as it relates to the LAC.  Arthur noted that there needs to be a frank discussion to 

take away faculty’s fear that their job might go away or their department might be lost.   

 

The next meeting will take place on Wednesday, March 10, in the SIAC Conference 

Room. 


