
Liberal Arts Core Review Steering Committee (LAC-RSC) 

Meeting Minutes 

February 24, 2010 

 

Present:  Arthur, Chatham-Carpenter, Dise, Heistad, Hill, Kirmani, Morgan, Rudy, van 

Wormer 

 

Absent:  Davidson, Patton, Smith 

 

The Committee started the meeting by going back to conversations from the last 

meeting related to presenting models to the faculty.  Heistad summarized that in order 

to finish the LAC-RSC’s project within two years, it would need to move forward.  She 

added that the Committee previously discussed if it would be reasonable for this 

semester to continue collecting best practices and educating anyone who wants to learn 

more about the LAC via brown bag lunches, and then at the end of the semester work 

on goals and outcomes for the LAC.  The Committee would then finalize two or three 

models to present to the faculty for feedback.  She added that at some point the faculty 

would then need to vote.  Heistad also talked about voting on the models in 

components.  Discussion followed related to the method in which to present the 

models, what the models should include, as well as how they could be voted on.    

 

Dise said that it was mentioned at a strategic planning town hall not to expect to have 

the financial resources that have been lost, restored to us.  He added that it is the 

availability of those financial resources that determines what kinds of faculty resources 

are available to teach classes.  Dise asked if the Committee is thinking in terms of 

designing an LAC that would be what the Committee hoped to have if there were 

resources or designing an LAC within the current funding constraints and any future 

constraints.  Arthur responded that faculty should be thinking about what the best 

educational outcome would be.  Then at that point, it would be up to the administration 

to see how to this could work.  She added that there would be reallocation and if a 

compelling academic program on liberal arts were brought forward possibly resources 

could be reallocated.  Morgan reminded the Committee that when the current LAC was 

created, there was no oral communication program.  The current courses were 

rearranged into various categories and then as more people were hired, eventually an 

oral communication component was added as a requirement for incoming students.  

Morgan continued that the Committee could come up with the best LAC possible, but it 

would need to be funded, supported, and implemented.   

 

Hill noted that the provost asked the Committee if things could be done differently 

related to oral communication and writing.  Hill added that in her experience oral 

communication and writing are more expensive to teach in these areas, so the 

Committee would have to make an impassioned case that instead of making it cheaper, 

more funding should go into it.  Hill mentioned the AAC&U employers survey that notes 

the number one thing employers want from students is to write and communicate well.  



Related discussion followed regarding students not only having content knowledge but 

skills as well. 

 

Chatham-Carpenter suggested having faculty who are in the areas of the various 

components of a model come and present two-three models that they recommend to 

get at a certain learning goal or outcome.  The positives, drawbacks, alternatives and the 

time needed were discussed. 

 

Chatham-Carpenter clarified that by the end of the semester, the Committee would 

finalize learning goals and outcomes and get them approved, then in the fall come up 

with two-three models with interchangeable components.  Brief discussion followed. 

 

It was mentioned that no additional surveys would take place at this time.  Posting the 

surveys on the LAC-RSC website was also mentioned.   

 

Hill informed the Committee that Melissa Payne will be presenting a brown bag on 

March 29. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


