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to the Faculty Governance council. Charge 6, AAEO provided data to track demographic data on 
applications. Charge 7 – recommendation to follow RSPG example of changes to forms. Charge 8 – met 
with EDI for review of ARCC documents.  
 
Discussion on if ARCC is not the place for IT to engage faculty with IT initiatives, where or how should IT 
engage faculty? It was felt that question should be answered by IT and not ARCC.  The 
recommendation from EC is to prioritize IT committees and attend accordingly. Shawn Broderick 
volunteered to serve as a liaison and will receive minutes from CTC Board Committee. Matt Poulson 
from EAST volunteered to assist and will contact the chair of ARCC.  
 
Historically the committee has represented Faculty interest to IT and is not the expertise that is required. 
Faculty experts are on other committees that are not listed in ARCC. Historically, the chair does spend a 
lot of time going to meetings and other members attend meetings. The committee then gathers to 
discuss issues. Feeling that ARCC has historically been more than an allocation of resources 
committee. Response: Understood but not as feasible and previous chair did not communicate this 
responsibility. Committee invites were unexpected but committee members are being sent to attend 
meetings. These were recommendations to improve the process. Annual report requested the Senate to 
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Primarily to establish a deadline for non-substantive proposals. Deadline is end of February. Changed 
some procedural language: Substantive program changes which pass the Curriculum Committee, no 
later than the January meeting and pass Faculty Senate no later than the February meeting will become 
active in the next Academic year. Non-substantive approved by the University Curriculum chair by the 
end February will become active in the next academic year.  
 
Motion to approve modifying programs and courses in the catalog: Christie O’Neal 
Second: Rebekah Cumpsty 
Outcome: Unanimous approval 
 
8. Approve 
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