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rs perhaps?)—Tarjan  
 
opment Timeline—update from LDTP staff 
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ation whether full discipline faculty review will be required. The 
ication from the committee will encourage leads to consult with 

TP group in an expeditious manner prior to rendering a decision.  
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e the ones showing the most progress to date. 
n completing as many of the top 20 (SB 1785) as possible first. 
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1. Communications (see below) 
a. Maintaining Lists of Reviewers 
b. Maintaining Lists of Campus Contacts 

2. Overseeing Reviews 
3. Point of Contact for Results of Reviews/Appeals 
4. Determining Currency of Descriptors 
5. Polling Faculty re Currency of Patterns 
6. Requesting/Overseeing Revisions to Descriptors and Patterns 

vi. Operational Issues 
1. Actual Naming 
2. Maintaining Group Lists 

i. Communications—raised by Tarjan 
i. LDTP Lead Faculty Listserve—Hessinger  
ii. Course Review/Descriptor Lists (by leads) 
iii. Discipline campus representatives (by leads) 

6. Recognition of discipline leads/other important contributors to the LDTP project.—
Tarjan  

7. Other Issues for Consideration 
a. Procedures for Course Appeals—Tarjan  
b. When should LDTP reconvene to reconsider patterns?—Tarjan 
c. When/why should descriptor groups reconvene?—Tarjan 
d. Communications with CCCs—Tarjan 
e. Options for CCC's with few CAN courses—Abma, Patton 
f. TCSU Course Denials & CCC students' participation in LDTP—Abma, Patton 

8. Next Meeting (phone conference or live)   
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