
Liberal Arts Core Review Steering Committee (LAC-RSC) 

Meeting Minutes 

January 27, 2010 

 

Present:  Arthur, Davidson, Heistad, Hill, Kirmani, Morgan, Rudy, Smith, van Wormer 

 

Absent:  Chatham-Carpenter, Dise, Patton 

 

Arthur distributed a draft of the minutes from the January 13 and January 20, 2010 

meetings for the Committee’s review.  Davidson had an addition to the minutes from 

January 20.  With that addition noted, there were no other changes.  Arthur also 

mentioned that the minutes were being recorded and Cheryl would be checking to see if 

an audio file of the recordings could be uploaded. 

 

Hill mentioned that she contacted Rob Boody and Greg Bruess regarding the “Learning 

with Vision: Foundations of a Liberal Arts Education” document for the QEP and she did 

not get a response.  Hill added that Ira Simet and Jerry Soneson would be glad to talk 

about the QEP.  Hill will try e-mailing Boody and Bruess again and may also try to 

contact Michael Blackwell and Chris Ogbondah again to see if they would like to talk 

about the QEP project. 

 

A brief discussion took place regarding the times of the brown bags all being at Noon on 

Mondays and Fridays.  Using an open forum format in the afternoon over an extended 

time frame, in an effort to make it possible for more to attend was mentioned. 

 

Kirmani asked about having employers coming in for the brown bag presentations.  

Arthur mentioned that in the past the Committee had talked about having alums that 

are currently out in the workforce come in for a presentation.  It was agreed that this 

type of presentation would be geared more toward students and there would need to 

be enough time allowed for questions and answers.  Arthur talked about an AAC&U 

survey that showed that employers are looking for employees with a liberal arts 

education.  Kirmani stressed the importance of communication skills for students trying 

to get employment and that the basics of communication, even though they may be 

embedded elsewhere, need to come from the Liberal Arts Core.  Various options for 

bringing in employers and alums, as well as the potential for inviting students to attend 

a presentation were discussed.  Davidson added that the Teacher Education Advisory 

Board that includes representatives from John Deere, McElroy, Farm Bureau, and 

superintendents might be a good resource for finding out what employers are looking 

for in candidates. 

 

Hill’s notes from Rudy and Morgan’s peer institution brown bag were distributed.  Hill 

pointed out that in comparing peer institutions, UNI is on the low end in terms of 

writing requirements in the LAC.  Many other institutions require at least two courses, 

however, many of those schools have larger MA programs or PhD programs.  The 



Committee had a discussion regarding the number of hours required in peer 

institutions’ LAC.  Hill noted that there was a question at the presentation regarding 

what is done in the LAC and whether it is a general education program or if it is really a 

Liberal Arts Core.  The Committee talked about the name change to UNI’s Liberal Arts 

Core and noted that the name change was more of a re-branding than a change in the 

core.  Smith talked about a previous purposes and goals statement from the LACC.  The 

Committee noted that the LAC-RSC should be responsible for a new purposes and goals 

statement.   

 

Hill added that the UNI Liberal Arts Core is a bit of a hybrid which includes categories, as 

well as course options.  Morgan gave examples of how courses are being created to fit 

into the Capstone category, instead of building a category around the courses.  Morgan 

said there is a trend toward a hybrid model where there are more integrative, 

disciplinary courses.   

 

Heistad asked what would happen if the Committee came up with goals of the LAC and 

created something new where courses would be created to fill in the categories, similar 

to Capstone.  Morgan talked about students responses related to the Capstone courses.  

Davidson went back to Heistad’s question and asked if the Committee should use the 

approach of considering the goals and outcomes to decide where students should be 

and then develop courses as a result or tweak and/or repackage what is already there 

and see what happens.  Extended discussion followed. 

 

Since the Committee now has a sense of the approach it wants to take, Arthur asked if 

the Committee wanted to write the purposes and goals.  Heistad commented that the 

Committee would want to be sure to get input from faculty.  Arthur mentioned that 

survey data might also be helpful.  Additional discussion followed.  At the conclusion, 

Hill commented on coming up with a way to better deliver whatever the goals are. 

 

It was decided that since a number of Committee members would be at the HLC 

Assessment Workshop there would not be a meeting next week.  As a result, the next 

meeting will take place on February 17, 2010 at Noon in the SIAC Conference Room. 

 

 

 

 

 


