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In what college do you primarily teach/work?

 

 

Value 

CBA 

COE 

CHFA 

CNS 

CSBS 

Multiple Colleges 

N/A 

 

Total Responses

 
 

Summary Report - Feb 28, 2011 

In what college do you primarily teach/work? 

Count Percent %

22 7.3%

51 16.9%

75 24.9%

59 19.6%

73 24.3%

6 2%

14 4.7%

Statistics 

Total Responses 

 

Percent % 

7.3% 

16.9% 

24.9% 

19.6% 

24.3% 

2% 

4.7% 

300 



Which of the following best describes your current 
classification, as an employee at UNI? 

 

 

Value Count Percent % 

Full-time faculty member 228 75.7% 

Adjunct instructor 20 6.6% 

Graduate assistant 4 1.3% 

Administrator 9 3% 

Both faculty and administration 23 7.6% 

Staff member 14 4.7% 

 

Statistics 

Total Responses 298 

 
 

How long have you been at UNI (in approximate 
years)? 

 

 



Value Count Percent % 

0-5 years 60 19.9% 

6-10 years 49 16.3% 

11-15 years 58 19.3% 

16-20 years 50 16.6% 

21+ years 82 27.2% 

 

Statistics 

Total Responses 299 

Sum 3,454.0 

Average 14.5 

StdDev 5.72 

Max 21.0 

 
 

Have you ever taught in the LAC? 

 

 



Value Count Percent % 

Yes 205 68.1% 

No 93 30.9% 

 

Statistics 

Total Responses 298 

 
 

FIRST-YEAR EXPERIENCE: Each proposed LAC 
model supports the inclusion of a "first-year 
experience" or "cornerstone" course, which would 
introduce incoming students to UNI, its resources, 
and academic culture, by means of a course or 
courses that all first-year students would be required 
to take, in order to achieve the goals set out from the 
Foundations of Excellence self-study (see 
http://www.uni.edu/foe/first-year-learning-goals). 
However, there are different proposals regarding the 
academic content of such a course. Please indicate 
your reactions to the following alternatives. 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 



A sequenced, two-semester, 6 hour 
requirement that would develop student 

written and oral communication skills, as well 
as first-year goals, in the context of an 

academic inquiry theme. 

26.9% 
79 

23.5% 
69 

13.3% 
39 

19.4% 
57 

17.0% 
50 

100%
294 

"Thinking Critically about Important Issues," 
a 3 hour requirement encompassing various 

topical issues, while addressing first-year 
learning goals. 

11.0% 
32 

34.4% 
100 

24.1% 
70 

17.2% 
50 

13.4% 
39 

100%
291 

A 3 hour requirement satisfied by topical 
courses that might attract students to 

particular majors, while addressing first-year 
learning goals. 

15.6% 
46 

24.8% 
73 

27.2% 
80 

19.4% 
57 

12.9% 
38 

100%
294 

 

Any feedback on this category? 

 

Count Response 

189 
 

1 "The devil is in the details" a lot depends on the people we can get to teach it 

1 3cr would be too short; I think a topics course as a FYE is a really bad idea. 

1 A sustainability unifying theme or compenent would receive a more favorable review from me. 

1 Composition and Oral Comp are best left to the faculty in English and Comm Studies, respectively. 

1 How can one think critically before one knows anything? 

1 I am strongly opposed to the creation of this course in any form. 

1 I do have some concerns about staffing this course.  

1 I like the two semester first year experience model. 

1 I prefer to see writing and speaking skills integrated into a student's major 

1 I see no reason to change the LAC. It is much better than any of the proposals.  

1 I strongly support developing a good first year experience course sequence. 

1 I think the cornerstone course topic(s) should have a strong multidisciplinary component. 

1 Just that we do need such a course or courses.  

1 Let's not create a requirement that we are unable to provide to all. 

1 More successful with diverse faculty interest in teaching. 

1 Students like choice. The more choice they have the better. 

1 Students should not be paying for a course which is unrelated to their degree. 



Count Response 

1 The "Thinking Critically" course woudl turn into yet another leftist indoctrination class. 

1 The current LAC structure could use some adjustment, but is better than these proposals. 

1 There are major staffing issues here. 

1 These options seem unrealistic in today's budget climate. Let's continue with our present LAC. 

1 This is a ridiculous waste of time. 

1 Year-long would be best 

1 exploring a major area early would really be a motivator for many students. 

1 
this category should be used to allow disciplines to recruit majors, as many LAC courses currently do--

without this course structure, our majors will decline and eliminate departments eventually. 

1 

I was happy to see models would go beyond reading and writing to address other basic competencies as 
well. While I was a bit put off by a comment about making sure students realize "they are not in Kansas 
anymore", it seems a good idea to help students develop an interdisciplinary orientation early on in their 

academic career and to experience perspectives that maya differ from their own. 

1 

I think the two-semester sequence is great in concept, but likely impractical given the budget situation we 
continue to face. Is it really sustainable? Will you really have enough good faculty to teach first-year goals, 

academic inquiry, AND communication skills? That's a tall order. The two-semester sequence also presents 
logistic challenges--how to deal with partial or full transfer credit in writing and oral comm, stop outs after one 
semester, etc. I don't think those concerns have been adequately addressed. Therefore, I favor the "Thinking 
Critically" option with a separate Written and Oral requirement. Thinking Critically allows us to create a new 

student (whether out of high school or transfer) requirement that has no equivalent transfer similar to 
capstone. It is our opportunity to give all students an introduction to what learning at UNI should be like. 

1 

What is really needed here is something that conveys the notion that "This isn't high school anymore." 
Perhaps a 1-credit class that addresses expectations, plagiarism, independent research and study skills, 
evaluation of information resources, and so on. Ideally, this would be covered in freshman orientation (or 
even high school!), but it doesn't appear to be. I don't see the need to wrap this into other elements of the 

LAC, which should stand on their own, and I especially don't see the need for this to be wrapped into "flavor 
of the week" classes on "contemporary issues," typically with pre-defined "correct" outcomes. They will end 

up being watered down current events classes, and students have had enough of those.  

1 
One course taken by everyone will likely devolve to the lowest common denominator. Sequences cause 

problems when people enter midyear or fail the first course. 

1 
Written, oral communication and thinking critically should be part of every class at UNI. We can introduce 

students to many major with a workshop. Only for students that they are undecided.  

1 

The first year experience sounds like it is a sure thing. I think it should be included in the present LAC. 
However, I do not believe a six hour requirement can be justified in the LAC. Simply, it would require hiring 
tens of new faculty to teach small sections of the course. No Dept. Head or Dean is going to be in favor of 

redirecting faculty out of courses for majors into the many sections that would be required to effectively teach 
this course. As a realist, it is simply not going to happen at UNI in the next several years; we simply cannot 
afford it, in my humble opinion. That said, the "Thinking Critically about Important Issues" is the best of the 
three options. This might attract faculty to the course, and would make the course relevant (and interesting) 

to first-year students. It would also serve the purpose of the third option (attracting students to particular 
majors). 

1 
The first-year experience should offer effective practice in thinking and learning (with speaking and writing as 
the primary instruments of practice). Too often, courses with a Topic as the main emphasis are much more 

about telling students WHAT to think, not how. 

1 
I am an advocate for the Cornerstone course and I believe that it should be a topical course taught by 

several departments but with common threads that link the courses together (e.g. critical thinking focus). I 
believe that a two semester Cornerstone is too much. 



Count Response 

1 

All three alternatives would require professional development for the instructors. The latter two seem like 
they might be taught by a broader subset of the faculty. The focus on issues (presumably chosen by the 
instructor) or on topics appropriate to a major would require oversight to ensure the LAC material was 

included and adequately addressed. All three should restrict faculty participation to those demonstrating a 
commitment to LAC! 

1 

Two semester sequence is too long. If writing intensive should be taught by writing specialist. How would this 
be different than an intro writing course, or can the writing course be modified to add some of these 

differences to it. Developing and educating student on college success skills could be a 1-2 credit class with 
less intense writing/oral critiquing and then could be taught by many disciplines. 

1 
Resources are of paramount importance, especially given the hostility we face from Des Moines. We must 

be able to staff the rest of our courses as well as any new initiatives such as this. I don't see where the 
resources are going to come from, especially for the 6-hour course. 

1 
Why couldn't the Thinking Critically course become part of the 6 hour sequence (perhaps as an 8 hour 

sequence)? It seems odd to focus on written and oral com skills and not also on critical thinking. 

1 
I believe that critical thinking is the key to a cornerstone course. Don't overload it with other goals and 

objectives. 

1 

Don't like the idea of a "critical thinking" course. The goal is to get students to think critically across the 
curriculum, not wall off critical thinking as if it's its own distinct concept. The 6 hour sequence is pretty 

unrealistic given the serious constraints of resources we already face. I can't see how my department could 
contribute to this in a meaningful way, and contribute to other element of the LAC and serve our majors.  

1 
I'm not completely sold on the six hour requirement, but this is the only one to be specific about written and 

oral competencies. 

1 

Having spoken to several students about this, I think the idea of teaching written comm and critical thinking 
skills in courses that are in broad, major-type categories (e.g. thinking critically in the social sciences, 

thinking critically in the fine arts) is a good one. If the first-year experience is going to be two semesters, I 
think it should be taught by the same person both semesters. I've spoken to several writing teachers who 

feel that continuity is very important to their success. 

1 
I think a one-semester course can do both oral comm and writing. That leaves more room in the LAC for 

other things. Also, I like that profs teaching the first-year course could do so on their own topics, rather than 
one-topic, not chosen by him/her for TWO semesters. 

1 
Students need the development of written and oral communication skills. Having this be an emphasis early 

in the academic career will be particularly useful. 

1 
These statements are so vague that I can neither support or oppose them. I support the idea of a first year 
experience that is focused, meaningful and assessable. Do our current courses not stress effective writing, 

critical thinking, and oral communication?  

1 

A course that fills two liberal arts core requirements is the best option to help students complete their 
degrees in a timely manner. The third option, having topical course within certain majors, would only assist 

students who come in to the University knowing what degree they want to seek and assume that they would 
not change their minds. 

1 

The first year corner stone course should be coordinated with the departments. All majors should have some 
identified course that meets the objectives established with the corner stone course. If students just take the 
corner stone course and the learning objectives are not reinforced and assessed in the major, it becomes a 

pointless and useless academic approach. What happened to mathematics? Oral and written 
communication are important but mathematics is a form of communication. UNI students have poor 

mathematics skills and the LAC-RSC appears to ignore this critical liberal art skill.  

1 

First year COMMUNITY goals and outcomes are important, but they could best be achieved through the 
student's advising processes and extra curricular activities designed for student involvement in the academic 

community. We should not have to design a special course to teach CRITICAL INQUIRY. This is an 
outcome of which we should share for students in all our courses here at UNI. To what majors should we 

attract students? Who is to say? This doesn't appear to be sound practice at all. 



Count Response 

1 

I strongly support a first year experience course but I think that the 3-hour options should also include writing 
goals, not just the 6-hour version. Students need to be writing from Day 1 and they need to be writing about 
substantive issues. In the 6-hour requirement, if students write about the kinds of things they write about in 

College Reading and Writing (roommates and summer vacations) we are wasting our time. They need to be 
doing critical, analytical writing and TAs typically don't have the skills to support that kind of writing 

development.  

1 
All courses should commit to 1) instruction in how to write (as opposed to what writing is), in other words the 

rhetoric of writing, not the grammar and 2) exemption from transfer credit from community colleges. 

1 
The second option sounds good, but they aren't ready for that content until they've had a few other courses 

to provide them with tools and context to intelligently think through some of those issues. Option 1 helps 
build those basic skills. 

1 
I think we need separate writing and speaking courses. All classes require critical thinking; we don't need a 

separate course to meet this objective. 

1 
The last option would not be a good use of faculty time. Students can be exposed to particular majors 

through other means such as academic majors fairs.  

1 
Should be writing-intensive, and small enough to foster a learning community and long-lasting ties with a 

professor. 8-10 students would be ideal but no more than 15. If this is implemented as a huge lecture 
course, then change my answers to "strongly oppose" 

1 
I think students would take this class more seriously if oral comm and college writing were incorporated into 

it. 

1 
How will we manage students who have transfer credit in writing and/or speech courses? How can we 

schedule all students into the sequence? 

1 
Students should NOT receive academic credit for any sort of "first year experience." Adding writing/oral 

communications or critical thinking to the "first year experience" is simply a way to give it some semblance of 
academic respectability. 

1 My views on this depend on whether other areas would be dropped from the core. I think it is too long now. 

1 
Is it really part of LAC to introduce students to the university and it's resources? Isn't there a better way to do 

this without using academic credit? I think there are other issues that are more important. 

1 
I think the initiative to explore topical courses that might attract particular majors should come from the 

student, not from LAC mandated coursework. 

1 
Class size should be quite small (about twenty students) to facilitate development of written and oral 

communication or it might as well be very large. 

1 

You cannot address critical thinking, reading and writing by isolating them in a single course or courses! If 
they are not integrated into all course work, then the students will never acquire them. If they come out of 
their "critical thinking" course and only encounter multiple choice exams in their other classes, then their 

interest in critical thinking will be quickly extinguished. I think these courses are a waste of time in the LAC 

1 
UNI students are the worst writers I have ever encountered in my years of teaching. I strong favor at least a 

two-semester sequence that hones writing and critical thinking skills. I don't care so much about oral 
communication skills. 

1 

Critical Thinking is very important. However, I think is is more important in the first year to clearly 
communicate the demands and expectations that students will need to live up to in order to be successful at 

UNI. In my experience students study skills, writing skills and basic math skills are WEAK. Students are 
coming in with more college credit than in past years but are less prepared for the demands of college. 
Expecting them to have these skills and helping them to improve their skill level will help students better 

meet course expectations set forth by faculty.  

1 
If implemented, a Cornerstone requirement should not be used as a marketing tool, nor should it supplant 

critical thinking or language use courses 



Count Response 

1 
First-year experience content courses should included meaningful writing components taught by faculty 

experienced in teaching writing. Use "writing across the curriculum models" from other universities. 

1 
I like the idea of a cornerstone course, but I don't see how a whole year is either necessary or can be 

staffed. I don't really have a preference as to the topic. 

1 
A cornerstone course is a great idea. I think it works best when the offerings reflect the diversity of interests 

of our first year students. 

1 

Writing skills are a major weakness for many students, well into the upper levels. Because of this, I like the 
two-semester option that includes a focus on written communication skills. However, teaching critical 

thinking applied to topical issues is also very important, so I think both of these options (1st and 2nd) would 
be beneficial to students.  

1 

I favor the six hour form, in part, because 3 hours doesn't give enough time. Also, I believe that a strong 
wellness component is also essential. If it is going to go in the cornerstone, it needs to have significant 

(about 2-3 credits worth) of time. The shorter cornerstones lack that sort of time. (Alternately, we could add 
back a specific course.) Finally, even with the longer cornerstone, critical thinking needs to be included or 

required as another part of the LAC. 

1 

I do not want UNI to follow the model that is a "one size fits all" type of approach. I am concerned that the 
advising provided in this area would not be appropriate to all majors. I would be curious to find out how many 

"true" freshmen UNI really has anymore, as most of the students that I work with at Orientation transfer in 
College Writing and Oral Comm now. I believe UNI needs to shift its focus away from freshmen and focus 
more on transfer students. The reality is that students are transferring in credit; we hardly have any what I 
would call "true" freshmen anymore....those students who transfer to UNI without any transfer credit. We 

need to become more transfer friendly and I would oppose any new courses that would not fit this. 

1 
I find these proposals interesting but impractical, since it will be difficult to find enough faculty to teach them, 

and they don't seem the sort of thing we would want to leave to most adjuncts. 

1 

While I do like the idea of a cornerstone like class, it should focus more on the major differences in high 
school vs college work and expectations. Talk more about the skills that will help them in college-level 
courses. For example: time management, using library resources, what is truly research and what is 

considered plagiarism. Work more towards the understanding that to be a "full-time" student requires that 
you are expected to be working at least 40 hours a week on studying, writing and preparing for class and 

exams. They need to learn that they will be responsible for their learning not the professor. That while they 
are enrolled as a full-time student that while I will do my best to put students FIRST that they understand that 

they are STUDENTS first and that just occupying a chair for 3 hours in a class will not be enough. 

1 
If this is an attempt to satisfy skills in "Critical Thinking", writing, or oral communication, then neither a three-
hour nor a six-hour course requirement will achieve the stated goal. Such skills are achieved over time and 

in multiple academic settings. 

1 

Cohorts might be a good idea, both on the part of faculty and students. Also, who will be teaching these? 
(adjuncts? tenured/tenure-track faculty?) How will they receive adequate professional development to 

ensure quality and parity across the board? These will probably be the most important courses taken by 
students... should they not be taught by the absolute best teachers? How will this be decided? 

1 
Our class sizes are increasing, we are teaching more hours, and we don't need an additional load. This can 

be best handled at the departmental level. 

1 
The issue with the topical course is the statement in Blue Model that it would require significant content. I 

see that overtaking the purpose of the cornerstone idea. And, how are students going to select this type of 
course. 

1 
For both fiscal and non-fiscal logistic reasons, the freshman experience course must be optional. It must not 

be overwhelmed with orientation to academia. Much of the orientation can be done on-line. Think of what 
role you want cohorts to have. 

1 
I love the idea of Cornerstone, that all incoming freshman have a similar experience and in covers both 
reading, writing, speaking and critical thinking. I like the concept of it being 6 hours, but I am concerned 

about the logistics and how scheduling would work across 2 semesters and how it would work for students 



Count Response 

transferring in and out of UNI. 

1 
cornerstone should be only one semester. not enough info given on critical thinking course or topical course 

questions to evaluate this proposal. 

1 

In a perfect world, it might be ideal to have a two-semester cornerstone experience taught by tenured and 
tenure-track professors in small classes, but how is this goal to be achieved at UNI where there is no 

incentive structure for tenured and tenure-track professors to do this? In my experience with current LAC 
courses, they already satisfy the third option. 

1 Might profitable organize around arts events, film & video as well as more print-oriented descriptions 

1 

5. The three options here seem quite vague to me. Rather than subsuming written and communication within 
courses devoted to â€œfirst-year goals,â  €  I favor attending to â€œfirst-year goalsâ  €  within a two-course 

sequence that gives clear priority to written and oral communication. These two courses could acquaint 
students with the universityâ€™s academic and cultural life, including both academic and student resources 

as well as lectures, exhibits, and performances. Yet emphasis should be placed first on academically 
responsible attention to written and oral communication. 

1 

The issues of aclimating students to campus and the rigors of university academics could be addressed with 
a more rigorous freshman orientation that does more than say "There's the Union. There's your dorm. Good 
Luck." Orientation could include small classes with faculty that address these issues as well as time to bond 

as a cohort. 

1 
Typical eighteen to nineteen year old students are not well equipped for critical thinking about important 

issues. They are still teens, still concrete thinkers, more concerned with self and social identities. They need 
more exposure first. 

1 
I think for students who may have identified a major it would also be beneficial to have this class taught 

within the major department. For those deciding, it would be important to have this taught by faculty 
throughout the university. 

1 

A, While I like the idea behind A I don't think we would ever have the necessary staffing and reliable funding, 
even if we broke it down into 2 3 hr courses instead of obligating faculty/depts to the 6 hr sequence. Let's not 
again create a LAC requirement that depends on adjuncts and the ups and downs of adjunct funding. B. Like 

the idea but would this be a 3 hr ADDITION beyond writing & oral comp reqs? C. If this refers to area 
courses like the ones in our current LAC I am strongly in favor of keeping these as one of the options for 

meeting LAC reqs. 

1 
If the Cornerstone course is designed to meet multiple learning outcomes for the LAC overall, it has to be 

evaluated together with other elements of the plan. 

1 

The first suggestion is, in my opinion, beyond the university's resources. We have to make realistic 
decisions, and I am very much opposed to suggested changes in the LAC that do not demonstrate a serious 
attempt to work within our resources. The first suggestion REQUIRES some research into how many faculty 
are committed to teaching these courses. Even the 3-hour course will require considerable resources. On a 

more positive note, I think that a freshman experience course should have at least some components 
common to all sections. For example, this would be an opportunity to have the entire freshman class read 

the same books and talk about them. How about something like "Huckleberry Finn" given all the controversy 
surrounding the new version? That ought to get people talking about diversity issues! 

1 The descriptions are too vague to determine what the courses would look like and who would staff them. 

1 
Thinking Critically in addition to College Writing and Oral Comm makes some sense. Jumping to an as yet 

unpiloted 6 hr. plan displays hubris. 

1 
I like the plan of combining written and oral skills in one course. Critical thinking should be infused. This is 

basically a course on thinking. Ridiculous. 

1 
I don't fully understand why it is necessary to introduce incoming students to UNI's resources and academic 

culture. This seems like glorified "hand-holding." Students can acquire communication skills and critical 
thinking skills in courses presently included within the LAC. 



Count Response 

1 
Examine student wants and student needs....address needs first. Address student pre-requisites to learning 

and thinking. 

1 
This is my first year at UNI. I teach mainly seniors and have been more than a little surprised at the lack of 
writing ability and critical thinking skills that I would assume should be taught at the Freshman/Sophmore 

levels. 

1 
prefer the 6 hour requirement of written and oral communication skills but most importantly believe the 

cornerstone needs to address broader first year learning outcomes in addition to the traditional LAC content. 

1 
This class should be able to be taught around multiple subject areas by a variety of faculty. However, I think 

it important that students take at least one semester of writing taught by English faculty. This could be a 
second semester course so that students could not transfer in the credit.  

1 
Any of these classes would need to be well taught if we are to cultivate a genuine "academic culture". Too 

many LAC courses do not meet this criteria. 

1 Such courses should not be designed as "recruiting" courses for majors -- plenty of other places to recruit. 

1 
I think students will get more speaking and writing experience by this combination 6 hour course. We do, 
however, need to also have another type of cornerstone course for those who come in with one or both of 

these requirements already met. 

1 

Who would teach these courses? Critical thinking is not something just anyone can teach. The first year goal 
must be very vague if all three of these proposals meet it. I think we should re-examine the goal and what is 
needed to meet it. Do we just want everyone to take one class in common? Doesn't seem be a very noble 

(or necessary) goal? 

1 
Requiring a 6 credit hour course in our major would almost destroy our students. We would have to redesign 

our curriculum. You must make this optional!!! 

1 
I don't believe a semester 3-hr course allows for sufficient time to address all that should be addressed in a 

first-year experience course. 

1 

I would think that the critical thinking and writing skills would be cornerstone material and not courses 
outside the cornerstone. I'd include reading at a college level, here, too, since most courses will have them 
do a lot of reading before they do any formal writing assignments. Get them to see that verbal engagement 
at the college level is a bit (a lot) different than those of high school. ThThey would then have time over two 
semesters to develop expository writing and argument and research wrirting. Right now, all that is cammed 

into one CWR course, and we can't do justice for those areas of academic analysis and expression.  

1 
My understanding is the motivation for these programs is simply to retain students and not to foster their 

intellectual improvement. Course hours should not be devoted to "orientation" style courses. 

1 
It is important that the academic inquiry theme allow for choice and freedom and be interesting to students 
and faculty--by making it academic we don't want to make it more teacher-centered than student-centered. 

1 

A topical issues course is an invitation to faculty to proselytize their political views. First year students are not 
yet able to separate fact from opinion when delivered by their teachers - this is what we will be teaching 

them throughout their college career. We SAY that "liberal" in "Liberal Arts Core" does not mean politically 
liberal, but it will be very hard to convince our students of that if this is how we introduce them to college, 

given the views of most of the faculty. I think there's tremendous potential for such a course to backfire. I say 
this as someone whose own views are very much left of center, whiuch lead me to respect the intellectual 

autonomy of students and worry about indoctrination under the banner of teaching critical thinking. 

1 
I'm fine with these courses so long as they don't TAKE THE PLACE of College Reading and Writing and 

Oral Communication. 

1 

I took a first year seminar as an undergraduate and taught one at my previous job. Both were awful 
experiences. These classes tend to be very unpopular with both students and faculty, and I don't think they 
are a good use of students' time. I think staffing will be a problem and students will be frustrated with this 

requirement. Eliminating the first year seminar would be a way to reduce the number of LAC hours in each of 
these models, which I thought was one of the goals of this process.  



Count Response 

1 

I like the idea of diving in to stimulating content at the launching of a student's collegiate career. I am 
concerned that courses oriented to particular majors might dilute the emphasis on thinking and 

communications skills. The themes or issues that are used to focus students' thinking and communication 
skills ought to be chosen for their relevance to our lives as citizens, generally. Staying away from any 

particular disciplinary grounding could help the courses "take off" from day one, rather than getting bogged 
down in preliminaries, prerequisites, "entry-level" content. 

1 
A 3 hour class is not nearly enough to prepare most of our first year students (I'm not certain even a two-

semester 6 hour class is sufficient for many first-years). 

1 
Will transfer students skip this element of the LAC? How will the goals of this element be accomplished for 

them? 

1 
First year experience courses would better serve students, in my view, if they presented students with 
thoughtful, even powerful points of inquiry that allowed them the opportunity to experience full fledged 

constructive debate and discourse on wrenchingly difficult, deeply complex, multi-tiered topics to resolve. 

 
 

Dedicated Coursework in Written & Oral 
Communication 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

Continue with the current LAC's 
requirements of a 3 hour writing course and 

a 3 hour oral communication course (or 
course equivalents).  

31.8% 
92 

31.5% 
91 

19.7% 
57 

12.5% 
36 

4.5% 
13 

100%
289 

Develop these skills through the 6 hour 
"Cornerstone" requirement. 

20.4% 
58 

21.5% 
61 

19.7% 
56 

20.4% 
58 

18.0% 
51 

100%
284 

Develop both sets of skills in a single 3 hour 
required course. 

9.3% 
26 

15.4% 
43 

18.2% 
51 

30.0% 
84 

27.1% 
76 

100%
280 

 

Further Skill Development in Writing 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

Require students to take at least 2 additional 
writing-intensive LAC courses. 

16.4% 
47 

36.7% 
105 

19.6% 
56 

15.7% 
45 

11.5% 
33 

100%
286 

Require students to take at least 3 additional 
writing-intensive LAC courses. 

13.0% 
37 

15.8% 
45 

25.3% 
72 

27.7% 
79 

18.2% 
52 

100%
285 

Require students to take at least 2 additional 15.7% 32.9% 19.9% 18.9% 12.6% 100%



writing-intensive LAC courses OR to be 
enrolled in a major that is certified to be 

writing-intensive. 

45 94 57 54 36 286 

Require students to take at least 2 additional 
writing-intensive LAC courses OR writing 

intensive major/minor courses. 

21.8% 
64 

36.5% 
107 

16.7% 
49 

13.7% 
40 

11.3% 
33 

100%
293 

 

Assurance of Competence in Writing 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

Require all UNI students (with rare 
exceptions) to demonstrate a minimal level 
of writing competence in order to graduate. 

47.0% 
140 

28.5% 
85 

16.4% 
49 

5.7% 
17 

2.3% 
7 

100%
298 

 

Any feedback on this category? 

 

Count Response 

185 
 

1 An assessment for this may be difficult to implement.  

1 Difficult to execute. 

1 Good Luck 

1 Good luck enforcing this one... 

1 Good reading, writing, clear thinking should be across all departments 

1 How this will be done will determine my view. 

1 How will this be assessed? 

1 How would we measure writing competence? 

1 I believe that the ability to be critical and fluent writers when graduating is essential. 

1 I think writing intensive courses should be handled within the major. 

1 Minimal level would include all transfer students, which is a major problem right now. 

1 Not sure what this means. Is this a grammar test? stylistics text? standardized test? 

1 Our students cannot write. I support a strong commitment to such coursework. 

1 Rare exceptions means what please? 
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1 Right now the LAC does not provide a good set of writing skills. Change is needed badly.  

1 The LAC should not be a remedial skills program. 

1 The goal is great; implementation will be a challenge. 

1 The more writing, the better. 

1 There should be an exit exam on writing so we don't graduate poor writers 

1 This should happen anyway! 

1 Where does research fit into all of this? 

1 Writing in the content area makes it real and important to the student! 

1 define minimal? 

1 get rid of oral communication. Oral communication could be part of all smaller classes. 

1 writing and oral communication skills can be integrated into majors 

1 

We could combine written and oral communication. How about a cutting edge course on methods of 
argumentation and persuasion? We could call it something like "Rhetoric." I am open to the idea of 

designating specific courses (but not majors) as "writing intensive," as long as: 1) there is confirmation that 
these courses are truly writing intensive; and 2) instructors are truly recognized and/or compensated for the 

labor-intensive nature of these courses. I also wouldn't limit this to LAC courses. Why couldn't students 
satisfy the writing-intensive requirement in a higher-level class?  

1 
Requiring a minimal level of writing competence is an excellent idea, however, I believe implementation 

across the board may be difficult 

1 
More, rather than less (the options that allow "OR"), writing is needed. A single 3cr class is far too short. I'm 
neutral on the exit requirement as I'm unclear as to how that would be evaluated/assessed. Interesting idea 

that could be a disaster in practice. 

1 
Why (1) add a 'technical writing' class to the present LAC requirement, (2) replace the present class with a 

'technical writing' class, or (3) allow students to take one or the other? 

1 

To the best of my knowledge, the University does have a required (Fac. Sen. passed, circa early 1980's) 
Writing Across the Curriculum process that is "still on the books" but never enforced past the first 3-5 yrs. of 
departmental implementation!!! Right or wrong?--please make a public statement to the authenticity of my 

claim; thanks 

1 
Writing skills are the most discussed student issue among faculty in my department. Whichever of these 

solutions is implemented, we also need a very strong component for transfer students, who would typically 
miss out on the new LAC approach to writing. 

1 

The issue here is oversight. We need some sort of student evaluation instrument that will allow us to see that 
"writing-intensive" courses are really just that. I am rather dubious of designating certain majors as "writing 
intensive," but an evaluation instrument could show which majors truly are--and also indicate when a major 

should lose that designation. 

1 
Both oral and written skills are key to students' success at any job. These areas need to be emphasized in 

some manner. 

1 

It's difficult to know how to evaluate these options without knowing how "writing-intensive" is being defined. I 
would hope that all majors would require students to take at least 4-5 courses that were writing intensive. If 
not, perhaps we should restructure those majors rather than trying to add more writing-intensive courses to 

the LAC.  

1 
If a student comes into the LAC with an ACT score of 30 or better, and written and oral skills judged 

appropriate at the level of those who've completed the courses, the student could be exempt from taking the 
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writing and communication requirements. 

1 
The challenge for me with this category is that most faculty are not writing teachers; the best we can do is to 
develop writing skills best applicable to our majors; in some cases that is "technical writing." I think we need 

to determine what we mean by writing competence and move from there. 

1 
It sounds to me like we are doing remedial work here - why shouldn't we expect students to come in with 
writing skills? Maybe they shouldn't be taking so many University credits as HS students and focusing on 

writing more! 

1 
Any class can be writing intensive if the student number is low, including in the sciences. Writing should be 

emphasized in all LAC courses and most majors courses, not taught as a separate thing.  

1 

If you want the LAC to be fair to all, then giving students a break for a "writing-intensive" major still does not 
address writing across disciplines. Writing poetry is different from writing reports for a biology lab which 

would be different from writing a history report. Students need exposure to writing in many different forms 
and just having a "writing intensive" major does not fully develop that student for a large variety of jobs in 

which the style of writing may widely vary. I would support the idea of a student in a "writing intensive 
major"to be able to take one LAC class fewer with the writing intensive moniker. I can say the same about 

oral com skills. Perhaps we should be looking more into how we can give students the opportunity to 
develop presentations in a variety of classes instead of focusing on just one class. 

1 
UNI needs to define writing competence, figure out how to get students to that level, and then determine if 

they indeed are at the level after taking the writing courses. 

1 
While I applaud efforts to increase instruction in writing, it is not at all clear to me where the resources to do 

this are going to come from.  

1 
If we don't control cheating (ghoast writing/plagerism), there is not a high probability writing skills will be 

developed. 

1 

While I favor a writing competence requirement--I do not think this can or should be measured through 
standardized assessement. It could only fairly and adequately be measured through portfolio assessment by 

a department (ex. faculty of students' major). This would be the only fair measure. Rather than requiring a 
set amount of writing courses, it would be better to focus on writing & reading in and across the disciplines. 
This would focus on faculty and how they teach rather than the content and requirement of courses. Simply 
changing course requirements is only a band-aid solution. We need to help students see writing as a tool of 
inquiry and thinking; we also need students to see reading as a strategy for empowerment rather than a skill 

to be assessed. This can only be done if the faculty see reading and writing in this way and reflect these 
attitudes in their teaching and curriculum. 

1 
What are the learning goals for the LAC with regards to written and oral communication? Are you creating an 

additional levels of bureaucracy with major/minor writing-intensive options? Who will administer this? 

1 

6. Written & Oral Communication: I favor a 2-course sequence that integrates writing AND READING 
activities with speaking and listening, with particular attention to critical reading and listening applied to 
identifying problems and exploring solutions. Writing activities would both assist in developing capable 

reading, and reading (and research) activities would provide information and perspectives for both writing 
and speaking. Foundational critical thinking skills would necessarily be integral to all communication 

activities, reading and listening as well as writing and speaking. Itâ€™s important that the courses be taught 
by instructors well-prepared and experienced in teaching written and/or oral communication. 7. Further Skill 

in Writing; Assurance of Competence in Writing: Yes, of course, asking students to earn credit for one or 
more writing-intensive LAC and/or major/minor courses is highly desirable; letâ€™s have as many 
thoughtfully-designed writing activities in as many courses as possible! Yet there must be strong 

commitment to offering faculty across the curriculum and in the disciplines the developmental resources and 
support to be effective teachers of writing. Then there would not be need to â€œcertify writing-intensive 

majorsâ  € ; this would be moot, as it should be. 8. Require a minimal level of writing competence? This begs 
the question, what is this? And the question, how? Maybe consider some sort of BA degree portfolio 

requirement with sufficient guidance for students in compiling a portfolio of their academic workâ€”perhaps 
visual, oral, and/or musical as well as writing textsâ€”all accompanied by the studentâ€™s retrospective 

summary and reflection on her/his overall academic work.  
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1 
Require a basic proficiency in writing in order to be admitted to UNI. Do not teach remedial writing as a 

required course. 

1 
Adding more requirements is not the answer. Students admitted to UNI need better preparation and should 

be required to meet higher expectations in all their classes. 

1 
My preference is clearly for writing instruction to be delivered in a combination of LAC and major courses. 
My thinking is that initial writing instruction should be delivered by LAC courses taken by all and that upper 

level writing should be more closely tied to the students' major. 

1 

Requiring students to take at least 3 additional writing-intensive LAC courses is consistent with "writing 
across the curriculum" that dominated thinking at UNI in the early 1980s, and provides students with the 

most experience and feedback in writing. I think the goals of the cornerstone course are very ambitious as is, 
and I certainly do not see any room for expanding them to including a lot of writing opportunities. 

1 
I like the idea of writing competency, but who will decide? Isn't passing a writing class sufficient? Writing 

intensive courses in general are good - doesn't have to be part of LAC. 

1 
Every upper-division course ought to include writing assignments. Students do not develop strong writing 

skills in their LAC writing courses. Rather, writing skills are developed in smaller, discipline-specific courses 
in which the instructor has expert content knowledge and can devote significant time to each student. 

1 Speaking and presentation skills are undervalued in the survey and in the proposed curriculum of the LAC. 

1 
Why have this step if you're going to require 3-4 writing-intensive courses? Who will check this minimum 

level of writing competence, and how? 

1 
I favor such a move provided we can ensure that we as an institution do not fail our students with regard to 

such an important skill.  

1 
Would not support a revival of the old Writing Competency exam or similar inauthentic/pointless competence 

indicators.  

1 
The only way that writing intensive courses across departments will work is if he university administration 

puts resources behind writing across the curriculum through a writing across curriculum coordinator or 
revitalizing the center to enhance teaching. 

1 

Communication skills should be a part of the proposed cornerstone course, but not the focus. Assurance of 
competence in writing? Are we not doing this in our current communication classes? Does this mean all 
students would need to pass their writing classes with an A or B? Why should some one be exempt from 

meeting this level???  

1 
My response to this would vary with the mechanism used to evaluate competence. Selecting a strategy for 

accomplishing this goal would take careful thought and planning. 

1 

If improved writing skills are a goal of the LAC, then why not require ALL LAC courses to have a writing 
component in them. (I am not suggesting that all LAC courses be "writing intensive" but all LAC courses 

could require a term paper or series of shorter papers.) If writing is a goal, then our current courses should 
include writing. Taking two or three "writing intensive" courses won't be sufficient. Students need continual 

practice across all disciplines. 

1 

How often do we certify the writing-intensive programs? If it is a one-time thing, I would oppose the 
alternative to taking two writing-intensive courses. Additionally, why are students not allowed to just take 

COURSES that are PARTS OF THEIR MAJOR THAT ARE WRITING INTENSIVE to fulfill this LAC 
requirement? 

1 
If #8 can be done in writing intensive courses, yes. "OR" is a problem in the "LAC OR Major" statements. 

The most important element in this would be the provision of exemplary, well subsidized faculty professional 
development. 

1 The difficulty here is the lack of a minimum level of expertise and rigor in the various instructors. 

1 Designating writing intensive versus non-intensive courses will be a nightmare. The requirement should fall 
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with the major, which could include LAC requirements. There should be a test to waive the writing (or other 
LAC courses), but a test after the courses is not worthwhile use of resources, nor will it benefit students 

(there time would be better spent otherwise). 

1 

In the COE, some of our teacher candidates graduate with weak writing skills, and we can be assured that 
they will pass this weakness along to the K-12 students they will teach. This still occurs despite the fact that 
we require our students to pass the PPST (a test with a writing component) in order to be inducted into the 
teacher education program. Many professors refuse to deal with poor writing skills because they think they 
should just focus on the content they teach. Therefore, the problem is never addressed. Graduates of UNI 
represent our "brand" and we should ensure that they emerge with strong literacy skills in addition to the 
other competencies they acquire in their programs. For these reasons, I strongly favor an exit exam that 

requires students to demonstrate writing competence in order to graduate.  

1 
I believe more writing and demonstrated competency are critical outcomes given recent reports on the failure 

of colleges to adequately prepare graduates as effective communicators. 

1 

Assurance of competency in writing puts the responsibility for improvement on the individual student and 
doesn't automatically create a need for additional english composition courses. Then some of the relevant 
applied content (reformed in the area of personal wellness to reflect more healthcare and the consumer 

information and less PE) can be included in the LAC. 

1 
while I agree in theory, I worry about how how we would actually implement this and I worry about legal 

issues related to this requirement 

1 
The current LAC requirements (question 6) are not adequately functional in terms of fulfilling intended 

outcomes. More resources need to be devoted to writing, oral communication, and critical thinking. 

1 
Even well-intended exit requirements can present an oppressive bureaucratic burden. We have too much 

"monitoring" and "accountability" as it is. 

1 
Students should be required to take the current 3-hour writing course and 2 more writing courses taught by 

the English Department (UNI still has an English Department, right?). Passing of these 3 writing courses with 
a C or above would demonstrate a student's competence in writing. 

1 
How about ONE additional writing-intensive course? What is the "rare exception"? There should be none-

right? Writing or writing-equivalence. 

1 
A campus community dedicated to improving writing will need to have the resources to back up the 

aspiration. Smaller class sizes, a fully and competently staffed writing center, and faculty training are all 
parts of such a commitment. 

1 
I was at the meeting on Thursday - could we make it a requirement that all upper level classes have a 

minimal requirement for writing?  

1 
competency can be assessed by a summative portfolio--but who will review it? How much additional 

workload will such a review of competency entail for already overworked faculty? 

1 
I believe the LAC should remain as is, although I would support a writing-based exit exam that ensures that 

each and every graduate has baseline writing skills that would be expected of a college graduate. 

1 
It would be good to have them see the unity of expression involved with writing and reading, beyond the LAC 

foundation 

1 
...if and only if this competency is based on discipline-specific standards evaluated by tenured and tenure-

line faculty in Englishâ€”and if the Provost's office will actually deny graduation to every student who fails to 
demonstrate proficiency, regardless of major, courses completed, or GPA. 

1 

Faculty not normally teaching writing will need professional development for teaching writing. There will also 
be a need for continued oversight in writing-intensive course/programs. The courses/programs would require 

staffing by appropriately trained faculty (not whomever the department wanted to assign to a writing-
intensive course). 

1 My concern about writing-intensive courses is a staffing issue, both for the LAC and for major courses. Right 
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now, I teach LAC sections with 55 students. To transform this course into one that is writing intensive, my 
class size would need to be substantially smaller. Also, we do not have enough faculty within our major to 

sacrifice more time to teaching in the LAC (which we do considerably already) and to transform major 
courses into writing intensive ones (depending on how this is defined). To make these courses viable, we 

need more faculty to teach both our LAC courses and our major courses.  

1 
We could require students to demonstrate a minimal level of writing competence in order to be 
accepted.....and transfer student outcomes in this category to the secondary school systems. 

1 

Of course, we need to be provided with the time and resources to teach these writing intensive courses. 
Simply adding to our existing load would not be acceptable. Also, love the idea of requiring a minimal level of 

writing competence (how about critical thinking as well?) in order to graduate. Why not also do so for 
incoming transfer students, sort of a "placement", so they can't just opt out of writing classes if they haven't 

really learned to write. Also, if we want to establish that minimun level of competence, perhaps a higher 
grade requirement? I.e., at least a C if it is to count towards the writing requirement? 

1 
Why only writing. Why not require computational skills. All graduates should be able to do algebra at a 

minimum. 

1 

I absolutely applaud the models which recognize that adequate writing instruction can't take place in one 
lower-level writing course. There must be a commitment to integrating writing throughout the core, with at 

least 2 or 3 writing-intensive courses after the initial communication course. The Blue Model is sorely lacking 
in this recognition. 

1 
In order to increase student competency in writing, classes must return to a smaller size. Large lecture 

classes cannot teach writing effectively. 

1 
Wonderful idea - not doable. Adds administrative functions, people hours to monitor, and what do you do if 

they if the student does not demonstrate this? 

1 
I do want major courses to incorporate writing. Having said that, I think it is CRITICAL that LAC courses 

provide as much writing instruction as possible for ALL of our students. 

1 

Written communication is one of the most important things we need to teach. It would be a travesty to allow 
students to graduate with B.A.s or B.S.s if they are still writing at a high school - or in some cases grade 

school - level. I think it's important not to limit these classes to LAC, though, as LAC classes may need to be 
larger and making those writing intensive may be difficult to do.  

1 
I want more and more writing, I am concerned that it is less about the requirements and more about the 

commitment of the faculty teaching writing intensive courses to the grading of these assignments. 

1 
Any faculty member should be able to put a hold on any student's graduation based upon that student's poor 

writing competence as demonstrated in a poorly written course assignment. 

1 
Many of our students have extremely low competence in writing. Writing intensive courses--focused on 

writing skills--should be required in the first year (and should be required among transfer students). 

1 
I strongly favor both the 6 hour cornerstone course AND the current Oral Comm & Writing requirement in 

order to meet the needs of our transfer students. I think we may end up needing to have a track for many of 
these classes for our transfer students, who come in without an AA degree. 

1 

I feel the best course of action is to require ALL courses to have a minimum level of writing and 
communication skills development involved. Speaking from my undergraduate degree, a writing class was a 

course that was just completed and I moved on. If these skills were developed throughout the student's 
college career, this would be more extensive developing these skills in a variety of circumstances 

1 
Who monitors which courses are "writing intensive" and which are not? Who certifies majors as "writing 

intensive" and will students steer away from those majors? Enforcing this within the LAC courses is 
somewhat more realistic, but still fraught with difficulties. 

1 
With increased reliance on shortcut technology, writing skills have taken a hit and need to be fostered more 

so that our graduates are prepared and possibly have an edge. They may not like these labor intensive 
classes, but they are quite beneficial. Many students still lose points on essay exams or projects due to lack 
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of communicative and writing skills. 

1 

The writing test should not be an exit requirement. Students should have to take a normed writing test at the 
conclusion of whatever course they are taking to satisfy the LAC writing requirement and should not be 

permitted to move on until they pass it. I teach a number of courses that draw Seniors from all majors. I am 
shocked by the number of last-semester seniors I have in these classes who struggle with paragraph 

structure and are unfamiliar with the components of an essay. I have a student this semester in my LAC 
course who is a sophomore and got an A in College Reading and Writing. She is unfamiliar with paragraph 
structure and is writing poor essays as a result. She obviously did not have to pass a normed writing test of 
college-level writing skills to pass the College Reading and Writing course. She wasted her tuition dollars on 

the course she took and the instructor (no doubt a TA with insufficient supervision) should not be in the 
classroom. A normed writing test taken by all students at the conclusion of their LAC writing course would 

capture the transfer students also who had a lousy writing class at a community college.  

1 
Oversight is crucial to the effectiveness of any writing requirement. We mus make sure that instructors 

actually are assigning the work, commenting on it meticulously, and having the students revise and resubmit 
it. 

1 
Students, actually, should be required first to demonstrate a minimal level of competence in writing in order 

to MATRICULATE at this University. These students don't know how to form sentences, let alone 
paragraphs. So I favor entrance AND graduation requirements for writing. 

1 Small class size is critical for a really intensive writing or oral communication course to be effective.  

1 I'm very supportive of students reaching a nominal level of writing ability as a component of their education. 

1 
We need greater articulation between professionla/technical writing skills and the liberal arts approach to 

writing. 

1 
Adding more to this category means other categories will have less. It's a zero-sum game. There are other 

categories that are at least as important if not more so. 

1 

Writing is best done in context. Writing courses can certainly accomplish this but writing within the context of 
other required courses provides more utility to writing. Faculty in these courses should understand fully the 

writing process so students working on course related writing have the opportunity to build writing skills 
systematically and not simply be graded for not having sound skills. 

1 

Reduce the liberal arts credit hours by establishing writing intensive courses within ALL majors. When all the 
majors participate in model, then all the faculty support the model. The other options are not appealing since 
it has the appearance of one or two departments pushing these propositions. Good luck trying to fund writing 

intensive courses. How will a standard be enforced? What will be the standard? 

1 
UNI has never (in 30+ years) come close to committing the resources in faculty lines and load to this goal. I 

have little hope it can do so now in our current political climate. Just throwing more adjuncts and grad. 
students at it doesn't make a dent. 

1 

Writing assessment is a tricky subject. Standardized measures of competence often miss a great deal 
regarding on the student's ability to work with the writing process or to handle critical thinking skills. Any 

assessment which treats only the superficial product of writing will inevitably err. A portfolio assessment of 
writing spanning the undergraduate courses of study should be the target in understanding and comparing 

the relative strengths and weaknesses of writing ability. 

1 
I came to UNI during the days of "writing across the curriculum." What happened to this approach? Writing 

should be part of all LAC courses to the maximum extent possible, but considering the interim President's e-
mail today, this is not likely to occur with larger sections of LAC courses. 

1 
In my experience student's writing skills are POOR. There is an attitude that if the course is not specifically a 

writing course, then they don't have to bother with it. It will require more faculty in order to teach writing 
intensive LAC courses properly. UNI may not have the financial resources for this. 

1 
Same as above - I am finding seniors do not know, for the most part, how to appropriately punctuate basic 

sentences. 
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1 

Q8: Like, how exactly? Not sure this is practical. Q7. It is absolutely essential that writing instruction not be 
limited to just one course in the LAC but be continued with several writing intensive courses both within the 

LAC and in the student's major (There is no professional field that does not require some type of writing 
skills.) However, teaching writing across the curriculum will require substantial faculty development, since 
many faculty have no training in writing pedagogy. Writing-intensive classes also require small class sizes, 

generally < 25. 

1 
I think we should ask all students before they enroll or in the first year to take the ACT/SAT (whatever) 

writing standardized exam. That will help us determine how many remedial sections we may need. Look, no 
standardized exam is perfect, but right now we have NO IDEA of the writing skills of any new student. 

1 

Getting students to a decent level of writing skill is totally incompatible with the budget crisis fix of increasing 
class sizes and teaching loads. Just making students write more without labor intensive feedback results in 

them reinforcing their bad writing habits! If class sizes and faculty loads are incompatible with labor-intensive 
feedback, better not to do it at all! 

1 

Again any change in LAC reqs should be accompanied by data collected from faculty and departments 
showing how the needed courses will be staffed, what will NOT be taught (in cases where the new LAC 
course is not replacing a course already in the faculty member's teaching schedule, and administrative 

financial guarantees for adequate support. Writing intensive courses must be small courses - how many 
additional sections of small classes will have to be offered to meet the above suggestions? Do we even have 

the classroom spaces to accommodate the increased numbers of sections? 

1 
Writing components should be integral to most LAC courses. Clear writing goals and learning outcomes 

must be established throughout the students' college experience. Students' progress must be monitored and 
documented. Everything else is meaningless.  

1 
These is an area in which we are currently not doing a good job, if I'm correct in generalizing from the 

number of my upper-division students who are apparently unaware of the need for a period at the end of a 
sentence, etc. Any improvment would be welcome. 

1 

I would favor two such exams. One at the end of two years and another more demanding exam at the end of 
four years. For each failed writing exam a student must must take (and successfully complete) two additional 
writing classes. Transfer students should take the first exam prior to enrolling at UNI ... if they don't pass ... 

they must take 2 writing classes). 

1 
The writing component of the courses I teach does not indicate that most students have competent writing 

skills when they come to my class. I am not convinced that student are completing their course of study with 
a university level of competency in their writing. 

 
 

Different models have different proposals for how 
critical thinking skills might be developed in courses 
specifically designated for that purpose. Please 
indicate your reactions to the following alternatives. 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

Develop thinking skills in "Thinking Critically 
about Important Issues," a 3 hour 

Cornerstone requirement. 

9.6% 
28 

27.1% 
79 

26.7% 
78 

20.2% 
59 

16.4% 
48 

100%
292 



Develop thinking skills through a 3 hour 
"Critical Thinking" requirement that includes 
choosing one course from a set of courses 

that focus on applying critical thinking skills 
to various topical areas 

21.0% 
62 

38.6% 
114 

18.0% 
53 

11.2% 
33 

11.2% 
33 

100%
295 

Develop thinking skills through courses in a 3 
hour requirement, "Thinking Critically about 

Being Human." 

7.0% 
20 

13.2% 
38 

25.1% 
72 

27.5% 
79 

27.2% 
78 

100%
287 

 

Further Skill Development in Critical Thinking - 
Several options could be incorporated into the LAC or 
major courses to provide further critical thinking 
practice & skill development. Provide your reactions 
on these options. 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

Require students to take two or more LAC 
courses that develop student thinking skills 

through in-class discussions, writing 
assignments, problem-solving projects, and 

other rigorous thinking-oriented learning 
activities. 

21.3% 
61 

27.3% 
78 

20.6% 
59 

17.8% 
51 

12.9% 
37 

100%
286 

Identify thinking-relevant knowledge (for 
instance, common mental mistakes, ways in 

which language can mislead, scientific habits 
of mind, assessing the reliability of sources of 

information, evaluating survey research, 
heuristics for decision-making and problem-

solving), and encourage/help LAC faculty and 
instructors to teach this knowledge at 

appropriate places in the LAC curriculum. 

19.0% 
54 

31.7% 
90 

21.5% 
61 

14.4% 
41 

13.4% 
38 

100%
284 

Don't require any additional critical thinking 
LAC requirements or courses. 

16.8% 
48 

13.3% 
38 

22.7% 
65 

23.4% 
67 

23.8% 
68 

100%
286 

 

Any feedback on this category? 

 

Count Response 
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205 
 

1 Again critical thinking should be integrated as part of most/all UNI experiences for our students 

1 Again, tweak the present LAC format, if needed. 

1 All courses at UNI should have student outcomes in critical thinking skills. 

1 Critical thinking skills should be part of every UNI course, especially in the LAC program.  

1 Don't LAC classes already do this? If not, they should!!  

1 How would staff these courses? 

1 I favor any course that helps them to think critically about the world around them. 

1 I feel the critical thinking component should be required in all classes, not just a single class 

1 I think critical thinking skills should be infused throughout the curriculum.  

1 I would hope that ALL classes involve critical thinking. If they don't, what's the point??? 

1 Incorporate these competencies into all or most LAC courses 

1 Oversight could be a problem here. 

1 Same objections as above. 

1 Scientific habits of mind needs to be taught by a scientist - right? 

1 Shouldn't critical thinking be part of EVERY LAC course? I don't see how they could not be.  

1 We have a workable LAC now and it should not change! 

1 We need to be sure this is happening for ALL of our students in the LAC. 

1 We should be doing this in EVERY course we teach! 

1 Whatever we are doing now doesn't work. 

1 Why not integrate this widely into the curriculum? 

1 i think it is important to teach, but prefer it be infused into topic courses. 

1 

About 20 years of research in cognitive science has demonstrated that teaching critical thinking as an 
isolated skill in the absence of content is ineffective. Therefore, I oppose teaching critical thinking as a 

separate course, and I am confident that the literature on teaching critical thinking is consistent with this 
position. It seems preferable to teach critical thinking by infusing it into the study of other relevant areas 

(option 1). Option 3 would be ideal because these kinds of "heuristics and biases" permeate our thinking in 
so many ways -- teaching students to be aware of them, and how to take them into account would result in 

much more sophisticated thinkers, in my opinion.  

1 

Since words are typically used by students to think through a critical thinking project, I would favor a course 
that shows the link between words and thinking, and then reading and thinking, since students usually do a 
lot of reading before they do a formal writing assignment. again, the writing is almost a secondary way to 
express thought. I've entertained notions of a class called College Reading and Thinking which could be 
really a critical thinking course, but with the consciousness that thinking is ordinarly processed with and 

through words. Then a tandem course with this Reading and thinking coruse would be College speaking and 
wrting, which deals with the student conveying words to convey their thoughts.  

1 
What is the definition of "thinking skills" It seems that only one of the proposed has any concrete plans or 

articulations of what "skills" these may be. 
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1 
Presumably anyone teaching writing or public speaking is addressing argumentation elements, and any 

writing intensive course can avoid critical thinking about the writing topic....but more is always good! 

1 
Similar to the writing category--for example, some sort of basic competency standard, not just a D- to get the 

credit. And again, recognize that this might require smaller class sizes and additional resources. 

1 
Many of these items are covered in non LAC courses in my area -- the sciences. Unless we allow 

substitutions for these requirement from majors' courses this is not helpful. 

1 
I favor embedding this requirement in existing courses and then assessing whether or not the goals are 

actually achieved. 

1 
The second option sounds good, but it appears to describe a classroom model wherein students are taught 
about thinking rather than doing the thinking themselves. The first model is more expensive (again, smaller 

class size is crucial) but probably more sound. 

1 
"Thinking Critically about Being Human" is a bizarre way to approach unifying princples of existance. 

Perhaps it is a misnomer that does not bode well for future holisitic development of this concept. We need 
more articulation between pure "liberal arts" and applied professional development career areas 

1 

It is hard to imagine there might be LAC courses that do not address the first item here. If they exist they 
should be eliminated for what would be the point. For the reason that all courses should require what is 
outlined in question 1, question 3 should be appropriate as it speaks to this understanding. The content 

outlined in item 2 is critical. 

1 Critical thinking, like writing, should be part of every LAC course to the maximum extent possible. 

1 
Again, more, rather than less, is needed. I don't like the "knowledge" approach as it seems more geared to 

learning ABOUT critical thinking rather than actually thinking critically. 

1 

While the first two suggestions sound good, again, we need to know more precisely what these courses will 
be and whether we have the resources to require them. One would hope that critical thinking would be 

promoted in all classes, although I find many students who simply need to learn something to think critically 
about. 

1 
Critical Thinking is very important and could probably be taught in best in a structure which did not include 

LAC. 

1 
Isn't critical thinking already an integral part of most courses? Critical thinking skills should be acquired along 

with content knowledge. 

1 

First off, different departments have different definitions of "critical Thinking", so one universal course will not 
satisfy everyone's needs. Critical thinking skills need to be developed incrementally over a long time period. 
One course taken by an 18 year old will not suffice. A 22-year old is cognitively different from a 17 or 18 year 

old, and as such should be expected to engage in more sophisticated forms of critical thinking. If fostering 
critical thinking skills is a goal of a UNI education, then the issue should be addressed systemically 

thorughout ALL courses, not just a few dedicated courses. One idea would be to require that LAC courses 
demonstrate how they foster and develop student critical thinking. If every single class (LAC, major, and 

elective) had a writing component and a critical thinking component, studnets would leave here with greatly 
improved writing and critical thinking skills. This does not require specialized courses in "How to think".  

1 

Students should be required to take at least one "critical thinking" class in their major. If a particular field 
does not require critical thinking, it should not be a major at an academic institution. Some of the same 

issues apply here as in the discussion of writing. Faculty may need training in how to teach critical thinking 
effectively and I'm not convinced you can do it in classes >30. 

1 
Further development of critical thinking skills should be occurring in major/minor courses where content is 

studied in greater depth. 

1 
In terms of treating "critical thinking" as a separate class, it seems like this issues can and should be 

addressed in every class. Does separating it out suggest that they don't think critically in other courses?  

1 My problem with developing one course on critical thinking is that it assumes that other LAC courses do not 
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or should not develop critical thinking skills. It is insulting that it is somehow perceived that students in my 
LAC classes are not being challenged to think critically. This should be a goal for EVERY college course not 

just the LAC. However until students start to view the LAC as a vital part of their education and not just a 
bunch of check boxes, it is difficult to get students to understand that they should be required to think 

critically. The creation of a course with the designation of "critical thinking" will only perpetuate the idea that 
the other LAC courses are not meant to be. It is especially difficult for faculty who want to have critical 

thinking exercises but are forced to teach large enrollment sections without teaching support. For many LAC 
courses when critical thinking skills are incorporated, the instructor is considered to be "less effective" 
because "I shouldn't have to do this much work for a LAC course". The administration's use of student 

"evaluations" as the only evaluation of the quality and instruction of a course continues to undermine faculty 
from trying to incorporate critical thinking. Why is it that when faculty fill out surveys, these are our 

perceptions but when a student fills out a survey it is an evaluation? An evaluation should require a high 
level of critical thinking. 

1 
Critical thinking should be part of every course, but it is particularly important in the sciences. We don't need 
a special course titled "critical thinking" to show off that we are teaching it. I know the science LAC courses 

already promote critical thinking. Which ones will you label as not promoting critical thinking??? 

1 
Let the majors develop critical thinking skills. The present LAC courses do a poor job and has failed horribly. 

Reduce the LAC course load. 

1 
While I favor offering students more courses in "critical thinking," I believe that virtually *all* UNI courses 

should require students to develop and apply critical thinking skills (i.e., skills in thinking logically, 
analytically, systematically and/or scientifically).  

1 
Every course we teach (if it has actual content as opposed to routine physical skills) should develop critical 

thinking and be reviewed to see if it is designed to do so. 

1 
All classes require demonstration of critical thought. A separate class for critical thinking implies that critical 

thought would only be required in that course; this change seems unnecessary.  

1 
Developing critical thinking is possibly the most important thing education can do (beyond developing 

information access and understanding skill, e.g., reading). 

1 
The real question is why students don't learn critical thinking in their majors. Could it be that we have too 

many soft majors that don't require people to think???? 

1 If the Major isn't teaching critical thinking skills and skill development, something is wrong with the major. 

1 
The challenge with option one in this section (question 10) is that I can't imagine any faculty member NOT 

believing their course embraces critical thinking...what you describe should be a component of any course... 

1 

There is a slight artificiality in the distinction between writing and critical thinking skills since writing is not a 
neutral container into which critical thought can be placed. Rather, writing and critical thinking go hand in 

hand. Again, a portfolio assessment would help in this regard in order to understand how writing is an 
integral part of the critical thinking process. 

1 
You are looking at the LAC from the perspective of a 50 or 60 year old who has lots of life experiences. We 
are teaching 18 year olds who do not have these life experiences. These so called "critical thinking" courses 

look more like indoctrination than education. 

1 

There would be a need to monitor that this was happening and at what level in the first option. There should 
be some overlapping content on critical thinking in different LACs that fufill this requirement. One critical 

thinking class should occur in fresh/soph year. I teach a critically thinking capstone and the most common 
comment is "I wish I had been taught this information earlier." 

1 

As with written communication, I think that development of critical thinking skills is a vitally necessary part of 
a liberal education. Of course I think this skill ought to be taught in every class at the university level, but the 
reality is that many faculty do not pay much attention to it, possibly thinking it ought to have been taught in 

high school and it is therefore not their responsibility. I think that we as faculty ought to have more of an 
explicit common understanding of the skills that need to be taught, how to teach them (faculty workshops by 
college?), etc., and we ought to be more conscientious about including them in our normal course design. 



Count Response 

The LAC is certainly where such learning should be most emphasized and explicit, but it should not stop 
there. 

1 
All university level course work should promote critical thinking. Again a center to enhance teaching should 

promote incorporation of critical thinking skills. 

1 
Once the introduction is made in a common course, this skill should be included in upper level major 

requirements. 

1 
Critical thinking cannot be taught without first teaching the tools used in critical thinking. These tools vary 

from discipline to discipline. Critical thinking should already be covered in the standard LAC classes! 

1 
This survey assumes critical thinking is not taught/used in current classes, which is an erroneous 

assumption. 

1 I can't really identify any area of the university that doesn't think it teaches critical thinking about something. 

1 

Emphasize critical thinking in all LAC and majors classes, not just two (first option). This includes critical 
thinking in math and science. Do not partition critical think off into its own category of course. Important, 
serious and immediate questions we face as a species will challenge students to become more critical 

thinkers by necessity, not as part of an LAC requirement. The "Thinking Critically" courses described could 
be redundant with many good, rigorous topics courses. 

1 
Developing "thinking skills" is so very different in different disciplines. So really, I do not know what the 

various survey questions mean when they ask about "critical thinking" of "student thinking" 

1 
I believe that Critical Thinking is essential and is best taught contextually, we as human beings do best 

learning to be critical thinkers in specific contexts not in a skills workshop setting.  

1 
Again, consider how the selected criteria will be or can be applied to transfer students, who often need these 

skills more than our native students. 

1 
Ideally, "thinking-relevant knowledge" would be woven in throughout the LAC with encouragement and 
support for faculty. With no center for Teaching Excellence or similar entity, this support is unlikely to 

materialize. Option 1 is very attractive for that reason. 

1 

I think student thinking skills would be best-served by taking a sequence (perhaps three courses) of 
progressively more demanding material in one particular discipline with an historically recognized, well-

developed method of critical thinking (math, science, philosophy, law, economics, perhaps others). Students 
need to learn and become deeply engaged in a particular method of analysis. A "scattershot" approach, in 

my view, would be largely empty of lasting power. Those of us who become good thinkers master a 
particular methodology. Some majors do so, of course, but many do not. 

1 

I strongly favor our current LAC. Critical thinking is central to each and every LAC course and identifying how 
critical thinking can be enhanced in individual LAC courses should be the purview of individual faculty and 
academic departments with substantial input from the "category" groups (e.g. all those who teach a non-

Western class).  

1 
Critical Thinking should be a part of learning, thus a part of all courses. It should not have to be a special 
course. When students have good study skills and a foundation in math, reading and writing (which they 

currently lack), it is easier for them to apply problem-solving skills. 

1 
I think critical thinking is a natural part of the college curriculum, and I'm not sure it needs to be addressed 

more specifically within the curriculum outside of an introductory, skills based course. 

1 

While I favor the cornerstone "Thinking Critically about Important Issues," I also favor a course with the title 
"Critically Thinking." This, in a small way, balances the move in two plans to reduce the Natural Sciences lab 

science category (which I strongly oppose). Having a separate course also tells students this is an 
expectation of a college graduate (and, appropriately, would be addressed in the cornerstone course). 

Again, there is not time or opportunity in the cornerstone course to adequately accomplish this goal along 
with all the others. 

1 Enrollment limitations will be essential for a critical thinking course to be successful. Can UNI afford to offer a 
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course or courses with 20-25 students? 

1 
Very general interdisciplinary courses run the risk of providing too much breadth and little depth, thus 

imploding on oneself and defeating the whole purpose of critical thinking. Instructors are not generally not 
well trained or interested in teaching these courses - which does come out in the classroom. 

1 
The more critical thinking is intergrated into their content areas, the better. Students shouldn't see critical 
thinking (or writing or speaking) as something separate from their course work. This may require some 

retraining of faculty on how to incorporate critical, engaged thinking into their classroom. 

1 
Let's keep it clean and simple: one 3-hour class that works to develop skills in critical thinking about 

important issues. The other options are too fuzzy and inchoate. 

1 
It should be integrated throughout courses as manageable. One cannot count courses. The capstone 

experience, whether in the LAC or in the major, must assure critical thinking. 

1 
Decision-making is a crucial life-skill and very relevant to college students. Personal wellness is the perfect 

place to effectively infuse decision making skills.  

1 

I am never quite sure what is meant by critical thinking. If we are not teaching those items identified within 
the parens in the second question in 10 in virtually every class, it is a problem. I am less convinced that 

teaching problem-solving skills explicitly and somewhat devoid of context or in contexts decided at the whim 
of the professor in an LAC course is all that valuable. 

1 
I strongly oppose adding courses, but I am all about re-shaping current courses to more fully integrate critical 

thinking. 

1 
i am strongly in favor of any course that increases critical thinking skills. The way in which this is done can 

be negotiated. 

1 
Students are taught to think critically in their major courses as well. Thus, I do not see the need to teach 

additional critical thinking courses in LAC. 

1 
critical thinking is desirable, but difficult to teach - shouldn't it be embedded into the curriculum rather than 

isolated in a specific class? 

1 
Critical thinking skills are important, but what are the important issues to be discussed, who decides, will the 
proposed cornerstone classes be interdisciplinary and taught by multiple profs. from different disciplines? If 

not, I don't see how they could be effective.  

1 
Ciricla thinking should not be hived off into an academic ghetto, because it's a skill essential to all intellectual 

activity. Once students have been taught the basic skills, they need to continue to exercise them until they 
become ingrained. 

1 

I am not sure we need a course dedicated to critical thinking. Critical thinking occurs best within the context 
of the course. This is best accomplished when faculty design and develop course curriculum that engages 
students naturally in critical thought. De-emphasizing standard assessment (scan tron exams) and moving 

toward portfolio assessment and assignments that allow for inquiry rather than memorization and 
regurgitation would be the best method of infusing critical thinking into the LAC. To best accomplish this, we 

need to provide development and support to faculty on how to plan and implement meaningful student-
centered curriculum. This would solve most LAC problems. It isn't necessarily content that is the problem--it 

is the mode in which it is delivered. 

1 

This is a bit insulting. Designating some courses as "critical thinking" courses implies that other courses 
typically do not involve critical thinking. What do you think we are trying to do in our classes? It is especially 
insulting when, at the same time, administration is doing all it can to discourage critical thinking, analysis, 
and complex, abstract thought. For example, we have an over-reliance on student customer satisfaction 
surveys, for all classes every semester, applied unthinkingly to assess teaching, that, as shown in the 
literature, encourage a lowering of standards, shorter reading assignments, grade inflation, and fewer, 

simpler assignments. There is a focus on throughput, enrollment numbers, retention rate, and graduation 
rate -- regardless of the quality of students, how well they do in their classes, the level of their work, and the 
rigor of their education. Any focus in the classroom on critical thinking is done at the professor's own risk. If 
critical thinking is not addressed it is largely because of the incentive/disincentive structure provided by the 
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university and its administrators. Address these fundamental issues first before designating a specific class 
or two as _the_ classes in which you get to think. The current program is fine with respect to critical thinking. 

What needs to be addressed is how critical thinking is actively discouraged by the actions of the 
administration.  

1 

Again, the first 2 in #18 are nice ideas - if only we were a small liberal arts college. This is yet another small 
section proposal (I presume) - where are all the staff & classrooms coming from? What courses will faculty 
give up to be able to teach in the LAC? Whatever the new LAC program looks like please work out what a 
typical schedule would be to meet the needs of all of our students. Not just a "phase-in" schedule, but what 
will be routine a year or so down the road. Actually build a schedule with 60 sections of Cornerstone for the 
entering freshmen and 120 sections of the other writing intensive LAC courses and 60 sections of critical 
thinking, etc. etc. etc. Depts have to show how they will staff and pay for a new course to be added to the 

catalog and the LAC should have to do the same. 

1 
Great to have courses that develop critical thinking skills, but aren't all courses supposed to do this! All of 

these ideas seem totally dependent on the teacher and design of ANY class!! 

1 

I think what is so dissappointing in this whole endeavor is the unspoken but "implied" idea that anything 
outside of the humanities dominated LAC doesn't require, "rigorous thinking-oriented learning activities". The 
idea that this panel per se is some kind of gatekeeper for, "scientific habits of mind." It is arrogant, culturally 

situated in a white, Western tradition, and very uncritical of traditional power dynamics. 

1 

Every course should encompass some element of critical thinking or we really aren't doing our jobs. The 
question is how to introduce students to what critical thinking is/means - Important Issues seems to do this 
most effectively. The continuation of using these skills could most likely be wrapped up in the requirement 

that students take 2 or 3 courses additional writing-enhanced courses. Small class sizes will allow for writing 
as well as discussion and other active learning that hopefully incorporates the critical thinking we're talking 

about. 

1 
It is imperative that we teach more critical thinking and writing (to write should be to think critically) 

throughout the curriculum. The methods to pursue this should be heterogeneous. How does one evaluate 
student success in mastering these skills? 

1 

9. Critical Thinking Skills: Critical thinking and problem-solving should be and can be integrated within any 
and every LAC and major/minor course. Rather than the abstract artificiality of requiring a â€œcritical 

thinkingâ  €  course, letâ€™s identify critical thinking, problem-solving, multiple perspectives and such as 
specific learning outcomes in all courses, so that there will be clear application to substantive content, 

concrete materials. 10. Further Skill Development in Critical Thinking: Establishing specific requirements 
could well be more debilitating than nurturing: identifying sections and courses, monitoring compliance, 
record-keepingâ€”all this could well be a waste of resources (time and money) much better devoted to 
workshops and other collaborative activities where faculty teaching a particular course, subject, or topic 

could together identify issues and needs related to, for example, the construction and analysis of 
knowledgeâ€”and then explore teaching strategies to help students to gain ability at thinking critically and 

solving problems creatively.  

1 

In a recent study by Hart Associates, 320 CEOs and other business leaders identified critical thinking as the 
most important area (out of 15) in which college students need more work. My students write critical, 
analytical essays in my LAC course. They tell me repeatedly that my course is the ONLY one of their 

Freshman LAC courses that is asking them to do this. They think that an LAC course is memorization and 
spitting back information on multiple-choice tests. This is why the recent Academically Adrift book 

documents that around half of all college students make no advances in their critical thinking abilities in the 
first two years of college. That gives them just two years to get ready for a workplace - and the Hart report 
tells us that employers are saying they are not ready for the critical thinking demands of their companies. 
Business majors and education majors fare worst in Academically Adrift. We need more critical thinking 

courses in the LAC and we need them NOW.  

1 

Can we really teach "critical thinking" in three hours??? This skill must be integral to most if not all LAC 
courses!!! Developing critical thinking skills is a life-long learning process. Do we really know HOW to teach 
critical thinking skills? Before jumping to add another course or two to the LAC, more information out about 

the pedagogy (including assessing outcomes) is necessary. At this point, I don't see any improvement in the 
three proposed models over the existing LAC model.  
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1 

The LAC itself should be set up and properly coordinated to promote critical thinking. Critical thinking doesn't 
come from one class, it comes from learning, bit by bit, discipline by discipline, about different strategies to 
understand the world. The "Thinking Critically ABout Being Human" course/category seems not to be very 

well thought out. 

1 Good idea, but critical thinking may be discipline specific, this would also require very small class sizes. 

1 

I doubbt that a course in abstractions about "thinking" would be useful to or engaging for many students. It 
matters as an applied phenomenon! Adding a "thinking critically about issues" to the current writing and oral 
comm courses, while stressing faculty development in how to better infuse critical thinking through writing, 

reading and talk into those courses would have real promise. 

1 
Again, the LAC experience is just an introduction to what should be a rigorous academic experience over the 

course of four years. 

 
 

Provide your reactions to these possible options for 
teaching Fine Arts & Literature in the LAC.  

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

A single 3 hour Fine Arts requirement similar 
to the existing Category 3A. 

15.4% 
44 

35.3% 
101 

27.3% 
78 

12.9% 
37 

9.1% 
26 

100%
286 

A single 3 hour requirement consisting of 
various "Creative Thought & Expression" 

courses, which focus on a variety of artistic 
and creative genres (including literature, 

theatre, art, music, and dance). 

17.1% 
49 

30.3% 
87 

23.7% 
68 

14.6% 
42 

14.3% 
41 

100%
287 

Two 3 hour courses - one in the Fine Arts 
(music, art, theatre, dance) and one in 

Literature. 

26.0% 
74 

22.8% 
65 

18.9% 
54 

19.6% 
56 

12.6% 
36 

100%
285 

 

Provide your feedback on a Philosophy & Religion 
LAC requirement. 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

A single 3 hour "Thought & Belief" 
requirement focusing on philosophy and 

religion. 

14.7% 
42 

23.4% 
67 

29.0% 
83 

18.2% 
52 

14.7% 
42 

100%
286 



No specific course required for this 
category, if a thinking course is included in 

the LAC, as item #9 indicates. 

10.6% 
30 

19.9% 
56 

24.5% 
69 

24.1% 
68 

20.9% 
59 

100%
282 

Keep Category 3B as is, with students 
choosing a 3 hr course from a group of 

elective options including literature courses 
and a religions of the world course. 

23.2% 
66 

31.9% 
91 

28.8% 
82 

11.6% 
33 

4.6% 
13 

100%
285 

 

Any feedback on this category? 
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246 
 

1 A Thought and Belief course - as if the 2 are somehow connected - is offensive 

1 Finally, a choice to keep the LAC essentially in its present form. 

1 I prefer that we do not change the LAC 

1 I strongly support the existing LAC model 

1 I think Philosophy and Religion are important to a broad liberal arts experience. 

1 It is important that students take some phil and religion courses 

1 Let's be sure students get some of all of this information. 

1 Making this a personally applied learning experience in LAC seems most important. 

1 Stay as close to current LAC in these categories as possible. 

1 Students love religions of the world. 

1 Technical Note: Link to review current LAC requirements did not work. 

1 The current LAC program is perfectly fine. Category 3 should not be tinkered with. 

1 These new titles for courses sound like junior high school 

1 We should emphasize fine arts--increasing the students cultural capital! 

1 Why is there no option that includes a philosophy class? This section is poorly conceived.  

1 Writing must be made a key requirement for this category.  

1 
The LAC is too long, aspects of this can be covered in Global humanities. It may be an option in another 

category. It is impossible to answer the second question in 12; the intent of answers cannot be inferred and 
this question must be removed from the analysis.  

1 

I think it's important that students be required to learn something about philosophy and religion the same 
way they are required to learn about fine arts. In fact, I think courses on philosophy, at least, are far more 

important and basic than courses on literature or art - important as those are. Basically, I would be satisfied if 
there were some way to require at least one course in each category (fine arts/literature, and 

philosophy/religion).  
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1 
These questions are pretty poorly worded. Oppose lumping literature in with the fine arts in general. They 

should be distinct categories.  

1 

I am very much opposed the creation of any content course which all students take. Courses like this tend to 
be too watered down or the curriculum is too scripted. If that is the case you have doomed the LAC to be 

taught either by adjuncts or by disgruntled faculty. The idea of a "thinking" course is just completely odd to 
me. I would hope that students are required to think in all of their courses. 

1 
When push comes to shove, I think skills that are applicable should win out over "appreciation" courses 

every time. 

1 
It should be noted that it is possible to address many issues currently allocated to 'social science' or history 
through the fine arts. For example, one can discuss issues of class with Dickens. Leonardo provides a great 

introduction to the birth of Humanism. Can Romanticism be discussed without Beethoven? 

1 

Any course that we decide upon for Category 3A/fine arts MUST focus on the arts/an art form from a 
creative perspective NOT as a survey course. They need to be hands on and they need to engage students 

in the art form beyond passive listeners about the art form. They need to do the art form. With regard to 
category 3B...I think students should have a philosophy course. I'm not sure about a religions course; I don't 

like the idea of them choosing between a literature course and religions course. I am also thinking this 
category may be redundant IF the cornerstone model is adopted...wouldn't that "course" embrace much of 

this current category? 

1 
Some level of choice should be provided to students in this very personal area. Nothing should be crammed 

down there throats! 

1 
Let's leave this alone. The current LAC works well, and it is certainly unrealistic to think we can change it 

while courses grow in size and faculty shrink. 

1 

These proposals all have too much religion incorporated into them (including mention of it in cornerstone). 
Teaching students to respect diversity of thought is fine, teaching philosophy is fine, but students should be 
allowed to explore religion topics in their own ways WHEN and IF they want to. Let's be sure to not devote 

too much time in our core to teaching every groups personal superstitions. The link to lac documents on the 
UNI web site doesn't work. 

1 
I would not mind seeing 3A and 3B categories combined for a 9 hour requirement. The additional 3 hours 

could come at the expense of the Health and Wellness requirement. My take is this is where the current LAC 
is weakest. 

1 
I'd prefer a requirement that students participate in a fine arts or literature experience as a "creator/doer" in 

addition to an appreciation course. 

1 

This would be an excellent place to offer some comparative courses that address issues across cultures. 
Courses here could address philosophical or religious/spiritual issues and take a global comparative 

perspective. This could also be a course satisfied by studying abroad where students are immersed in a 
cross cultural experience as they engage in deliberative inquiry about critical issues. 

1 
I think Category 3 is fine. "Thought and Belief" is too broad, and I don't think #9 is specific enough to address 

this area. 

1 
It looks like Category 3A requirement is focused on the history of a particular Fine Art. Why is this? Wouldn't 

it be more logical to develop these courses so that students practice the Fine Art? Such as an Acting for 
Everyone course or Introduction to Drawing or Dance for Everyone or other similar classes. 

1 

Forcing students to go out and "do art" is counterproductive to the spirit of the requirment. Include such 
courses within the existing LAC course. I took a short fiction course as an undergrad to satisfy my fine arts 

core requirement. I loved the course and learned a lot about writing, however, not all students have a desire 
or interest in doing art. As for a "Thought and Belief" course, what would keep this course from devolving into 
a 'Here's what you should think about these issues" course?" It is hard to judge the merits of such a course 
when the committee has not provided a sample syllabus. rather, my evaluation is for a course that does not 

yet exist. This is like buying the proverbial pig in a poke. 

1 What about a course in Ethics, Thought, and Belief? Aren't they linked? Should a student be able to get 



Count Response 

through their entire degree without any exposure to basic ethical analysis? And don't we want our students 
to be able to think about them all? Also, this should probably follow the critical thinking and writing courses. 

1 

The previous sections were focused on skills, this section is focused on disciplines. Why do the LAC models 
mix skills and disciplines? Where are the learning outcomes the plans are trying to pursue? Again, one must 

evaluate this component in the context of the outcomes for the entire LAC program. The isolation of one 
component may not be valid. 

1 

I'm hoping we see that thought, expression and words are pretty much a unity. So thought and belief almost 
get examined in the cornerstone courses dealing with words. Also, I'd prefer replacing the word "creative" 

with the word "imaginative." Most students compartnmentalize the word creative to refer just to the fine arts, 
and they should eventually see that all their academic work is imaginative (and actually, then, they will see 

that they are being Creative. It's also pretty amazing that only one literature course is expected, when 
Literature is at the heart of how we express the purpose of our lives and adult work. For that matter, 

traditionally college has been divided into the arts and sciences, which implies that arts were seen as being 
as important as sciences in explaining how life works.  

1 
Why should anyone be required to take a course about religion? And since when did religion have anything 

to do with critical thinking?  

1 

How can there be "thinking courses" in the LAC? Does this mean that courses not in this category are "non-
thinking" courses? Again, creating new categories and shoveling around courses do not constitute a truly 

innovate and well-thought out LAC curriculum. Let's find out what is wrong (if anything) with the existing LAC 
curriculum and fix the problems. 

1 
Thought and Belief - that's the way to go. This is crucially important subject matter, considering the times we 

live in and the role of differing belief structures in most of the world's conflicts. 

1 
Courses in Literature and Religion&Philosophy will teach critical thinking skills by their nature. 

History&Philosophy of science should be included as an option. Especially if student numbers are low and 
courses are discussion and writing heavy.  

1 
I think students need to have some basic literacy about religions of the world. A course in critical thinking, 

while it might satisfy a philosophy requirement, doesn't take up religious literacy necessarily.  

1 

I find students generally ill prepared for work in the major as they generally lack a background in philosophy. 
Educational choices are embedded in philosophical beliefs, and for most students these implicit 

commitments go largely unexamined prior to entering the major. Students need at least one class in 
philosophy and should not be able to substitute religion for this foundation. 

1 
I can think of no rational reason to set up philosophy/religion and the arts in opposition this way except that 

we feel neither one is particularly important but we need to give them lip service. Making either one the focus 
of the critical thinking component or the writing component seems a better solution 

1 
I'm somewhat ambivalent about the Philosophy and Religion options. Perhaps the best way is to weave this 

material into other areas and courses. 

1 
I am hesitant to standardize courses, even course titles. I prefer to standardize the category and have 

students pick from a variety of options.  

1 
I would advocate to allow a broader list of options count for fine arts and literature credits, including studio art 

and applied music courses. 

1 

Hard to evaluate these independent of previous "categories". Might some of these Art/Creative Expression or 
philosophy/religion course be among the proposed writing intensive courses? Perhaps require "at least one 

course" in these areas but allow students to take more than one course if it meets other goals (writing, 
speaking, critical thinking) 

1 
Could a "Creative Thought & Expression" course go beyond artistic genres? For example, how about 

teaching how to be creative, no matter what the discipline: Developing the knowledge base, generating ideas 
and alternatives, and then picking from the ideas 

1 I would certainly hope that the Philosophy & Religion folks would develop critical thinking courses as in item 
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#9 for students to choose from. 

1 
These interdisciplinary courses can easily become pablum, or include ideas that students can't or won't 

apply elsewhere. Let instructors teach what they are knowledgeable about and integrate the broader themes 
into that. 

1 

In order to be well-rounded and conversant in more than just technical skill, students should be required to 
pursue some practice in creative or aesthetic art: a practice that involves reflection and critical thought about 

the fine art being produced. In this way, fine arts encompasses more than just "drawing" or playing an 
instrument, but can focus on the technological tools and materials used, the cultural norms and conventions, 

as well as the historical considerations of a particular medium. 

1 
I am in favor of exposure to the arts (including literature). I think that philosophy and religion can and should 

be embedded into courses like western civ and the humanities 

1 

11. Fine Arts and Literature: All three models (blue, red, yellow) reduce the fine arts including literature to 
just one three-hour course. Yes, one or another of these fine arts could be included in other 

coursesâ€”thematic, cultural, cultural traditionsâ€”yet this, to me, does not suffice. In all three models, there 
simply is extraordinarily meager opportunity for students to become better acquainted with the practice and 
appreciation of creativity in the arts in themselves and in their distinctive traditions. For example, I suggest, 

there is no â€œliteracyâ  €  more important than â€œliterary literacyâ  € â€”exploring the artful and nuanced 
uses of language, including such verbal resources as narrative, character interaction and development, and 

metaphor in literary texts that present compelling expressions of basic human concerns, challenges, and 
aspirations. (Here, too, is excellent opportunity to incorporate writing activities into â€œcontentâ  €  courses, 
that is, to develop writing-intensive courses.) 12. Philosophy and Religion: Neither replacing LAC philosophy 

and religion courses with some as yet vaguely-conceived â€œthinking courseâ  €  nor combining them in 
one course does any justice to these two important disciplines. A course in world religions would be 

appropriate in a category such as â€œCultural Institutions.â  €  And then, please consider offering students a 
choice between a literature course and a philosophy course, both of which are based on written texts and 

both of which offer unexcelled opportunity for developing critical reading abilities. Developing students' ability 
to read critically is a most important key to developing their writing abilities.  

1 

Appreciation of the arts and exploration of artistic expression is critical to the well educated person. The arts 
are actually a key area for critical thinking because those skills are involved in composing music, drawing, 

and painting and for critical art appreciation (Art History majors score among the highest of any major on the 
LSAT for a reason). We would not be destroying the art program at Iowa and confirming stereotypes that we 

are all hicks and idiots if the folks in the Legislature who want to sell off the Pollock painting had been 
liberally educated in the arts. Although critical thinking is a key component of the academic study of religion, 
it is a very different field than philosophy and I am reluctant to see it lumped into "thought and belief" unless 
that is the only place others will permit it to exist. In the previous LAC program, the CSBS faculty and senate 
excluded Religions of the World from the social science category because they said that the faculty in World 
Religions are not social scientists (they have degrees in the interdisciplinary field of the academic study of 
religion with research specialities that include the social sciences but are not restricted to a single social 

science discipline). The best place for the study of world religions in a new LAC would be in perspectives on 
human experience (yellow), culture and society (blue), and human societies and politics (red). I know your 

committee is not responsible for implementation of the new LAC, but if colleges control categories during the 
implementation process, as they did in the past, the study of world religions, which is a critical area of focus 

in a world torn by religious conflict, will risk becoming an orphan again and will be shuttled to a college-
friendly environment, without regard for complementing and matching content and focus. It will be critical for 
interdisciplinary courses in the LAC program to NOT get sidelined by a course-approval process that permits 
colleges that have demonstrated territorial proclivities in the past to throw out courses developed by persons 

outside their college that they believe impinge on their exclusive right to teach specific content matter.  

1 
Philosophy and religion are fine but their scope is limited -- thought and belief come out of other fields as 

well, for example science. 

1 The current program is fine. Could consider combining 3A and 3B (but still, probably, requiring 6 credits).  

 
 



NATURAL SCIENCES: Each proposed LAC model 
favors more direct instruction in "scientific literacy," 
so our students will learn more about how science 
works, how scientists think, and about key scientific 
theories and results. However, the proposals differ in 
how many credits should be used for this purpose, 
and what students should be expected to learn about 
particular scientific fields. Please indicate your 
reactions to the following alternatives. For information 
on what is currently required in the LAC, see 
http://www.uni.edu/vpaa/lac/documents/lac_fall2010.p
df.  

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

A 3 hour scientific literacy requirement plus 
a 4 credit topical science course with a lab. 

12.3% 
34 

21.7% 
60 

29.2% 
81 

18.1% 
50 

18.8% 
52 

100%
277 

A 2 hour scientific literacy requirement plus 
a 4 credit topical science course with a lab. 

8.9% 
25 

26.8% 
75 

26.1% 
73 

19.6% 
55 

18.6% 
52 

100%
280 

A 3 hour scientific literacy requirement plus 
a 1 credit science lab. 

11.7% 
33 

17.0% 
48 

19.8% 
56 

22.6% 
64 

29.0% 
82 

100%
283 

The current configuration - with 3-4 hours of 
life science and 3-4 hours of physical 

science, for a total of 7 hours required. 

34.5% 
98 

19.4% 
55 

25.4% 
72 

13.7% 
39 

7.0% 
20 

100%
284 

 

Any feedback on this category? 
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217 
 

1 A 3 hour "scientific literacy" course plus a 1 credit lab! You've got to be kidding!  

1 How well taught and learner/learning centered will they be? 

1 I strongly support the current LAC model 
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1 I teach in a science heavy major. They need more science! 

1 Keep the current LAC! 

1 Need to be able to screws teacher licensure requirements. 

1 Science and Math should not be watered down. 

1 Scientific literacy should be taught within the context of specific disciplinary content. 

1 Students need as much science as we can give them. 

1 Why on earth would we cut down in an area where students are currently getting too little? 

1 Why wouldn't scientific literacy be a natural part of every science course? 

1 Zero credits sounds about right for the fuzzy concept of a "scientific literacy course." 

1 do not require labs 

1 less overall science -  

1 not enough info on scientific literacy course. Presentations were vague. 

1 
I wish I had some pros and cons for each of these choices. Out of my expertise, so hard to make a 

judgement as to the best way to reach the goal. 

1 

Please leave this category as it is! If any changes are made, the number of hours should be increased to 10 
or 11 and include another science course (preferably a lab science course, but I am realistic and recognize 
that lab science courses are expensive). Marty Reineke's comment during Wednesday's meeting is right on 

the mark. ANY scientific literacy course does an injustice to science.  

1 
Consider a course in ecological sustainability for this requirement that explores very important and relevant 
global issues such as climate change. Students should be scientifically literate about such issues that can 

have large impacts on their lives.  

1 
Increasing students' scientific iiteracy is very important. This is taught within the specific scientific disciplines. 
I oppose a scientific literacy course. This, to me, appears to be teaching "about science" rather than actively 

involving students in a specific discipline.  

1 
The issue really is whether to contiue the categorical thinking that has pervaded the thinking regarding LAC 
in the past. These proposals simply continue the categorical model that evolved over 100 years ago and is 

proving less useful with each passing year. 

1 

I'm neutral about the first two, because I don't know why a "topical science course" would be in the LAC (but 
I'm willing to hear an argument). Further, I hope we're not adding a lab just to please the natural science 
faculty. Is there a clear rationale for the lab? Finally, I strongly(!) urge you to consider scientific literacy 

courses that may be offered in the Social Sciences. There, a "lab" could be working with data to do research. 
These aren't already in the course catalog, but could be easily added. 

1 
I am not quite so convinced of the value of the "lab" requirement for the LAC since only a few students will 

be going on in the sciences. A 3+3 structure seems better. 

1 
There must be a significant opportunity for waiving this requirement for majors which will cover this content, 

but not in a single course. 

1 

If the LAC is to focus on critical thinking, it simply MUST include at least one substantive science course with 
a lab. There is not better place to learn critical thinking than in a science lab (and this comes from a social 

scientist, not a natural scientist). If current labs aren't doing this, then they should be changed. This could be 
addressed through stronger coordination of the category. I strongly oppose any introduction of scientific 

literacy courses substituting for substantive science course. These courses are going to turn into little more 
than science appreciation. They will not be rigorous, and students will not end up learning more about 

science than they do now. 
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1 

I hate the proposal for a "scientific literacy" course that just teaches a bunch of facts. First of all, who will 
teach it? Secondly, you learn how science works and how scientists think by "doing" science in a lab class, 
not sitting in a boring lecture about "key scientific theories and results". The proposal with the stand alone 1 

hour lab is the worst, by far, but the other choices aren't much better. 

1 

I like Jerry Smith's idea to try and teach key concepts of scientific thinking using selected examples. I think 
that is more important than multiple lab courses, yet I understand that lab courses provide the place for 
"doing" science and discovering the interrelation of concepts. You don't learn to play the piano watching 

someone else play the piano 

1 
A literacy approach will fail to capture student interest. Procedural courses of this nature are unsatisfying. 

Actually delving into the substance of specific disciplines is the only hope for engaging students. Further, this 
proposal comes dangerously close to "dumbing down" the science requirement. 

1 

13. Natural Sciences: A â€œscientific literacyâ  €  course, I fear, might well be reduced to abstractions 
without sustained attention to specific content. A better approach, I think, would be to retain the requirements 

of a life science and a physical science, and then commit to developing â€œscientific literacyâ  €  learning 
outcomes for each sub-category, as well as assessment procedures to learn the extent to which students 

demonstrate acquisition of these outcomes.  

1 
Scientific literacy is meaningless is divorced from content. It must be embedded in content to make sense, 
i.e. statistics. Our nation is doing horribly in scientific literacy, I do not think cutting the number of hours will 

help that. 

1 

I've read the description of the "scientific literacy" course and I am not sure who you expect to teach that 
course. I already address these topics in the course I teach that earns currently earn LAC credit. In my lab, I 
do have students ask questions which they then design experiments, given some generalized tips, to collect 
data to explore the topics which are discussed in class. I strongly emphasize that I am not grading on if they 
are "right" but that they can support their conclusions using the data they collected in the lab. I see this as 
meeting the goals of scientific literacy, writing and critical thinking. For granted it is the perspective of just 

one discipline but it does teach them how to think through things given some evidence which can be 
applicable to many different situations (law, forensics troubleshooting...). A course like this seems to be 
designed to make "assessment" easy because every student will be taught "What scientists know to be 
true?!" What does that mean exactly? As a scientist I can only choose to support my conclusions using 

observable data that has been collected. However, that same set of data can be presented to someone else 
and different conclusions can be drawn. So who was right? What is the "truth"? The problem with a course 
with a prescribed curriculum is that there is little if any intellectual freedom and no course ownership. I only 
have to point to the previous Capstone; Environment, Society and Technology. A course which started out 

allowing the instructor to teach these topics with their own perspective allowing academic freedom and 
ownership of the course. Then it moved to a more prescribed curriculum which then either had less 

interested faculty teaching the course or adjuncts teaching the course. Now the only true LAC course that 
had to be taken at UNI was taught primarily by adjuncts and students had no interest anymore in the course 
other than getting the check box done. Faculty became more interested in teaching capstone again when the 
"Capstone" courses were opened up to cross-disciplinary courses that the faculty member was interested in 
developing and teaching. This direction of the "scientific literacy" course would only serve to continue to keep 
students away from science and reluctantly take it for the check box! As for the current configuration, I do not 

see why every student needs to take a life science course. However if we want to keep the "life" vs 
"physical", students should have more choices so perhaps including other courses with a life science 

perspective in other departments besides just biology. The advantage of a college education with a liberal 
arts perspective is that students have the opportunity to learn about the discipline by professors who have 

advanced training in that field not a generalist. Our high school teachers are often endorsed in many 
scientific disciplines and could give a more generalized course about scientific literacy for those students not 
intending on attending college. Perhaps this is exactly where this type of course should be, in a high school 

or community college.  

1 
Science faculty need to play fair here. No single college is going to keep things as they are. 7 hours is simply 

too many to keep in science. I prefer 2 hours of science literacy and 2 hours of lab for a total of 4 hours. 

1 
What about a science sequence so we provide students with more than just an introduction to one field (bio 

1 and 2, etc...)? 
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1 
If a student is not pursuing a science-related career, why do they have to be forced to take 4-7 hours of 

science courses? 

1 

I understand the importance of scientific literacy. It's not just about method but more about the nature of fact, 
reason and truth. In the current mode, a student can go through the motions of an experiment without 

realizing the larger implications. It is also easy in the current structure for a student to think "This does not 
apply to me...I'm not going to be a chemist/doctor/scientist/etc." 

1 

Students who aren't going to major in natural science need to be taught how the intellectual process of 
science works, what science has taught us in a wide range of areas (not just one or two) and how science 

shows that what it has taught us is valid. They must learn about evolution in particular, because the subject 
is avoided in the secondary schools and there's an entire industry devoted to lying about it. 

1 

An important comment that I could have made at many points in this survey but of particular relevance here 
is that, although the various models all seem to want to better prepare our students for today's global 

society, all of the models seem to totally ignore the "global academic world" outside of UNI. How many 
thousands of our students earn college credits while in high school or through AP tests? How many 
thousands of UNI students transfer in credits from other schools, from summer courses at their local 

community college, or from online courses? How many of our students transfer OUT of UNI to go to other 
schools? How many of our students have to meet entrance requirements for grad or prof school or for 

accreditation?? The more novel and untraditional our new LAC courses (no matter how good they are) the 
more likely that all of these students will get screwed in the transfer credit/course pre-req game, the more 

likely UNI is to destroy its legal relationship with the community colleges. Students starting college elsewhere 
will be forced to complete the AA degree at community colleges because they will have no hope of 

transferring in "normal" liberal arts core courses for LAC credit in the proposed models. If nothing else, 
consider offering a 2 track LAC - the normal track that fits with the rest of the academic world and the pie-in 

the sky, pretend we are a small liberal arts college track. 

1 

The reason that our students are scientifically illiterate is that they have had too little experience doing 
science. They need to do more science courses rather than take classes that talk about how it is done (just 
as one learns to swim by swimming, not by standing on the bank talking about it). If folks really want to offer 
scientific literacy courses to every UNI student, very significant faculty development will need to take place. 

The content matter of such a course is typically a strength area for historians of science, philosophers of 
science, and some sociologists. My daughter has taken three philosophy of science classes taught in three 
different departments (none of them a science department) while pursuing a biology major at a liberal arts 

college. Each of these courses has been a scientific literacy course and each professor as a doctorate in the 
philo/history/ etc of science. In reviewing the syllabi, these are fabulous courses thataddress the topics of 

scientific literacy very well. Unless a scientist has had a liberal education that has included significant work in 
the history of philosophy of science OR has had graduate-level work in scientific theory, they may have 
minimal skills to sustain 16 weeks of reflection on "how scientists think and how it works." These areas 

require an analytic distance from the practice of science that is tutored and sophisticated. Being a scientist 
does not prepare one for 16 weeks of talking about what science is. Teaching assistants could not begin to 

teach a course with this level of complexity. So, unless we have deep pockets for significant faculty 
development of our scientists or want to hire a number of historians and philosophers of science, this 

proposal is DOA. Critical reflection on what science is and how it works, poorly done, will only exacerbate 
scientific illiteracy. I think our students need multiple science courses with labs. Scientific literacy can be 
addressed in other areas of the LAC by those who already possess graduate level training in this area.  

1 
The US population endorses and believes themselves to be very scientifically literate. However, more 

empirical data points to a scientifically illiterate population, and I fear a broad approach to science, will only 
enhance our confidence in our scientific thinking, but do little in acutally bolstering our scientific thinking. 

1 
I have no idea what is meant by "scientific literacy" and how it might differ from what is already being taught. 
We are in a scientific age -- sending our students out with even less scientific information/critical thinking in 

this area is a grave mistake. 

1 
Anything less than the present configuration will ill-prepare students for the society in which they will live. I'd 

prefer a 3-hour science literacy course added to the present configuration. 

1 
This is a joke. At a time when math & science literacy is at nearly an all-time low in this country, we at UNI 
actually would consider cutting the requirements for math & science here? Rather than reduce, we should 
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increase the LAC requirement by an additional 4-hr lab course. 

1 

The Science Literacy course. I understand the concern raised by the committee and agree that our 
graduates should come away understanding how science works. However, this proposed course is not the 

answer. First, who would teach it? Just scientists from CNS? Would non-scientists such as history or 
philosophy teach it? This course would require a steering committee to standardize topics and texts across 

multiple departments which then creates a heavy-handed, top-down organization that is counter to the 
attitudes and beliefs of the university. (Essentially, such a steering committee would have to say "Here is 

what you will teach, even if it is not applicable to your field.") Second, there is no such thing as a monolithic 
"Scientific Method". See Bill Harwood's excellent model for what science inquiry is really is like. Geology 

uses a different mode of inquiry than does chemistry which in turn is different from biology. So which would 
be taught? Why would it be taught? How would it be taught? These questions cannot be answered at this 
time, so why should I vote for change? Third, what would keep a sci lit course from becoming a survey of 

science course? The committee proposed that such a course should cover the major findings and theories 
from all branches of science This sounds like a survey course to me. "This is genetics. This is a force. This is 

plate tectonics. Now go and believe tha they are all true." Fourth, science does not seek truth, it seeks 
understanding of the natural world. How could a course that covers all of the essential theories of science 
convey this point? The committee stated that the LAC should teach truth and that some truth is better than 

others. This attitude is not scientific. Fifth, why has science content been decimated in favor of more 
humanistic courses? The red model requires students to take 2 courses (6 hours) on non-Western culture 

but only 1 hour of science content. And the Blue model includes only one 4 hour content course. This seems 
counter-productive to the desire that we develop a citizenry that understands science. If taking content is 

good for the humanities, why is it not good for the natural sciences? Sixth, these proposals would decimate 
many of the science departments. Across the country (not just at UNI) many smaller science departments 

use their LAC content courses for recruitng majors. Without this influx in students, smaller departments like 
Physics could be in jeopardy. My suggestion. If science literacy is a goal of the LAC, then require all science 

LAC courses to spend time exploring the nature of science and the scientific process rather than just 
providing content. Also, the State of Iowa requires incoming elementary teachers to take three science 

courses (one physical science, one life science, and one earth/space science). Why not use a similar tr-
partirate approach with the LAC? Taking three content courses that include a significant sci lit component 

would address this need without a total overhaul of the system.  

1 
A scientific literacy course is unlikely to improve scientific literacy. Students will become scientifically literate 
only once they acquire a certain amount of scientific content. I strongly oppose any reduction to the current 

life science and physical science requirement. 

1 
A 3 + 1 approach would meet the spirit of the natural science requirement and cut some credit hours from 

the current LAC  

1 
I think the concept of scientific literacy (as long as it isn't watered down) is valid, as long as it is accompanied 
by the 4 credit topical lab course. It is the best of both worlds--instruction on big picture understanding of the 

place of science in our world as well as substantial hands-on involvement in the lab course. 

1 

I'm puzzled about what evidence the committee has that students in our current science classes are not 
learning how scientists think and how science works. I can understand an urge to make sure that students 

leave understanding all fields of science (if that were possible), but it is impossible to teach about evolution, 
for example, without also teaching about genetics and organismal biology. We can't go too broad within a 

science course and still have things "make sense". Big bang theory probably has its own set of 
underpinnings that must be understood. Going too broad in a single class can backfire, yielding a watered-

down treatment of everything. 

1 
A specific course on "scientific literacy," as one person in the forum put it, seems like trying to teach 

swimming by having students watching from the bank. Our liberal arts core should have students actually 
engaging science.  

1 
We need to increase the science area of the LAC. Our students are technologically literate but scientifically 

ignorant. Survey courses do not do the trick. They need courses with meat. These are the introductory 
courses for majors. These courses should be the heart of the LAC science area 

1 
These items were difficult in that I believe requirements could vary contingent on major. The first two choices 

would work for some students; I am opposed to this generally being viewed as sufficient because I don't 
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believe it is sufficent for education majors. 

1 

I feel students need to understand the thinking behind "doing" science and examine the relative strengths 
and weaknesses of such an approach to creating knowledge. Again, this is not separable from writing and 

language instruction in that science renders the results of experimentation into words and is guided by 
distinctions between linguistic categories and perception in its practice. Any scientific literacy course should 

include content that examines *how* science is written and what many are now calling the "sociology of 
science." 

1 
I think I might actually like two scientific literacy courses. One for the physical sciences and one for the 
biological sciences. Has the committee actually considered what the content of a single literacy course 

would include and omit? Is one course enough? Cookie cutter labs should absolutely be avoided.  

1 
We appear to be concentrating on writing skills rather than math and science. We are clearly moving in the 

wrong direction. Our options appear to be "how much do you want to cut math and science" rather than "how 
much do you want to increase it." This survey is so biased I'm embarrassed to be a part of it. 

1 

Notice that labs with science are required but not labs with art courses. The practice of sub skills of an art 
can teach students aspects of the mind that practice of science labs cannot (or be expected to). I understand 
that given today's parameters, we cannot create a curriculum that has students practice sub skills of art, but 

they should be told that such practice teaches or improve the mind like no other form can 

1 
If liberal arts students wanted so much science, then they'd be science majors. Let's keep focused on the 

liberal arts. 

1 

While the idea behind a scientific literacy course is a good one, as described, the learning goals are not 
something that can be accomplished in a 2-3 credit course. Truly scientifically literate people are those who 

have immersed themselves in science; something the general public will never do simply because they 
choose not to. We as university faculty cannot change that despite what we might like to tell ourselves. 

1 
How can students be proficient in scientific literacy and fully participate in a topical science course if they 

have poor basic science skills? Social science and psychology are not science. 

1 
Is this where you would include health science, consumer, or public health. I just find it difficult to believe that 

the committee sees no value in such information from the perspective of a what makes a well-educated 
individual. Also, health science and sustainability, science, society and technology just seems to be missing. 

1 
Scientific literacy is best taught in the context of a subject. I did not hear a good argument for divorcing 

content from literacy. Content provides context for promoting scientific literacy. 

1 

Who thought of this? ALL of the research on science education points to scientific literacy being taught in 
context. A stand-alone course in scientific literacy is NOT the way to go at all!!!! Science is not memorizing, it 

is doing. As such, labs are crucial in understanding the process - not a lecture on "how scientists think!". 
Experiential learning!! What data is the above recommendation based on? Today's world relies on science. 
Almost all of the big decisions to be made require scientific, critical thinking. Why are we cutting back the 

sciences? 

1 
The voters of the future will begin to reject science (already this is happening) more and more in favor of 

media preachers, pundits and assorted blowhards, if LAC doesn't maintain or improve science instruction. 

1 
I think the concept of scientific literacy is important for the educated person. It would help anyone trying to 

read the newspaper in the morning. I think the scientific concepts, more so than the study of a specific 
science, is a benefit to students if it makes them a scientific thinker. 

1 
I believe a strong Scientific Literacy is essential to a liberal arts education, but that the depth of a full 4 credit 

science class with a lab may be too much. 

1 
I am not sure what a 1 hour lab course without a topical science course would look like. The idea of scientific 

literacy has some appeal, but again, I am somewhat unsure what it would entail. 

1 
I'm open to other models besides our current one, if they also meet the science ed requirements. I oppose 
the scientific literacy course idea. This is no substitute for actual scientific content fused with inquiry. We 

need some education in how societal choices affect future generations' access to food, clean water, and a 
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livable climate. This could be delivered as a multidisciplinary science & humanities course, as a cornerstone 
with heavy writing/discussion component. 

1 

I have one very major concern that applies to all three LAC models (Red, Yellow, Blue). In the LACRSC 
Purpose and Goals Statement (http://www.uni.edu/vpaa/documents/LACPurposesandGoals.pdf), you 

identify a goal to: "1. Teach students about the natural, social, and created worlds in which they live". And as 
your very first bullet listed here you write: "â€¢ Natural sciences: Methods and findings. Scientific methods 
and culture. Important scientific findings and theories. Technology." I emphasize your word "Technology" to 
make a point. That is, even though you cite technology as an important subject to be included, is not offered 
in any of your three models. In fact, the word technology is not even mentioned in any of your three models. 
"Scientific literacy" is mentioned here, but nothing of "technological literacy"--there is a significant difference 
between the two. The study of technology should be recognized by all as an important part of our students' 

liberal education here at UNI. Please consider including technological literacy (ability to use, manage, 
assess, and understand how we modify our the natural environment in order to satisfy our perceived human 

needs and wants) as part of our Liberal Arts Core curriculum. 

1 
If there are any changes to this category, it should be to increase the sciences to 10 hours from the present 
7. A single, 3-hour scientific literacy course is a real dis-service to our undergraduates who must live in an 

increasingly technological world developed through science. 

1 
I am opposed to this idea of adding a scientific literacy requirement because it would lengthen the time to 

graduation for a student planning to pursue an advanced degree in medicine, physical therapy, chiropractic, 
etc. The current model allows students to count both their biology and chemistry credits. 

1 

What will the scientific lit. courses entail? Will the sole be a history of... or will they contain the content and 
hands on laboratory experiences that an individual needs to be scientifically literate? We should stick with 

the current configuration, with an introductory level scientific lit. course as part of an interdisciplinary 
cornerstone course...  

1 
Do not change this requirement! If anything, add three hours of science (as one questioner suggested in the 

Wednesday meeting). 

1 
Even if students don't use the scientific knowledge, the scientific method and critical thinking are useful and 

should not be given short shrift. 

1 
Of course, I'm assuming that someone who was majoring in the sciences might be able to substitute 

something else. 

1 
I think scientific literacy should be taught through science content courses. I favor 8 hours of required 

courses, so that a lab can be taken in both the physical and life sciences. 

1 
As with writing, this category demands some labor-intensive scaffolding from faculty. Developing scientific 

literacy in our students is incompatible with larger class sizes and larger faculty teaching (and service, with a 
shrinking faculty) loads. So don't bother if the faculty time is disappearing. 

1 even the current requirement, although it's much better than the 3 others proposed, is still rather limited  

1 
Our national accreditation standards require students to have both a life science and physical science. Not 

being able to meet this through the liberal arts core would be a burden. 

1 
Allied health, health sciences, and health literacy are lost in the entire delineation process in all of these 
models. Health should be cornerstone and pre-requisite skill that is included AND integrated in the LAC. 

1 

Please keep Environment Society and Technology as a Capstone Course, but develop the right faculty 
around it... it is a perfect course to engage students in critical thinking, considerations for a sustainable 

society, and experiential learning. This course should not just be offered by CNS, it should be open to other 
faculty to teach it... it can become a fantastic course, addressing the "important issues" of how to live here 

without closing options to future generations 

1 

Scientific Literacy needs to be taught by those specifically trained in an area. It would be a a disservice to 
students to have someone in a different science area teach that topic. The sciences are a huge field with 
much differing knowledge that even people in the same major area may not be skilled at teaching certain 
topics within the major. Furthermore, the global economy is becoming one based in technology and the 
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sciences (engineering, biotechnology/engineering, global health and medicine, climate issues and 
consumption of resources). In order for our students to be competitive and help attract more professional 

jobs and companies to Iowa, they need to be better educated in the various science disciplines. Many LAC 
science classes as they now stand already integrate "literacy" into their classes by focusing on discipline 

topics most likely to be seen and used by those in the general public. Science credits should not be 
decreased, but possibly take an approach that is more concept application to everyday life for those classes 

that fulfill LAC requirements.  

1 
In an world increasingly defined and driven by science, why do we give the sciences a back seat in our 

LAC? Our non-science majors need more LAC scince, not less. 

1 

My main problem with this is the obvious exclusion of social sciences from the "science" category. I have 
already had issues with the way that some of the life science faculty are teaching their students about 

science (e.g. telling them things like "a scientific law is something that cannot be disproven", which is both 
misleading and unscientific). A dedicated course on scientific literacy is a fantastic idea, but it ought to focus 

on philosophy and methodology of science and not send the message that only the life and physical 
sciences count as "science".  

1 
many of the current LAC science courses could be easily converted into science literacy courses just by the 
explicit inclusion of science literacy into those courses. A watered down general science knowledge class 

would be a disservice. 

1 

3 hr. for scientific litercy is too much. Separating the nature of science from content defies the purpose of 
your intent. And a lecture course about scientific literacy is an oxymoron - even an interactive lecture is the 
antithesis of furthering scientific thinking. You can't think in a scientific way without the content and without 

being in a situation where you can "do" science - i.e. the laboratory (inside a building or outside of a 
building). Scientific literacy by definition is not just how scientists think and ply their profession, it also 

included minimal scientific discipline knowledge. The example given of evolution as a key theory is a great 
example - without foundational knowledge in genetics and population dynamics and geology you won't 

understand biological evolution. And this is what is wrong with the general public.  

1 

Who came up with "why science knows what it has learned to be true"? (Or as stated in the forum, "What do 
we know? How do we know it? How do we know it's true?") So this LAC proposal, applied in previous 

centuries, would have required students to study how science knows phlogiston theory is true? (See also 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Obsolete_scientific_theory for other examples of what science has known to be 
true). It seems that someone on the LACRSC needs to take a scientific literacy class, or at least a history of 
science class, and more than a 1-credit science lab. There's some possibility to adjust the classes (e.g., add 
medical classes to 4A, or allow Molecules and Life to count toward 4A), but otherwise the category is fine as 

is.  

1 
I will leave it to my colleagues in these fields to determine how best they think this issue should be 

addressed. They know far better than I what the students need in this category and what the resources are 
to address those needs. 

 
 

MATH/NUMERACY: Each proposed LAC model 
requires students to develop quantitative skills 
through dedicated coursework. However, students 
who take more advanced math courses may not 
develop quantitative literacy/numeracy knowledge and 
skills (for instance, understanding survey data, 
financial literacy, using quantitative data in practical 



decision-making) addressed by the "base-level" 
course, 800:023 Mathematics in Decision 
Making.  Please indicate your reactions to the 
following options. For information on what is currently 
required in the LAC, see 
http://www.uni.edu/vpaa/lac/documents/lac_fall2010.p
df.  

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

All students should be required to take the 
base-level Mathematics in Decision Making 

course OR pass a waiver exam to demonstrate 
minimal competency on quantitative/financial 

literacy (students would be provided with 
support tools in preparing for the exam). 

27.6% 
78 

28.6% 
81 

19.8% 
56 

12.7% 
36 

11.3% 
32 

100%
283 

Keep the requirement as is, with the current 
LAC Category 1C, with a variety of math 

courses fulfilling the math/numeracy 
requirement. 

22.3% 
64 

24.7% 
71 

34.5% 
99 

9.4% 
27 

9.1% 
26 

100%
287 

If students demonstrate minimal competency 
on a quantitative/financial literacy waiver 

exam, they would be required to take another 
math class, such as the other options in the 
current LAC Category 1C, to fulfill their LAC. 

13.2% 
37 

34.3% 
96 

25.4% 
71 

14.3% 
40 

12.9% 
36 

100%
280 

If students demonstrate minimal competency 
on a quantitative/financial literacy waiver 
exam, they would NOT be required to take 

another math class, unless required for their 
major. 

15.7% 
44 

12.9% 
36 

23.9% 
67 

27.9% 
78 

19.6% 
55 

100%
280 

 

Any feedback on this category? 

 

Count Response 

245 
 

1 Better to immerse math in more topical application oriented course experiences. 

1 I strongly support the current LAC model 
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1 I think basic math skills demonstrated plus an additional math class is a good combination. 

1 I want more math and science (and I'm not in these fields).  

1 Keep our current LAC! 

1 Math is very important, do NOT 'water' down the requirements.  

1 Most of our students are weak in all areas of math. They need the basics. 

1 Numeracy is an essential skill. 

1 Our students need more math, not opt-out options 

1 See above feedback for Natural Sciences. 

1 Student use math every day in their life.  

1 The more math, the better. Math is crucial in today's society and fosters critical thinking. 

1 The present category (1C) in the LAC works fine. Please keep it. 

1 We should have MUCH higher math requirements for ALL students. 

1 What is "numeracy?" Get real. Who makes up this stuff? 

1 When in doubt, default to the current LAC 

1 Why are finance and mathematics confounded in one requirement? 

1 You can never have too much math. 

1 this sounds like pretty low level math 

1 
I am open to the idea that students could pass out of the math requirement through an exam or high school 

course work. However, my preference is to require an additional course, e.g., a course in statistics for 
students who have already taken calculus.  

1 
Math ignorance -- Innumeracy as Paulos puts it -- is a huge problem in our society. We need to help 

students think mathematically. 

1 Isn't this moot because the students can get 3 hours of credit for an 8 day Hawkeye "minimester?" 

1 

First, shouldn't high school graduates come with us with a minimal math background? If they are deficient, 
why are they being admitted? If they are admitted, why not work to erase those deficiencies rather than 

create a new course for everyone? Second, what about the science major? Now they have another math 
course to take that does nothing to prepare them for their major. Third, where did finances come from? This 
sounds like a topic for high school or middle school. Why should we have to teach them how to prepare a 

budget? 

1 
Financial literacy has nothing to do with why I want sudents to be mathematically literate. An emphasis on 

quantitative communication, as in an earlier version of the current LAC core, is far more appropriate.  

1 
Students need to be competent in math, not "literate" what ever that means. All students should demonstrate 
competency with algebra, as a minimum. Mathematics should be integrated into other LAC courses, just like 

you want to do with writing. 

1 
Students are far to weak in basic math skills. The students in my LAC course cannot solve a simple equation 

for one unknown! They cannot do simple arithmetic without a calculator!! 

1 
The goal is competency, and I don't see how the third suggestion addresses this. "Minimal competency" is a 

euphemism for "just short of ignorant." The folks in math are the ones to talk to. 
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1 
This category works fine as is. Please leave Category 1C alone and do not require a competency exam! 

These are always a headache to administer and evaluate. Realistically, no one in the Math Dept. is going to 
jump up and say "I'll be happy to read and evaluate 3000 exams." 

1 
The standard for the waiver exam, if used, should be set fairly high. For example, understanding some basic 

statistics and recognizing how specific statistics can be properly used or manipulated. 

1 
Similar to above reflection. In both cases what evidence do we have that the current requirement is or isn't 

producing the results we want from our students? 

1 

Students at UNI have met the math requirements to enter UNI. However, the ability to demonstrate 
mathematical skills varies widely from student to student. Students pursuing majors that require advanced 
math courses should not be required to take additional math courses. However, most students do not take 
high level math courses. If a waiver exam is implemented it should be rigorous. There are many students 

who lack basic math skills and there students who are unwilling to learn basic math skills. This undermines 
their ability to learn and to solve problems. The "general math" course should focus more on practicing skills 

and less on application. Application of the skills will come in the major courses. 

1 
I like the idea of a base-level math course, but am not wedded to it. Would definitely like it to address things 

like survey reliability, probability (not at an advanced level, just a basic level), etc., and definitely think all 
students should have to take SOME math. 

1 
I think the core needs to be drastically updated (my opposition to the Blue Model) but I'm surprised to find I 
think our current math requirement is probably the best solution to the math/numeracy issue. Use the new 

placement test to find the right course and deliver limited "financial literacy" elsewhere (Cornerstone?). 

1 
Options 1 and 3 seem the same. Call me old-fashioned, but I don't want to reduce the math that students 

take. 

1 

For all these options, it depends what is meant by "minimal competency." If they had to demonstrate fluency 
with quantitative literacy, then I think we could waive other requirements. However, if the minimal 

requirements don't require much knowledge and skill, then I think one of the options in which students have 
to take one or two course in quantitative areas would be beneficial.  

1 
Dump Math in Decision Making. Use an actual math placement test to select an appropriate math course or 

courses for students to reach an acceptable level of skill in this area. 

1 
It's not clear to me that the current course develops students' ability to think critically about how numbers can 
be used to support specious arguments about important issues. Financial literacy is a high school (or junior 

high) course. 

1 
The current system allows us to advise our students regarding the most appropriate math/numeracy 

requirement for our major (Statistics). 

1 
The nature of the competency test should be should be carefully worked out. I'm not sure why the emphasis 

on financial literacy. 

1 
Much like the above comment, our nation is not proficient in math, I think another three hours should be 

required! 

1 
It would be best is all students were required to have math through calculus and statistics, but if this were 

required they would revolt. So at UNI we must acquiesce. 

1 
Mathematics/Numeracy 14. I favor including â€œfinancial literacyâ  €  in the â€œmathematics/numeracyâ  €  

requirement. There is not need, I think, for requiring all students to earn credit for another mathematics 
course after earning creditâ€”perhaps by examinationâ€”for the â€œfoundationalâ  €  course.  

1 
Students who receive a "high" score (what ever that is designated as "proficient") on an math AP exam, 

should not need to take the waiver exam. 

1 
Numeracy at the college level is _remedial_! Mathematics is useful to most students only when taught in a 

context. That context could be general problem solving or discipline/problem-specific. The mathematics 
community has refused to teach in either context and should not be allowed to continue teaching material 
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that is ultimately useless for students. The waiver exam is the most appropriate (and cost-effective) way to 
accomplish this. Students who fail can pay the math folks (or anyone else who wants to offer it) to take a 

"pass-the-math-test" course. 

1 
I definitely believe that the current requirement is sufficient. If students can 'test out,' then I have no problem 

with them not having to take additional courses in this area. 

1 
Mathematics in Decision Making course is often a fluf course now. Our students need a rigorous math 

course, in addition to 3 or 4 years of HS math. 

1 
Do most students need ADVANCED math skills on the job? If yes, then they can take those classes. If no, 

then they shouldn't have to. 

1 

The waiver exam could be written at any level of difficulty. If there is concern that some courses do not caver 
the numeracy goals of 023 (or a revised version of the course), majors should be looked at holistically to see 

whether those goals are achieved. (e.g., business majors will not need a LAC course to achieve financial 
literacy). 

1 
Why is mathematical literacy being tied in with financial literacy? Is this an outgrowth of the 21st century 

skills? How are you going to find this competency exam? How are you going to manage the data and 
notification? This all adds administrative costs to this "testing" version. 

1 
Both students and departments need flexibility. All of this "reform" seems to ignore the practical problems of 

mass offerings of specialized LAC courses. 

1 
Forgive the personal reference, but i (like many professors, i presume) tested out of math as a freshman. 
While delighted at the time, I have thought many, many times since about what I missed and how my own 

education has been diminished because I didn't maintain a sustained mathematics experience. 

1 

I am perfectly fine with students being able to demonstrate the competency in quantitative/financial literacy. I 
would have the bar relatively high but attainable. If this criteria is adopted, I am strongly opposed to students 

being able to pass this exam and then required to take another math class. Why punish students who are 
already prepared for college level mathematics. I am also opposed to students who can take a stats or 

calculus class and that not count for a math literacy requirement. Again if you can take and pass a higher 
level math course why hasn't that student demonstrated competency in math? 

1 

I feel all students should have a strong math foundation. The option that is missing for me is this...all 
students need six hours of mathematics coursework at UNI. IF they pass the waiver exam, they only need 

take three hours...in other words, passing the waiver exam "earns them" three hours...without that incentive, 
I fear you will have students opting for the path of least resistance...and I think part of our goal should be to 

encourage students to take upper division math courses offered at their high school. 

1 
I am a bit troubled by the emphasis on financial literacy in the math category. Math has been a key 

component of the liberal arts forever. Mathematical thinking and reasoning is an important component of 
logic and reasoning. That said, I do think students can fulfill the requirement with an exam or waiver. 

1 
Students do not have the basic math skills for many careers and other courses have to spend time teaching 

basic math skills taking time away from the course. 

1 
I can understand the need for numeracy competency, and my ideas are not meant to slight the quantiative 

and physical sciences. So competencies in this are good -- I suppose it is the "literature" requirement on the 
sciences side! 

 
 

HUMANITIES: There is disagreement about how 
students should be taught about Humanities, 



currently addressed by LAC Category 2A. Please 
indicate your reactions to the following two options. 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

A sequenced, two-semester, 6 hour Western 
Civilization requirement that would have the 
same scope and intent as the existing 9 hour 
Humanities sequence, primarily focused on 

Western culture. 

20.6% 
59 

23.1% 
66 

26.9% 
77 

17.8% 
51 

11.5% 
33 

100%
286 

A sequenced, two-semester, 6 hour "Global 
Humanities" requirement with a global focus 

on history, arts, & culture, including both 
Western and non-Western cultures. 

30.7% 
89 

25.5% 
74 

13.4% 
39 

11.7% 
34 

18.6% 
54 

100%
290 

 

Any feedback on this category? 

 

Count Response 

228 
 

1 Don't try to mix western and non-western. the result will be that non-western is neglected! 

1 Global Humanities may be a tall order for anyone to teach well. 

1 Globalization is actually already old news. 

1 How about 6 hour Global and 3 hour Western? 

1 I doubt that a 6-hour Global Humanities sequence can adequately cover the anticipated content. 

1 I endorse the current LAC model as it exists in Category 2A. 

1 I like the current system for humanities. 

1 It's high time we move beyond "Western" civ. 

1 Keep the current LAC! 

1 Leave the Humanities requirement alone. It works well as is. 

1 Our options are only for less. Who wrote this survey? 

1 PLEASE get rid of the "Western" language and focus on Global. 

1 Previous model of 8 hr split in two was superior 

1 Seriously ...? 

1 The Global Humanities course seems more in keeping with today's demands for global awareness.  
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1 The current "add a class in non-Western Culture and stir" is terrible. 

1 The current program works well.  

1 The status quo is fine. 

1 This category is overrepresented in current set up 

1 Too many hours associated with this category. 

1 We need to reduce it from 9 to 6 and probably to 3 hours for this category. 

1 Western Civilization is an out-of-date concept. 

1 Where is the option to vote for the current model? 

1 Why an increase in 3 hrs of Humanities?? 

1 Why not allow for both options to match student interests and needs. 

1 
Sorry, the lack of a broad historical/cultural context in our students (from H.S. and Comm. Coll. as well as 

the current Humanities classes) makes teaching anything else doubly difficult. This doesn't solve the 
problem but makes it worse. 

1 It is past time to think globally --our students have a very American- centric k-12 experience in most cases. 

1 

Whichever option is selected, the content of the course should be common, public, and early in the students 
career. Common does not be engraved in stone, merely that those teaching have agreed to address a 

common core of material (with perhaps 25% of the course individualized). The entire university faculty could 
rely on and refer to what students learned in humanities as they teach other courses (e.g., writing intensive 

upper division courses). Requires oversight of instructor assignment and approach. 

1 

15. Civilizations and Cultures: Two 3-hour courses for â€œGlobal Humanities,â  €  with focus on history, arts 
& cultures, both Western and non-Western strikes me as impossible, a recipe for superficiality beyond our 

wildest imaginings! Two 3-hour courses for â€œWestern Civilizationâ  €  is no doubt challenging, yet better, I 
think, than the current choice of two of three courses. While literature, philosophy, religion, and the arts as 

well as science no doubt contribute much to these courses, this does not remove need for these subjects or 
fields to have their own dedicated courses in the LAC.  

1 

While I generally don't like set courses created for all students to take, the current humanities courses are 
the model of how this can be done well. These courses work well because the faculty who teach them have 
the freedom to teach their course with theirown perspective. They faculty who teach these courses discuss 
what they do in their section, what reading list are they going to use, what worked well for them and what 

doesn't. This dialog aids the faculty is improving their own class.  

1 
While I generally favor a global perspective in the presentation of civilizations and culture, the "Global 

Humanities" proposal as constituted would inevitably result in a course so broad as to be almost contentless, 
and I do think students should be exposed in more detail to the history and development of their own culture. 

1 
Again, I feel applicable material should win out over appreciation material any day. I remember my 

Humanaties classes as being nothing but worthless. Adult learning principles - teach information that can be 
USED. Majors can take those classes. 

1 Let's keep the present Humanities requirement. It was trimmed several years ago. Let's not erode it further. 

1 What does "Global" mean? How would it be taught? Thematically? Chronologically? Who would teach it? 

1 

In many ways, this is the most problematic category of all. I have long been convinced that the current 
incarnation of these courses is too heavily weighted towards history and philosophy. I think the right number 
of courses is somewhere between Red and Blue BUT I favor the more integrated flavor of Yellow. Sorry to 

be so contrary here...but to be honest, this may be the most important category of all. It deserves some hard 
work on refinement. May I suggest that the arts/literature get more play here? 
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1 
Having a student see only 2 of 3 parts of western civilization is a joke, so the 2-course sequence is 

preferred. And I'd rather students understand western culture before being presented with non-western. 

1 
I think either a general history class (3 hours) or options of different topics of history (3 hours) would be 

sufficient for hunamities and non-western cultures. Students get coursework in high school so I don't think 
they need 6-12 hours of additional coursework, 3-6 hours should be sufficient. 

1 
All three models cut arts and sciences in favor of humanities. How is this a Liberal Arts core? What is the 

justification? The above 6-hour course focuses on both Western and non-western cultures. 

1 
Six hours isn't enough to do either one justice. I lean toward six hours for Western and a similar amount of 

time towards other cultures. 

1 Let's free ourselves from a single focus on Western Civilization. It is so limiting and promotes ignorance. 

1 
global humanities is much too broad - - non-western cultures would lose the specific coverage they get in the 

current system. 

1 

Keping "the same scope and intent" of our current Humanities courses raises an unaddressed problem. 
While all of the discussion around humanities has focused on the history component, the other half of our 
Core Humanities courses is the "Great Books" tradition. This rests on intellectual assumptions which were 
once unquestioningly held in the academy (as close to universally so as one gets in academia), but which 

are highly questionable in today's world. This tradition's committment to reading "whole texts" of "canonical" 
works rests on views about the unity and integrity of texts and the nature of the canon to which many faculty, 

especially younger faculty, no longer subscribe, whether because of multicultural, deconstructive or 
postmodernist critiques or other theoretical perspectives. Any new Humanities courses must be fundamentall 

rethought, not just tweaked from our existing courses. 

1 
I think that it's important to study Western cultures and non-Western cultures together, to draw connections 

across them rather than divide them into camps.  

1 
The humanities courses are very important to the LAC. They provide a broad scope and are rigorous and 

thought-provoking. 

1 The idea that we can sufficiently cover western civ and some non-western civ in 6 hours is not realistic. 

1 Most of our students are quite familiar with Western Civ already, we need to broaden their horizons! 

1 
Global Humanities would be amazing. Can I attend? I'm concerned about doing it in only 2 courses. Let's do 

it in 3 or 4 courses instead. 

1 
Our students likely have more background in western cultures, so a more global focus here would be 

appropriate. 

1 

Our students need more exposure to global cultures, thoughts, history and art. Many come in with limited 
exposure and will be at a disadvantage compared to students from other states that have much more 

diversity/ diversity exposure. They would be much better prepared to interact with a global community as 
well. 

1 
Please leave Category 2A in the present LAC just as it is! It works, and it works well. A Global Humanities 

course (or similar course) sounds more like a high-school course than a 4-year college course. 

1 
Students are ignorant of western culture. This needs to be addressed. Our current program needs to be 

improved in this area. 

1 

The Blue Model is highly Euro-centric and makes only a token reference to "culture and society" in its 
category 5. In a global world, especially one as seemingly insular as rural Iowa, all students should be 
challenged in multiple ways to understand human interaction, thought, religion, and culture from non-

European perspectives in some aim toward making them able to work effectively in multicultural settings 
(including gender, race, class, ethnicity, sexual orientation, religious affiliation, ideology, etc.). 

1 
I am very much for reducing the Humanities courses down to two so that students cover the whole course of 

western civilization. The reality is that most humanities teachers here are not interested in watering those 
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courses down by taking on the world, and I defy you to find any one teaaching non-Western cultures who 
would consider teaching this Global Humanities course. Our students are part of the western heritage. They 
are woefully ignorant of what they are a product of. They also deserve to delve into a foreign culture in some 
depth rather than having the cultures of the world skimmed over all too quickly. If you rdeally want to address 

globalization, then require that students LEARN a foreign language. I dream on. 

1 Global Humanities -- too much to cover in 6 hours. Better to create a 12 hour sequence on World Cultures. 

1 
So of this controversy occurs because people assume that the course is meant to highlight the superiority of 
the West, when it actual fact many texts used are by thinkers who question the values espoused by culture. I 

assume that is what goes on in the sequence I favor.  

1 
I do worry that an introduction to "global humanities" would serve to essentialize other cultures in our 

students' minds.  

1 
I don't oppose the idea of "global humanities" in theory, but in practice I don't see who is going to teach 

those, and I think it's too much material to cover in two courses. Stick with western civ. 

1 
There is WAY too much to cover--no way you can fit the important content of Western Civ plus the rest of the 

world in a two-semester sequence. 

1 
Non-Western is essential and indeed perhaps more valuable for our students than a study of Western 

culture (despite the apparent benefits of self-examination). 

1 
Knowledge is the basis of critical thinking. I wouldn't support any option that trades Western Culture courses 

for Global emphasis courses (making these areas an either/or proposition). 

1 
We live in the 21st century in a highly global society and we need to prepare our students for the complexity 

of the world they live in. 

1 
As far as I can see in my classes, the current requirements do little in terms of students' knowledge of 

Western civilization. 

1 
I would favor keeping the nine hours of humanities courses. A sequenced, two-semester requirement on 
Western civilization AND a (non-sequenced) three-hour course on current events. Students need to learn 

how to read and interpret what is going on in our world. 

1 

Global education is essential in today's world. Students need to be more aware of all the ways in which the 
world has become interconnected. They need to learn how the advancement of third world countries impacts 

them where they are and they need to understand the reality for what life is like for people outside of their 
little portion of the world. 

1 
With this requirement students should be encourage to satisfy this through a study abroad experience 

involving western and non-westerns cultures. 

1 
1st, we are a country largely derivative of Western Civilization, and 2nd, the interface between Western Civ 

and Global Humanities could/should be the focus of much of the "thinking critically about issues" work 
mentioned earlier? 

1 

To fulfill the intent of the second option here would require at least a 12 hour sequence. Students need to 
know from whence they came in order to understand their place in the world and our students are not aware 
of their past. As Karl Jaspers stated: "Who I am, Where I am, and where I belong I first learned to know from 
the mirror of history." The basic courses in the humanities is the basis for everything else that comprises the 

LAC. 

1 

A two-semester Global Humanities course would be nothing more than high school World Civ that gets 
college credit. Students will live out their lives as citizens of the world, but as part of Western civilization. 

They mus learn about the ideas, history, literature, and beliefs of their civilization. Furthermore, the Western 
Civilization course looks like it may be the only time they're ever exposed to the works of Western literature, 
the beliefs of Western religion, or the events of Western history during their four years here. If we dilute that, 

then we are most certainly NOT a "leading undergraduate liberal arts institution". 

1 Western Civilization (European Humanities) is tried and true. Global Humanities is too PC for my taste and 
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open to all sorts of bizarre approaches 

1 Itis not clear whether this will need to be a sequence; students might have some choices in emphases/ 

1 
Students must understand the radical shifts in political and economic power taking place in the world now, 

which has important implications for our everyday lives as citizens of the U.S. 

1 
Ideally, I would like a four-course sequence of Humanities. Doing Westen Humanities in 2 courses squeezes 

a lot of material in a small package. Global would squeeze even more.  

1 
Although global humanities is a great idea, I cannot get my head around how in 6 hours the cultural heritage 
of the WORLD could be addressed in any meaningful way while also having students read primary sources.  

 
 

NON-WESTERN CULTURES: There are a variety of 
ways proposed to cover non-western cultures (the 
current LAC Category 2B). Please indicate your 
reactions to the following possible options. 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

The current method of taking 3 hours 
looking at one non-western country. 

18.6% 
53 

22.8% 
65 

29.5% 
84 

20.4% 
58 

8.8% 
25 

100%
285 

A 6 hour global culture/heritage course 
sequence, in addition to the 6 hour western 

civilization humanities sequence. 

10.5% 
30 

15.7% 
45 

18.5% 
53 

31.5% 
90 

23.8% 
68 

100%
286 

A 3 hour "Global Issues and Perspectives" 
course, in addition to the 6 hours western 

civilization humanities sequence. 

9.4% 
27 

25.8% 
74 

21.3% 
61 

22.6% 
65 

20.9% 
60 

100%
287 

Relying on the 6 hours Global Humanities 
sequence to cover this area, as described in 

Item 15 above. 

14.6% 
42 

17.7% 
51 

19.4% 
56 

21.5% 
62 

26.7% 
77 

100%
288 

 

Any feedback on this category? 
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1 Again I strongly believe in a rich Global Humanities sequence. 
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1 Again, my options are the same or MORE! I want less. 

1 Are we adding LAC hours to our majors!  

1 Continue with the current LAC! 

1 I don't like "Global Humanities" What does this mean??? 

1 If needed, adjust the present LAC structure. 

1 Just makes sense to blend this with the Global Humanities sequence. 

1 Keep the hours cut back in these areas. 

1 No clue what "global culture/heritage" means, and doubt that anyone could teach it well 

1 Or 3 hours Global Humanites, 3 hour Western, and 3 hour Global Issues? 

1 Please emphasize Transnational as global and local, as current research does. 

1 Rename "non-western cultures"!!! 

1 See above. 

1 The current method looks at a "civilization" not just a "country" as the question states.  

1 We need more global education, not less! 

1 What does "Global" mean? 

1 see above 

1 too much cultures 

1 

If we stick with 6 hours of Western Civ (aka Humanties), then I would recommend that students take 3hrs 
focused on one Non-Western country AND 3hrs on some global/transnational issue. If we replace the 6 hrs 
of Western Civ with a truly "Global Humanities" course, then they still need 3 hrs focusing one one specific 

cultural region (which could include Europe). Students need BOTH to study one particular (unfamiliar) 
culture in depth AND to develop a sense of the interconnections among world societies.  

1 
If the classes don't focus on specific cultures, they will end up lumping non-western cultures together - 

creating an east v. west dynamic that tends to view non-west as the "other" 

1 

The current system is actually not based on "countries"--Africa, for example, is not a "country." If, by "6 hour 
global...sequence" you mean a choice from a selection of different civilizations, that might be best. If, 
however, you mean a single uniform sequence covering the whole planet (i.e., world civ), that would 

represent a dumbing down of the program and a loss of expertise. Students should indeed learn about the 
glories of Western Civilization--and they should have some exposure to other comparable civilizations, which 

are much more than just "issues" or problems for America.  

1 
The 6 hour requirement is ideal--I would like to see the courses be broken into regions rather than country-

specific. Again, the 6 hour Global Humanities requirement just doesn't work. 

1 
I very strongly endorse the LAC Category 2B as it currently stands. This is a hallmark of UNI and is critical to 

ensuring that our students can understand the larger world. 

1 
I believe that students gain a lot more from a thorough look at one non-western culture, taught by an expert 

in that culture, rather than some general mishmash of global issues. 

1 
Non-western cultures are important, but the global humanities sequence would be a good idea for covering 

multiple cultures. 

1 I think either a general history class (3 hours) or options of different topics of history (3 hours) would be 
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sufficient for hunamities and non-western cultures. Students get coursework in high school so I don't think 
they need 6-12 hours of additional coursework, 3-6 hours should be sufficient. 

1 The current program works well. The other options add credits and/or add shallow "current events" material.  

1 
Allow for articulation and integration with majors on campus! Once survey course can be supplemented with 

upper level and major related coursework. 

1 

16. Non-Western Cultures: It would be OK, I think, to include here some (a few?) other courses besides 
courses devoted to one non-western country (or region or continent!). Comparative study of different cultures 

is not less valuable than more comprehensive study of what is supposedly one culture. A course in world 
religions might well address learning outcomes identified for this LAC areas as perhaps would a â€œglobal 

issues and perspectivesâ  €  category. Further, global culture and traditions, literatures, and arts may be and 
can be included in other courses such as courses devoted to the fine arts.  

1 
As part of faculty development around non western cultures... it is important to integrate environmental 

history of western and non western cultures into these courses... societies who did not pay attention to their 
environment and decreased options or wiped themselves out... 

1 

My only comment on this category is that I do believe that all students are required to take a non-western 
course, even students not from a non-western country. Students from the middle east could take a course on 
India or Japan for example. If the goal is to have a more "global" perspective, then have all students expand 

their perspective. 

1 
Please do not weave this into another course/courses. It should stand alone as an intensive introduction to a 

non-western country. Remember, we live in a globalizing world in which China will soon dominate 
economically and perhaps in other ways. 

1 

The current version of the requirement is perhaps the least successful aspect of our curriculum. I almost 
used the word 'stupidest.' There has to be some better integration with the Humanities category. This one is 
going to be difficult to resolve and I'm afraid I have no concrete suggestions, but the compartmentalization 

that currently exists does not seem appropriate. If we are interested in 'globalization,' how can we look at the 
world in pieces? 

1 
Understanding a global perspective is an important skill for tomorrow's graduates, however, why require 
them to take extra courses in non-western cultures by slicing courses from other fields such as science? 

1 
Combining Humanities/Western Civ and Non-western cultures with Ameria, Diversity, etc. categories in the 
Blue model is 18 hrs. of this type of course work. I'd like to see less of this and more focused on a "global" 

framework. 

1 
"Global Humanities" has lots of problems (see above). Stay with a serious focus on one country or culture as 

is the case in the current LA 

1 
Please leave Category 2B alone. It works well, is managed well at UNI, and is taught by dedicated faculty. It 

achieves at least every bit as much as the alternatives presented in the 3 proposed plans. 

1 

With all the talk of a "Global 21st Century" we cannot dilute our education of our students in non-Western 
culture by mixing it into a shallow 6-hour "Global Humanities" requirement. What they need is at least a 3-
hour course exposing them to the literature, history, and thought of a non-Western culture, or preferably 

more than one 3-hour course, each in a different culture. This is essential if we're serious about becoming 
that leading undergraduate liberal arts institution that we say we want to be. 

1 
Sequencing courses will lock in students and create scheduling problems. Keep the LAC curriculum flexible 

for students and faculty. Offering course sequences would make sense when developing writing skills. 

1 

They should study one culture that really blows their mind and makes them realize how different cultures 
frame the world differently. That is the necessary experience, not to quickly and superficially cover a lot of 
different parts of the world. We are not talking about teaching all different kinds of global ecosystems and 

how they work. 

1 
I find it unacceptable that the committee would propose to increase these requirements without even thinking 

of ways to reform and/or offer health/wellness information. 



Count Response 

1 

"Global culture," "global heritage," global issues," "global perspectives," "global humanities," "global 
anything." I suppose the word "global" is supposed to give legitimacy to whatever it is applied to. But in terms 
of offering a legitimate course of study to college students, "global" tends to mean "we're not sure what we're 
doing with this but it sounds good." "Global" doesn't hold up to "non-western country." I'd stick with the first 

suggestion 

1 
I prefer this, especially if the focus is on critical perspectives, related to earlier course work on thinking 

critically about issues. 

1 
Again some flexibility in the hours in each category might be possible. At least one course in non-western or 

global cultures 

1 
As with question 16, our students need to have a perspective to look at the world in which they live, but they 
also need at least the beginning of an understanding of the rest of the world. The proposed six hour global 

culture/heritage course sequence plus the 3 hour non-western course would be good. 

1 
Again, the material in the course should be common to all sections/versions (with perhaps 25% 

individualized). Requires oversight of instructor assignment and approach. 

1 
Our students have very, very limited knowledge of rudimentary geography. This category appears to be 

confined to culture, but I think our students have a near desperate need for global geographic "literacy." The 
perspectives approach might necessarily bring them some greater awareness of basic geography. 

1 

I'd say that sociologists, political scientists, historians, etc. could all teach "global issues and perspectives". 
Here, as far as global culture/heritage, I'd support that if it was a sort of rotating basis (e.g. sub-saharan 
Africa, South Asia, East Asia, Latin America, Central Asia, Middle East) rather than an attempt to cover 

everything in one course. 

1 

Twelve hours of humanities skews the LAC too much in this direction. The division between "Western" and 
"non-Western" is untenable fot the 21st century, It does not align with UNI's commitment to global education, 

and does not adequately prepare our students for the world into which they will graduate, A western civ. 
humanities course coupled with a non-Western social science course is a disaster. It would teach out 

students to see Westerners as makers of "culture" and non-Westerners as objects of study. No amounf of 
well intentioned culturally senesitive teachign can un do the dmage done by this, for our students learn more 

from what we DO than from what we SAY. 

1 
If we have to go 9 hours of humanites (20% of the core) we should concentrate on "global" approaches. All 
three models seem awfully western-centric (right down to the "non-western" labels). 12 hours of humanities 

is outrageous in the face of 6 for the arts and 7 for the sciences.  

1 
Let's do Global Humanities in 3 or 4 courses; I don't think we can cover all of it in just 2 courses. We can do 

one a year for 4 years to spread it throughout the college experience--beautiful. 

1 

Why should "science" be an integral part of a Non-Western Cultures course or a course on "culture?" Does 
not "science" transcend the Western/non-Western cultural divide? Are there faculties who have in-depth 

knowledge of all the subjects such as literature, art, science, philosophy, religion...that will be covered in the 
Non-Western Cultures courses?  

1 
My preference would be for the 6 hours of Global Issues and Perspectives and then the option of 3 hours in 

either Western heritage or some non-western country. 

1 
We need to find ways to expand the student's knowledge of non-Western civilizations in addition to a solid 

knowledge of the West.  

1 

Students should be encouraged to satisfy this requirement with an international experience. LAC 
requirements should be structured so students can accomplish many of them while abroad so students will 
not lose time toward graduation with study abroad experiences. LAC should be organized to move students 

toward studying abroad. 

 
 



AMERICA: While there is agreement that our students 
should learn more about the United States - its 
culture, history, and political system, among other 
things - there is disagreement about what should be 
taught and how related requirements should be 
structured. Please indicate your reactions to the 
following alternatives. 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

A 3 hour "American Experience" or 
"American Culture/Heritage" requirement 
that would encompass various integrative 

courses on these topics. 

26.4% 
77 

33.6% 
98 

20.5% 
60 

7.5% 
22 

12.0% 
35 

100%
292 

A 3 hour "Diversity Issues in the U.S." 
requirement that would encompass various 

courses on this topic. 

12.3% 
36 

20.5% 
60 

24.0% 
70 

21.6% 
63 

21.6% 
63 

100%
292 

 

Any feedback on this category? 
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1 Can "culture" be taught in a class? 

1 Diversity issues MUST be integral to any course.  

1 Don't students get enough 'Civics' in high school? 

1 Either of these two suggestion sounds good to me. 

1 How is such a course different from western civ?  

1 I favor the current model for the LAC 

1 I would drop the capstone requirement and add this in the current LAC. 

1 I would keep issues current. What are they going to face in the job market today?  

1 Not enough here, history, context, and political process (citizenship) are crucial 

1 The transnational conversation was informative in this regard. 

1 This is very nebulous. What do you actually want them to know? 
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1 there is no one american experience... from whose perspective would this be taught? 

1 
even better take US history to/since 1877. our students are minimally competent in the history of their own 

country 

1 

Yes, students DO (most emphatically) need to know more about American history and American 
government. Why don't we simply make them take a course in American history and a course in American 

Politics? Trying to lump American history, politics and then adding culture to it (and "among other things:!), in 
one three hour course, does not provide suitable depth appropriate to university level education. The 

"American Experience" is too broad to be functional. Students come to a university so that they can take 
history from historians and learn about political systems from political scientists. Don't make historians teach 

politics and vice-versa; this is not using the human resources of the university in a way that is 1) useful to 
students, and 2) satisfying to faculty. Take advantage of the expertise of faculty - and they can instill a love 
of learning for their discipline, or at the very least an appreciation of it, in their students. UNI faculty are here 
because they love to teach; those who don't typically aren't going to stay. An LAC should be composed of 

survey courses of disciplines, not a survey course of combined disciplines. Before one can be 
interdisciplinary (a laudable goal), one must first be disciplinary. Part of the value having a liberal arts core is 
so that students can begin to connect the lines, so to speak. They begin to understand the connectedness of 
the liberal arts as they progress through the core. It may take them some time to realize the goal of a liberal 
arts education -and it even may be years after they leave. But, people educated in the liberal arts will see 

that connectedness and understand its immense value - and we should aid them in what must at least in part 
be a process of self-discovery.  

1 

U.S. History is my academic area, so I have strong feelings here. The existing American Civilization 
approach within the current LAC gives instructors several possible options within a reasonable framework. 

The "Diversity Issues" approach proposed above is too prescriptive. Diversity is but one component of 
American Civilization. As Arthur Schlesinger brilliantly observed: We need more "unum" and less "e pluribus" 

in our understanding of the American experience. 

1 
Both of your proposals completely miss the American culture. Where is freedom, republicanism, capitalism, 
self reliance, adaptation, American exceptionalism, etc? "Diversity issues" - The country was not founded or 

built by diversity. It was built by focus, common goals, and common interests. 

1 
I think 'diversity issues' is an important meta-topic to discuss in an American Heritage course, but it isn't the 

only important thing nor, perhaps, even the most important thing to know about our heritage. 

1 I would like to see diversity infused in multiple courses. Please do not use "American" if you mean U.S. 

1 
I'm not really sure I think that learning more about the USA is an important enough objective to be included 

in the LAC, given the need to be economical with the students' time. 

1 Our future requires progress builing on our similarities, on a deeper understanding of what we share. 

1 
Just look at the PBS American Experience ... so fantastic... so many issues about how we became who we 

are... 

1 
I don't think we want various courses in this area. Let's decide what students need to learn and teach it to all 

of them. 

1 

In my view, we should seriously reconsider using the word "American" in *any* course if it will focus only on 
the U.S. The term "America" encompasses far more than the U.S. (since it obviously includes other North 

American countries as well as Central and South American countries). We wouldn't want to promote or 
reinforce ethnocentric thinking by using the rubric of "America" to refer only to the U.S. I'm not sure why we'd 
want to focus exclusively on the U.S., particularly given its interdependence with other regions but, if we do 

make this choice, we should have U.S. in the title of these courses rather than "American."  

1 
Diversity could be one of the options under the first option. The course should be focused (students choose 

the focus), not a survey of different aspects.  

1 
How about regular American History and political Science courses and occasional special topics/issues 

courses? 
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1 
It is incredibly problematic to call this category "American Experience" unless you are talking about all 

Americans (those who reside in North and South America) which I assume is not the intent of this category.  

1 
Either one would do - it will be the content of the course(s) that make this valuable or not. While l love 

"integrative" it's difficult to do! 

1 

These courses are going to be watered down and will not be able to be taught with sufficient expertise to be 
rigorous. Sociologists are not political scientists, political scientists aren't sociologists, and neither of them 

are historians, etc. We are experts in particular things. Please do not expect us to be able to become expert 
enough in other disciplines to teach strong, useful courses. The "diversity issues" course wanders well away 
from what we should be focused on in the LAC. I also don't like the course description of the Diversity Issues 

course. Though of course I agree that part of our job is to expose students to an array of opinions and to 
educate them about the diverse populations that play a part of the U.S., that does not translate to inculcating 
appreciation of diversity in the way that I think the course envisions it. If students get exposed to these ideas 
and come away enlightened, that's great. If not, then so be it. It's a free country, and people are free to hold 

views that conflict with our own values. 

1 

Students need to understand that the United States history they learned in High School (if learned there at 
all) or through television/movies is inaccurate and from the angle of the winners. A course on "Diversity 

Issues" should be integrative of the History of the US and how those historical events have major 
consequences to current "issues" in "diversity." 

1 The focus of the "Diversity Issues in the U.S." requirement is too narrow. Students need context. 

1 Both of these seem open-ended enough that there would be a lot of variety of courses and approaches. 

1 
Where is American Government? A firm grasp of that seems essential. I don't see the need to cover 

American culture as an academic topic; they can pick that up if they are interested. Certainly not with an 
upper cap on total LAC hours and fewer hours proposed in the sciences.  

1 
Diversity in the United States should be addressed as part of a LAC course. It should not be the main topic 

of the only LAC course that focuses on the United States.  

1 

Diversity issues in the U.S. is doesn't seem to be situated in a larger context - it would be a much more 
powerful course to have an American Culture/Heritage course which makes the experiences of all 

Americans central to understanding American Culture - that is a good American culture class should make 
diversity a key topic -and that could be in the course description. 

1 

I would argue that this is one of the few areas of the proposed LAC which receives at least minimally 
adequate coverage at the high school level and therefore should be a lower priority for the LAC. If we do 
choose to teach a course on the US, it should certainly encompass the wide variety of perspectives and 

experiences that make up this country's heritage and not privilege a WASP perspective. I would also point 
out that it is inappropriate to use the term "American" when we are talking only about the U.S. 

1 
I am strongly in favor of students taking more history, politics, sociology, literature, and music courses. 

However, I am not sure that this is the way to accomplish that. 

1 
This is a no-brainer. Our students are high-school graduates. They have been immersed in this in high 

school. Let's challenge them at the UNIVERSITY of Northern Iowa. 

1 
Who "agrees that the students need to learn more about the U.S".? I think global understanding is what is 
lacking. Plenty of U.S.A. in secondary school. Nice if we could fit this but we can't. Aren't we a "Western 

Culture"? Iowa students need to be able to understand OTHER cultures and societies. 

1 
Pretty much everyone recognizes that our students don't know much about the United States. Before any 

kind of diversity appreciation can be achieved, the students must have a firm foundation in American history 
and values generally. 

1 
I want to be clear about the critical nature of including courses that cover diversity and cultural competence 

in the USA and the global community. 

1 
Simply from a marketing point of view, a course labeled "American Experience" would be more appealing/ 

less threatening to UNI students while covering the same ground. Attention MUST be paid in these courses 
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to indigenous peoples on whose land we live and the ongoing struggles they face for economic, linguistic, 
and cultural survival. 

1 
"Diversity" is too limiting a qualification on this course. There is so much in the American experience, the 

individual instructor should be able to choose their own approac 

1 
What does "American" refer to? --- the US? North American? (I assume that it does not refer to South 

America.) I would suggest changing the name to model understanding that "America" goes beyond the U.S. 

1 

I oppose "diversity issues" as a separate course because diversity MUST be central to any course on the 
"American Experience." To do otherwise would suggest that diversity and "American Experience" are 

mutually exclusive. Is not American Culture itself a product of diversity? This question reflects some old 
thinking on the subject. 

1 
If you are not teaching diversity, you are not teaching American culture! We shouldn't ghettoize diversity into 

a specialized class, but it should infuse our understanding of our whole culture. Anything else simply 
reinforces white privilege.  

1 

Why not take a look at already existing courses that could also satisfy this category. I do not think that it is 
our job to teach a civics course that should be a part of their High School curriculum. I am fully aware that 
students might come to UNI without some of this knowledge but why are we not trying to elevate our K-12 
curriculum so students come to the university with this knowledge. The University experience should be to 
expand this knowledge to be taught by historians or political scientists. If a student has an interest in the 

Revolutionary War, I would consider such a history course on this period to be a course on the "American 
Experience".  

1 

Diversity themes and issues should be integrated into the main curriculum of the LAC. A diversity issues 
course marginalizes the subject matter and builds student resistance. Diversity is most compellingly 

addressed in courses when students see it at the center of their learning about topics rather than as point of 
focus divorced from other things.  

1 

A "leading undergraduate liberal arts institution" teaches its students about their own literature, history, 
institutions, and culture as well as those of te West and the globe, and any such course on America 
necessarily treats diversity. To pretend that we can ignore all else about America except the issue of 

diversity does a huge disservice to our students and to our mission. 

1 
I'd ask the people who teach this how to teach it best, but I'd hate to see our students spending more time in 

humanities at the expense of being more well rounded (i.e., cutting science and personal wellness). 

1 
I think this category needs to have as one of its primary goals educating for active citizenship. The 

history/complex issues behind current trends and controversies in the U.S. today. 

1 
An American Experience course MIGHT have value, but I need to see much more about what it would 

encompass. If adopted, it should be added to the present LAC program. It should NOT replace any part of 
the current LAC program. 

1 

Again, to oppose option two is not to oppose diversity. It's only to say that diversity issues should not replace 
the only course that might fill the astonishing gap in students' knowledge about the history, political process, 

and general idea of civics in the country in which they dwell right now. Without that knowledge, they lack 
context with which to really understand what diversity is and how to appreciate it. 

1 

I don't like the idea of assigning one "diversity" course--it gives the impression that issues of diversity will be 
covered there so we don't need to worry about incorporating diversity into all we do. Diversity should be a 

component of the American Experience/Culture/Heritage course as well as several others courses proposed 
in the revised core. 

1 

The problem here is that the word 'diversity' has become too specific in its reading. How can one discuss the 
history of America without discussing slavery; the Irish; the WASPs; Chinese immigration; Japanese 
internment; Jews; Quakers; labor relations; the poor; the rich; gays; and any number of other diverse 

constituencies? However, as soon as you call it 'diversity,' it seems to limit the discussion to issues of race.  

1 
While diversity is an important issue, I don't think it is important enough to merit its own course. I would 

prefer to incorporate diversity issues into an American Experience type of course. 



Count Response 

1 

17. America [U.S.] Comprehensive acquaintance with our countryâ€™s history and culture sure seems 
desirable, yet both options listed here seem quite vague, and neither insures that any of the â€œvarious 
coursesâ  €  would attend to more than a small part of the history, culture, and political system of the U.S. 

Might some students have already acquired comprehensive acquaintance with the history, political system, 
and culture of the U.S. in high school? Might encouraging a credit or waiver by examination be appropriate 

here? 

1 
We do want our students to leave UNI knowing the basics, for example, of how the US Gov works. But that 

could be achieved via either approach. 

1 

It's not a bad idea to require material that focuses on the United States. However, any course should 
assume, i.e., have as a prerequisite, material that students should have learned in high school. This should 
be a college level course, not a replacement for a basic civics class that students should have already had. 

Alternatively, we could just hand out DVDs of Schoolhouse Rock. 
http://www.schoolhouserock.tv/America.html (which would also facilitate student outcomes assessment, 

which seems to be the main motivating force behind a lot of the LAC proposals).  

1 

I find that students do not understand our culture, history, and political system. They have not generalized 
the knowledge from K-12 and that is essential to being an educated person in our society. There should be a 

course (again with common and public knowledge) that all students take. It would consolidate US student 
knowledge and provide a useful experience of international students. Requires oversight of instructor 

assignment and approach. 

1 
I believe students should be required to take a 3-hour U.S. government course AND a 3-hour U.S. history 
course to make them more informed citizens. OR Students should take a 6-hour U.S. government/history 

sequence.  

1 
Discontinue the use of the antiquated term "America" and instead us US to refer to the USA. American refers 
to both South and North America. This use of "America" is quite ethnocentric and outdated. Diversity should 

be integrated throughout, not relegated to any one class. 

1 
Sounds like we are trying to fix the failures of K-12 education. Here's a suggestion that will save substantial 
funds and resources and still accomplish the same results. Have the student buy the American Experience 

videos from PBS and then write a paper in their writing/oral cornerstone class. 

1 

I object to the title "American" since American applies more broadly than just the US. ("The American...." is 
even worse.) I prefer an integrative approach to studying diversity. That is, incorporating diversity across the 

curriculum rather than focusing one class on diversity. Also, a diversity-oriented course in the LAC will be 
incredibly hard to teach and potentially place faculty in a political situation that research shows is quite 

daunting. An integrative approach is better.  

1 
Diversity may be important, but it is not synonymous with the American experience Without knowing course 

titles and contents, it is hard to say 

1 
Neither of the proposed courses would provide a coherent understanding of American Civilization and 

History. 

1 
Really what they need is remedial civics and history. If you want to call that "American Heritage" okay, but I 

shy away from thematic courses that should probably be focusing on basics core knowledge. 

1 
Either approach but the course is not on "American" anything but on the US culture I think. Canadians are a 
bit tired of not being considered part of America and Latin Americans are for sure wanting the name back. 

1 Although I'm supportive of learning diversity issues, an entire course dedicated to this topic is excessive. 

 
 

DIVERSITY:  Diversity is a major goal area of UNI's 
strategic plan and is addressed in various ways by 



our proposed models. Please indicate your reactions 
to the following ideas. 

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
oppose 

Total 

A three hour "Diversity Issues in the U.S." 
requirement that would encompass various 

courses devoted to the topic. 

10.0% 
29 

16.6% 
48 

22.1% 
64 

23.9% 
69 

27.3% 
79 

100%
289 

Addressing diversity through courses and 
parts of courses that are included in various 

LAC proposed or current categories (e.g., 
Non-Western Cultures, Social Science, 

America). 

28.8% 
84 

37.3% 
109 

14.4% 
42 

10.3% 
30 

9.2% 
27 

100%
292 

Not including a specific diversity requirement 
in the LAC on the grounds that it is more 

effectively addressed through student affairs 
and other extra-curricular activities across 

campus. 

18.1% 
52 

15.0% 
43 

17.8% 
51 

26.8% 
77 

22.3% 
64 

100%
287 

 

Any feedback on this category? 

 

Count Response 

238 
 

1 A University is 'de facto' one of the most diverse communities on the planet!  

1 All courses in most catagories should have inclusion of "diversity" in its requirements. 

1 Diversity should be infused throughout the entire curriculum! 

1 Diversity should be integrated across the curriculum and not singled out in one or two courses.  

1 Diversity should be integrative to ALL courses in the LAC...math and natural sciences included. 

1 I do not support a specific "diversity" requirement. I do not know what diversity is. 

1 Isn't this the point of the Non-Western Civ requirement currently on the books? 

1 The more you emphasize our differences, the longer they will persist. 

1 This theme should run through all classes and be presented in a variety of ways. 

1 UNI needs diversity in its academic experiences and cultural opportunities! 

1 can "diversity" be taught in a class? 

1 don't add more hours - total 
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1 the last paragraph above is a good summary of my thoughts on this... 

1 
I favor tempering our preoccupation with diversity unless differences can be balanced with similarities (we 

are all immigrant, for example), strategic solutions to problems, and hope. 

1 
Again, better integration and encouragement between professional preparation (majors) and LAC concepts 
are needed. The majors on campus that want to add diversity related course content have no room if LAC is 

not reduced in size. 

1 
Address it through student affairs and activities--are you serious? Develop a course to cover diversity 

already. However, I'm not sure we should limit it to just the U.S. 

1 
There is a dearth of diversity on this campus and in our courses--this concept should be integrated 

thoroughly into the curriculum. 

1 
Diversity as extracurricular?? What a total cop out!!! If we aren't integrating diverse perspectives and 

experiences in ALL of our curriculum then we are failing as a liberal arts institution.  

1 

This could be in place of the non-Western category. Also, diversity should be included in other categories 
rather than marking it off as a separate category of its own. It would seem to me that teaching humanities, 

American Civilization, literature, oral comm, and fine arts classes should see an integration of diversity 
issues in the courses. 

1 Make sure any such course is a course in diversity, and not a presentation of political correctness. 

1 This answer, combined with item #17, I guess means that I favor the Diversity Issues in the US course! 

1 
Appreciating and respecting the diversity of individuals cannot be forced. People don't like that. Providing 
students, faculty, and staff members opportunities to interact and learn about one another outside of the 

traditional classroom should be encouraged.  

1 
I teach diversity in my classes....why can't we include those issues in current classes instead of making 

seperate ones?? 

1 
We do not need a specific diversity requirement in the LAC. It is best presented in Non-western Cultures, 
Social Sciences (e.g. World Geography, regional geography courses), and the Cornerstone and selected 

Capstone courses. 

1 
I think we need to be mindful that many of the students who attend UNI do not recognize diversity in its 

broadest sense--that we are all diverse. They need to experience multiple ways to be aware of diversity as 
well as how to function in diverse groups. 

1 

Diversity must be included in the curriculum and cannot be relegated to extra-currcicular activities. With no 
diversity requirement we would fail to meet our obligations as public educators and give the lie to UNI's 

"Diversity Matters" claim. One and two above are necessary complements to each other. Diversity must be 
both mainstreamed and specifically tageted for its meaning and signficance to take hold. A significant body 

of research demonstrates this. 

1 
We need diversity education, but separating it out is much like having "history or special days, weeks or 
months" - that separates out the diverse groups. Why could not diversity be included in "The American 

Experiences" and in courses that address globalization? 

1 
Virtually all of the current CSBS courses within the LAC address components of diversity, e.g. race, class, 

gender, economics or sexual orientation. Let's stay with that approach, supplemented by programing through 
Student Affairs, rather than creating a course we don't need and might backfire.  

1 

I think all issues covered in the survey thus far -- writing, critical thinking, numeracy, diversity, humanities -- 
need to be integrated throughout the LAC, not just in any single course. That said, I also understand we 
need to ensure students are exposed regularly to these issues and have the opportunity to engage with 
them, so I feel it is appropriate to at least designate some areas/ clusters that would be required to meet 

these expectations. 

1 I would prefer something that focused more on global cultural competency rather than diversity. Students live 
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in a borderless world and need to be prepared to deal with that reality. Again this would open up LAC to 
students gaining LAC credit while studying abroad. 

1 
Special clear provisions should be made for international experiences (study, research, internships abroad) 

that would count for this area of LAC. 

1 
Perhaps students could be sensitized to this AND OTHER important topics (such as citizenship) in the first-

year experience, and encouraged to make it the topic of their written and oral communication projects. 

1 

The concept that diversity is sufficiently covered by optional extracurricular activities is absolutely appalling. 
Extra-curricular activities do not provide in-depth study and academic rigor. It's like claiming that two weeks 

as a tourist in a foreign country should be allowed to substitute for the Non-Western requirement. I would like 
to see diversity incorporated throughout a number of relevant courses. 

1 
Diversity is something needed by people over 40. It is irrelevant to anyone younger because they are 

already living it.  

1 
Diversity needs to be integrated into as much of the LAC as possible, not separated out into a special 

course. 

1 

Developing intercultural sensitivity is a developmental process that must go beyond policy and programs. 
The latter will have little transformational effect if individual's do not go through an educational process that 

develops their own intercultural sensitivity. Thus, courses that have the latter as their goal are of utmost 
importance. 

1 
Issues of "diversity" (and inequality) could and should be addressed in a large percentage of UNI courses 

and in most, if not all, UNI majors.  

1 
Addressing diversity in as many LAC courses as possible, is desirable. However, this is not just a matter for 
social sciences and non-western culture courses. Courses in art, literature, philosophy, music, ethics, etc. 

also address diversity issues. Don't limit students' choices.  

1 

The comment at one of the forums that we want students "thinking progressively about diversity" only raises 
suspicions that the intent is to lead the students via "discussions" and "critical thinking" to pre-determined 
conclusions, i.e., what to think rather than improving their thinking skills. Studying "diversity" is fine, but I 

have not seen it done well as a top-down requirement.  

1 
I'm concerned with infusion of diversity in classes by people with no training, no stomach for or even 

opposition to the idea. I speak from a certain amount of experience here! 

1 Sustainability is also a major issue on our campus. Why is it not addressed with diversity priviliged instead? 

1 Diversity is one of the core issues faced in the 21st century and must be at the heart of the liberal arts. 

1 
I think our students would gain some important perspective on diversity by increasing the diversity on 

campus. Teaching it in a classroom at the expense of other fields is ill advised. 

1 
This topic is appropriate to the LAC, but should be embedded in various courses including the Humanities 

and Fine Arts. 

1 
Faculty development opportunities in past years have supported the second option above and should 

continue to be offered to faculty in the new LAC.  

1 

18. Diversity: Rather than establishing a separate course dedicated to â€œdiversityâ  €  within the LAC, how 
about integrating â€œdiversityâ  €  in a variety of LAC courses by including this topic in category learning 
outcomes wherever applicable? This component of UNIâ€™s Strategic Plan is, of course, also addressed 

within major/minor programs.  

1 Many textbooks (in my fine arts field at least) address cultural diversity and is explored as a part of the class. 

1 
"Diversity" at UNI is becoming institutional racism. This is an abomination and has no place on this, or any 

other, university campus 

1 Again, we can't relegate diversity to one course and we can't ignore it in the curriculum by saying student 
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affairs needs to handle it. Important concepts and skills (diversity, critical thinking, writing) must be 
INTEGRATED throughout the new core or it's not worth pretending we are have a new core. 

1 

Studying diversity in the context of other courses will be much more effective than looking at in as a stand-
alone experience. Students need to view this issue in its historical/cultural/contemporary contexts and figure 

out what they think. A stand alone course also runs the risk of becoming something of an indoctrination 
experience, or at least perceived as such by students. 

1 
Once again, we avoid dealing with diversity as a serious university wide issue and delegate it to other parts 
of the university. Include both a critical thinking about diversity class and follow up classes in several areas 

1 
I support the current LAC and I believe that existing courses in categories such as 2B, 3B, 5A, and 5C 

strongly support the university's diversity mission. 

1 

I do not oppose the creation of a course such as "Diversity Issues in the US" and it would be a fine as a 
course that could be taken to satisfy the "American Experience". I am very opposed to creating a course for 
all students to take. Diversity can be incorporated into other classes. And I can see using a course like the 

one mention to satisfy two LAC requirements, diversity and the american experience but why create a 
course just on "diversity"especially if there are other courses that already exist.  

1 
Diversity of thought and approaches should be integrated into everything we teach and do...(especially 

accounting for the diversity of immune systems of students, faculty, elderly, disabled, those who just 
undergone chemo... on campus as UNI sprays the lawns like hell) 

1 
Again, resources need to be considered for this. Aside from that, I just don't see how "diversity" can be 

avoided in teaching so many of our courses already. 

1 
Do you really think a "diversity" course would be politically neutral? Please. I'm getting impatient with the 

survey. 

1 
I could make a case that diversity issues, political systems, environmental concerns, our health and 

wellbeing and technology choices are all related. The problem with this LAC proposal is that the committee 
was insular in focus. 

1 It would be a dreadful mistake to leave the teaching of diversity up to--solely--experiential/informal learning. 

1 
I'd like to see some focus on diversity in our increasingly global world, but not a specific course. The extra-

curricular stuff is great, but not many students take advantage. 

1 

I actually would like to see a diversity course but think of it more as tolerance and civility. Diversity includes 
more than race, gender, religion, and sexual orientation. Again, if we have a requirement, all sections of a 

course that meet the requirement should have a common core (core being about 75%). And, it would require 
oversight of instructor assignment and approach. 

1 
UNI has diversity as a goal but has no clear idea what diversity really means. If we were honest about 

diversity, we might find that "the emperor has no clothes"--it has no real form or content. 

1 
I'm not sure what the difference is between options two and three; two seems to me to indicate that there 
would not be a specific diversity requirement because it's something that ought to be coming through in 

several existing courses/requirements.  

1 

The last option above is offensive and diminishes our core mission. As a student affairs professional, I feel 
we are saying we do not value teaching diversity if we leave it solely to being "taught" outside the curriculum. 

Learning and engagement are fostered by creating systems where learning outcomes are achieved 
systematically through in and out of class learning opportunities. 

 
 

SOCIAL SCIENCE: There was agreement that there 
needed to be courses in the social sciences offered in 



the LAC, but there was disagreement about how these 
might be configured. Please indicate your reactions to 
these options. For information on what is currently 
required in the LAC, see 
http://www.uni.edu/vpaa/lac/documents/lac_fall2010.p
df.  

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
Oppose 

Total 

A 3 hour "Human Experience" set of courses 
and a 3 hour "Culture & Society" set of 

courses. 

11.2% 
32 

22.0% 
63 

30.4% 
87 

17.5% 
50 

18.9% 
54 

100%
286 

A 3 hour "Individual in Society" set of courses 
and a 3 hour "Institutional Perspectives" set of 

courses. 

4.9% 
14 

17.5% 
50 

33.2% 
95 

25.2% 
72 

19.2% 
55 

100%
286 

A 3 hour "Human Nature" and 6 hour "Human 
Societies and Politics" set of courses. 

4.9% 
14 

14.8% 
42 

29.9% 
85 

26.1% 
74 

24.3% 
69 

100%
284 

The current configuration of LAC Category 5, 
with three course areas, in which students take 

9 hours - one course from group A 
(sociocultural/historical perspectives), one 

course from group B (individual/institutional 
perspectives), and one course from group A, 

B, or C (topical perspectives). 

30.5% 
90 

20.3% 
60 

20.7% 
61 

15.9% 
47 

12.5% 
37 

100%
295 

 

Any feedback on this category? 

 

Count Response 

240 
 

1 Again, I am opposed to interdisciplinary pablum courses. 

1 I don't see any crying need to tamper with this catagory. 

1 I have no idea what is meant by "Institutional Perspectives" in this context. 

1 I like the current model better than the current alternatives. 

1 I like the idea of looking at both individuals and institutions. 

1 I need more information to answer this. 
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1 I strongly support the current LAC model. 

1 I think giving students choices and have 3-6 hours would be sufficient. 

1 I think students should be required to take no more than 6 hours in this area. 

1 Is the current configuration working?  

1 Keep those hours low. 

1 Not well enough defined to think critically about. The current requirement is too much. 

1 Reduce it to 6 hours. 

1 Retain our current LAC! 

1 Seems like a lot of credits. 

1 Seems we could give a bit here and teach better (relevance, application) what is done. 

1 This is a good opportunity to reduce the LAC from 9 to 6 hours 

1 Too many courses in this LAC area. One course is sufficient. 

1 Why is culture and society being separated out from diversity? 

1 Without knowing course titles and contents, it is hard to say 

1 
I like the idea of a "Human Nature" course, presumably addressing human psychological and social 

development (not Intro to Psyc., or at least what I envision that course to be). It seems that any LAC study 
beyond that the human nature course should be in context of the major/minor. 

1 
Stop with the sets of courses already. Develop 2 courses that include the information we want students to 

have, then teach the information to the students. 

1 
I strongly favor only 6 hours of social sciences. I don't care if it's the first option or the second, since both 

seem to have one category for the study of individuals, and one for the study of society/culture/institutions. 

1 
Outside of fancy new names, I can't see any substantive differences from the current LAC. If anything, these 

could turn into mushy courses with no real subject at all.  

1 

In order that departments that have course offerings in this area but which are not in CSBS can offer courses 
in this area, in the implementation of the new LAC, no college should be able to control the 

inclusion/exclusion of courses from topic areas. There are interdisciplinary programson this campus that are 
outside CSBS in which the faculty use the methods of the social sciences to explore "human experience," 

"culture and society," "individual in society" etc.  

1 

I think students need to take 2-3 courses in the social sciences. I don't think we need to specify what areas 
or type of courses; as long as they take courses in 2-3 different disciplines, they will be ensured of receiving 
a variety of perspectives on the nature of the human experience. In the interests of trying to shorten the LAC 

length, I think this is an area where we could get by with 2 courses rather than 3. Speaking as a social 
scientist, I don't get the concept of trying to distinguish "Human Experience" "Human Nature" or "The 

Individual" from Culture, Society, and Social Institutions including politics. Part of what defines homo sapiens 
as a species is precisely that we are social animals. There is no such thing as a "human experience" that is 
separate from culture and society. Humans that are raised in isolation from their species are not capable of 
functioning as fully human beings, as shown by the occasional example of "feral children." The individual 

develops embedded in social and cultural institutions. Similarly, you cannot make any claims about human 
universals without comparing and contrasting a wide number of cultures and societies. I repeat-- just have 

students take introductory courses in any two of the following: psychology, anthropology, sociology, political 
science, or economics, and they will receive at least two different disciplinary perspectives on the nature of 
being human. More narrowly-focused and applied disciplines such as social work, family services, women's 

studies, or criminology would not be appropriate for this requirement.  



Count Response 

1 
It's very tough to have opinions on these proposals without knowing which current courses are likely to fit 

under each category. 

1 
I cannot tell from the titles of these courses what might be the LAC outcomes or goals envisioned for this 

section...how does diversity course factor into this category? If not, should it? 

1 
"Human Experience" is too vague, as is "Culture & Society", and the idea of satisfying requirements through 
a long menu of courses dilutes the whole notion of a Liberal Arts CORE. The current structure seems to me 

to address the need for these courses best 

1 

As someone from CNS, how are these courses different from the humanities courses in the previous 
section? The courses listed here primarily address issues of culture, global perspectives, and society. Aren't 

these also the goals of the Humanities courses? Every high school graduate has to take a government 
course and over year of American History, so why do we need to dulicate this? 

1 

The "Individual in Society" seems like a throwback to an earlier intellectual era. In my view, socities are 
comprised of groups and institutions, not abstract individuals. If one wishes to study individuals one should 
do so and say so, but the "Individual in Society" is an intellectual oxymoron. To my ears this sounds more 

like an antiquated high school composition theme than a university LAC category. 

1 

I would like to see better integration of this requirement with the natural science requirement. I think the 
science literacy requirement should be oriented toward both social and natural science, and that any courses 

taken in both of these areas should build on the science literacy material. Moreover, I think the science 
requirements (beyond the literacy course) should be equally split between natural and social sciences. 

1 

19. Social Science: In each of the three models (blue, red, yellow), there is a very strong emphasis on 
cultural concerns, issues, and approaches, such that desirable balance among the social sciences, natural 

sciences, and the arts is not achieved. It seems to me unnecessary to have a 9-hour social science 
requirement in addition to whatever the substantial requirements in cultures and traditions might be. A six-

hour requirement here, two courses, is just right, I think. It could be best to request input from social science 
faculty on how to name the two sub-categories and what courses to place in each.  

1 
Category 5 works very well. Our previous Provost tried to change this required to 6 hours and it failed 

miserably for good reasons. It should remain as is. 

1 

The current version of the LAC has too many social science courses. Six hours for this category is sufficient. 
This content is also covered in other areas as well (American Experience, Humanities). The courses here 
need to be more focused. CUT BACK ON THE CURRENT NUMBER OF HOURS REQUIRED IN THIS 

CATEGORY. 

1 
The current program is good. The viability of the new options depends on what "set of courses" could be 

used for each category. They should focus on existing/current courses.  

1 
I think the university needs to clarify the difference between humanities (incl. History) and social sciences. I 

definitely think students ought to take basic economics and some basic political science or sociology. 

1 

The proposed descriptions for the "Human Experience" and "Individual in Society" courses have a far too 
psychological orientation. People are fundamentally *social* beings, and they have an incredibly malleable 

"nature." Why aren't these basic anthropological and sociological insights reflected in the descriptions of the 
courses on "Human Experience," "Human Nature," etc.? 

1 This category is terribly reminiscent of "social studies"--a subject too broad to provide anything useful. 

1 Another good place to examine language and how it structures experience, and how it is always social. 

1 
Seriously? How can I know what you are proposing when you give me so little information!!?? What is, 

"Human Experience?" 

1 It is hard to see how we can conceptually separate the individual from society and institutional perspectives.  

1 
Intro level LAC courses are needed in the social sciences to recruit students--otherwise the disciplines other 

than psychology and criminology will disappear from our campus--these two majors are quite popular for 
now across the country and I'd not recommend bending to such a trend as we change the curriculum in LAC. 



Count Response 

Again, we need regularly offered discipline specific LAC classes to recruit majors.  

1 
What is Human Nature? How can this be taught without an evolutionary perspective from biology (i.e., this 

does not sound like a social science topic). 

1 
Don't touch this requirement. There was an attempt to change this requirement several years ago, and it 

failed for good reasons. 

1 

I think it would be irresponsible of UNI to reduce the hours in this category. I still do not understand what a 
"Human Nature" course will encompass. The current LAC Category 5 works very well as structured. Provost 

Podolefsky attempted to change this component of the LAC several years ago, and faculty from across 
campus rose to its defense. We can't live in a globalized world and reduce this category or re-structure it! 

1 
I am at a loss as to why our current model is not working well. If you would like to reorganize the current 

offerings to better serve some objectives, I do not have a problem. If we are creating new courses to serve 
some agenda, I have a very strong objection. 

1 
These options are too long. the student should e required to become familiar with one social science with a 

single course. The course focusing on some aspect of Americal may be a social science course, or will have 
some aspects of social science.  

1 
I would favor the re-organization of the current 9 hours course model. Right now social sciences seem to 

"own" this category. Why?  

1 

Given the low level of understanding of social science disciplines and topics throughout US society, there is 
no upper limit to what would be beneficial for students. Better understanding of society, culture, institutions, 
politics, population dynamics, social interaction, etc.is sorely needed to make real difference in individual & 

collective lives. 

1 The proposed new courses would be too thin and unfocused. Stay close to what we have in the current LAC 

1 
The individual - sociological duality during the presentation by a representative from the social sciences was 

troubling. Thinking around these courses seems rather muddled at present. I recommend you rethink this 
section. 

1 

It seems that Human Experience and Human nature could be treated in the Cornerstone, since Language is 
one of those things that makes us Human, but we need to see that the key words that we use as adults were 

first learned in childhood. but words trigger images in our mind and in college the education occurs in 
examining these childhood images and realizing that the images - being from childhood -- will not be 

adequate representations of the realities that we are using those words for. But society taught the kids these 
words! So the social component is very important. but students need to see that society uses words to get 

across its main values and justification for its institutions 

1 
Don't create new courses that won't transfer or that can's be satisfied by transfer credits from elsewhere. 
What is wrong with Intro to Psych, Intro to Sociology, Social Welfare, etc. What do the titles above mean 

relative to disciplines? 

1 Here is where students can pick up American Civ. and Am. Politics if they want it! Also diversity issues. 

1 
A number of the current courses, such as Psych and Sociology, are required as part of a student's major. I 
like the idea of students receiving both LAC credit and major credit by taking the same course. Our current 

LAC is just too long. 

1 
I have no idea what "Human Nature" is and I've studied it for over 30 years as a geneticist and evolutionary 

biologist. 

1 We should keep category 5 but don't separate out C for only one. Make it 3 courses from A,B, or C.  

1 
I think this is a place where 3 hours could be cut from the LAC. I don't completely understand the difference 

between the first 2 choices. 

1 
I have several concerns about this category. First, how do these courses fit into majors? (And how do they 
apply to transfer students who will have taken Intro to Psych and not "individual in society"?) Introductory 
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level courses are key recruiting tools for a variety of majors, including mine. These fuzzy classes, however, 
will not apply to majors directly and thus essentially add a course to each major. What's more, students will 
not get exposure to majors if they do not take Intro courses, and I certainly don't want someone outside of 
my field misrepresenting my field in an LAC course. Second, who will teach these courses (and who will 
want to)? LAC courses are already really difficult to teach, but all of these courses will require us to add 

another layer of courses (not just our intro courses but particular LAC courses outside of our majors). We 
simply do not have enough faculty to do this and to serve majors at the same time. If these courses are to be 
cross-disciplinary, then they require substantial resource investment in faculty development. We don't have a 
center for teaching and learning even. Third, I have a concern is about what constitutes the content of these 
courses and drawing fictional boundaries. I currently teach in the SS category of the LAC, and I have no idea 
where I fit into these categories. If we mean psychology, then the course should be Intro to Psychology (or a 

title of psych's choosing).  

1 
I think either Red, Yellow, or a combination of the two can work in this area. What we can't have is the 

current configuration that has so far been maintained because of issues of academic turf. 

 
 

INTEGRATION OF EXPERIENCES: What is your 
reaction to the above proposal from one of the 
models? 

 

 

 

Value Count Percent % 

Strongly favor 49 16.3% 

Favor 73 24.3% 

Neutral 60 19.9% 

Oppose 49 16.3% 

Strongly oppose 67 22.3% 

 

Statistics 

Total Responses 298 

 
 

Any feedback on this category? 
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1 9 hours is far too much to devote to this category 

1 Again, not clearly defined. What should the student outcomes be? 

1 Can't do this with certain majors! Must be a choice for the students! 

1 Great idea. 

1 Great model 

1 Great, let's make the LAC more complex. Has anyone on the LAC-RSC heard of the KISS method? 

1 Highschool 

1 I believe that current model of the LAC accomplishes this. 

1 I like integration... but what is it in the current system that is lacking?  

1 I like the idea in theory but am having difficulty seeing how it would actually work. 

1 I like the integration and cross-disciplinary potential of this model. 

1 I think this will be really complicated to organize. 

1 I think this would be too difficult to implement.  

1 In practice this does not seem very workable. 

1 Isn't this a variation on the 'Capstone' theme? 

1 It is o.k. if it doesn't add to the total number of credit for LAC requirements. 

1 Overly complicated and a headache to administer! 

1 Seems like a large number of hours, potentially at the expense of other important things. 

1 Seems to difficult to coordinate with the other changes. 

1 Sounds like expanding the current Capstone, great idea.  

1 The goal of this model is not clear. 

1 This item demonstrates another need for a center to enhance teacher. 

1 This model disarticulates incoming students from Community Colleges 

1 This should happen in each LAC course rather than do something separate under a label. 

1 This will lead to many advising problems. 

1 Too much dilution of basic competencies in core disciplines. 

1 Would this be difficult to organize and keep running? 

1 great idea - just don't add more hours 

1 too difficult to know what the content is with these vague models. 

1 

I hold two interdisciplinary degrees--a Ph.D. and an M.A. in American Studies. So I am no foe of integrative 
academic programs. Nevertheless, I believe that most undergraduates need content based, disciplinary 

courses before they need "integrative courses." Integrative, interdisciplinary courses are best taught at the 
advanced level in a Capstone or a creative major course.  
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1 
This is a great idea and the one area in the LAC proposals that is truly innovative. What learning goals does 

it help students attain? Make that explicit.  

1 
Great idea - but VERY difficult to manage! If this was Grinnell College this would be perfect. Plus, I honestly 
do not think we can staff this at all (not now and not in the future even if economic times improve radically). 

1 
The major fulfills this goal and is likely to do so in a much more coherent, consistent, demanding fashion 

than anything we would attempt to patch together across campus. 

1 
While this proposal sounds okay, I'd be concerned about the logistical problems involved in staffing these 

courses, particularly given the impending budget cuts.  

1 

I am neutral on this, not because I oppose it, I think it is a neat idea, but it seems to be a scheduling 
nightmare and also relies on faculty to be interested in creating new preps all the time, with each new theme. 

It seems like a perfect model in a small liberal arts school, but very cumbersome when you need many, 
many sections at a school our size. 

1 

Notice the metaphors used for these concepts -- integration -- or -- capstone. In either case, there is a sense 
of unity all the diversity students are exposed to. This is a natural human impulse. I'd suggest --this might be 
micro-managing -- that they return to the phenomena of words as an integrative, capstone reflection. They'd 
see that words are used for quantiative, science stuff and qualitative, artistic stuff and they can now attempt 
to develop a narrative that exploits the literary resources of words and in an accurate and precise way that 

science values in its verbal expressions.  

1 
The 2nd semester sophomore year choice requirement does not take transfer students into consideration 
(unless you mean the plan must be made when registering for the 3rd year). Again, oversight is needed. 

1 
I think this is a really interesting idea in theory. However, in practice, I wonder how the university expects 
faculty to prep these new courses given incredibly low faculty morale as well as proposed budget cuts. 

1 

I find the idea interesting, but I have strong reservations that it's achievable given coordination required to 
pull it off. Also, I fear that trendy, buzzword-oriented themes will be created today that will end up being out-

of-date within five years or so. And given the realities of university politics and difficulty making changes 
through the curriculum cycle, I'm doubtful of our ability to refresh these themes on a regular basis. 

1 
The idea has some merits but practical considerations blow it out of the water when we can't cover all our 

courses now. 

1 
I like the idea of having a course with hands-on creative experience or service learning. However, requiring 

students to choose their theme by the second semester of their sophomore year, does not take into 
consideration the two-year transfer student. 

1 

Any time "hands-on" experiences are discussed the question of whether or not UNI can afford such an 
approach is a topic of concern. It's not like smaller courses with "hands-on" activities hasn't been noted in 

past LAC reports. Providing such opportunities for students is a great idea, but I've been teaching at UNI for 
10 years and the constant message is less resources and larger classes. We need to discuss realities and 

them come up with the best possible scenario. 

1 I strongly favor this if there can be a reasonable variety of "themes" for students to choose from. 

1 

This was one of the strengths of the Grand Valley State University model that was considered by the 
LACRSC. The idea of themes appeals to me, but I don't think it needs to be tacked on (added) to an 

otherwise very familiar looking LAC model. The idea of themes can be integrated with the LAC. I feel it is not 
so important to introduce students to a "comprehensive" list of disciplines, and more important to see that 

they participate in the consideration of big issues from a variety of perspectives. The disciplinary 
perspectives are then (hopefully) compelling tools, means to an end. And the ends thereby become more 

prominent: critical thinking, problem solving/problem finding, stewardship, understanding differences, 
understanding assumptions. 

1 9 hours sounds like too much shouldn't some of these goals be integrated into the LAC as a whole? 

1 
Great in theory, but will create another logjam--just like Capstone, not enough sections, not enough 

professors to teach it, inadequately prepared instructors, etc.  
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1 
I am not sure requiring a student to choose their theme in their sophomore year is workable, nor is it entirely 

desirable that they could begin taking courses in their sophomore year. Why not years 3-4? 

1 
Service learning is essentially a rehash of jr. high school level social engineering and WILL be used by 

professors here to further their own political and social agendas. 

1 
I would favor this idea as long as the courses are "transfer friendly;" that is, they wouldn't be so specific that 

only UNI would offer them. 

1 
A model like this narrows the student's perspective. It could also create problems for scheduling if the 

choices are only a few courses. It is possible that a student starts down a particular "topical" choice but can 
never be able to schedule that "3rd" course due to conflicts with major courses. 

1 
Have fun administering it. The sample themes mentioned in the forum were unappealing, certainly not 

enough to sustain a 9-hour cluster of classes.  

1 
I like this idea, but need additional information on what is suggested for these courses and how this would be 

implemented.  

1 

This option would replace Capstone, certainly, if is were adopted. Each course in the theme would have to 
clearly specify the level of students eligible to take it. It would be horrible to have sophs and seniors in the 
same course. Also, from my capstone teaching so far, it is really a bad idea to have first-semester juniors, 

esp those with only an AA from Comm College, in with seniors. 

1 
20. Integration of Experiences: This would be a nightmare to organize, deploy, and administer, I think, with 
no benefit gained anywhere near the cost in trouble. Further, it could well lend itself to students selecting 

courses with familiar content rather than stretching their "comfort zones."  

1 
Sounds like busy work. Also, hard for students to choose a topic and what happens when they're not happy 

with it and want to change?  

1 
It has nice aspects, but requiring choice by the sophomore year is too soon, and three courses is too many. 
Courses requiring prerequisites must be allowed. "Open to students of all majors" must not be interpreted as 

"no prerequisites"  

1 
I like the idea, but selected oppose because i don't think it should allow for double counting with major. The 
LAC should give breadth to their experience not allow for more efficiently completing major requirements. 

1 
Although it is a great concept to have integration, isn't forcing a 5 course sequence on an integrated theme 
making their LAC less broad and diverse? It may result in actually decreasing student exposure to topics or 

areas that may interest them. 

1 
You need to focus on 18 to 22 year old students. You keep looking at the LAC from the perspective of 40, 

50, or 60 year old folk. 

1 
The idea has merit, but is not yet well enough defined to support. It might make more sense as an optional 
experience; we could anticipate a number of problems executing such a cluster, and more thought would 

need to be given regarding the desirability of such an approach for most students. 

1 
Without knowing what the topics are, this is a bit hard to judge, but it looks like the current Capstone (an 

embarrassment by most reports) times 3. 

1 
3 courses seems like a lot. Maybe 2. I don't see how these courses would be open to everybody in the LAC 

and serve majors in their 3 or 4th year at the same time. And who will teach these courses?  

1 

This is intriguing, but I'm concerned about its complexity. I'm sure those who have been working on this are 
clear what it means, but it hasn't been communicated to the rest of us clearly enough yet that I have a grasp 
of it. Is this perhaps a thematic Concentration that could be noted on a students's transcript to enhance it, in 

addition to the major and possibly minor? 

1 
I think this is innovative and exciting. But it does assume that students will be equally as excited about an 

identified topic. This seems to me that this is what a major program of study is all about.  

1 Transfer students will skip this and they are an ever increasing proportion of the students. Unless we 
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address them specifically, they miss this experience. 

1 
If the purpose of the LAC is to provide a commonality of experience for graduating seniors, such a revision 

would lead the destruction of such. It is difficult enough with the current configuration and the varying 
instructors to maintain a semblance of commonality, with the proposed change it would be unworkable. 

1 
Students do not grasp the integrated nature of our world unless we explicitly show them. These sets of 

courses would support addressing this problem. 

1 
Who is going to organize something like this semester after semester? It is a nice idea, but I just don't see 

how it could work in the long term. 

1 

I like this idea, and we had something like it where I went to undergrad, but it worked differently there and 
was far more regimented (and therefore easier to implement). I have significant concerns about how this 

option would be implemented practically here, but think it can be feasible and useful to students and should 
be explored. 

1 
I think the interdisciplinary approach would help students better see the interconnectivity between 

disciplines. I think this is very important. 

1 

Again, the reality is UNI is underfunded, we have lost faculty, and there is no prospect of expanding faculty. 
This sounds like a model that might work well at a private, small, four-year college that has a student-to-
faculty ratio of 8 to 1, but it is highly unrealistic at UNI-a publicly funded (for now), large, comprehensive 

university. This proposal is "pie in the sky" and should not be considered. 

1 
The writing course should be a pre-req. Service-learning is a national trend and it is important to integrate 

this into the curriculum. 

1 
I love this idea. I am concerned, however, that including this in the LAC would limit our options within the rest 

of it. I don't want this experience to lessen the other courses in the core. 

1 
Too many variables as yet to endorse, though it seems a good idea. It would need some indication of 

institutional support and guarantee of regular offering which seems dubious now. 

1 
In an ideal world this would be a great idea. My concern is that maintaining consistent quality, and knowing 

what students are working to achieve in these classes, could become an issue. 

1 
Come on! A cluster of thematic courses! What a waste of student's time! The LAC should make students 

literate in the fundamentals. It should NOT include all of this "touchy-feely" stuff! 

1 

Interesting idea but VERY difficult to implement. Given the multiple pressures on departments and faculty, it 
will be hard to maintain thematic courses so that students will actually have courses available on whatever 

theme they have chosen. Also, will you have enough students choosing any one theme to be able to fill 
courses on that theme?  

1 
From a logistic standpoint, this sounds very complicated. And what if the student decides after one 

semester, that she would like to choose a different "theme." Will this student have to start taking a new 9 
hour cluster? 

1 

This seems a logistical nightmare, both from the standpoint of the student and academic units. And, while 
one may think this criticism is misplaced in the design process, I would submit that it must be considered 

(think, for example how students struggled with the scheduling of personal wellness and activity 
components). Academic units just don't have the flexibility in course offerings that would be needed to make 
this work. I would much prefer that an integration of experiences component, if deemed necessary, be done 

in a single course toward the end of one's college career, much like the current capstone. 

1 
Integrated classes are interesting. As an undergraduate at a top-ranking liberal arts university I enjoyed my 
time in an integrated first-year seminar around one theme. It must be writing intensive above all because 

UNI students can't write. 

1 
I don't like the idea that a student is "locked into" one choice with the same theme or topic for all of these 

courses. 

1 I like" Integration of Experiences" in concept, but I seriously question our ability to do it well. It's so absolutely 
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foreign to most of our faculty...can we really move people from A to Z with no stops in between? I think we 
have to move from Blue (basically our current core) and make a stop at Red before we're ready to grow into 

some of the elements of Yellow. 

1 

The area of the current LAC that has generated the most faculty interest in recent years has been the 
capstone and "theme" courses have driven this interest. My main concern about this aspect of the LAC is 
that UNI faculty have so little exposure to the idea of themed and linked courses that they will oppose this 
idea out of ignorance of the possibilities. The transformative experience of my undergraduate liberal arts 

core was a cluster course (6 disciplines and 2/3 of my sophomore year) sequence on the theme of "freedom 
in human experience." By seeing six different disciplines take on this theme, I gained an INVALUABLE 
perspective not only on the content of the course (freedom) but also on HOW the disciplines work. My 

scientific literacy was developed in this course sequence and I discovered my passion for the discipline in 
which I eventually pursued graduate studies. Please add three "strongly" to the front of "strongly favor" 

above.  

1 

This is an awesome idea. Many liberal arts colleges of repute are doing this because it forces faculty to work 
together and understand the kinds of ways of thinking each sees as central to their field. However, I would 
say it makes much more logical sense to team teach this kind of a cluster of courses. That is, each 3-hour 

slot is co-taught by the three professors rather than each teaching one 3-hour slot on his/her own. 

1 

The proposal is boring which is what turns students off from the LAC generally. Why not introduce something 
fresh, relevant, and unify that is also forward thinking...something that could really engage the students like a 

theme that identifies how all of the LAC can address sustainability of our world, our institutions, and our 
health. Oh, thats right, you eliminated at least 2/3 of that in one of your proposals and 1/3 of it in all of your 

proposals. So I favor this if I weren't so skeptical that some very important areas of inquiry and learning 
wouldn't just be left out. 

1 
It looks like overkill to me. Integration over a two year period using three multidisciplinary courses may be 

too idealistic. 

1 
Question 20 adds a second level of requirements that would seem to be extremely difficult for even an 

experienced academic advisor to navigate. I know that is not a strong reason to oppose something, but it 
would likely create a great deal of confusion for advisors and students. 

1 

I am very interested by the possibilities presented here. I am concerned about the practical aspects and 
especially the coordination required. I do, however, see value in this integrated way of thinking about course 
content. We mistakenly think that students can 'bring it all together' themselves and I do not think it happens 

very much. This approach, if implemented successfully, could provide a model of creating those 
connections.  

1 
My only concern is the logistics and whether we can really get faculty to collaborate so closely over a period 

of time. 

1 

My biggest concern about integration--which, btw, I think is the true meaning of "global"--is the needed 
faculty development and certainty for quality and parity across the courses taught. As with the cornerstone, 
these should be taught by the very best of our faculty--not adjuncts. But how will they be trained? How will 

they be compensated to develop these labor-intensive new courses? How will faculty be encouraged to work 
together? 

1 

I strongly favor an integrative, multi-disciplinary requirement. However, I don't have enough information to 
make a sound judgment. This could be done either very well or very poorly, depending on the selection of 
themes. They should be applicable to all students, no matter which major they choose (not oriented toward 

certain groups of majors). Themes such as citizenship, ethics, diversity/equality, etc. might be good, but 
themes such as economics, science, and religion would, I think, be poor choices. 

1 
This sounds good but is unlikely that faculty across a variety of disciplines will generate a very useful cluster 

or even one course.  

1 
One concern I have in going through these questions is the number of hours adding up may be extensive. 
We must remember that students are coming to college to learn a trade and we have to ensure we don't 

overload students with other great ideas 
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1 
Another nice idea impossible to put into action for 14,000 students and a shrinking faculty. Might be 

appropriate for the Honors Program which deals with small numbers of students. 

1 
These classes will take prep time and faculty time away from the needs of the dept's regular operations--if 

new tenure track lines come with such a proposal, then fine, but otherwise, who will be teaching these 
temporary and topical (seasonal, flavor of the month) courses? 

1 
We're adding more and more hours to the LAC requiring other areas to be cut, sometimes drastically. It 

seems there may be an agenda (agendum) here to favor certain areas of the LAC over others. 

 
 

CAPSTONE: There was not agreement on whether we 
needed a LAC capstone course or not. Please provide 
your reactions to the following options proposed by a 
couple of the models. For information on what is 
currently required in the LAC, see 
http://www.uni.edu/vpaa/lac/documents/lac_fall2010.p
df.  

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
oppose 

Total 

The current capstone configuration (LAC 
Category 6), in which a student chooses 2-3 

hours from a list of interdisciplinary courses. 

13.3% 
38 

23.8% 
68 

26.6% 
76 

17.8% 
51 

18.5% 
53 

100%
286 

A 3 hour "Capstone/Enrichment/Engagement" 
set of courses that engage students in the 

outside world, which students can take either 
as part of the LAC or as part of their major. 

10.1% 
29 

25.7% 
74 

25.0% 
72 

20.5% 
59 

18.8% 
54 

100%
288 

A 3 hour "Senior Seminar" course in each 
department, in which students would apply the 

skills they learn in the LAC and their major. 

20.1% 
58 

26.7% 
77 

22.2% 
64 

16.7% 
48 

14.2% 
41 

100%
288 

No university required capstone course in 
either the LAC or major (but individual majors 

could have this if they so desired). 

22.3% 
64 

18.1% 
52 

25.4% 
73 

16.4% 
47 

17.8% 
51 

100%
287 

 

Any feedback on this category? 
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1 "civic engagement" should not be an alternative to a course requiring critical thinking 

1 A senior Seminar is a great way to end the LAC. 

1 All of the students I have spoken with view their capstone course as a wast of time. 

1 Capstone classes often sound good on paper, but provide students will little real benefit. 

1 Capstone is the most interdisciplinary aspect of the current LAC--it needs to be kept. 

1 I believe that the current LAC Capstone is effective and should be maintained. 

1 I have mixed feelings about a Capstone experience but I am open to this category 

1 I like both the "outside" applications and the role for departments. 

1 I like the capstone in concept but do not like it in practice. 

1 I prefer the integration of experiences aspect to the capstone aspect of a new LAC.  

1 I question the interdisciplinary nature of currently offered courses 

1 I think each major should certainly have a capstone course. 

1 I think this is best left to the individual majors. 

1 I would like to see more emphasis on an international/global component in this category. 

1 If the integration experience is added it could easily take the place of Capstone. 

1 Should be major specific 

1 eliminate altogether 

1 

It's disturbing to even see an option that would drop Capstone. I would like to see current idea of capstone 
expanded and be the culmination of the proposed INTEGRATION OF EXPERIENCES. I think the idea of a 

senior seminar would not be nearly as effective as the current Capstone system. Keep capstone and make it 
better, there are amazing opportunities for our students to study abroad and truly start to become global 

citizens. I agree that some of the current Capstones are not as effective as they should be, but some are a 
wonderful opportunity for our students.  

1 The capstone experience as it's offered is not meeting it's goals for a majority of students who take it. 

1 

Based on my experiences teaching a capstone course, I've found that a clear majority of students have 
greatly appreciated the opportunity to take a course that addresses important social and ethical issues from 
a multi-disciplinary perspective. Many have emphasized that they haven't thought much about these issues 

before taking the course, and they greatly appreciated the opportunity to do so.  

1 
If the previous elements of the LAC are adopted (the ones I suggested :-) there is no need for a general 

capstone course. 

1 

I favor the enrichment/engagement approach, but recognize that it may be unrealistic for UNI. Those kinds of 
courses are resource-intensive, yet our resource base is shrinking, not growing. We can't do more with less -
- we've been doing that for years. We need to come to the realization that we must be a smaller university, 
meaning that we also must simply do less. However, that isn't necessarily a bad thing...doing less could be 

made to improve (through simplification) the learning experience for students, if done well. 

1 Many departments already have senior seminars, and I think the capstone makes an additional contribution. 

1 I prefer to rely on a major capstone course, in addition to an interdisciplinary one. Reducing the LAC is the 
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best option 

1 
We have over 600 majors -- assuming 150 per year and class sizes of 20, which is at the upper limit for a 
seminar, this would entail 8 additional courses per year to be taught by existing faculty. Give me a break. 

1 
While I favor leaving much of the LAC alone, students need a time to connect/reflect on their major area of 

study. 

1 

The current capstone configuration is not a true "capstone" experience for students in terms of integrating 
their LAC/major knowledge. If it's included into the revised LAC, it would seem to make more sense to 

include it as an option within majors, where students can apply their learned knowledge and skills to a topic 
in their interest area. 

1 
I don't see how the LAC can direct departments to change their programs to require a capstone, but it would 

probably be the ideal configuration. 

1 

A student must file for graduation before being allowed into a Capstone course. Too many juniors presently 
take Capstone and are poorly prepared for the course. The present Capstone course structure is a filler 

class for transfer students because there are no other courses available to these students when they 
register. 

1 
This category is our best chance to engage transfer students with the LAC. Think carefully about how they 

can be benefitted. 

1 

I was dismayed that the capstone course was not part of ANY of the proposals. This course is finally working 
as it should, after it was removed from the College and Natural Sciences ("Environment, Technology, and 
Society") and offered across campus. However, there does need to be some more specific goals that all 

courses satisfy (similar to the proposed Cornerstone course). The history of the Capstone course points out 
several similar problems in the three proposals: You have to have dedicated, willing, enthusiastic 

tenured/tenure track faculty teaching courses; you cannot design the perfect LAC and not fund new faculty 
lines to teach the courses. The original capstone was thrust on the CNS and many adjuncts were hired to 

teach it. Departments were always unhappy to remove full-time faculty from major courses to teach sections 
of this course. This experience should be firmly kept in mind during any revision of the present LAC. The 
Provost (then Nancy Marlin) promised new faculty lines. When the university began recovering from the 

agricultural recession in 1991, there were a few faculty lines created/released by the Provost. However, the 
number was very inadequate. We now are in a phase of shrinking the university, and greatly shrinking the 
number of faculty. Realistically, the major changes proposed are unsupportable at this time. Please leave 

the capstone course alone and leave it as a requirement in the LAC. 

1 
If we could achieve proper staffing, I think a senior seminar-like course outside the student's major with an 

intense intellectual/writing orientation would be very valuable. 

1 

I don't think we need a capstone AND the Integration experience above. That said, one or the other is 
necessary. I also favor having a senior seminar within majors, too, but we do not have enough faculty to 

have a senior seminar in every major. We need resources to do it. So I oppose the third option if we have to 
do it with our current resources. If the university is going to invest in faculty and make it possible, then a 

senior seminar sounds great.  

1 
Something needs to serve this function but I was never happen with the old Capstone course and the new 
options do seem a little better but students don't take them seriously. Let's face it, teaching a course in this 

category is something that we would all like to think we have the breadth to do...but do we really? 

1 Maybe adjust the present LAC to replace 'Capstone' with 'Cornerstone' ... but with what resources? 

1 

I would say the current Capstone can be improved as is; let's offer Capstone expreinces that expose 
students to broad and complex societal issues that will require clear thinking...such as living on the planet in 
a way that will not cause damage here or elsewhere... matters of war and peace, etc. build faculty around 
them.... engaging courses that students will remember and are transforming because as senior they are 

more mature and might get turned on to their passion... could include action oriented projects... 

1 
The current capstone class is a great course. In this course, student write, present, think critically about 

current issues, learn how to help our environment, and in some cases with the help of international office 
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students travel and see what is going on out side the USA.  

1 
A capstone should be proof of a student's skills at their undergraduate major. If a student has multiple 

majors, then they have to take more than one capstone. This is normal for most institutions. 

1 

I do think the capstone courses need more scrutiny. I'm not sure all of them really do what they are 
supposed to do. I don't understand by the "enrichment/engagement" (talk about jargon!) course. This needs 
further clarification. The senior seminar also is not explained clearly enough to address. I do like the idea of 

courses that are interdisciplinary. 

1 
Favor - but believe we should get back to the original Capstone course. The current situation is counter 

productive and does not meet the original intent of Environment, Technology, and Society. 

1 Some of the current capstone courses aren't quite living up to what we should expect from them.  

1 
Env., Tech. and Society had problems with variable quality and no leadership. Must fund and administer a 

course to make it successful, and have some goals and standards to meet. With the right books, a Capstone 
can work very well to integrate various courses and experiences.  

1 
I believe a Capstone experience for the purpose of helping students to relate both LAC and major courses to 

their future is extremely important. I believe it is helpful in assisting the student in seeing the value in their 
entire undergraduate experience. 

1 

I know you were not to consider staffing - but in the end you MUST. I was here when we created the initial 
Capstone course in the CNS. We were told not to worry about staffing it. The administration NEVER 

provided the where with all to staff it. Doing cornerstone courses and capstone courses is going to take small 
classes and large amounts of teaching loads. 

1 
I teach a capstone course now and love it, but I don't see that it is that much different from the rest of the 

LAC. I think that this 3 hours could easily be included in "critical thinking" in the new model. 

1 

I would favor keeping the capstone courses. However, there needs to be more consistency in academic 
standards. Measurable learning outcomes must be developed. Can a three-week capstone course really be 

on par with a sixteen-week capstone course with rigorous academic requirements (including reading 
assignments, comprehensive writing projects, in-depth class-discussions)?  

1 
I'm not sure about the utility of the capstone course as part of the LAC. Theoretically, you shouldn't need 

such a course, as the purpose of the LAC is to equip the students with skills they supposedly need for and 
are applying in all of their other courses. Seems like a waste of precious LAC time and faculty resources. 

1 
My students complain about our current capstone course as being taught by ignorant arrogant people with a 
great political bias. Why would we give them more? Maybe some math and science taught by people without 

a political ax to grind??? 

1 
I'm uncertain as the best way to proceed here. The "old" capstone model was too prescriptive. The current 

model, with scores of choices, lurches too far in the other direction. Maybe the best approach is to allow 
majors (or colleges) to design a limited number of focused capstones. 

1 
I do not think students experience the current requirement as a "capstone." I can see value in a senior 

seminar for one's major, or just deleting this LAC requirement. 

1 
Capstone never has enough sections, so students scramble to find anything to fit the requirement. Either get 

rid of Capstone, or ensure that it is adequately staffed.  

1 

Capstone 21. Letâ€™s leave to the individual departments consideration of a required â€œSenior 
Seminarâ  €  in each major; this need not be part of revising the current LAC or designing a new one. The 

current â€œCapstone Experienceâ  €  requirement has seemed to work rather well, with positive views of it 
by both its instructors and its students. It has also encouraged study abroad courses, which has been good, 
again, for both faculty and students. Here is a particularly promising place to seek interdisciplinary outcomes, 
since students will have already completed most of their LAC programs and thus be better acquainted with 

different fields and disciplines and their methods and principles.  

1 Capstone is probably the least coherent component of our current LAC, and should be abandoned. If that is 
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done "Cornerstone" should be renamed, since it emerges from and only really makes sense as part of a 
structure that includes a capstone. Perhaps "Foundations" would be a suitable name. 

1 

Right now capstone is the vehicle for many students to engage in international experiences through faculty 
led capstone courses. If other expectations/opportunities for international experiences are available then the 

capstone requirement is not as essential, though perhaps still important if the rest of LAC is merely a 
bundling of courses. 

1 
The current system would be fine if some control could be exerted over quality. Some of these classes are 

excellent, but many are superficial. 

1 

Obviously, from the preceeding comments you can tell that I am dissappointed with the current proposals 
that have eliminated personal wellness (without reform or offering an additional option) and that would 

propose to eliminate capstone. I think these foci provide applied relevancy to the LAC and if we cannot show 
relevancy to students everyday lives...just how can we expect them to be happy about shouldering ever 

higher tuition costs? 

1 
I can support a senior seminar model but I do think that capstone has run its course. I also think that 

students could also have this requirement satisfied if they present research results at conference. 

1 
What do you plan to do with the curricular development professors have already done to develop capstone 

courses if there is no capstone category? Where else would the courses be housed? 

1 

I would strongly agree with a Capstone course as it was originally envisioned that integrated Environment, 
Technology, and Society. All students should graduate with a basic understanding of how these three 

domains are intersect and affect one another. This will help our students to understand the changing world 
they have inherited. A lot of courses offered in the LACC focus on what has already happened. There also 
needs to be an emphasis on helping students to understand the multi-dimensional dynamics of change in 

the current century, which will present many new challenges societies have not had to face before.  

1 
Current program is OK but expendable. The only change I would favor would be to get rid of it. This should 

be an option for departments to consider, but not a top-down requirement.  

1 
The concept of a capstone course is a valid one, despite the fact that it has in the past often been done 

badly. We should keep the capstone then set about to insure quality. 

1 
Departments should be able to determine what capstone experience is best for their majors. There is a great 
deal of difference in what a capstone might look like from college to college and department to department. 

Let the departments decide what is best! 

1 
I think it would be a poor decision to leave this up to individual majors. What would likely happen is that 
students in majors who need more LAC classes to round out their thinking skills (for example, business) 

would not be required to take them. 

1 The current capstone is pointless and the proposed replacements here don't seem a whole lot better. 

1 
I'd like to see a senior year course or activity that does this -- but integrative experience could serve this 

function  

1 
Again, reflecting on my experiences...in my capstone class, we learned about temperature ranges in every 

state in the United States. Every week, a new region to talk about. HOW DOES THAT HELP ME IN MY 
CURRENT JOB??  

1 
An engagement course would be a nightmare to administer/teach. Drop this idea. We are a large university, 

not a 1000-student private institution. 

1 Leave the capstone. It works well now that it is no longer the sole domain of the College of Natural Sciences. 

1 
A departmental senior seminar runs contrary to the idea of the Liberal Arts Core. These will become senior 

level seminars for major content. 

1 
A capstone experience may not be necessary if some of the other proposals that encourage integration are 

adopted. If those proposals are not adopted, then a capstone has some real merit 
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1 
I think that Capstone has outlived its purpose, and that majors should decide if they want a capstone course 

or not. 

 
 

WELLNESS: None of the current models include a 
specific course on personal wellness, so provide 
feedback on the following possible ways of dealing 
with wellness issues in the LAC. For information on 
what is currently required in the LAC, see 
http://www.uni.edu/vpaa/lac/documents/lac_fall2010.p
df.  

 

  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
oppose 

Total 

Do not require a course in personal 
wellness. 

27.4% 
80 

14.7% 
43 

14.0% 
41 

20.5% 
60 

23.3% 
68 

100%
292 

Allow the Cornerstone course (in whatever 
configuration we end up with) to cover this 

material. 

6.9% 
20 

16.2% 
47 

21.6% 
63 

26.1% 
76 

29.2% 
85 

100%
291 

Have a 3 hour personal wellness course 
without the lab component. 

6.3% 
18 

14.2% 
41 

25.7% 
74 

20.8% 
60 

33.0% 
95 

100%
288 

Have a 3 hour personal wellness course 
with an activity lab component. 

21.9% 
64 

17.8% 
52 

19.5% 
57 

13.4% 
39 

27.4% 
80 

100%
292 

 

Any feedback on this category? 
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212 
 

1 Activity courses in this area are important 

1 Have you looked at our students lately! 

1 I support lab as long as it means getting our students engaged in exercise.  

1 I think that this would be best a component of a first year experience. 
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1 It's an important topic, but not an important academic topic. 

1 Just do the lab, not the course. Or hike parking fees, and encourage more walking. 

1 Keep it close to what it is in the present LAC. 

1 Students can and do educated themselves satisfactorily in this area. 

1 The US is fatter than ever. Is getting rid of this component a good idea?  

1 Wellness in some form should be a component of a liberal arts education. 

1 Wellness is very important, but it is not within the boundaries of an LAC. 

1 Wellness, like financial literacy, is a high school area of study.  

1 just have PE classes - not personal wellness - work it IN to the PE classes 

1 keep an activity lab; drop the lecture component 

1 personal wellness is not part of the liberal arts 

1 this is not necessary 

1 

While the current personal wellness course is not well perceived by the LAC review committee, it is obvious 
students need this information. I felt the LAC review committee was not receptive to alternative suggestions 
raised at the faculty sessions last week, and was dismissive to those who brought up ideas for discussion. I 

liked the idea of a model similar to the current capstone, where faculty across campus could propose a 
course for the Personal Wellness requirement, and a committee would select several from which students 

could select during a semester. Wellness is included in your own draft of "Purpose and Goals" - please 
consider how to make this work.  

1 

One of the goals is health and making responsible decisions. I think Personal Wellness definitely addresses 
these issues. I do not know how one can be generally educated without knowing how to take care of their 

bodies and make responsible, knowledge based choices. The activity component is important because it is 
about more than just knowledge - it is about feeling comfortable moving and being motivated to do so. I don't 

know how you build a Wellness/Recreation Building and then not offer a course that highlights the 
importance of Wellness. Doesn't make sense to me! 

1 

Students often describe this course as the most STRESSFUL course for a variety of reasons. Thus, it is 
defeating its own purpose. Wellness needs to be presented more holistically. If there is a course, it would 
best be taught be having students (with research and guidance) devise their own wellness plan to their 

individual needs and then display through a portfolio how they worked to implement the plan. This would 
best be assessed with one-one conferences and would allow students to approach wellness proactively and 
to recieve guidance as needed through the resources on campus--health center, academic learning center, 
career services, advising, wellness center, library, financial aid, etc. It could actually make the student feel 

more connected personally and empowered if it were approached in this manner. 

1 

At a time when childhood obesity is extremely high in our country, wellness needs to be given high priority. 
Students need to see that the University sees their wellness as being extremely important. They need to 

understand the effects their personal wellness has on society. Now is not the time to diminish emphasis on 
wellness!!! While addressing wellness in a Cornerstone course seems like a good idea on the surface, I 

worry that it could suffer depending on the commitment to personal wellness of the faculty involved. 

1 

I oppose a physical education course - I just don't think that's our job. If we could agree that what we mean 
by Wellness is a more holistic concept of physical and mental health and well-being, to be addressed from 

both a personal and societal perspective (health care, obesity, industrialization of the food chain, etc) I could 
get behind a course like that. In that case, the Personal Wellness title (and all the old connotations that go 

with it) must be scrapped. 

1 
It would seem to me that wellness could include a content rich course that will address some major issues. 
For example, I am working on a project with scholars from many disciplines throughtout the entire US on 
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food production and famine. This would be critical thinking intensive and be far more useful than the current 
system or any proposed.  

1 

I simply do not think this requirement can be implemented successfully. The current version (300 students 
enrolled in a practically-automated eLearning course) is appalling. It isn't that I am at the end of my rope with 

HPLS...it's that a course which can have no standard minimum requirements for achievement seems 
academically indefensible. What sort of SOA could be created to insure success here? Let's end it now. It's 

time. 

1 
Personally, I hated the idea of "PE" or "gym" in college and learned nothing from it. Then again, as a grown 
adult, I would love something. I think FACULTY need free wellness consultation and FREE access to the 

gym in order to promote their wellness.  

1 

Personal Wellness should not be treated like any other objective in the LAC. That is, "wellness" can be 
taught as a concept by faculty from across the university--especially with the raging fascination with obesity 
(or anorexia or what have you), we need to think more broadly about "health" and "size" than we do. Sizism 

should not be supported by the curriculum.  

1 

Without health/wellness,what else matters? Healthy students produce better academically. Priorities need to 
be listed in order. The health/wellness of an individual is #1. With good health/wellness comes better 

academic performance. With the incredible amount of health issues facing our nation today, how can the 
University possibly consider dropping a wellness component???  

1 

Although parental, college students (and the general population) are looking at an obesity (and comorbid 
medical problems) crisis. Although perhaps having only a small effect, the adoption of healthy lifestyles 

would not only be of personal benefit to our graduates, but perhaps could be a role model for others. For 
example, given the current statistics, 1 in 3 of our future graduates will have diabetes in their lifetime - which 

is partially preventable. 

1 
How much time would be spent on this topic in Cornerstone? I do think it deserves more than a guest 

speaker day. 

1 

Wellness fell into the state it was because of neglect by HPELS administration. I does not have to be this 
way. Many of the students don't like the online course any better than the lab component. Rework the 
course!!!!!!!! If you ditch the lab, then go with a 2 hr. wellness and health course (not 3hrs.). Health and 

wellness - i.e. the physical body - are as important as the brain. The entire LAC proposals hit the brain, not 
the body. 

1 

My advisees call the current personal wellness course "personal hellness". They complain that the course 
does not teach them anything practical? Why not have a variety of courses that require the students to be 

involved with some type of physical activity? The current course is lecture only. What good is that? An 
activities-based course could allow athletes to "test out" of the requirement, and if students could choose 
from a variety of activities, they would be more lilely to find one thay they love - which could promote long 

term physical activity after they leave UNI. 

1 
We need to have a total Wellness program with the emphasis on ideas and activities! Healthy mind= healthy 

body! 

1 

The Wellness course relies on TAs and does not typically offer college-level work. Students pan it. If faculty 
(as opposed to TAs) really think that Wellness is an essential aspect of the LAC, then they should develop 

courses in other areas of the LAC in which their concerns could be part of a substantive exploration of social 
issues on the part of students. HPELS faculty have the capability of teaching courses of substance; they 

need to do so. I am in favor of a physical activity exit requirement, should the HPELS faculty perceive that 
students would not take PE activity classes in the absence of a carrot and/or stick. Student health is 

enhanced by regular physical activity. On my observation, a number of UNI students are not getting enough 
of this. An exit requirement of 3 hours (three activity courses) that are not required hours in the LAC would 

meet with my strong support.  

1 

I am not sure the Wellness course needs to exist in the current LAC if that is kept with only modest changes. 
I would prefer to see an additional course in the area of arts required. However, many wellness courses 

could be included as options within the arts category if we were to think of the arts more broadly as did the 
Greeks. The Greek gymnasium was a place where art, poetry, and physical training were all combined. This 
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might be a way to justify an inclusion of some types of wellness courses to be included in this category. 

1 
Another thought might be to make 'personal wellness' one of the integrative themes or 

enrichment/engagement projects so that students particularly interested in this area could dig more deeply 
into it. 

1 
Either get rid of it or have an activity based course. The incorporation into a cornerstone approach might be 

intriguing. Students do need to understand how to take care of themselves now that their parents aren't there 
to remind them. 

1 
UNI can put its limited resources to better use than by requiring personal wellness courses. If a student 

hasn't figured out personal wellness, then he/she probably shouldn't be in college. 

1 

I do think that covering issues such as the dangers of binge drinking, obesity prevention are very important, 
however, I am not convinced that the best delivery for this content is a separate course. Also, I do not think 

that a student who is very health conscious already should have to pay to take a course on personal 
wellness.  

1 

I strongly support the inclusion of some type of wellness programming in the LAC. I don't think it has to be 
the current course or nothing. I think there could be sections of critical thinking that address PW instead. I 

strongly oppose the idea of Cornerstone covering these topics. Guest speakers are not an effective method 
of health education and they are usually more edu-tainment than though provoking. A revamped personal 
wellness or critical thinking sections would be a much better approach, but we cannot ignore our students' 

health needs, today and in the future. 

1 
To not include anything in this area is incredibly irresponsible on the university's part considering the 

research that has proven its urgency. 

1 
Drop personal wellness and substitute 3 additional hours of science. Let's pretend it is 1957 and we are 

trying to beat the Soviets again with a rigorous math and science requirement in the LAC.  

1 

I am not aware of A-N-Y research that notes a college course in personal wellness has made any positive 
effect/affect on post-college students adult behavior when it comes to drug usage, obesity, alcohol 

consumption, personal fitness, etc. When that research is made public to the UNI faculty, then a Personal 
Wellness course is needed. Until then, the current Personal Wellness course is an ineffective use of 

precious other Liberal Arts opportunities. 

1 
This day and age, students need physical activity as well as mental activity. Our students need to prevent 

obesity as well as elementary, jr hi and high school students. 

1 
Personal Wellness is a flop. The students hate it, its rigor is dubious, the outcomes are suspect, and it's 

expensive. 

1 
The fact that UNI has spent so much money on athlectic facilities but now requires only a class that requires 

no physical activity is criminal. The students hate the class. I have never in over 20 years at UNI heard 
anyone say a single good word about it. What students need is physical activity. Require that. Period. 

1 
What about a 1-hour personal wellness coure and a 1-hour lab/physical activity course (activity/topic of 
interest) that could be taken at the same time or seperately. Physical activity is important but should be 

individualized. 2 hours seems sufficient. 

1 

This is crucial to the developement of a well rounded citizen scholar. And for the future both of the health of 
our students as individuals and the financial health of the country. For example, if our students don't really 
understand the links between specific diets, exercise (or the lack thereof) and diabeties, they are less likely 
to be able to take action both individually and collectively to stem that tide. Yet the rate is nearing epidemic 

proportions--and will bankrupt the health care system if not addressed. 

1 

I am in favor of including "personal wellness" courses. But most institutions that offer this offer one or two 
credit courses (to add up to 3) so that students can learn personal wellness through practices. So, for 

instance, a two-credit course in personal wellness--discussing health from a variety of perspectives, helping 
students understand how to exercise and stay healthy and a discussion of mental health resources. Then, in 
another semester, a 1-credit course in something like volleyball or dance or bowling or ultimate frisbee--a fun 

course to help students learn a new sport and realize sports are enjoyable. 
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1 
The Wellness course in the present LAC slipped in by a very narrow vote of the faculty. Therefore, this is 

one instance where I support a change to the current LAC-drop the requirement and cover health issues in 
the Cornerstone course (we do not need physical education courses in a College LAC program). 

1 
Personal Wellness is a joke. Students often relay to me the latest absurd thing they were "taught" in this 

class. I would like an activity component without the lecture part. 

1 
The previously existing "lab" structure was problematic and as the course stands now, I receive no positive 
feedback from students about it's usefulness. I feel it needs to be included, but a major overhaul of how it is 

taught is required. 

1 If students aren't healthy, then they can't utilize their education fully for the benefit of society.  

1 
Activity components can be taken at a students discretion with an associated activity fee and can be used to 

satisfy electives, but some type of lifestyle choices, consumer health, nutrition and introduction to public 
health information is essential to produce a well-rounded individual. 

1 
Without this requirement we would be acting as ostriches, ignoring the blatant health/lifestyle/health care 

catastrophes that surround us. 

1 
This topic/area does not fit with the liberal arts at the university level. Elements of overall wellness could be 

included within the cornerstone course. 

1 It's not realistic to think that the cornerstone course can shoehorn in personal wellness issues.  

1 
Can't imagine having a LAC without addressing in some form one of the major issues in this country today. 
How much impact does the fine arts have on the nation's economy? How much impact does health have on 

the economy? Duh! 

1 
Promote a wellness environment on campus for everyone, with programs, activities, health center 

involvement, etc. 

1 

With the current emphasis on preventing illness to reduce the cost of health care, the trends toward charging 
employees for health insurance based on their own health (body comp, cholesterol, etc), the links between 

behavior (eating, exercise, etc.) and disease, I can not believe that dropping this from the LAC is even being 
considered. This is a case where students absolutely do not know what is best for them.  

1 

Although I disliked it a great deal, I think Personal Wellness was appropriate in the 80s. Most students have 
this information before college now. Identify some information that students need, and include it in the 

Cornerstone course. Personal Wellness has such a bad reputation at this point, and so many quality control 
issues, that we need to just let it go. 

1 Considering the obsesity problem in the U.S., an "activity-oriented" wellness course is important.  

1 

Like many faculty, I went to school at UNI -- in 1970, we had phys ed requriement, but it was activity like 
swimming, bowling (!! --yes, the basement of UBS) and not these lectures that I hear students complain 
about. Maybe it is a matter of too much information and good as it is, for the needs of an LAC vision, we 
should just courses for the exercise of the body, to balance all the mental exercises the rest of the LAC 

makes them do.  

1 
I am dubious that a Cornerstone course can do all that is expected of it (replace writing and oral comp, serve 

as a FYE and a health course????) 

1 
I think the loss of required physical activity/education in our curriculum is problematic. We pay our athletic 
coaches millions of dollars but physical education/wellness education is not available to all of our students. 

This is out of balance. 

1 
The cornerstone is too crowded, oral communication or writing must not be sacrificed for wellness. Students 

get wellness information in high school. There could be a wellness option in the capstone, and also in the 
American experience category (American attitudes toward wellness, a historical and evolutionary approach). 

1 
22. Wellness: Here may be a great place for credit or waiver by examination with, perhaps, on-line support to 
help prepare for the exam. Even if there is no required Wellness course, it would be OK, maybe desirable, to 
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require at least one activityâ€”perhaps twoâ€”given the wide array that can be made available and the value 
of recreation. Any activities required should NOT be linked to any wellness course requirement; instead, 

students should be permitted to take any required physical skill activity at their convenience.  

1 Wellness is so poorly received by our best students, that it has become as joke around campus. Dump it. 

1 

Whether or not wellness takes the nutritional and personal safety approach or the physical education 
approach, such material can and should be covered in an interdisciplinary way. For example, as I teach 
writing around the theme of "environment," I raise issued and perspectives about food choices and their 
impact on the landscape through agricultural practices. We tour the Piazza and see how food service is 

organized to provide them with a balance between choice and emphasizing certain foods. This 
encompasses both wellness and sustainability in an interdisciplinary way. 

1 
It is rediculous that the old-school phys. ed. types in HPELS control this course. If anything, it should be a 1-
2 hour requirement of wellness/health education. We don't want ever to require an advanced version of high 

school PE. 

1 

Seems like it will require a jack-of-all-trades to teach this proposed Cornerstone course and I wonder how 
well a person would do in any categories if they are trying to cover too much material from too many angles. 
Also: please don't cut wellness as a program. Our country is obese and unhealthy. Our students may not be; 
mostly they aren't I think. But we want to keep them that way and they are new adults, mostly. They are just 

learning how to take care of themselves.  

1 
With obesity issues on the rise and health insurance increasing, people need to make physical activity part 

of their daily lives (and it's so hard, and unpopular to do this) 

1 

A health and wellness course is needed. There are many aspects that need to be discsused in-depth and 
not given just an overview as part of some other course. Trying to pack this into the cornerstone course may 
cause information overload. However, students need health and wellness information early in their academic 

career.  

1 
We keep saying we are committed to student well being, but we continually devalue the health and fitness 

component of the LAC. 

1 
From what I hear from students, the current Wellness course is considered a complete joke. Many of them 
have said that they like the idea of a sort of P.E. requirement and would be happy to be engaged in some 

kind of organized activity, but anything else (i.e. anything that is mainly classroom-based/online) is useless. 

1 
While I advocate for the LAC in its current form, I would not be opposed in eliminating the "Wellness" 
requirement. I absolutely, unequivocally believe that the Cornerstone should NOT include wellness.  

1 

If one of the goals of the LAC is "healthy behavior," then you absolutely must have a separate course on 
wellness. I would be in favor of redesigning the current Personal Wellness course. I also ask myself, "How 

can UNI not offer this type of class with everything that's going on in our society (i.e. obesity, diabetes, 
healthcare changes, etc) To not offer such a course would be very harmful to our students and irresponsible 

on our parts! 

1 
With the current health/obesity concerns, wellness needs to be addressed as part of a required liberal arts 

model. However, the current method of delivery needs to be improved. 

1 
How about having the folks in HPELS teach courses in the LAC in a number of different areas that focus on 

their areas of specialty, like global health care or some such thing? Let's get rid of a specific course on 
"Wellness." Otherwise, make physical activity an exit requirement, like foreign language. 

1 

Obesity is the #1 public health issue in our country today. It is absolutely essential that our students be 
enabled to develop healthy habits in terms of nutrition and physical activity that will extend over their 

lifespans. This is literally a matter of life-and-death. I am not convinced that traditional health and wellness 
classes are very effective at this. I would suggest a one-hour class that meets weekly in small sections and 
functions as a type of â€œsupport groupâ  €  for students to set and achieve reasonable goals in the areas 
of nutrition and/or physical activity based on their diet and fitness levels at the start of the class. The goal 

would be for students to make achievable but significant lifestyle changes that they would be likely to 
maintain beyond the end of the course.  
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1 
How about a course early in one's college life that focuses on "Learning to live a balanced life." -- try to 

create healthy habits of exercise, study, work, diet. 

1 
It does seem to be a time in our society when this needs serious attention. In what ways might we make UNI 
a more active, wellness oriented campus for all - students, staff and faculty? Not sure this can be effectively 

coerced as much as induced? 

1 

Difficult question. The current program isn't working, and wellness has no element to encourage/involve 
students in actual physical wellness as opposed to lecture about wellness. Perhaps this element is best 

handled by requiring something other than courses: for example a certain number of activity credits or credit 
for workshop attendance (workshops geared toward exposing students to wellness opportunities/benefits).  

1 
This is a tough one for me. I believe in wellness as a value and as a goal, but I think the LAC needs to be 
focused on academic courses. So, regrettably, I can't support keeping a wellness component in the LAC. 

Make this a priority for Student Affairs.  

1 

I like the idea of one topic addressed in the cornerstone course being human wellness. It provides some 
common content. That idea should be expanded to other topics, e.g., human nature. Having the cornerstone 

cover basic human nature and human wellness while also addressing writing and oral comp. (and the 
college experience) is an intriguing idea. It might well be a good medium for moving the student from "me" to 

"we". I actually think the activity lab of human wellness is useful. Broadening their experience enhancing 
their skill is good. Getting them on the road to better physical health habits is good. We might actually 

increase the requirements to one a year but allow them to be met in a variety of ways, not all UNI classes. 

1 
There is a strong connection between physical health and intellectual development. Not including a wellness 

course in the LAC is a major step back. Nothing matters without good health. 

1 

It makes no sense to not include personal wellness of a liberal arts curriculum. The purpose of the LAC is to 
provide a well rounded curriculum. Whatever argument the committee makes to exclude personal wellness 
could be made for the Fine Arts or Literature/Religion/Philosphy requirements. This is a slippery slope. It's 

either entirely inclusive or let's forget the concept of the LAC and become a technical institute.  

1 
Students need to be exposed to various forms of physical activity that they can pursue throughout their lives. 

Information about diet and the relation of weight to health is also imperative. 

1 
Cornerstone courses may integrated health and wellness concepts, as should many of the LAC categories 

above, but is not sufficient to create a health literate student body. 

1 the obesity epedemic? a beautiful wellness facility in which the level of use seems to have declined. 

1 Students should be encouraged to engage in extra-curricular initiatives and activities that address wellness. 

 
 

MODERN LANGUAGES: Our current Modern 
Language requirement is not part of the LAC, but the 
LAC Review Steering Committee believes it should be 
a graduation exit requirement the university considers 
as it moves forward with a new/revised LAC. 
Therefore, please provide your reactions to the 
following options. 

 



  
Strongly 

favor 
Favor Neutral Oppose

Strongly 
oppose 

Total 

Keep the Modern Languages requirement as it 
is currently - the equivalent of 2 years of high 

school language study in a particular 
language. 

14.9% 
43 

21.5% 
62 

25.3% 
73 

21.5% 
62 

16.7% 
48 

100%
288 

Increase the Modern Languages requirement 
to be consistent with Iowa State University - 
the equivalent of 3 years of high school in a 

particular language. 

13.8% 
40 

35.9% 
104 

24.8% 
72 

12.1% 
35 

13.4% 
39 

100%
290 

Increase the Modern Languages requirement 
to be consistent with Iowa State (as a 

minimum) or Iowa (as a maximum), but 
provide the option for the equivalent of the 

additional year/s to be fulfilled by a minimum 
of a semester-long study abroad experience. 

23.0% 
67 

27.1% 
79 

22.0% 
64 

13.7% 
40 

14.1% 
41 

100%
291 

Increase the Modern Languages requirement 
to be consistent with the University of Iowa - 
the equivalent of 4 years of high school in a 

particular language. 

15.1% 
44 

21.9% 
64 

26.0% 
76 

23.6% 
69 

13.4% 
39 

100%
292 

 

Any feedback on this category? 

 

Count Response 

234 
 

1 An essential areas of study if UNI is to graduate educated persons in the 21st century.  

1 Any notion as to what this will do to Iowa high schools?  

1 Anything to get our students abroad, even to an English-speaking country, is a good thing. 

1 I hope sign language is an option 

1 If they need it they will get it. 

1 Language skill is critical. 

1 Modern foreign language can only add value to our grads. 

1 Okay, if it does not increase LAC hours.  

1 There is a dearth of diversity on this campus--lanugage ability could address this.  

1 UNI's language requirements should be roughly equal to those at ISU or Iowa. 

1 Uni's program should reflect uni's program. 

1 global society / behind other nations in this regard 
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1 
Another tough one for me. From a realistic standpoint, I say keep Modern Language as an exit requirement, 
but beef it up a little. The Iowa and ISU approaches are interesting, but I believe we need to think long and 

hard about whether we should go in either of those directions. 

1 
We need a more stringent modern language requirement. How can we be a 21st century university without 

college level compression of another language? Keeping this requirement so low while promoting global 
perspectives and diversity seems contradictory.  

1 
I agree with the final suggestion provided that the study abroad be carried out in a non-English speaking 

country.  

1 
With this age group, if you truly want them to learn a different language immersion/studying abroad is the 

most effective way to go... 

1 
Foreign Language requirement should be an essential component of LAC & UNI should match the 

requirements of other Iowa institutions. 

1 

23. Modern Languages: Permitting study abroad to slubstitute for a college semester or more of another 
language doesnâ€™t make sense to me since much (most?) study abroad is in English-speaking countries. 

Study abroad should be encouraged by other means (e.g., Capstone Experience). How about a 
literature/philosophy requirement that could be sataisfied with the third (or fourth) college semester of a 

language other than English? Might there be other ways to encourage studentsâ€”or provide an optionâ€”to 
take a language at UNI to guild on a studentâ€™s language study in high school?  

1 
Doesn't this need to change in the HS curriculum first; and it would need to be published several years in 

advance. 

1 
What better way to learn a language than being there and what better way to learn about culture, politics, etc 

of the world than traveling. 

1 
A lot of our desire for global education would be fulfilled with university-level foreign language training, and it 

would make our graduates MUCH MORE marketable when they graduate. Cut whatever categories you 
need to in order to increase our foreign language requirement. 

1 
If we really believe that globalization and the understanding of other cultures is important, we need to require 

that all of our students graduate with the ability to read and speak a language other than their own.  

1 
I can get behind increasing our requirement--seems unfortunate that we are less stringent than the sister 
schools. I really like the study abroad option--does this mean only non-English speaking countries with 

native language courses?  

1 
This would require too much time with too little return. Students have enough difficulty with English 

(American). 

1 

I am not sure that the quality of high school teaching in foreign languages suggests that students actually 
accomplish what we wish they would accomplish in those classes. I am fairly certain that students who 

complete even four years of foreign language instruction in most high schools are far below the levels of 
instruction achieved in two years at UNI. The result is our graduates are not fluent in a foreign language and 

will not be without instruction at UNI. If my characterization is accurate, the semester abroad study 
experience would achieve at least some of the goals of foreign language instruction and also some of the 

goals of diversity and non-western cultures. 

1 
Many graduate programs have a language requirement that 3-4 semesters of a language class may or may 

not fulfill. We should have a language requirement that makes people prepared for a global world and 
graduate work. 

1 

I went to a highly regarded R1 university for my undergraduate program and they allowed us to substitute 
fluency in computer programming for the language component. I think the language requirement could 

include other areas. Further, what good is 2 years of high school language study? No one will become fluent 
from this and I'm not sure what kind of benefit is intended for students by inclusion of this component.  

1 
I took one year of college German, but I cannot understand anyone speaking Deutsch, nor could I navigate 

my way through Germany. Taking one or two courses here is not sufficient. Foreign language training needs 
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to begin in elementary school, not at the university level. 

1 I think students with this interest should be allowed to pursue it, but it shouldn't be forced on everyone. 

1 option 4--- would support only as long as the instruction in the study abroad experience is not in English. 

1 

In our ever growing global society, working knowledge in another language is important. I can see Spanish, 
Chinese and Russian as very beneficial languages. Any liberal arts college would have a language 

requirement beyond 2 years in high school. There could also be a difference in the requirement if earning a 
B.S. vs. a B.A. At many Universities a B.S. degree would have a 3 year requirement since these are longer 

degrees and a B.A. would have 4 years. 

1 
The study abroad approach is out of reach for many students because of UNI obligations such as athletes 
but for those who can it will enrich their entire academic career. However, there must be consideration for 

those who cannot study abroad.  

1 
This is a tough call. English is dominating the world, so students do not really need to know another 

language (except some Spanish). It is the appreciation of different cultures that is needed, and that is more a 
social science area than mere language.  

1 
Some students may have difficulty in taking 4 years in high school/middle school because of cuts in faculty 

especially at smaller schools. 

1 
Nothing...and I mean NOTHING would serve our students better than a knowledge of a foreign languages. 

That alone would address many of the goals of the entire LAC--particularly the issue of diversity. 

1 
Is there a reason we teach "modern languages" of French and German? What about Arabic and Chinese? 

Those would be so much more useful for students as they move into the real world. 

1 
Could vary the requirement by major/college, e.g., humanities = 4 years (or 3 of one and 2 of another), 

sciences = 3 years.  

1 
While most students would benefit from learning a second or third language I'm wondering if there is any 

data on whether college courses really fulfill the goal of students becoming even minimally fluent in another 
language. 

1 

I would be more in favor of the study-abroad option if I had more confidence in the Office of International 
Programs. I am afraid that we are not ready to launch that particular initiative and won't be until there is a 

major restructuring of that office. The expense is also something that I do not think our students are ready to 
bear.  

1 
Language experience can be evaluated in LAC or as an exit requirement. As a university with the stated goal 
of global proficiencies and competitiveness, it would make sense to require a proficiency level in at least one 

language and intercultural education. 

1 
Our students need more language ability. What 2 years of high school means varies widely across the state 

and hardly provides my students with anything, as far as I can tell. 

1 
Get rid of modern languages requirement. I took a language for four years and it has not benefited me once. 
When I need to learn a language, I order the Rosetta Stone prior to my international travel. Surprisingly, it is 

an effective learning tool. 

1 
I don't understand the study abroad substitution - wouldn't they be taking the language while studying abroad 

- and couldn't they take a proficiency test after that semester to determine if they had fulfilled the 
requirement? 

1 
Familiarity with a language confers very different intellectual skills than mere study abroad, which many 
students would do at an English-language institution in Australia, the British Isles, or Canada anyway. 

1 I worry that increasing the langauge requirement will effect enrollment. But it still needs to be done. 

1 
I like the ideas for increasing the requirement (and perhaps like the study abroad option the best). However, 
staffing this requirement will potentially be a huge issue, particularly as we seem to be moving in the other 

direction... 
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1 
It isn't worth cutting other things from the program in order to force boosting up foreign language skills 

beyond what we have. 

1 

It makes sense to have the same academic standards as our sister institutions. Why should we "cheapen" 
the educational experience for UNI students? As for the semester abroad experience, as far as I know, 
students can already count this as part of the language requirement by taking online exams testing their 

language proficiency. This makes sense to me: Students need to demonstrate that they learned a second 
language (at least to some degree) while being abroad. 

1 
The study abroad experience provision would begin to move UNI toward becoming an internationalized 

university. 

1 
study abroad is great, but financially out of reach for many of our students I'm ok with either 2 or 3 years of 

high school language, but 4 is too many 

1 
The US is behind the rest of the world in foreign language skills. This needs to be developed. There are very 

few individuals from other cultures that do not speak at least two languages 

1 
I oppose the study abroad option unless it specifies that the student must study in a country where English is 
not a primary language and the student must take language courses. From my perspective, semester study 

in England or Australia would not meet the intent of this requirement. 

1 
The old European joke - What do you call someone who knows several languages? Multi-lingual. What do 
you call someone who knows two languages ? Bilingual. What do you call someone who knows only one 

language? American 

1 
English is the default language spoken across the world. Knowing Spanish might be useful, but knowing 
German is basically only useful in Germany. We DO NOT teach about the Germany culture at this level. 

1 

I think all students ought to be required to have basic competency in a foreign language in order to graduate, 
and since there's no way 2-3 years of language training will do that, I would oppose anything less than 4 yrs 

(HS equivalent) AND some kind of immersive experience, either abroad or here at UNI in some kind of 
conversation/theater/reading group. I do like the study abroad substitution option. 

1 
I don't mind going up to 3 years if we feel it's necessary, especially with the study abroad option. I think 4 

years is way too much. 

1 
All students must demonstrate literature-level fluency in a foreign language, particularly those who wish to be 

competitive as potential graduate students. Plus, students who know a foreign language well better 
understand English grammar. Where, however, is the ancient language possibility?  

1 Another language is important to student intellectual growth, but i'm not sure how to form the requirements.  

1 
Foreign languages aren't very relevant and forgotten easily with not application (living in that particular 

country)! 

1 I don't undestand why an exit graduation requirment like this shouldn't simply be made part of the LAC. 

1 The study abroad experience could be in Wales of Australia. Classical languages should be allowed. 

1 
Students should have to take college-level modern language courses as part of a "Liberal Arts" core. A full 

year of modern language study is pretty standard outside of Iowa.  

1 
I have no really strong feelings about this one, although aligning ourselves with Iowa State's requirement 

makes sense. 

1 

Study abroad should only be used if foreign language are actually taken abroad, or if a student passes a 
proficiency exam upon completion of study abroad. At the same time as you consider increasing the 

language requirement, PLEASE consider putting pressure on the administration to add at least Chinese and 
Arabic to the repertoire of foreign languages available for study at UNI. 

1 
How can we promote globalism and diversity without requiring students to have a relatively good 

understanding of the languages and thus world view of other cultures? 
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1 
Is this difference one subtle but significant way we draw students? Especially from smaller Iowa high 

schools? If this has the role claimed for it in the contemporary world, should not UNI be able to market 
language courses more effectively rather than requiring additional ones? 

1 
Study abroad should not count as foreign language study unless students actually take foreign language 

classes while abroad, in which case, of course, the classes should count. 

 
 

Our current LAC is 45 hours in length 
(http://www.uni.edu/vpaa/lac/documents/lac_fall2010.p
df.) The revised models being proposed range from 
43-46 hours. What is your ideal length of a LAC for 
UNI? 

 

Count Response 

53 
 

1 .50 

1 15 

1 22 

12 30 

1 33 

6 35 

1 35. 

10 36 

1 36. 

2 37 

3 38 

2 39 

32 40 

2 40. 

1 406070 

1 41 

11 42 
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24 43 

1 43. 

2 44 

93 45 

2 45. 

2 4546 

1 4550. 

20 46 

1 46. 

1 47 

4 48 

1 48. 

2 49 

4 50 

1 60 

1 60. 

 
 

If you desire a LAC less than the current length of 45 
hours, which areas would you be willing to reduce in 
the current LAC? (Check all that apply.) 

 

 

 

Value Count Percent % 

Reading & Writing - 3 hours 9 4.6% 

Speaking & Listening - 3 hours 29 14.9% 

Quantitative Techniques & Understanding - 3 hours 14 7.2% 

Personal Wellness - 3 hours 109 55.9% 

Humanities - 6 hours 53 27.2% 

Non-Western Cultures - 3 hours 30 15.4% 

The image cannot be displayed.  
Your computer may not have 
enough memory to open the 
image, or the image may have  

been corrupted. Restart your 
computer, and then open the file  
again. If the red x still appears, you  
may have to delete the image and  
then insert it again.



Fine Arts - 3 hours 20 10.3% 

Literature, Philosophy, or Religion - 3 hours 24 12.3% 

Natural Science & Technology - 7 hours 47 24.1% 

Social Science - 9 hours 105 53.8% 

Capstone - 2 hours 116 59.5% 

 

Statistics 

Total Responses 195 

 
 

If you desire a LAC less than 45-46 hours, how would 
you suggest we cut it? 

 

Count Response 

194 
 

1 1. Capstone out 2. Dedicated oral communication classes out (3. Personal wellness?) 

1 ? 

1 Broken record...cut courses that are not immediately applicable in students' lives. 

1 Capstone and natural sciences and tech 

1 Capstone. The Capstone courses are fine, but they could also be electives. 

1 Combine areas into majors. Combine similar disciplines into single courses 

1 Cut down on social sciences 

1 Cut it. 

1 Cut three from social sciences. 

1 Decrease a course in social sciences. 

1 Drop Personal Wellness AND Capstone as requirements, and cut the Social Sciences to 6 hours. 

1 Drop Personal Wellness. Add more science. We live in a technological world/culture! 

1 Dump Wellness. Cut Soc Sci requirements to 6. 

1 Eliminate Personal Wellness (3 hrs.) and Capstone (2 hrs.) requirements! 

1 Eliminate the "Personal Wellness" course 

1 Eliminate the First Year Experience idea. 

1 Focus on reading, writing, fine arts, literature, natural science and social science. 
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1 Get rid of Capstone and Personal Wellness 

1 I don't 45-46 is ok.  

1 I like the idea of incorporating writing and speaking into the cornerstone course.  

1 It should be lengthened and more science added. 

1 Items checked above as well as capstone. These can bet satisfied in the major. 

1 Keep in just the core skills and let students pick their other classes.  

1 Leave out Speaking/listening and 3 hours of Social Science. 

1 Less hours of science (natural & social) requirements. 

1 Less social science, science, wellness 

1 Natural Sciences 

1 No suggestion 

1 Personal Wellness 

1 Personal wellness and capstone are courses I see as unnecessary 

1 Please see #25 

1 Reduce humanities and non-western cultures to total of 6 hours. Social Sciences to 6 hours. 

1 Reduce social science by 3 hours 

1 Reduce the requirements in certain categories. 

1 Remove one social science, remove capstone, remove personal wellness 

1 Require only 3 hours of Social Science, and only 3 hours of Humanities. 

1 See above  

2 See above. 

1 See item 25 

1 With what I indicated in 25 

1 eliminate wellness, math, capstone. 

1 majorly reduce hours in areas above 

1 no PW, 6 hr soc science, 4 hrs natural sci w/ lab 

1 see Question 25 

1 see above 

1 trim hours from categories noted above 

1 
humanities is an impossible course it can't be done in 8 or 6 hours. Should balance Eastern and Western 

history and culture. 

1 Infuse speaking with writing. I have not noticed that much improvement in students writing anyway. Cut the 
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social sciences down to a maximum of 6 hours and focus it more. Eliminate Capstone. Roll non-Western into 
Humanities. 

1 
Personal wellness should not be required students have access to the fitness programs available through 

the university 

1 
Make the cuts in Speaking and Listening, Personal Wellness, and eliminate the Capstone requirement. The 

capstone is odd, in that as students increasingly specialize as they go through their academic career we 
then throw a general university requirement at them near the end. 

1 
I don't desire a shorter LAC; those who push for this are trying to convert a BA degree into a poor substitute 

for a masters by pumping up their majors and preparing students narrowly, not broadly. 

1 
Have a least 1 course in each area with a lot of options for students. Maybe have majors include an intro 

class that might also hit on reading/writing for the field and capstone/senior level class that is a culmantation 
of their experiences. 

1 
An observation: some of the proposed new models use categories organized around knowledge and skill. 

Question #25 lists the existing LAC categories. Keep the current model / hours and improve identified 
weaknesses. 

1 
Reduce the number of hours required in the current LAC categories of the Social Sciences and Natural 

Sciences. If certain disciplines require more instructional hours in these fields, don't burden the LAC with this 
requirement but make it discipline-specific requirements.  

1 
The capstone can be eliminated and the social science drastically trimmed. Aspects of the social science 
can be integrated into reduced course offerings of humanities/non-western and the fine arts/lit/philos/relig 

can be reduced to a single course of the student's choice. 

1 
I sugget doing away with capstone and turning that responsibility over to departments so they decide what is 

approrpriate for their majors.  

1 
Focus on core skills that students would use through out their life. Provide opportunities for electives that 

would enrich their background. Integrate some LAC offerings into majors (e.g, our majors need statistics, life 
science and physical science, but other majors might want a different mix). 

1 
Reduce Social Science from 9 to 6 hours; integrate oral communication and writing into content courses; 

reduce Humanities and combine with Non-Western Civilization; eliminate Wellness or give it a more practical 
sense;  

1 
1 less hour in NS&T AND 3 less hours in Social Science OR Eliminate LAC capstone, folding it into a 

capstone for the major.  

1 

We need to be more marketable to students and one way to do it is to shorten the LAC. We need to 
restructure our current LAC so that we are still a friendly institution for transfer students because they will be 

our future. Shortening the LAC would allow students to more fully concentrate on their majors, particularly 
those majors that are already full (i.e. Teacher Ed, pre-professional majors). 

1 
If I could see my previous responses (in previous sections) I could answer this better. See above--math, 

science, social science, capstone. 

1 
I would save 6 hours from the three categories (drop capstone, reduce wellness to 2 hours, and reduce 

social science to 6 hours). I would add hours towards thinking, numeracy, or foreign language skills. 

1 
Start with Yellow Model and eliminate one Social Science course, "Individual in Society." ("Thinking Critically 

About Being Human" can basically meet this need). 

1 
cut capstone, wellness, quantitative techniques (pending minimum skils exam) and reduce social science to 

6 hours. 

1 
Stick to the basic skills. Work with the majors and integrate the basic skills through this avenue. Surprisingly, 

numerous topical subjects can be integrated into other major courses. 

1 Think about what students need int the real world, not about what you think they need based on some ivory 
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tower model. 

1 
The correct number of credits for the LAC is not an actual number (as the field for number 24 requires). It is 

whatever number it takes to do the job right. The LAC is critical for all of our students, regardless of their 
academic and career goals.  

1 
--Cut back Natural Science to 4 hours (3 hour scientific literacy + 1 hour lab) --Cut back Wellness hours. 

Have Student Affairs do more Wellness programming. --Allow departments, majors, colleges to design their 
own capstones and build the hours into major requirements 

1 
Reduce following to: Speaking & Listening - 2 hours Personal Wellness - 1 hours Humanities - 3 hours 

Social Science - 6 hours  

1 
Eliminate Capstone and Personal Wellness at a minimum. These seem like automatic reducation, and, in my 
opinion, absolutely must take place. That's 5 hours. Shave some out of Social and/or Natural sciences and 

you could gain up to 6 more credits. 

1 
If the core goes under 40, will departments just increase major requirements? If so, we might as well 

maintain the core and improve our claim of providing a liberal education.  

1 
When you look at the amount of hours some areas have, why would you eliminate one whole category to 

service an abundance in others - arrogance that other areas are sooo important, very self-serving! 

1 It would be wonderful to reduce the LAC and to place most of the content within a student's major. 

1 

The social sciences and the natural sciences dominate too many of the LAC hours. Why do students need to 
take 9 hours of social sciences course work and extensive lab experiences for a LAC? Humanities could 

also give up some hours and/or a 3 hour only requirement in either humanities, philosphy, or religion could 
be chosen from. 

1 
Wellness has to go. There is no way to make it work. Social Science also needs to be reduced. I am in favor 

of somehow combining reading/writing with speaking/listening but I think they still need 6 hours. 

1 

The way to cut things is to offer more interdisciplinary LAC classes. All of the models assume that it is most 
important to maintain disciplinary articulations and to ask students to emerge from their 4+ years with a fully 
punched card, certifying that they have been in a variety of buildings on campus. I think the higher priority 

should be on habits of mind. 

1 
Drop Capstone and Personal Wellness. Require 3 credit hours for each of the 9 other categories listed in 

item 25. Allow an additional 3 hour course to be chosen from any of the 9 categories or open a new category 
of Financial & Information Literacy. Grand total: 30 hours 

1 
Do NOT reduce the number of hours. With the cornerstone course added, it should grow to 48 hours. The 

Capstone should be 3 required hours. That would make it 49 hours. Adding 3 hours to the Natural Sciences 
would make it 52 hours. Removing the Personal Wellness course would reduce it to 49. 

1 

This process really appears to be reductionist in it's approach, and this survey is evidence of this. Rather 
than asking what should be cut, we should be asking what can student major programs of study ADD to the 

LAC. If all majors added a writing, communication and/or diversity componants to their curriculum, then 
everyone wins. Have college level specialist assist in the first few years. 

1 

My ideal calls for more categorical and theme based instruction that incorporates much of the categorical 
content in more interesting and practical ways and may also involve team teaching across disciplines. So 

counting hours becomes less significant. In the absence of the non0categorical option the reality is that one 
simply cuts a course or two. None of them are sacred, the loss of none will be life threatening and the 

likelihood is that students will pick up some of the courses anyway as they seek their 120 credit hours to 
graduation. 

1 
Reduce the areas of humanities and social sciences. Unless capstone is really going to be meaningful (after 

the including global aspects in the humanities and social sciences) the I'd suggest dropping it. 

1 
I like the idea of wellness being integrated into cornerstone and there being an increased integration of the 

social sciences resulting in fewer house. Currently I do not think capstone serves students well. I think 
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interdisciplinary but major specific capstones would be more useful. 

1 
Get rid of the Fine Arts requirement. For those of you who argue that our students don't need to learn about 
personal wellness, I would argue that they don't need to learn about the fine arts. In reality, I think both are 

important and I'm trying to make a point to keep personal wellness. 

1 
I would include the Capstone in the major field of study. As suggested, students would have an opportunity 
to "test out" of quantitative techniques. Combine Humanities and Non-Western Civ and reduce Science and 

Technology (4 hours) 

1 

I favor the following model: Freshman cornerstone ....3hrs Humanities I....................3 Reading & 
Writing........... (roll into cornerstone) Mathematics.................. 3 Humanities II ................. 3 upper level course 

in the humanities, not in student's major.............. 3 Two science course, one with lab...7 Intro course in a 
social science....3 Intro course in a different social science program ...................... 3 upper level science 

course ............ 3 Upper level social science course...3 Capstone.................................... 3 Total = 37 hours  

1 

Keep the current LAC with some tweaking of courses that won't adversely affect transfer of credits or create 
humongous staffing/physical facilities problems. IF a move is made to a non-traditional LAC then it probably 

needs to be SHORTER since students will have to take more courses in their majors/minors if the 
introductory courses are no longer part of the core.  

1 
cut personal wellness and oral communication, but don't reduce hours - replace with more substantive 

classes. 

1 

6 hrs social science, rather than 9 No American Civ course No capstone 1 hr wellness course Incorporate 
diversity in the social science and global cultures areas rather than having a dedicated course. Incorporate 

critical thinking throughout the curriculum, rather than as a dedicated course. Require writing and critical 
thinking in the studentâ€™s major as well as the LAC 

1 
Get rid of Capstone and Personal Wellness. Combine Reading/Writing and Oral Communication. Possibly 

allow students to pass out of Category I components via test scores.  

1 Cut the non-critical thinking courses such as fine arts, humanities, cultures, reading, and speaking 

1 
Reduce social science to 6 hours. Reduce humanities to 3 hours and eliminate personal wellness. Make 
writing and oral comm part of the cornerstone and offer the option of a combined humanities/cornerstone 

course. This reduces the LAC to 36 hours. 

1 
You've already cut out the Personal Wellness requirement, and kept the number of hours the same. So in 

essence, you've increased the requirements. Your ideas on developing new courses that encompass several 
disciplines into one course is on the right track.  

1 

That is a really tough question, but I think we should look at High School requirements, especially in 
Humanities and social science and maybe cut an hour or two there. I also think the capstone, while good in 

theory, is not working as it should and could be deleted. I have heard such a variety of comments from 
students about the capstone course I just don't think it is effective. 

1 
Similar to Canadian and some European models, have a three year degree. Sometimes I think LAC is used 

to make money off of students under the rhetoric of democratic values.  

1 
Cut science to 4 (2 literacy; 2 lab); use quantitative literacy exam for many students; cut social science to 6; 

combine speaking and writing into 3 (rather than 6); and add a 1-2 hour course on wellness/health 
education. 

1 

Global humanities will incorporate non-Western cultures. Te above check marks indicate removing 3 hours 
from each of personal wellness, humanities and non-western cultures, literature philosophy and religion, 

natural science and technology, and social science (total elimination 15 hours). Redefining the courses may 
allow for inclusion of some of the eliminated courses.  

1 
Eliminate required humanities courses. Include in a borader requirement in the same manner that currently 

exists in the social sciences. 

1 One could keep the current configuration and eliminate capstone and/or personal wellness. Both are 
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tangential to the notion of a liberal arts core. But, I see no reason to cut hours just to say we cut hours. The 
current LAC is actually a money maker for the university, and if one did cut personal wellness and capstone, 

I would suggest augmenting other areas (fine arts or history or politics, for example). 

1 

Most of my students complain that some of their courses in the LAC are "a joke," "too easy" "a waste of 
time." I understand that the course itself may not be the problem, but the delivery of the course--the teacher. 
In the past the Oral Communication course (when taught) seems to have been sighted as well as some of 

the natural and social science courses. I think the capstone course should be taken over by the departments 
or majors. Allow the students a capstone project in their specific fields. 

1 
remove S & L (covered in major); remove P.W.; Reduce N.S. & T. to 6 hours,;reduce S.S. to 6 hours; 

remove capstone 

1 
I'd cut personal wellness and capstone, and combine arts and literature and try to integrate philsophy/religion 

into humanities and non-western cultures 

1 
1. Better integration or Humanities and Non-Western cultures. 2. Trim social science and enhance remaining 
required courses. 3. Trim science lab. 4. Do 1,2 & 3 in concert with a course in critical thinking about issues 

and infusing critical thinking and issue focused inquiry into numerous courses.  

1 

26. Size of LAC: For a little smaller LAC, I suggest requiring 6 hours of social science instead of 9; this would 
also achieve better balance between the broad realms of human learning and achievementâ€”the fine arts 

including literature and philosophy, the natural sciences, and the social sciences. Also, there may be 
attractive opportunities to offer and encourage credit or waiver by examinationâ€”perhaps in mathematics, 

U.S. history and culture, wellness, and maybe in the natural and/or social sciences.  

1 

Options for reducing LAC hours listed from highest to lowest preference: Remove the Personal Wellness 
course. Reduce the social science requirement to 6 hours. Remove the Fine Arts course. Remove the 
Capstone course. Reduce the Natural Science and Technology requirement to 6 hours. Reduce the 

Humanities requirement to 3 hours. 

1 
Drop wellness, non-western cultures, capstone, and 3 hours from social sciences. If we are not teaching 

non-western cultures sufficiently in the majors, it would be the first I would add back. 

1 
If cuts needs to be made, Capstone and Wellness are the ones that are least well defined and linked to the 

liberal arts. 

 
 

Do you have any other feedback you'd like us to 
consider overall? 

 

Count Response 

193 
 

1 I really liked the yellow plan. 

1 Keep personal wellness! 

1 LAC is a good foundation but it is the major/minor courses that get our student's jobs.  

1 Leave the LAC we have alone and infuse sustainability into all relevent courses. 

1 No 
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1 Prefer the LAC as currently configured. 

1 Retain the current model!!!! 

1 Sustainability was not mentioned (unless Technology/Natural Sciences subsumes this global issue) 

1 Thanks for all your hard work! 

1 Thanks for everything your doing to improve the LAC!  

1 Thanks for this work. It is a huge undertaking with long term ramifications. 

1 Thanks for your hard work! 

1 no 

1 thanks for your diligence in bringing this to us for consideration. 

1 too many categories... too many hours 

1 
Ultimately, I do not believe that we can accomplish all that we say we want to accomplish. There are too 

many demands on our students and our faculty and not enough motivation by either group to be successful. 
I agree that this is a pessimistic view, but I believe is a realistic one as well. 

1 
I appreciate the great effort that is being made to research best practices in the LAC, convey these to the 

faculty, and encourage faculty to participate in the development of a new LAC. My thanks to the hard work of 
the committee.  

1 
What are the outcomes the new plans should address? What problems have been identified that must be 

solved? This was not made clear in the LAC info meetings last week. Why change the system? The 
improvements of the new plans are not clear. 

1 
The structure of the LAC program is almost irrelevant. What matters most is the RIGOR within the classes! 
Also, any course in the LAC should NOT be the first course in that discipline's major! The purpose of the 

LAC courses should NOT be to recruit majors!! 

1 

A Liberal Arts education should encourage and train students "how to think" not "what to think". Some of the 
categories listed appear to have an agenda attached to them. As long as faculty can teach these classes in 

an objective way without forcing their own personal views and beliefs then I can support some of these 
changes. If done in a way that respects the views of students and does not force a particular perspective on 
the students then I can support some of the changes. I do not have a problem with a student graduating who 

did not change their core values and beliefs even if I did not agree with them as long as that student has a 
better understanding and can better articulate why they hold their views. One of the other problems that I 

see with this revision is the creation of a lot of courses. Where are the resources coming from to create and 
staff these courses?  

1 

I am not in favor of increasing the hours required by the LAC at all. This is important work. I want to thank 
the members of the Committee for taking on this difficult task. I also appreciate the civility you displayed 

during the meeting...both with each other and with colleagues in the audience. It is clear that there are many 
different ideas about what is important for our students to learn and I think we all need to remember that 

each of us brings valuable knowledge to bear. As you continue your work, I would like to encourage each of 
you to remember this and continue to respect one another and the various voices you will hear as this 

process moves forward. 

1 
I definitely don't think the LAC ought to be INCREASED, and absolutely nothing ought to be done at the 

expense of the majors. 

1 

Overall, it is very difficult to give meaningful feedback on these models. I attended the Wed meeting last 
week on the three models, and the presentations were borderline incomprehensible as far as how they 

differed. In particular, without knowing the courses that would fulfill each requirement, it is basically 
impossible to have much of an opinion at all, as many categories (Global Humanities, American Heritage) 

are ill defined. Further, I have not seen much evidence presented that we actually need to revise the LAC at 
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all. Of course I would like better writing and critical thinking, but these should be integrated throughout the 
curriculum. It isn't clear to me how these requirements really bolster either proposition, because again, there 

is no helpful information provided about what those classes would look like in practice. Lastly, the huge 
staffing issues imposed by these models weren't addressed. My department in CSBS offers 5 or 6 LAC 
courses, half of which also fill the role as an introductory class for majors. My concern here is that all of 

these new requirements would basically require the development of new courses that are LAC only. Again, it 
is hard to know without knowing which classes meet the requirements, but if this is the case, it seems like a 
problem. The budget is bad, new lines aren't coming any time soon, and I don't think departments need any 
more pressure on their resources to teach more LAC classes. I already teach 4 LAC sections a year, which 

keeps me from offering the variety of upper division courses I'd like, and this seems to be a common 
problem. As such, I am not really keen on any of the proposed revisions, at least taken as a whole 

1 

If LAC is going to be increasingly important at UNI, will we quit accepting transfers from community 
colleges? I have about zero investment in LAC because the MAJORITY of my majors transfer in as juniors. If 

not eliminating transfers, how will you convey the articulation for community colleges? It doesn't seem that 
giving them the name of the textbook and test bank will work any more? 

1 

Several Points. 1) This survey, and the subsequent discussion and voting, is not really about whether or not 
to include a Science Literacy course. This survey, discussion, and decisions, are about whether we should 

modify the purpose of the LAC. Sadly, that part of the process has been ignored in the committee's 
presentations. Instead, their focus has been on choosing between their models rather than discussing 

whether the LAC should/needs to be modified. This is particularly evident in that all requests for sample 
syllabi for new courses were given an answer of "That's to be determined by a later committee." 2) A stated 
goal of the LAC reorganization was to stop students from considering the LAC as "something to get out of 

the way". These proposed changes do nothing to address that issue. In fact, I submit that students will 
ALWAYS consider LAC courses to be "something to get out of the way". By definition, LAC courses are 
primarily courses outside a student's major and area of interest. In short, they are courses a student is 

required to take and if not required to do so, the student would never take them. In such a climate, students 
will always feel resentful over being "forced" to take certain LAC courses. This is just human nature. We like 

what we like and dislike what we don't. So why should this be a major impetus for a major overhaul of the 
LAC? The new system changes nothing at best and makes the deepens the problem at worse. 3) Evolution - 
not Revolution. Many of the ideas expressed by the committee have merit and should be discussed. Yet why 

scrap the current LAC? The committee presented zero evidence for a need to change the LAC except the 
stat (an invalid stat??) that students want change. Since when were the student pit in charge of running the 

school? Many of the fundamental needs for changing the LAC (writing, critical thinking, the nature of 
science) can be addressed by modifying the existing LAC structure. There is no need for tearing down the 

building so we can construct another one on the same site. 4) and most important. Teacher Education is the 
flagship program of the university. Given that the state hands down numerous mandates requiring numerous 

specialized courses for preservice teachers, getting a teaching degree is already a 4.5 or 5 year program. 
Adding a bunch of LAC courses that do not directly fulfill the state requirements places an additional burden 

on these stdents and undoubtably lengthens their stay here. Any LAC framework must allow for multiple 
"double dipping" of course requirements by allowing major's courses to also count as LAC credit. 5) By not 

considering budgetary issues, voting for any of these proposals will add to the cost of running the university. 
You can't just close a science department because you need to teach more humanities courses, so the total 

budget would have to increase. 

1 

Recognition of the importance of writing is welcome in all the proposals, but some are a bit constricted in 
their goals. For example, a broader, more comprehensive thinking-based LAC in the end will help 

accomplish our goals of appreciation for diversity better than an LAC that excludes too much (and becomes 
diversity-focused more in name than in practice). 

1 
1. What is wrong with the current LAC format? Seems like this should be clearly identified and discussed 

before we try to create a new LAC.  

1 
We need to market LAC to students and parents so they understand why it is important. Liberal Arts colleges 

do a great job of this. Nothing in the proposals I have seen so far will prevent students from working to get 
credits out of the way. 

1 
Why do we create classes especially for the LAC? We should design the LAC around existing courses that 

students take for their majors. That way students taking a course to meet an LAC requirement will be elbow-
to-elbow with students taking the course as part of their major. This will improve rigor AND not let students 
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see the LAC courses as jokes. 

1 
We should maximize study in the basic academic disciplines and minimize efforts to shape attitudes, giving 

students greater ability and freedom to use the disciplines as they establish their own beliefs. 

1 
What will happen if a conglomeration is voted on? i.e. it is feasible that with the sections voted on, we could 

end up with a LAC of close to 50 hours. 

1 

LAC and first year expereince are how UNI can distinguish itself from the community colleges and other 
colleges sharing our market. To the extend we offer first year learning expereinces that students will not 
want to miss, that is the extent to which we will solidify ourselves in the market. Too much time is spent 

worrying about community college transfer. We can craft a genuine and unique learning experience that is 
non-categorical and dynamic and cross disciplinary and involves a strongly encouraged option for 

international engagement We can then say this is our LAC. We can say we do not just offer a list of courses 
but a set of integrated and dynamic learning experiences. If one wants to go to a community college they 
can take the list of course, and here is the list, but they will never get the experience you would get if you 

participate in the UNI LAC. 

1 
Keep Western Humanities at least 6 hours, but best bet would be to integrate Western Humanities and 

Global Humanities in a 12 hour, 4-course sequence. 

1 

The present LAC structure has taken over 20 years to mold/modify. It is not perfect, but it is more than 
adequate to meet the needs of UNI's present student profile. Keep adjusting and improving the present LAC 
to meet changing circumstances and needs. All of the suggested replacement models are embarrassingly 

short on STEM requirements, at a time when U.S. students are known to be failing to keep up with their non-
U.S. counterparts. If anything, we should increase STEM-related requirements by an additional 4-hr lab 

course - not cut them to 'survey-level' status. We are a mid-major University, not a technical or trade school; 
we should not be lowering our standards to compete with junior/community colleges. Rather, we should be 

giving community college students MORE of a reason to choose a University education - because of its 
quality, not because it is close to home. In my opinion, the present budget problems make any major re-
structuring along the lines of the proposed models extremely problematic -- how are we to hire additional 

faculty to cover these additional areas? This process has already taken enough time from busy people who 
have better things to do (see teaching and research productivity). We need more, not less, science on this 
campus, with fewer people wrestling with issues of 'identity'. We need more emphasis on preparation for 

professional development in a truly global scientific and economic future and less on feeling good about the 
U.S. If we don't do the former, there will be little left of the latter to feel good about. 

1 

I find it particularly troubling that there seems to be the notion that anyone at the university ought to be able 
to teach some of the (overly) broad, general courses that have been proposed. I believe this is wrong-

headed, as we should be taking advantage of the expertise our faculty have. College isn't high school; depth, 
even in college level liberal arts, is important. 

1 
Any academic experience is going to be improved with smaller classes (particularly for activity-oriented 

classes). However, that cost money. Perhaps specfic courses need to be identified as potentially "activity 
rich courses" and proper support for such courses provided. 

1 

I was dissappointed with the proposal. Once again, I saw it as an insular decision that favors certain areas 
disproportionately at the expense of others and while reducing the applied relevancy of the student's 
experience. Speaking with a number of students, the lack of relevancy and impact in the LAC and the 

impression that they are doing similar coursework again and again leave them dissappointed. Also, if you 
are going to completely eliminate personal wellness you should survey students as to what they would like to 
see in its place and or as to what they would have reformed about it; and the evaluation and decision making 

should be done in a scientific and evidence based manner. 

1 

Whether Global Humanities is a two course sequence, or a survey with the second course more focused 
(the student chooses the option) should be considered. I see one option as the second humanities course 
being religion in the world or democracy in the world or art in the world or ... with options for the American 

experience including religion in America or democracy in America or art in America or ... ; the student would 
not be able to choose the same focus for LAC credit in both categories.  

1 
--keep it simple: avoid what will be cumbersome and burdensome to administer --keep it clearly defined: 
avoid the vague --keep focus on disciplinary subject matter, methods, and principles: prepare students to 
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undertake interdisciplinary courses and projects with some basic knowledge of what belongs to different 
disciplines --invigorate and then use the Category Coordinating Committees, and focus on faculty teaching 
or interested in each (sub-)category developing learning outcomes and procedures for assessing student 

attainment of these outcomes --ask whether the resources (time, money) required for devising and launching 
a new or substantially revised LAC might purchase greater benefits if devoted to fully-supported student 
outcomes assessment and faculty development activities within the current LAC or a modestly revised 

version of it --take into account the large percentage of BA graduates who complete more than half of the 
LAC at other institutions THANKS to the committee for its extensive work in preparing models and this 

survey and for inviting input; this has been a helpful opportunity to sort through some of my thinking about 
the LAC!  

1 

Universities periodically review LACs, and it is a good exercise. We are in a dismal financial situation now, 
so any change will be driven by matching resources to courses; we can't implement even good dreams; 

there will not be significant new hires. So we should use the existing talent to the max and then means only 
minor changes can actually be made. Not accepting this will mute any influence faculty have on decisions. 

1 

Thank you all for the hard work and thought that went into this project. I think you have proposed some 
interesting ideas. It is important that we end up with something well-rounded, so I hope you are getting good 
feedback from across campus. These proposals to cut science exposure (both in time and in watered-down 

content) in our curriculum are troubling given the currently common anti-science attitude of our nation.  

1 

I would not recommend cutting any of the 3 hours dedicated to reading and writing. Even area community 
colleges require more reading and writing instruction than 3 hours. It seems logical to cut something from the 

programs that require more than one class: Humanities, Natural Science, and Social Science. I don't know 
their curriculum so I base this only on the fact that students would still receive input in these areas.  

1 

Please consider the problems that departments will face in staffing interdisciplinary "cornerstone" courses, 
particularly since (1) they will have to continue teaching their own introductory level courses for their majors, 

and (2) they are already understaffed. Also, please consider that many programs (e.g., geography, 
sociology, anthropology, and philosophy) rely on LAC courses to recruit students into their majors! If you 
adopt the proposed models that eliminate those programs' introductory courses as LAC options, you will 

significantly reduce their ability to recruit new majors. Finally, the success of the proposed models will 
depend largely on UNI's ability to hire additional faculty to teach the new cornerstone courses (or to "free up" 

other faculty to teach these courses). Given the current budgetary climate, it's highly unlikely for UNI to 
receive the funding necessary to hire more faculty. Thus, I fear that the cornerstone-based LAC model won't 
have the resources or staffing necessary to ensure it's success. Finally, how do any of the proposed models 
address the issue of transfer students? Given the fact that a rapidly increasing percentage of students are 

transferring to UNI from community colleges, how will they be served by a model that is based on the 
assumption that students will spend 4 years at UNI? Don't recent trends in higher education illustrate that the 
vast majority of students don't spend four years at any college or university? In light of this fact, why develop 

models that presume we will have students for years at UNI?  

1 

Don't dismiss the concept of distribution/breadth requirements. Requiring students to take "Introduction to.... 
Whatever" for 45 credits is a huge waste. The proposals to incorporate more classes on "issues" and 

"thinking" and "diversity" - while they sound good in the abstract - will only make things worse. Focus on the 
content of the various departments on campus, and on encouraging them (actually, at UNI, _allowing_ them) 

to teach this material well and with academic rigor. Require students to take intermediate-level classes to 
satisfy at least some LAC requirements, or at least give them the option to do so. Think about where the 

faculty are going to come from for the new proposals. Departments are already stretched thin trying to cover 
their own courses, for their own majors and others who have their courses as requirements or electives. 

Siphoning off faculty to teach new courses, with content determined largely by someone else, in an effort to 
promote "thinking" and the discussion of "issues" (assuming the courses these faculty had been teaching 

weren't already doing this) is a losing proposition all around.  

1 

The Committee is committed to improving the LAC, and that is commendable. I certainly applaud this effort. 
However, many faculty at the two meetings are still wondering "why was the committee formed in the first 

place?" It would help all faculty if this were clearly stated. Also, the LAC (general education) has never been 
popular. Quoting numbers from respondents in 2009 without showing trends is meaningless. My own read of 
students is that they are complaining less about the LAC than 10 years ago. Do the numbers back this up? 

Finally, please be realistic. Do not compare the LAC at a small private institution with that at UNI. If 
comparisons are necessary, compare the LAC at UNI to similar-sized public, comprehensive university with 
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similar student-faculty ratios. Remember, faculty lines have been lost, and more are likely to be lost over the 
next two to five years. I honestly do not see how all incoming freshman can take a Cornerstone class of 20 
students. If I run the numbers, we should have started hiring at least 50 faculty last Fall to meet this need. 
Again, this isn't realistic, but the Cornerstone course seems to be moving forward of its own volition. This 

worries me. Is this how all of any new LAC program will be implemented?  

1 

While I commend the colleagues for investing a lot of time and effort into proposing new LAC models, I think 
none of the models shows significant advantages over the old model. The models appear for the most part 

to be a reorganization of course offerings. Perhaps we should start to define first what a UNI graduate 
should know and be able to do before we can discuss the pedagogy and content areas. Further examination 
and curricular development is necessary to have a SOLID LAC model. Why rush into something that already 

raises concerns and points to new problems. I'd suggest to keep the current model and focus on the most 
pressing issue: the improvement of our students' writing skills. This can be achieved by a Writing-Across- 

the- Disciplines initiative. The 2009 faculty survey does not show any other compelling reason to change the 
existing LAC curriculum.  

1 

The broader the LAC becomes, the more watered-down the content seems, e.g. critical thinking skills as 
opposed to an argumentation or logic class, and the less likely students will emerge with specific skills as 

outcomes. I truly worry that the university is revising this program for its value as a recruiting tool and public 
relations boost and will, once again, fail to put any resources behind anything that doesn't serve image-

based goals rather than academic planning. 

1 
Thanks for all the work this committee has put into this. I know it can not have been easy to deal with all of 

the anticipated concerns of such a diverse faculty. Good luck on getting it narrowed down to one model 
without anyone going ballistic on you! 

1 

I know this committee was tasked to consider the LAC, but elements like writing and critical thinking should 
be embedded throughout a studentâ€™s entire education. These should be required elements within each 
major as well as in LAC courses. I wonder if we should also be thinking about how to include some sort of 
â€œtechnological literacyâ  €  as well. We often assume our students are savvy in this area, but how many 

of them can design a web page? Most of them are poor at evaluating the reliability of information they find on 
the web. And they have little idea how to access or use more sophisticated information sources such as on-

line databases. We need to be thinking about how we can prepare students to be effective knowledge 
producers and consumers in the digital age. This again will require faculty development since many of us 

older folks lack these skills ourselves. Again, I know this is beyond the scope of the committeeâ€™s charge, 
but a serious discussion of UNI entrance requirements needs to be a part of this larger picture. Half of the 

LAC is things they should have learned in high school. We should work towards establishing the following as 
the minimum requirements for admission to UNI: 4 years of high school English, 4 years of high school math 

including advanced algebra and trigonometry, 4 years foreign language, 2 years history, 2 years science.  

1 

Regardless of decisions, more class options are needed. Often advisees are not able to get into classes 
their freshman or sophmore year and most majors don't have many classes offered at that level. Then 
students are taking larger loads at the junior and senior level when they should be focusing on major 

coursework. 

1 
I think there are some interesting ideas in the various models; however, I am concerned about very real 
problems of staffing in an era of shrinking resources. I also think that courses should be firmly based in 

discipline-specific and interdisciplinary content. 

1 
Technology, Math,Science and Health/Wellness are the key components of the future. We should keep that 

in mind for our future and the students future. 

1 

I have several general concerns about the changes to the LAC overall. First, I don't see how any of the 
proposed models fit with majors since they remove intro courses. Our college recruits majors through the 

LAC (this is part of why we invest in teaching so much of it in a quality fashion). Cutting the SS, humanities, 
and lit (etc) categories will kill some majors. However, the proposed courses do not fit into these majors 

either. And when we cut Intro courses out of the LAC, then students will essentially have to take one more 
class within their major. This is of deep concern to me. Along the same lines, I don't see where transfer 

students fit in here, particularly given the fuzzy classifications of classes. While I certainly would like students 
to take their classes at UNI, I don't see the LAC as a draw for them to do so (in any form). Instead, students' 

primary concern is money. How will students' classes transfer into any of these models? In my college, at 
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least one major over 60% of its students are transfer students. I favor an integrative approach to the LAC 
and by this, I mean integration of skills, especially critical thinking. Also, I wonder how any of these models 

address transforming the LAC into a truly four year program, minus the integration component. The 
proposed models remove sequencing of LAC course. I am also concerned about who will teach these 

classes and how they will be prepared to do so. Our classes are getting bigger, not smaller. We aren't hiring. 
We've cut adjuncts. We are in a period of resource retrenchment, not investment. I don't want a host of new 

requirements without the appropriate investment of resources to make any changes to the LAC viable. In 
general, I favor tweaking the LAC to make it more appealing and use friendly. I especially appreciate the 
level of student choice and the integration of intro courses. I think it's absolutely crucial to have extensive 

coverage of humanities and social sciences.  

1 
I want to say that this is one of the very few surveys I have taken at this university that I thought was truly 

well prepared. Kudos to you all!!! 

1 
Reducing the total LAC hours would be another step towards turning UNI into a large community college, 
one where facilitating ease of graduation in response to administrative perceptions of the student market, 

would further dilute academic rigor on the front-end and graduation-end of the BA experience. 

1 

Mandating courses will not achieve the goal of producing a more well rounded, thoughtful, and intellectually 
curious and confident graduate. Too much of that is predetermined by a students prior experiences as well 

as the expectations they bring to UNI. We have defined the institution as a cozy, cuddly training school. Until 
there is a redefinition of UNI these proposed LAC changes will amount to little. 

1 
I regularly hear comments and complaints about student writing, as well as statements asserting the 

importance of writing for UNI alums on the job or in grad school. I hope whatever changes are made will 
result in improved writing. 

1 

The LAC should truly be core and well defined and common. If it is not, we should discontinue it. I like the 
idea of the cornerstone _and_ that it be used to addressed content that is common across sections and 

useful for LAC purposes. It could just as easily address humanities as human wellness. Again, LAC courses 
meeting a particular requirement should mostly address the same content. 

1 
Please consider the health of our students and include some mandatory health course. Their health affects 

their learning and their futures. We have a responsibility to address it in a significant way. 

1 

None of the three models currently proposed are acceptable because they are configured to be too static, 
too political, too turf-oriented and therefore do not improve on the existing LAC program. Why is it not 

apparent in any of the proposed models that the LAC Committee started with the fundamental question what 
the LAC program at UNI should achieve, in other words what a graduate from UNI should be able to do that 

allows this graduate to be prepared for the wide-ranging professional, social, and personal demands of a 
complex and interdependent world. As it stands, I contend that none of the three options for a new LAC 

program is an improvement over the current model. 

1 

I have one very major concern that applies to all three of your models (Red, Yellow, Blue). In your Purpose 
and Goals Statement (http://www.uni.edu/vpaa/documents/LACPurposesandGoals.pdf), you identify a goal 

to: "1. Teach students about the natural, social, and created worlds in which they live". And as your very first 
bullet listed here you write: "â€¢ Natural sciences: Methods and findings. Scientific methods and culture. 

Important scientific findings and theories. Technology." I emphasize your word "Technology" to make a point. 
That is, even though you cite technology as an important subject to be included, is not offered in any of your 
three models. In fact, the word technology is not even mentioned in any of your three models. You mention 
"scientific literacy", but nothing of "technological literacy"--there is a significant difference between the two. 
The study of technology is an important part of our students' liberal education here at UNI. Please consider 

including technological literacy (ability to use, manage, assess, and understand how we modify our the 
natural environment in order to satisfy our perceived human needs and wants) as part of our Liberal Arts 

Core curriculum. Technological literacy is inherently an "interdisciplinary" subject, which should be a 3 hour 
LAC requirement for all UNI students. 

1 
We need courses such as sociology, psychology for others to build and literature. Students learn to write 

through reading. Keep the same LAC with omissions but have a sustainability theme infused throughout the 
courses.  

1 Allied health, health sciences, and health literacy, perhaps because of it's applied and multidiscplilnary roots, 
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are lost in the entire delineation process in all of these models. Health should be cornerstone and pre-
requisite skill that is included AND integrated in the LAC. 

1 

I really think we need to look at the "general education" of the whole individual. It is multi-dimentional and I 
think we need to address all of these dimentions. This includes the arts, the physical dimentions, as well as 
the academic dimentions. We can't leave out something as important as taking care of oneself physically, 

emotionally, and socially.  

1 
Yes. the proposed models are creative and thoughtful, but are sure to generate turf battles and endless 

negotiation over course content. what many are reluctant to admit is that what we really want is a distribution 
system, not a core curriculum.  

1 Reduce the length of some excessive majors. Keep wellness in the LAC. Keep capstone in the LAC.  

1 

I don't really believe that the current system is broken, so why all this effort to fix it? The basic purpose of the 
LAC is to expose students to different fields and different ways of thinking. If those fields don't encompass 
things like writing and critical thinking, then specialized LAC courses in those areas will NOT fill the gap. 

Instead, they just become hated requirements for the students that they try to get out of the way with as little 
work as possible. As we think about the LAC, we need to think pragmatically about what we can actually 

accomplish as an academically diverse, comprehensive university. Otherwise, all our grand plans will end up 
succumbing to the "law of unanticipated consequences."  

1 

Be realistic and practical - consider the big picture of what is actually POSSIBLE. Nice sounding titles won't 
guarantee a quality program iftoo numberous small sections have to be staffed by inexperienced or 

temporary faculty and the new courses are an ADD-ON in the sense that most departments will still have to 
teach their introduction to the discipline courses. 

1 
I would advocate for fewer introductions to specific disciplines, and for more opportunity for application, 

reflection, service. Students need to connect with their world while they are students. We can't just hope that 
will be the result of their post-graduate experience. The LAC is the essential vehicle for this connectedness. 

1 

We need to be sure that we don't get so trendy that we offer mostly mushy, touchy-feely, thematic classes 
with low content. Our current LAC program could use some changes, but at least it requires that students 
take solid academic courses that challenge them and that can be used as stepping stones to higher level 

courses in real disciplines.  

1 
This process was clearly dominated by "soft skills" people at a time when clearly we need more math and 

science. I'm depressed by just reading the survey. 

1 The committee is letting their personal bias rule as opposed to what students truly need in the real world.  

1 
I recommend keeping the LAC in its current form but with some consideration for adding a one-semester 3 
hour Cornerstone course. I also advocate for having foreign language requirements that are equal to those 

of the other Regent's Institutions.  

1 

Thank you for your hard work. The three models all have positive elements, but I'm very concerned about 
settling into the comfortable, familiar Blue model where everyone basically gets to keep ownership of all their 

current courses. If we want to move this institution forward, set us apart from 2 years at a community 
college, and push us toward being a leading liberal arts institution, we need a redesigned, reconceptualized 
core. No doubt it's daunting to consider how we'll get it done, but it's time to expect more of our faculty when 

it comes to their commitment level for the core. Maybe new ideas and course structures will re-energize 
faculty along with students. 

1 

Ultimately what ever is supported/approves has to be "doable" here at UNI. Not only do we have the faculty 
numbers to staff all of the courses in their best format (i.e. small versus large classes) but also the 

willingness and time of faculty to work together to develop all of these "new" courses. Can you overcome the 
attitude that has permeated 'general education' here for over 3 decades? Making edicts won't work. 

1 

Emerson said that college should give students the tools for their education after college. So I wonder if we 
are overloading content when we should be focused on methodology. Whitehead felt that students need a 
sent of principles by which all data-set or discipline content can be engaged with and then understood. And 
because most all conversation that enacts critical thinking is done with words, I've been encouraging that 
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students really understand the phenomena of words and their four arts (what Van Doren calls speaking, 
listening, reading and writing). They then have a set of principles about words that can be applied to any 

disciplines texts and which they'd use for their own writing. And then the methodology about verbal 
engagement would lead students to see that they should practice non-verbal engagment, which is Art. I think 

that if LAC can give students this intelelctual vision of the way things are organized, premised on the 
constant existence of words, then they can apply this imaginative (critical) thinking apparatus to their major, 
but then see that the major is not as critical to successful living as the vision of the intellect and its powers 
that they grasped in LAC. and LAC developed those intellectual methodologies, within a discipline and we 
percieve a "methodology" common to all discipline expression. As Van Doren says, every discipline has its 
grammar, logic and rhetoric. But since words are usually used by a discipline to convey its knowledge, LAC 
has shown students the verbal grammar, logic and rhetoric that is the foundation for all specific disciplines.  

1 
I find all the models highly prescriptive. I was very surprised to see this. I think students should have much 

more freedom to select their program of study, as long as some basic core areas are retained.  

1 

With all of these models being proposed, how is it going to be paid? We can have faculty teach the LAC, but 
then departments will need adjunct teachers to teach the disciplines. If adjunct teachers can teach the 

disciplines, why need a major. If you erode the major, then adjunct professors can teach LAC courses since 
they have the qualifications to teach the disciplines.  

1 

Develop and teach the core that our students need. Market it and manage it in a way that our faculty, staff, 
and students value it. If we do this right, our LAC can become a recruiting point for UNI. Stop trying to 

reduce the LAC for budget reasons. The idea that the LAC costs UNI lots of money is a MYTH. Fund the 
LAC so that it can be a quality program--it should not be last on the list anymore. We need LAC t-shirts. 

Seriously, it's time to dump Personal Wellness. 

1 

While I applaud the tremendous effort of the committee in coming up with three "ideal" models, the economic 
climate of the nation and of Iowa makes all three untenable at the time. Please leave the LAC alone in the 

short run, and consider lengthening the science requirement to 10 hours in the near future. Do not cut 
Capstone; cut personal wellness. Personal wellness does not belong in a LAC program! Thanks for reading 

my comments! 

1 

I'm frustrated with the sense that the Provost has had a heavy hand in this faculty matter. Premature 
enchantment with cornerstone designs & proposals seems unwise and unsound. All of this can be 

substantiall offset/ eroded by reciprocity agreements with CCs and by escalation in high school dual credit 
courses. When is a college degree no longer one, and certainly no longer a liberal arts degree? And why the 

rush to get graduates into an economy stressed by unemployment? 

1 
Instead of having sessions where the LAC committee's only response is "Put it in the survey!!" you might try 

facilitating actual faculty discussions. 

1 
It really doesn't appear that staffing issues have been taken into consideration in these proposals. Given the 

financial circumstances that we are in, I believe that it is necessary to consider this issue. 

1 
Keep in mind how we can keep the faculty we have teaching--that means keeping majors--which means 

keeping discipline based intro level classes. If we don't have majors, we don't have departments, we don't 
have faculty.  

1 

Please get away from the catch-all courses that expect us to be experts in disciplines that we know nothing 
about. The university hired us for a reason--to teach about the things we're experts in. Just because we all 
have opinions about politics doesn't mean that we can all systematically study it and teach students how to 

do so. Just because we all know something about social trends, or have opinions about pop pscyhology 
doesn't mean we are qualified to teach sociology or psychology. And just because we're concerned about 
global warming or the environment or diversity, doesn't mean we have any qualifications to teach students 
about such things in a rigorous way. Leave it up to people who are trained to do so. Students learn critical 

thinking by being exposed to different modes of learning and thinking, not be mish-mash courses that muddy 
or water down those different modes of thinking.  

1 
LAC courses have to set the right expectations for the major courses to follow. It is better to have fewer more 

rigorous offerings in the LAC than provide greater choice of courses, some of whom may not pass muster. 

1 I see potential for great difficulty in retooling the course offerings for the three proposals. Wholesale new 



Count Response 

courses will be required to satisfy many of the proposed changes. Bad idea 

1 
There has been no mention of sustainability in the current choices, even though this topic is one of the core 
values in the UNI vision statement. It also should be taught in the curriculum because of the importance and 

relevance of this topic to students.  

1 

With the commonality of experience as a central rationale for the LAC, it would seem that the Yellow Model 
would move away from such a purpose. It would seem to lead to a fragmentation of the university 

experience for students. The Blue and Red Models both have set courses for all students to take, thus 
reinforcing the commonality of experience. Further, the Blue and Red Models have set courses that would 
encourage the attainment of specific knowledge across a set range. The Yellow Model would allow student 
to take courses from such a wide range of options so as to be unable to guarantee the same outcome. I am 

certain that students completing the Yellow Model would feel very good about themselves, but I am 
uncertain as to whether they would have much about which to feel good. 

1 

Reducing the length of the LAC would be a mistake. I don't understand the arguments to reduce it because 
of a shoddy economy, If anything, that is reason to stay in school longer! Curricularly, though, I feel ALL LAC 
courses should tackle issues from interdisciplinary perspectives, pointing out how issues and problems can 
be addressed or solved in multiple ways and that human interaction and communication are the very stuff of 

problem solving and creating a better world for all. However, the LAC also has to prepare students to 
specialize in a particular approach -- the disciplinary perspectives of their major. So, each LAC course 
should orient students toward flexibility in thinking and communicating, providing models, feedback, 

reflection and assessments as to how students can do so. 

1 
Work towards integrating LAC requirements into courses offered as parts of departmental majors. This 

double-dipping in my experience is pretty standard and would be very easy, helping reduce the total number 
of courses a student would have to take to graduate. 

1 
I am very concerned about transfer students and how changes might hurt our enrollment because students 

come in with college credits and the other state schools are different from what is being proposed. I prefer no 
changes be made until the transfer concerns are worked out. 

1 

I'm sure the committee worked very hard but the three new proposals are, overall, worse than what we have. 
One committee member actually said that since she was in humanities she thought there should be more 

humanities in the core. These types of curriculum changes should be based on research and data (not how 
we feel). In this day and age how can you justify cutting science or justify telling scientists how to teach 

science (again, there is research on this)? I think we need to basically start over and try again. Don't change 
things for the sake of changing it! 

1 
Reading, writing, speaking, listening, math, science, technology, and Capstone are the most important part 

of LAC. Please don't change them. 

1 

You have proposed solutions to problems that have not been articulated. Why not first articulate what you 
believe is deficient with the current LAC program. Using a survey like this to justify your claims that "the 
faculty" want anything is troubling. Several of your speakers talked about students being literate about 

statistics. You are giving us a splendid example of the misuse of statistics. 

1 

An innovative approach: look at the biggest issues facing the country/world and build several courses around 
these issues - health care, the economy, foreign policy. Brag about this option while recruiting and students 
will love it! Make room in the LAC for "other" option for current topics and revisit every three years. Students 

will love it. 

1 
Students are coming to UNI with High School credit in Composition I, Oral Communication and othe LAC 

courses. If these are part of cornerstone courses, how will this be addressed?  

1 Get a broader perspective on the LAC -- this one is quite slanted toward certain disciplinary areas. 

1 

Students need to be better prepared to consider themselves as, first, humans and citizens, and only second 
as professionals -- especially in the college of business. They need to have a better understanding that they 
should critically examine what they learn in their majors through the lenses of the fundamental knowledge 

they built in the LAC. 



Count Response 

1 
Major problem is LAC is the quality of instruction; it's not taken seriously enough, nor is there overseeing of 

the quality/content. So anything goes, and bad teaching is tolerated.  

1 
Writing is the most important skill a student can have. Clear thinking comes through clear writing and clear 

writing accentuates clear thinking. Every course must be an English course. The faculty must abandon 
multiple choice nonsense and make the students WRITE. 

1 
How will this impact transfer students and recruitment with graduating high school students having earned 

college credits? What are the costs?  

1 
In the end, all of this work on content will be undermined if we do not make a commitment to more 

intellectually-demanding, rigorously-graded LAC courses. 

1 

The Red and Blue models are interesting options. They can we tweaked and improved, as I propose in the 
comments above. Or the current model could be maintained. The Yellow Model might work for students at 
an outstanding national liberal arts college, but not at a comprehensive university like UNI where a majority 
of our students need disciplinary grounding before being exposed to the integrative approaches. The one 

concession I'd make to integration is in the cornerstone course. But only if it's focused on critical thinking and 
not overloaded with other components.. 

1 
I don't see that the current LAC program is seriously flawed and needs to be fixed. I have seen no study or 
committee report that suggests this is the case. Keep the current LAC and make minor adjustments where 

considered necessary (perhaps drop personal wellness). 

1 some of the ideas about new courses are too vague to fully evaluate - even after the presentations. 

1 
Reduce the LAC, The three proposals presented are very similar to the old model; change and reduce. Rely 
on major courses to provide the content of the LAC, since the LAC rarely helps provide background for the 

major courses. 

1 

As indicated in previous responses, I think it is important to realize that course configurations will not 
necessarily solve many of the issues with the current LAC. Most issues require for a rethinking of how and 
why we teach. This would best be accomplished with development for faculty on writing, reading, thinking, 

and communication. These skills are key to all disciplines and success in life. They need to be part of every 
course curriculum--not just courses that are offered and assessed.  
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