
Liberal Studies Committee Notes of Discussion  

March 2, 2021, 1:00-2:45 p.m., virtually via zoom 

Meeting called by:  Jason BeDuhn, Chair 

Type of meeting: Liberal Studies Committee 
Facilitator:  Jason BeDuhn, Chair 
Note taker/recorder: Barbara Branton  
 
Voting members:  Jason BeDuhn, Bruce Fox, Susan Smiley, Amy Hughes, C. Christina, Toby Hocking, Jermaine Martinez, Louise Lockard, James Latham, Vince 

Caranchini, John Doherty, Kristen Konkel, Shelley Vaughn, Jeannie Copley, , Neal Smith 
Ex-Officio members: Jeff Berglund, Melinda Treml, Monica Bai, Sue Pieper, Amy Rushall, Betsy Buford, Alana Kuhlman, 
Excused voting:   Alison Conant, Will Cordeiro 
Excused ex-officio: Cody Canning, Kim Hensley-Owens, 
Guests: Joe Collentine, Nicole Price, Di Wu, Patricia Frederick 
  
Agenda and notes of discussion 

Topic  Discussion 

Welcome/Notes of 
Discussion 

 Call to Order:   

J. Latham moved, S. Smiley seconded, and the amended Notes of Discussion for February 16, 2021 meeting passed 

unanimously. 

Consent 
Agenda/Course review 

update 

 
No syllabi were presented for the consent agenda. Director Berglund reported receipt of a new JLW; two earlier courses were 
returned for revisions and two courses were revised and resubmitted.  There is hope of having items for March 16 consent 
agenda and possibly an abbreviated meeting. 

Process for Joint 
Committees’ review  

 A process was shared for the joint review by LSC, DCC and the UUC to discuss the final changes and approve the 

proposal for forwarding to the Faculty Senate (FS).  Members will respond to a doodle poll to find a time on March 12 

when quorums for each committee can be present.  A couple of the LSC members also serve as reps to FS and are 

willing to assist with questions/conversations as the proposal moves through the FS for approval.  

Liberal Studies draft 
revisions 

 A list of the most recent revisions was presented to the committee for discussion, review and approval.   

• Language has been revised with input from the Global Diversity faculty to better articulate non-Western in the 

course design description and content.   

• An argument has been made to remove ability/disability throughout so it will now only read ‘disability’ and to 

continue to use ableism.   

• B. Fox moved, S. Smiley seconded and the proposed revisions as mentioned above were approved. 



Name changes.  

It was suggested that having a knowledge area (KA) with the same name as a specific college could be misleading and 

confusing. The KA subcategory “Social and Behavioral Sciences” should be “Social Sciences.” 

There is an ongoing discussion about a revised term for Dimensions of Differences and Identities.  The two options are 

Dimensions of Intersectionality or Dimensions of Diversity.  Members had opinions on either category name but did not 

reach a consensus.  As a body, they referred it to the Diversity Curriculum Committee for a decision. 

Faculty from Global Languages & Cultures shared some thoughts on how foreign languages fits into the new SPW and 

AH KAs and how teaching has evolved for languages classes.  They emphasized how the 1-200 levels courses focus on 

culture and society, music, visual readings, teaching skills of communication and are not a drilling of the language 

basics/conjugation of verbs.  Earlier the committee had expressed concerns that BA candidates were not taking courses 

outside foreign languages to cover the LS requirements for AHI.  Data was presented that suggests most students do 

take courses from other discipline areas to complete the LS requirements.  Moving foreign languages from the retired 

CU Distribution Block to the SPW KA makes sense but some will likely still stay with AH.  J. Latham moved, B. Fox 

seconded and the SPW course design language was approved unanimously.  

Members discussed Civil Discourse. ABOR has made it clear they want to see scaffolding of several skills including civil 

discourse through writing, speaking, collaboration and teamwork.  Civil discourse is not just how to be polite in a 

discussion but more about how to frame an argument through logic and supporting facts; to advocate for disagreeing 

without being disagreeable.  At present, NAU likely can demonstrate civil discourse through writing in its progression of 

English courses and to some extent through the Capstone.  While some Capstones require an oral presentation, that is 

not likely a scaffolded skill unless the graduate is a major in the School of Communications.  Likewise, there may be 

group projects/teamwork requirements, but this is not a taught skill throughout the college experience.  To strengthen 

the scaffolding of these skills, adding one of them to the new American Institutions course description criteria may 

help.  Supplemental instruction may be developed to assist those faculty who do not teach civil discourse.  Also adding 

a module to a course might also help strengthen the scaffolding.  

Members supported allowing multiple essential skills to be taught within a single course.  Several members echoed 

that to teach a skill requires weekly practice throughout the semester to achieve a mastery of the specific skill.  AAC&U 

may have additional rubrics to assist with scaffolding the skills across the curriculum. 

Members focused their discussion on the diversity perspectives requirement. Should it be 9 credits or 12 and if 9 

credits, are there mandatory categories and optional categories?  The Diversity committee has asked for a graded vote 

of first, second, third and 4th choice. Director Treml will design and distribute a poll for the committee(s) to complete. 

Announcements   



 

 

 

 

Good of the Order (your 

opportunity for future 
agenda items) 

 

 

Adjourn  The meeting was adjourned at 2:47pm.  The next meeting will be March 12.  


