
Liberal Studies Oversight Committee                           Minutes of December 3, 2002 Meeting 
 
  
Members Present:  Millie Abel, Jim Costa, Mark Couture, Marsha Lee Holmes, Kathy Hosig, 
Don Livingston, Will Peebles, Richard Starnes, Charles Wallis 
 
The meeting was called to order at 2:00 p.m. in the Rogers Room of the UC.  Richard Starnes 
chaired the meeting. 
 
The committee considered the course proposal for HIST185.  A concern was raised about the use 
of writing in the course; it was noted that the course grade is based heavily on exams.  In 
response, the comment was made that the faculty member proposing the course makes use of 
essay exams, which adds an element of writing to the course in addition to the required papers.  
Another committee member offered the comment that, although the LSOC should make sure that 
a Liberal Studies perspectives course has a writing component, the Liberal Studies document 
does not dictate a minimum number of papers that each course must meet.  A concern was raised 
about the date of the textbook.  A committee member suggested that if the text is in print, then it 
is reasonable to assume that it is up-to-date enough to be of current value.  Another member 
offered that sometimes the best texts in particular areas might be “classics.”  In response to both 
of the concerns that were discussed, a committee member commented that the LSOC needs to be 
careful not to “micromanage” the Liberal Studies courses.  The question was raised why this 
course will be offered as a humanities (P4) instead of history (P3) course.  Richard shared that 
the History Department tends to offer interdisciplinary thematic courses in the P4 category.  He 
pointed out that several of the course readings are literature, as opposed to primary history 
sources.  The approach to this course is more of a humanities approach than the courses offered 
under the history (P3) category. 
The committee voted (7 in favor, 1 opposed) to accept the HIST185 proposal as a Liberal Studies 
course. 
 
The committee then considered the course proposal for HIST375.   A faculty member 
commented that the syllabus does not provide sufficient information to determine if the writing 
requirements satisfy the statement in section 3B of the course’s Liberal Studies proposal that 
“students will be taught how historians find, evaluate, and present information.”  In particular, 
higher education in general is guilty of giving “trivial” writing assignments (exam questions and 
term papers are not typical of the kinds of writing that professionals in the field are engaged in), 
and Liberal Studies should be a place in which innovative writing assignments are given, 
especially for upper-level courses.  Richard noted that the History department offers a 200-level 
course for majors in historical writing, but that a 300-level Liberal Studies course cannot 
presuppose that knowledge (since no prerequisites are allowed).  Another committee member 
added that students experience a variety of writing assignments across the Liberal Studies 
curriculum.  Another member added that a feature of the Liberal Studies program is that we are 
to “trust the faculty” to do a good job; if course evaluations reflect that students think that a 
course is not challenging, then the course should be scrutinized.  Discussion then turned to item 7 
of the course Liberal Studies proposal, which states that “the department will monitor closely the 
number of liberal studies students to make sure that majors, minors, and social science students 
are not closed out.  If such happens, the number of liberal studies students will be limited or the 



course will be removed from liberal studies.”  The committee questioned what this statement 
means.  Richard offered that the department has needed to monitor enrollment in the North 
Carolina History class, which is a Liberal Studies course as well as a requirement for some 
students, including DFAs.  The History Department wants to resist any pressure to have dual 
courses (one for Liberal Studies students and a separate course for Education majors), and yet the 
department wants to make sure that the closing of filled courses does not prevent students with 
that course requirement from graduating on time.  Thus, the department is in a “monitoring” 
stage to determine whether there is a problem of offering courses which serve as both program 
requirements and as Liberal Studies courses.  One additional concern was noted:  it appears that 
some of the history courses are following a template for the Liberal Studies proposal, which can 
lead to the problem of “generic” course proposals.  Richard said that he would take this concern 
back to the History Department.   
The committee then voted unanimously to accept the HIST375 proposal as a Liberal Studies 
course.    
 
Next the committee considered the REL202 proposal.  A question was raised as to whether the 
course has an end-of-course evaluation during the scheduled exam time.  The committee 
discussed the Learning Portfolio and Self-reflective, Self-Evaluation Essay as a final evaluation 
(page 5 of the proposed course syllabus), but questioned whether it is acceptable for the students 
to meet for 5 minutes to turn in the papers to satisfy the “meeting” requirement.  (The Catalog 
does not specify how long a class must meet during the exam period.  However, administration is 
emphatic that classes must meet during the exam period next year in order to meet the 15-week 
General Administration requirement.)  A second question was why the Liberal Studies course 
proposal addressed question 7, a question specific to upper-level perspectives courses, since the 
course being proposed is not an upper-level course.  A committee member suggested that the 
course syllabus and proposal should be more explicit about the “world cultures” aspect of the 
course, since the course is being proposed in the P6 category.  The same person added that the 
topic is potentially very good as a world cultures topic, but the proposal does not sufficiently 
highlight the cultural component (especially non-western cultures) of the course; the emphasis 
seems to be “religion as a phenomenon.”  Another committee member observed that this aspect 
of the course was addressed somewhat in response to Question 2 of the Liberal Studies proposal.  
There was an unresolved question as to whether this course would better serve as a Humanities 
course than World Cultures course.   
The Committee voted unanimously to send the proposal back to the Dept. of Philosophy and 
Religion for clarification. 
 
Before considering the other REL proposals, the committee considered the proposal to delete 
CIS204, a General Education course.  The proposal passed unanimously. 
 
Attention then turned to the REL322 course proposal.  A committee member offered that the 
REL322, 323, and 324 course proposals were too similar.  Due to the “boilerplate” repetition in 
the proposals, it is difficult to evaluate each course on its own merit; approving these three 
courses would be like approving the same course proposal three times.  It was suggested that 
each proposal be tailored to the individual course being put forward, to remove the generic 
nature of the proposals.  Another committee member said that the proposed syllabi should be 
tailored to WCU, and that references to the previous university where these courses were taught 



be removed.  One committee member dissented, stating that sample syllabi offered with the L.S. 
proposals were not intended to be “final products,” but more to illustrate how the course might 
look; in many cases, faculty will not have syllabi in a final polished stage until courses are 
approved.  Another committee member responded to this objection by reminding the committee 
that the LSOC annually reviews L.S. courses and compares courses as taught with the original 
L.S. proposals.  Thus, it behooves those proposing the course to get the syllabus as close to a 
finished product as possible, despite the fact that the syllabus may be a work in progress.  The 
committee voted unanimously to send the REL322, 323, and 324 proposals back to the Dept. of 
Philosophy and Religion to tailor the L.S. proposals to the individual courses and to clean up the 
syllabi.  The department might wish to ascertain that each course is being submitted in the 
perspectives category of best fit.  In addition, the department needs to consult with the English 
Department before resubmitting the REL324 proposal.    
 
In final business, the committee considered the MUS304 proposal.  The question was raised as to 
whether the LSOC wishes to approve a L.S. course that depends on getting money for an adjunct 
instructor for another course.  One committee member offered that he appreciated the honesty of 
the Music Department, and questioned how other departments can offer multiple new courses 
with no impact on resources.  The committee decided that it would handle the course proposal on 
its merits as a L.S. course, and let administration deal with the fact that approval of this course 
will require additional institutional resources.   
The committee voted unanimously to accept the MUS304 proposal as a Liberal Studies course. 
 
Richard dismissed the committee at 3:00. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Charles Wallis 
 


