Rhetoric and composition: provost meddles i E306 decision

he strangelv
letter bv
ziszewski

intemperate
Prof, Bud-
of the Depart-

ment of Government (' English

indoctrination?' Firing Line,"
Friday) continues the grave mis-
representations ot the new E300
being made to the general com-
munitv bv certain of our 11 col-

league- Prof. Budziszew*ki un-
blushinglv calls the new E30t>
indoctrination in bigotry and

assails potential 306 instructors for
serving the ends of hatred He
conclude- that the course - aims
and method- are a- doctrinaire L-
the ku k ux kion - he represents
his own di-course as
scholarlv dissent

We were not involved in plan-
ning the new E306, although we
enthusiastically supported it and
deplore Provost Fonken s inter-
vention in the internal curricular
affairs ot our department We are
writing now because there is rea-
son to believe that the provost s
interference which resulted m the
course - suspension, was based
upon the same misrepresention of
: 306 that have bombarded readers
ot I v Daily Texan during the past
tew weeks and that ha\v been re-
plicated m newspapers around
the state and in letters sent to I 1
umni organizations. It seems as
it the belittling ot E306 has
evoked from local objections by a
tev. members of the University
communitv to a carefully planned

objective
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"We deplore Provost Fonk-
en's intervention in the
internal affairs of our de-
partment.

and well-financed operation with
a national agt nda.

The result has been that we no
longer recognize E3i> from the
caricatures of it. \or do we recog-
nize our colleagues who designed
this course in the degrading por-
trayals of them as secretive" and
as "liars who cannot be trust-
ed." Wc would be leery about
having out ow n children take the
mind-control course described by
Pror Bud/is/ewski When Prof.
Daniel Bouev ac of the Department
of Philosophv referred tv’ the new
1306 on a TV talk show last week
as Marxism 300 anti-306 rhetor-
ic reached a level of hysteria that
can no longer be silentlv tolerated.

Much of the misinformation
about the new course flows from

A Statement or Academic Con-
cern a petition published two
weeks ago in The Daily Texan. 1t is
important tv° understand what
these petitioners disarmmglv
called their academic concern

especially since thev perpetuate
the academically false notion that
the new E3U6 is something other
than a writing course Fhetr pri-
mare academic concern is not sim-
ply that the course mav be in the
vanguard of a new multicultural
curriculum, but rather that faculty
in the humanities may stake a
claim to participating in American
civic discourse when it confronts
such public issues as, say, racism
and sexism. In other words these
petitioners would have vou be-
lieve that onlv a few academic dis-
cipline- are entitled tv’ address at
what thev call the college level,’
the complex legal, sociological,
psychological and historical is-
sue- at stake here. You can tell
from the adjectives which disci-
pline- these are. Those of us who
study literature and writing are
not in their view part of Ameri-
can social practices. Our fellow ac-
ademic» even doubt that English
instructors can judge the adequa-
cy of student argument® in these
matter a statement so disparag-
ing that it po-its us as significantly
less competent than general read-
ers of \ eiesweek [he |\ cic )ork
Times or even 71 Guide. The final
academic concern of these peti-
tioners are from either the College
of Engineering or the Department
ot Psychology not heretofore
hotbeds ot writing instruction. In-
deed some V't these are the same

faculty members who  several

years ago refused tv teach E34n
(Writing Across the Disciplines)
because as thev said at the time
Departments of
could teach writing

The authors of this statement, a
minuscule fraction vt the U 1 facul-
ty want the University to believe
the following narrative: 1) that
there is one and only one wav tv
teach composition 2) that virtual-
ly everybodv is more expert than
the collective English department
in deciding what way that is. and
3) that the new 1306 violates their
ow n self-serving definition of aca-
demic property and propriety.
Virtually all objections tv’ the new
E306 come dow n to this: that it
distorts  the fundamental pur-
pose of a composition class ... bv
subordinating instruction in writ-
ing to the discussion V't social is-
sues.

Let us point out iust for the
record that it would be virtuallk
impossible fur our course to do
this To start with one of the re-
quired texts for this new
is a handbook on logic rhetoric
and modes ot argumentation writ-
ten b\ two vt the faculty members
from the English department who
signed the petition the same
handbook that has been used in
this course (or some vears. The
reason for this contmuitv is that
E300 will not have a new curricu-
lum onlv an altered syllabus one
that coordinates long-used pedag-

onlv Inglish

course

ogical strategies Virtually any re-
search paper — and | .Vo has long
required one — addresses social
issues and the reason tor this is
that writing itself is always subor-
dinated to life in the polis the de-
gree or readiness or subordination
being largelv keyed tv’an author -
cultural self-awareness and read-
me Writing skills

the opponents VvVt E306 want
vou tv’ believe a further scenario:
that the Department of English
which has at’out °u (acultv mem-
bers (or more than many schools
and colleges in the University), is
of one mind politically and that
the name for th\- unanimity is

Marxism Moreover they
would have vou believe that thi*
all-powerful single-minded facul-
ty would impose its will surrepti-
tiously upon 50 to tV graduate stu-
dent- who would then teach the
course without resistance. They
want vou to think that the depart-
ment has effected an un-American
abridgement or academic freedom
and the First Xmendment bv us-
ing standardized texts and re-
quired alignments in the first
vear of a new course taught al-
most exclusivelv bv graduate stu-
dents who have never before
taught a course ot their own Fi-
nally. thev want you tv believe
that the I I community will be in-
doctrinated and the entire
mentaliteof Texas altered because
50 percent of the freshman class —

for that i- how manv* actuallv end
up taking E30f — must pass a
three-hour writing course.

Past students of F300 will recog-
nize in thi- scenario a prima-facie
case that is deeply illogical, even
absurd; other* mav hear more
chilling echoe- in tin- rhetoric of
innuendo. We believed that both
the provost and U 1 President Wil-
liam Cunningham would have
recognized how risible it is to sug-
gest that a department a* large
and diverse as English could con-
coct even it it wanted to, a single
hegemoK view' (a* the petition-
ers call it) on anv issue. But they
didn't. Instead, something in-
duced them v short-circuit not
onlv F30u but also their normal
proce-s of scholarlv inquiry and
skeptical anulvsi* of the data. We
call upon the I>44 IT faculty
members who did not sign the
"Statement ot Academic Concern"
to ivVin us in helping to daritv this
increasingly reekle-s controversy.
Much of the confusion and a good
deal of the misinformation could
be allaved it Provost Fonken
would simply explain clearly his
reasons for interrupting normal
curricular procedures and publicly
attirm his faith in faculty gover-
nance and in the value of innova-
tive challenging courses like the
new E306.

Heinzelman and S*ddivar arc pro-
fessors in the Demrtment of English.



