September 17, 13904

Inm a meeting of the rhetoric dinterest group on Septaember
1%, we didentified these problems that make wus  believe the
strength and integrity of the rhetoric and weilbing program in our
department is being threatensd, Although weiting courses generate
pver A0% of the revenue For our department, we think that uandere
the present  situation in the English  Jdepartment, maither our
graduate  or our undergradogate students  are  being  adeguately
sarved.

We  believe that the current chairman of the department arnd
the previows chairman do nobt see the weiting component  of the
departmeant as & legitimate professional Jdiscipliney that they do
mot believe that the Ffaculty who specialize in teaching writing
o dn woing research about writing have any special professional
gxpertise. Thus in spite of the strong pubklication record of our
rhetoric  and  composition faculty and the national recogrition
that they enjoy, they are e=cluded from decision making about the
writing program in the department and in the University and From
other dmportant policy making activities.

Thaere ds no rhetoric perscen on the departmental recruitment
committes nor has thers been For the past four years. Last
vaar  three nationally prominent people in rhetoric  and
writing  sent applications to  the departmenty orE WE
summarily rejected with a Torm letter, one application  was
Tost, and the third person was sent a Fform JTetbter for entry
Tavael cancdidates. Ut her  applications were screened  and
rajectad by refereses who have no knowledge of the Fileld.

Therse are no rhetoric peoplse in the group that revised the
gqualifiying e=am  For the PhoDe, yet we have 20 gradoate
students  din  rhetoric. The Fha qualifying now  Focuses
egxclusively on belletristic literature, igroring those
candidates whoe want to specialize in rhetoric.

There are no rhetoric people on the Committes for BExcellence
Giraduate Education,

Only  one rhetoric and composition person was appointed  to
HB4hE committees it was chaired by a literature professor,
vabt dt ds our regquired junior level writing course.

Fhetoric and composition peoplse were nolt dincluded in the
Tiagsion group For the Weiting Emphasis courses.

There are no rhetoric people on the Undergraduate Course
Committes.

We  believe that the integrity of the compogition program is
i danmger., There is no coordination or Se@gquencing amorg MO



Z1eE,  and 344Ky the more advanced courses do not build on the
earlier ones.

Although 214K was  sald  to the University Council as  a
writing course, the sections have been allowed to go to more than
50 students. It simply cannot be a legitimate writing course
under those circumstances.

A44k was  sold to the University Council as a junior level
writing course that would teach students to write in their own
disciplines and would take the place of 217 in engineering and

the sciences. The course is being turned intoe a humanities
course that stresses humanistic readings and asks  students to
produce paraliterary discourse. These courses are not going  as

they were represented when the proposed changes in the required
writing sequence was presented to the University for appraoval.

The technical writing component of the program is being
dismantled. =17, technical writing, currently taught entirely
by Assistant Instructors and Lecturers, is being phased out and
24aE for  sciences and technology does not have the same goals.
Noo attempt has been made to replace our senior technical writing
faculty, Jdohn Walter and Gordon Mills,

The advanced expository writing courses, 225M and 3790, dao
not  fit into any of the areas required for English majors, not

even the catch—all of area VI. Therefore they cannot be counted
toward the major, gxtept as upper—divsion electivesy this
exclusion discourages English majors from taking these writing
COUrSEs. Once more the implication is that learning to write

well is not a proper part of an education for an English major.

We believe that we need a Coordinator of Writing for  the
department and that we should be working to strengthen our pragam
by westablishing a Master“s Degree in Expository Writing and  in
Technical Writing.

The Department of English at the University of Tewas
has never been known for its strength in traditional literary
Areass lasing Gayatri Spivak diminished what strength we did

have. DOur strength at Tewas is in the peripheral arcas:
biblicgraphy, language and linguistics, folklore, and, in recent
years, rhetoric. The traditional center of the department,

Titerature and criticism, is declimningy yet the faculty in those
areas contral policies in the department and are allowing the
writing program to deteriorate. Thig group also recently tried
to subvert the normal channels of gavernment for the department
by directly petitioning the dean for a drastic change in the
requirements for wvolting in the department.

Buestiont What are the Togistics and implications of
1w Egtahlighing a Denter for Writing within the Department?
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- Hplitting off into a Department of Language and Rhetaric?




