The Academic Freedom Issue

1. Those faculty most vocally concerned with academic freedom
showed little distress when it seemed that the revised E306 course
might be imposed upon the department by the Dean himself and the
chair. One official of the LDEPC explained to me that the our committee's
approval was not necessary; the course, | was assured, was a fait accompli.
There was no point in opposing it. |

2. There was no outside opposition to the course until

departmental administrators issued a "press relaease"” on it--one
which misrepresented the course in failing even to mention that it
was composition class. The chair also made an appearance on KLBJ radio
to publicize tthe course prior to any organized opposition.

3. The statement of academic concern signed by numerous
members of the university faculty urged the English Department to
reconsider its action. The statement did not ask the administration to
intervene in any way.

4. As a required course that has been routinely discussed and
debated by the university council and other university committees
and bodies, E 306 would necessarily be scrutinized by officials of
other colleges who require it for their students. These people have
every right to determine whether the curriculum of a course is consistent with its
catalog description.

5. The public's right to know what is going on at a publically-
funded state institution is at least as great as a faculty's right to
define curriculum.

6. Even the AAUP in the Shockley case has acknowledged that
academic freedom does not extend beyond one's area of expertise.
Legitimate questions can be raised as to whether teachers of rhetoric and
literature can claim expertise in courses about race, gender, economics, law,
and so on.

7. In any case, one cannot, as proponents of the new E 306 do,
deny the legitimacy of traditional departmental structures and
boundaries and then restore such boundaries when you need them
to defend one's own interests and preprogatives. The boundaries
between disciplines cannot be both down and up at the same time: in the words
of Brian Bremen, et al., "the university is not removed from historical forces, but
constituted by them."

8. One cannot, as many proponents of the new E 306 routinely do,
excoriate privilege, hierarchy, and elitism and then authorize one's
own privilege by recourse to the very same categories. One cannot
deny legitimacy to everyone else's structures of authority while clinging to one's
own, pretending that one's judgments stand above the political fray and beyond
the scruting of all but a narrow, and self-selecting academic elite.
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