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March 9, 1965 

NOTES ON A MEET !MG 
BEn.JEEN 

DEPARTMENTS OF SOCIOLOGY AND ANTHROPOLOGY 

PRESENT: Hughes, Swartz, Swindler, Gallln, Artis, McKee, and Useem 

Hughes said he felt one of the most Important and appropriate steps to 
take In the discussion was how to develop meaningful relations between 
the Department of Anthropology and the Department of Socfology, from the 
point of view of faculty members who want to have occasions for working 
with colleagues In the Department of Sociology and from the point of 
view of the graduate students. Hughes said that he spoke for the whole 
Department of Anthropology when he said that he wanted to strive to 
reach understandings that have meaningful patterns for both departments. 

Useem expressed a genuine desire on the part of the Department of 
Sociology to retain and build viable relationships. Usecm said that the 
Department of Soc to logy shared the sp Ir it expressed by Dr. Ht1ghes on 
behalf of the Department of Anthropology. 

- L,, 
Hughes said one problem is the arrangements for joint training ln 0 ~ 
discl line that ts supplemented by or given more insight by training 
in h" other departments. The Department of Anthropology development 

c5f poJlcy guidelines includes and rests upon close work with the student 
-and the guidance committee. For the students who started before the 
spJlt, the new patterns would have to be modified. 

Useem said the Department of Sociology could consider abandoning this 
particular interdisciplinary program although he stressed that the Department 
of Sociology could do so but not necessarily should do so. The Department 
of Sociology may wish to explore some alternatives. Thus Jt would be pos­
sible to retain the Interdisciplinary pattern for those students who are 
members of the Department of Sociology but not have the equivalent arrange­
ment for students in the Department of Anthropology -- If that ts what 
the Department of Anthropology prefers. Useem quoted from the minutes of 
the Department of Anthropology and Sociology representatives• meeting of 
July 21 •••• rt was suggested that for students already here, perhaps 
their ''home" department would be the department in wh lch their gu I dance 
committee chairman resides ••• 

Hughes satd that he didn't think It was clear the way In which the core 
program would proceed. He sa,ld that he was somewhat confused on the 
differences, Implied or real, between the Interdisciplinary program and 
the usual major-minor. 

McKee quoted from, the Department of Socio logy Graduate Manua 1 Page 14 
which sets forth the procedures for setting up the guidance committee. 
Mcl<ee pointed out the guidance committee, in determining the "comprehensive" 
examination ·for the student, does not duplicate the core program and its 
re lated "qua llfy f ng" .examlnat Jon. 



Page Two 

Swartz Indicated that he was not aware that there was an fnterdlscfpl inary 
program and asked what the legal status of such a program would be. 

Useem read the letter from Vice President Muelder to the Registrar (June 30, 
1964), with respect to the lnterdlclplfnary Program, the student getting 
a Ph.D. after July 1, 1964 would get the degree In his "home department." 

Galltn Indicated there was no reference to the Interdisciplinary Program 
In the Department of Anthropology Graduate Manual but that there was a 
reference to majorwmfnor on Page Three ••• Hhen It Is appropriate, an 
M.A. student may have a member of another department as a third member 
of his committee... In the case of a student working for a Ph.D, degree, 
the guidance committee will consist of a chairman and two other members, 
at least one of whom ts on the anthropology faculty. The Chairman 
of the Department of Anthropology or hfs representatJve Is a member of 
the guidance committee of each Ph.D. candidate ••• 

Useem said that it was necessary to clarffy what the Department of 
Anthropology (1) prefers -- for Its own students the major-mlnor concept, 
the format of the Department of Socfology Interdisciplinary Program, or 
some other scheme, and (2)also what ft would accept--apart from the above 
decJslon, with respect to the Department of Soclology 1s Interdisciplinary 
Program. Artis asked Hughes If the Department of Anthropology had many 
Inquiries from students who wished to come here because of a Joint depart­
ment. 

Hughes said they received a fair number of these fnquiries. 

Hughes sa fd that for· those students who want some anthropology tra In Ing as 
part of their training in sociology they could take part of their training 
In the Department ofAnthropology and have members of the Department 
of Anthropology on their committee. 

Useem said that he felt one important difference between the major-minor 
concept and the Interdisciplinary Program Is the Quatffylng Examination; 
that the Department of Sociology requires that the student at this level to 
demonstrate In a test that he can go on to Ph.D. Useem noted that a 
similar arrangement exists with the Department of Psychology for students 
ln social psychology. Useem pointed out that due to the large numbers 
of minors and cognates working tn soclo1ogy, the conventfona1 minor 
program In sociology is not highly formalized. Usually the student takes 
12-15 hours In liberal arts types of courses In sociology for which 
the examination ts often waived. 

Useem asked of the Department of Anthropology would consider whether or 
not they mtght endor::o ""'" lntordlsclpllnary program for students ln the 
Department of Sociology, apart from whether or not such a program rs 
made available to students in the DepartmP.nt of A11throp0Jo9y. ThJs fncludes 
for students In sociology the following core courses: 

~ p,~ , /..:Y . .: -xJ111 » · cJl · -Soc. 963 . '. ;.·..... , -~ Anp, 922 =--.~ t f;,,, 11,(.i. 1,l 

Anp. 872 ~" t,...- 'gt=~ · Soc, 955 "' 
Soc. 977 l>{I""' ~re-- ~--J Anp. 923 e,,..R. /4t-;r · 
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Hughes said that this would have to be discussed In the Department as 
not everyone had been aware of the format of the program. 

Swartz pointed out that the core program In Anthropology was limited 
to anthropology students. As the program stood now, sociology students 
·could not enter their core courses In anthropology. 

Hughes asked If he understood correctly that the student who would go 
Into the Interdisciplinary program would not be searching for some 
understanding of a number of fields but rather getting a concept of 
culture. 

Useem satd yes, plus a cultural area In some instances. 

Swartz said that If one offered a program of this sort, one ts committed 
to quite a number of things and he didn't know If the Department of 
Anthropology would want to be committed to this. 

Artis pointed out that at present there ts relatively little structure 
beyond the Qualifying Examination. He pointed out that two concepts 
of minor float around -- the old concept was that a person who took one•thlrd 
of his work In a discipline could say that he could teach 11X11 with full 
competence and he could teach 11V11 with some degree of competence. Some 
people used to take 30-36 hours. Interdisciplinary programs evolved when 
the mfnor shrunk In credit hours. Artis said they would like the Inter­
disciplinary arrangement with anthropology but that the pattern may need 
some revision. 

Hughes pointed out that a great deal of emphasis had been put In the 
Department of Anthropology manual on the gufdance committee, and that 
the Department of Anthropology feels the guidance c0fl11llttee does give 
a great deal of thought to working out a program that will satisfy the 
student's Interest. 

Swartz asked If formal arrangements exist for those In the program now. 

McKee said they do exist but they can be changed. 

Artis said that a student In the Department of Sociology now could take 
either program~- major-minor or Interdisciplinary and that we would 
like to continue both types of programs. 

~ seem stressed that he did not want to be misunderstood but that he 
I wanted to state that the Department of Socfology wants its own students 
· who engage In comparative and cross-cultural studies to be adequately 

trained In culture. The Department of Soctology would prefer and would 
appreciate to have them trained In this aspect by the Department of 
Anthropology; however, If qualified students fn socfology cannot be regularly 
incorporated In som~ of the core course.sand other advanced courses of 
the Department of Anthropology, the Department of Sociology will have to 
set up Its own courses on culture tn order to train them. 



_,.. 
( 

./ 

Page Four 

Swartz asked If the Department of Anthropology does not choose to 
participate, would the Department of Sociology accept anthropology students 
as minors. 

Useem said that the Department of Sociology would accept them but they 
could not take core courses except by special permission of Department 
of Sociology. The reason for this is that we have several hundred 
minors and we do not wJsh to flood our core courses wJth minors. 

It would be possible to establish a principle of reciprocity betwean 
the two departments In which minors on both sides would be given selective 
preference for core courses In the other department, and this ts open to 
negotiation.for the Department of Anthropology. 

Hughes suggested that perhaps we need a plan to be called "Joint departmental 
program." 

Hughes sa Id that he would have to contact Ors. lsh lno and Maxwell about 
the concept and that he could let the Department of Sociology know what 
the Department of Anthropology wishes by May 1. 

Useem then posed questions relating to Individual students. Useem mentioned 
the case of Oliver Osborne In which Ors. Freeman and Useem did not sit In 
on the comprehensJve as they felt Osborne had fulfilled all of the require­
ments for a sociology minor. 

Hughes said he agreed. 

Useem said If a student from •oclology worked on hts minor, for example, 
with Dr. Gall in then the student takes whatever courses Dr. Gall In advised. 
The minor professor should always be Informed when the gufdance meetings 
are held and be Invited to attend such meetings. 

Hughes said that he agreed. 

Useem mentioned the case of Beech. She is getting a Ph.D. degree In 
sociology but Nicholas ts directing the thesJs and he and Useem are 
formally designated as co-chairman. Her total academic program needs 
clarification. 

Hughes said that he would assume that she has or wilt satisfactorily pass 
all the requirements for a degree In sociology and that It would be 
satJsfactory to administer her Ph.D. program comprehensives with the same 
convnlttee which Includes both anthropologists and sociologists. 

Swartz saJd he would agree because It was the case of someone who had 
already been started on the program prior to July I, 1964 and that by 
so doing It would not conmlt the Department of Anthropology to a principle 
of continuing this arrangement. 

Useem mentioned David \·linter who rs In Pakistan doJng research under 
Useem's direction. Hinter Is working for a Ph.D. In anthropology. 
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Gallln Indicated that Winter should have a chairman of his guidance 
committee In the Department of Anthropology. 

Useem asked If he could assume that the major professor chosen would go 
along with the thesis as it Is evolving under his direction. 

Agreed. 

Useem asked that the Department of Anthropology desfgnate a major professor 
In anthropology for Winter as soon as possible, with the understanding · 
that he (Useem) continues as the thesis advisor. 

Useem asked how many hours the Department of Anthropology required for a 
minor. 

Hughes said that as a general rule of thumb 18-20 hours. With the change 
Jn course credits being considered It would probably amount to four courses. 

Useern asked about the Jangu~ge substftute -- to whom should the lndividuaJ 
turn to In the Department of Anthropology for advice. 

Hughes sa Id the student should go to. the Department of Anthropology Cha lrman. 

Useem pointed out that In reverse Instances, the anthropology student 
should go dtrectly to a professor In the Department of Sociology. 

Gall In said the steps would be (1) student go to the Department of Anthro­
pology Chairman and (2) the Department of Anthropology Chairman would send 
them out to a professor and (3) the professor would work this out with the 
guidance committee. 

Item #5--Guidance Commi t tee and the Role of the Graduate Student: 
Useem said that In sociology the policy ts for the student to identify 
the person wtlllng to serve as chairman and the members of the guidance 
committee which Is in turn approved (In most cases) by the Department 
Chairman. Hughes said that the Department of Anthropology responds dif­
ferently. The Initiative Is placed on the graduate student to Identify the 
co111T1lttee, then the committee has to get together. Gall In added the student 
then confers with the Chairman of the Department and the Chairman of the 
Department or his representative is on every committee. 

Useem raised the case of Saghir Ahmad. After checking, It was discovered 
that Saghlr had declared his 11home11 department to be socfology. 

Useem asked about the case of Mrs. Garner. Dr. Ruth Useem became a 
sponsor of her NIH grant at Dr. Hughes• suggestion. 

Hughes said that he had understood Dr. Ruth Useem wanted him to be the 
sponsor and that he would clarify this with Dr. Ruth Useem. 

Item #8--Cross-lJsttnq of courses: 
McKee mentioned the cross-listing of 466 and 473 at the undergraduate 
level and the cross-listing of 825 and 865 at the graduate level. The 
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other Issue that had come up Is 433 and 434. McKee said that Donoghue had 
offered 433 two years as a·course on mlnoritltes around the world with 
different people lecturing. Out of that experience came the suggestion 
from Donoghue that another course be lnstituteda-434 which would provide 
a sequence. A verbal agreement had been reached that 433 and 434 would 
alternate. McKee said that he had listed 433 this Spring without an 
Instructor listed. Donoghue felt this was a violatlon of theagreement as 
the Department of Anthropology was offer Ing Li34 th Is Spr t ng. To have 
Sociology offer the course 433 on alternate years is a problem McKee pointed 
out as 433 has a very strong Interest across campus right now -- civtl 
rights, etc. Last Spring McKee had an enrollment of 360 students fn the 
course. 

McKee suggested that the matter of offering the two courses be worked 
out in some mutually satisfactory way that would allow both groups some 
flexibility In meeting the demand of the courses. 

Hughes said he understood from McKee's discussion the need for not putting 
433 on only every other year. 

Gallln said that since the Department of Sociology had such a large demand 
from students for 433, the Department of Anthropology had no choice but to 
change their listing schedule for this Quarter. 

McKee said that he urges people who take 433 to also take 434. 

Useem asked if the group could empower McKee and a representative from the 
Department of Anthropology to make the decision on future scheduling of 433 
and 434. 

Hughes agreed. 

Useem said that SOC 955 (Field Methods) which has been taught for more than 
a decade, was scheduled for the same term as Swartz's field methods course 
and that probably SOC 955 would be changed to another quarter. Hughes and 
Useem agreed that all decisions and changes of this character should be 
communicated to each other. 

Useem asked If McKee and Gall In could work out the arrangements for 473 in 
the future. 

Hughes agreed. 

Useem mentioned that the Department of Sociology Is negotiating with a 
German scholar to teach cross-cultura 1 re lat Ions th ts next Winter but 
that the arrangements are st 111 be Ing worked out. 

Useem mentioned that Raymond Mack would teach an 872 course this summer, 
"Problems In Cross-Cultural Research." 

Item #10--Preregulsttes for undergraduate courses: 
Useem said that It had been previously decided to have both departments 
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examine this at a later time. Useem asked If Hughes wished to ask McKee-Gall in 
to discuss this and then present their conclusion to this group. 

Hughes agreed. 

McKee pointed out that decisions could not be made until sociology knows 
about possible changes In SOC 241 and SOC 251, a topic now under considera­
tion In the Department of Sociology 

Item #11 lines and Levels of CommunJcatJon Between the Two Departments: 
Useem proposed that the two groups meet regularly every year to discuss matters 
of mutual concern. 

Hughes agreed that this would be a good Idea. 

Item 12--Revlew of the Department of Soclology•s Graduate Reference Room: 
Useem said from the standpoint of the Department of Sociology everything 
currently was satisfactory with but one exception. Useem said that books 
have been missing from the Reference Room and he asked Hughes to bring 
pressures on anthropology students not to take books and journals from the 
Reference Room and not to let other non-major students Into the Room. 

Hughes said the Reference Room arrangements were satisfactory to him and 
that he would advise his students about the foregoing. 

John Useem Charles C, Hughes 

Date Date ------ ------





March 9, 1965 

NOTES ON A MEETING 
BETWEEN 

DEPARTMENTS OF SOCIOLOGY AND ANTHROPOLOGY 

PRESENT: Hughes, Swartz, Swindler, Gallln, Artis, McKee, and Useem 

Hughes said he felt one of the most Important and appropriate steps to 
take In the discussion was how to develop meaningful relations between 
the Department of Anthropology and the Department of Sociology, from the 
point of view of faculty members who want to have occasions for working 
with colleagues In the Department of Sociology and from the point of 
view of the graduate students. Hughes said that he spoke for the whole 
Department of Anthropology when he said that he wanted to strive to 
reach understandings that have meaningful patterns for both departments. 

Useem expressed a genuine desire on the part of the Department of 
Sociology to retain and build viable relationships. Usecm said that the 
Department of Sociology shared the spirit expressed by Dr. H1_1ghes on 
behalf of the Department of Anthropology. 

Hughes said one problem is the arrangements for joint training In a 
discipline that Is supplemented by or given more Insight by training 
in the other departments. The Department of Anthropology development 
of policy guidelines includes and rests upon close work with the student 
and the guidance committee. For the students who started before the7 
split, the new patterns would have to be modified. __ 

Useem said the Department of Sociology could consider abandoning this 
particular interdisciplinary program although he stressed that the Department 
of Sociology could do so but not necessarily should do so. The Department 
of Sociology may wish to explore some alternatives. Thus It would be pos­
sible to retain the Interdisciplinary pattern for those students who are 
members of the Department of Sociology but not have the equivalent arrange­
ment for students In the Department of Anthropology -- If that Is what 
the Department of Anthropology prefers. Useem quoted from the minutes of 
the Department of Anthropology and Socfology representatives' meeting of 
July 21 •••• ft was suggested that for students already here, perhaps 
their 11home11 department would be the department In which their guidance 
committee chairman resides, •• 

Hughes said that he didn't think It was clear the way In which the core 
program would proceed. He said that he was somewhat confused on the 
differences, Implied or real, between the tnterdlsclplfnary program and 
the usual major-minor. 

McKee quoted from the Department of Sociology Graduate Manual Page 14 
which sets forth the procedures for setting up the guidance committee. 
Mcl<ee pointed out the guidance committee, In determining the "comprehensive" 
examination for the student, does not duplicate the core program and its 
related "qualtfytng" examination. 
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Swartz Ind lcated that he was not aware that there was an I nterd lscip 1 inary 
program and asked what the legal status of such a program would be. 

Useem read the letter from Vice President Muelder to the Registrar (June 30, 
1964), with respect to the lnterdlclpllnary Program, the student getting 
a Ph.D. after July 1, 196!} would get the degree In his "home department." 

Gallln Indicated there was no reference to the lnterdlsclpltnary Program 
1n the Department of Anthropology Graduate Manual but that there was a 
reference to major-minor on Page Three ••• When It is appropriate, an 
M.A. student may have a member of another department as a third member 
of hts committee •• , In the case of a student working for a Ph.D. degree, 
the guidance committee will consist of a chairman and two other members, 
at least one of whom ts on the anthropology faculty. The Chairman 
of the Department of Anthropology or his representative Is a member of 
the guidance committee of each Ph.D. candidate.,. 

Useem said that it was necessary to clarify what the Department of 
Anthropology (1) prefers -- for Its own students the major-minor concept, 
the format of the Department of Sociology lnterdfscfpllnary Program, or 
some other scheme, and (2}also what It would accept--apart from the above 
decJslon, with respect to the Department of Sociology's Interdisciplinary 
Program. Artis asked Hughes If the Department of Anthropology had many 
Inquiries from students who wished to come here because of a joint depart• 
ment. 

- Hughes said they received a fair number of these fnqulrfes. 

Hu~hes said that for those students who want some anthropology training as 
part of thefr training in sociology they could take part of their training 
in the Department ofAnthropology and have members of the Department 
of Anthropology on their committee. 

Useem said that he felt one Important difference between the major-minor 
concept and the Interdisciplinary Program is the Qualifying Examfnatton; 
that the Department of Sociology requfres that the student at this level to 
demonstrate In a test that he can go on to Ph.D. Useem noted that a 
similar arrangement exists with the Department of Psychology for students 
In social psychology. Useem pointed out that due to the large numbers 
of minors and cognates working In sociology, the conventional minor 
program In sociology is not highly formalized. Usually the student takes 
12-15 hours In liberal arts types of courses In sociology for which 
the examination ts often waived, 

Useem asked of the Department of Anthropology would consider whether or 
not they might endor~c n111· f,,toi-dlsctpl lnary program for students ln the 
Department of Sociology, apart from whether or not such a program Is 
made avaflable to students In the DepartmP.nt of /\11thropolo9y. This Includes 
for students In sociology the following core courses: 

Soc. 963 
Anp., 872 
Soc, 977 

Anp. 922 
Soc. 955 
Anp. 923 
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Hughes satd that this would have to be discussed In the Department as 
not everyone had been aware of the format of the program. 

Swartz pointed out that the core program In Anthropology was 11mlted 
to anthropology students. As the program stood now, soclo1ogy students 
could not enter their core courses In anthropology. 

Hughes asked If he understood correctly that the student who would go 
Into the Interdisciplinary program would not be searching for some 
understanding of a number of fields but rather getting a concept of 
culture. 

Useem satd yes, plus a cultural area tn some Instances. 

Swartz said that If one offered a program of this sort, one Is committed 
to quite a number of things and he didn't know If the Department of 
Anthropology would wa~t to be committed to this. 

Artis pointed out that at present there Is relatfve1y little structure 
beyond the Qualifying Examination. He pointed out that two concepts 
of minor float around•- the old concept was that a person who took one~thtrd 
of his work In a dlsclpltne could say that he could teach 11X11 with full 
competence and he could teach "V" with some degree of competence. Some 
people used to take 30-36 hours. Interdisciplinary programs evolved when 
the minor shrunk In credit hours. Artis said they would like the fnter­
disctpltnary arrangement with anthropology but that the pattern may need 
some revision. 

Hughes pointed out that a great deal of emphasis had been put In the 
Department of Anthropology manual on the guidance committee, and that 
the Department of Anthropology feels the guidance comnlttee does give 
a great deal of thought to working out a program that will satisfy the 
student's Interest. 

Swartz asked If formal arrangements exist for those In the program now. 

McKee said they do exist but they ean be changed. 

Artis said that a student In the Department of Sociology now could take 
either program"- major-minor or Interdisciplinary and that we would 
like to contfnue both types of programs. 

Useem stressed that he did not want to be misunderstood but that he 
wanted to state that the Department of Sociology wants its own students 

' who engage In comparative and eross-cultural studfes to be adequately 
trained In culture. The Department of Sociology would prefer and would 
appreciate to have them trafned In this aspect by the Department of 
Anthropology; however, If qualified students In sociology cannot be regularly 
incorporated In some of the core courses and other advanced courses of 
the Department of Anthropology, the Department of Sociology will have to 
set up Its own cQurses on culture in order to train them. 
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Swartz asked Jf the Department of Anthropology does not choose to 
participate, wou1d the Department of Sociology accept anthropology students 
as minors. 

Useem said that the Department of Sociology would accept them but they 
could not take core courses except by special permission of Department 
of Sociology. The reason for this ts that we have several hundred 
minors and we do not wish to flood our core courses with minors. 

It would be possible to establish a principle of reciprocity between 
the two departments In which minors on both sides would be given selective 
preference for core courses In the other department, and this ts open to 
negotlatJon , for the Department of Anthropology. 

Hughes suggested that perhaps we need a plan to be called "Joint departmental 
program." 

Hughes said that he would have to contact Ors. lshtno and Maxwell about 
the concept and that he could let the Department of Sociology know what 
the Department of Anthropology wishes by May 1. 

Useem then posed questions relatfng to Individual students. Useem mentioned 
the case of Oliver Osborne In which Ors. Freeman and Useem did not sit In 
on the comprehensive as they felt Osborne had fulfilled all of the require• 
ments for a sociology minor. · 

Hughes said he agreed. 

Useem said If a student from •oclology worked on his minor, for example, 
with Dr. Galltn then the student takes whatever courses Dr. Ga11 In ·edvfsed. 
The minor professor should always be Informed when the guJdance meetings 
are held and be Invited to attend such meetings. 

Hughes said that he agreed. 

Useem mentioned the case of Beech. She Is getting a Ph.D. degree In 
sociology but Nicholas ls directing the thesis and he and Useem are 
formally designated as co-chairman. Her total academic program needs 
clarification. 

Hughes said that he would assume that she has or will satisfactorily pass 
all the requirements for a degree In sociology and that ft would be 
sat lsfacto1·y to administer her Ph.D. program comprehens Ives with the same 
committee which Includes both anthropologists and sociologists. 

Swartz said he would agree because It was the case of someone who had 
already been started on the program prior to July 1, 1964 and that by 
so doing It would not commit the Department of Anthropology to a principle 
of continuing this arrangement. 

Useem mentioned David Winter who Is In Pakistan doing research under 
Useem 1s direction. Winter Is working for a Ph.D. In anthropology. 
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Galltn Indicated that Winter should have a chairman of his guidance 
committee In the Department of Anthropology. 

Useem asked If he could assume that the major professor chosen would go 
along with the thesis as it Is evolving under his direction. 

Agreed. 

Useem asked that the Department of Anthropology designate a major professor 
In anthropology for Winter as aoon as possible, with the understanding 
that he (Useem) continues as the thesis advisor. 

Useem asked how many hours the Department of Anthropology requl-red for a 
minor. 

Hughes said that as a general rule of thumb 18-20 hours. With the change 
In course credits being considered It would probably amount to four courses. 

Useem asked about the langu~ge substitute -- to whom should the Individual 
turn to In the Department of Anthropology for advice. 

Hughes said the student should go to the Department of Anthropology Chairman. 

Useem pointed out that In reverse Instances, the anthropology student 
should go directly to a professor In the Department of Sociology. 

Gallln said the steps would be (1) student go to the Department of Anthro­
pology Chairman and (2) the Department of Anthropology Chairman would send 
them out to a professor and (3) the professor would work this out with the 
guidance committee. 

Item #5--Gutdance Commi t tee and the Role of the Graduate Student: 
Useem said that In sociology the policy ts for the student to Identify 
the person wllltng to serve as chairman and the members of the guidance 
committee which Is In turn approved (In most cases) by the Department 
Chairman. Hughes safd that the Department of Anthropology responds dif­
ferently. The Initiative Is placed on the graduate student to Identify the 
committee, then the committee has to get together. Ga111n added the student 
then confers with the Chairman of the Department and the Chairman of the 
Department or his representative ts on every committee. 

Useem raised the case of Saghtr Ahmad. After checking, It was discovered 
that Saghfr had declared his "home" department to be sodology., 

Useem asked about the case of Mrs. Garner. Dr. Ruth Useem became a 
sponsor of her NIH grant at Dr. Hughes I suggestion. 

Hughes said that he had understood Dr. Ruth Useem wanted him to be the 
sponsor and that he would clarify this with Dr. Ruth Useem. 

Item #8--Cross-llstlng of courses: 
Mcl<ee ment toned the cross-11st ing of 466 and 473 at the undergraduate 
level and the cross-listing of 825 and 86S at the graduate level. The 
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other Issue that had come up ts 433 and 434, McKee said that Donoghue had 
offered 433 two years as a·course on mlnorltltes around the world with 
different people lecturing. Out of that experience came the suggestion 
from Donoghue that another course be lnstituted--434 which would provide 
a sequence. A verbal agreement had been reached that 433 and 434 would 
alternate. McKee said that he had listed 433 this Spring without an 
instructor listed. Donoghue felt this was a violation of theagreement as 
the Department of Anthropology was offer Ing !~34 th Is Spr Ing. To have 
Sociology offer the course 433 on alternate years Is a problem McKee pointed 
out as 433 has a very strong Interest across campus right now -- civil 
rights, etc. Last Spring McKee had an enrollment of 360 students In the 
course. 

McKee suggested that the matter of offering the two courses be worked 
out in some mutually satisfactory way that would allow both groups some 
flexibility In meeting the demand of the courses. 

Hughes said he understood from McKee's discussion the need for not putting 
433 on only every other year. 

Gallln said that since the Department of Sociology had such a large demand 
from students for 433, the Department of Anthropology had no choice but to 
change their listing schedule for this Quarter. 

McKee said that he urges people who take 433 to also take 434. 

Useem asked If the group could empower Hcl<ee and a representative from the 
Department of Anthropology to make the decision on future scheduling of 433 
and 434. 

Hughes agreed. 

Useem said that SOC 955 (Field Methods) which has been taught for more than 
a decade, was scheduled for the same term as Swartz's field methods course 
and that probably SOC 955 would be changed to another quarter. Hughes and 
Useem agreed that all decisions and changes of this character should be 
communicated to each other. 

Useem asked If McKee and Gall In could work out the arrangements for 473 In 
the future. 

Hughes agreed. 

Useem mentioned that the Department of Sociology Is negotiating with a 
German scholar to teach cross-cultural relations this next Winter but 
that the arrangements are still being worked out. 

Useem mentioned that Raymond Mack would teach an 872 course this surrmer, 
"Problems In Cross-Cultural Research." 

Item #10--Preregufsftes for undergraduate courses: 
Useem said that It had been previously decided to have both departments 
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examine this at a later time. Useem asked If Hughes wished to ask McKee-Gall in 
to discuss this and then present their conclusion to this group. 

Hughes agreed. 

McKee pointed out that decisions could not be made until sociology knows 
about possible changes in SOC 241 and SOC 251, a topic now under considera­
tion in the Department of Sociology 

Item #11 Lines and Levels of Communlcatlon Between the Two Departments: 
Useem proposed that the two groups meet regularly every year to discuss matters 
of mutual concern. 

Hughes agreed that this would be a good Idea. 

Item 12--Revlew of the Department of Soctology 1s Graduate Reference Room: 
Useem said from the standpoint of the Department of Sociology everything 
currently was satisfactory with but one exception. Useem said that books 
have been missing from the Reference Room and he asked Hughes to bring 
pressures on anthropology students not to take books and journals from the 
Reference Room and not to let other non-major students Into the Room. 

Hughes said the Reference Room arrangements were satisfactory to him and 
that he would advise his students about the foregoing. 

John Useem Char•lea C. Hughes 

Date Date 



To: Charles Hughes 

From: Ralph Nicholas 

March 25, 1965 11:JO a.m. 

Just had a "strong" telephone call from John Useem concerning the language 

which I recommended Mary Jane Beech use in describing her program. She had 

originally described herself as a "Graduate Student in the Interdisciplinary 

Program in Sociology and Anthropology in the Department of Sociology." I 

suggested that she say "I am a graduate student in the Department of Sociology 

at Michigan State University working toward the Ph.D. in Sociology with a 

minor in Anthropology. I completed the basic coursework and passed the 

qualifying Examination in the Interdisciplinary Sociology and Anthropology 

Program in June, 1964." 
-, 

John's comment was ''we do have in interdisciplinary program in Sociology 

and Anthropology in the Department of Sociology -- it is a going concern. 

It is assymetrical and apparently not a reciprocal one with the Department 

of Anthropology." I said it sounded like an Australian marriage system. He 

agreed and said that !:izka I "had changed the marriage system without 

consulting the grandmother." I suggested he was more a grandfather than a 

grandmother and that I was not in a position to make decisions about this 

program one way or the other. Mary Jane did enter under the "interdisciplinary 

program," took her qualifying examinations in it, and I presume that she 

can complete her Ph.D under the "old rules" -- whatever they are. 



. ' 

Aprll 27, 1965 

Dr. John Useem 
Chairman 
Department of Soclology 
Capus 

Dear John: 

I • writing with reference to the •atter of relation, between the 
Department of Anthropology and the Department of Soclology, parttculerly 
•• these concern the graduate progr8RIS In the two departments. 

You wlll recall our March meeting, convened by you to df1cuss theee 
matters after I had rahed SOiie question about the procedure• being taken 
by Leonard Lieberman's cCllllltt ... As you recall, In that -ting I 1u9ge1ted 
that the Department of Anthropology ~Id consider the pro,otale you put 
and get an answer back to you by I May, 1965. This letter cont ain• the 
an1w r, together with alternatlwe proposals for ac:canpll1hln9 'llllhat you de• 
sired 10 far as• training In enthropolOfY for graduate 1tudent1 frOlft 
the Department of Sociology II concerned. (S .. the ap,-nded revl1ed 
gradu te progr• of the hpar t of Anthropology for• aore detailed 
stat nt.) 

The substantive l1eue wu whither there wuld be IOMthlng called 
en "lnterdl1clpllnery Progr• In Soclol0ty•AnthropolOfY" given by the 
Depart,nent of Soclology. Our an1 r wa1 then, and continues to be, that 
our department Is very pleased to cooper■te with Soclol09Y In provtdlng 
relevant 1raduate training to ,our student,. Such training could take any 
or all of three forms: (I) enrollment In appropriate court• with no 
formal tran1trlpt notation of afflllatlon with the Oepar nt of AnthroPolOffl 
(2) enroll111ent (with approval) •• • Minor In the Oep ru-,t of Anthropology, 
with completlon of r9411ulr nt• duly noted on the transcript; or (3) 
completion of an M.A. In the Departnient of Anthropology, with 1ub1equent 
tralnln1 for the Ph.D. In the Department of Soclology, As I lftdlcated to 
you In the group dl1cu1,lon when you brought up your view of the •lnor, we 
do not consider the Minor In Anthropology to be of an Inconsequential or 
frivolous character; It Is• substantial sequence of training, one that 
the Departinent would stand behind as giving the graduate 1tudent frOffl 
outside the department sc:ae basic understanding of the ff Id. 

The Ntter of enrollment of non-departmental graduate student• In 
our "core courses" was also a point of Issue. A1 you wlll ••• from reading 
the stateMent of the graduate program. the1e key courses are o,en to all 
quallfled graduate students up to the llmlt of seminar enroll•ent a1 de• 
termlned by the Instructor. In addition, there are several other courses 
at both the 400 and the 800 level whlc~ are highly p rtlnent for students 
fr°"' other dlsclpllne1. 



lmpllc•tfon of th ove paragr ha for r vision of your 
u t • nt nu1I ml ghl 11 be the following. Th re clearly 
r er nc to traJnln portunltle1 exl• tng In oth r part111t.nts 

(such thropology). n to th hospitable ree ptlon In Anthropology 
which &tu nt1 In the pr nt o clology will r celve. But th r 
should M no statement that there h an °1nt rdl1clpl tnary progr In 
Soclology•Anthropology." Th tleld of 11Soclology•Anthropology" lllllf)ly 
does not exl1t ( xcept •• a I b I for a ••rlet of course• tak by those 
students o opted for the1c cours I prior ·to the fonaatlon of•• prate 
Depart t of Anthropolot)' on July I, l'6,lt). On the other hand, th f leld 
of Anthropoletgy, with • •lnor 1,ec1 lty In Soclology or Social Psychology, 
does exlat and Is• vlole •d•lc entity. Shnllarly, d gr In 
Soclolc>gy with a minor In An hropology k I rf ctly good ••n••• But 
the .Departfleftt of· Anthf'opol

1
ogy c:an no long r condone r er nc • to an 

"interdl1clpllnary progr• In Soclol09y•Anthropol09y" In tlM phrHeology 
thet hat b en loyed up to thl point. . 

.One obvious I festat Ion of Int rest by our Depart nt In Inter• · 
dhclpllnary training le t r qulr n tcr our und rgraduace .. Jon that 
they have Ith r Soc'251 or 24 • part of th 1.- tralnlng. Ai I recall, 
you fndlcat d thet the D par nt o Sociology was con1ld ring an a •1■ ln 
requiring ·Anp 171 for •Jor• In SoclolOfY. 

·A•• furth r •~p;e,tlon 'ot the Inter st o our D rtmet1t In fo1t ring 
lnterdl1clp11n•ry training at the University, •Jg t I 1ugge1t th t the . 
Oepartllent of loclology Join with th DepartMnt of thropolo,y In augg 1tlng 
a thorough review of the •taoclal sci ce lvhlGn•lu M,A. progr•, to th · 
end that • sound. well•balanc d, and acad lcally • nlngfut 1941uenc of 
courses be fonnul t to give lnt9rated tralnln9 at the M.A. level In th 
• Y ral fl Ids of Sociology, thropology, Polltlcal Sci nee, and PsyGhology. 
C0mpletlon of •uch an M.A. pr09r• 111fght 11 be the beals on which• student 
could then go Into one of th r gu~ r department•I Ph.D. progr•• 

I, anJ th Depart tat Advlaory Coalttq• would lte happy 
with you again to dl•cu■s the1• ~tten If you wish. 

Charles c. Hug 1 
.Acting C f ,-.n 
Depar nt o Anthropology 

CH:kh 

cc: Dan L. L. NcQultty 
Professor Moreau 
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MEMO 

TO: 

FROM: 

July 15, 1964 

SUBJECT: The following cou es are scheduled for the Department of 
Anthropology for th Winter Quarter, 1964-65: 

, (lf_.1 _t_ _e_ 
ANP 100' - Origins of Man and Culture ( staff_ .t~ounced.J, 

One section. 

ANP 171 - Introduction to Anthropology (Spielberg), 
Two sections plus 10-12 rooms with 30 each. 

ANP 474 - Culture and Economic Behavior (Nicholas), 
One section. 

ANP 464 - Religion and Culture (Hughes), One section. 

ANP 469 - Cultural Areas of the World (China) - (Gallin), 
One section. 

ANP 469 - Cultural Areas of the World (India and Pakistan)­
(Nicholas), One section. 

ANP 469 - Cultural Areas of the World (West Africa)- (Swartz), 
One section. 

ANP 469 - Cultural Areas of the World (Japan) - (Donoghue), 
One section. 

ANP 469 - Cultural Areas of the World (Latin America) -
(Spielberg), One section. 

ANP 826 - Ethnography (China) - (Gallin), One section. 

ANP 922 - Dimensions of Culture (Donoghue), One section. 

ANP 856 - Field Research Methods (Swartz), One section, 

87, - Seminar in Special Subject Fields (Archaeology)­
(Cleland), One section. 



MICH'IGAN STATE UNIVERSITY East Lansing 

Department of Anthropology 

July 3, 1964 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

University Curriculum Committee 

Moreau S. Maxwell 

Courses in Department of Anthropology 

The following 1 ist constitutes the proposed course offerings for the 
Department of Anthropology: 

Approved: 

100 Or-i(\,V\ ;v1a.h 467 .L tz,h<, ·d'.~,vlt. 865 /£VJV/r·on . 
_J71 J nir- a. 469 C,uJt, Area-s a70 /lpp J1 ·ed A _n f h. . 
275 /-J hfh ,·/-J :31'tv 473 0-v lt . Perso n, 872 Sem /na--r Sp e c.. S vb . 
281 -A~ V' ,· (!., (l., ~ Cu It, 47l} C,u H-. .. G C,,tJ_ h . 875 r h d 1·v . e,s .. 
390 S tJ b Swb ei-a, A.c; L}75 Cu t -" Po I 1 ~-- 879 I De, S e. lc.e. t e.d .f o~ fl i-- v. 
391 " " 821 f.11t1.1I fr/tun 880 Ind \· v, (<ea. d 
L}00H ea,,d1 'h Q 825 sem 1'n<v\" )(-CLJlf. 999 R B5 (; a., r· c.h 
434 £fh.1PJ1nor_i\t,~sB26 &thna'f • 922 .o,·'m encs\t-'\-'\$ 
462 j;a.,ri./y Cw. 827 eovd eh"\ f, T'1 eor1~23 Dyha;m 1·c.,.s 
463 -So l'/ ii.vi l lrdh r 828 SDe-. S t true. t. 999 ~es e a.d·· e, h 
464 _lfe Ji ·9. • Cu I t- . 829 H 1'";, t . /1n th: The-
466 "k eutf'. l<el. 856 F,·~1d- Res. 

Moreau S. Maxwe 11 , Cha ·i rman 
Department of Anthropology 

John Useem, Chairman 
Department of Sociology 

MSM:jhg 
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/ Inter-Department Correspondence 
MEMORANDUM Date July 13, 1964 

To __ D::..e::..a...:.:n:..::.._:G:....:e:....:o:....:f...:.:f--=r--=e~y_l--=lo=-o.:..:r:....:e=---------------

From --=Dr~•...:.:}~l~• ~l=-tru=~=~l~l:._ ______________ , 

Subiect ----=-S=em::::.:ina==---=r:....:oo=m=--------------........a.---

Please make necessary arrang~ments for Seminar 

room for 10-15 students for Anthro : LJ29 , Fall 

quarter, Tuesday, 7-10 P. M. 

Signed __________________ _ 



-..- !. 

0-730 

Inter-Department Correspondence 

MEMORANDUM Date--- ------=-----==--
To _________ _____ _ 

From ------ - ------­

Subject ---=:---------=----=-=-=-=-----:--::=-----==-- ----==-=---,---:: 

Signed ------==-=-====--------=--=-=,-----=----------=--=--=-=--==--=:-----



MICHIGAN STATE UNIVERSITY East Lansing 

Department of Anthropology 

July 3, 1964 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

University Curriculum Committee 

Moreau S. Maxwell 

Requests for Changes in Courses 

The following provides a resume of requests for changes in courses by 
the Department of Anthropology. These changes fall into several categories 
and are so grouped. 

Group 

1. 

11 • 

111. 

Courses 

ANP 100 c . ' ' "- t,(..<_. • 
ANP 271 ..i v.-l-:-o 

ANP 281 
ANP 400H,\-
ANP 462 . ... -~( c~-
ANP 827 ~---•---y-,u.,-, 
ANP 875 . I ..,,:,. 

ANP 880,•, 
ANP 899fc -;2~ .. ,. . 
ANP 999,t: a . .__ ... ,, t_ 

ANP 466 
ANP 473 " · 
ANP 825* -; .--_...:..:-,- - '-'_.._ 
ANP 865 ~ i! • '-'II· , 

ANP 463 
ANP 464 
ANP 467 
ANP 469 

-, ... r,rz:A.J "" 

u ' ~ - ,) c· I> • 

!7• -~ v ~ , 
e.., 't.t.. . 

ANP 821 ;:--. .., .. .,__(j /LA.,-•. ,. 

ii ,....__ ' 
,. ·· , (I '-4A.<7 

1) /; .., .. i 11....L 
I ,:' ,._ 

Explanation 

No changes other than to the 
prefix: ANP 

*Numbers and titles also 
appear under the prefix: SOC 

No "green sheets" tendered for 
these courses. 

Cross-I isted with Department of 
Sociology. 
*Includes increase in credit ~ 

Various changes pertaining to 
title, credit, prerequisites, 
and/or description. 

*Number and title also appear 
under the prefix: SOC ANP 826 

ANP 828 
ANP 829 
ANP 856 
ANP 870 ,q (t J-c/ i:1·~·,:?'~ , 
ANP 872,•r ,:>" .......... ~ "/1,,(. -c. S ..,._.f,._ 

ANP 922 'j) ~ - ~ ':-..-, 
ANP 923 , O .,._. ~ 

_J 



.. University Curriculum Convnittee 
July 3, 1964 
Page 2 

Group 

IV. 

·V. 

VI. 

MSM:jg 

Courses 

ANP 275 ,1 vv. f3 .~-.,. 

ANP 434 
ANP L,q4 
ANP 475 

S & A 260 
S & A 261 
S & A 262 

Explanation 

lnterdlscipl inary courses. 

New Courses 

Dropped Courses 



Mt::eting with Hughes, Mo/ee. , Donoghue i, and Useem on curriculum~ Julj,' 21 ;, 196~-

( 
'Ihe:~-a .. was . a discuss. i on on t .he p::ob , .ll19 of greduate majors in tlle 'l}~paM:man·~ of 
... i o t~ ,, Dal)I· ~ent of Ari·throp -,~ gy; majors i n Dep,::0-•u n,:in·t of SociolorN wi ·· a. 
minor.• 111 De!)al'troont ~f .Anthropol<,6Y a.'ld vice versa. 

Eughes me..l'ltionoo that he fel t 'here should be a ~.al d:tfference bet"<.,-een 
ocio1 , 01' anthropol ogy minoro and e<lucat:i.on minors\) et G in ou!' b.'O deparo'l?.nts . 

Lor ghue bmlght up the problem of each depa:rtme11+ having so few gi"'aduate cour.ses 
pa-a to ~ch 01:her0s minors. McKee me.nt ioned spec::i.fically the Faunce--Gottlie 

<.:.'Ott se initiated this Sp1~ which :i.s open fo1;1 cognates and minors o 

Hughes srrld that the mino-oo imd cognat es frcm F.duca·tion and elsewh~-.;:;.: outside of 
1±.-e "h,o departn.ents in many cases would have to be canbined sociology-anthror. l oro, • 

f you took a graduate student as a minor in sociology for instance ~ sc:me of the 
anthropology courses would count on the minor and vice versao Group agrt~ed to 
this proposal. 

(

All ~e that a student in sociology who wishes to minor in anthropology would 
be :requested to go to chaiman of anthropology department and then be reassi , ed 
to a m.i.nar in department of anthropology and vice veraa. 

If an anthrnpology stu ent wante-:1 to rninor in oocial psychology ther.e would he 
nothing differnnt except to see that a social psychologist was on the camnit .ee . 

Useem mentioned the three types of M .. A .. candidates: 1. Plan A which leads t o 
Ph.D. candidacy; 2o 'lbe foreign terminal type; 3. The in.advertant washout (the 
latter~ .ar'e Plan B9s). All ~ed that informally b-..:.tween the two deparbnents 
Plan C ~d be the designation for the terminal foreign students. Donoghue 

d be design t as airman of the c.'OO!lltittee for these terminal foreign s tudents 
in consultation ·th the depar~nt chairman for bo·th departments.. Useem and 

Hughes agroed to get each de-pai"'tlnent agi,eenent on this point. 

It was tentatively indicated pending purther investigation of each student~s 
"ntet"eSts that th J.x,noghue-tenninal foreign students would be "houeed" in 
Sociology. It a also agNed that Donoghue-terminal foreign students would have 
mernbem frcm each department on their conmittees .. 

Hughes ted th carrmittee to go on l'l600rd that the conmittee recognizes t he 
neoo that both the University and the departments have for meeting special 
needs for these foreign students and fc:,r, the inadvertant washout Ame ic-.an dent ., 
The University and the departmsnts should evolve an acceptable program on t hiso 

Useem proposed tha:t on the present interdisciplinary program. it could be continued 
as it is at pres nt with tlu! additional specification thc1.t the students must select 
a ;'bane" depa:rtmeirrt:., It was suggested that for students already hare'I) pel'.' s the:i.:.."" 
''home" depi:a:itlttel'tt would be the depar'tment in which their gu.:.dance ao111td.ttee chairman 
reeides. On StA 96 3 (Social Psychology) wh • ch now is in the Interdisc.i.plm iry• 
pr10gmm~ the. antl1r0pology etu~s wou:J.d instead ta.~ Hughes' seminar in CuJ.t •ro 
and Personality (AN? 872) and t1 sociology' stud ts would sa ect the pN t 
SOC 963 or we could make the altema:tiv.as to be decided by the stu~t 's 1 ia.jor 
profeseor. 
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ItffORMAL NOTES ON TfIE CONFERENCE BET\fil:EN DRSa HUGHES) USY...EM IN ·RE: REFERENCE ROOM 
(Points not covered by the new memorendum put out by the Liaison Committee) 

..... _ __, -----:,..._r--- -~ - • a• • - ~ __.. . - -~ -•-- &...: ~ =-~~ .Y~ .r&.,- ~- ~ 

L, Useem ni.ent:i.oned that the Depa..t"tr.&mL of Sociology was presently 
fir1ancine the >tu: ··hase of journalso He would assume that the Depari.inan"t 
of Anthr~polor,y would want to build up their own journals and booksQ 
The:cefoxe" t l e De~,r bnsnt of Socio.l mr would buy no rrore J\nthropolory books 
and journals (except :i.n cases of overlap of i nte-rosts) a 

Hughes agreed with us and sa..i.d he would discuss this matter with the 
Anthropology fr,'.UUp soono 

2 o Useern. sur..r;ested that books be stamped Sociolom, and thc1t any books that 
J\n1:hropolor,y bour.;ht be stamped Anthropology o 

llup;hes aez,eedc 

3 o Useem said tha:t the Depar.;m('.nt s · must administer, the Reference Room in a 
hish hand~d fasion 1~o prot ect it from "friends of friends" o No one allowed 
in but the depa.rtmerrt r~ra.duate ma.j oris o A student in a core coux·se who is 
frun another depa:,."bne.nt may ccme in only with a depar·bnental p,raduate studerrl:· 

llughes said ·that he would s P:.X>r'c this" ':le should ask for the key back frnrn 
any student who do~s not follo:-; th.is rule~ 

l.f.., Lantz said 1:ha:c:: a girl should be hired to help catalog books and to do 1;ener::: 
1i:0rk in the Reference Roomo 

J.Iur)les av,r-eed that Scciolop,y would hire the r;irl e,:nd tu1:~l1ropolor,y and Sociolo, 
wcx1ld split the c..-oe.ts,, 

So Hur,hes asked Usee.m if he would investi~atl~ with the faculty of Sociolor,y 
the possibility of perman-2.ntly sharinf!, the Reference Room~ 

Useera ar,reedo 

6 0 It was ar;reed ·to use Room 318 Berkey for p;r'a.duate studentso 

·1 o It wa.s ar,1:--eed to recon ene the meetjnp; and meet with Lfa.ison Commit-tee aft~er 
rep;istration if any pl"Oblems arose" 

Bo /\ need for morB type.,· ei .er-s for r;radu,1.t:1~ students was streBs<: ··l Q 

9" Equipment subcon1mi ttee was sum~ested to c,id in ker~p.inr; r;radua:i:e rooms 1.n OTO" 



To~ Faculty of Department of Sociolo~JY and Department of An t hropol oqy 

F'romg lia ison Committee 

Re~ A} DilStribution of keys for graduat,:: 1 lbrary and gradua t ~? s t udy roO•TI'.>o 

B) Distribution of desk space in graduate !Jtudy rooms and 911c,nsets . 
C) Utilizat ion of equipment and facilities in graduate :Hudy room~ a nd quo.tA"iei • 

e Fol!c\•~ng plan is ba~ed upon the understanding that the gradut e library (3Dl 
Berkey H~. 1 L the graduate study rooms (306~ 309 ~ and 318 Berkey M, 11} ami the 
Quonsets (81 and 8li) are an integral part of the physlcal facelitie;; and the ad~­
minh,trative re<J;ponsibility of the Department of Sociology" Oedsions regarding 
the use of these areas and the Hnal disposition of the equipment in t hese a reas 
are the prerogatives of the administration of the Department of Sociology., fi t 'i::. 
further understood that, for the present 9 graduate students of the Departmen t of 
Anthropology wi 1 J continue to uti 1 ize the graduate J ibrary 0 graduate study ruoois.,. 
quonsets 9 and the equipment and facilities which these areas contain in the same 
manner as they did pr ior to the fo.rmatlon of the Department of Anthropology" 
Graduate students of the Department of Anthropology who ut!llze these areas~ 
equipment and facilities are to be conside1·ed guusts of the Depart ment of Soc lolo9v" 
There will be further discussions relating to the participation of the Anthropology 
Department Jn the development and utilization of the graduate libra r y. The 
laahon C0tmlittee will continue to assume general r<3spor~sib91Jty for t he m-a i nten ·· 
ance and orderly use of these areas. equipment , and fa~~lit les . These under$tand ings 
are based upon the results of discussions between me.mbers of the i.ini ~on Com11 ittee 
a~d the chairmen of the Department of Anthropology and the Department of Sodo !ogyo 

A) Distri bution of keys for the graduate ltbrary and grduate s t ud y r o0:11~ .. 
Iln the past !) the library i-1as available to all graduate students o f t he f o rmer 

Department of Sociology and Anthropology. The Liaison Committ e.e feels t hat al I 
graduate students of the Department of Anthropo !ogy and the Department o f Soc f () fogy 
shou Id ha ve access to the ·1 ibrary o We suggest that the ~ecretary of the Depar,tmnrt 
of Soclo1ogy i:ssu;;~ key applications to those graduate~ of the f? .r;par t me nt of Sodorogy 
and t he Department of Anthropology who express a desire fo r a key to the l ib r 0ry" 
Keys to Berkey Hail should a ho be issued on reque~L The :')ec retary of the Depart­
ment of Socioiogy wi 11 issue key applications to gracluatE~ students of t he Department 
of Anthropology \'\/ho have obtained signed authorization form!'i for suc h keys from the 
Department of Anthropology. 

srnce the key to the library wi11 also fit the locks to rooms 306 <md 309,, 
Berkey Ha11. all graduate students who have keys to the librc:1ry 1.-,,ill also have 
acce5S to the graduate !Study rooms in l3ei·ke~· Ha I!" 

Students \• ~ re.r, 
pe rm it unauth r i zed 
li brary 1·ule ,~ ll 
mi ni str~tive t ction 

V•~ library m9t~ria'hs frQm the i'brary~ mutJhite iibrarv mat.eriah; 
ersons tout, l1ze the l1brary 0 do not ooserve the gtoeral 
se their 1 i brary pr ivt lega~ and may be subject tQ fonh,w ad-

1he Liaison Ccrrrnittee witl delegate the rei;pons!biUty for the ma1nt0mancf~ and 
orderly u!iie of each of the graduate study area::; to ~ub=comrn i ttees of 9racll1~ <:e 
students occupying each graduate study areao 

B) Distribution cf desk ~pace in tho gra(itmte~ :$tudy rno,ws a,id quons~i;-.:. 
There are a numbe, of graduate students v!lio pi-e~entiy occupy i0~k spa::e en th:£1 

graduate study areas who wi$h to maintain their s:fo:."-.k:. r.hlring the next S.criool ·i,-,3ar,. 
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The Liaison Corrmittee suggests that these students be permitted to maintain their 
present locations a The liaison Committee suggests that those graduate students · · 
of the Department of Anthropology and the Department of Sociology who· do not now 
possess desks tn these areas and who express a desire for desks might fl 11 out a 
request form during registration. These forms could be distributed to eligible 
and interested students by the secretaries of each department. Immediately after 
registration the Liaison Committee ¼~uld evaluate these requests and assign desks 
according to the established priorities. These priorities are: 1) graduate 
assistants; 2) Ph.Di candidates writing dissertations (priorities 1 and 2 are reversed 
for the purpose of assigning space in the quonsets); 3) fellows and scholarship 
students; l•) Ph.D. candidates who have successfully completed their core qualifying 
examinations; 5) M.Ao candidates; 6) Non-degree graduate students. The request 
forms will be utilized to advise students of the temporary status of the desk 
space in the quonsets. 

C) Utilization of equipment and facilities in graduate study rooms and quonsetso 
Since a11 students possessing keys to the graduate library will also have access 

to the areas where equipment and facilities are kept 9 the Liaison Committee does 
not envision any problems reiated to the equitable utilization of the equipment 
and facilities. However, the question of the utility of the mailboxes in room 309 
Berkey Hall has been discussed. The Liaison Committee and the Chairman, Depart­
ment of Anthropology, have made arrangements for graduate students of the 
Department of Anthropology to have their mailboxes placed within the offices of 
the Department of Anthropo1ogyo 

The Liaison Committee wi11 delegate the responsibility fol" the maintenance, 
and proper use of the equipment and facilities to a sub-committee of graduate 
students. 
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To : Dr. c. Hughes 
Dr. J. U1eem 

F?'Oll: L1.aiaon Collll1littee 

Septe111ber 220 1964 

Re: .A.) Distribution of keys for graduate library and graduate study rooms .. 
B) Distribution of desk space in gradua.te study roo1M and quonsets. 
C) UtUbation or equip111ent and facilities in gradu&te study rooms and qoo:nsete. 

Th following p n 1!1 sed upon t h~ u nd.1ng th t, the g d t library tf- '?,l S 
( J01 , rkey Hall) , t he grad te st dy rooms ( J06 oo }Q2 , Berkey Hal ) a.1 'i:.h 
quonset (fil and ~ ) ar an integra. part ot t he physic l f acilit .s th d 
ministrative responsibility of the Dep&rt.ment or ciology. Decisions regard l'lg 
to use of thee areas a.nd the final disposition f the equipment n these ar s 
a e the pr rogat v s f the administrat on of the Department of Sociology. It is 

f:\ • \', further understood that, !or the present. graduate student of the Dep .'tl nt 
~ :<t,l' Anthropology will continue to utilize the graduate libra ::y, graduate at· dy rooM ~ 

t~ ~ quonset,, and the equip11ent and facilities which theee s contain th Al1l ,~vi manner s they did prior to the f omation of th Depart ent o Anthropology. 0 d-
~ €-- .\. ua te tud. ts of the Dep rt.men a Ant.hropo ogy who uti ize the e a s, equi nt. 

k6. ·lc)J' o\ facilities are to be conside guests of the Depa ent o Sociology The 
V l),s $ Li ison Co itt e will continue to t.ssu.me g ne l r poni,ibllity for th :lnt -

~ ~ ~~ ance and order y use of these areas, equipment, am facilities. These uM rsta ding• 
~c; </' \ .).t,a e sed upon t.h result of di.seu s ion between ••bers or the Liaieon Co t tee 
~ ' ,11"_ 0-.fi and the chaimen of th Depart■ent of Anthropology and the Depa.rt11ent ot Sociology. 
_ . ,l l 

' U"'l"l i'v- ~ · A) Distribution or key• for the graduate library and graduate study roo s. 
~~ In the past. the library ws av-aUable to all graduate students of the fon1er 

1 
lu7 1. Departaent ot Sociology a.in Anthropology. The Liaison Conmdttee reels that a.11 · 

poll'1' ~ ' \ · graduate student• or the Department or Anthropology am the Department or Sociology 
®-~,1 / should have acceas to the library. We 51.lggest that the sec e ries or each or these 
~vJ\ / departaenta 181Ne key application to those graduate students or their respeet1ve 

{ ,;:~t; departments lltlo express a desire for a key to the library. Keys to Berkey Hall 
O': -t d i should also b• issued on request. 
•o" •·-t" 
~ l'\,,f 
~? .(\,. 
rtf"\)aV 

v"l 

Since the key to the library vill also tit the lock• to rooms J06 and. J09 9 

Berkey Hall, all graduate students liho haTe keys t.o the library will also have 
acce s to the graduate study rooaa in Berkey Hall. 

The Liaison Co ttee vill delegate the reepons1bil1ty tor the inte oe 
and orderly uae of each or the graduate study areas to sub-co ittee of grad ­
uate students occupying each graduate study area. 

B) Distribution of desk space 1n the graduate study ou . q on t ~. 
There a re u ber ot g duate students who presently occ py de 1< ce 1 

the graduate study II wi.sh to maintain their desk du ing the n sc ool 
year. The Li&ison Co ttee suggests that these students b" pem1tted to maintain 
their pres nt locations. The Liaison Commttee suggests that th e rad , st.1 de.nt.s 
of the Departaent ot Anthropology &M. the Departaent of Sociology who do ot nnw 
po•aess desks in these areas and who express a desire tc,r desks m1 ht f'll1 out a 
request form during registration. These forms could be distributed to eligible and 
interested students by the secr~arles of each department. Immediately after re­
gistration the Liaison Conni.ttee would evaluate these requestri and as ign delk9-



acooni1ng to th" emerging (as defined by the analysis ot these request forms) 
pr1or1t1es. These request tori'll:ii 111.ll be utilhed to advtse students ot the 
temporary status of the desk spaee in the quonaets. 

2 

C) UtU1f.ation ot equipment v..nd fac1.lit.1es in gr du. te s•udy rooms and quonseta. 
Since all students possessing keys to the graduate libnry 11111 also ha-.e acoes.s 

to the areas where equipment llnd facilities are kept, th~ Liaison Committee does 
not envision aey problfms "la.ted to the equitable utili~ation of the equi.pment and 
facilities. HonY•r, t he question or the utUity of the mailboxes in roo11 309, 
Berkey Hall haa been dii,cussed. The Liaiaon Comu.ttee aoo the Chairman, Oepartlllent 
of Anthropology, have ude arrangements !or graduate students o! the Department 'lf 
Anthropology to bave their mailboxes plaoed within the offices of the Department ot 
.A.nt.hropology. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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objec.t111es ac;, a profe,5ional nt'-tropologist wo1.1ld be. and (c) at led">t ~wo 

letters cf re-..<)("tvieridat1on from persors in a pos1t1on to judge hi~ dCade....,;c 

ab'l1ty. 

The ~,x cGre courses are desiyned to provide studer>t'i, ~ew to tbe 

dh_ipl ine, w·t1--. an introd-..Jction to the basic fields Qf ar-tt-r(pOl'ay, ,ir>d 

,:-)_r-,E"5. All other stude.,tc; seeking eitl--er a Master of Ar~<, ·r 0,J :,, .. 

perfc.,rri,Mce ,r these ccur-.e'> require<; tt--eir CO"l)letiCI"' w, :t- a g--ade of A or 

B. If any grade below Bis earned in a core course, the studen: 1 c; adv,sory 

cOM~ittee ~ust review t-is re~ord to deter~ine if he shculd be cer~itted to 

cort ,,.,ue in tne graduate progra~. ~o deferred grades will r.or~ally be 

g ve~ j., the core Cvurses. Tre core ~o~rses are as foll~w~. 

ferrn Anp. Credit Tit le 

Sal 1 iU 4 ft--'e Evolution of Man arc f.ultJre 
829 4 The rlistory of Art"ir2p,_,,091c:tl T~ecry 

Winter 856 4 Ethnographic Researc~ Meth0dc; 
922 4 Oi~ensions of CultJre 

Spr,rg 923 4 Cultural Oy.,arri cs 
828 4 Social StrJCtJre 

A ~t~dert ac:e~ted by t~e depart~ent for graduate ,tudy ic; s~,q~ d 
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Not later tha~ the third terM of ~is first year of study the student ~ust, 

on his own in1tiat1ve, and in c~nsJlation witr interested taculty ~e~bers. 

select a guidan:e c01T1ittee.w In tbe ta$e of a stvdent W<",rking for a M.A. 

degree the guidance cOIWlittee will consist of a chairl'\'\an and ,me nther 

~e~ber of the departMent fac~lty. When it is appropriate, ar M.A. stJdent 

~ay have a ..,e~ber of another departrr,ent as a third member of his cOITlTli ttee. 

In the rase of a student working for a Ph. 0. degree, the guidance CO!Tlftlittee 

will co,,si~t of a chair~an and two other me~bers, at least cne of whom is 

0'1 the ar•hr1 pologv facylty. The ChairMan ef the Department of Arthropology 

or his representative is a me~ber of the guidance coor.lttee of eac~ Ph.D. 

candidate. ln accordance with t~e requirement that a student must select 

a qu,dance corrittee by no later than the thi~d ter~ of his first year, 

the ~tudert w,11 ~0nsult with ris te'llporary advisor ard, having arr·ved 

at rhoi-..ec; f0r tt-ie c.ha1r ... :l'1 a,,d ..,embers oft-is cuf"Y"l:rtee, have a 

G~•dJ,,rc e~TT;ttee Fer..- s,~,,ed by t ► e ~e~bers and ret~r~ :t to the 

Oepar~,.,er: Secretary for placeriie"t in,-·., file • 

... he 14.J"le 8rTYT'ittee, in cun-.ultation with the entire faculty ,,f 

the Department, ra<, the final resp0nsibility for deci:.iot1s relat,ng to 

the ~tydent', acade~;c progra~ a~d progress. This inc:lJdes the question 

of re~j1re~ents for acLeptable ~in,~ fields of stJdy at1d speciol ~~urses 

1~ these a~d all subsequent ~atters disc.ssed irt 

t~,s do~u~ert, 5tudents with e~~epti0ral proble~~ ~ay sub~it writte" pe­

titior t< ~tie1r Jid3.-ce (c.>ITT'l1•tee for actiOl'I by the entire faculty of the 

depar t"'ei t. 

V T~[ M~r~~H ~ Ak'"S P~v~RA~ 

T~e ~.A, ~r-qr~- ~ay he C~v~en a5 a~ independert c urse vf ~tudy. 

choser JS pa'"t l f the ;:>rojected prcgrarr of graduate stJdy leading tu 

the Fh.D. degree; vr may be Ol'"itted COMpletely (see 11 011 below). 
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VI. 

D. A M.A. degree Is In no way required of students In the doctoral 

program, but a doctoral student may, If he wl he4, submit a 

master's thesis to his guidance conwnltee at any time (within 

limits set by the University) after he has C0111)1eted the other 

requirements for the H.A. degree. Upon acceptance of the 

thesis, the H.A. degree will be granted to a doctoral student 

exactly as it would be granted to a student who began his work 

with the understanding that he would seek the H.A. degree. 

Entering graduate students who, In the opinion of the faculty, 

have reeelved t6ff1cient training elsewhere can, with permission 

and examination, waive specific core courses. All other students 

seeking either a Master of Arts or Doctor of Philosophy degree, 

must co~lete the Cffe program. 

A. Even though an H.A. degree is not required of a student prior to 

q his enter.ing the doctoral program, he is required to pass a 

Ph;O. Qualifying Examination. This examination will normally 

be given when the student has satlsfactori1y COfll)leted all 

the core courses (see section Ill above for criteria) and 

will be administered by the student's Guidance COfflTllttee 

and other members of the Departmental faculty. The purpose 

of the Examination (which may be written and/or oral) Is to 

ascertain whether, in the judgement of the faculty, the student 

is qualified by demonstrated scholarly performance and a know­

ledge of the basic concepts of anthropology to preceed further 

in graduate study. Upon successful C01T1>letlon oft•• ~Examination 

the student either continues into the next phase of the Ph.D. 

program (if he was originally enrolled In the the Department 

as a Ph.D. candidate), or, If originally as Master's candidate, 



~nters the Ph;D. progra. (see sucmary of steps, ef steps, 

sectl n VIII) 

The ne~t step in the stude"t s graduate career s, then, preparing 

himself rn consultatJon with hi self n consul atlOll with his 

Culda~ce C();"yflfttce, for taking the C001>rehenslve Exa inatfon on 

the flelds or anthropology. 

8 Al h ugh the~ A. Exa loat,on and Ph.D. Qualifying Exa inatlon 

re two d st net steps. for an H.A. student w Q Intend to 

e nter the Ph.D. progra~ the Guidance C tt~e y comb ne 

the tw int as ngle exa~1natl n session • 

• ~HE 

The object c of t~e doctor I prograw In anthropology 1s to prod~ce 

t de t cap ble of co ducting research of professional qual ty and of 

teac' ng an h~ p 1 gy a he gr duate level. order to gee rentee ha 

bolt r rhese bjec l~e~ are ~ati~f'cd, th fo lowl~g req Treen s w 

w 11 be observed . 

A • .,;.....;_~O!!F"'-'-''-e_b~e_n....,•~~.e ___ Ex_am ___ i~n~a~t~l_on ___ 

O r.e COCl)re e~ ve Ex 1nat1 every candidate for the Ph.D. 

degree wfll be req red t de~nstrate general kn wlcdge of 

L~c r llow ng r elds of anthr<>pology: Archaeology Pnyslcel 

Anthr loqy L 1ngvfstlcs nd £thno1 gy. 

2. Ir. ~e C ehe~s ve Ex tion the ludent u t de trate 

t o g~ k owledge of the eth ography of one ft e aj r ul 

re ares In Arr,ca Asia, Ocea r , tor h Afr. rlca L trn A 

A.-iee , etQC The st dent w 11 sele hJs pr~ Ipal c~lture 

orea inc ultali n th h s G !dance C ttee. Subst te 

f r th 

~ 

re re ent y be de by students ~pee al In 

r he 1 gy r If g st ). 
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he re e ~ oc Exa lnatlo the student st demonstr te 

th rough k owledge of one peclallzed field within the bra 

s bdi ,s,ons f anthropo1ogy; c~ltura1 and socfal change 

p y ~ log·,01 anthr pology, soclol struct re, pp\l d nth -

p logy gu1stlcs, physical ntl ropology, archaeology, etc. 

Te t leld of spec,al competence will be selected by the st dent 

•n c soJtation with his Gu1dnnce Comntttee . 

add t to the Quldance Corrnlttee may specify that the soudcnt 

acquire and demo strate CO<q)etence In rel evant tcchntc 1 or 

ethod 1 9 <:al areas_ e . g. stati tics, C<>ffl)uter echnlques etc. 

T~c ca"d dates C0'11PClencc In general anthrop fogy and 1n his 

e I leld w 11 he tested in a written a~d ra C rehenslve 

E~amf tfon ffered I Decerrber and Kay each ye r. \lhen he be­

lieves he ha~ prepared hi elf sufficiently a and1date ay 

w1t~ he per lss ~ of h s Guidance COfY.'li tee t e the Coropre c 

ve Ex notl n at any reasor.able tf after the begl~nlng of 

P ... O. pr gr Tt-e ndidate' 1s perforrriance o the Comp e-

hr.n 1ve Ex lnatfon 1s rev ewed by the anthrop 1 gy fa lty, 

~..,, ch may re der o e of the fo 1 owl ng dee I I ns: I) !._ll -

tte ~tuder.t I req ired to take no further exa rati be re 

ub ltt ng h Ph . D. di e tatlon (2) F 1 -- the st den y 

nt ue rk fr t e P .0 . In Is dep trie or 3) 

fe s ne ,a e the faculty ~uy rvfte a tudent 

the rehc s e E>. a, 11 aga, fter spc fled 

r 9 f f r C dy. 
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,~ acccrdance with Llniversity regulations, no student who has not 

satisfied the foreign language requirement may take the Comprehensive 

Examination. 

8. General Graduate School Requirements 

In addition to the depart~ntal requirements for the Ph.D. degree, 

there are certain requirements of the University to wt,ich the 

c stude~t 's attention is called. 

l. Residence and Registration 

The University requires that a student be in residence for one 

full year after COl'Tl)leting the M.A. degree (er its equivalent), 

that is, must be enrolled for at least 9 credit~ of &ourse work 

during three terms. usually consecutively. Al I doctoral students 

rn~st register and pay for at least 36 credits of doctoral t~esis 

researcb, this may be done at any time duri~g his graduate career. 

2. Foreign Language 

A detailed statement about the foreign 1angu~ge require~ent 

is published in the current MSU catalog. No foreign language 

is required for the M.A. degree. but the depart~ent strongly 

recommends that students in the M.A. program who expect to 

continue for a Ph.D. complete at least one of the foreign lan­

guage examinations before taking the Master's Examir.ation. 

Before a student working for the Ph.D. can take the Comprehensive 

Examination, the foreign language requirement must be satisfied 

in one of the three following ways: 

(I) The student must demonstrate a reading knowledge of two 

of these three languages: French, German and R~ssien: (2) The 

student must have a reading knowledge of either French, German 

or Russian and another language which Is satisfactcry t,~ his 

guidance coornittee, or {I, The student must have a reading ~now-
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