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March 9, 1965

NOTES ON A MEETING
BETWEEN
DEPARTMENTS OF SOCI0LOGY AND ANTHROPOLOGY

PRESENT: Hughes, Swartz, Swindler, Gallin, 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 occaslions for working
with colleagues in the Department of Soclology and from the point of
view of the graduate students, Hughes sald that he spoke for the whole
Department of Anthropology when he sald 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, Useem said that the
Department of Soclology shared the spirit expressed by Dr. Hughes on
behalf of the Department of Anthropology.

Hughes sald one problem is the arrangements for joint training in;gyﬁdeJL/
discipline that Is supplemented by or given more inslght 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 the

split, the new patterns would have to be modified,

Uscem sald 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 Soclology representatives' meeting of
July 21, ...it was suggested that for students already here, perhaps

their 'home' department would be the department in which their guidance
committee chairman resides,..

Hughes sald that he didn't think it was clear the way In which the core
program would proceed, He sald that he was somewhat confused on the
differences, Implied or real, between the [nterdisclplinary program and
the usual major=minor,

McKee quoted from the Department of Soclology Graduate Manual Page 14

which sets forth the procedures for setting up the guidance commlttee,

McKee pointed out the guidance committee, in determining the ''comprehensive"
examination for the student, does not duplicate the core program and its
related '""qualifying'' examination,
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Swartz Indicated that he was not aware that there was an Interdisciplinary
program and asked what the legal status of such a program would be,

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

Gallin Indlicated there was no reference to the Interdlsciplinary Program
in the Department of Anthropology Graduate Manual but that there was a
reference to major-minor on Page Three ,,.''hen 1t 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 gufdance committee will consist of a chalrman and two other members,
at least one of whom Is on the anthropology faculty, The Chalrman

of the Department of Anthropology or his representative Is a member of
the guldance committee of each Ph,D, candidate.,.

Useem sald 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 Soclology Interdisciplinary Program, or
some other scheme, and (2)also what It would accept~-apart from the above
declslon, with respect to the Department of Sociology's Interdisclplinary
Program, Artis asked Hughes If the Department of Anthropology had many
inquirfes from students who wished to come here because of a joint depart~
ment,

Hughes sald they received a fair number of these inquiries,

Hughes said that for those students who want scme anthropology training as
part of thelr training in sociology they could take part of thelr training
in the Department ofAnthropology and have members of the Department

of Anthropology on their committee,

Useem said that he felt one important dlfference between the major=-minor
concept and the Interdisciplinary Program §s the Qualifylng Examinatlion;
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
in social psychology:, Useem pointed out that due to the large numbers

of minors and cognates working in soclology, the conventlonal minor

program In sociology is not highly formalized, Usually the student takes
12=15 hours In liberal arts types of courses In socliology for which

the examination is often waived,

Useem asked of the Department of Anthropology would conslder whether or
not they might endorse anr interdisciplinary program for students In the
Department of Soclology, apart from whether or not such a program fis
made available to students in the Department of Authropolugy. Thls Includes
for students In sociology the following core courses:
0 A 2 o ;_r‘ rd = B ’, 9 ,a:-‘ .
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Hughes sald that thls 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 thelr 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 flelds but rather getting a concept of
culture,

Useem said yes, plus a cultural area in some instances,

Swartz sald that If one offered a program of this sort, one is commltted
to quite a number of things and he didn't know if the Department of
Anthropology would want to be commltted to this,

Artls pointed out that at present there is relatively Jittle structure

beyond the Qualifying Examination. He polnted out that two concepts

of minor float around == the old concept was that a person who took one~third
of his work In a discipline could say that he could teach "X with full
competence and he could teach "Y'' with some degree of competence., Some

people used to take 30=36 hours, Interdlsciplinary programs evolved when

the minor shrunk In credit hours, Artis said they would llke the inter=
disclplinary arrangement with anthropology but that the pattern may need

some revlision, ‘

Hughes polnted 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 committee does glve
a great deal of thought to working out a program that will satisfy the
student's Interest,

Swartz asked 1f formal arrangements exlst for those In the program now,
McKee sald they do exist but they can be changed,
Artis sald 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.

el

|

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

- who engage In comparative and cross-cultural studies to be adequately

trained in culture, The Department of Soclology would prefer and would
appreclate to have them trained in thls 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 Soclology will have to

set up Its own courses on culture in order to train them,
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Swartz asked [f the Department of Anthropology does not choose to
particlpate, would the Department of Sociology accept anthropology students
as minors,

Useem sald that the Department of Socliology would accept them but they
could not take core courses except by special permisslon of Department
of Sociology, The reason for thls is 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 sldes would be given selective
preference for core courses In the other department, and this is open to
negotlation.for the Department of Anthropology.

Hughes suggested that perhaps we need a plan to be called '"jolnt departmental
program,"

Hughes said that he would have to contact Drs, Ishino 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 Indivldual students, Useem mentioned
the case of Ollver Osborne In which Drs, Freeman and Useem did not sit in

on the comprehensive as they felt Osborne had fulfilled all of the require=
ments for a soclology minor,

Hughes sald he agreed,

Useem sald If a student from soclology worked on his minor, for example,
with Dr, Gallin then the student takes whatever courses Dr, Gallin advised,
The minor professor should always be Informed when the guldance meetings
are held and be Invited to attend such meetings,

Hughes sald that he agreed,

Useem mentioned the case of Beech, She is getting a Ph,D, degree in
soclology but NIcholas is 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 satisfactorlily pass
all the requirements for a degree In sociology and that it would be
satisfactory to administer her Ph,D. program comprehensives with the same
commlttee which Includes both anthropologists and soclologists,

Swartz sald 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's direction, Winter Is working for a Ph,D, in anthropology.
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Gallin Indicated that Winter shouid have a chalrman of his guldance
committee in the Department of Anthropology,

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

Agreed,

Useem asked that the Department of Anthropology deslgnate 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
fn course credits being considered It would probably amount to four courses.

Useem asked about the language substlitute =~ to whom should the Individual
turn to In the Department of Anthropology for advice,

Hughes sald 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 Soclology.

Gallin sald the steps would be (1) student go to the Department of Anthro-
pology Chalrman and (2) the Department of Anthropology Chalrman would send
them out to a professor and (3) the professor would work thls out with the
guidance committee,

Item #5--Guidance Committee and the Role of the Graduate Student:

Useem said that In sociology the policy is for the student to identify

the person willing to serve as chairman and the members of the guldance
committee which Is in turn approved (in most cases) by the Department
Chairman, Hughes said that the Department of Anthropology responds dif=
ferently, The Initlative Is placed on the graduate student to Identify the
committee, then the committee has to get together., Gallin added the student
then confers with the Chalrman of the Department and the Chairman of the
Department or his representatlive Is on every committee,

Useem raised the case of Saghir Ahmad, After checking, it was discovered
that Saghir had declared his "home' department to be soclology.

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

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

ltem #8--Cross=-1Isting of courses:

McKee mentfoned the cross=listing of 466 and 473 at the undergraduate
level and the cross-11sting of 825 and 865 at the graduate level, The
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other Issue that had come up Is 433 and L34, McKee sald that Donoghue had
offered 433 two years as a course on minoritites around the world with
different people lecturing, Out of that experience came the suggestion
from Donoghue that another course be Instituted=-43% 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 offering 434 this Spring., To have
Soclology offer the course 433 on alternate years is a problem McKee pointed
out as 433 has a very strong Interest across campus rlght now ~- civil
rights, etc, Last Spring McKee had an enrollment of 360 students iIn the
course,

McKee suggested that the matter of offerling the two courses be worked
out in some mutually satisfactory way that would allow both groups some
flexiblillty in meeting the demand of the courses,

Hughes said he understood from McKee's discussion the need for not putting
L33 on only every other year,

Gallin sald 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 thls Quarter,

McKee sald that he urges people who take 433 to also take 43k,

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

Hughes agreed,

Useem said that SOC 955 (Fleld Methods) which has been taught for more than
a decade, was scheduled for the same term as Swartz's fleld 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 Gallin could work out the arrangements for 473 in
the future,

Hughes agreed,

Useem mentioned that the Department of Sociology Is negotlating with a
German scholar to teach cross=cultural relations thls next Winter but
that the arrangements are still being worked out,

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

Item #10--Prerequisites 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=Gallin
to discuss this and then present thelr conclusion to this group,.

Hughes agreed,

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

ltem #11 Lines and Levels of Communlication 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,

ltem 12--Review of the Department of Soclology's Graduate Reference Room:
Useem said from the standpoint of the Department of Sociology everythin
currently was satisfactory with but one exception, Useem said that books
have been mlssing 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, Gallin, Artis, McKee, and Useem

Hughes sald he felt one of the most important and approprliate 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 Soclology and from the point of
view of the graduate students. Hughes sald that he spoke for the whole
Department of Anthropology when he sald 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, Useem said that the
Department of Soclology shared the spirit expressed by Dr. Hughes 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 glven more Insight by tralning

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 the;y
split, the new patterns would have to be modified, o

Useem sald 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 retaln 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 Soclology representatives' meeting of
July 21, ...it was suggested that for students already here, perhaps

their "home'' department would be the department in which their guidance
committee chalrman resides,,.

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

McKkee quoted from the Department of Soclology Graduate Manual Page 14

which sets forth the procedures for setting up the guldance committee.

Mckee pointed out the guidance committee, in determining the '‘comprehensive’!
examinatlon for the student, does not duplicate the core program and its
related ""qualifying' examination,




*3

\

<&

Page Two

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

Useem read the letter from Vice Presldent Muelder to the Registrar (June 30,
1964), with respect to the Interdiclplinary Program, the student getting
a Ph,D, after July 1, 196L would get the degree In his '"home department,"

Gallin Indicated there was no reference to the Interdlsciplinary Program
in the Department of Anthropology Graduate Manual but that there was a
reference to major-minor on Page Three ,..then It is appropriate, an

M.A, student may have a member of another department as a third member

of his conmittee,,, In the case of a student working for a Ph.,D, degree,
the guldance committee will consist of a chairman and two other members,
at least one of whom Is on the anthropology faculty, The Chalrman

of the Department of Anthropology or his representative Is a member of
the guidance committee of each Ph,D, candidate,,.

Useem sald 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 Interdisclplinary Program, or
some other scheme, and (2)also what It would accept=--apart from the above
declsion, with respect to the Department of Soclology's Interdisciplinary
Program, Artis asked Hughes If the Department of Anthropology had many
inquirfes from students who wished to come here because of a joint depart=~
ment,

———-Hughes sald they received a fair number of these Inquiries,

Hughes said that for those students who want some anthropology tralning as
part of thelr training in sociology they could take part of thelr training
in the Department ofAnthropology and have members of the Department

of Anthropology on their committee,

Useem sald that he felt one important difference between the major-minor
concept and the Interdisciplinary Program is the Qualifying 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 exlIsts with the Department of Psychology for students
In social psychology, Useem polinted out that due to the large numbers

of minors and cognates working in sociology, the conventlonal 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 is often waived,

Useem asked of the Department of Anthropoiogy would consider whether or

not they might endorse anr interdisciplinary program for students In the
Department of Soclology, apart from whether or not such a program Is

made available to students In the Department of Authropoluyy. This includes
for students In sociology the following core courses:

Soc, 963 Anp, 922
Anp, 872 Soc, 955
Soc, 977 Anp, 923
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Hughes sald that thls 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 thelr 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 flelds but rather getting a concept of
culture,

Useem sald yes, plus a cultural area in some Instances,

Swartz sald that If one offered a program of this sort, one Is committed
to quite 2 number of things and he didn't know if the Department of
Anthropology would want to be commltted to this,

Artis pointed out that at present there is relatively Tittle 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=-third
of his work In a discipline could say that he could teach 'X'"' with full
competence and he could teach "Y' with some degree of competence. Some
people used to take 30-36 hours, Interdlsciplinary programs evolved when

the minor shrunk in credit hours, Artis said they would llke the Inter-
disclplinary arrangement with anthropology but that the pattern may need

some revision,

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

Swartz asked If formal arrangements exlst for those In the program now,
McKee sald they do exist but they can be changed,

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

Useem stressed that he did not want to be misunderstood but that he

wanted to state that the Department of Soclology wants its own students

who engage In comparative and cross=-cultural studies to be adequately

tralned in culture, The Department of Soclology would prefer and would
apprecfiate to have them trained in this aspect by the Department of
Anthropology; however, if qualifled 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 Soclology will have to

set up its own courses on culture in order to train them,
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Swartz asked If the Department of Anthropology does not choose to
particlpate, would the Department of Sociology accept anthropology students
as mlnors,

Useem sald that the Department of Soclology would accept them but they

1 could not take core courses except by special permisslon of Department

of Sociology. The reason for thls is that we have several hundred
minors and we do not wish to flood our core courses with mlnors,

It would be possible to establish a principle of reciprocity between

the two departments in which minors on both sides would be glven selective
preference for core courses In the other department, and this is open to
negotiation.for the Department of Anthropology.

Hughes suggested that perhaps we need a plan to be called "“jolInt departmental
program,''

Hughes sald that he would have to contact Drs, Ishino 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 Ollver Osborne In which Drs, Freeman and Useem did not sit in

on the comprehensive as they felt Osborne had fulfilled all of the require=
ments for a soclology minor, '

Hughes sald he agreed,

Useem sald if a student from soclology worked on his minor, for example,
with Dr, Gallin then the student takes whatever courses Dr, Gallin advised,
The minor professor should always be Informed when the guldance meetings
are held and be Invited to attend such meetings.

Hughes said that he agreed,

Useem mentloned the case of Beech, She i3 getting a Ph.D, degree in
soclology but Nicholas Is directing the thesis and he and Useem are
formally designated as co~chairman, Her total academlc program needs
clarification,

Hughes sald that he would assume that she has or will satisfactorily pass
all the requirements for a degree in sociology and that It would be
satisfactory to administer her Ph,D, program comprehensives with the same
committee which Includes both anthropologists and soclologlists,

Swartz sald 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 Paklstan doing research under
Useem's dlirection, Vinter Is working for a Ph,D, In anthropology.
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Gallin tndicated that Winter should have a chalrman of his guldance
committee In the Department of Anthropology.,

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

Agreed,

Useem asked that the Department of Anthropology deslgnate 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 requlred for a
minor,

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

Useem asked about the language substltute ==~ to whom should the Individual
turn to in the Department of Anthropology for advice,

Hughes sald the student should go to the Department of Anthropology Chailrman,

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

Gallln sald the steps would be (1) student go to the Department of Anthro=-
pology Chalrman and (2) the Department of Anthropology Chalrman would send
them out to a professor and (3) the professor would work this out with the
guidance committee,

Item #5=--Guidance Committee and the Role of the Graduate Student:

Useem said that in sociology the policy is for the student to identify

the person willing 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 Initlative Is placed on the graduate student to identify the
committee, then the committee has to get together, Gallin added the student
then confers with the Chalrman of the Department and the Chairman of the
Department or his representatlive Is on every committee,

Useem raised the case of Saghlir Ahmad, After checking, it was discovered
that Saghir had declared his ""home' department to be soclology,

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

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

ltem #8--Cross=1isting of courses:
McKee mentioned the cross~-listing of 466 and 473 at the undergraduate
level and the cross=1isting of 825 and 865 at the graduate level, The
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other Issue that had come up s 433 and 434, McKee sald that Donoghue had
offered 433 two years as a course on minoritites around the world with
different people lecturing, Out of that experlence came the suggestion
from Donoghue that another course be Instituted=-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 offering 434 this Spring., 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 discussfion the need for not putting
433 on only every other year,

Gallin sald that since the Department of Soclology had such a large demand
from students for 433, the Department of Anthropology had no choice but to
change their listing schedule for thls Quarter,

McKee said that he urges people who take 433 to also take 43k,

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

Useem asked If McKee and Gallln could work out the arrangements for 473 in
the future,

Hughes agreed,

Useem mentloned that the Department of Sociology Is negotlating 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 summer,
"Problems In Cross=Cultural Research,"

ltem #10--Prerequisites for underqgraduate 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 wlshed to ask McKee=Gallin
to discuss this and then present their conclusion to this group,

Hughes agreed,

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

Item #11 Lines and Levels of Communication 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 ldea,

ltem 12--Review of the Department of Sociology's Graduate Reference Room:
Useem said from the standpoint of the Department of Sociology everythin
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 hilm and
that he would advise his students about the foregoing.

John Useem Charles C, Hughes

Date Date




To: Charles Hughes
From: Ralph Nicholas

March 25, 1965 11:30 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." 1
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 gn 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 ¥Xzka 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.




April 27, 1965

Dr. John Useem

Chal rman

Department of Soclology
Campus

Dear John:

| am writing with reference to the matter of relatlons between the
Department of Anthropology and the Department of Soclology, particularly
as these concern the graduate programs In the two departments,

You will recall our March meeting, convened by you to discuss these
matters after | had raised some question asbout the procedures beling taken
by Leonard Lieberman's committee. As you recall, In that meeting | suggested
that the Department of Anthropolegy would conslider the proposals you put
and get an snswer back to you by | May, 1965. This letter contalns the
answer, together with alternstive proposals for accomplishing what you de-
sired so far as some training In anthropol for graduate students from
the Department of Sociology Is concerned. (See the appended revised
graduate program of the Department of Anthropelogy for a more detalled
statement.)

The substantive [ssue was whether there would be something called
an "Interdisciplinary Program in Soclology=-Anthropology'' given by the
Department of Soclology. Our answer was then, and continues to be, that
our department Is very pleased to cooperate with Sociology In providing
relevent graduate training to yur students. Such tralning could take any
or all of three forms: (1) enroliment In sppropriate courses with no
formal transcript notation of affillation with the Department of Anthropology;
(2) enrollment (with approval) as a Minor In the Department of Anthropology,
with completion of requirements duly noted on the transcript; or (3)
completion of an M.A, In the Department of Anthropology, with subsequent
tralning for the Ph.D. In the Department of Soclology, As | Iindicated to
you in the group discussion when you brought up your view of the minor, we
do not consider the Minor in Anthropology to be of an Inconsequential or
frivolous character; It Is a substantial sequence of training, one that
the Department would stand behind as glving the graduate student from
outslde the department some basic understanding of the field.

The matter of enrollment of non-departmental graduate students In
our '"core courses'' was also a point of Issue. As you will see from reeding
the statement of the graduate program, these key courses are open to all
qualifled graduate students up to the limit of seminar enrollment as de-
termined by the instructor., |In addition, there are several other courses
at both the 400 and the 800 level which are highly pertinent for students
from other disciplines.




Some of the Implications of the above paragraphs for revision of your
own graduate student manual might well be the following, There clearly
might be reference to training opportunities existing In other departments
(such as Anthropology), and to the hospltable reception In Anthropology
which students in the Department of Soclology will recelve, But there
should be no statement that there Is an “interdisciplinary program In
Soclology=Anthropology.'' The fleld of "Soclology=Anthropology* simply
does not exist (except as a label for a serles of courses taken by those
students who opted for these courses prior to the formation of a separste
Department of Anthropology on July 1, 1964). On the other hand, the fleld
of Anthropology, with a minor speclalty In Sociology or $Social Psychology,
does exist and Is @ viable academic entity. Similarly, a degree In
Soclology with a minor in Anthropology makes perfectly good sense. But
the Department of Anthropology can no longer condone references to an
"interdisciplinary program in Soclology-Anthropology" In the phraseclogy
that has been employed up to this point.

One obvious man|festation of Interest by our Department In Inter-
disciplinary tnlning Is the requirement for our undergraduate majors that
they have elther Soc 251 or 24] as part of thelr training. As | recall,
you indlcated that the Department of Soclology was considering once again
requiring Anp 171 for majors in Soclelogy.

‘As a further expression of the Interest of our Department In fostering
interdisciplinary training st the Unlversity, might | suggest that the
Dop-rtunt of Soclology join with the Department of Anthropology In suggesting

a thorough review of the ''soclal sclence divisional" M,A, program, to the
end that a sound, well-balanced, and academically meaningful sequence of
courses be formulated to gi<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>