Dear Colleagues:

The three disciplines that comprise the PPE major, are currently lumped as a single discipline for the purposes of the “one discipline” limitation on credits for the BA and BS degrees.  Our understanding is that this was a decision made by former Dean Patterson without any consultation with the PPE program.  We feel that this is both unfair, and a kind of academic mistake, that substantially disadvantages PPE students.

The Argument from Academic Reason -- 
We believe that the purpose of the “one discipline” rule is to discourage an overly narrow focus within a typical undergraduate academic career.  We wholeheartedly endorse this rationale.  We are mystified, however that the concentrated study of disciplines as diverse as Political Science, Economics, and Philosophy could be seen as narrow.  Certainly at a larger institution, a student who majored in Political Science, and then minored in Philosophy and/or Economics would typically be seen as pursuing a broad range of academic study.  Indeed, we argue that this should be the test for what constitutes “one discipline” – would a major in one field, and a minor in another, make good academic sense?

The Argument for Parity Between the BA and BS – Although it is easy to imagine students pursuing a BS who would be disadvantaged by the current policy, the problem becomes acute for PPE majors pursuing the BA.  The PPE major requires 75 credits of work in the three disciplines.  Thus, students do not have the option of taking even one additional course in any of the three disciplines and have it count toward graduation.  Again we express a kind of mystification.  Why should students who go the extra mile and complete the two years of a foreign language be disadvantaged relative to their peers pursuing the BS?

The Argument for Parity Between the MUD and Liberal Studies Majors, and Other Majors – Majors like Anthropology/Sociology and PPE are held to the “one discipline” rule, but the rule is not applied to MUD and Liberal Studies.  Why in the world would it be overly narrow for PPE students to take additional credits in Philosophy, yet it not be overly narrow for students pursuing the Liberal Studies major with minors in Philosophy and Economics to take those same additional credits?

The Argument for Non-arbitrary Decisions – Dean Patterson’s memo to Dea brings into stark relief how ad hoc these decisions have been in the past.  The rule applies to majors like PPE and Anthro/Soc, but does not apply to Liberal Studies, MUD or Biochemistry.  This is just plain unfair.

The Argument for Faculty Decision Making – Our understanding is that most of these decisions have been made by administrators, Jerry Young, Pat North, Anne Patterson, etc., simply making a call.  In at least the case of PPE, these decisions were made without even consulting the program.  We believe this issue is at the core of the faculty itself taking responsibility for, and control of, the curriculum.

