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iReport on the Literature and Arts session at Newport 

Professor Curtis Dahl chaired the session on art and literature, presiding 

over a panel made up of Anne Murray, Sheila Shaw, and Catherine Stimpson. 

Three questions were postulated: where are we now?, what ought we to do?, 

and what can we do? Presentations from the panelists provided a starting 

point for discussion from the faculty members attending the session. 

The most specific presentation came from Ms. Shaw, who described the 

three courses she has taught, at three different levels, during the past few 

years. A traditional "images of women" course has provided material for 

papers and discussion in English 101. A course combining the "images" 

aspect with material on the writers the""elves was given last year at the 

299 level, and introduced students to "The Epic Age of Women Writers." 

A senior seminar on feminist literature and criticism opened up to students 

much of the work that has been done since 1970, and aroused excitement in 

students who were exploring a kind of criticism they had never worked with 

before. 
) 

Ms. Shaw had doubts about the need for the "images" course, which 

could make women°s literature a sort of "Jane Crow" su'bJect, tucked off by 

itself. Questions were raised about the problems of the teacher whose 

period included virtually no women writers who could be included in the 

syllabus. Should time be spent explaining why there were none? It was a 

problem that beset historians of music and art as well, and discussion returned 

to it more broadly later in the hour. 

Meanwhile, other problems were touched on. How could one reconcile 

one's own feminism with the "repelently patronizing" attitudes some earlier 

critics and writers had toward women? How do we show the stereotypes in 

criticism, and break the conventional molds1 Should we change the canon 

and perhaps at the same time change the standard of what we bring into 

our already crowded courses? Should we teach more from the historic or 
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the political point of view? Mr. Dahl asked the last two questions in 

response to Ms. Shaw's statement that we needed more than "women writers" 

or "images of women" courses, and must work to balance and integrate the 

curriculum. 

More questions and musings grew spontaneously from this presentation. 

One must be careful not to preach. Women could be feminists and scholars 

-- a feminist's mind need not be0angry mush." "Political" was a very 

broad word. There was a sense of assurance, too, that one could build 

on the traditional women's courses. Strategies used there could be integrated 

into other courses. The bit.liographi~s, reading lists, and knowledge of 

available materials •a;r~ essential for the integrated as well as the 
I 

specialized courses. 

Anne Murray surveyed the changing situation in art -- the past decade 

has produced masses of resource material, as well as an increasing number 

of women artists, and such works as Art and Sexual Politics. Some of the 
.> 

problems are those of the teacher of literature: how can women artists be 

fitted into an already jammed syllabus in Art 101? Must the canon be 

changed, because women often _.iuced untraditional works such as quilts 

and embroidery? How can one dea~ with the paucity of works and information 

from centuries before the nineteenth? 

Style is obviously a major point. The recognized women of any period 

had styles that were similar to those of their male contemporaries, even 

though the subject might be different. How should one deal with women who 

painted in another style? Comments from the audience suggested that it 

was impossible to tell an artist's sex from the style of the work. Again 

~ again the question turned to the canon. Were there works of art being 
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overlooked because women, denied access to the traditional channels of 

artistic production, had turned their talents to other forms? 

A series of suggestions were made, some by Ms. Murray and some from 

the floor. Certainly students sho~ld be made aware of the conditions of 

creativity under which women labored. They should be told, too, of 

women's role as patrons. They should be lead to examine the images of 

women one sees in art. Or should i.ey '? Perhaps students should be taught 

to respond as women. Certainly we should be wary of projecting our own 

attitudes back into history. And certainly a little "ghetto" of women 

and art at the end of a survey course should be avoided. Students should 

learn to compare criticism by men and by women of the same works. 

Finally ,the question was raised of how to cope with all the problems 

that has been noted. Should there be a curriculum revision? Should there 

be a new course that examined the problems? Should there be a careful 

exploration of the ways students relpond as women? New materials should 

be incorporated, backgrounds should be explored, student creativity should 

be encouraged and taken seriously, and there should be a measure of 

re-education for the facul~y. None of these suggestions were regarded as 

so radical that they couldn't be followed even by a person who is not 

a passionate feminist. 

There were caveats, however. We must be sure that the faculty get 

good enough with these new issues so that students are as well taught 

as they are in more conventional materials. W'e must beware of doing too 

much changing of the curriculum when students yearn for stability. On 

the other hand, we must not try to settle on some fixed feminist curriculum. 
l 

And finally, those who were better informed reminded some of the others, 

we must be wary of conflating "feminine", "female", and "feminist", as 

they were different conditions with different aesthetics attached to each. 

-ffi!;fiiii~ Mr. Dahl turned to Ms. Stimpson for a final few words. She 
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admitted that not all the answers were known, but was glad that we were 

at least trying to get at the questions. She noted various books that 

might be helpful, suggesting that we tel]./students of their reception as 

well as the contents. She re-emphasized her own hope that sound scholarship 

and fe~inism should not be regarded as mutually exclusive, pointed again 

to the wide range of opportunities for women, and encouraged the faculty 

members to continue wrestling with the problems for which even the experts 

had no absolute answers. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Frances Shirley 
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To: Ruth Schmidt, Provost 

From: Sharon Boudreau and Bojan H. Jennings _ 

Re: Natural Sciences and Mathematics Curriculum 
Newport Conference 

The Natural Sciences and Mathematics curriculum group was chaired by 
Moderator, Bojan Jennings; Discussant, John Kricher; and Consultant, Evelyn 
Fox Keller, of the Division of Natural Sciences at SUNY Purchase currently 
Visiting Fellow, MIT, Prog. of Science, Technology and Society. 

At the onset of the meeting, group members expressed some puzzlement 
about integration of the new scholarship of women into the science cur 
riculum. Dr. Keller agreed that incorporation in the sciences is difficult 
due to the involvement with the teaching of the scientific method. She out 
lined a spectrum of feminist criticisms of the sciences. Included in this 
spectrum were the observations that both the history of science and the 
current working scientific community are male dominated. Why aren't more 
students enrolling in mathematics and science courses? Why is scientific 
history so dominated by males? In answer to these questions, she pointed 
out the tremendous anxiety associated with our curriculums. Studentsmust 
be shown that they can succeed if they want to. A simple mathematical proof, 
which the student can carry out on her own, gives her the confidence she needs 
to tackle more difficult problems. Wheaton faculty mentioned the detraumatiza 
tion that currently takes place on the first meeting of an introductory 
biology course. 

In the scientific literature, women in the past have been given in 
adequate credit. The convention of using one's first initials in publication 
is also a diservice to women. Dr. Keller suggested that faculty members try 
to open up their disciplines and talk about the scientific founders. Don't 
try to rectify history, but involve one's students with current researchers 
in the field; both men and women. 

Floor discussions included concerns as to teaching the myth about sci 
ence or the truth. The life outside the student's ivory tower is very 
competitive, but just how much of that reality should we teach? Will the 
beginning student be scared away even before she has studied the discipline? 
Dr. Keller pointed out that women tend to go through college by book learning 
and are very naive. Men, on the other hand, have set up a series of networks 
which helps them deal with the competitive nature of society. Maybe what is 
needed are special programs to train and educate women in this area. Herb 
Ellison mentioned the current assertive training programs available on the 
Wheaton campus. 

Also discussed were questions on the feasibility of a successful career 
and marriage. Can a woman have the best of both worlds? Is it a tough road 
to follow? Women may think of themselves as self-sufficient intellectually, 
but not necessarily economically. Workshops in career planning may be help 
ful. 
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TO: Bonnie Spanier, Director, FIPSE 

FROM: Thomas Osborne, Sociology with John Miller, Economics 

RE: Report from the Session on Social Science: FIPSE conference September 6th, 
1980, Newport, R.I. 

A significant caveat must be made before the report is presented. The report 
is a compendium of impressions from several people as to what happened at the -meeting. 
We hope that there are not too many gross omissions. If persons who were there 
have changes to make or additions that should be included please do not hesitate to 
send them to us: then, a final, more polished report can be compiled. 

Nuances of discussion, the rather rapid nature of exchanges at all levels were 
impossible to record. However, it was our impression that the session was very active; 
it pursued a number of crucial problems in approaching the topic of self assessment 
and curriculum adjustment. We believe most persons came away with the conclusion 
that some groundwork was laid for considerable further thinking about the implications 
of subjects discussed. 

Participants: Joseph Pleck, Wellesley College, Consultant 
Tom Osborne, .,Moderator 
John Miller, Assisting in Report 
Nancy Heer, Presenter 
John Burton, Presenter 

General Issues Proposed for Discussion at the Meeting: 

Since the goal of the grant is two-fold both aspects of the proposal were used 
as the basis for discussion: 1) to undertake a self assessment to determine where 
we think our fields are at in research on women and ~;i._nc_or.peration of research on 
women into Wheaton curricula 2) what changes might be undertaken to maximize use of 
the material now available on women in Wheaton's Social Science Curricula. 

Presentations: Nancy Heer; 

Ms. Heer discussed Soviet Politics and the problems encountered in the inclusion 
of material on Soviet Women into the course on Soviet Politics. She pointed out that 
although literature on women exists one must spend time "to dig it out." She noted 
that although many women appear to hold positions of high status and some power the 
real power remains in the hands of male decision makers. For example, although there 
is a high percentage of women in the medical profession in the Soviet Union, the pro 
fession itself does not have the status it does in the USA. 

She stated that incorporating new research on women into her course did not 
change the basic mission of the course; to enable students to develop a comparative 
perspective with which they can assess the world around them whether this be the 
world of men, or of women or of both. 
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John Burton; 

Mr. Burton discussed the role of the Anthropologist in the field as a data 
collector and therefore an'. "outside observer" in a society. His work done in 
Africa showed that being an outsider came first as far as status in the society was 
concerned so that whether or not he was a female or male made little difference. 
It did not appreciable interfere with his ability to ask about the role of the 
family. However, he did note that in East Africa he was unable to ask women how 
many children they had. Only a woman could ask that question. 

He suggested that this raised several questions for the discussion group; to 
what extent are men who study women in our own society "outside observers"? How does 
this status, if it is the case, affect men's ability to do research on women and 
present the results? 

General Discussion: 

In the general discussion which followed these presentations a number of issues 
were raised on which considerable debate was centered. We have grouped the issues 
into several categories for clarity. 

1) Why do a number of students react with alarm and some opposition to the 
new research on women? 

It was suggested that students are less threatened by Marxism than Feminism 
possibly because their own perceptions of themselves more traditional than those in 
keeping with new research; that many students find the new research of systematic 
discrimination threatening to their more traditional plans for the future which 
are seen as unrealistic compared to new definitions. New research on women bring 
long held beliefs into question and inject uncertainty into student's lives. Mr. 
Pleck commented in this regard that 'if you can't rely on sex roles what can you rely on.' 
It was concluded that alternative views of sex roles was important to communicate 
and that a survey of where the students are at would be most important. 

2) The college needs to examine the total environment of the students in 
conjunction with curriculum analysis. 

A view was expressed that the total environment should be closely related to 
the curriculum so that it can support the social and political changes implied by 
the new research. 

Considerable discussion related to the interface between career and family 
goals for students. The institutions of work and family present conflicts of which 
many students are aware, but they are not sure how they will deal with them. The 
administration is dedicated to making changes that support employees who are attempting 
to balance family life with their careers. There seemed little question that these 
concerns.- family and career are salient for most students. 

It was pointed out that there is a class bias in career-family orientations. 
Where most students see their work as a career, non-college, lower socio-economic 
women work outside the home in a job rather than a career; as a need to supplement 
and increase family income rather than a matter of fulfillment of identity needs. 
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3) Is Social Science Value-Free? 

Although the discussion made it clear that the various disciplines represented 
at the meeting see their areas in various stages of awareness of bias a major question 
was, what bias? Is the new research on women value-free? It was concluded that 
such research is no more value laden than any other research. In addition it was 
thought that many areas have been male dominated in terms of research as well as 
presentation. Numerous examples of this were given. For example, women's work in 
the home is ignored in economic statistics. Although Sociology and Anthropology 
have had strong emphases on women's research it was observed that the large amount of 
material has had strong male biases for years. 

4) What kind of changes should and could be made in our various programs? 

It seemed quite clear that much material regardless of field has not been 
interpreted from women's perspectives. For example, Locke's justification for 
the laws of the State (the protection of private property). from a women's perspective 
was that the justification does not apply to women since they were not allowed to 
hold private property, and it follows that women were then under little obligation 
to observe the laws of the state. In Sociology heads of households as a variable 
has been almost exlusively male. The perspectives of women need to be better 
emphasized in dealing with most general topical areas. In order to do this faculty 
should become better acquainted with research in their areas and incorporate such 
in their various courses, 

It was observed that this was already being done; in Psychology in particular, 
as well as other behavioral sciences, The question was raised as to a natural 
progression of more material or abrupt readjustments and reactions of the students 
to the latter. > 

It was concluded that departments should form internal committees to evaluate 
area curricula, and that partial release from teaching time might expedite analysis 
and restructuring of curriculas, 

It was also agreed that there is a necessity to present the broadest implications 
of the new research on women; that the problems are not merely field or area problems 
but gender problems: who sees what and from what perspective and what should be done 
about it? 

Conclusions 

There seemed little doubt of the need for curricula improvement with respect to 
new research on women; that formalization of an already strong commitment to change 
be undertaken; that there isaneed to understand what the faculty can do and where 
the students are at in trying to implement policies; that this particular group was 
aware of many in field and general problems and issues; that creative research may 
result from some efforts; that Wheaton is already doing a great deal in focusing 
its attention on the need~ for changes; and that this particular discussion group 
as a whole-had no reservations as to the importance of affecting needed changes, 
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DEPARTMENT OF CLASSICS October 9, 1980 

To: Ruth Schmidt, Provost 
From: Jennifer Roberts 
Re: Studies in Perspective Session at Newport Conference 

The Studies in Perspective group drew about fifteen people; the 
department of history accounted for the largest number of these, and most 
of our discussion focused on the teaching of history, although I tried to 
steer it into areas which would be of more interest to those faculty who 
represented departments such as philosophy and religion. Our guest, 
Elizabeth Pleck, spoke about models which have been developed for intro 
ducing more of the new research on women into the curricula of survey 
courses in American History and Western Civilization and gave me an 
address to which to write to obtain these, to wit: 

Rachel Fuchs 
Office of Women's Affairs 
Indiana University 
Bloomington, Indiana 

Our discussion focused on a number of concerns. First, several faculty 
expressed interest in finding ways to integrate more research on women 
into presently existing courses without losing too much time to devote 
to other important topics already in the syllabus. Second, several 
people reported negative experience in presenting social history to 
their students in courses whose main focus was not on social history; 
they sometimes found that the "soft" social history segments appealed 
to weaker students while alienating the stronger students, who;:wanted 
more "hard" poll tical and diplomatic history. I stressed the fact that 
incorporating more material on women into the history curriculum seemed 
to me inevitably to entail a basic shift to social history and suggested 
that the reservations some people were expressing stemmed more from ambi 
valence about this shift of focus than from any ambivalence about the 
new research on women per se. I also reported that I had redesigned my 
Roman history course this semester so as to shift the focus to social 
history and that I was eager to see how this would work out. sifu::e,:;my-c:r 
training is chiefly in :political and diplomatic history. 

We also raised the question of how much we wanted to change the cur 
riculum by a few large changes in the syllabi and how much we wanted to 
change it by a consistently different perspective in teaching the same 
materials in the classroom. Alison Bernstein, who had by this time joined 
our group, provided what I thought were very helpful insights here. I 
raised some of the issues that were treated by Catharine Stimpson in her 
keynote address. How are we to deal with the peculiar overlap of life 
J?hilosophy and research interests which characterizes"women' s studies" 
tand I use that phrase in both senses of the word)? While no logic die- 
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tates that people who are doing the new research on women should share a 
fairly unified set of values about women's roles in society, nonetheless 
there is in most cases a pattern: feminists are far more likely to be 
doing this research than anti-feminists. Most Wheaton faculty (male and 
female) are feminists; most of us think it is our job to teach values, in 
some sense; but where does enlightenment stop and indoctrination begin? 
Finally, many faculty present reflected ambivalence about the real pur 
pose of incorporating more research on women into the curriculum. How 
much of this is based on a (perfectly legitimate) concern that our students 
should know more about women in history than they do because they~ 
women, and how much is based on sincere feelings that the present cur 
riculum is, objectively speaking, unbalanced? How much of what we are 
planning to do, in other words, would we do just the same if we were 
teaching men students? 

While the individual concerns I have cited here may seem to suggest 
a fundamentally negative attitude on the part of the faculty members pre 
sent, this was not my overall sense of the session at all. It is my feel 
ing that participants as a whole left the meeting with an enthusiastic 

) commitment to broad.en our curriculum in order to incorporate more of the 
new research on women. We are simply concerned about finding the most 
honest and effective way to do this. 


