
April 14, 2009 
 
 
Dear colleagues,  
 
In a letter to the editor of the Indiana Statesman published on Monday, April 13, Dr. Keith 
Byerman criticized the quality and rigor of the proposed Foundational Studies program.  In the 
spirit of transparency and to encourage ongoing dialogue about the proposal, we have 
reprinted the letter below.   
 
We ask that in addition to reading Dr. Byerman's letter, members of the ISU community go to 
the General Education website, 
http://www.indstate.edu/gened/generaleducationtaskforce.htm, and review the Foundational 
Studies proposal in its entirety.  We also encourage the campus community to read both the 
minutes of the General Education Council and CAAC which cover these governing bodies' 
discussions of the proposal. 
 
If after reading this documentation you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate 
to contact members of the General Education Task Force, President Bradley, or your 
representatives on the Faculty Senate Executive Committee and the full Faculty Senate. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Daniel J. Bradley 
President 
 
Dr. Linda S. Maule 
Coordinator of General Education and 
Associate Professor, Political Science and Women's Studies 
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Letter to the Editor: 
 
Now that the new General Education program (cleverly rebranded as Foundational Studies) is 
working its way to inevitable approval and implementation, it is time to reveal its dirty little 
secret: this is a significant "dumbing down" of university requirements that will soon make an 
ISU diploma worth very little in the world. 
 
From the beginning, efforts have been made to reduce or eliminate crucial elements: writing, 
literature and arts, philosophy, mathematics, foreign language, science and social science. 
 

http://www.indstate.edu/gened/generaleducationtaskforce.htm


 Some of these components have been restored, thanks to persistent efforts by departments 
and concerned faculty. But this does not mean that we will now have a strong, respected 
program. 
 
At the very time that the rest of the world is enhancing its training in the sciences, we are 
cutting ours in half. 
 
Thus, precisely when citizens will need greater understanding of the climate, medical issues and 
technological changes, our graduates will be less prepared to make informed decisions. 
 
And in a world where it is obvious every day that we need to know more about economics, 
political power, human psychology, and social relationships, we will be providing half the 
education now available in the social sciences. 
 
In mathematics and foreign language, the rules have been modified to make the requirements 
virtually meaningless. Several of us have time after time tried to explain this reality to the task 
force and others, to no avail; they were more concerned about the number of hours than the 
quality of education. Unfortunately, faculty in math and science (as well, apparently, as social 
science) have given up the fight. 
 
Sadly, President Bradley, who as a candidate for his position, said that we needed to know what 
kind of graduate we wanted before we decided what kind of program we needed, has offered 
no leadership in this matter. 
 
This program will not enhance ISU’s reputation, the state will not benefit from it, and our 
graduates, once they realize what we have done to them, will not thank us. 
 
Keith Byerman 
Department of English 
 
 
 

 


