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Perhaps yet another meeting to discus s the is sues centering on the
three course norm is in order (al t hough I wonder how well attended a
twenty-fourthmeeting would be). To. review briefly someof thearguments
in favor of the thre e course norm, with r eference t o JudithSerin's
galley: -

\ 
( 1) "a three course curriculum is imposing a part icular educational 

theory on everyone." 

The student who chooses to enroll in any school is choosing to 
submit to the "imposition" of a particular educat ional theory. 
Insofar as Bennington's program is unusual, the student who enrolls 
at Bennington is submitting to the imposition of an especial ly 
particular educational theory. Still, this argument is neither 
pro nor con. The point is whether the particular theory is an 
educationally valuable one. If Judith is arguing against the 
imposition of theories in general, I am on her side: hopefully 
there is room for substantial change within the existing 
educational structure.

(2) "We are supposed to make our own decisions about our education 
here ..."11 
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( 3) "The proposed change would make it impossible ...for many of us who 
want a broad education and who wish to explore several field s ..."

In the first place, I am sure I am not alone in thi nking that there 
is infini t e room (literally) for explorat ion within the s t ruc tur e 
of each course. Moreover, I have found that the more fully one
area is explored, t he more significant connect ions can be made wi th 
related t opics in other di sc iplines. I think t hat one of the 
most valuable aspec t s of the three course norm is the opportuni ty 
it will provide t o follow these connections through with great er 
commitment : to do more, for example, t han merely t o "dabble i n the 
arts". 

Secondly, I t hi nk the three course advocat es are agreed that the 
institution of a three course norm would be accompanied by an increas e 
in the number of one-semest er courses offered, possibly providing 
students with greater opportunities for "breadth" than exist 
under the present system. 

(4) "The choice in courses at Bennington is too limited already." 

The reasons for this have more to do with the size of the college 
and with its financial situation than with the number of cour s es 
a student i s expected t o take . The fact is, with the t hree cour s e 
norm each teacher would be teaching t hree courses instead of two; 
hence a greater vari ety of courses would be off ered. But i n any 
case, it seems to me that Bennington would do well to concentrate



on what it does best, which is to provide opportunities for 
intensive wor k . 

(s) "We need our teachers' help and cri t ical evaluation. That is what 
we are here for." 

Several proposals have been made t o the effect that a three course 
norm would bring with i t an increased number of student-teacher con-
ferences as a part of each cours e. 

Overall, I don't see how the three course norm would "seriously limit 
the educational possibili t ies at Bennington". On the contrary, I think 
that with the insti t ution of the three course norm the educat ional 
possibilities at Benni ngton would b e significantly exp anded . 

I think it i s unfortunate that the "caus e" of re t aini ng the four 
course norm has been identified with the "cause" of student influence"
It seems clear that b oth facul ty and student s are divided over the 
curricular i s sue; and t o present the propos ed changes -- even implici tly 
as a facult y attempt t o override s tudent opinion (especially when 
student opinion has not yet been polled) is simply a distort ion. 

Finall y: I wonder how many of those who compl ai n ed during last 
spring's men in r ooms controversy that Benni ngton was no longer an 
experiment al college, and presented themselves as staunch adherents 
to the principle of change, are as staunchly commi tt ed t o that principle in 
matters of educat ional policy as they were ove r the issue of parietal s? 

Sharon Parnes 




