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PLANNING AND\ERECUTING A'SU%MER ~
N * WORKSHOP IN AMERICAN LITERATURE OF . .
: MINORITY ,GROUPS , . ’ ' T
) . . T .
4, ., ) -
"Did she eay to write a 'How ‘to. . .' paper this t1me7_ Well, it’'s
SNe——

not surprising. - She s thought Af every other kind. Maybe this one won't be
so bad. Sgrely there)must b :fnething I know how to do and ﬁ?@“toiexplain

in logical progression. ) ‘<

"What's this she's saying now? .She's going to write a.'How to.

J . v

1
3 .

.

»

‘paper too. ’Anx teacher\of writing ought to try writing some of the thipgs.

she assigns.f Now here/:ha novel idea from her. Maybe she'll see how hatd

.
Al .

-

¥ . "
some of the ideas -she eiffﬁ;§P with really are to write about." .

~
-

. So go the thoughts in the mind of a student in a writing class, and

‘also so go'the thoughts of hervinstructor who really must-compose a paper
L 1 . : ’

.“»....« ~

itled "How to Plan and Finance a Workshop on ‘American Literature of ndrity*

™~ )
Groups‘" The instructor insists that the progression m@st be orderly in order

£, » b
to be, logical. So the genesis of such & workshop must be the first step in\
s ’ ., v *

N\ B

\describ1ng it. 3 | . |

{ )
( \_\ N . ' R ' ) ‘
\\\1n the summer of 1974 a catalogue entitled New from NCTE\arrived,
. ) T .
3 T
and the items most interesting to me were books, brochures, and other:educa-"

tion media concerning minority groups and their contributioqs ta American'
Literature. When one teaches at a small denominational school with meager

financial suppors, one is always look1ng for that unigue pr?gram that will °

draw participants to her school. But an absolute necessity for any program

.

*
at myxschoél is that it be academically sound. I knew immediately that a -

. course in\Americaﬁ Literature of Minority Groups was both unique for the

~ N hd :
VAR (, ;
. - 5
Sae >

1

area and acaden}qally sound. So, I could begin to put feet ani/zﬁp@s to my
. < ¢ - ,
thoughts. : \ : ’
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I had“a number of minority groups to choos’e from; but with the help
* / T, ' . . . K
of the NCTR catalogue, I settled on Black Literature, Nattve American Literature,

. Chicano Litezéture, and Asian Amerjcan Literature, I felt that the students ’

’- - 7 .o s H’""i

preparing to teach and teacher already in the schools would find these choices

helpful in the1r present Am ican Literature coyrses and in the popular mini-

courses. being offered in ¥Aschools.‘ -

e

v

f ,“ Now with ghe 1dea and ‘with a basic selectioﬁ of-subject matter, I

.
-~ .

0 the, chore; of seeing this‘!ome into being. I knew that what
‘\/ , ’

had to get’'down

2o -
eﬂwoqu have to import the leaders of what I now, envisioned to be

four en ;week sessions, each week being ,devoted to the literature of one
minoy ty. We had on our faculty one}person who conld”handle the Black Litera~

tuye and another person who was quite knowledgeable about Indian affairs but

1acking expertise in the literatute , Still I felt that we would do well to

.

have of f-campus 1eadems if possiblé. Although I knew the idea would meet

with overwhelming approval, I also knew that I would be told that there was-

.

no money for extra faculty. The Summer Program om our campus is no great

: ! . ' . ¥
moneymaker, and fmy “brainchild" could suddenly put the program into the un-

‘ydesirable state of deficit financing—a stJte that would be strictly forbidden,

s

-

As I expected, Fhe workshop got quick and enthusiastic blessing from

both’the department chairman and the academip dean; and as’ I also expected,

the immediate question of how we}were tb pay for it was asked. By this time

’ / K <
it was mid-September , and.deadlines for funding were past or upon us. S
4 ' * .
. r N . T ¢
f‘" ) The National Endowment for the'Humanities seemed the best bet as

f w
{ .
e . . L

ahetarting place to look for funds. I called Richard Ekman at the Endowment.




1”2\
-

% - o . C
He 115Lgudd tc a very brief description of the program idea. Then he said

’

that the Endowment was fundings four regional programs of this type and could

¢ .

rot considerea small program like ours. But he did not shut the dsbr in ny LN\

fare. Rather he said that~the National American Studies Faculty with head- - .

~

quarters at Stets®n University under. 'the direction of’Dr. John Hague might Be :

able to furnish us with the faculty we needed at little or no expense,
-~ N » " ,. '] +

. -

At this poirt I confees.my ignotance. I had never heard of‘the .4 .
National Americéan Studies.Fqénlty.‘ However, as sqon as I reached’John:HagneK ) *
gy-telephone, it became apperent that I had found a person genuinely intérested
in Columbia College s prospective program and also sympathetic with the problems
X - .
a college like ours would<nave\to overcome tf support §§;h ;>program.«‘ o e
, {. ) L ~._/ . NN o

t\'He,said our timing was excellent}sincé the Board of Ditect;ts was  , f;;f

meeting the next wee%.,zﬁe‘said fnrtheg\thet the prgzosal should reﬁch him \}/'// )

by the next Thursday, and his most encouraging comment at that_timé was that

the proposal did not,needz:o be a complicated proposal. All that was needed

¢ . - - . . ! ¢
to contribute. Our proposal-was put in order qu y and sent on for: conside

B e » . |
tion. . - : -

'1 ‘About three weeks after tﬁe meeting of the Board, Dr.;Hague called :, "

“to say. that they vere going to help us to have the program by providing a . TN
. g : ! % R
specialist for each of the four weekly sessions. At this point our program wﬂ N i}

- N N /"\\//

took a slightly differen@gdireobion. Dr. Hague wanted us fﬁwwne a young Ed ’

P L P (‘\¥
ST , o ‘e

woman whose expertise was in'Women's_Literature because this haddbzen well . T
. . * N . B , . - . :Q,'-,‘.)‘-". .
received on other campuses. Since Women's Awareness had beenqémphgs%ged on s gy
» . R N - 2 .l " \ P
' \ / - : -%."" ) A" '. ‘
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. our campus th;eughout tﬁ\‘YE1f, this (hange éicrei-well into an onq%ningji
A N / .

o ¥

-

'We\aecepted his suggesteﬁ change. . ' ‘ ’ o "

: LN
. Q 5y
It was not long at,all before Dr. Hague sent us the names of the

. Co .t
L . .
/ orkshop leqders arid the dateS availableA then ve/eoﬁld begin in earnest

g preparing the neceségrv pub11c1ty. Cogumbia}collegzgs[main contributlon
" in addition to the\\se.or campus fac11ities was to nFle all of the '

+ program

publicity for the program, S /o

. ¢ . . s
~ ‘ 4 - i -
. .
AN . f . s
) /

ThebAcademic Dean gave me the go~ahead for an attractive printed/< ;

- -

broéhure with pictures o the~program leaders and other necessary information o
A / hd . . . /—
TN

P

. A /‘ ] . AN -
paper and telev1sion~pub1icit? nearer the start, ot the summer program. . . °
L ‘ ’ ‘A ' -"’ Ry ' : . r )
- ) The. brochures were ready by March 10 and’ they were distributed a . '~

number of different ‘ways. .. First, Dr. Hague«provided mailing labels for oné

\ hundred persons from.the Virginia, North Carolina,.South Carolina Georgia
« - \

area who were oR his malling list. Chairmen of the English departments of -

. -

v' -
Wl e the colleges and universities in South{p rolina received brochures as. did - ..
« . - ' . 14 )
airmen of the English departments at the eleden high schools in metro- <
- -
. 1]
Columbia Brochures were also distributed to the English classes at oo

\\ I
College anpd to all of the Colu ia Col ege faculty. Several members ,

. of the En lish department took brochures b»national ahd'regional meetings for : N
’ ba h rs. We d not do g ass mailing——by this I mean in the thou- )
= M}k e planned to limit the enrollment to_ twenty- participants. //

A\\"'.
L :

-

CLh ; Ouf n”oéram \eceived a real Qgt\in March when CfE held a %pring/"

e ot 2T uss forn b

. ' Institute on Mino \lty Literature n Columbia. I was fortunate to be a discussio

. s : 8

: s 1eader at thfi\ins- tute. The interest in ming iterature was evident in

/ ,w"’"”’ N . fe oy ’ . i ' .
R \
L \\.// ) \ by —4—. el




- N ~— ! . . N - ..'
the ‘enrhusiasm {é all of those involved in the Institute. NCTE provided
»

[N L3

- r ’ >

- . aoted scho]arT\i;:mﬁkach cthnic group (Nwtive American, Black, Chicano,
lan Ameri #. These persons gave informative lectures and then '

ipated in. group discussions and in question~add-answer sessions
wing the group discuss10ns. The favorable reception of this program
7. '

. reinfor od my hziief that such programs are vital to any vho s and

>

. teach American Literature in‘order that the literaty contribu ions of all

» [4

-~

Americans bes included in the corpus of American Literature. There are,

' C;Zours s other ethn}z groups whose works are slowly being assimilated

American Literature "1 feelr” certain that insfitutes and workshops

(23

\ that focus 6g Puerto Rican Jewish Polish, and other American literary
, \
’ ‘, N 4 .
productions;ﬁggld be received with interest: giz .
n . . . ,' A

A service provided by the on-campus coordinator\Tthat»was my

. “ title) was ‘to order the books according to the dire]:ions ‘of the Workshop

. leaders. A list of the books used is avaiIab&e to, any who would like to

L | + have one. ., ' L : . . }

L . . We offered the workshop leaders the opportunity to stay on dur

3

campus’ “with room and boand for the nominal charge of $40 Opr:;/Bﬁrson per

week. Of coursé this charge wasg part of. the remuneration of "the National

t

Americafi Studies Faculty. It pleased me that/¢£;;1iaders did. want to stay
- ‘ \ -

on’ the campus.
4
“ . . -

H f PN
Persons supplied by ‘the” National American Studies Faculty-.are not

L] s

. paid a salpry by ‘the Faculty. Their expenses,are paid and the Faculty supplies.

‘ l \ £ v <
a. small honorarium and requests the in itution o do the same if it gan. We ] .

/ 1 L. ’ J F

were able to give these persons a $100 00 honorari\\\for their &erviceS. “

Wy -

.

- fe
- ' - d - -t ‘5 . .

‘0




- Columbia Collége‘g expenses for the Wé;kéﬁop were, therefore, only

R QAO0.00 for the honoraria, $200.00 for the brochures, and approximately
. I $4@¥OO for p6§tage. The small amount of’secretarial help needed was furnished

by t%e student assistaﬁts in the English department working at théir gégular
times. The total expense for.the.four—weekﬁggrkshbp ran less than $700.00.
My salary as coordinator was no add ed expense to the College since 1 wggld

t - : g e ' |
__ have been paid a salary for teaching one or two courses#n the symmer anyWayj\\\
4 . ; . > : R

b g * ’ h
‘ }5 Those attending the &orkshop paid-SIéb for tuition and.received :

. _ four semester Héurs.creait. The tuition offset éore of the expense incurred
{ N . .
. ]
by the College. —_ ;

. 1 '

. . ﬁ\ . ’
0 N "‘f/‘ . .. ! A
After nine months of preparation, it was timq%for the blessed evehtﬁ//
N

. to arrive. (Yes, the figure of speéhh was intended.) En oll@ent da% and the
. first<ﬂ§? of:workshop were one and the same. The first worksﬁop eaher had

¥ - ,
come the ;Zy before. Thus all was in readiness. * .

~
-~ . . \ .
\ . . X

' . £ would not be proper in this paper to go ins& the personalities

A}

R
Y )

and individual approaches to each week's work; Yel‘lt is in order to say that

each person provided by the National Amé§if?n Studies Faculty was a delight-

<
ful person to have on campus for five days and was also an eminently qualified

.

. .
scholar in the chogen area. All of’thgse who came had recaived their doctorates
.. ¢ /

-

"* | in the past five yearé,or so. Certaiﬁly there is some risk invoYved when: work-

i

N a

. . »

shop legders whose only identification is in a curriculum vita and some references.

° ‘ " ) ’ . ) ' ‘s ' .
- But our experience was adtbtally\successfdﬁ one insofar as pr ram.pérsopnel

»

. L ) } . .
wetre concerned. o )
hal

- * "t: . . -
: hd . 1 ' he
The daily sessions were from 9:15 to 12:15. Each leader usually

began the week's work with an overview of literary history and demonstrated

¢

- N . ’ -
» R . .
y . -6 - L
. p
; . ) e . R
. - -




- . : T v

relationships with nthertminority‘literqturéz. When lthe ethnic literatures :
) - ' : . o
were being emphasized, the obvious omissions in American literature texts
‘ ) X . ,.‘ ‘\\‘l . s N v
N aud courscs vere pointed out as was the paucity of know dge ana concern
P i
r 4,

about these 11Ceratures nr1s1ng fﬂom the llterary tr dltions of g %ups which

pe v

are really~not insignificant in either populatlon or artistlc contributionse.

' ¢« e “ . |
< ,E§§ me add a word of caution here. .These’ﬁﬁrshop leadeLs pi;e
o “ R N .
. . teachers of llterature, and not soc1al protesters They did" 1ndeed " ampion
Q ' - -

their causes, and rightly so, but never to the exclusion of good literary\
\ N . <. . . ) 1 \ .
« * judgment. v : [ C

5 . , ) B ) - L . i 2

. _ ) They SuCCéeded ﬁn making the class members (and' 1 consider myself \
.. qne of the class because I-attended as much of eVery class session as possible)

A \.: \i N ‘

,aware of many writers and pieces of;literature that the studentsxhad.little or

= -1 .
- e, | L

no knowledge of. More tHan becoming aware, they pegan to apprecigte,the

p . . N ‘ |
‘e . artistic value in these Ijiteratjures. //
\ : C. >

- ' :>' // . ' ‘ * . \\
. An additional Henefit-especially ev1dént in the ethnlc,studles yas

(Y .

[

1nc1u51qn in the discuss#on of other forms of creative frt produced by these

\
. .
~

+ ethnic éroups. I cite as an.example a particularly interesting discus51on of

the p/intlng and sculpture of MEchan artists, Rivera, Ortega, and Slquleros
v VA L 2
(’ Anptheﬂéexample was the use of some_blues ahd jazz in agsociation with.Black
. ’ ' T . . - ) A 2 Tl
© literature. ot - . ' -

Lo—

Anothe? most int .sting addition was a+well-done fllm entitled

?

Broken Treaty af‘Battle Mountain. could have used many other audio-visual

~?\\\\ adds had - our budget provided But the emphasis of the workshop was - on literature,

and tﬂe read1ng and discussion of the literary works w#/e central to the objec-'

< . i % . . -
tt@gqsof the workshop. . e L ' . R .
A\ . . .. . R
A . s, i : ° 3 -
b -’ A | e . ' - 7 -
7 N g : . Ve .
- - A \ 'y \
7 « ¢ -
d : e 5) - - .
K ‘ ¥ / .
) N ( . - ’ ‘ d ¥
Q . .

EMC‘ },. . L S . ‘ : ‘,4’

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: . . N . ', .
N : - i . 3 . . .
. . A . v ., B




Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

The workshop offe
"\ .
The qtuunnts could recelVeL
e

‘a final grade was .to be giy

.

- ? 1
uative project for the find

.
’

N .
gave «£3say quesStious to be
—

—the progress 6f the soudent
* and dnﬂther h;B a class Pre

the week's grade. Then'thg

red rour semestor hours of undergraduate crtdit

grudes or LUbld take the course Pass/Failﬁ Because

en, each workshop leader planned some sort of‘ ai*

’

Written in the class period one d1scusSed with mu ~e

o .b\q./

WMt

O . \\
‘\\‘qu
sentation by each member as a major detbrminer

%

r‘- * \

four, grades were combined into a final course grad

y

There have been no adverse

been satisfactory to the'st

<8 3 .
class procedures. -

&
‘j' v, 5
3

S0 it<musc Havaé.
.T‘ \\

ments on the grading procedure, N
‘ ~

udeqts ecause they had an Oppor tunity—to comment otr-

y

(‘ <
.Our small enroll nénéf ten was a disappointment to me and to the '

coliegé administration aftp
. - . N
schedule ‘was partially resa
{
3 three—week périod, and thia

"‘too, for some, the cost wap

‘at. state 1nstitutioﬁs for }

[ .

; ¢

was just too much. Had we

o /

feel certain that more teaé
- -

[

A .

-—

r much hard: work, but an error in planning tQ\\

onsible. All other summer workshops were for-a

one for ;%ur weeks caused some dlfficulty.{JThen,‘.
prphibitiveé Teachers can attend summer school R

ittle or no tuition, and for them a tuition fee

been able to provide a stipend for teachers, I

- .

hers would have come.

Three of the‘teméeégollees

g (IS

wére teachers in public «r

®

s
A .
a

., "/ - .
. ‘The works;;g Jead

@ A
enrollment ag ,a

stinct advantage: «Yet

4

private schools; we had hoped for many moresthan

~

ers and those thaf were enrolled saw the small

e students often remarked how

y
& w»

tting the advantage of thé/program.

’ ? M

1 oortion.of the Tast claS! héy.‘ Two of the leadeﬁé ‘§
A"'\l

3 1nvolved in the week's work and arrived. at é»$r§def""‘

. R




~
. ,-4"’;, :".
§ . & ':Jﬁ"‘
hesday evening. Thesc were well attended——arougdigg’pj
‘ . [ &
persons
¢

clas- and cther students, Colupbia faculty, stqﬁﬁﬁ”

- .

< . « L Z: Z 7 b <
interestid persons in the community wha had,hf@%ﬁf‘,. g t{hg;:fa’rqgrams
' G N
3 essfons othe;/

7 - o
/. Although I did not have written evaluatio

[

B SIS, PO
. . AT &
In order to get a igﬁf}eﬁﬂgéture of the value of the workshop,
L 3 o0 % . N
5 o

>4

t
.

s

. RE 2

L 4

- ‘ : v .ot % Q - .
"I elicited reag;donsk 2 §4 rkﬁhop leaders -and from the students. The

workshop fa
. [ .

. . & . ,

s A e T e T . . . %

culug%@gS?gggﬁﬂ‘favorable to the program and to tég students when -
.z ‘:-“ o ]

PPTI SR y S - L. . .
W the{y,mqntfaﬁsfbg the workshop were complete, After they had had some time
e 2 L ~" . B
RS -

s . . i
. zftgﬂﬁhjﬁki%ﬁ}ough_the‘ﬁrogramh I:asked them to write their evaluations. Three

“w — g
Lt oL

4

« of the four responded. The. general reébonse was positive, but the respondent’s
3 !
|

di;ed.strengths and suggested ways that a good thing could ‘be made better.

2

Strengths of the program ind4ic /5§’Eﬂgyfaculty evaluations were
. .

as follows: - . '

»
.

. . ?
1. Such a program might encourage.more people to establigh programs
_-in ethnic literature. -

-

?:;MThe ekperience‘at Columbia College was completely enjoyable.

“ :
3." The experience at Columbia College was a learning experience

for the Instructors as well as for the Students,

g .

4. small'?nrollment had distinct pedagogical advantages,

7 | \

. Y

Suggestions for pfovgment indicated were ag follo&si

1. g1t ﬁight be better to use shorter works such as poems and
plays rather than novels so that the class- could focus more
‘clearly on well-defined issues. ¢

A} »\:‘\

a Fach instructor might'receive from the coordinator.a suggeéted;/”
_amount of reading material and some guidélipes on the written
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!}felevigpon stations and in tn@ stite's” lar
The studdgls also evaluated th program{////&

£ / ®
tion form was used and d‘copy i attac%io to thiétpaper. ’The overall resgonsy

’

e
was very positiVe. Each week's proggén was repeivyd Vbrably, i dicating th
/

ablllties of the workshop leaders both in their ac demic fielvs and in’ig

_handlinguof a workshop, situation. Sfudants cited strength as ﬁollows (Thesge
comments are gnedited.) . d Ny Z .
= i S / N~ ) ,
{1, There were good’choices o//{/ oRc#llent fnstryetors,. and ‘
/ _a high quality of fant ¥ sessiofs/. .,
VAN ”2.//Ehe.historica1 backgfounds procided were os idteresting,’ .
“ 3., Several of works wgre mag ificent reading materials yere'
) generallyyy Ty gOOc / ) Y
4. The prog{am s very well M T g
- s
3. i%e 5 @ggram crgated an aw rengss g of er ethnic grou S, thetr
J1i , and theilr liferat re ™ e L. ,
A - »’ . G{/ . RV
G« The program's'discus§io echnique®/ werg excellent. . N
. - P Ly N
. . e . . ] v
””mfjii No weaknesdes were_evident g R R

. ture and at the South: Cag§lina Council of Teachers

- B

vork expected (I did supgest that a f@w poems and short

qtories, one novel, amgl one or two f;}lrlength plaxs mighf/\
k

Le all (Ghat could be covered each w Even this mighL éﬁe
,beéu to? mnch ) -

' ' / § v

Yu / .
Tt would*be helpful if the students could have had a Bib]
graphy of the readingwmaterial before the dlaesés began

was provided fon/aevﬁ?al who/re?ﬁested such biblipgrapt
Then too, some decided to take/the course at r istration on . -

the very day the”‘ourse began ) " /////

Wider ranging publicity might have resulted’in mopé/mlnority ,' ’
students. (The publicity was very wide xranging. Engligh depart- N
ment at avery college in the staté received brochures . , .

( Brochures
were distributed at the’ NCTE pring Institute on Mi rity Litera-

Spring mdeting: / .
One hundred brochures wefe mailed to memhers of the Amerigan T
Studies Aqﬁbciaﬁion in Virgi;}d{dNorth rolin/ﬁ $Suth Carolina,
Georgia, #nd Tennessee. . We .d1so0 had exéil}e ., coverage on Lolumbia

t- newspaper.)

+

¢
/ﬁw{extremely simple evalua—

/
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. Students cited weaknesses as. fao%iows: . . / ‘
« 4+ & 4 ] . ' /l’ .
. 1. The program was. too *broad for the time period thefe was '
v . too much materdial for the period of time’ - ' * /’/ ’
/.
Cow 2. A good reading list.was needed for each.-'group. (Some leaders .
. & .

did not have a 1list other than the week s, basic reading prepared
for distribution )N . _ . /

. <3, /Three weeks would have been enough the fgurth week/was anti-
A ° ¢ / climatlc. ) _ .

Sugg%Stions \for improvement cited'were as follows: t P :

4

More ' time was needed ‘or ip-depth study of matérial.
More time was needed to read the matekial. : t / ,
Hore students should have taken advantage Af the program. -

A special wdrkshop in each area would bs vatuables - ‘, A

N h \\ ! -4
personal evaluatfton i?that the pfogramlwas we lanned and f.:\/\-\
!

execute'd I know of nb_ ot:i‘xex‘~ ﬁ" our wide -pfablication of-
P 4< . e
that LT could haVe recruited more. stndent:s unless/we-had ize

at'tendance' Perhaps our grant request %we inchxded ,guch a

@ » .-
¢ but the need for such a work was unquestioned and I felt ~tha~twn,ro ment

-
H

would be’ adequatke.-\ Need, how : ways meansthat people take.adw?‘an—

L]

In addition to the aeademic and ingtrtictiori’al abilities of these -
-

persons, ‘edsh of thert adapt d very qubkly to our “small, campus and became

15N N Y,
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f/ z
shop sessign for three hours each day.' e
7 » : Jeor T
6f che leadefs had somd academic work to d& ,either in :

~ 74

N . -
their daily preparation or with.other research projects, we

Since g

’ .
!

+ conrection /w

¢ . ANy
leave them some free time. Since none of thg;\E€?>bg§n to ia,

- v Ety

' ° o \ > - M
ﬂ:ﬂ;dt"_ﬂL-__g:_i§g\£acuity were available to show them places of interest In .~

the area, to arrange for them to meet some of the profeSsors at the University*“‘*

- B .

) the epartment of Religiofi who

B ~ [

gulture and-who has done—ext

.

-
h \Stu&ies. This is only in the early dlgcussion stages. -
’ . - . . ..
6 I personall; hagL noted the- addit{i
o T o S - h
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anthologies. As a resul(t I have added

1 . . o . .
severgl writers t rse 1 teach. At present, most of these are black

‘writers. 1 hope that the texts. will dinclude mgré‘ writers ffom other m‘inority

'
'

~

L AN N & z
. groups. L. Tt - . e : ;
\ > . . N . . s

-

. N o . r’ .
' . . ~ . . \,‘ M . ‘u\
o ~ The stydents.are still talking with enthusiasm about the sygmer
—— ’ N . “ ’ . )
experiences £ ATOW that they have a bétter appredlation of these minority ’

difference the workého‘p will in their® further study\in these literatures 9

l

“have learned.

, - . 1 " L - -
| . . ‘ ' A 3
- . . The planning and execution of the entire program requided a great
S \‘a\ N ' L. . ’ . . N . .
: =~dea¥ of time and Rard work. As coordinator, I receiVed complete coogeration
- . ‘ ' . . ‘. - « "
T ) from >ar tment chairman and 'from the college administration. 4 als )
o ' . T . ‘2 . -
AR < received 3 great deal of hHelp and emcouragement from John Hague of the
. [ . [
* T AN .. -7 LA .
oo Natdgnal AneNlqgen Studies

Faculty. The e‘nthusﬁastic response of the program
s . . N ©a S
"~ and of tlxeﬁ’_'stud ts attest to the success of the program. * Working with the

hY

. [

',

CTE Spring Instityte in-Minority Literét_ui’e, pfior to'the summer workshqp, x

“ . ’ “ ' : . .
N whetted my appetite for more opportun t\ies to work in these'areasQ- and I
2 - ’ . .

* L ]

T .\ sinéerely"ﬁope our summer workshop has done the same for thoee, who parti<-
.7 . P N

"“cipated.




