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First, the heading “Personal
and Confidential,” in spite of
which I turned the letter over to
you. The confidentiality of the
dean’s letter is to protect my in-
terests by not revealing to the
public the aspects of my “delin-
quency” which led to the denial
of my tenure. I thought and still
think that not only my interests
but those of students are better
served by making the issues pub-
lic.

Second, although the dean says
“there seems to be no doubt
about [my] professional skill as a
teacher and [my] enthusiasm for
the teaching process,” he later as-
serts that there were ‘“doubts
about the philosophical content"
of my lectures, and that my “con-
tributions "
be llmlte%@%w

progress in professional develop-

ment” I have made. “This limita-

tion” he goes on, “would certainly
apply to the kind of advanced
work which depends on scholar-
ship, but also seems to apply in-

«directly to [my] performance in

undergraduate courses.”

What all this amounts to is a
claim that although I'm a good
teacher, I don’t know enough
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They have never attended my
classes and know nothing what-
ever about the content of my lec-
tures. They are operating on the
questionable hypothesis that be-
cause I have made little prog-
ress in professional development”
(read: I have not gotten a Ph.D.,
have neither published nor read
any scholarly research papers to
august bodies) that therefore —
these being the only bona fide in-
dications of scholarship—I can-
not possibly know enough about
my subyect to teach it. This “argu-
ment” is invalid and its conclu-
sion is false.

Third, the dean says “There is
no evidence of any alternative
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ports do not record published re-
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all too frequently arenas for the
practice  of = quasi-philosophical
one-upmanship, and the papers on
which such “discussions” are
based make little if any contribu-
tion to the increase in under-
standing of philosophical issues
relevant to my philosophical pur-
suits. (I suspect that a lot of them
are written in order to get tenure
or promotion.) One notable ex-
ception — the meeting of the
American Society for Aesthetics
was extremely interesting and
productive and 1 took a signif-
icant part in its discussions. a
also spent three days and nights in
New York after the meetings vis-
ltmg galleries and theatres, which
is relevant to my professional de-
velopment in philosophy. ?
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that in order to count, talks should
be scholarly and so one does not
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to my mind, they are often more

significant than papers read for

e purpose of forwarding one’s
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In short, I reject the tenure

ommittee’s claims.
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