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{8 far ao 1 know, Louise meelz ¢11 her wppointicuts (olbeit with her cus-
tomary tordiness) ond elnszsen, But she hns a very garious prollem in her
{eaching. 1In *oihropoloyy 2, she deliversd a jrucet leetore for we and, from
thnt obsorveticn el honrine hor spealr publicly onn severnl oceations, I have
what I think is o feirly cleur picture of her perflomaance penerully. This is
buttrensed and confirmed many times over by roperts from pradunte and undor-
gradunte stulents sbout her other classes.

Louise's sponking style is irritating. She ic often inaudible, sho has a
nwaber of mannerizme that detract from what che is raying. Vere this only
an occasicnal eleront of her delivery, it could encily be dismissel, as with
most of us, Put it is, in her cese, scrious end constitutes, a severe hendi-

cap in her tesching.

Hor ivstgructions teo studento--whnat she reguires “rom them and her councel--
are clten confusiry ard unclear. She is inconsiuteni, of'ton accepting work
of poor qualily hen she hei previcusly d¢aclsred e vould not, Thus, when
a graduete sludont, for example, receives on incomplete ;rade, waits until
the asccond cor Lhird following semester Lo complate the work, it is vell lnown
that, in order io receive an adejuate marl: or comentary, the work need not
be of wood quality. This brz happened {judcine frem commsents of students and
Lo“i'l- heraell) on » number of occasions an: is, perhaps, one oxplomtion for
the lorge nueber off incaaplete gredes she turns in.

the sesms 4o leck, or ot lenst thov evidence cf, a reneral critical ability
in her vrescentntion of anthrovolegpical ixsues Lo stulents, The contont of
Ler mientationa, in my opinion, is often irresponsible, Mn exemple ves her
talk to Anthropelopy 2, which wae billed {at hior ou,cestion) ss a commentary
on tha two hodks nasirned: jlesd's Sox ond Tewper-ment end Tiyer's Ken in
Groups. In her toll, hovever, s=ho furned Lo zexism in Acricn and deliverod
a generalizel diobribe ncainst institutionnl sexism. She probided an exemple
of Broum University's respenaibilily for the perpeluntion of sexiom Ly pointing
to the University Club's exclusion of women durine the noon heur lunch. ‘faen
I sumrestad, in n comment from the floor, that thiz was not entirely fair,
since the University Club wes a privete orponizeticn end without any cfficiel
connection with hirown, she replied thot il was jwlesd fair, since Holcolm
Stevens was on of ficer of the University ,Club.  Stupificd, I oat back to hesr
thic kind of loric repeated egain and ojfin thrcus beut the efternoon's talk,

I comcidor such presentations trenchercus to students, and irresponcible.

From those grodu-te students who acsistel ber in Lihe vomen's course (1972-73),
no cormont Wasz mare fraojuent than expressions of srusement, even pity, for
Leuisiels hondline of Lhe coursa. According to theaoo sbudents, she lost the
respect of mont of Lhe undergroeduates and that of the gradutite stuicenis as
well, 1In Anthropology 122, thecless simply rot out of control and began,

on several occazions, hurling veiled ewd unveiled fdnsults at her.

Iomm-'o seminare have pgained o very poor regyubloticn as. primarily Plull geos-
gdona, " u]iF’Iittlc of _the tTme beiny, doveted to substantive « thropological

"ssues, ‘hether Lhis is Lhe ears oF not, I have only Ulid testimony and wons
gtont commacntury of cradug

ver the past Live yeare, She is, in
the same pmamucr, willing to aceept poor juality (in the rtudents' own estiuwa-
tien) work as ndejunte to sntisfy the rejquirements of her seminars. Sho is
_known as an "casy touch,® both for her uncritice] scceptaonce of reports and

E pera nr mmuimmuwg__mﬂptively poor performances in de-

pertuental exmminations,

Exhibit A, page 1



Louize's publicalion record is cortninly sdoguato in quantity, but T Lhink
not at »1l ontatandiog in its contents. Her enrlier vork on Lthe Navaho ian
engentinlly eblinograpbic desceription, awmd lacks the kind of theoretical in-
sight that con be found, for example, in } articles on the Cree and
the Zulu empire's expansion. -

Sinco it is one of her most recent works, and is repoarded by Louise os pnr-
ticularly signii'icunt, the book she is editing with i, Rosaldo deserves some

coement. It.can be fairly taken a3 representative of her current stege of
intellectual development.. 1 have read the introduction and several chapters

of this wanuseript. The ghq\et.er written by Louise-standa susontinlly un-
changed from when she prouei L) colloquiun papar_and ceme under what
ev crilicism.

moat of thosc present coasidered Throughovt this
chapter amd tho intr&]uoiion."‘m tlmo is substituted for any
klns of Teénvonabla eritical approach. The lopic ia faulty, pencralizations

ore made that are unsupported (and, in my vicw, insupportable). Even the
undergraduate students, who read much of the manuscript when they took her

courge on ‘eum=n, found it lacking in the some way. It seoms to me ¥xX a picce

of work that is tygical of Louise's thiukin:, in wihich intellectual vigor
is sacrificed for the satisf'action of muddled 1dgol.g;r.

I am dofinitely opposed to prenting tenure te her.
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