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Test knowledge, not race

I t seems whenever someone proposes competency tests, someone 
else retaliates with charges of discrimination. Which is a solid 
tactic because no one, not even the state of Texas, wants to be 

known as discriminatory. Testing of Texas' 210,000 teachers begins 
Monday amidst charges of the test's discriminatory effects. Defend
ers of the tests are obviously taken aback by such stinging criticism, 
but they shouldn't balk at the opportunity to affect widespread edu
cational reform.

The basis for the charges that teacher competency tests are dis
criminatory stem from evidence that blacks and Hispanics fail such 
competency tests in greater proportions than whites. That, oppo
nents to the tests say, amounts to discrimination.

Actually, when test takers fail the test, it indicates not discrimina
tion, but rather that they didn't khow the material. If a white teacher 
fails the test, she didn't know the material. The same is true of 
Hispanics and blacks who fail the test.

And, it's not as if the tests are superdifficult. These tests are only 
evaluating minimum competency: whether teachers can punctuate, 
whether they understand basic rules of punctuation, capitalization and 
English-language usage.

But still, we re being asked to believe that when blacks and 
Hispanics fail it is because the test is discriminatory. Then why do 
whites fail? Because they didn't know the material? Exactly.

Let's be fair. Blacks and Hispanics fail the test because they never 
did receive a quality education when they were in school. The same 
is true for the whites who fail the test.

Of course, if we never get quality teachers to teach blacks and 
Hispanics, we will have few qualified black and Hispanic teachers.
The goal of teacher competency testing is to break the cycle of poor 
students becoming poor teachers. Students — black, Hispanic or 
white — do not benefit when an unqualified teacher leads their class, 
regardless of the teacher's race.

The solution to poor quality primary and secondary education is 
not teacher selection by race, but teacher selection on the basis of 
competency ^pd excellence.

— Dan Jester

Apology wanted
This letter stems from a recent 

rash of atrocious acts committed 
jointly by the UT police, UT ad
ministration and officials in the 
Parking and Traffic Division.

The first atrocity occurred Fri
day Feb. 21 when a barrage of UT 
police, assisted by a welder with 
an acetylene torch, fiendishly re
moved several locked bicycles 
around the perimeter of the new 
Chemical Engineering Building. 
This incident may have been pre
vented by posting "no bicycle 
parking" signs or placing bicycle 
racks in the vicinity which accom
modate U-bolt-type locks. I'm 
certain the alumni attending 
opening ceremonies were elated 
by the marked absence of bicycles 
around the building.

The second incident involves 
the towing of cars from parking 
lot F-15, which has been accessi
ble to students after 5 p.m. for 
the past five years. Two weeks 
ago, the lot was restricted to F, A 
and D parking at all times. At 
7:30 p.m. Feb. 24, I parked my car 
directly in front of a sign stating 
that parking was restricted for 
disabled from 7:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.
I therefore expected to find my 
car where I left it but the UTPD 
and their cronies at Southside 
Wrecker were more than happy 
to surprise me by towing it away.
I could understand ticketing such 
cars, but towing the second week 
after this transformation — come 
on fellas, isn't that dirty pool?

I realize the enormous task of 
regulating parking for 50,000 peo
ple, but this recent escapade dis
plays the callous disregard for the 
constituents UTPD serves. I feel 
an apology and remuneration is 
due to those students whose 
property was destroyed and 
whose time was inappropriately 
wasted.

Jim Thomas 
Nutrition

Watch out, bikers
As a disabled student since last 

fall, I've been plagued daily with 
inconsiderate and/or thoughtless 
people parking their bikes along
side and within the wheelchair- 
accessible ramps at various build
ings, such as Waggener Hall and 
the Graduate Student Business 
building. Last semester I left 
notes pinned to the bikes threat
ening to throw eggs upon their 
bikes, but I was chastised by sev
eral because I was supposedly in
considerate of these people's 
property. This semester, I incon
siderately chose to let the air out 
of bike tires.

As I was inconsiderately deflat
ing bikes parked outside the 
ramps on the Speedway side of 
Waggener Hall Thursday morn
ing, I again was chastised by a 
faculty member and he advised 
me to inform the UT police. I did 
not want to appear unfeeling of 
the poor bike owners. Moreover, 
several officers told me previous
ly that they do not ticket or tow 
away bikes and other obstruc
tions unless those objects were 
reported to the department. So I 
called UTPD and reported the 
bikes around 11:15 a.m. The 
woman who took my name, ad
dress and phone number told 
me, "We'll send someone out 
there." Wanting to witness the 
diligence of the UTPD, I went 
back to the outside of Waggener 
Hall to wait. Well, I waited from 
11:25 a.m. until noon to no avail. 
However, two police cars did 
drive down Speedway by the 
building.

It doesn't pay to be consi
derate.

Gary Warren 
Journalism
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TECAT brings back prestige in teaching
M onday, March 10, teachers and ad

ministrators across the state will take 
the Texas Examination of Current 
Administrators and Teachers — TECAT. The 

exam, given to recertify educators in basic read
ing and writing skills, can be reasonably 
termed a literacy test. The response to it, how
ever, has often been far from reasonable.

TECAT, required by the 1984 educational re
form act House Bill 72, has been the subject of 
articles, protest marches, lawsuits and a load of 
ill will. Teacher reactions range the spectrum of 
acceptance and rejection. Many view it as a val
id approach to demonstrating competence, pro
fessionalism and credibility.

But others see it as an insult, another in a 
long line of denigrations, that will do nothing 
but drive good teachers out of an already un
der-populated profession. Whatever the re
sponse, TECAT is here to stay — state District 
Judge Harley Clark ruled Monday against the 
Texas State Teachers Association, declaring the 
exam constitutional.

When all is said and done, it seems some
what absurd for teachers to balk so adamantly 
at this test. It's in the interest of educators, who 
claim both low morale and a lack of public re
spect, to accept the inevitable — the public, in 
exchange for an increase in salary and status, 
demands some demonstration of competence.

TECAT may not test a teacher's ability to 
teach, but it will measure their ability to prac
tice the basic skills of reading and writing, re
gardless of their specialty. Whether a person 
teaches English, industrial arts or is an admin
istrator, that person must be able to read, un
derstand and then pass that information along 
in written form. Having required this of their 
students, teachers should also expect the same 
from themselves.

With a rapidly growing technological focus,
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Texans can't afford to lack such basic skills. 
Likewise, teachers can't afford the impression 
that they themselves lack these skills. Rejecting 
the test, for whatever reason, can only give the 
impression that they do.

There has been concern that test anxiety may 
cause the failure and replacement of good 
teachers. While this may seem unfair, tests are 
an aspect of the world we live in and all of us 
have had to learn to deal with them. Making it 
through school and into a profession can never 
be an excuse for not continuing to improve and 
demonstrate ability. As the public becomes 
more aware and involved in the services they 
consume — and education is a service — ac
countability will naturally become more and 
more of an issue.

The educational community should look 
upon TECAT in a positive light, for in it they 
have a powerful tool. After years of internal 
concern over the low status of teachers, deplor
able salaries and poor working conditions, edu
cation has finally received some overdue public 
attention. States have scrutinized their educa
tional systems and have begun to take them 
seriously. In Texas, where football has tradi
tionally taken precedent over everything, this is 
a major step. With new rules such as no-pass, 
no-play, the attitude toward the importance of 
education has changed and everyone — stu

dents, parents and teachers — must share in 
the improvements and the responsibility.

Teachers have been helped by preparing for 
TECAT. They have carefully reviewed reading 
and writing skills and in so doing have become 
better able to prepare their students. Review 
has helped alleviate much of the test anxiety, 
and review books and videotapes produced for 
the test will be available for future use by stu
dents and teachers alike.

Ultimately, certifying teachers' ability to com
municate will correct much of the bad press 
surrounding education. In a recent issue of Ed
ucational Measurement: Issues and Practice, 
teachers were described as "dedicated, relative
ly well-educated individuals who provide a 
unique social service by most formal definitions 
of the term." But, they have "not achieved true 
professional status."

As a variety of professions are finding out, 
the road to professionalism comes with a price. 
Unlike the times when literacy was rare and 
teachers even rarer, education has become a 
commodity. To make it a high-quality commod
ity requires more than just saying "Believe us, 
we re good" — ability must be shown. That 
demonstration can then be used to continue 
much-needed reforms.

Most teachers consider themselves as per
forming a valuable service, educating and shap
ing the minds of future generations. Teaching, 
despite an often ungrateful and ambivalent 
public, is a noble occupation. But teaching has 
its basis in learning. The two are inseparable 
and must be ongoing. Reforms such as TECAT 
can only help further the pursuit and dissemi
nation of knowledge.

Williams is a graduate student in English.

BSA welcomes sincere support for equality
In the Black Student Alliance we view our

selves as being one big family. As with 
most families there are going to be differ

ences of opinions. And again like most families 
we try not to air our differences in front of the 
neighbors. Yet an article such as the one writ
ten by Bobby Hilliard ("BSA doesn't consider 
options," Texan, Monday) is one that causes 
great concern within our organization.

Hilliard made several references to state
ments made by Kevin Williams and myself at 
the Feb. 25 meeting of the BSA. Hilliard tried to 
justify his lack of support in the struggle by 
using tired clichés and absurd analogies. He 
stated that there was "more than one way to 
skin a cat" and "endless ways to break down 
the wall blacks face at the University," yet 
failed to enumerate even one of these "end
less" ways.

Hilliard implicitly argued that BSA does not 
have very much support and is not working for 
change from within the system. It would be 
useless to address the incredulous idea that 
BSA does not have much support. As to 
whether BSA should work within the system, I 
submit the following:
• Is it not working within the system to meet 
with President Cunningham to discuss what 
can be done to change the perception of the 
University by black students as a great white 
racist University?
• Is it not working within the system to get the
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endorsement of the Students' Association and 
the University Council before presenting the di
vestiture issue to the Board of Regents?
• Is it not working within the system to meet 
with the chief of the UT police to discuss re
ports of UTPD harassment of black students?

I contend that BSA is working within the sys
tem. As for Hilliard, I suppose he would have 
us be passive and benevolent in' our advocacy 
for equality and justice on behalf of our people. 
If Hilliard is such an avid proponent of change 
from within, why didn't he bring his com
plaints to the leaders and membership of BSA 
instead of to the Texan?

Also, Hilliard seems to be confused as to the 
qualifications for BSA membership. BSA pro
vides an opportunity for black students to be
come involved in a viable, active organization 
without having to combat racist and/or elitist 
membership requirements. All other students 
are eligible to become members of BSA simply 
by possessing the desire to better the situation 
of black people in America and expressing that 
desire by attending BSA meetings and partici
pating in BSA activities.

At the Feb. 25 BSA meeting there were nu
merous non-BSA members including the press,

who were there for an update on the Bowman 
incident. After the update it was only right for 
our president to ask non-members to leave. We 
had important business that had to be taken 
care of that night. We would not have been able 
to conduct our meeting effectively with the 
press present.

This campus is made up of many different 
races and BSA welcomes the active support of 
them all. We do not live in a colorblind society, 
nor do I want to live in one. I for one will al
ways be proud of my blackness and want ev
eryone else to be proud of whatever race they 
belong. My great-grandfather lived to be over 
90 years old and he told me "always be careful 
when anyone mentions a colorblind society, for 
even a colorblind person sees in black and 
white."

In conclusion, I would like to state that BSA 
is an active organization consisting of members 
who are dedicated to the uplifting of the black 
community. Our membership includes Friars, 
Greeks, graduate students, undergraduates, 
Democrats and yes, Republicans. All we re
quire is that each member take an active role in 
helping the black race. Hilliard and others like 
him should look at what active part they are 
taking in the effort to make the University a 
better place for all students.

Pertile is a law student and a BSA member.

E 309 planned differently from original departmental proposal
I read with interest and great surprise Darryl Ew

ing's article "New elective composition course to 
become requirement in Fall '88" (Texan, Feb 21). 

As usual, those of us in the Department of English 
who teach rhetoric and composition found out about 
the latest curricular changes from the newspaper. 
Since there is very little communication about such 
changes within the department, and since newspaper 
articles can only convey a small amount of general 
information about them, it is difficult for one to evalu
ate such changes unless one is a faculty member sit
ting on the committee proposing them.

Nevertheless, both instructors in the department 
and members of the University community in general 
need to examine and evaluate as carefully as possible 
the various effects of such basic changes as the drastic 
revamping of the University's writing courses. The 
information in Ewing's article, though partial, enables 
us to see certain obvious effects and pose questions 
about other possible effects of instituting the latest 
version erf the English department's writing program.

The most outstanding effect is that the new writing 
course, E 309, will be a required  course rather than an 
elective one. We do not know why. Another effect is 
that the course will not be a sophomore course, but a 
freshman course. Again, we do not know why.

These changes are especially surprising — and all 
die mor significant — because the proposed new
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writing courses discussed and approved at the de
partment meeting Sept. 18,1985, were elective sopho
more courses. The changes nullify the department's 
Sept. 18 vote approving the new writing require
ments, because the faculty then approved very differ
ent courses from the single course which has evolved.

Those of us who have followed closely the develop
ment of a new writing program are especially puzzled 
that E 309 is being proposed as a required course be
cause the department has repeatedly emphasized that 
a major reason for revamping the writing program 
has been that the department cannot staff a required 
freshman course. For example, in a Sept. 19, 1985 
article, the Texan reported that Charles Rossman, as
sistant professor of English and member of the E 346K 
committee which eventually came up with the new 
writing program voted cm Sept. 18, "said that the 
number of faculty members needed to teach the 4,000 
freshman students taking E 306 this semester was a 
'fundamental' factor in die department's proposal." 
One wonders why the department can find enough 
instructors to teach 4,000 freshmen E 309 but not 
enough to teach 4,000 freshmen E 306.

In addition to the questions of departmental ap
proval of the new course and of its staffing, we need 
to consider the question of the course's content. In the 
original proposal of the E 346K committee, the three 
elective sophomore courses were titled "Topics in 
Writing," "The Writing Process" and "Thinking and 
Writing." According to Ewing's article, Joseph Krup- 
pa, associate professor of English, has said that E 309 
will involve topics such as "great books" and popular 
culture. Kruppa's statements about the course's con
tent seem to fit into only the 'Topics in Writing" cate
gory. It remains unclear whether any of the variants 
of E 309 will address the kinds of problems that the 
courses in "The Writing Process" and "Thinking and 
Writing" would cover.

In Ewing s article, Alan Gribben, associate profes
sor of English, claims that "E 309 will give students a 
stronger writing background than E 306," but Ewing 
does not say why Gribben believes this. Gribben also 
says that "E 306 had a flatly designed approach. There 
was only one way to teach it and we all did it."

But many of us who have taught E 306 would ques
tion whether E 309 would be any better, at least until 
we had seen some hard evidence. And we would also 
challenge Gribben's statement that "E 306 has a flatly 
designed approach." It is true that there is a syllabus 
for E 306, but it is also true that there is a good deal of 
flexibility built into it. A few hallway conversations

with the instructors of E 306 classes would have made 
Gribben very much aware that teachers take many 
dfferent approaches to E 306.

At any rate, any comparisons between E 306 and E 
at this point are dubious at best, for one cannot 

compare a proven course with a flexible syllabus to a 
brand new course that has no prospectus.

Finally, the implementation of E 309 appears to in
volve important changes in the operation of the De
partment of English Writing Lab. According to Grib
ben, the Writing Lab will be giving "crash courses" to 
help students overcome writing deficiencies.

It is not clear, however, what kind of pedagoj r is to 
inform these courses. If these will be complete cours
es involving all aspects of the writing process, they 
may be valuable. If their purpose is merely to cram 
grammar into writers' skulls so that they can pass an 
objective placement test, their value is questionable.

These are but a few of the effects of the proposed 
changes in the writing program of the English depart
ment. These effects alone, however, constitute good 
reason for the University community to consider 
whether the proposed changes will genuinely en
hance the writing abilities of students, or merely ex
press the philosophical or aesthetic preferences of the 
department's administrators.

Reber is an assistant instructor of English.


