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Summary of Proposal:   
 
1.  Are the goals clear and achievable? 
             
2.  Is the program academically sound? 
             
3.  Are faculty resources available to offer this certificate without 
undercutting other key missions of the unit? 
             
4.  Is there overlap, either real or potential, with any other unit that 
could harm the program or be exploited to help the program? 
 
5.  My recommendation, comments/concerns regarding this proposal… 
 
Rejection 

 
I believe that there are several flaws in this proposal as well as issues that have 

not been adequately addressed, and would recommend that it not be approved.  The 
premise that this proposal is based upon is the need to replace a workforce in the nations 
anatomy departments. In fact, they propose to replace classically trained PhD anatomists 
with people graduating from this new track. Yet this would require us to accept the 
premise that a Doctor of Philosophy degree from a hard science department can be 
obtained without the need for the student to complete a scientifically sound, hypothesis 
driven research project. I do not think this would be a precedent worth setting for Indiana 
University. 

 
Some of the more specific questions that were raised I have listed below. 
1) Why does the current track not provide for enough PhDs to teach? 
2) How can the limited scope of the "education-research" proposed for these students 
prepare someone to receive a PhD? 
3) The education-research training is not explained in enough detail nor is it compared to 
what type of research projects and training are accorded a normal Doctor of Education. 
4) It is stated that the training of these students will culminate "in a doctoral dissertation 
that meets the academic standards of Indiana University". Nowhere does the proposal 
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show or discuss how this training will be the equivalent to a hypothesis-driven science-
based PhD. This is the standard by which our graduate students are currently trained, 
preparing them to perform independent scientific research that will benefit the wider 
community. 
5) Does not discuss why other programs already in place do not help in the preparation of 
students for careers in teaching. For instance, Preparing Future faculty programs, 
incorporating teaching assignments into the curriculum of a student who expresses a 
desire to focus on teaching upon graduation, or using a certificate type program to bolster 
a persons CV. Each of these retains the current standard by which PhDs are awarded, yet 
provide a student with credentials that should help them obtain a teaching position.    


