
Reply to Augmentation and a Question

GREGORY W. BROCK*

The rejoinder presents the opportuniry to reply and reiterate several points from
my original statement:

1. Changing the traditional family science curriculum by augmenting what exists is a
good strategy, and one that I recommended.

2. The curriculum I proposed includes all of the traditional undersraduate course
work plus the addition.of professio''al level skills. Any referencE to minimizing
course work on theory is a simple misreading of the proposal.

3. Teaching skiils to undergraduates was labeled as vocationalism (usually connoting
trade skills). The traditional curricul "rr train5 51u4"trts to become acidemiciansl
or in the view of many,-nothing much at all (avocational pursuit). My proposj
seeks to broaden, strengthen,-and professionalize the undergraduate degrbe. fimity
science undergraduates should learn family theory, human developmenf theory and
the ecological vigw 9{ human problems experienced today. They also need the
professional level skills required to change families and foster optimum human
development.

4. The conc-ern expressed about the effects of adopting a professional skills orientation
on so called non-interv.ention faculty is very real. Il the number of our majors
continues !o dro-p, non-intervention faculty will have few students to teach. adding
skills training of the type I have suggested to some content courses is well withii
the considerable capaciry of existing faculty. We have tended to believe that
intervention is the turf of the psychologists ind sociai workers. We must discard
that-myth, value our expertise, and rigblfuily assume our role in the academic and
professional services communities. 

-

. fll take this opportunity to broaden the discussion. In my opinion, the factor most
lnportant to the development of new undergraduate curiicula as well as to the
develoJment o-f family science as a social Jciettce discipline is the professionai
identification of faculty. As should be expected with a new'disciplin", 

-u.ry 
faculty in

departments throughout the- country received their doctoral t.;i"i&; ho-" L.onorrii..,
psy-chology, social work, and sociology programs. Naturally, untesJthey have reoriented
to family science, it is with those diiciplinis and related piofessional associations they
are most aligrred and whose goals they serve.
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-Much _as_ we might like to believe that the disciplines do not compete with one
another and that professional identification is benign, a discipline typicaliy prospers as
the direct result of loss by another. In such a competitive environment, we-ask faculty
whose qti-ary identity,isrvith other disciplines to serve as leaders in our professional
associations and to c,hair our graduate committees and department governance
committees. Are family scientists asked to chair psychology or iociology Iepartment
governance committees? Family scientists need to exert control over the affairsbf family
science it the- discipline is to grow and prosper. Consequently, we must question whethei
faculty y-ho do not have- or seek a prirnary professional ideniification wiin tamity science
can legitimately serve the needs of this new discipline"

- ._By the above, I do-not.seek-to disparage the contributions of other disciplines to
family science. The multi-disciplinary heritage of family science is not at issud nor are
the benefits of multi-disciplhary teaching and research. The presence of sinister motives
among academicians from other disciplines who have provided long and distinguished
service-to {*ily science is. not implied. No inquisition is requeste-cl. The queition is
posed for the same reason(s) o-"e 'night doubt t[e wisdom of hiring a man as president
of an institution dedicated to the advancement of women.

we have defined family science as a discipline. It will prosper slowly, if at all,
unless we also define a profession for family scientists sepa.a-te frbm that ertuUtirled
for-other disciplines. Part_of that defining process consistsbf (a) hiring family scientists
as faculty so our stlde,nts have family scientists as mentors, a"i'1U; elEcting ieaders for
academic and professional governance who fullA identify with tM needs Ind goals of
family science. These,actions of advocacy for family scientists will define a pr[fession
-r:ii n,rlster the discipline.
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'  John Tyler Bonner, ph.D., Distinguished Guest Lecturer
-  

The f i rst  Gcorgctown Family Symposium was held in May 1965 i r  a smal l  confcrencc room on
ccorgctown's campus. Part ic ipants wcre most ly formcr Georgetown psychiatr ic residents who had
t*ined under }lurray Bowcn. There wcre two symposia in 1966 and onc every yea since tlen. Space
limttations on camPus necessitated holding all symposia after 1970 at off-campus lo"*ion"-Ho*.u"r,
the recent opening of a superb hotel and meeting faci.l i ty on campus, the Leavey Center, has made it
possible to mark th is Twenty-Fi f th Symposium by a return ro Georgetown Universiry.

whilc rhe size, place, and format of the meetirg has changed o-ver the yeug ih" purpor" ot pr.-
sentinS thc best levcl of syslcms thinking possible and attracting people interested in ri ie deveiopment
of  fami ly systems thcory and therapy has remained. A feature oi iach symposium i i  the Dist ineursnea
Guest lecturer, who in recent years has been chosen from one of the natuial scientihc a".ipl,nes

IOHN TYLER BONNER' Ph.D., is Profesor of Biology at Prirceton University. He has had a long
and dislinguished scientif ic carcer which has included important contributions ro rhe undersrandin;
of cell differertiation, fungj, and the cellula: slime mold. Dr. Bonner was selected no, onif u"..ur.
of his scientif ic contributions" bul also because of his abil jty to communicate cleuly about the nature
of. scieace' the interrelationship- of the scientif ic disciplincs. and the relationship u"i*-* ,. i"n." ,no
othcr f ic lds of  knowledge'  Profesr Bonncr has the unusua. l  abi i i ty  of  ucing ablc to stuJj  tnc puts
of an organistn in minutc dctai l  wi thout losrng sight of  thc nccd. to understand thc funct ioninp of  r l r "
organism as a whoie . I{is rhinking is nor conitrained by arrif icia.l ly 

"r""r"d "o. 
jori*";i; ; i i ;;;.;

edgc. Professor Bonncr's prcscntation wil l focus on spccialized aspccts of the."oi"tronoiviro..rr.

Bmquet and profcssional program Satuday Night
I ;or  f t t r t l tcr  i r t forrnrt ion about th i r  and othcr Gcorgctown l iuni ly Centcr programs for lggg-g9. cal l(202) 965-0730 or wr i re Thc Family cenrer,43g0 t{ac.ArrhJr Blyd. ,  N\V, wurr , -g,on, oC iOoor.

25TH GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY SYN{POSIUM ON
FA}I ILY THEORY AND FAMILY PSYCHOTHERAPY

November l2 and 13, 1988 -  lVashington, D.C.
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