Faculty Petition to Review Eudaimonia Institute
We, the undersigned faculty at Wake Forest University are calling on the Faculty Senate and
the Committee on Academic Freedom and Responsibility to investigate the research and
teaching independence, the extent of appropriate faculty governance, and the intellectual
integrity of the newly formed Eudaimonia Institute. The petition is based on our concerns about
the Eudaimonia Institute (EI), and its principal funding source, The Charles Koch Foundation
(CKF).

Specifically, we are calling for an ad hoc Faculty Senate committee to be charged with the
review and investigation, and for this committee to submit its report to the full senate at the
senate’s 2017 March meeting and to issue a response to the report to the entire university.

Additionally, we respectfully request that the Memorandum of Understanding and/or Donor
Agreement with the CKF be made available to the Faculty Senate and the Committee on
Academic Freedom and Responsibility for their immediate review.

The following document outlines the reasons for this petition.

1. ACADEMIC FREEDOM AND TRANSPARENCY

The non-disclosure contract with the CKF raises essential questions about the terms of the
donation. Because this document has not been made available to the Senate Committee on
Academic Freedom and Responsibility or university faculty generally, we are left to assume that
the contract resembles those recently formed by the CKF with other academic centers, and
therefore potentially contains controversial restrictions that may resemble the following
breaches of academic freedom:

• This month, at the University of Kentucky (UKY), the Faculty Senate found that a CKF donor
agreement contained unusual provisions for revoking funding. The Koch donation to the UKY’s
“Institute for the Study of Free Enterprise” was to be doled out over five years, the same
donation schedule attached to the gift made to the EI. The Faculty Senate at UKY found,
however, that the release of these funds was tied to an annual review by the CKF, who reserved
the right to rescind the donation at any point with a thirty days’ notice. This would leave the
university responsible for bearing the burden of funding, or more likely, ensure that if the
institute was to remain financially viable, funds would have to be used in a way that garnered
approval from the CKF.
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• At other institutions, Koch donations have proven to have different “strings attached” that
threaten both disinterested research and student rights. At Florida State University, donor
agreements allowed the CKF influence over hiring and curriculum decisions, in addition to votes
or approval oversight on postdoctoral appointments and other scholarships. At the College of
Charleston, a donor agreement also allowed for the collection of student names and information
to be passed along to the CKF, along with controlling influence over public relations stories and
media outreach on their centers.

• At meetings sponsored by the Koch Brothers’ various foundations, their own speakers have
explained that investments in higher education—attached to libertarian centers and faculty—can
create a “talent pipeline” or “integrated network” that connects free enterprise scholarship with
“state-based capabilities and election capabilities.” Because Koch charitable donations to
academic centers are often framed as part of a larger political campaign with an economic
mission, the Faculty Senate and Committee on Academic Freedom and Responsibility should
be allowed to review the donor agreement to assess the EI’s academic independence.

2. GOVERNANCE

Comments by the Associate Provost for Research in the October 10, 2016 College Faculty
Meeting indicate that the current Director’s term is for the life of the grant. So far as we can tell,
there is no indication that the position will rotate and no plan for how future successors in the
position of Director might be chosen. In addition, there appears to be no plan for oversight by
WFU faculty outside of the current EI structure.

• It appears that the Director will have nearly total control over EI activities, including being listed
as a member of the Director’s advisory board (EI website, accessed October 15th, 2016). While
the EI’s “Declaration of Research Independence” circulated by the university ostensibly creates
a safeguard against undue donor influence over scholarship, it also states that “the EI maintains
sole control over the selection of researchers, the composition of research teams, or the
research design, methodology, analysis, or findings of EI research projects, as well as the
content of EI-sponsored educational programs” (EI website, accessed October 15th, 2016).
Since the Faculty Advisory Board’s role is merely advisory, this stipulation suggests that the EI
Director is granted “sole control.” As such, this safeguard in the Declaration of Research
Independence creates a firewall against broader faculty input into and oversight of EI activities
and decisions. At some universities, such as Ball State University, agreements with the CKF
have included stipulations that the donor must be notified if the Institute Director changes.
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• The affiliated Pope Center, in a “Renewal in the University” Report, offers a strategy for
protecting donor intent from faculty influence or calls for academic freedom in ways that align
closely with the EI’s constitution and rationale. This report states: “One method donors employ
to beat the power grab [of faculty] is to avoid spelling out any perspective or course content in
the terms of the donation, but to work through a specific professor whose views match the
donors” (12). This is of concern due to the close historical association of the current EI Director
with the CKF, including holding a recent position as the Charles G. Koch Senior Fellow at the
Fund for American Studies.

• We have concerns about the composition and selection process of the Faculty Advisory Board.
We also raise the question why the creation of an advisory board was preferred over instituting
a faculty-elected governing board. It is unclear if the current Faculty Advisory Board was
nominated solely by the Director or if it was formed in consultation with other members of the
university administration or faculty who work in fields such as philosophy, psychology, literature
and fine arts, theatre, and the sciences. At other institutions, there have been efforts to limit
Director influence over the composition of advisory boards, with the intention of protecting
ideological and disciplinary diversity. For example, Western Carolina University (WCU) has just
recently reformed its Koch-funded center governance structure to ensure greater faculty
oversight. Several positions on the board are now elected, rather than appointed by the
Director. At WCU, a nominating committee, with the help of the Faculty Senate, is now involved
in the selection of numerous board members.

3. EUDAIMONIA

The intellectual foundation of the EI requires greater clarity and transparency (EI website,
accessed October 15th, 2016). We have repeatedly been told that the EI will be non-partisan,
non-ideological, and cross-disciplinary, but it seems worth observing that other Koch-funded
institutes explicitly devoted to the study of free enterprise have adopted a near identical
language of “well-being” and “human flourishing” in their proposals.

• The proposal for the UKY’s “Institute for the Study of Free Enterprise,” for example, includes
the following passage: “History shows that capitalism/free enterprise has been the source of
unprecedented prosperity and human flourishing. It is important to discover and understand
aspects of capitalism that promote the wellbeing of society. Understanding the role of
governmental/legal/political institutions is important as well. The program will work toward these
understandings in an intellectually rigorous way.” The CKF’s own website features a page
devoted to the “Foundations of Well-being,” including links for applications to its funding. This
language is in line with the current Eudaimonia Institute Director’s remarks at a June 2014
conference of Koch donors on the rhetorical appeals of framing free market theory as the
promotion of well-being, as quoted by Jane Mayer in Dark Money (2016) and her January 2016
New Yorker article, “New Koch.”
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• The Aristotelian concept of Eudaimonia has long been of interest to modern liberal economists
(especially those influenced by Austrian and Chicago-School economics) and libertarians who
approach the term as an inherently individualist social philosophy of human flourishing, rooting
virtue in personal liberty. There is clear evidence that the intellectual foundation of the EI is not
ideologically neutral. Consequently, the at first glance “unobjectionable” frame of Eudaimonia
thus acts as an ideological gatekeeper against more communitarian, humanities-based, artsbased, state-oriented or scientific approaches to the study of well-being, flourishing, and
happiness. Given the long-established history of the arts' essential role in creating "a life worth
living," the omission of the creative arts as an alternative form of intellectual productivity
alongside research is troubling.

• It must be noted in this context that the autonomous Research Advisory Council (RAC)
rejected the EI proposal as having too narrow a focus. The 2016-2017 RAC consists of ten
members and represents the five college divisions, the four graduate schools, and the library.

4. ACADEMIC RESPECTABILITY AND REPUTATION

By some accounts, the Koch brothers invested approximately $88 million between 1997-2011
into fighting studies on climate change and environmental regulations of the fossil fuel industry.
We submit that the CKF’s history of supporting specious anti-science research and
organizations, aimed to protect the profit of their own industries, potentially damages Wake
Forest’s academic reputation, scholarly credibility, and Pro Humanitate commitment to social
justice.

• An affiliation with the CKF undercuts the work of the university’s growing Environmental
Program, as well as the mission of the Office of Sustainability, and the work of students and
faculty in the arts and sciences. Given the Koch’s record of framing climate change as a
questionable ideology, rather than a science, we would like to ask, then, that the Faculty Senate
and Committee on Academic Freedom and Responsibility inquire as to the extent to which the
faculty or staff who work in the fields of philosophy, environmental studies and sustainability and
in the other relevant arts and sciences were consulted in the process of considering this
controversial donation.

• Other academic institutions, like the University of Dayton, Brooklyn College, and Suffolk
University have either stopped accepting Koch donations or rejected the Foundation’s gifts
altogether after considering their troubling opposition to environmental stewardship, affordable
healthcare, and voting rights. Our concern is that in having accepted this donation, Wake Forest
may very well have tarnished its good name to polish the Koch brand.

Respectfully submitted as of November 2nd, 2016
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Jim Hans, English; Linda Nielsen, Humanities; Anne Boyle, English; Kathy Smith, Politics & IA;
Sarah Hogan, English; Sarah Fick, Education; Stephen Boyd, Study of Religions; Jarrod
Whitaker, Study of Religions; Michaelle Browers, Politics & International Affairs; Fred Horton,
Study of Religions (Emeritus); Carter Smith, English; Patricia Dixon, Music; Sarah Raynor,
Mathematics and Statistics; Kristina Gupta, Women's, Gender, and Sexuality Studies; Mary M.
Dalton, Communication; Nicholas Albertson, EALC; Eric Ekstrand, English; Jefferson
Holdridge, English; Hana Brown, Sociology; Wayne Silver, Biology; Michael Sinclair, History
(Emeritus); Barry Trachtenberg, History; Adrian Bardon, Philosophy; Sara Dahill-Brown, Politics
& International Affairs; Betina Wilkinson, Politics and International Affairs; Joseph A. Soares,
Sociology; Jay Ford, Dept. for the Study of Religion; Jennifer Greiman, English; Fred Bahnson,
School of Divinity; Jane Albrecht, Romance Languages; Scott Baker, Education; David Finn,
Art; Justin Catanoso, Journalism Program; Ulrike Wiethaus, Study of Religions; Joanna Ruocco,
English; Ana-Maria Gonzalez Wahl, Sociology; Irma Alarcon, Romance Languages; Penny
Sinanoglou, History; Laura Giovanelli, English; Ellen Miller, Anthropology; Mary Good,
Anthropology; Omaar Hena, English; Leah Roy, Theatre and Dance; David Weinstein, Politics &
IA (emeritus); Lynn S. Neal, Study of Religions; Jeffrey D. Lerner, History; Ralph Peeples, Law;
Susan Borwick, Music;
Brian Gorelick, Music; Jim Norris, Mathematics and Statistics;
Clinton J. Moyer, Divinity; Paul Anderson, Physics; K. Burak Ucer, Physics; Gillian Overing,
English; John Pickel, Art; Joel Tauber, Art; David Hagy, Music; Michelle Voss Roberts, Divinity;
John Senior, Divinity Erik Johnson, Biology; Eric Stottlemyer, English; Mark Hall, Law; Michael
L. Hughes, History; John Ruddiman, History Department; Monique O'Connell, History;Paul D.
Escott, History; Candelas Gala, Romance Languages; Nate Plageman, History; Stephanie
Koscak, History; Karin Friederic, Anthropology;
Alan Williams, History; Anthony Parent,
History; David B. Levy, Music; Simone M. Caron, History; Judith Madera, English; Herman
Rapaport, English; Sharon Andrews,Theatre and Dance; Lisa Blee, History; Elizabeth
Clendinning, Music; Raisur Rahman, History; Charles H Kennedy, Politics; Olga Valbuena,
English; Rian Bowie, English; Laura Veneskey, Art; Allin Cottrell, Economics; Gale Sigal,
English; Leigh Ann Hallberg, Art; Erin Binkley, Counseling; Ann Cunningham, Education; A.
Daniel Johnson, Biology; Robert Browne, Biology and Environmental Program; George
Holzwarth, Research Professor, Physics; Clifford Zeyl, Biology; Ron Von Burg, Communication;
Pete Santago, Computer Science Andy Rodekohr, East Asian Languages and Cultures Mir
Yarfitz, History; Louis Goldstein, Music; Leah McCoy, Education; William E. Conner, Biology;Pat
C. Lord, Biology; Morna O'Neill, Art; Lucas Johnston, Study of Religions; Dilip Kondepudi,
Chemistry; Meredith Farmer, English; Margaret Smith, Art; David Coates, Politics & International
Affairs; Charles Wilkins, History; Susan Harlen, English; Anne Hardcastle, Romance
Languages; Brook Davis, Theatre and Dance; Nina Lucas, Theatre and Dance; Win-chiat Lee,
Philosophy; Ralph Kennedy, Philosophy; Jenny Pyke, English; Phoebe Zerwick, Writing and
Journalism; Christina Soriano, Theatre and Dance; Stavroula Glezakos, Philosophy; Annalise E.
Glauz-Todrank, Study of Religions; Erica Still, English; Erin Branch, English; Jay Curley, Art;
Margaret Bender, Anthropology; Page Laughlin,Art; David Lubin, Art; Jennifer Gentry, Art;
Kathleen A. Kron, Biology; Peter Gilbert, Documentary Film Program; Alessandra Von Burg,
Communication; Susan Rupp, History; Jerid Francom, Romance Languages; Andrea
Echeverria, Romance Languages; Jason Parsley, Mathematics & Statistics; Amy Catanzano,
Department of English; John Llewellyn, Communication; Gloria Muday, Biology; Natalie
Holzwarth, Department of Physics; Luis Gonzalez, Romance Languages; Marina Krcmar; Julian
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Young Philosophy; Sarah Lischer, Politics and International Affairs; Elena Clark, German and
Russian; Teresa Sanhueza, Romance Languages; Kathryn Mayers, Romance Languages;
Diego Burgos, Romance Languages; Neil DeVotta, Politics and International Affairs; Miaohua
Jiang, Mathematics; Janine Jennings, Psychology; Qiong Zhang, Department of History; Eric
Jones, Anthropology; William Smith; Biology; Tiffany Judy, Romance Languages; Jessica
Richard, English; Yasuko Rallings, East Asian Languages & Cultures; Catherine Seta,
Psychology; Steve Virgil, Law; Dale Dagenbach, Psychology; Catherine Harnois, Sociology;
Stephen Robinson, Math and Statistics; Amanda Griffith, Department of Economics; Stewart
Carter, Music; Mary Friedman, Department of Romance Languages; Rob Eastman-Mullins,
Theatre & Dance; Debbie Newsome, Department of Counseling; Eric Carlson, Physics; Eric
Stone, Psychology; Saylor Breckenridge, Sociology; Jeremy Rouse, Mathematics and Statistics;
Helga Welsh, Politics and International Affairs; Kathleen Leuschen, English; Luis Roniger,
Politics and International Affairs; Sol Miguel-Prendes, Romance Languages; Chanchal Dadlani,
Art; Sally Barbour, Romance Languages; Eric G. Wilson, English; Paul Bright, Art; Wanda
Balzano, Women’s and Gender Studies; Kendall Tarte, Romance Languages; Stephen Murphy,
Romance Languages; Andrius Galisanka, Politics & IA
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