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LIFE IN A UNIVERSITY

SOUND today reproduces two statements which may not have reached all members of the University.

1.      TheLimitsofprotest

The first statement, by the Vicechancellor, appeared in the 1970 Student Directory.

The central functions of an academic community are learning, teaching, research and scholarship. They
must be characterized by reasoned discourse, intellectual honesty, mutual respect and openness to constructive
change. By accepting membership in this community an individual, whether he be a student or a member of the
staff, neither surrenders his rights nor escapes his fundamental responsibilities as a citizen, but acquires additional
rithts as well as responsibhities to the whole University community.

We believe it to be tinely to state explicitly what certain of these rights and responsibilities are, and to
establish procedures for their protect`ion and enforcement.

All individuals or groups within the university corrmunity have the ritht   to express, advocate and publicize
their opinions. They also have the right to press by appropriate means for action on any matter on which they
believe that the University can and should act.

We regard the following activities as unacceptable because they would prevent or inpede the perfomance
of the essential task of the university and are incompatible with the shared purpose of an academic corrmunity :

(a)      Violence against any member or guest of the university community.

(b)     Deliberate interference with academic freedom and freedom of speech (including not only disruption
of a class, but also interference with the freedom of any specter invited by any section of the univers-
ity community to express his views).

(c)      Theft or wilful destruction of university property or of the property of members of the university.

(d)     Forcible interference with the freedom of the movement of any member or guest of the university.

(e)      Obstruction of the normal processes and activities essential to the functions of the university
community.

***

2.      Student Discipline

The second.statement was made on September 1,1969, by the University Discipline Committee after it had
found five students guflty of misconduct.

The Committee which heard the allegations was

Professor G. R. Manton, Dean of the Faculty of Arts, as Chaiman,

Professor J. E. Isaac, Associat6 Dean of the Faculty of Economics and Politics (as delegate of the Dean
of that Faculty),  and

Professor N. W. Murray, Associate Dean of the Faculty of Engineering (as delegate of the Dean of that
Faculty).

In announcing its decision, the Chairman of the Committee made the following statement on behalf of the
Cointtee :

"These five students have been found guilty both of the charge of assembling in the University Ofrices

building and obstructing a meeting of the University Council and on the charge of failing to leave the building
when directed to disperse.
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"In the eyes of the Discipline Committee the act of obstruction is by far the more serious offence. The

evidence has. shown that a number of students attempted to force their way into the Council Chamber and, when
they were unable to pass the attendants, remained to block the passage and prevent members of the Council from
entering. It was made clear to the Chancellor and the Vicechancellor that Council members would only be per-
mitted to pass if the students were given an undertaking that a delegation would be admitted and allowed to
address the Council. This action is no different from that of the standover man who says, "Pay, or else!" and
amounts to an attempt to inpede the meeting of the Council by force.

"In deciding what is a fitting penalty in this instance, the Committee does not have the advantage of being

able to refer to precedents. For' what these students have been found guilty of is without precedent in the brief
history of this University.

"Monash University has not attempted at any time to stifle dissent, to restrict the free expression of opinion

or to suppress peaceful demonstratious. And on matters of general interest such as the proposed new discipline
statute all sections of the University have been encouraged to express their views. It is, we are convinced, the with
of the vast majority of staff and students that this freedom of communication should be maintained. In fact, it is
essential if Monach is to survive as a free and independent University. It is no less essential that the provisions of
the University Act and of the existing statutes should be observed, that changes should be effected only by con-
stitutional means and that the various statutory bodies set up within the University should be permitted to function
freely. Any direct or indirect attempt by an individual or a group of individuals to prevent by force the Council or
any board or committee from carrying out its work, in the place at the time and in the marmer it is entitled to,
constitutes not merely an abuse of the freedom which has developed at Monash but an act of destruction ained at
the foundations of the University.

"This Committee believes that conduct of this kind warrants no less than expulsion from the University. How-

ever, we have decided that in the absence of any previous conviction for a sinilar act of obstruction in this Univers-
ity the full gravity of the action of these students may have escaped them. Were it not for this consideration, we
would not have hesitated to expel them today.

"In the present circumstances, therefore, we have decided that on the first charge each of the five defendants

be given a suspended sentence of permanent exclusion from the University. The sentence   win take effect auto-
matically upon a subsequent conviction of the student by a disciplinary committee on any charge or misconduct
committed after 25th August, 1969, and involving the student directly or indirectly in

(a)      the application of physical force or violence to any person or to any property of the university,

(b)     the obstruction  of any person in the performance of his lawful activities or duties within the Univers-
ity,  Or

(c)      the obstruction or inpeding of any class, examination, meeting, official ceremony, or similar activity
within the University.

"On the second charge, the Committee inposes a fine of twenty dollars to be paid by 5 p.in. on 8th September,

1969 and a severe reprinand.

"These convictions and sentences will be entered on each of the students' records."

TA VERY MUCHLY
Many thanks to those students who captured and returned two Press cuttings books which accidentally flew out the

window of the Information Office during a recent, never-to-be-forgotten, sit-in.

Authorised by R. J. W. Howard, Information Office.


