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PUBLIC ISSUES: AN INDIVIDUAL OR INSTITUTIONAL CHOICE?

Should a university "take sides" in public controversies? Universities all over the world are under increasing
pressures, from within and without, to ``take a stand" on topical social, political, moral or international issues.

But CAN they - without surrendering their independence and gravely endangering their academic freedom?

Would those who say that a university must "stand up and be counted" seriously suggest that any member of the
university who may disagree with a "policy"  officially enunciated in this way should be forced into line? Or expelled?

Two American universities have recently had to face up to these questions. The response of their presidents makes
interesting reading :

HARVARD:

In his annual report,1970, Mr. Nathan M. Pusey, President of Harvard University, spoke of an attempt to restructure
the university's academic calendar "to make place for political activity."
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The move was heavily defeated by the Faculty of Arts and Sciences, and Mr. Pusey quoted the Faculty's reasons in

The Faculty of Arts and Sciences reaffirms its belief that its central functions are learning, teaching, research,
scholarship. It recognizes at the same time the sense of obligation every responsible citizen feels to participate
in public affairs, particularly in a time of crisis, and that there will be occasions in the coming months, as there
have been in the past, when this sense of obligation will draw both students and faculty away from their academic
work into direct political activity. But it believes these withdrawals must be individual, not institutional, choices.
For it does not think such decisions should be inposed on those who do not wish to make them; and it believes
that if this Faculty, or the University as a whole, accommodates its work or reshapes its goals to political purposes,
however worthy, its functions will be jeopardized, its quality eroded, and its existence ultimately broucht into
question. The Faculty, therefore, while it respects the choices some individuals will mal(e in the coming months
to set aside their academic work in order to participate directly in politics, believes it appropriate to maintain
the normal academic schedule for  1970~71.

WASHINGTON :

At Washington State University last month, attempts were made to involve the university, as an institution, in an inter-
uhion dispute over (of all things) lettuce-picking.

Here is the letter written by the University's president, Dr. Glenn Terrell, to the Dean of Students, outlining the
University's reasons for refusing to "take sides":

Dear Dean Mccartan:

With the concurrence of the Board of Regents and following consultation with the members of the University
Council, I write in response to the recommendations of the Union Board that "The Wilson Compton Union dis-
continue the purchase of lettuce until such time as the United Farm Workers' Organizing Committee settles the
lettuce dispute with growers and feels the boycott is no longer necessary."

The request clearly asks the University to take a stand as a I/7".vcrsz.fj; in a labor-grower dispute, an issue on which
there are sharply diverse opinions, on campus and off. To do so would clearly politicize the University with respect
to this issue.

A university which permits itself to be drawn into taking sides on political issues ¢s a %#j.vers!.r); will soon lose its
value both as a community dedicated to the search for truth and as an effective educational agent for the solution
of social problems. It should take no stretch of the imagination at all to understand the incompatibility of the
notion of a university speaking ¢s a w„I.versjfj; on controversial political issues with the concept of a university as
a place of objective inquiry where all views and opinions may be freely examined and held. Likewise, it is easy to
understand that the decision with respect to what the university's position would be, should politicization be
allowed, would be determined by the side that could muster more power - a frightening prospect indeed.

The politicization of the university would likewise destroy its capability to participate in the land-grant college
tradition in the search for solutions to social problems, indeed even problems such as those underlying the lettuce
dispute,throughitsprogramsofeducation,research,andextension(e.g.,EEP,AmericanMinoritiesStudies,
agricultural research and extension, and special workshops) simply because our state and  our nation win not
support institutions of hither education which have entered the political arena.

Clearly, the University would not be adopting a neutral position by agreeing to purchase no lettuce at all, as has
been requested, since this is the objective of only one of the protagonists in the dispute. Furthermore, to agree
not to buy any head lettuce at all for other than economic reasons would deny everyone his right to choose a
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particular lettuce  or no lettuce at all.

The University must continue to purchase food for the CUB  in accordance with state purchasing regulations. With
respect to lettuce purchase, in order to maxinize institutional neutrahty, every possible attempt will be made with-
in the boundary conditions specified by purchasing regulations to provide alternative choices of head lettuce, as
well as lettuce substitutes, in order that individuals may exercise their preferences.

UK UNIVERSITIES TOLD: "PLAN FOR 30 PER CENT GROWTH"

The University Grants Committee, Britain's equivalent of the A.U.C., has sent a five-year plan to UK universities
recommending a 30 per cent increase in student numbers between  1972 and  1977.

According to "The Australian Bulletin", a publication of the British Council, the plan says that the proportion of
postgraduate students should be frozen at its present level of a little under  18 per cent of all students.

The coinmittee predicts there will be about 320,000 university places by the end of  1977 compared with 240,OcO
next year. Arts students will total 45  per cent and science students 55 per cent.

One of the features of the five-year period is likely to be an expansion of broadly based degree courses rather than
narrowly specialised ones.

Science courses with `flexible entry qualifications'  followed by broadly based studies for the first two years are
suggested as a means of overcoming the swing away from science studies.

The staff-student ratio, which worsened from  I :7.6 five years ago to  1 :8. I  last year, is likely to be  I :8.5  by next
year and will probably slip further.

In a section of the plan devoted to subjects of study, the committee says that  the biggest need is for expansion in
applied social sciences, particularly in training social workers.

SOME ARE QUICK TO  LEARN .  .  .

On April  1  (note the date), a group of students from Clayton Technical School visited the university. Here's an
official account of the event, as reported to the school's council that evening:

"A group of well behaved second formers from this school visited Monash University this morning,  on an observation

lesson.

"After they'd taken their last general view of the buildings from in front of the Menzies Building, their teacher  stayed

to speak to a friend and asked the boys to wait.

"Being rather exhausted after walking up and down the steps of the Menzies Building, they. sat down.

"Within seconds they were approached by two students of the University who asked them what  they. were doing.

"We're on strike,"  said a bright boy, and unhesitatingly the two students sat down with  them.

"Theirs not to reason why .  .  .!"
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