dents in thé New Lefll {and
their non-student support-
ers) attacked American
colleges and universities as

industirial complex.” The
universily had to be made
more egalitarian. even as it
was lorced to coniribute to
changing society.

| the universily was not new.
For many conservatives the
| American university had

.bastion of 'liberalism. Its
tfacully were teaching stu-
- dents view points that un-
-dermined key elements in

Eﬁnmrinan'life. Nol the least
*of this, as a young William

"I Gocd and Man at Yale. was
: the disdain with which a
“secular faculty treated or-
« ganized religion.

. In their concern with
b “leaching. conservatives

# though their conceptions of
| what constituled a proper
| education differed. Radicals
| believed that universities
should - contribute -lo
-changing America, in part,
by behaving in a democralic

the classroom. Many con-
1 servatives desired a revival
of classical education and
reintroduction of a "core"
curriculum, both of which
-were’ (in the 1950s} disap-
© pearing {rom even 1the most
lraditional "institutions.
They saw the universily as
an institution whose {unc-
lion.was (o lransmil the
| classical traditien. To do so
| involved that the authority
af the teacher be main--
| lained. nol weakened, some-
{ thing they believed had al-
ready.occurred. -
Today crilicism ol uni-
{ versilles has escalated
lagain. Conservatives aiid
whal have come (o be caljecl
“neoconservatives” are the
mos{ vocal critics of higher
education, although -many
- persons who regard them-
[ selves as educational and
- political liberals are react-
; ing with alarm. Sonie recent
. books, such as Allan
" Bloom's The Closing of the
American Mind, argue that
American higher education
-has gone seriously awry,
=aicd-ghay not even be sal-
vuﬂﬂ_ﬂi}jiﬂf ' .
» - THE:EUROPEAN MODEL
" What is ‘happening in
%Aﬁnerican higher educa-
lion? Is the.situation as bad
-as’ its critics claim, or are
tU.S. universities still. as
- Harvard dean Henry
-Rosovsky argues, the best in

During the 19605 st

supporters of the "military

i To be sure, crilicism of

some time ago become a.

+ F. Buckley, Jr.. argued in-

'tjoined with many radicals, -

and egalilarian' manner in

- The Bangladesh Times

irajectory? The answer (o.
" these questions requires a’

briel historical review ol
higher education. |
?*  The [irst universities de-
veloped in Ewrope in the
12th cenlury. By 1600 West -

ern Europe boasted 108 in--

slitutions ol higher learn-
ing, many of which had ob-
tained special privileges
‘from exisling regimes be-
cause of their close associa-
lion with the church. In

most Eurcopean countries,

Amjversities were desigined
primarilv for the sons of
nobility and gentry. Schol-
arly standards were low. but
“'scholarship was irrelevant
for most professions. Edu-
calion lor earning a liveli-
hood i1, sav, medicine or.

~ law coudd be acquired after

college by serving as an ap-
- prentice. For most students,
however: (he university
served as a confirmation of
slatus rather than a source
-of social mobility.

- By the late 19th century
this had begun to change.
Children of ‘the lower mid-
dle class were entering uni-
versities in larger numbers,
though allendance was still
small. French, Russian,
I[talian, and many other

r

tniversity systems retained -

a classical mode! of educa-
lion. emphasizing Greek?
Latin, philosophy, and
nistory. Such training pro-
vided little in the way of
conlributions to social and
economic growth or (o
preparalion lor a career. I[n
England, as in the rest of
Europe, universities were

conirolled. by either the
rﬁurrh or lhe ‘glaie. With few

exceplions. no nelwork of
privalely supported secular
institutions of higher learn-
ing developed.
GROWTH OF HIGHER
EDUCATION S
Al ils founding, Ameri-
can higher education was
palierned aller (he British

- system. The ideal was that

of small elite colleges and
universilies located in- the
country or small towns.
Most of the bestl of these,
including Harvard, :Yale.
and, Princelon, .were
founded hy religious denom-
inations. However, by the
beginning of the 19th cen-
lury they were losing their
denominational casl, open-
ing themselves (o, young
men (and {or a few schools.
women} {rom a variely of
hackgrounds. They were

- also quite successful in re-

placing church support with

:_ Be world. and on an upward -

- The Baiigludesh Times

'Higher education in,

. the United Stales. By 1982

leges and universilies re-
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- {unds from secular sources,
including growing amounnts
ol money contributed by
alumni. x

As with most European
countries. higher education
was first limited (o the well-
to-do. The creation in the
mid-19th cenlury of liber-
alarts state universities and
state agricultural colleges,
as well as new privale uni-
versities, .eventually revo-,

“lutionized {he American

. system of higher education.
In the Midwesl and West.
especiallv, state universi-
lies were more likely (o em-
phasize education in practi- -
cal malters than were the

elile private colleges and

. universities of the East. }

Alter the Civil War, the .-
Uniled Siates developed a
lead in providing higher ed-
teilion for the masses, a
lead that it still holds. Be-
Lweenr 1870 and 1945 uni-
versity enrollment in-the
United States doubled every
15 vears. The growth of .
higher education, however,

' PART ONE |

really came info its own
aller World -War Ill. when -
both the "Gl Bill of Rights”
for velerans and an explo-
ston of funds expended by
the stales and the federal
government coniributed to a
massive expansion ol the

university population. to-
day. aboul haif of the college
age populalion-enrolls in
institutions of higher learn-
ing. slaffed by more than
500,000 faculty.

In 1899-1900 only 382
doctorates were granted in

about 750,000 Americans
held doctoral degrees. In
1940 some., 3.4 million
Americans over 25 had
completed 4 years of college,
less than 5 per cent of their
age group. By 1982 the num-
her had reached 24 million,
or almosti 18 per cent of the
-adull:population.-

. This.growth was accom-,
panied by massive changes
in the system of higher edu-
calion. First, mos{ privaie
universilies lost their reli-
gious casl and became
purely secular instilutions.
Second., while soine reli-
gious and elile privale col-

lained something of a itra- )
ditional curriculum, most

'E!ﬁﬂ 1.0 DEC.1092 . ..

{
not an Fashion at the mo-
ment. broad cultural and .
wocial critigues of Ameri-
can sociely are. - * 1

Today., a substantial
segmenl of the facully sup-

publish-

II : Jhemsel\?ﬂﬁ by .
B — " ing journals and engaging

____—.._——ﬂ

siate and private h‘lsiit!.l*
itjoins gradually replaced il,
in the late 19th and early
20th cenluries, with a sys-
lem of eleclive courses em-
phasizing the newly
| emerging social sciences.
.I America developed a plu-
ralistic sysiem of higher ed-
t ucation. There were colleges
i where one could cblain a de-
* gree in alinosl any subject. -
Thus. the Uniled Staies
boasted a hierarchy of col-
leges and universilies, (rom
; the elite schools that con-
' firmed the slatus of the rich .
but which were often fol-
lowect by graduate school for
professional training, lo
{echnical schools that
granted degrees in" various
*practical subjecls. .

Al the same time, the
structure -of power in the
;university began to change.
“Ihe universily presidency
declined in power, to be re-
?plared by academic depart-
.menis. as faculty fought for
.1 institutionalized notion

ol academic [reedom and a
Henure syslemy both of
‘which protected them [rom

arbitrary dismissal. Today. =
with exceptions, universily -

presidents: are “far less

strong lhan they once were

and often funclion primar- -

ily as fund raisers, while
hoards of trustees accept the

. authority of the professo-
" riate in academic matlers.

* On_the other hand, new
constituencies, including

siudents, have been gaining

power at the expense of aca-

demic siafl.
- America lacked an inlel-

lectual class comparable 10

Europe's during most of the
10th century. America :flld
. not undergo the }urench-in:g
. social ¢hange {rom a tradi-
tional to a modern society.

which in Europe and else-.

where was the source of con-

- consisted
- who supporled themselves

in some teaching. It a{su
of academics

by teaching but {urned Mos!
of their attention to‘ihe
oulsicle world.

The influence of this in-
iellectual stratum grew
sleadily during the 20th
century and reached a peak
first ¢uring President
Franklin Roosevelt's New

. Deal sacial programs ol the

1930s and’ then during
world: War 1l. Despile
outcroppings of radicalism
at Harvard and other elite
instituiions. and the -role
played by some New York

_intellectuals in the 1930s.

intellecluals in f;f:ne:t:all and
university [aculties 11 par-
licular, w};rﬂ until the 1950s
relatively. conservalive.
THE LIBERAL FACULTY
" The end of World War Il
produced a significant shifl
in the character of the pro-
fessoriate. For one thing.
{he intellectual and aca-
demic communities in the
" United States tended Lo be-
‘come almost one and the
same. The nature of the asl::a-
demic munity _also
gﬁilflllﬁfd.c Eﬁ%{litiﬂnﬁlly‘ the
academy had been popu-
Jated largely by middle class
and upper-middle-nlasa_
wiotestants. The ra:pid e€X-
pansion ol college facullies
(hat started in the early
1950s. scholarships [or
military veterans, the de-,
cline of prejudice and {uo-
ias. and the insistence upon
meril as deflined by grades
-and tests permitled eniry
inlo the profession of
scholars of lower middle-
and working-class back-
grounds who saw the
acacemy as_a source of so-

- cial mobility. They could
become intellectuals and at

the same lime earn a living,

ingly liberal and c¢os

The academic comint-
nity has become increass

ports a liberal {‘nsmupﬂli*.
(an ideology thal consisls of

- three clements. The Ilirsl

chn be characterized by the -
lerm E}{pressive individual-
isin. colned by Universily !:}f
Catifornia, Berkeley, socl-
ologist Roberl Bellah and
his coauthors in their book
Habits of the Heart 11985}. It
relers (o the free eXpression
and satisfaction of in{li}flcl- :
ual desires in the pursuil of 1}
the good life. The m_re.ﬂ[
this concepl is the prionly
}.{iven o free, unfettered ex-
pression ol impulses. as-
sumed (o be good in ;.11'1{1. of !
themselves. Expressive -
dividualism is characters
ized by a shift in the concepl §
ol the sindividual from a ;
“being” as a part ol a great
chain. to a "sell.” Hislorl- @
cally. it marks a shift from -
{he traditional Purilan re-
straint of impulse to ils !I’E‘:E
expression. and the rejec-
tion of the traditional lor.
(he new and avanl-garde.
A-second strand, collec-
tivist liberalism (or wel-
(are-state liberalism},
emerged from the Depres- i
sion era. This has been
. considered o be the major
‘domain of conlemporary
ideology. Colleclivist lilt:—
eralism rests on the belief
that the central government
ought to ameliorale the eco- {
‘nomic inequaliljes ol the
capitalist system. It is in‘:!
opposition 10 the._ gradi-
tional "rugged indiwdua_l-
ist” view (hal economic
well-being stems [rom 1n- -
. dividual elfort and personal,
~achievement. Cﬂllectivisll
iiberalism supporls the eX-
pansion.of the wellare slale,
more gnvﬁrmneni-induced
cconomic equality. and gov-
ernmment regulation of busi-
ness “in the public interesl,
ane holds that those who

are economically - unsuc-
cessful are nol ultimaltely

. responsible for improving

e b

trasting world views. Intel-

' lecluals thrive during peri-
iq ods of social conflict and
rundamenial social change.
By the end of the 19th

century in America an in-

"} tellectual stratum’ h:i?
grown in size and in seii-
awareness, drawing 1n parl
upon a growing familiarity:

' with European ldeas. €Spe
cially those of Eumpem}
socialism. This inteliectua

i {
' slr consisted parily © |
slratumn S ade their

igts and .
s few  activ

individuals '
 living as j‘mun}a s
writers, prunanly €

“ cities where

they could sup-

i own condition. |
“w;:& third strand al con- L
temporary ideology. syslent |
Slienation. emerged during
t7e crisis of the 1960s. Sys-
tem atienation resis ofl the

mopolilan as i1s inl'll.._lt'.u}'e
has increased. Whereas in
the 1960s univerﬁilie&iﬁuﬂ
conlained a remnani of the
old Protestant prolessort-

__who. atong with 1 a est. the
?lﬁ‘ .:Egs.erualiveu Jews. beliefl thal }hﬁ bﬂc;a‘lﬁ;‘iﬂly
i:::‘:ﬂged 1o block more ol bourgeoislibera _.

i L . -

'« inherently dehumanizing
and repressive, and ihal ils
structures ol aulhf:.rlrily ar{a ;
inherently suspect. *l‘he ftae -4
ings of sysien ahf:?:fﬂ:mur;
Are closely tied o a critiqu
of Americat capitalism.

To be continu '- |
B

radical changes—this group
has now been e_m{l:;-d by agle
And retirement. hus, HI;E
faculty today 18 likely to Z
more to the left than it :.;.-.1: l
25 years ago. Increasingly l'ltf
consists of those who we

e in the New felt ol lh_e:
. e Marxisi S

1060s. Whi




