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s The influsnce of a{*a\\\
demics .is neo longer limited:

1o government, and the .
media now turn te them for -

independent expert opinion.

1o the classroom. They are /",
'_talled upon as consultanis

the - American Revolution

" Except for the perlnds of ""
and Civil War, Amerir'*an I . SR —

30.000 students. Inevitably. ,
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1- opinion,
| a fairly extensive
I readelsh:p among leader-
1 ship groups, and they are”
] welcome on the opinien
¥ pages . of The New York
| Times and ’l‘hr: Washmg,tnn
1 Post.

) als.

on various issues. They
wrile. for a variely of
"intellectual” journals of:
some of. which
‘have

The _relationship be-
lween the nalional media
and the academic commu-
nity has been reciprocal. II

~journalists now-turn {o aca-

demic and other inlellectu--

the intellectiual com-

college and university ‘stu- -
dents have been remarkably

unpolitical. Most upper-
middle-class s{udenis at
eliie instilutions conlinued

to rely on lhe college or uni- *
versity as a means of ¢con-- .-

firming stalus, and genera-
tions of the children of im-7
migrants used higher edu-
calion as a means of social
mobility and becnmmg

- more American. If they en-

gaged in any rebellion, it

was against the .old country .

ways of their parents.
STUDENT PROTESTS
. By (he late, 1950s and:

‘munity has-{ully embraced gearly '60s core, curncula had

the media. Amdemm siyles
have -:h*mg,ed as the profes-

soriale compeles for media-
_atiention. At one point a’

good book was supposed to
make its way in the. profes-

sion by itsell, now some.’
academic authors make ef- .
forts lo. be interviewed on-

television lalk shows and to
aitract reviews by large-cir-
culation journals. Scien-’
{ific bodies hold press con--

profession has:

| ferences to obtain attention.;”
-As a resull, the struéture. of.
- influence wilhin the aca-,
- demic
changed. In the past, pro-

fessional success was de-

tions and granis can dEpEI‘ldl
upon media coverage.
y the 1950s research

"--and publwatmn in one's:

fiéld. had become a major
source of social mobility for

academics, and to-that they"

directed their energies. No
longer was the.school a

community of teachers and.

siudents; rather it had be-

"come a place (even at lib-

eral-arts colleges} in which,

termined.by publication in. -
~peer-reviewed journals. To-
: day, these may easily be by-
passed, and both’ promo-;

for the best members of the; -

" ahnd

-males of character.
While 'ih some ways the. .
faculty's focus on research
‘and ‘writing may have con-.

all ‘but disappeared, though
al many instilulions wa-

. lered-down sets of Tequire-
‘menis remained in force.

The acceptance of the’

. "gentlemen's C" gradé at
‘many elile Institulions’ was

no longer so widespread. in

‘part. because the.G1 Bill for
increasing
_'guvernment and privale

velerans and

scholarships brotight to the .

.elile universities ‘a new!

breed of hardworking
lower-middle-class and.

working-class sludents.-
- These students could now
enier elite unjversities be- -

calise adniissions standards

had changed. Once a bastion - .
of Proiestant sensibility,: -
.elite universities were nﬂi{rf.-' values. Then, in the middle 4

admitting students on:

"objective’ bases,”
heavily on "school

relying!

standardized . lesl’
scores, rather than esti-

(ributed to better leaching.
from a. purely academic per-.

speclive, the old personal

nexus between student and

feacher was weakened. The,
in loco parentls function of

-grades,.

TUI'I_IVEI'SIUES of thal  size :
were - rather imperaﬂnﬁ
institutions.
.~ Perhaps most impor-
tanily. the new “lil::u:eralfI
cosmopolilan” orientation -
iriumphed, suggesting other
ways of living. Many large-
universities, (such as ihe
" Universily "of California,:
Berkeley) developed a sub-
stantial core of young peo-
ple hanging around on their -
_{ringes. These people were
-often perpetual graduate -

.. students, taking a course or |,

two, and eking oul an exis-

tence with now-and-then
jobs, welfare checks, or .
. parental support.. Adopting
-expressive individualism as
a lifestyle, they joined the: ¢
-cmunterculiufe and refused.
lo commil them-seves to the i
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workaday world.

“ In the early 1960s U.S. -
‘universities were in what

‘seemed to be an excellent
posilion. The preslige of
intellectuals was al an all-

~ time high, and student bod-

ies al ever-growing institu-

tions seemed (o be. improv-,
ing eévery year as merit and

scholarship became key
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and late '60s, universities .
exploded. The proximale

‘causes were the civil rights
‘revelution and, a liltle. .
“later, the Vietnam War. The

- first was important because

of the increasing identili-

cation of studenis with the .
duwnlrndden who, they:
- claimed, were ignored by the. .
-sociely, The second was im-
portaint because il was a war'-
that students believed to be -
unjust, yel for which lhey

might be drafted.

-facully, academic publica-
} tion and prestige in one’s
| Jfield, were "the primary
gnalf: The sense ol commu-
- nliy tha’l hacl orice {‘harar-

f fdncl umversllies hacl ermled.- 3
#1“a process thal cc:nlmues {o-
. ddy

-~ = ——

,_.-_—.—m-—————f:
ing upon ideas developed by.-"
Chmles Reich, Herberl Mar-
cuse, and others wriling

. about social change.-they

i wanted (o replace capital-

F ism wilh expressive indi-

vidualism (including the

freedlom lo experiment wilh
drugs and {o be supported by

the system) and some sort ol
““participatory” soclalism.

Al the same {ime they -

claimed thal they desired a:

! society that fully incorpo- -,

-raled ‘black people, other”

minorities, and women. -

© Students’ demands on.

" {he universities were gen-

; erally mét. though often”

"only after sil-ins “or:
demonsirations. Parietal

rules were éliminated. asi’

" were,. in some universities,’
{he remnants of course dis-

1ributlion reguirements. 1o
avoid- possible conllicly
speakers of a censrevalive
stnpe were nol inviled 1o+

campuses. A good many -~
aniversilies and colleges,
ielimmalﬁd any connections

Pwith the U.S. military. |

" .With the end ol the Viet- -

' nam War, college campuses!
“became quiél again. How-

i ever. old understandings did
noi return. Volimtary mili-
tary officer training for stu--

tdents may have been te-.

l'slmed ih some places, but .
‘ parietal rules were not. In-"
“deed. the ground was being: |
' paved for a further assault
"on tradilion. by 1960s ac-
tivists who had’ chosen

v academia as a-career. Dur-
. ing the 19705 black and
wonien's studies depart-:

lmﬂnls proliferated.- Elite -
i and other institutions com-

l péted intensively lor the few

blarl—c& eartitng’ advanced -
dETIE'E‘"a The videnee indi- -
i talea {hat, fiven equally
qualilied randidates, many
colleges and universilies
preferred to hire the mis
nority and/or female can-
i didale belore a white male.’
*  The same was -true for’
studen! admissions. While -
etlite schools became less

-

g

ﬂ- ||H.|'..

o - ‘ il

* with wvery low scores on,
" college enlrance tests, they
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J‘ “coniinued lo f[avor Alrican-

likely to admil students. .

_universities’ diminished as
parietal and other rules
(inciuding compulsory col-

- legewide meetings, a rem-
nant of the, old required
chapels)-were watered down.
Stale and many privaie.
LIHIVE:I*EHIE'S grew rapidly in
size [rom 5,000 (o 10,000 to

.leas{_ : irl
CAmerica’s

*{ant culture—ils collective

‘The  rebellion was; at .
part, againsl ;
liberal Protes- ;

superego. All the evil an

AINerica was,
radidals

the siudent
insisted, ulti-

mately a [unction ol re-*

pressive capitalism. Draw-

—— i
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American candidates, Even-

- Stanlord,

S0, 1hey simply could not, in -

“many cases, meel the re:
¢ruitment goals they- and

{he government had sel. To |

give the impression. that
_goals for minorities {which
somelimnies became quotas)

had been met. colleges and

'universities went outl of

“théir way o recruit’ high-
seoring Asian and women,

studernits. a

Crilicism’ c:-f 1lﬁrmatwe

“aclion programs to recruit
. miinorities was considered

laboo al’ many universities

and colleges, as were criti-

‘cisms of black and women's,
study programs. In these
‘pregrams-‘and elsewhere, -
.the theorelical bases of 1he
curriculum were,being re-
defined. European phl]ﬂsc:-,
phy and - literatlure
‘(soinetimes -even science)”
came under altack as. pm-
viding a racist, male- “domi- "
naled picture of . the world.
In addition,-il’ was alleged.:
various marginal groups
such as blacks arid nalive

- Americans were being’ left’

out of discussions of world
and American history, as’

were women. .

Toward the .end c:rf 1he—

1980s. it became an oﬂenae

{0 act in any way (including' .
speerh] that might hurt the
{eelings of any group de-
fined as a minority. New:
programs also were insti-
liited that were designed Lo,

increase’ the proportion of
minorily

students - and:
facully on cainpuses:.
(especially elile campuses}
and, it 'was .asserled, (o'

able. These- programs were

“partly-a response (o lhe fact.

that the pmpnrlmn of black -
siudents’on many campuses

" have .also developed newi

most notori-|

'I..-"H

ously—to justify redesigning |

courses associated w1thf f

readmg the great books to:
promole a concern with the
literature of non-European
peoples. Western culture, it
was argued, was the culture-
of while male racists and
anligays. Students had to be
made aware of this even 'ast
they were made aware of the;
coniributions of, other so-:
cieties. - Such awarenéss’
- would help the dominant

whites even as it built up the ]
" self-esteem of minority stu-"

denis and hence impr«:n.fmflE
their ability to learn.

* Colleges and universities:

rules and regulations de

- I
signed lo prevent members”

uf the. student body andi
l’arulty {rom makmg
“insensilive remarks” that-
might psychologically in-.
jure minorily persons. In
some casegs rules were
adopted (that prohibited the’
‘use of insulting epithets. In,
" other cases. they went mu{*h

further, pmhmltmg., the use’ |

of “slereotypes” (i:e.. gene
group char arteruatinns)

i
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E:f:*lreme forms ol the':

new

~ stopped in their tracks. A{

student at the Universily of.

Michigan, supporied by the! °
American Civil Liberties|
Union, filed suit against a.
new regulation. The federal
courl ruled that'such limils:

- violaled First Amendment

.make-them more comfort-:

guarantees of [ree speech.
Civen this decision. admin--
istralions at public inslitu-
Ctions quwkly retreatﬁd

- [

This.hy no means lo say -

-censorship were

~ that colleges and universi-:
liés are free of the kind of}

had declined since the late.
1960s. or al least had not

grown. Justilicatlions were

also found in the ar -gument

(thiat students-had to learn o

live with cullurally diverse’

work together alier college.

"MULTICULFURAL
.. STUDIES -
...ihe_same. argument was
used on ;nanv campuses—
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~groups, since lhey would |

censorship that is-a func- .

(ion of the agressiveness: of

powerful minorities. The-
atmosphere at many “wol-

leges is such that sludents

are alraid (o speak in so-’
nqlly and politically,
“incorrect”

;- ra .

k

- Tobe continuéd

ways, and [ac--.
ulty, despite the pmiectiun
. of tenure, iend to avoid con-

- lroversial {ssues.
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