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Where do universities g0 from here:

~%  problems, it: would be a gross
over-simplification to say they
have caused them.

The Government's policy, as
described in the White Paper.
will only exacerbate these pro-
blems, since it is designed to
make universities more like the
rest of society, thus making it
more difficult to counter the
tendency of society to prefer the
immediate and the tangible.

The White Paper is concerned
mainly with introducing central-
ised control, and with using uni-
versities as a tool for social and
economic engineering.

It shows little concern with
quality or with the value of edu-
cation as an activity in its own
right, and it shows not the |
slightest serious interest in the \
proper function of the univer-\
sity; it displays no awareness\
that society may benefit by hav-
ing a range of institutions with
diverse values and functions;

and it contains no analysis of |

of truth may be able to why our universities are consid-

After the Green and White papers, the demise of the
binary system, the creation of the Unified National
System and much debate, RODNEY NILLSEN, a senior
lecturer in mathematics at the University - of
Wollongong, asks: What are universities for?

GREG Sheridan’s article,
Just what is a University?
(The Weekend Australian,

. October 22-23), is welcome in fnm:rlxll mtrgs
. that it considers the funda-, Trpeeriticisms of universities
mental question which has can be seen to be of two types:

been produced by the present cli;lxsti they hat:lecax}]ot be:rsxoz\ixafﬁl-

debate on tertiary education, ently econo y and y

) roductive, hence the Govern-

; but which peverthele.sshasnm e Gireen and White Pap-
i been explicitly considered to ers; and second, they have failed
i to be true to their function as

the present crisis

any extent.
they themselves have seen it.
i The question admits no €8sy 1, s the problems raised by
Y :o“:]‘:’je:",;;_og'e unie:cx:s:.lr;; ;vmp_ this second type of criticism
fed as a complete and accurate wg}é:h are mainly considered
stalteme.xtlt of the function of 2 “gociety has serious problemsin ¥

university. R y
It is nevertheless important to E‘:;;S:;‘tfglgm%“g mﬁ"?&% Changing el
ask this question continually, {iong of universities, perhaps be- - . B
particularly for those in univer- couce it is these which may be versitics would become mere But even if universities do en- grasping
sity life — for it is only by 80 Girected against society 1éelf museums of past ideas, a notion deavour to clarify their distin- provide them with values and ered to have failed and very lit-
doing that universities can mnere is a tendency to expecé that sits comfortably with the guishing functions, and even if experiences which may hold tle awareness of their achieve-

attitude that they should keep they accept that they are along them in good stead throughout ments.
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mphasis . . . university campuses are struggling to f nd a role in today's society

%
i

] maintain their distinctive role in
i soclety and a clear sense of r&vgrgs?sgsmg toaxl:gls;gl; ‘ig quiet and be grateful for such the lines envisaged by Newman, their lives. If universities are to maintain
question it 3 funds as they receive and get on  so that they are more committed Universities doubtless could their distinctive identity and, in
) with activities which are easily to communicating to their stu- have done more to overcome the face of govemmeib—det‘.er-

on.
i It is largely begam universi- 3 0 b u
; ties have Ignore question understood and have immediate ents and society the search for these problems, but what some i
! that they have been so ill-pre- Ignored social benefits. that truth and objectivity which of their critics must realise is e e Hot L0
to defend their view of the At one extreme, this feeling The correct response to these lies outside and beyond the indi- that many of the concerns they coore e more than gquasi.
on manifests itself as an assertion views seems to be similar in each vidual, they will still face enor- have are due to the fact that %g::;;lg‘lemngilmi?:ncsa tégg;‘ia%ng
. e

distinctiveness of their functi
that university staff hate their case. The great ideas of the past mous barriers to carrying those universities have been 100 daunting dil
emma.

{ in the face of an uncomprehend-

' ing government and society. own society and that they are should be honoured, but not en-  functions out. res,

; Unlversities also tended to more committed to undermining shrined. They arc important be- . m‘?gf};’ eug:,f\”tﬁ‘fe,‘;f t::dm&ss' How do they respond to the

i ignore for a long period outside it than they are to the pursuit of ~cause they are still “alive”, and Responswe h: b il US  Jemands of economic and mate-

. ! ave become more like the rest

H criticism of their activities, as learningand knowledge. our atuitude to them should be ; of societ: rial relevance, while simulta-

; though their worth and achieve-  Another emerging criticism of that they are living things. The attitudes of young stu- 'y \3',111 b bl neously re-asserting the validity

] ! were self-evident. Such universities in Australia (possi- _But this means that they neeq dents have been much more thelr bigh serise o mio Lo TECOVEr - ;nd value of their traditional
strongly moulded by powerful gh sense of moral purpose o centions of their proper

illusions now have surely been bly influenced by Allan Bloom's to bc re-examined, criticised, . 4 if societ; §

Fattored and make it all the recent book. The Closing of the tested. lonked ~at again and and anti-pathetic cultural for. 1 S0Clety does not regard this a5 ¢pctjon?

: more urgent that we endeavour American Mind), is that they again, with the faith and hope & notably the mass media — tgme fmg_oi value and impor- "o ine present

] fo elarify the proper function of have ignored the best ideas of that new and living ideas will and at an carlier age — than ever rogfxemv%rrsliﬁgginu;agrzp exfal' 224 there is a pé’ms“g,‘;yg’,fgsi,‘;‘;i;
icular.

] a university. the past in their pursuit of the emerge «which will shed new in- before. s i i
i Greg Sheridan's article con- true and the good, and conse- sights und even improvements Under such circumstances, it is The problems of identity and i‘mh a successful response will
d tains & number of criticisms 7nd quently have lost their high upon Ui old simply unrealistic toexpect'ma,g function within universities are ie extremely difficult, if not
3 rceptions of  universities sense of moral purpose. This { uth und hope, together Students will suddenly appreci- “hereiose. symploms of suilac e o i
? which are not only his own but I accept the validity of this with a beliel in the value of this ate that the university and the problemsin the whole of soclety. e mpomt s
1 are probably shared by many criticism with some qualifica- striving. 15 onc of the distin- While universities have a par- 1S SUrely =Bk
] others. tions, but when it is put in ex- guishing marks of the univer-
] While it may be difficult to re- treme form (which it sometimes sity. This is what John Henry
3 some of these as well-infor- is) there is the implication that ~Newman in his classic work The | : b
i med, they are often deeply held universities should only “pass. Idea of @ University, referred to
4 and possibly so widespread that on” the ideas of the past. as “a great and firm belief in the !
they have contributed in no  This would mean that our uni- soverciunty ol truth™
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