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THE NESGRASKAN

Mediaeval Traditions:

Autonomy ‘Essence’ Of University

By EDGAR JOHNSON :
Professer of History
It should cause no surprise that
the -University of Nebraska is be-
ing

ton thereto of intellecual freedom, |
for without these two features it
would cease to be a university
in the proper and original mean.
ing of this term,

The notion that a university is
an autonomous guild of scholars
is mediaeval. In origim a univer-
sit; (universitas) was such & guild,
arising quite spontaneously and
freely with the desire snd need
for learning.

Such guilds organized them-
selves in a democratic manner,
elected their own officials and as-
sumed full responsibility for lay-
ing down the rules and regula-l
tons mnecessary for those 1o fol-
low who sought membership in
the crafl of teachers.

The university was thus a self-
perpetuating, self-governing as-
sociation of masters or students or
both. When once its free status
had been secured and recognized,
it sought flercely, and often with
a too easy mediaeval resart to
violence, to maintain this free-
dom.

The university of stodents al
Bologna (Bolo-
gna began as
sity . of st
dents)  found
that its liber-
iy W pursue
learning as
it saw fit (and
these students
of the law
were Very
serious)  was
obstructed by courtess Lincotn Journal
the professors Johnson
who were in league for certain pur-
poses with the citizens of Bologna.

At Paris and elsewhere in north- |
en Europe where masters and
students were regarded as clerics

agitated by the issue of in- dinals and legates
stitutional autonomy and the rela- |to whom they

the local hierarchy of the
church: the officisls of the

archhbishop, and

of
often
peal for protection.

selves against the burghers who
more often resented their liberties
and license than they understood
the essential freedom for which
they fought. They had to resist
the encroachments of royal offi-
cials, and ullimstely of the king
himself, who was their second
source of appeal.

This fight on many [ronts to pre-
serve the liberty of the univer-
sty was stubbornly conducted. Iis

chief weapons were the migration

and the cessation, Professors who
needed nothing much more than
student fees to cmrry on their
work were guick to move to anoth-
er town when they felt their privi-
leges locally abused.

About half of the universities |J

of medineval Europe, and among
these some of the greatest, owe
their foundation to this willing-
ness on the part of teachers and
students to tolerate any local op-
pression.

When the matter was not import
snt enough for an exodus or mi-
gration, it was often sufficient to
stop lecturing (cessation), And
while the refusai of the professors
to go on talking was nol always
regarded as intolerable, revolting
universities were never without
8 welcome elsewhere. This im-
pluse th get out the town ecouncil
of Bologna tried finally %o curb
with the death penalty.

It is worth citing some of the
incidents of this large struggle for
institutional freedom.. Oxiord in
the fourteenth century was the
academic home of = master, John
Wycliffe, whose heretical opinions

the strenuous efforts of neither town was laid under an inter-

Pope nor archbishop could totally
surpress.

| lish the condemnation
! theses.
The

i
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_|replied the archbishop, ‘‘the wuni-

{
and thus smenable only to the After his opinions had been con- | mass ss usual.
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chancellor flatly refused
comply with the injunction. In hi
sermon on that day, Hereford went |
on with his defense of Wycliffe 1
and, “as the chancellor retired
in

ed

follow- |
doc- |
nt
he.
home |

7

he dared mot, for fear of his life,
publish _the condemation of W}:
cliffe in Oxford. “Then is Oxford,

versity of heresies, if he will not
allow orthodox truths to be pub-
lished.”

In 1411 the srchbishop, in sptie
of » papal exemption, cited the
University to appear before him.
The chancellor and the proctors
refused to allow the archbishop
to enter Oxford. The church at
which they were to appear Wwas
fortified against him.

The scholars appesred in ‘the
streets armed with bows and ar-
rows and showed themselvet guite

to use themr against the
primate and his retinve should the

sttempt be persisted in. When the

dict, a proctor broke open the doors |
of » University church and said

jurisdiction of the church, the uni- demned by Rome and by the Arch' When the archbishop, nnrnphh;-|

vérsity of masters (here the uni- |bishop of Canterbury, = former ing with *“‘what insolency he had pupils . .
versity was first composed of teach- disciple, Nicholas Hereford, in 2 been received by = company of he Rector's chair of State in the
ers) had o struggle to maintsin | on Ascension Day, 1382, boldly as- | boys™ took the matter to the king, |choir of 8. German-des-Pres.™

its privileged avtonomy against serted, as he had done on many | who required the chancellor and

Nebraskan Letterips |

Statement ‘Shocking Proof’ |

The long swaited statement by
C. Clvde Mitchell came as shock-
ing proof that academic fresdom
has been violated at the Univer-
sity of Nebraska.

The letter, when placed heside |
the developments in the Mitchell
case as reported in The Nebraskan
during the pasi weeks, brings out
two salient points, First, The Ne-
braskan's reporting of the facls
prior to fthe statement was ob-
inctive. Secsnd, the integrity of |
the administration in its handling
uf the Mitchell case has been high-
ly guestionable.

Several weeks ago The Nehras-
kan reported that C. Clyde Mitchell
was being relieved of his chair-
manship. Adam Breckenridge, re-
sorting to what was clearly se-
mantic duplicity, *‘scotched these
rumors” with a statement fo the
effect that the case had not come
hefore the Regents since he had
assimed his position July, 1955

The Nebraskan reported thst &
high sdministrator in the Collage
of Agriculture had told 8 meeling
of 16 members of the Agricultursl
Economics department that Mit-
chell would not be retained as

the Academic Freedom and Ten-
ure Commitlee.

It was inconceivable that the
Chancellar, surrounded by his cap-
able advisors, did not know that a
chairman could be relieved for any
cause or no cause whatever. Fol-
lowing the Mitchell statement the
administration wisely declined to
comment,

The administration has manew-
vered shrewdly, but has placed
both fest squarely in its mouth
each time it has taken a stand on
the Mitchell issue., This should not
be construed as a slam st the ad-
ministration’s political skill, for I
doubt that anvone could have suc-
cessfully suppressed the evidence.

The administration has not been
without support in its stand. 1 am
sure that they appreciated Dr.

Pleiler’s letter, in which he elo- |}

guently gquestioned The Nebras-
kan's motives, and concluded that
The Nebraskan's handling of the
Mitchell case was yellow journal-
ism.

1i The Nebraskan has st times
approached the limits of yellow
journalism, then the demotion of

chusome. |, Clyde Mitchell snd the rea-
1t was well known at that time c given for &, which are & di-
the University had contacted men| ¢ reflection opon the P

nutside of the state for the job. At |
least one of these men had visited
the cainpus. _

Dean Lambert publicly denied
all knowledge of these facts,
though they could hardly have
been unknown 1o him. As persons
associated with the Agricultural
Economics Department began to
submit statements to The Nebras-
kan, the administration lubeled
their articles “ridiculous.”

Two weeks ago Chancellor Har-
din issued = statement ssserting
that scademic fresdom had not
been endsngered because no CHSE
had been presented for Mitchell
before the Limsion Commitlee or

uestions,
qn;m lew would tribunal en-

force? Will the stodent Justices
merely enforce regulations handad
down to them by the University
administration or will the regu-
lations be those which students
had = hend in drafting?

4 tribunsl enforcing the legis-
stive figts of our ndministration
may well be only a scrapgost for
workable policies such ss the Uni-
rarsity “drinking policy.”

(2) What qualifications will be re- |

of oendidates for posk-

such pu el
ing? 1f e s miibject to such punish-
ment u vast stmosphere of fear

siona) competence of Mitchell, are
clearly & case of slander,

Mo one who has objectively con-
gideraed the issue «could doubt that
Mitchell was demoted because in-
not agree with his economic views.

A fsculty member fold me a
few days ago that both gides were
liberally endowed with “brains,”
but that men of honesty, hmt::r and
integrity have raliied to sup-
port of Mitchell. The Nebraskan
can be proud that such men &s
Dr. Bdgar Johnson, Dr. Nathan
Blumberg, Dr. Frederick Beutel,
Dr. William Swindler, Dr. Herbert

Jehle, Kris Kristianson and Ernie
Feder have supported Mitchell.

The Mitchell case has cast serious
doubt upon the integrity of the ad-
ministration. Mitchell has dem-
onstruled that his demolion w a s,
first, known to the administration
for meny months, and second, the
result of outside political pressures,’
This is a direct contradiction af
the statements by Hardin, Lambert
and Breckenridge.

1 am certsin that what Chancel-
Jor Hardin meant, when he com-
mented severnl weeks ago that
“The Nebraskan was doing a dis-
service to the University,”

aemﬂlr[oacldm.bhurmpm with Wy- protoctors to resign, the Univer-|tbe sake of more than academic
cathed- | cliffe, and in hiz prayer he deliber- | sity
ral chapter, the bishop and the | ately omitted the mention

decreed a cessation, =nd,
Ihmuquindboelectamehn—l
cellor and proctors, it

the ald ones, |
It was difficult st Paris o

the impudent friars to obey
statutes of the University and the |
chancellor of the cathedral chap-
ter to respect its privileges,

To tame the latter an election
of their own chancellor and even

Upper Chamber

Todry’s “Upper Chamber”

column was written specially for
The Nebraskan by Edgar Johnson, |

of history. The theme,
“The Medieval University”, was
given as a lecture to Johnson's
History of Western Culture class.

2 dissolution of the University were
tried. The genersl of the Domi-
nicans complained that his friars/

friar o be seen|
abroad . - No sooner was he
caught sight of . . . than he was
surrounded by the human swarms
that poured forth from every house
and hostel in the narrow street
‘hurtying as if to a spectacle.’
Instantly the gir was full of ‘the
tulmult of shoutings the barking

of insulting exclamation,

Filty rushes and straw off the
floors of those unssvoury dwell-
ings were poursd vopn the cowled
heads from above; mud, stones,
sometimes blows, greeted them
from below.” Arrows were shot
agrinst their convent, “which had
henceforth to be guarded night
end day by royal troops."

It was & special safisfaction for
the mere rector of the masters
of arts st Paris, when a dean
of theology, who was also an
archbishop and a papal legate was
“by the superior numbers and
athletic prowess of the voung Mas-
ters of Arts, and their vounger
. forcibly expelled from

After = riot ar two he even suc-
ceead in mcquiring the dignity
of sharing “‘in solitary grsndeur.”
with the Bishop of Paris bringing
up the rear of public processions.

These struggles for institutional
freedom were paralled by some
efforts to secure an adequate re-
presentation of more than one
point of view, Medineval philoso-
phers wre divided between two
main schools, realists snd nomina.
lists.

In some of the German univer-
sities at least the dispute between
realist and nominulist raged so
hot that it was necessary to offer
in the arts courses both s real-
ist and nominalist approach fto

each book on philosophy and, for

‘ UTTLE MAN ON CAMPUS

(’

peace, to house the respective
teachers and scholars separalley.
Former Presidenl Conant of Har-
vard took care to point out to
his Board of Overseers in 1948
that “‘universities . . . could deviop |
only in an atmosphere which per-
mitted ‘that liberty of assocaciton
and that juridical autonomy which
are not only the condition sine
gua won for the formalion of the
esssence.” ™ !
He argued that such “a group
and loyal men united
for a special purpose, governed
by its own traditions and perpet-
vated by its own rules, vet given
recognized status by a higher au.
thority, must be an unconscious
agent for the spread of idess hos
tile w0 all forms of tranny."
He then said that “lo the extent
that we depart from this tradi. {|
tional idess we endanger the in- ¥

ness in these days so critical for
freedom.” |

Flee, Eri—~
Mitchell Stat t
Needs Clarificatio
First of all may 1 commend | that “if any reasons be demanded,
Brug_mum for the vigorous and | an official statement would be
persistent way in which he has | made thet | had performed my
handled the ‘Mitchell situation. He | professional duties inadequately.”
has made mistakes, to be sure, but | A 1 recall, the official statement
the overall value of his contribu- | referred not to Mitchell's profes-
lion outweighs those errors. ) ; ' i
\ |srcmnl duties but to his adminis.
The l;::hell case has seemed to
me rat nebulous from the be. .
gioning. The fsult has not been Given’ ‘em Ell
the Rag's but simply a lack of|
conclusive evidence. |trative duties. Professional duties
Now we finally have at our dis. | involve teaching and research. but
posal a statement by Dr. Mitchell | not administration. What, then, if
himseli. This statement does much | any, is the basis of this apparent
to clear the air, although it is by discrepancy in terminology?
no mesns canclusive. 1 raise these guestions not sim-
I believe that several points in plr to be ormery or to criticize
Mitchell's statement warrant clari- | Dr. Mitchell. 1 wish only to poinil
fication, for his case is nol, as|ou that the case is by no means
some have claimed, “‘black and closed; thst we now huve nesd of
white " | mare specific substantistion and
1. Mitchell states that sttempts  documentation.
were made “‘io tone down, modi-| In view of Dr. Cohen's advice.
fy, and even o censor my publi- it is understandsble that Mitchel)
cations.” What is the difference has not contscted the Commities
between attempts al modification |on Tenure and Academic Privi-
and attempts &t censorship, and ] lege. We may justly wonder, how-
to whal extent were those at-|ever, why he has not sppealed io
tempts snocessfnl? | other svaileble champions of aca
2. He states that he was “ad- I demic freedom, such as the AATUP.
vised to corteil my speaking and| 1In any case it seems obvious that
writing activities.” What was the | the spirit, if not the letter, of sca-
specific nature of the advice, how demic freedom has been grossly |
strong was il, and to what extent | and despicably violated. I{ is small
was it followed? wonder that the administration has
3. He states that he was notified | been so silent; they have irre
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WHAT'S THIS?

THERE'S A MEETING OF THE MINDS in the Droodle
above: Board meeting out for Lucky break. All in

Lucky. Luckies fill the bill when it comes to taste,
because they're made of fine tobacco—mild, good-
tasting tobacco that's TOASTED to taste even better.
First item on your agenda: pick up a pack of Luckies.
You'll say they're the best-tasting cigarette you ever
smoked !

of better taste have signified by lighting up &

S etome

B SMOKE
FLOWERS (MCKED) _“" PREFER =
Lowell Grissom l-inl?:.w. LUCKIES1 -2~

Lockies lsad =11
other brands, rego-
lar or king sive,
among 36,075
college studenis

. guestioned coast o
coast. The number-
one reason: Luckies
tante better.
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BLOWDIUN POR WATIVE AT Lo CIGARETTES
CONTREPLATING SANCIRS

Rishard Torpis Demald
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sponsibly mutilated not only their
explanations but also & man's rep-
utation and the spirit of academie
freadom,

The gquestion is not one of lsck
of lovalty, We are. first, men, snd
second, citizens. As men and a3
citizens our loyalty is not (o other
men but 10 principles: the princi-
ples which malke our government
in all its facets our ool and not
our tyrant.

Academic freedom is one of those
principles. It is & principle which
stands sbove the level of politics
and Regents and social-eponomic
idenlogy.

It is & principle which bhas led
the AAUP to confirm the right of
Commimists to teach in our wni-
versities: “How else afe Ameri-
cans to know the nature of the
ideological currents in their
world¥"

Our Joyaliy, then, iz nol to the
Chancellor or the Board of Regents
or Mitchell; it is to the spirit and
letter of academic freedom. Re-
member what Voligire says? “1
disapprove of whet vou say, but
I will defend to the desth your
right 1o sav it.”

Or do we prefer Alice's Queen,
whose entire vocabulary consists
substantially of the cry “Off with
their heads™?

A T ERODUCT OF ﬁ&% AMESICA'S LAADING MANUNACTUREN &£ CIGareTTES
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