
PAGF 6...THF VOICE...MAY 12, 1971

-  C A M P U S  BILL OF R I G H T S  R E C O M M E N D E D  ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ — *
Chicago, 111, M arch 14. 

The Carnegie Com m is
sion of Higher Education 
proposed yesterday adop
tion of ' ‘B ills of Rights 
and Responsibilities”  for 
m em bers of A m e r i c a n  
colleges and un ivers ities , 
and suggested new guide
lines for campus respon 
se s  to dissent and d is 
ruption.

At a p re ss  briefing here  
on a repo rt to be publish
ed by McGraw-Hill in Ap
r i l ,  Dr. C lark K e rr , the 
Com m ission’s chairm an, 
said  the C o m m i s s i o n  
found that, in  recen t years, 
A m erican cam puses have 
been in “ the g rea te s t  tu r 
moil in all of their h is 
to ry .”  D is s a t i s f a c t io n  
and disaffection that r e 
flect concerns for many 
cu rren t problem s in 
A m erican society and 
many problem s faced by 
the colleges p e rs is t ,  and 
a re  expected to be p re 
sent on cam puses for the 
foreseeable future. The 
Com m ission’s new report 
is  addressed principally 
to the students, faculties, 
t ru s tee s , and adm in istra 
to rs  of die nation’s cam 
puses, and recom m ends 
p rocedures designed to 
a ssu re  that dissent and 
pro test on cam puses be 
expressed in constructive 
ways and in accord  with 
the principles of a free  
society.

Specifically, the report 
recom mends these three 
steps:

1. Adoption, campus by 
campus, of “ A  Bill of 
Rights and Responsibili
ties  for M em bers of the 
Institution,”  A model bill 
is suggested.

2. Development by each 
campus of effective m ea 
su re s  for consultation and 
contingency planning in 
the event of d isruptive 
em ergencies. In particu- 
la r ,th e  Com m ission says, 
*‘a campus is  not and can
not be a sanctuary  from 
the general law, and thus, 
m ust re la te  m ore con
sciously and effectively 
with the police than it did

in e a r l ie r  pe riods .”
3. Creation by each 

campus of effective judi
cial p rocedures: Consid
eration of using external 
panels and persons, and of 
the general courts  for 
ce rta in  types of ca ses  is 
suggested.

One of the difficulties 
in dealing with "cam pus 
un res t” , the Com m is
sion rep o rts , is that the 
A m erican public seem s to 
show lim ited tolerance 
for m ass  p ro tes t activ i
tie s , even when they a re  
within the bounds of the 
law. The Com m ission 
repo rt distinguishes be
tween dissent and dis
ruption and proposes that 
responses to events on a 
campus be based on this 
distinction.

The Com m issiondefines 
DISSENT as: “ Individual 
o r  organized activity 
which expresses  g riev 
ances held against, or 
changes desired  in, so 
ciety, o r a campus, or 
both. The activity is  c a r 
r ied  on within the lim its  
of the dem ocratic  pro 
cesses  of freedom of 
speech, assem bly, and 
petition. Dissent may be 
m ore generalized than 
around a single grievance 
o r  remedy and may have 
an ideological base. It of
ten  includes proposed 
solutions as well as com
p lain ts.”

The Com m ission’s r e 
port says that d issent 
“ lies at the foundation of 
a un iversity ,”  and that 
“ organized d issen t and 
pro test activity within the 
law, a re  basic righ ts  
which m ust be protected 
on the cam puses — as 
they should be for all c it 
izens everyw here.”  

DISRUPTION is  defin
ed by the Com m ission as: 
“ Activity which is not 
protected by the F ir s t  
Amendment and which in
te r fe re s  with the rights 
of others. W hereas d is 
sent re l ie s  on persuasion, 
disruption is based on co
ercion  and som etim es 
violence.”  The rep o rt

says that disruption “ is 
utterly  contradictory to 
the values and purposes of 
the campus, and to the 
p rocesses  of a demo
c ra t ic  society... It must 
be m orally  condemned 
and met promptly by the 
efforts of the campus and, 
when necessary , by appli
cation of the g e n e r a l  
law.”

Society’s reaction  to 
instances of coercion 
and violence should “ be 
undertaken only with r e 
ference to those specific 
individuals and groups 
who engage in them ,”  the 
report says. “ A campus 
as a whole, a system  as 
a w^iole, o r h igher edu
cation as a whole, should 
not be penalized.”

The Com m ission calls 
upon the cam puses to r e 
form them selves and to 
develop their  own ru les 
and procedures to protect 
dissent and prevent and 
control disruption.

To this end, the Com
m ission  recom m ends that 
m em bers of each campus 
endeavor to ag ree  on a 
bill of rights and respon 
s ib ilities  applying equal
ly to faculty, students, 
adm in istra to rs , staff and 
tru s tees . “ Too often, in 
the p a s t,”  the Com m is
sion says, “ facultym em 
b ers  have set ru les  for 
the students but not for 
them selves; or tru s tees  
have se t ru les  for the 
faculty but not for them 
selves. We believe the 
tim e is  appropria te  for 
c e rta in  righ ts  and r e 
sponsibilities to be ap 
plied equally to all m em 
b e rs  of a cam pus.”

The Com m ission’s bill 
t re a ts  with rights and r e 
sponsibilities sim ultan 
eously “ for one pe rson’s 
rights a re  only effective 
as other people recog 
nize them and accept r e 
sponsibility to guarantee 
them .”

It also  estab lishes the 
principle that the g rea t 
e r  the priv ileges of m em 
b ers  of the institution, the 
m ore  responsible they

should be for maintenance 
of high standards of con
duct and an environment 
conducive to extending, 
sharing, and examining 
knowledge and values. 
This applies particu larly  
to faculty m em bers with 
tenure and to tru stees .

In its  review of e m e r 
gency situations on cam 
puses, the Com m ission 
found that (1) grievance 
procedures a re  often too 
slow or nonexistent; (2) 
ru les  governing pro test 
activities have often been 
unwise or im prec ise  or 
both; (3) too many m em 
b e rs  of the campus have 
been reluctant to give up 
“ the myth of uninterrupt
ed se ren ity ,”  and thus 
too few cam puses have 
thought through the hand
ling of em ergencies; (5) 
the view that a campus 
is  some kind of sanctuary 
from the law has been held 
“ for to o  long by too 
m any;”  (6) police r e la 
tions have been trea ted  on 
an arm s-leng th  basis that 
encourages im prov isa 
tion, ra th e r  than accepted 
as an essential p a rt  of 
campus life, as they a re  
elsew here in the society; 
(7) and cam puses have of
ten failed to consider 
tem porary  c losure  as a 
last re so r t  in situations 
of c lea r  danger of vio
lence to persons or p ro 
perty.

The rep o rt recom 
mends that in cases  of 
nonviolent disruption,to  
the extent possible, 
procedures in ternal to the 
campuses be used in itia l
ly, and that nonviolent 
actions be m et by respon 
se s  which do not use phy
s ica l force. But violent 
actions involving injury to 
persons or m ore  than in 
cidental damage to p ro 
perty  should be m et im 
mediately by enforce
ment of the law, using 
internal and external 
personnel to the full ex- 
(7) and cam puses have of
ten failed to consider 
tem porary  c losure  as a 
las t  re so r t  in situations

fo c lea r  danger of vio
lence to persons o r  p ro 
perty.

The repo rt reco m 
mends that in ca ses  of 
nonviolent disruption,to 
the extent possib le, 
p rocedures in ternal to the 
cam puses be used in itia l
ly, and that nonviolent 
actions be m et by respon 
se s  which do not use  phy
sical force. But violent 
actions involving injury to 
persons o r m ore  than in
cidental damage to p ro 
perty  should be m et im 
m ediately by enforce
ment of the law, using 
in ternal and external 
personnel to the full ex
tent necessary .

The Com m ission urges 
that significant actions 
which could be construed 
as violations of the gen
e ra l  law be handled by 
the outside courts.

On the cam pus, the 
Com m ission suggests the 
appointment of ombuds
m en to handle complaints 
m ade by faculty, students, 
o r  adm in is tra to rs  in fo r- 
mally.If an ombudsman’s 
recom m endations a re  not 
accepted, the case  at i s 
sue could go to a campus 
hearing officer fo r m ore 
form al investigation of 
the facts before a pro
visional decision is 
reached; a m em ber of the 
campus community could 
bring charges to the h e a r 
ing officer. Campuses 
might also  consider ap
pointing “ campus a tto r 
neys”  to prosecute  cases 
of alleged violations of 
campus ru les .

If solutions recom 
mended by the hearing of
f ice r  a re  not accepted 
by parties  to a case , the 
m atte r  should be r e f e r 
re d  to some higher t r i 
bunal. The Com m ission 
suggests that in cases 
which could re su l t  in su 
spension or d ism issa l,the  
tribunal might be com 
posed partially  o r  totally 
of persons external to the

(Continued on page 11)

THE LAST POETS: THIS IS 

M A D N E S S
When the Last P oets’ f ir s t  album was re leased  last 

year we had to stomp our feet into the ground and 
hold fast against indignant d istr ibu to rs , skeptical 
ed ito rs  and confused re ta i le rs  — all of whom were 
thrown back by the unusual m usical form and its  ac 
companying language.

The only thing on our side was the fact that every
one who looked past the shadow of the album ’s heavy- 
but-justified language recognized the album as among 
the significant and communicative recordings ever 
made.

As it were, after the initial brunt, channels open
ed up and the album quickly shot up the charts  (where 
it stood for over nine months) thanks to excited 
»vord-of-mouth on the s tre e t  level, honest references 
Ln prin t, and a little  help from friends (like Mick 
Jagger, who included ‘WAKE UP NIGGERS’ in ‘PER
FORMANCE,’ and Jim i Hendrix, who wrote and reco rd 
ed the radio spots).

Because of the language most of the cuts couldn’t 
get airplay; the total number of spins were few.

THIS IS MADNESS is the Poets’ second album. It 
is  also  Douglas’ f ir s t  re lease  through Columbia Re
c o rd s ’ distribution. Most of the cuts on this re lease  
can be played; the f ir s t  album by the Poets dealt 
exclusively with Black situations — it was a record  by 
Black poets for Black people — on this second LP 
the Poets focus their insights into A m erica -  a t-  
large .

We believe that ‘This Is M adness’ is  a particu larly  
positive album, and a n im p o rtan to n e .lt  m akes people 
think. It confronts. It challenges. And it uses the 
reco rd  medium like it should once-in-a-w hile be used.

— KBS


