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Fashions •Among tHe Faculty

/. Ifs Smart To^Be a Liberal

mowram

1.DON'T SAY tlitt the iiigiiisli tliat college pfofessoa
'cKpFf<<i' (fVit the Htticrtaifi fate of ta tkni ic fr«doai
i\ t.o«>p(Kifi(k-i.! of nolliiiig but •liniibiig. I say simplf

ih.i( ihh Mii»i\h uiiUjins t lidk eleiaeat of humbug—
i!nl ci)tHi|.'l> !(» fciukr \ptidotts the ideal of ffeedom for
tr,iiltt'iH -m) d(.'^r«' «if disiageouousness comldl do tlitt—
Litii i'nniî i»li to Ht.ikc ilair defense of that freedom riog
from time t© time with tn einbtttiissiagly false tiote.

The pfoposMons tiitt spokamen lot tcaiieiatc free-
cioin, stand oii are tiiese: Swit-lj.- has a great stake in
tfiith; truth is elusife; the WIM' policy is a i e of wide
tccoiiimodation for mil impoftftnt sdt<M>ls of tliotiglit. JPtif
enough. But wliit the appeal for .ti-ademic ffeedom boils
down to is the insistence Am ,i «(>llege ftciil^ hme
exclusive fight to dcterniiae the criteria tccofding to
wlilcli it will recruit, retain, promote or dischtrge its
laeinbers.

Now it sliouH be obvious tiiat the possession of tJiis
right does not antointtictUf gntftatee that t wMe rtofc
of opinion wffl prcra i on t college ctinpiis. As a mtttef
of fatf, fscalticf timt me glmmt entireli' xM-gowemiag,
fts iimoy of them ate, often geaefste within tlietnsel'res
sacli coercwe pressures towsrd conforinitf that the r tB|c
of opinion that is elfectwelf expressed tiiiong them is
(k'l (ik'ilfy narrow. It I*, when inembcrs of siiih f.wultie$,
ofu-n iiittjuitiRiit'i of iheir ktt.il orthodoxy, rise in defense
ii( .h.hU'tnn frrt'ilam th.il tlic iitttc of humtHt^ is apt to

unmisl.tk.ihlr, I am rrmcndcd of South Amcricsa
tK %%btt tuvcipli ,i|»ainHi Y.mkcc imjX'riaiism at Ac

sjtnt- time ihiil they |x'rft\t Hicir domesHc lyrannics—
intk-t'<l, the our f.irilihik'S tl>C" <»UK*r, But kt mv ehihorate
u|K)ti those hr.ui-slirinkiiig prc'̂ 'surc.v that ptofcs.'jors

to hcii iipoti one iinothcr.
The .itmosplRTc of ir,im]uHlitv th.it ri«;s from a sun-

.imptiv r.irci)- matthcs the <|Haiity of life that is
livf«l oft il Tho'se ijohle trees, Ihiwi* pl.u'id builttings. tlie
litvin ^r.isH ant! thv ivv ,»n- .i lovcij' fa(,Mdc behinsl which
h'fe h (k't'plr (ompt'liiive, The poptiJar convkilon {"h.it
rotlr.'̂ î es art- .s.uidu4ries whtTc men escape from the ten-

h an Auhtritii Professor in English
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sions of rwilff is mivelj rorted ia tlie fict that pfoles-
sors give up the possibility of making inudi inoaey. Biit
money is onlf ose cciuater with which limiiin beia^ €SM
measure success. There are aamf (AesSf .mi. m Ae
icademic world the contesttats keep %mm priiiiarly with
fank, pmblicatioiis, and the gcxxi opinion of 'their col-
leagues. The Stru^le for these riches caa-he, ami is, just
as trfeat m, m other contacts, the struggle for inofiey ts.
Of tiie three measufes of success for a professor the most
importiiit is the 'good opinion of his colk'<\ittii.'s. The
silk he tcliieres will usualiy depend chiefly upon this,
and to a considerable exteat even liis opp<»rtiitut:ie!i to
publish. Now for the •all-important question: \X'h.it pro-
vdces WB good opinion? Well, too ofteii the only ma^it
necessary is an amitMe 'disposition and, mmt crucial of
til, a willin^ess to espouse the cuffeat prciiwlicfs of
the club, whethet ttiese be sociil, political or merely
ptofessional.

The important unit In t college is,tlic litparlment.
It is here ftat divetsity of opinion is needed most, for
m one pisses {mm the siib|ect-intttef of one department
to thtt of taothcf the issuM often ••clitflge, liut it is in
the indiiridutl department thtt such diversity i.s most
ofteii absent. I hme iii mind, for insttnct-, the Philos-
ophy depftrtment thtt ttattiids In positis'ists who will
aot intke t ^ m fof an idealist ot t pmgmatist, cxccpl
perhaps fof t vetf tune one. Or the English faculty
thtt will not hire a New Critic, with tte possible excep-
tion of a quiet one. Ot the complemeat in History who
will not pipe tbotrd a scholar who does not vcjieratc the
hi^ofictl fict as t pious encl in itself. Or the Educa-
tion pmfessor.s who will not welcome a new man im!es.«i.
his hc.trt is twisted int(j a pretzel that spells John
Dewej'. Or thi' Art depiirtment whose door opens only to
individuAl*; in a highly abstract condition, dt the Sociol-
ogy depiirtmctit thai simply will not engage an ahlc man,
no mutter what his stiwol of thought.

In this liiat example we have humfX'd ijgainst another
f,Kxi of faculty-bred conformity. Freedom is r»ot the
only wallflower at these parties. Such faculties are
apt t(» turn away from inteOigetice and ability t<K». As
a matter of fact, conditions that contract freedom and
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that dt-preckte iiitelligeacx tre ¥ifhi«ll|' identi-
(.41, U is thi' shortest of taby steps froin to insisteiKc
<m no v,-r<,)nn opinioos to aa insisteace on ao brilliant <«•
ct'impUcattil opinioos even wiAia tlie limits of the
doxy. f"ir.'<t t>l' all, a really iiitelligent intii is too
h> t'hange hiS'OpMofis. But secondly, where a ftaittv
is frc'f lo' dioose its owa iiifembers, it will, if it docs
not -sliik l.isi m principle, fittd irresistible the temptation
t(,» cxthide men whose tbility might make their lol-
Icagiifs uiKonifortable. It is an misettliag paradox'tllat
die 4bsetit.\- of fiionetafy considerations, otherwise so
admii'ihle, is one of the things that makes this exclusion
|ios.sihlt; .UKI enhances inctlcukblf a facility's power to
»t>iiri>,li the huiasii weakness for both conforinitf tnd

itM tit)'. No'Oiie is discenBiHy out of pock,et if a good
is not hired. The consequences may rtniify tiiroiigh

ftf students and professors, bill tbef will
never .ipjx'ur io mij aiiaiial report tnd provoke the ire
of styckholdcrs.

Sudi itrtlioiloxies as positivism, • progressive education,
i'lc, in resjx'ct' to which incli¥iduii departiiients often, de-
m.nid (onformitj, ,tf€ more or less pfofessional dognits,

do not: always lead iaerital>ly to certain views
i specific social and political, c|uestions of the

d,iy. But when the pennant of academic freeclom ,is
waved, il is usually o¥ef the right of profeisofs to ex-
press theraselyes in fegtfd to these. specific questions,
ctMiferninp whiclt individuals tre usually clissiied ts
radical, liberal, mmerwMtiwe m reactiontif. .1 iiiiist now
siibmil tlhit ciistotiiiioiises and sentry boxes iastalled, by
professors themselires restrict the movement of , idets
•iUmg these borders, too.

College departments, often coUeys in their entitetf,
have a tJisirul tendea^ to be O¥erw l̂ielniiiiglf one or
another of two political complexions: They are eithet
piously ;ind coinplacentlf libeml, or they are stolidly and
stubbornly t'onsef'ra,ti¥e. In either case freedoni is ciir-
t,'u"k'd. Till' .sins of conserwatives bme been iiieticiilously
iliflgr.'immctl, ficMf tnounted, and exhibited in efeiy
conceivable light. I shall coafiiie this discussion to the
tyranny of libertlism as it pfevails on mtaj campuses.
Lionet Trilling metelj m'tatited the matter when he
declared, "In tiie United States ., . . liberalism is-aot onlf
th'C dominant but eten the sole inteilcctuil tadilion."
This is fspeciallf true in the academic world because t
f.iir dffuiitiotj 'of a conservative cimpiis, at leist if it
is Dijt sectiiriiia, is ose whcte coatro^efsiil questions of
A non-tCH'hnical natti,re simply' d,o aot excite laiicli

IiMHRAi, unanimity <MI :X coHrpe campus would not be
J dist«cbin̂ i» .»nd il would not prejudice Ae struggle

for iU'adcmic freedom if it were just the end pfoduct
of free dis'cussion, argument and petsuasion. But too often
it is achieved by other means. The same cemditions which
pntmote awfurreiicc of t>pinitm in rt-fpcct ts pfofessiontl

dogaits pfotiiote such concuirence in respect to social
and pal,itical <|uestioiis. The adoption of a liberal otiea-
tatioo is la important metliod fof getting, oa ic tlie .Ka-
deinic world. A yoiiiig professor has often leaiaed .IN -i
graduate student, if cot as ta undergraduate, that beiiif; .i
libcftl is ¥efy good politics. Iii the right eoviroiimeat he
can, if he is aot very bright, eiin»y a feeliog of htroii
non-conformitj in perfect seciirit\'. He L.in be t disseutc-r'
in Philislia, even iirt with evenfciiai revohiiioEi \iilhoiit
stcriicing t single item #f boiir^ois comlorl ot slatiiŝ —
indeed, his liberalism will coiiso,l,idate hii possession of
these valuables.

The world, of tcidemic liberals, iii sht>ri, i> \aUnmtecl
with careerism. There is t kind of lilxnil uho t.iiiiiot
conceive t gretter tragedy than to lose his Job or fail
of promotion. When lie feels, as ,he cKCtsionally does
when someone is sacked because of his politia, that
America is no better than Russia, he. is being €|u,ite sin-
cere. For him nothing couM be worse than to impede «
man's advaaceiiieiit in tlie world. But this sympathy does
not extend lo conservatives—businessmen, professionml
men and publishers, for instances—whose views coniict
with his. He will iiierrilf' dieer a boycott tniong tlieif
customers, clients tnd subscribers.

But there is aoot,her diaracteristic of ctiiipia libetils,
which bears upon academic freedom, and thtt is tlieif
nioal coiBpkcence. More often than not, they are iadi-
¥idiitl,s who may make misttkes but who never sio—f ot
siaiiing invol¥es'personal guilt and responsiMlity which,
4espite their sloganeering about the dignity of man, they
do not acknowledge.

The moMllf complacent, since tliej feel that they ate
never reatly wrong, eas,ily become mofaliy autliorittriao.
One of the expf«sions of ttiis tttthoritttlanisin has been
the cry of 'tati-iiitellccttttlisin which tcadeiiiic libertls
hmt raised'. Soiii,etiines this cry i,s a germliie plea fof
freedom of thoiigiit tnd speech. But sometimes it sounds
like nothing less than an tiigry insistence that Anierict
shou,,ld (1) protect lotellecttials ,from the consoqaeiices
of llieir foilf, men. to the point of tjî .̂ rin̂ q thrm any
loss in ,puMic esteem; (2) accept iheir dudrinL-; wiiliou,t
waiting to be convinced; (5) deliver tin- coimt!\ \ s\-^vm
of higher educttioh into the htiids of, an autoaoaious,
seif-perpetimting academic buretiicracf, tad the© set! the
litter off ffota tay outside iaiuence. All this in th,e
name of frcedona and deinocacf. The fact is tlmt tt the
present time theie is aiore dlversitf of social tad fioliti-
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t a ! tii(.>i(j.'lit o t i h u k (he .itikicHiii w o r l d t h a n t h e r e is

s\ iUuii JI

l.ilM'-i'.ilj ]ui\t.' diiiK s u j v r h ^ervicv in stfLiiKjizing t h e

iaut'.ii !(III;J4,I?1I>!IS of Ajjiffn.111 Im-ii.'HS'.. vMfh 0fAt

h u i i iiJs, s.!f i.iN'h U R s( t( icu uis a \\'hi>!t; a n d t o r A

hii->iiu'^s i fsr i t , Hut <m ,1 lihef.tl < .iinptis a |-r*>fe^S'>f

h'i'l ,1 dctt«l<'<! nKiiuvsi id .'IK ,itn'i(.>'/phs.'rc il lie i i w d e a

,siiiiiitf scfiitiof ot tiie practices of labor unions. Aad,
since a dosed-fiioulh policy pfCTtils oa most conseffatife
ciiiipiises, the' result is tint labor anions mceke. tlieif
pfiiiciptl moral chattenge from Westbtook Pegier.

Libemls iesave the utmost aedit for subjectieg to
analysis and, pressure the fdations of the older Amcricaa
popiilttloii with fiewcomefs to this coaatcf. But there Is
only one - iiiipoftaiit minofitf • gfoiijj" .is America with
wh&se oiltartl imperatives they will'tolerate a moml
Miffsneat. That group is tlie Somaa Cttholics. Criticisin
of Cttholicisia, in fact, is iiiofe of less expected if not
ieinaBiied by tcadeisic libertls -md will aiake one's aiem-
Ixi'thip In their cMb mmc seciite. Tiie criticisia Is discreet

It ftfcIy if eves occurs in the classroom—but it is per-
•.!••(eat and effective. Fiirthettiiote, jt iŝ  retsotitMe.
\X iietlier ultimately correct or not, it has aised questions
^%ifich must be taken into tccouat Coosequeotly, It ias
hi l;3ei Ainericta Catholics perfect their iiionl position,
il., lias eaabied them to carry os an iineiidicg Socratic
dialogue. But Cttliolics tre Ilie oiilf ininoMty gfotip tlitt
fecei¥cs this salattff service. Paul Bl.tDHliard's Amerimm
PrmdoM and Caiieik Foti/m" eiijofed ,i d!.sewedlf wide
cifcalttioQ tiiioag actdeailc lihetils. iiul suljstitiile for
the word CatiaUf the ntaie of axxj otliet' niiiiority group
ill America and see how iillbeal the title will sound.
Insofar as the intlo streaia of Atnericaa isteliectoal life
,i» coBceriied libctals have coasigiied tlie otiief minorities
t© t iiiertl

B i-i (lit >.if,ifti4t">l sunpforn whirh dfflirN the lypiaii
(..i«i|>H;v Iilxr.ii, jjtd the OIK- ibat lius tnih.irrassej
I he L.titsf ol .t^.hlcmit.' l'rii.\loiTi most .Mtifriy in our

d.iy. IN thv ttisioinfurt svliitii lie cxliihit!) when urtifronfetl
lutii .111 uuh|«ik(.-ii iritii <jf ( (inuntmiHiii, bowt'ver inttl-
k i t i i i ! th.tf iriiu may ii*.. I am (.crt.iiii llhit there arc not
HiaiH Cojiiii'KitusIs )(> the .u.iikiriii w o r b i Mow icsuid
llrtTi- ix'.-' 'I hirr 'jft- ii(ti many in die ^imle United Shilcs.
I irivNflJ h.nf nt'wr met, OH A campMs or off, one jsersoo
^Uiu I k-!t (CThiiti wds ,1 im'inhcr of tiu; (.ummimist Party.
Biij ll we iiisR'.&jfd n'I'Kii is s.iiti in (he f l . i ssroom, « ' lu ' rc

( <itii)'iiiiiiisiit i\ seltloiK UiMiisM.'if ,iiul t o o s i i l e r on ly w b a t

I'Mittssoifs s.iv to oiK .inoHicr, lieri; ,\rv sttiTtt-

Hiat .((•«, t<i<i fiitfn iTMi- i»i•(k'f'.irfJiieiiK aj iJ on c i f

i n k . I bv lilH:r:iK. Ii IS iijiit)il<,!y c i s i t r in these e n v i r o n s

to <Iui<>ui>((, J o s e p h M<<.irt!iy l l i i i i il i \ f<> tleiioutRi*

|oM-pli St.ifiii f.il le.ist ufiHf I ' l ' t t i iEly), If is easier to

l-selt ( hJ.Ht^t; K.ii s l i tk aiitl .Syi»j/r»iiii Kt iee t l ian il is 1(5

iihifie ,ifiy Riis-ii.ifi or R t i i C liiiivM k'dJtir . It H t 'asicr t o

Itunmcr <ni Ainericiu fortign policy iij iiitiieril than it is

t"0 dc-fend it, but especially at those points where ii is
min>t milkmtly anti-Conimuoist. It is safer to sympathize
H'it'li Alger him than with Uzm Pound It is more politk
H) ffsprct Robert Hutthins, licretofofc no idol of liberals,
tti.m Sidney Hook, a rugged cenhtrion of liberalism but
e|uc.isv about (.,un5fniiiiists. In f.ict, iibcHit the only evi-
deiicf lh.it will ioiiviiitt- many liberals tĥ it m individual
k soft toward (lommunism is conclusive evidence that
the indiviclutl /< a C.ummunist, does not regret it, and
has 110 ioteiittof} ol' Icivin^^ the Party in the foreseeable
iutM.se. ^ •

WHIM mpmtdxed for his failure to criticize Commu-
iiisin and Ms distaste for listening to such criticism,

• an academic liberal will retort. "Just because I
don't showt about Comiiiunisra doesn't meao that I think
Communists shoiiM-be coddled." That depemis. If a
schokt is not interested in politics, this dtfenst* is a good
one. Btit if he is the shouting type, AS many liberals are,
then Ills silences tfe signiAcant. They at least signify-—
and where tlni- <tver;igc liberal is concerned this is .ill they
signify- ihdl he has absorbed willy-nilly the convention
tlitt il IS not i» j»oud taste to be ,i vij>oroiis and cnitspfjkeo
critic of (.ommutiisjH. This convention developed mo-
inefitani in the 'tiliifties and 'forties and nf>w roars
thfoiigli the tcadeinic wodd largely aut of sheer inertia.
The t feaje liteftl professor ha.s probably ne'ver shaken
hands with tn ictatl •(".omnHtnist. Furthfrmore, he may
count tmong Ms friend.'i various of his cojwervative
colleagues. But where our liberal represents the ruling
sentiment in his de|mrtnie«t or college, his conservative
friends tre too apt to keep their cojiservatism to them-
selves, satisfied with tlic txcAsional statement that they
tre not aslmiiied of being black. They kiioa" on what
coaditions -the ttmosphert- will romain friendly and
.when It̂  will tiifs agly. Tlie Unde Toms know their
place, iinl thf result once again is that the liberals
i sucteed in rekgating an important Socratic

uc. this one with Comfnunism. to the lea.st intel-
segments of the population. They themselves are

<liiefly responsible f<»r McCarthyism.

The sins of academic con.scrvative.'* against free inquiry
tnay be as numerous aod grie^'oos as those of libertl.s.
I'urthermore, departments and colleges ruled by con-
.servativc'S abound in America, e%'fca thuugh they arc more
likely to be small, <»bscijre, and less important iti settin t̂;
Hic f<«ie of American init"lle<tiial life than tho.'se wliere
liberals proliferate. But my subject has been frcedoiri,
Mul the extent to which ihe professions of one of these
groups- the one th.d regards Itself as preeminently the
proffclor (if M'liAvnvi freetlom matches its practice in
respect l«> that comnnHiity.

One rc.tso!! the public has responded .•jluugi.shly to
the cry of academic freedom is that it has sensed the
ideoiogical miarumity that exists in miriy academic
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circles, Th.it unanimity, oaly possible .un».»«g intellectials
where clubhittess. wif-iiitcft'si, •.iml (.'oiifofinlsni.enter the
picliirt', converts prol'c,ss(.»rh mlo jiist Aa»)tlief pressiite
gri)y|t heiU tin frttdoin for tin- Mike of |Hn\'et iastead of
freedom tor tlie sukc of tnitJu. If prok'ssuri made better
use yl'" ihcir own oppt^rtunitics to promote rtfectlve debate
On ill! important ciucitioiis—witliia the individual de-
partnient ami coJJcgc. where til coiitesttnts can., cooffoat
one another- the pubJic iniglit fisd it easier to stomtcii
CommuiiistH. ctwifklcnl that ttieif' coaspiratorial tech-

i will not wotk.

The ohjcdtvc (.ircumst,HKcs which nourish conformity,
dihcussctl LMfiicr in (his .irtu'lc, art' forinijAbk' indccJ.
But ihcy an be u>!ii|iici-cJ if enoii|;h professors Utcidc.
.t̂  lli,ivid Rtt.^lu.») wuuki s.iv, t!ul UcntX'fiinh they ait:
||oiog ht ht !tuRT-tlin'i.{cvi. 'Flic tuMitionj' ol iritln kiii.il
freedom tad tespoti>'bili:v still exist around wMcii thcf
ctii ii»ii|;rare theoiselYes. Ia fact, tlu) pay lip service to
tlieiii-.i n<>t eatktlf useless Mail of •i«,rUte--all the
time. Thcv need only prevent tlitir d(U>tititi k> t h e a
from becoiniog so iacaiiiesceiit tlitt the MgM blinds tliem
to iJie retlitf it is supposed to flluaiiaate. , ' >

/ / . ''The Devil It Is!"

hf I1¥ING HOWl

MR, Ctonm's main point seems to be sometMiig like
this; Liberals, just because they arexoiiiinitted to
democratic values and ocaij5|' so'pronunent a place

in the American universities, t ie most ia need of iiiortl
.s£'!t-<rr«tiny. Thej* .should b e w t » of Ihe siaagaess of
their virtue; Hiey must gaafd tgtinst the "repressive ini-
puLstf (as IJonel Trilling calls it) Aat maf be lurking
bdiind tijeif militant d,uiBs to enligMenaient

.Now it is hard to disiigree with t wtraiog against the
possible righteousness oi one's tightness.' It is also li»rd
to know what to do with (me'$ igireeaieat. WmMags
ag.iiiist righteousness aft like Ktiaons tgaiast sin. Though
I (.'ajoy my modest share of sia, I hope, wlien the fiatl toll
is calJed, to be founted liaoag lis of>pc«ieats. Bat if I
can't <|iiite telJ what is JiappeMog in t i e pretclief's inind,
I want at least to know ifl whlcii ditKtion his inge i is
pointing, And I wuit to Msteo ctfrftilly, to lietf wlietlier
\\'arnit)gs against pride tre being spAen ia accents of
pride, Mr, Cronitj docs not strike me iS a St. Fftacis.

Mr. Cronin presents Ms indictaieiit ôf l ibeal pfofes-
.sors ir» the rhetoric of liberal self-clitrtiseiaeot; tat when
one looks a bit closely i t tlie, speciicitioos of Iiis tfgti-
nicnt, it; becomes clear that, he is really t Beo-coaserrttke
guerrilla io academic robes.. Fot if half of what l>c siys
is true, then we liberals iacl adfcals ( I j-vroposc A tempo-

-)- united front against 'Mr. Cfania) li.ui better close
and admit that the Nalmmal R#«#« is right. Liber-
IS open to deep cf iticlsfi t ad 1, for one, bme tried

to make some of it; hut tHags me nM ^uifce » ^ d us
Mr. Cronin u'ould have foii,stippose. Mot even half of
^\')ijt he says is true.

That academic life can be pettf, mean, anxious, com-
petitive; thai some professors, like mmf other people,
feel iifjcasf io the cominny of brilliiiol' colleagues; that

IS a dril't in il»c uiii^vrsilics, ,is ii» .dl i
toward tlic p«'<.h(.>ltjiiy «»f ,Mlt'-,jppr<Hal- -
quite i"oim;s lo .i rcmarkahlc disi.uvcry, especially wht'ti
d hat Mr.

Ik \ i \ ( , HoWR /,f on ihe jmidly Ji

Bui. Id us grant it. ihcjc is .uinn-thhi^ to wh.it lie
stfs.. The t]ucstion theti .iri.ncs. wh.U is the nfce.<;5..try
coonetlioo helwt'et) .HIU'II C.iijftN of acaJtink" life ,tnd the
ftultH of lilvrali'^m.'' Sk.iHng from phr.ist,- to phr.isc. Mf,

.'.Cfonin iiL'Vfr so mucfs xfi .i.sks hinwcii' rhi,< ^juerfimi. In-
stead, he pre.Hunts a .string* of ,̂ ŝ̂ ;•rtions â  il" tlu
fact of thi'it Mtjufiicc ut-ri- i-vidcOvc oi i..in»ality- I'
ewo if iK.uleinic life nctf wfwt Mr. Cronin sitys it
aiid liberals wt-rv .i dominant t'orct* in the large
ua..wersittcs., it would .•itill con.'ititwtc .m cki
ill' logic ix> Assiimi- that the one is due ta the other. H.ui
Mf. (-roniii lieeti scriou.sly tontcrncd with investigatini^
a pioblem ratiicr than throsxing spitballs at liberals, he
woakl have had to note th.it:

1, AH iiBtitHiiorjiil life, if only in or4cr to pcrpcttutc
itself, tends to ^(.iier.tte inner patti-ra.'* of conformity and
complacence. This is iriK' rc^^ardk-s.s of the idf-okjii.iic.il

^bits-- liht'f.'il, ctMiscrv.uivf, radical -t'iiat may dornin.»tc
t gi^'t'o in.'jtiti.ittou. I'o show th.u hhcralfsm in any .sig-
nificant way helps to .speed or intetisify Mich a trend
would require .HVi!y.<is of the .s/Ut'/fic natiirf of American
Ilbei:a!i.*i»i tod.i). Sucti evidence mi|;l>t wdl be availa
fat Mr. fronia is too concerned with Lirtjc
tlifiisfs (or large blinding pijriHcsl to be able to find it.

2. Profe.-^sors may not earn â  ftwtn niouc) as ihcv
thlofc they should, and tht-y tn.iy oc* ^e as coosuously
inotival:e«l to live by the dc*t!ar as are other peoplt;-; but
most of thum rcnwin suhjcit to the mores arid imbued
with the vaJtic"? of a commerciil society. It if, therefore
at least i^ossibk' tlial nnich of what Mr. Croniii fituls

in the academic world needs to be related
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