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214 NoTES ON AESTHETICS.
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UNIVERSITY REFORM.

By JoHN ANDERSON.

RerorM of the Upiversity will be differently understood

ccording as one starts from » comrercial or from an academic
oint of view, and further differences will be occasioned by the
of a solidarist or a pluralist view of society. It
ould appear, however, that even bthoso who hold that the
nestion is to be settled in terms of the University’s “ ultimate
alue to the community . will require in the first instance to
take account of the actual character of its work, and of its
osition ag & special kind of social institution ; they will have to
consider the nature and conditions of academic activity or, at
he very least, of “ research . And even the most bigoted
olidarist will hardly deny that institutions for ‘* the higher
:ne * have a history of their own and that, however they
cted with other institutions, their development has
een conditioned by an independent interest in investigation
and has not been brought about by guccessive decisions 0
‘ gociety -

It is to be understood, of course, that the interest in
investigation is not confined to Universities, and, at the same
time, that it does not function unhindered within them. Bub
this merely means that, for those who are devoted to inquiry,
Dniversity reform will oonsist in the strengthening of the forces
of inquiry within the University and their closer alliance with
gimilar forces outside, and that projected ° reforms ” in any
other direction are in reality reactionary. The point to be
emphasised is that the adoption of either the solidarist or the
commercialist position (and the two soon run together) can
peither account for the origin of the gpirit of investigation
nor guarantee its continuance ; subordinated to ¢ welfare ”
or to profit, science perishes. Certainly, the ¢ regults ”’ of
investigation can be of great commercial value; certainly,
ndustry can give an impetus to inquiry. But,

the problems of i :
unless the independent geientific spirit exists, guch interrelations

cannot continue—and, incidentally, in such a case industry

jtself will decline.
The first condition of the maintenance and strengthening

of the academic spirit i8 publicity. This means not merely that
the publie ghould have information on University activities, but
that the academic or cultural point of view ghould be propagated
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among the public. It is the business of academic investigators
to speak out on behalf of their way of living and not, as is 8o
often done, to apologise for it on the ground that after all it is
of some assistance to non-academic enterprises. In this way
they would not only arouse the cultural attitude in places where
it is not at present active but would establish relations of
golidarity with extra-academic investigators. They would
aim, of course, not merely at enlisting formal support for culture
but at carrying culture beyond the University. As far as
present efforts in this direction are concerned, they have no
more than an edifying, sermonistic effect ; what is wanted is
the encouragement of independent investigators, the organising
of groups of serious students, and (what all this involves) an
active intervention in public affairs.

Even in a matter so closely, indeed essentially, related to
University work as school education it is remarkable how
unwilling University workers are to express themselves publicly
on the subject, how strong a tendency they have to make it a
matter of private conferences or even merely to accept the
accomplished fact. It may be urged that an individual teacher
is naturally unwilling to pose as the gpokesman of the academic
point of view; but it may be answered at once that unless
academic workers are prepared to state what they think is the
academic point of view, the academic point of view will never
be stated. The notion that the interests of investigation can
be served by official machinery, guarded by a ‘ hush-hush”
policy instead of being ventilated by open discusgion and
criticism, i3 one that will not stand examination for a moment.

Clearly, the public propagation of the academic attitude
will involve not merely support of certain extra-academic
activities but also opposition to others—if only because of the
strength of the anti-cultural tendencies in existing commercial
society. The necessity of this opposition ig very little recogniged
by University workers. Ignorant journalists and business men
may make a cockshy of the University, but University men do
not retaliate or, for the most part, even defend themsgelves.
The academic view of the Press and of contemporary commerce
could well be expressed in such terms as would shake up these
vested interests, some of their more corrupt proceedings could
easily be exposed by research workers—as apparently happens
from time to time in the United States—but the University
workers of the British Empire, at least, seem to * know their
place ”” too well to engage in any such vulgar controversies.
It is unnecessary to enter here into the reasons for this gtate of
affairs. But clearly what is needed first and foremost in the
way of University reform is something that will stiffen the
backs of academic workers, that will strengthen the academic
forces within the University and make it function more actively
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in an academic way. It ghould not need further demonstra,ticﬁl
that, whatever may be the * privacy ” required fq}x; reaearcoé
the ;)ca,demic life as such is not & gecluded one, in the sense

“ being apart from gocial struggle. 1f it were, then, in these

i it could only perish. )
1nmeﬂIﬂ"oIl:G ihe reinfzrging of the academic character of dthg
University it is, of course, essent%a,l tha,f;1 tgg 2;15;::}13: gflaﬁiﬁ ag.;’) !
o maintained. The ingistence 0 |
%1;(;31111 v%hlzch will be & gua,ra}ntee of %enggsycﬁiﬁahﬁggaﬁggsﬂ;
i g opposition to  re orm " along oft es currently
REEZ%ed?p e.g. the provision of options in line wmhf slégo?l-
date ’ (i.e. business) requirements, the‘acc_epmncc‘a‘g o
masters’ recommendations, or the substitution of e% ii o
examinations in which candidates have to sl_low an altli tythe
discuss—ior it is above all in consecutive (hscueusxonw.t?,1 dno
possession of a cultural backgrqund can appear. i lt' tnie
is connected the gerious question of the multip c?i} 119 -
Faculties. Here it may be contended that to bring Wi} 1};1 the
University studies which are _generally pursued mh ec rﬁiﬁc
colleges of one kind or another, is to ensure that 2 hig Bcélle o
gtandard will be maintained in investigations in ‘ghese ep ot
ments ; it may incidentally be a,ggued tpat the first tl;;‘e; ye i
work in such courses as those 1n Agmqulture apd i (ta',n?;ha,sils
Science in Sydney University i8 gubstantially eqmyalen hoto 2t
required for a B.Sc. degree. Never‘gheleee‘,‘ there 18 K}}lg 0
gaid for the view that the standard in all techx_ncaal taﬁ}l s
would be improved if all students ha,_d to begin gg datllaxs;% 2
degree in Arts or Pure Science ; and it may be a eif hat
would operate strongly for the advancement of science encs
gtudents had a more thorough cult.ural training. :At an_jir}h e é
it is worth noting that it is especially in connectl%g 1w1 o e
more * practical Faculties that attpmpts are made 10 %v; or the
entrance standard. The strengthening of the acadeqil_c ooi .
the University, then, involves the renevyed recogni 1(1)1n of the
central position of Arts and Pure Science, a8 twe . é.nd p
desirability of & cloger correlation between the hW§t1 B e
involves, in Sydney, the restoration of the authority
Faculty of Arts in regard to conditions of entmxiioe. o un of
A further important reguiremerét Ifr?:a; :1?1% :fepégitroll) %
academic standards iz an increase O o may Do
niversities by those who work in them. 'In eed, |
gxid that, unt?l Univeﬁ‘sities fmes;uo}rll Bti)&ug;lzgaﬁ; sggfgu(e?gl;
the delegation of a sharé © Te ot mever be
their studies to the gtudents themselves), they e ons
ademic. This, of course, would involve & Ul 0
gi)t?rggoicnot merely in present forms of orgagx:gtlo%vggzmlg
present attitudes. It is remarkable t.hat, th.oug the %i romn 28
bodies of most Universities are obviously ill-equippe




218 UNIVERSITY REFORM. »

'management of educational activities, ed i
: : ucational workers i
glég_lr emplgymept gshow the greatest re’luctance to criticise I';Sn:i‘;
& 1on§ an ”pohcy, and especially to do it publicly. How this
b ‘fgnptoyee complex can be thrown off it is not easy to see;
h il & dar}y rate, acgdemlc progress, if it does come about Wﬂi
%heir&n in hand with the assertion by educational Worke,rs of
fhelt g;eate; kn_owledge of the requirements of an educational
st ;11: kll(‘)jll} ti) ra'orflem _possesslflad by the members of the legal, medical
nd o ssions who are now in control. (Here i
gﬁﬁ?& 31111;1(}) l(i:on;f}lsmnt }c;i‘ outlook are fostered am(ong t’hg g;;}l;&
| cation of Faculties.) One sign of a more vi
ﬁmﬁfde on the part of University teachers would be the adc;ggtfi?)lrlls
yli ose of the_u' nu{nber yvho git on the governing body, of the’a
p;) cg( qf full discussion with their colleagues of the trans;actions
of that .b_ody._ Cons1dgra,tions of  propriety ” bave little
con;lpa,mblh‘ty with a serious struggle for specific objects ; and
%10' cqnsldera.mons would soon cease to have Weigilt if
: niversity .tea,chers became thoroughly convinced of the I{eed
8(1)11; g&cademlc. autonomy. The 'ma,in force which may stimulate
sue cao I;:glxllrx;lecé;;on 1(8i the growing imfa;sion of the Universities,
and oon undermining of their authority, by business
It is in connection with the i i i
, question of University go -
Ixznenttltha.t the proposals put forward by the oﬁciaqsgoz eg:e
n(:,gexg %’ ﬁ)grmed Sydney University Graduates’ Association are
sn strikingly reactionary. The suggestion that the present
small representation of the staff on the governing body should
gctﬁlally be rqduceq is thqroughly in accordance with the desire
dz'a ve;;\lreb 2tbusm%si|;hk§ University (in which a clear line would be
ween directors and employees), and it is not surprisi
glflazp these rg’f‘ormgrs pursue their aims with the professegrgléiﬁg
socia,glel"vi;cef , Which is the regular justification for every form of
Univerlégt;r el"tfl?ec}?.col‘ﬁldlsdtrue gha,t graduates could serve the
; ; u o so by securing public
the claims of academic inde 5 o e
the claix pendence, for the control of demi
institutions by academic persons in sh omooratic
1 aden t, for the democrati
working of these institutions Il,ld L it ademio
’ . 8. eed, with greater i
gi?;doég’ ?tn il;lcl;}%zzsmg nuniﬁ’er of gradu;,tes Wogd take%ﬁgﬁ?
! B generality of graduates have littl '
iﬁzﬁgil:ngeaf ;;t(;)her d‘;am;)cra,cy or the academic life, and tl?e ;111)1332-
posal of & gre } i
o il%ustration o g}r ater meagure of externa} control is
t may be urged that it is a re i ities i
proach to Universities if thei
%le'zgua’oes do not adopt a cultural outlook, and that 11:11?5 sl?é?vlg
that st?me hreform is urgently required. Undoubtedly that is
of’ Uu., a8 has been suggested, it is connected with the weakness
o nflversltles on the acadernic side and cannot be corrected
y a further weakening in that direction. In particular, it is
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not to be expected that the products of the narrower professional
gehools would exhibit pauch interest in culture. But, even
under the best of conditions, the mere possession of a degree
would not be & guarantee of culture oT, incidentally, of an under-
gtanding of how & University should be run. The question i8
not of the receipt of so much culture, which may then be retained
a8 a possession, but of ways of living. Lven in passing through

the University & student does DOL necessarily becomeo deeply

" jmmersed in the academic way of life ; for the most part he has

his professional prospects in view, and he remains apart from
the permanent work of investigation, with which training for
the professions is more or less harmoniously conjoined, but which
no one will deny is an essential part of the University’s activity.
On the other hand, when he leaves the University, he does
become immersed in a professional or commercial way of life,
and may easily lose any sympathy he ever had with the academic
life. Thus the notion that a graduate is fitted by his degree to
contribute fruitfully to the working of the University is an
entirely false one. 1t is well known that graduates’ agsociations, .
particularly in the United States, have actively agsisted in the
commercialising of University life, and the same attitude
appears in the Sydney proposals. The complaint that employers
in general look askance ab graduates is quite beside the point.
There is little doubt that the main Teason for this suspicious
attitude is just that employers in general are opposed to freedom
and grudge the University such freedom as it retains. And the
notion that the University should alter its way of working in
order to meet such complaints and suspicions is simply grotesque.
As has been said, graduates in their professions and organisations
and social life generally, could do something to propagate
culture and stimulate recognition of the claims of the academic
life; any graduates who do so may reagonably expect
sympa,thetic cooperation from academic workers. But those
who demand & hearing merely on the ground that they are
graduates, are thereby showing their lack of culture.

Some remarks may be made here on the lecture system,
on which a number of ill-considered criticisms have been passed.
Obviously there cal be good lectures and bad lectures—but it
would be foolish to imagine that any gystem could be devise
which would rule out the possibility of bad work. Tutorials
and seminars could also be badly conducted, and there ig nothing
to show that they are bound to stimulate the student to more
active thinking. Tndeed, one might suggest that the demand for
tutorials springs rather from the desire for an oxtended and more
effective gpoon-feeding »_ - If students think over the lecture-
material for themselves and discuss it with one another, they
will make more progress than if they are continually running
to the staff for further explanations. The printing of lectures
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a *“ reform ', for the establishment of

country colleges, and the like, illustrate these facts, and show the
necesgity for a consistent academic resistance to all attempts to
cheapen education—which i8 the essence of the commercialist
outlook. Only an aggressive policy can enable the University
to maintain its standards in these times ; and such a policy,
with the greater academic freedom which it would entail, would
gtimulate the gupport of graduates instead of allowing thera to
drift easily into the comimercialist camp.

The question of the University’s attitude to the State is
closely connected with the question of patriotism. It will
naturally follow from the above congiderations that the

University cannot be officially patriofic or, at least, that, where
it is so, it is departing from the academic point of view. In
any department of Political Science, a8 well as in departments
of cognate studies, patriotic and anti-patriotic views will be
considered, and certain conclusions arrived at as to the working
of patriotic gentiments in political affairs. Butin an institution
in which investigation is paramount, patriotism must be regarded
as subject to investigation and criticism, and allegiance cannob
be owed to institutions in which investigation is mot paramount.
The game applies to all questions of acute social controversy.
a developed University, Marxist and anti-Marxist views, religious
and anti-religious views, the theories of Freud and theories
opposed to Freud, will be thoroughly gone into, and the outeries
of excited business men or anxious parents will be vigorously
and not apologetically met. This means, as already indicated,
that the upholders of investigation cannot keep their work
entirely within the confines of a single institution but inevitably
become involved in public controversies. IR particular, they
are forced to interest themselves in the whole educational
system, and to supporb freedom of investigation in the schools
ag well as in the Uhniversity. And, in general, their opposition
to the subjection of the University to business interests carries
over into every department of social life. It is an interesting
fact, in this connection, that no consgiderable academic opposition
to government&l censorship has hitherto been aroused ; bub what
it indicates is the comparative weakness of the academic interest,
the spirit of investigation, in the Universities themselves.
1t should always be remembered that culture i8 opposed
not to commerce but to commercialism ; the question is whether
or not investigation is to be subordinated to the making of profits.
As previously suggested, there is not only no opposition between
science and industry, but the two are of the greatest asgistance
to one another. It was in Ionia a8 & centre of commerce that
geience first developed, and it ig in the more industrially advanced
countries that it gtill holds the leading place. Bub the .mutuql
aggistance between the two forms of activity depends on investi-

would not meet the situation at al
: tic 1; the question i .
g;‘a&uz;; uﬁlfgldm% of a position and tﬁe growcilngesfllgge;:tgd%e :
of It < assisteﬁag &f students—an understanding which is gf,
coursc ’a, s ky e working of class exercises, but which (i ol
o e eep exact step with the lectures, as if one Bhogleg
sy misundegrgspe@ that ; what is the next step?” A
farther misund tﬁ an@ng of the process of learning is shown i
bho Somtenflon & at students cannot be intelligently talki in
puatis it gg are writing all the time. Anyone Witllxlganm
b hose who Isjllrln lc le.cturmg }mows how little is taken av&;ay
avd bow axeat] D % sit and display an “ intelligent interest i
oo tokiny h}c: ukxll1 erstanding is enhanced by the practice %
anost of the’a questigx;s ;S:%dho“‘voxllmtlﬁ i e Soent i.;l
085, : L e spot . i
Wmﬁglhgt tfl‘l)fi,‘teglxprovement in many degrge com'srresegguig IQO
Trought lzen g amgle, by a reduction in the number of sub'ecte
2 c’a 13% On increage in the staff to meet the requiremjent‘;8
S horaby studentr 7 and by the provision of definite channelz
e i 81 cpuld express their criticisms of the com‘s’
ot usll(llm increagsed freedom for students bein ﬂomeﬂ
g s wnld sty Joop o vih sedsis el
. . ’ ) e i
Ll}l}lg)tél;l;gggdt'materml, criticism of pubh’sﬁgg gfolgll;gsegsagfnn i)f
fho comse Ext;l‘;esflxsjaétclfe[ggszfcleadmg questions Witil which paﬁ
the c;;lltral fegture of any courzxengftgig%rg Ss’tg(i? always remain
studentgrzowéllll" Ef course, be all the greater a tendency f
students to ng for themse}ves, if it is recognised thaz tlcl)r
D conss(; 8 not1 just a collection of professional training'ﬁschool(a
one’part oc%u{etn y, that the provision of lecture-courses is onl8
ome path ¢ foB ;vor‘k._ The character of the University as az
until those Whro aeralen(llleli'%)tgg I%JO %:;f;inreceive e o poitons
. ] b are pr
iztg :isn sat,n :}I(l)%a&endgn‘t gocial force, andgt-o eé)gsgea ri(iil zfost];lrll)lhdld
academic autoggfx;;hgvniqli hiitltljg&gg’r}xe t%he b gg;g
; : o vari
:vhlghbg,gggli‘n s(ifrﬁ,l forces, but they will alwa;éogstatnhzngv?)?lintg
tho D armngemggisthe%hmake pheir independence a cond?tio(;l
of the arrangem Tin is app}les particularly to arrangements
e ot _tedUmverslty can demand State support
e ] bl oes prepare for the professions and %)hat
question,s precis yd ecause of its diginterested approach to ti
guestions inv ave , can do so efficiently. It follows, how r
A eccggt State control of the administration of fgﬁ’
supplied by the ate, or any State interference in its poli ;
Tthe foroos which go by the name of *‘ the State ’ do not ﬁ(x)ldcy.
stand the e ions necessary for the maintenance of acad nic
, and have a definitely commercialist biag cguri'?;z

proposals for examinatio
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gation not being gubordinated to ‘* utilitarian ”’ requirements.
Indeed, the further development of industry at the present time
depends on the passage from the standpoint of the consumer to
that of the producer, from the disorganisation occasioned by
profit-seeking to the re-organisation consequent on socialisation.
The attempt to impose a utilitarian outlook om the University
is thus in line with the degeneration of present-day industry as
indicated by unemployment, crisis and war. And, on the
other hand, the upholding of academic standards is in line with
the regeneration of industry by the productive forces which
socialisation will release.

It is not the object of this article to work out in detail the
position here outlined. The point of immediate importance
is that the academic forces are confronted by the forces of
commercialism, and that the struggle against the latter can be
conducted effectively only if the upholders of investigation take
account of the general condition of society, the state of social
forces and the direction of their movements. It is not enough
that they should simply investigate ; for the carrying out of
investigation, the establishment of investigation as a way of
life, depends on social conditions and involves relations of
assistance and resistance to other forms of activity. And,
of course, it is just because they are subjected to these opposing
forces, because not merely the ingtitutions they work in but they
themselves carry the opposition within them, that investigators
lose sight of the issues and have to be awakened, if investigation
is to continue, to the dangers confronting them. But gocial
orientation is precisely one of the conditions of culture ; and
thus we have another argument against narrow specialist
training and in favour of the dissemination of culture, in the
genge of a general grasp of the scientific, artistic and social
activities of mankind, and the direction of one’s own work in
relation to these. The advancement of such culture, and that
alone, is what can be geriously meant by University reform.

DISCUSSION.
THE LOGIC OF RELATIVITY.

By HerserT C. CORBEN.

IN an article recently published in this Journal® Mr. 0. C.
Allen condemns the principles of the theory of Relativity a8
unsound, non-existent, unnecessary, untrue, and mesm.ingless,
claiming ‘¢ in short, that relativity is a delusion . Whilst not
presuming to write a defence of Relativity, for the theory is
defended by its own successes, 1 should like to point out one or
two misconceptions in Mr. Allen’s paper. _

In the first place it is gaid that ** in his book on Relativity,
Rinstein does not malke reference to even one single observation.
The whole of his reasoning is based on purely imaginary
happenings.” In Chapters XTI and X VI of this book,'® however,
are mentioned four experiments, by means of which it has become
possible to decide between the theories of Newton and Einstein,
in favour of the latter. Two of these—experiments on aberration
and on cathode rays—are only mentioned, but the other two
are fully described. I refer to Fizeau's experiment and the
justly famous Michelson-Morley experiment, without which
Relativity would certainly be the delugion that Mr. Allen
congiders it NOw.

Secondly, Hinstein’s agsertion of the equivalence of
gravitational and centrifugal forces is criticised on the ground
that  centrifugal force always acts outwards from the centre
of rotation, while & gravitational field always exerts an attraction
inwards towards the centre of mass ”, a fact which Einstein
himself is careful to point out.™® Einstein is not agserting the
equivalence between the space distribution of the fields, but
only between their effects at any particular point. He is
identifying the forces themselves and not the way in which the
magnitudes of these forces change as we¢ 1move from point to
point. He is saying that, if we were to experience a force of,
say, ten pounds weight in a certain direction, we would not
be able to find out, from the nature of the force itself, whether
it were caused by gravity or by rotation. )

On page 12 of his book, Einstein considers a raven flying
in the air uniformly and in a straight line and viewed by two
observers, one in a moving train, and the other on an embank-
ment under which the train is passing. This illustration 18
criticised on the grounds (a) that the raven may be flying .mbh
zero velocity with respect to the train; (b) that the magmtude
and direction of the raven’s veloeity are different for different
observers. The former is merely a limiting case, included in




