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The salient fact about the aca- 
demic situation today is the ascen- 
dancy of the sciences and the 
corresponding eclipse of the hu- 
manities. This situation is reflected, 
among other things, in the Federal 
funding of the university. Current 
statistics indicate that about 75 
per cent of research budgets come 
from government sources. The pri- 
mary beneficiaries of this largesse 
are the physical and biomedical 
sciences. Engineering disciplines 
are also well-endowed; the social 
sciences less so and the humanities 
scarcely at all. As a result of this 
emphasis, academic programs to- 
day onesidedly favor a quantita- 
tive, additive, fragmented kind of 
education. Learning is viewed 
mechanically as an accumulation 
of specialized skills guaranteed by 
the departmental structure of the 
universities. The underlying as- 
sumption here is a Baconian one: 
knowledge is power. And the test 
of effective power is manipulation 
of and control over the human and 
cosmic environment. Whence, as 
John Gerassi charges, academics 
are the scholastics of the modern 
era, bending every effort to keep 
God omnipotent. The only differ- 
ence, he adds, is that today God is 
imperial America. 

This charge is undoubtedly ex- 
cessive. But it typifies an anti- 
attitude that is becoming increas- 
ingly common. The academic es- 
tablishment has been under critical 
fire for some time now, and we 
should not be surprised that Pan- 
theon Books (someone was bound 
to do it) has planned a series of 
“anti-textbooks” to give voice to 
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the dissenters. In this first volume 
of that series, eleven articulate pro- 
fessors spell out the view from the 
disgruntled Left. Roszaks intro- 
ductory essay sets the tone and 
points to much of the substance of 
the book. He limns an ideal intel- 
lectual who is activist, adventurous 
and iconoclastic. The French phi- 
losophes of the Eighteenthcentury 
are invoked as models, and Jeffer- 
son’s idea of a university as a locus 
of independent criticism against 
the securities of wealth and power 
is quoted approvingly. By contrast, 
academic life today is conformist, 
careerist and petty. Specifically, 
the volume indicts the university 
on a double count: “Mindless col- 
laboration on the one hand and 
irrelevant research on the other.” 

All of the essayists, speaking for 
the major liberal disciplines, urge 
upon their colleagues a deeper 
ideal of intellect and political en- 
gagement. Anthropologists, for ex- 
ample, should concern themselves 
with analyzing neo-imperialism 
and guerrilla movements. Econo- 
mists should question the validity 
of traditional doctrines in the econ- 
omy rather than accept them un- 
critically. Historians should pre- 
pare us to meet the future. English 
scholars should abandon pedantry 
and engage in a criticism of life. 
And so on. The Dissenting Acad- 
emy abounds in moral imperatives. 
Lower case pragmatics are par- 
aded unabashedly. I say “lower 
case” because it seems to me that 
the essays, both individually and 
collectively, fail to present signifi- 
cant alternatives to the prevailing 
system. The urge to action can, I 
think, only be taken seriously when 
we are clear about the basic issues 
involved. And ambiguity cannot 
be eliminated by merely register- 
ing discontent, which the authors 
under consideration here do most 
of the time. 

Consider John Wilkinson’s essay 
on “The Civilization of the Dia- 
logue.” Dialogue, he contends, is 

a Greek invention which has been 
forced out of existence by a long 
history of religious and secular 
dogmatism. He considers intoler- 
ance and fanaticism to be the chief 
cultural products of the Judeo- 
Christian tradition and deplores 
the absence of dialogue in Ameri- 
can society at large. He goes on at 
some length citing evidence of this 
state of affairs. Some of his points 
may be granted; others are well, 
although somewhat bitchily, taken. 
But he drew me up short with this 
statement: “Philosophy, the su- 
preme historical example of con- 
tinuing dialogue, has been instru- 
mental in its own downfall.” It 
seems to me that a careful con- 
sideration of the evidence would 
suggest just the contrary. Histor- 
ically, philosophy has been a major 
agent of dogmatism and dissension 
and only in recent times, far from 
having fallen, has entered into a 
period of significant creativity and 
cogency. 

I realize that some philosophical 
concerns are piddling and some 
professional philosophers are un- 
convincing representatives of 
homo sapiens. But the arguments 
in defense of the relevance and 
importance of contemporary phil- 
osophy are impressive, To ignore 
them, as Wilkinson does, is a dam- 
aging comment upon his position. 
For reasons of space I cannot go 
into these arguments here. Let me 
suggest‘ that one has only to meas- 
ure the contributions of pragma- 
tism, naturalism, the sharper 
schools of linguistic analysis and, 
perhaps to a lesser degree in Amer- 
ica, existentialism against the hoary 
systems associated with traditional 
scholas ticisms, dualisms, idealisms, 
neo-Platonisms and materialisms 
to become aware of the healthy 
new direction philosophy has 
taken. 

What characterizes this devel- 
opment is the substitution of ques- 
tions and methods which are ver- 
ifiable by the data of the natural 
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order, a’steadfast effort to focus 
upon the rich variety of distinc- 
tions and relationships that can be 
found within human experience, 
and a marked reluctance to ground 
premises, or rest conclusions, in 
some supposed domain of trans- 
cendental reality, a priori assump- 
tions or confessional ideology. 
James, Dewey, Russell, the later 
Wittgenstein, Ryle and Austin are 
a few of the important figures in 
this enterprise. I wouId not want 
to argue that their leads have al- 
ways been followed faithfully. 
Power mongers, for example, can 
turn pragmatism to disastrous 
ends. And ordinary language ana- 
lysts seem sometimes to have taken 
leave of their senses. Furthermore, 
their efforts are only beginning to 
bear fruit. 

All this is normal enough. But a 
synthesis is beginning to form. An 
integrated methodology - varie- 
gated, open-ended and immensely 
more sophisticated than traditional 
systems - is in the making, and 
the outcome promises to be a fruit- 
ful reconstruction of the ways in 
which rational discourse and the 
intellectual disciplines can and 
must function in our beleaguered 
democratic societies. Had Wilkin- 
son paid more attention to the life 
symptoms of philosophy today he 
would, I think, be less pessimistic 
about the future of democracy and 
dialogue. In any case, I find it diffi- 
cult to understand what he means 
by philosophy’s “downfall.” 

Two of the best essays in The 
Dissenting Academy are Marshall 
Windmiller’s “The New American 
Mandarins” and Christian Bay’s 
“The Cheerful Science of Dismal 
Politics,” both of which examine 
the realm of political science. 
Windmiller attributes the conform- 
ist position of political scientists on 
public issues (notably the Vietnam 
war) to the decline of the “ideal- 
ist” and “‘utopian” school of politi- 
cal thought in the 1950s and the 
emergence of reaZpoZitik under the 
influence of “realists” like Kennan 
and Morgenthau. Two develop- 
ments related to this transition 
were (I) emphasis on such con- 
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cepts as power and national inter- 
est and less concern with the moral 
implications of government policy, 
and (2 )  the notion that foreign 
policy ought to be made by a spe- 
cialized elite. Windmiller summar- 
izes the bent of his colleagues in 
these words: “There has been on 
the one hand a trend toward an 
‘objective’ science from which Val- 
ues have been allegedly expunged, 
and on the other hand a movement 
toward the development of a man- 
darin elite of social scientists who 
would train the princes and deter- 
mine the direction of public pol- 
icy.” 

But in fact the mandarins have 
not produced a value-free disci- 
pline. Rather, they have canonized 
the values of power at  the expense 
of all others, including truth. They 
have become “computerized disci- 
ples of Niccolo Machiavelli” work- 
ing in alliance with such agencies 
as the C.I.A., the Office of Strategic 
Services and the Bureau of Intelli- 
gence and Research. As a result, 
“the idea of educating citizens for 
their role in a democracy has little 
appeal to most political scientists, 
largely because democracy itself 
has lost its appeal to many of 
them.” Windmiller documents his 
case well, but he is more reticent 
in proposing reforms. Hard ques- 
tions, he rightly notes, must be 
answered first. He does suggest, 
however, that military and intelli- 
gence research be removed from 
the campuses and thus free teach- 
ing from the undesirable assump- 
tions of the status quo. This move 
would, hopefully, make it possible 
to examine our theories of govern- 
ment in a relatively unbiased at- 
mosphere. 

What is warming about Bay’s 
essay is the forthright manner in 
which he states his political phil- 

osophy in terms of human needs. 
“I am convinced,’’ he writes, “that 
our profession will never help us 
to advance from our wasteful, 
cruel, pluralist pseudo-politics in 
the direction of justice and humane 
politics until we replace poIitical 
systems with concepts of human 
need and human development as 
the ultimate value frameworks of 
our political analysis.” He bases 
his argument on the traditional dia- 
lectic of the is and the ought - 
man as he is and man as he could 
be, existing realities and ideal al- 
ternatives. Authentic politics de- 
generates into pseudo-politics pre- 
cisely because this distinction is 
ignored, when “expressed de- 
mands,” which are more often than 
not neurotic and selfish, are taken 
for genuine needs. This confusion 
leads to the kind of thinking which 
holds pseudo-politics to be “nor- 
mal” and gives “systems mainte- 
nance and adaptations” priority 
over basic evaluative standards. 
Bay aligns himself with a line of 
political theory, dating from Plato 
and Aristotle, which considers that 
the proper business of politics is 
to create the conditions of freedom 
and make the good life possible. 
Naive? Perhaps, perhaps not. 

In conclusion, I would offer the 
following remarks. First, by accen- 
tuating the negative, the authors 
represented in The Dissenting 
Academy fail to give due credit to 
the indisputable achievements of 
the modern university. The many 
ways in which it has benefited 
mankind and aided social progress 
should not be ignored in an effec- 
tive critique. In particular, too lit- 
tle note has been taken of the fact 
that recently the university has 
become a center of promising 
dissent. Civil rights agitation, 
protest against the Vietnam war, 
the new political consciousness 
among the young, the evolution of 
a more flexible and liberating 
moral code - all of this has come 
in large measure from the campus. 
The university is not a t  all a bad 
place to be today for those who 
desire a new order. 

Secondly, a strain of romantic 



yearning runs through the book, 
as though there was a time when 
the university was an infallible 
guarantor of liberal values. That 
is simply not the case. Universities 
have always served the needs of 
society. The medieval universities 
turned out theologians, .the ideo- 
logues of the time. Cambridge and 
Oxford supplied the leadership for 
imperialist England. Today the 
university is calIed upon to 
service a technological society. 
The situation is no doubt more 
problematical than in the past, the 
crisis more urgent. But it is not all 
that unusual. I, for one, wouldn’t 
like to predicate any prognosis for 
the future upon the hope that 
things are likely to change soon. 
The recently published The Aca- 

demic Reuolution (Jencks and 
Reisman) makes it clear that the 
specialized graduate schools, what 
James called the Ph.D. octopus, 
will dominate the academic picture 
for some time. When the average 
academic speaks of “excellence” he 
is not referring to anything like the 
whole man but to the number of 
students admitted to the better 
graduate schools. ‘We got three 
into Harvard this year,” one dean 
remarked to me recently. The kind 
of “liberal” education The Dissent- 
ing Academy clamors for has al- 
ways, like edelweiss, been a rare 
flower in the lofty reaches of 
human achievement. 

Nonetheless, 1,admire the moral 
outrage expressed in these pages. 
This too is a necessary part of cri- 

ticism. Our society is full of ill 
omens. We are all in some sense 
disinherited and alienated’. Per- 
haps this is why liberals are in- 
clined t o  whine a good deal these 
days. But as I see it, the overarch- 
ing crisis facing them is how to 
reconstruct their tradition in the 
context of technical specialization, 
highly organized power centers 
and mass dissatisfactions. I t  is the 
perennial problem of how to trans- 
late moral ideals into political and 
institutional reform. While the 
authors of The Dissenting Acad- 
emy offer few answers, they are 
well aware of the question. When 
the dust has settled, I have no 
doubt that they too will be counted 
among those who stood on the side 
of the angels. 
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Conscience in America 

Lillian Schlissel, ed. Dutton. 444 pp. $6.50/2.75 

With petitions, articles, letters, speeches, resolutions, testi- 
monies and court documents--“not treatises or tracts” but 
“the responses of men . , . who listened to an inner voice 
when all the nation heard the drums of war”-Mrs. Schlissel 
traces the course of conscientious objection in America 
from the colonial period through 1967. The 55 documents 
she has included record the convictions of those who 
dissented to national policy on religious and non-religious 
grounds in the cause of a total pacifism or objection to a 
particular war. 

Chemical and Biological Warfare 

Seymour M. Hersh. Bobbs-Merrill. 354 pp. $7.50 

What is CB warfare? How was American policy toward it 
formulated? What is the threat? Where is research being 
done? Who’s doing it? With what success has it met? 
What are other countries doing? What are the problems 
of CBW disarmament? These are the questions journalist 
Hersh investigates as he plumbs “America’s Hidden 
Arsenal,” noting that “there has been no major inter- 
department government review of the CBW program since 
the Kennedy Administraqon took office in 1961; the big 
increases in spending between 1961 and 1963 were ap- 
proved by White House budget advisers with no questions 
asked.” 

Southern Africa and the United States 

William A. Hance, ed., with Leo Kuper, Vernon McKay, 
Edwin S. Munger. Columbia. 171 pp. $6.50 

A wide variety of factors which bear upon U.S. relations 
with southern Africa (including the Republic of South 
Africa, Rhodesia, and Portuguese Angola and Mozambique) 
are explored here by four authorities on Africa. Among the 
topics: international relations which affect the confronta- 
, tion between black and white Africa; “New White Politics” 
in South Africa; the case for and against US. disengage- 
ment, particularly economic, from South Africa; and there 
is a study of the rise of conservative groups in the U.S. 
concerned with southern Africa. 

The Politics of Religion in America 

Fred Krinsky. Glencoe. 154 pp. $1.95 (paper) 

The author’s comments are intended to provide the con- 
text for reprinted selections dealing with the background 
of church-state relations in the U.S., contemporary issues 
in church-state relations (with excerpts from Supreme Court 
decisions), and the related question of “how far the gov- 
ernment may go in enforcing common standards of moral - 
ity’l-which includes a consideration of “Morality as For- 
eign Policy.” Dr. Krinsky, a member of the political science 
faculty at U.S.C., is also an editor of this Insight Series 
of studies in contemporary issues “designed to stimulate 
tudent reaction.” 
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