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A PARTIAL REJOINDER

It is curious,; in view of the fact that the movement® of
last snring and its intended meaning, having been debated
and discussed, almost to the noint »f oblivion, that so
mich misundersfanding is still in evidence. I would refer
yon1 to Sharon Parnes?® galley, in which she observes:
"I wonder how many of those who comnlained during last
snring’s men in rooms controvarsv that 3ennington was no
longe~ an exnerimental college, and nresented themselves
as staunch adherents to the nrineinle of change, are =s
staunchly committed to that nrincinle in matters of edu-
cational nolicy as they were ober the issue of narietals?"

n response, let me ohserve and offer, as a nrononent
of last snring®s “movement” that:
(1) It is a gross confounding, may, a profanation, %o
associate the men in rooms issue wth the notlon of an ex-
nerimental college. “leariy, the nariertals was used nolitically,
that is, as a wvehicle for the exnression of nrofound disenchant-
ment and regret with the annarent direction in which Bennington
seemed to he moving., Theve was no camsal, necessary or inherent
relation hetween the exnerimental®idea’ at*tached to Bennington
and the narietals issue. Our concerns were larger in scone and
wvision,
(2) with regard to the question of adherence to the nrincinple of
change, I do not think I am violating the thinking of others in-
volved when I say that we unheld the notion of change---not in it-
self, but rather as ameans to desired ends. I don't believe any
of the movement's nrononents would have been #naive enough to
embrace the notion of change qua change.
(3) The eritical point of misunderstanding, it seems to me, annears
in the last nhrase: ,..%"are as staunchly committed to that
nrincinle (change) in matters of educational nnlicy =s they were
over the issue of narietals?”
It was precisely with regard to change in the interests of
educational matters, not men in rooms, that last snring's
"movement” was initiated. For examnle, self-study, was; in part,
undeniably a reaction to the substance of last snring's
dilemms, a dilemma which neither ended last snring nor did it
resolve itself last fall. The momentum and sunnort the "movement"”
gained beme witness to its central concerns: Each netential
signer of the netition was annrised of our larger concerns
with educational nolicy and orientation., Whether the hours
issue was the best or npokentially most successful vehicle for
the exn®ession of those concerns, is not nronerly at issue here,
But the notion that it was men in rooms, rather than educational
nolicies and priorities, is toc facile, sunerficial, and in the
last analyvsis, digtorted an annraisal, to let nass by.

Ghug, glug, glug.,..is the ndise water makes
when it goes down the drain...

Resnectfully submitted,

Doreen Seidler





