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The group of seniors which brought u p questionsabout t he 
ideology of Benningt on College as it applies to non-academic
activities had its interview withDean Scott, Mrs. Smith and 
Acting President Pearson. Our object, a s st nted in our last 
GD.lley, was to "reaffirm common goals" in an effort t o alloviate 
t h e tension that seeme d to be growing betweenstudent expectations
and unofficialadministrative "statements" regarding student free-
dom. While t h is aim at present remains largeleyunfulfilled Mr. 
Pearson has called f o r a Community Meeting to be held on Thursday, 
A-pril 15, in whi ch the issues at hand willbe thr2.s he d out and 
(it is hoped) abetter understanding may be reached. We f eel it 
to be essential that students make e very effort to app e a r at this 
Meeting . Fo r t h e prob l em as we sec it now transc ends the bounds 
of t hos e particular issues brought up at the interview regarding
liquor, sign-outs, etc., and finally invo lves what we have c alled 
the "vision" o f Bennington i.e. the purpose and ideals for which
Bennington stands. Only through v ociferous self-asnertion c an the 
students make cle a r their understanding of the "Bennington way", and 
t h ereby influence the evolution of the Benningtonexperiment. 

As we were challengedby Mr. Pearson f or ou r credentials as 
an elective body representing generalized studeut opinion, we 
feel obligated to say that we hope , b ut make no p retense of knowing
t hat the bulk of the student body migh t support u s by reacting sim-

ilarly to t h e ideas and opi nions expressed by the admi nistration at 
the interview. 

For ourselves, we ob j e cted to the self-evidency wi th which
t h e administration pointed out t o u s tha t Bennington, since it 
is aft e r a ll an "educational institution", has the obligation
to a ct in a"supportive capacity" t o t h e students in theirnon-aca-
demic behavior. Early policy which said, in effect, "You're on 
your own," has been irresponsib l e , according to a s pokesman. In 
the future the schoo l must offer "situations, institutions and 
people" which would provide "guidelines" f or t h e students' non-
a c ademic development. This would necessa rily entail t hat a 
student test her own attitudes against "the standards of the 
Community" and t h e various standards of the "adult" members of the 
community.

We p roteste d a t the meeting that there tends to exist an in-
verse relationship between forming one's values ind e pendently in 
a community situation and having them recommended to one by an 
authority figure. "Then you pre f e r n ever t o have your moral val-
uat ions c halleng ed at .. Bennington?" Hardly - we prefer a formal 
neutrality on the part o f potential authority figures. a tolera-
tion of mistakes, and a sincere effort on the part of the admin-
istration to allow self-determination t h e greatest l eeway before 
a st u dent is de e med a case for administrativeve "guidance" In a 



- 2-

hypotheti c 2 l example we differed strongly with the admi nist r ation ' s 
judgment of wh a t consti tu t ed a precarious "case" theywcu l d feel 
"obliged" to open up "discussion" with a girl whos e sign-out s l ips 
i n dic a ted thata t she had been visiting n ot e ls qui t e regularly. This 
is in express c ont radic t ion t o the information given i n t h e Handb ook, 
wh i c h stat e s that n o objection willb e made to a stude n t 's s o c ial 
a ctivi ti e s except where they are found to b e definitely hampering
h e r academic progress.

Underlying t he adminis t rat i on's attitude seems to b e the opin-
ion that there exi s t greater risks i n maintaining a c oo l neutral ity 
t owar d student experiementation (an d potential mistakes), than in 
establishing a n environement in which int i midation may be met by the 
student s wit h n e c a t i v ism , d e c e i t, or u n c ri t i c a l c omp l i ance . Be i n g i n -
c e s antly "made aware of the consequences o f her ac tions a student 
may wellbegin to wonder h ow much s e lf-re l i a n ce ( l e t · alone r etentive-
n e ss ) i s beingattr i buted t o a nd expectedfrom her i n a ll areas of 
he r be havior.

There i s no "right" or "wrong" way o f resolving the questions

of experimentation and risks v e r s u s safety-first and the l e s s 
scandalous risks involved therein Our own positi on is t his: We 
stand for the identity o f Bennington as a unique, progressive a n d 
liberatinginstitution, against the forces that would have i t bec one 
a smoo , th l y har moni ous member o f soc ie t y , operating in glad c onc ord -
ance with t ' 1 e standards of t he st a t us quo. This of c our s e , assumes
a larger s o c i o - p oli t ic a l judgment on our part - viz., t hat t h e Amer-
j_can s ocial and p o l :i.tical reality does n ot reflect a utopian s i t u -
a t ion , that therefore i ts morality and its value s i n general need n ot 
be the one s finally a rr i ve d at after four y ears o f undergraduate e n-
lightenment. On this assumption we argue f or the preservation of 
Bennington as a n inst i tu t ion in which critical attitudes are enc ou r-
aged, in which mistakes a r e to l e r a t ed and, c onsis t e n t with this,
in which students a r e given t he benefit of t he doubt in social situa-
tions involving personal choices.
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