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We feel that it is importont to attenpt to extract an essence
fron the material discusscd at last nipght's Cormunity Mecetinge It
often apypeared that nulti;le questions in reference to nechanics
were pressing for a clear-cut definition of college policy on cer-
tain issues, Such questioning inplies that external standards are
being sought as a substitute for exanmination of internal motivation,
Those students who are advocating freedon arc, by asking for delin-
eation, negating that freedorm, The questions, the fecars about
liritation of frecdom stem fron what we would like to think is non-
recognition of, but nay well be withdrawal frcm, the underlying
working concept of this cormunity, one which we would like to call
the concept of anbifguityeseesa working principle which involves
grays, shadows, uncertainties rather than sharp distinctions. It
is this concept which nust be investigated and confronted,

Bennington hos established its few rules and resulations in
order to pernmit moaximum individual freeden within a functioning
cormnunity., Much of the cxcitement of being part of such a community
cones fronm the possibility of open individual choice, Ideally,
such choice is an act of assunpticn of responsibility. By asking
for clear-cut statenmcnts of policy, one is denying the chance for
choice; the chonce for assunption of responsibilitys; the chance to
develop responsibility ~nd clarity throuzh the confrontation of
opposition. The opposition confronting open (honest) choice nay
core from many sourcces cither within or outside of the collepe
cormmunity. But if an individual choice results fron the careful
consideration which the ambizuous situation requires, then and
only then that choice has neening and one rendily accepts the con=-
sequences of one's acticn,

We recognize that the Adnministration, more than the rest of
us, nust nediate between the collese and outside cornunities, At
present, the Adninistration's policy scems to be the elinmination
of ambisuity only when absolutely necessary in situations invelving
an outside comnunity (i.e., liguor laws). In essence, it is the
Administration's policy which pernits the existence of anbiguity
and we are askinr those students who scenn to want delineation to
recognize the valuc of this ambiguity. But cdo not nmisunderstand us,
We do not believe that this is or should be 2 hands-off policy,
For example, as nedictor, the .dministration has every right to take
2. student to task for scme actisn which has caused difficulty for
the college in its relation with ancther cormunity. And the Adnini-
stration and Faculty not only have the right but should expose stu-
dents to other orientntions when necessary. The student always has
the right to agree or to disagrce nnd this confrontation of opposi-
tion is what we point to as a major value of "ambiguity''.. Students
too often forget, while advocating freedom to express their indi-
vidual values, that other constituencies have the same risht. Con-
stitucncies can express beliefs without creating law. Ve nake a
rle~ then, that, wherever possible, a distinction he articulated
between official college policy and off-the—cuff communicnation.

inbiruity, or rather, the necessity for the possibility of choice,
perneates cevery area of concern at Bennington, only one of which
was touched upon at this, the first, we hopc, of several Cornnunity
Mectinrs. There are many rore issues to discuss one of which perhaps
night be the extent to which ambiguity should be permitted to exist
in other areas of ccmmunity concern. We have felt the need to
affirn the necessity for individual choice and the possibility of
such in the present college corriunitye
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