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	CROWELL
	Please state your name and your title.

	AN
	Ann Neal.  President of the American Council of Trustees and Alumni.

	CROWELL
	And Ms. Neal, do you hereby grant Walking Eagle Productions full rights to use this interview for the purposes of its production and promoting in all multimedia and written text formats including for its documentary production tentatively titled Academic Freedom and Identity Politics.

	AN
	Yes.

	CROWELL
	Thanks you.  Lets just start with the initial question, which is what is ACTA?

	AN
	ACTA is an organization focused on academic freedom, academic excellence, and accountability.  We were founded back in 1995 in a bipartisan way to focus on these issues and to empower alumni and trustees on behalf of the academic excellence.

	CROWELL
	Now one thing I noticed on the website, which is a great source of information, says how distinguished it is.  It is the only national organization dedicated to working with alumni, donors, trustees, and education leaders across the country to support liberal arts education, uphold high academic standards, safeguard the free exchange of ideas on campus, and assure that the next generation receives a philosophically balanced, open minded, high quality education for a reasonable price.  I am reading this right verbatim from the site here.  What was the void that ACTA thought it could fill here? With all of these things being mentioned as the purpose it serves, what was the situation with the University and I am assuming it still exists today, that ACTA was created out of?

	AN
	In 1995 there were a number of us who had been involved in higher education.  We were working for the National Endowment for the Humanities at the time, and we were concerned that some of the greatest threats to academic freedom and academic quality were coming not from the outside but from the inside,   There was very much a growing concern that classrooms were being used to articulate what should be though rather than providing the vast perspectives from which students could learn.  There was a great deal of concern that curricula were being diluted in many ways so that distribution requirements were replaced what used to be a coherent curriculum that would ensure that students were exposed to general areas of knowledge such as math, science, foreign language, American history and civics.  So it was our concern that various trends within the Academy were actually diminishing the quality and stature of American higher education and we wanted to bring to bear the informed input f alumni and trustee and taxpayers and parents to bring that to bear on the academy.  

	CROWELL
	And of course all of these groups you mentioned have a vested interest in post secondary education, University education.

	AN
	Absolutely they have a vested interest.  They pay for it, they have received it and in a unique way alumni are actually trained to be able to evaluate their institutions intelligently.  If in fact the institution has done its job alums are part of the guild and they can provide informed input from the broader perspective as to what that University is doing and how it can be doing things better.  So that is our goal; to mobilize the informed input of those who care deeply about colleges and universities, alumni and trustees, but who also feel that there are many places that colleges and universities could be doing a better job.

	CROWELL
	Now how does ACTA go about expressing these concerns? Or getting these groups involved with universities that some tend to have departments that insist on a high degree of autonomy, especially individuals with a high degree of autonomy.  Now that can come into conflict with of course the expectations of funding for these things but sort of suspicious of outside scrutiny by these groups that they might consider to have a vested interest that certain individuals in academia, or even certain departments, are not in line with the purposes of critical thinking.  How do you respond to things like that?

	AN
	Well there often seems to be a perception in the Academy that academic freedom means freedom from accountability and quite frankly that is just wrong.  That is why the American Council of Trustees and Alumni exists because we believe that those who are paying for colleges and universities, those who are studying at colleges and universities can bring to bear informed input on what is happening.  That is why we prepare studies, ranging from looking at the curriculum, losing America’s memories for instance looked at the study of American history or the lack thereof at our colleges and universities.  We did a report called the Hollow Core, again looking to see what is it that our colleges required of our students and what we found suing public data is that they really required very little.  That it was pick and choose, catch as catch can, anything goes in the college curriculum.  So by doing these studies and bringing to light what is actually happening on college campuses we are able to inform trustees, inform parents, inform students so that they then can bring their perspectives to bear ideally to bring reform to the universities to get back to their mission of teaching and scholarship.

	CROWELL
	So lets look at some hypothetical examples or you might be able to give me some real examples too.  Does ACTA perhaps go in a situation where there is an individual university situation and be proactive or is it more in the area of here is a general report on the state of University education?  And why I am asking that is I am sure there is individual cases that stand out more than others so my question is how could you see ACTA getting itself involved in a situation like that.  Let’s say John Doe University had a professor there or maybe even a whole department that decided to make it their policy that we are going to teach social justice and only this viewpoint and other viewpoints will be graded lower.  Just say that as a hypothetical situation.  How would ACTA get involved?

	AN
	Well typically the American Council of Trustees and Alumni undertakes national studies.  IN the area of intellectual diversity for instance we undertook a survey using the Univ. Of Conn. Survey center that looked at the atmosphere in the classroom and we went to those who know best, namely the students in that classroom and we asked various questions.  Did they feel the classroom was open to multiple perspectives?  Did the professor import politics into the classroom when it had nothing to do with the class? We were able to come up with national data and with that national data when there is a situation in a college campus that raises questions about fairness and balance we are bale to raise this data and we systematically take the results of our national studies and we send them to boards of trustee so that they are aware, here is what is happening in terms of your curriculum.  Here is what your organization says it is studying, here is in fact what students do study.  Or the case of intellectual diversity and the atmosphere in the classroom.  We have done two studies, politics in the classroom and another one called How many Ward Churchills.  Again taking a look at what is happening in the classroom on a national basis and then bringing it home by following up on the national study with questions and letters to specific institutions that re covered in the reported.  

	CROWELL
	So it sounds like the process is you will conduct a study of what is going on, present that to universities see if they will take action internally before what perhaps could be the next step.   Say the university doesn’t take any action, or a department doesn’t take any action or doesn’t do anything to act to satisfaction.  What would be the next step to, would it simply involve public media to bring more attention, contacting Congress people?  What is a situation that you see perhaps might involve more activity for lack of a better word “shaming” or publicly exposing what is going on hoping that something like that can be taken care of internally but nothing happens.  What is the next step?

	AN
	Well we are talking about a multi-pronged process clearly.  First, create a study that looks at key issues in higher education whether it is curricular quality or the atmosphere in the classroom and then publicize that because again public awareness of what happens on our college campuses is important.  The public supports these institutions; the public deserves to know what happens.  Too often because of the insularity of our colleges and universities the information of actually what happens on the campus does not get out to the public.  So our goal number one is to raise public awareness of what is happening.  When we find that there are issues of concern, for instance curricula which lacks structure, which does not ensure exposure to general areas of knowledge we then follow up with those folks who can make a difference, the boards of trustees, working with faculty and working with administrators urging them to review their curricula; urging them to ask what is we want our graduates to know and then asking them internally to take the steps necessary once they have reviewed it that they feel are important.  Again on the issues of the atmosphere in the classroom, we found repeatedly in our studies that students felt often intimidated.  Nearly a third of the students we surveyed in our national study said that they thought their grade was in danger if they did not agree with the professor.  49% of the students that we surveyed nationally said that professors imported politics frequently into the classroom even when it had nothing to do with the course at hand.  Our goal is then to take that data and impart that information to the folks within the institutions to do something and urge them internally to act.  Obviously we hope that will occur.  There are other pressure points as well.  Continuing public awareness and we certainly have worked in the past with legislators who are concerned about the institutions they fund.  Who are interested in ensuring that these institutions have academic freedom, academic quality and accountability.  So we feel that legislative action quite frankly is the last resort and that ideally the institutions should take the corrective measures internally to deal and ensure their quality of education.  But obviously if they don’t it is perfectly then appropriate for legislators to be interested, to pay attention, and to demand accountability from these institutions.

	CROWELL
	I would like to learn a bit more about the survey process because it does seem to gather enough data, especially on a national scale, it does need to be rather extensive to have enough of a sample.  With this report you described, on all the percentages and the factors, to the best of your knowledge I know you don’t have it with you right now, how would you say the study went on?  Did it do samplings from the people in the classes themselves, would you be willing to participate in this study, and then you work with them whether it was over the phone or written form and then afterwards from that is there a quantitative number of how many people out of all of these classrooms, because I am sure it would be impossible to get 100% of the people responding to an outside organization.

	AN
	Well ACTA commissioned the University of Connecticut Center for Survey Research and Analysis.  Obviously this is an entity that for a living does important survey analysis and it does so in a scientifically valid way.  It was then up to the University of Connecticut to develop the system for surveying.  It was done via telephone.  It was done through a wide array of students and 50 institutions across the country, the top 50 according to US News and World Report.  And in developing the questions and answers the Roper Center as we called it, was able to produce results with a plus or minus 4-reliability factor.  So this was data that was based on scientific measures, and scientific procedures and is therefore reliable in talking to the institutions that are involved in them.

	CROWELL
	That’s interesting that you mention only because I remember reading a report, well briefly reading a report, by the American Federation of Teachers and thinking it becomes hard to see where does critical scrutiny come in but then where does political bias come in.  I think they said their own interpretation of the study was that it wasn’t as scientific as it needed to be.  Are you familiar with their responses or how would you respond to a statement like that?  Like I said this is actually posted on the American Federation of Teachers website that looked at that report.

	AN
	I am not familiar specifically with that criticism but of course when we bring criticism to bear on higher education often those who are insiders.  Often those who may be part of the problem find fault with these students.  And again part of our message is that academic freedom is also academic responsibility and that academic freedom and the ability to teach and the ability to engage in scholarship also entails with it responsibility for the students in the classroom and it is perfectly appropriate then for institutions that pay for these colleges and universities to examine whether or not professors are living up to their responsibilities in the classroom.  That is simply what this study was about and sometimes the academy doesn’t like criticism but that doesn’t mean that these practices shouldn’t be revealed for public consumption.

	CROWELL
	Do you think that as a bit ironic that academic institutions or even their advocates that are here to protect the right to scrutiny might seem to be hostile to the idea of being scrutinized themselves?

	AN
	The idea is rather ironic sometimes that institutions that as a living argues for looking at issues in a broad way often balk at any sort of public scrutiny.  Again what we found is that they often equate criticism with censorship when in fact the two are not the same.  When ACTA does various surveys looking at the atmosphere in the classroom or looking at college catalogs we simply are relying on data from the students themselves, from the college catalogs themselves that these professors have written and bringing to bear commentary based on their words and their own public face.

	CROWELL
	Now does ACTA also have to deal with the impressions by these groups that maybe it is part more of a conservative or right wing group because its original founder is Lynne Cheney, wife to Vice President Dick Cheney, Senator Joseph Lieberman and so the impression perhaps of these groups is that maybe there is a conservative or a right wing agenda.  How would you respond to that?

	AN
	Well ACTA is a bipartisan organization and it has been since its founding in 1995.  Yes Lynne Cheney was a founder so was Joe Lieberman, Marty Perets who was the editor in chief of the New Republic, Hans Mark.  If you look at our list of national advisors they cover the entire political spectrum.  And I think the important issue to remember too is these are questions regarding academic freedom, academic excellence, and accountability.  These are not right questions; these are not left questions.  These are questions about the role and responsibility of our colleges and universities.  So for those who would suggest that there is a political agenda behind these discussions I think it really tries to minimize the discussion.  It tries to put an end to the discussion that we need about what our colleges and universities do and whether or not they are doing their job.

	CROWELL
	Well let’s get over to a big symbol and the reason why we are here and that is extremism along political lines, and that is Ward Churchill.  I’d like to read from a few statements that were made by ACTA and yourself and ask you to expand on them.  Here is a few things, he was listed in a press release, actually in the report How many Ward Churchills saying “Ever since tenured ethnic studies professor Ward Churchill called victims of 9/11 ‘little Eichmans’ he has become the veritable poster boy for extremism in American academia.”  And from that in an earlier decision it was praising the University of Colorado Boulder to fire Ward Churchill, or their decision to fire Ward Churchill for academic misconduct a decision that he is currently appealing with his lawyer and will probably go to court the way things look now.  Your statement from that was “Ward Churchill’s academic misconduct was serious and deliberate.  No university dedicated to the disinterested search for truth can tolerate such conduct.  CU, University of Colorado Boulder, should be commended for understanding and stating publicly that academic freedom does not license to ignore their duties to teach and research responsible.  But the need to guard against irresponsible teaching and research does not end with the firing of Ward Churchill.”  So there are tow questions in there.  It appears that Ward Churchill is not a good embodiment of the scholar or post secondary education form there and deserved his firing.  It seemed like ACTA followed the case of Ward Churchill right from the beginning; is there a distinction being made here with what he is saying versus his actual scholarship? 

	AN
	I think it is important to note that when the comments about “little Eichmans” first came into public awareness ACTA issued a press release at that time that said that we felt that Ward Churchill should be reviewed with all due process because there were a number of politicians and others calling for his firing.  We did not feel that that would be appropriate and as I say we felt very strongly that he deserved due process and an evaluation of his academic competence.  What ultimately happened after an extensive review by his peers, colleagues and others was a finding of gross fabrications, plagiarism, and basically professional incompetence and after that finding and a fair assessment over a period of months ACTA did say that based on these findings from his own institution the professional incompetence would certainly call for his leaving the university.  But those are two distinct issues: his professional incompetence, which is one and then the more general issues in terms of the politically extreme opinions that we associate with him.  ACTA did a report called How many Ward Churchills and we used him as a type if you will.  Essentially our question was could we put Ward Churchill in context?  How many Ward Churchills are there? And we concluded that he is not alone; he is quite common.  And by that we meant that the kinds of politically extreme opinions for which Churchill is justly infamous in fact are quite common on our college and university campuses.  And so what we did in that study was to take a look at college catalogs, syllabi, the very materials that students use to pick their courses and that are available to the public and parents to see.  We took a look at those descriptions and what we found is that professors were using their classrooms to push a political agenda in the name of teaching students to think critically in a vast number of institutions and in a vast number of institutions.

	CROWELL
	I think we can both concur that a professor to hold and to express a political opinion is one thing but perhaps what is the appropriate scenario whether they are doing their speaking presentations, their publications, or in the classroom.  My question would be is a lot has been talked about what a teacher is doing in the classroom.  What seems to be a little interesting is that Ward Churchill himself, most of his students in the classroom or classes that he has had, except for one semester which was at the time when he was doing a lot of PR about the whole “little Eichmans” statement so he actually received a poor grade but every other semester or time he has had a review by his students they have given him generally good grades for his teaching.  So the question becomes what level of political expression is appropriate?  For instance what if a teacher, I remember I had a teacher that said personally I think such and such is a war criminal but they said that was their opinion.  Does ACTA find anything problematic about a teacher just expressing their political opinions in class if it does relate to the subject at hand.  Say a political science class and a teacher saying I think such and such should be treated as a war criminal.  

	AN
	Well as a general rule we certainly believe that professors have full first amendment rights to speak out in the public forum and to say whatever they care to say on any topic.  Obviously in the classroom there are some constraints.  Academic freedom does not mean freedom to say or do anything.  We do feel, and the American Association of University Professors which in 1915 developed a declaration of principles talks very clearly about the academic obligation of professors and that is to impart the wide perspective of opinions that have met accepted scholarly standards in the classroom so that students learn the various concerns, the various perspectives, the various opinions on the topics at hand so that they can learn to make up their own mind and pick and choose amongst these various perspectives.  Our goal as an institution is to simply argue for and continue to promote that kind of academic responsibility that was articulated by the 1915 statement and that we think too often has been forgotten. 

	CROWELL
	Should it be a requirement for a professor to promote multiple perspectives?  Whatever lets say aside from hard sciences.  For example Ward Churchill has argues saying no I am not going to teach multiple perspectives on certain things just like he said I wouldn’t teach the opposing point that the holocaust didn’t happen.  So how do you wrestle with the issue of a professor saying I find one opinion as credible for scholarly discussion and others do not meet my standard when after all students have the right to not go to that class or they can get multiple perspectives from another teacher perhaps.  And like you said if the curriculum is out there and it is seen to be politicized these kids are probably going to have a good idea of what they are getting into anyways.

	AN
	Well again we have education to teach students about fields with which they are not familiar.  And education in our colleges and universities is not indoctrination or teaching them a particular conclusion but in fact teaching them information so that they can make informed decisions themselves.  So I think the question is indoctrination versus education?  There is no question that professors bring their own perspective to their subject and as well they should.  They have spent their lives presumably studying these fields and many of them have strong opinions about what is a better perspective what is a more informed perspective.  And ACTA believes surely that they should impart that in the classroom; it would be odd if they didn’t.  But in the same regard, if there are other perspectives.  If there is a broader range of issues and opinions it is their obligation to impart those other ranges of opinions or at least to let students know that there are other opinions whether it be in their reading list or even casual commentary in the course of the classroom.  We certainly understand and expect professors to bring a perspective into the classroom but it should be one based on accepted scholarly standards and it should not limit the professors opening up the students’ minds to other perspectives.

	CROWELL
	In Washington DC here not too long ago there was a debate over at one f the Universities, George Washington University I believe, with Ward Churchill and academic advocate David Horowitz on the issue of should politics be taught in the classroom.  David Horowitz argues no, Ward Churchill argues yes, it is impossible for people who are professors you would say who profess what they know and what their experiences and from their own scholarship to not profess a viewpoint because that naturally stems from it.  But I think it goes a bit further than that and the idea that we now have the term social justice.  That a university isn’t just about teaching students to think critically.  To open them up to the marketplace ideas but to get them direction from people who are considered to be their academic superiors, hence in the role of being teachers, to guide them along the lines of what they should do for the purposes of social justice.  Whether you consider it to be diversity in the classroom, changing public policy, whatever it is, r even to the goal of changing the fabric of society as we call it.  Is that acceptable by ACTA standards?  Can you have the concept of social justice that has been introduced for some time now but its steadily growing and I think seems to be the main counterpart to the idea of academic freedom and responsibility?

	AN
	I think there is a profound confusion by many in the Academy of what academic freedom really means.  Obviously if someone is hired to teach English literature we expect that person to be teaching Shakespeare, Chaucer and not Condoleeza Rice.  I mean there are certain limitations as to the field that we ask professors to teach.  When we undertook our study, How Many Ward Churchills, as we looked at the catalogs themselves rather than providing an objective assessment of multiple perspectives often these classes were nothing more than politicized, political advocacy classes in activism.  Essentially classes that had already reached a conclusion and were imparting that conclusion which again to our minds is the exact opposite of what a strong, rigorous liberal education should be.  That being one which opens students minds to multiple perspectives so that the complexity of these issues can be perceived.  I think as I look back at some of our example in How Many Ward Churchill at Davidson an anthropology course where the requirement was to produce a 15-20 minute skit on five ways to demonize an ethnic minority.  I mean again the question should be in anthropology are we imparting information and teaching students the accepted scholarly standards and the perspectives in the filed or are we insisting that they reach some sort of preconceived political conclusion and that in my mind is not education that is indoctrination. 

	CROWELL
	I think a lot of people who agree in the area of the conclusions have already been set for us so to stray from those conclusions whether it is with a student or somebody else even within the department who strays from that will be summarily met with whatever type of punishment, whether it a failing grade or the point of not allowed tenure is one thing.  The other that you probably mentioned in this situation is some of these things obviously are for all purposes of being described not of the highest academic quality maybe suspect to the rigors of what would pass for poor scholarship still inviting to a certain amount of students that say yea I want to be an activist.  It’s the time that, whether they are young or the certain point that they are going to school not to just simply have a passive interest in something but an active interest saying I have already decided for myself.   It’s kind of like when a student is in a trade school; you’ve already decided where you are going to be, maybe like an associate college.  You have some direction of what you want to do.  There could be enough students that decide that this is exciting for me.  I know what I am getting into; it’s already in the syllabus.  I want to be a part of it.  This jives with what I agree with.  Now maybe it does have overtly political overtones but if there are enough students that fill up the classroom and it justifies itself with attendance then what is the harm of that?

	AN
	It again gets back to the mission of the university and the academic responsibility of the professors in that university.  When we have students in these colleges and universities we expect as taxpayers and parents that they will learn about broad areas of knowledge.  Certainly I think when we send our children off we don’t assume that they are going to have classes in social activism or those that impart a particular preconceived result.  Clearly students can be active; clearly students can have perspectives but that is not the role of the college classroom.  The college classroom is a forum where varying perspectives are brought to bear on important areas so that students can learn to think for themselves.  When we send our students to colleges and universities so that they can become later in life informed citizens, effective workers and lifelong learners.  And certainly if they hear only one perspective only one outcome we’ve done them a disservice because when they go into the voting booth will they be able to look at both sides of issues, multiple perspective on issues and reach their own informed decision?  I fear often they will not be able to because they will not have been given the opportunity to hear varying perspectives and to weigh the pros and cons of those perspectives, when we did our survey of students and the atmosphere in the classroom, it was very interesting.  They self described, a majority of students surveyed in the top 50 colleges and universities self described as liberal or radical.  And notwithstanding that self-description they complained that the professor was introducing politic when it had nothing to do with the class and almost a third also feared that their grade was in danger if they did not agree.  When we have that kind of coercion, that sense of intimidation then I think that our colleges and universities are really doing our citizens a disservice because rather than doing their job which is providing an education I the classroom instead they are providing nothing short of indoctrination.  

	CROWELL
	I think one of the things you are mentioning here are the inherent skills we try to develop in students such as critical thinking skills.  Another concern is the area of being a student versus a revolutionary.  There are enough scholars or professors who don’t have necessarily a positive view of the United States whether it is the government, or the cultural, or as an entity in itself and have publicly made their feelings known.  Ward Churchill says himself that he wants the US wiped off the map and even Canada too.  What type of responsibility is there of a professor, should a professor teach with the goal of what the university mission is typically for better citizenship.  Or does a teacher have a right to say I think the US is terrible and I believe that things should have a revolutionary change and I don’t want you to be a better citizen.  I don’t want you to be part of the program that is to go through here and be a better member of society because I don’t like what society has to offer you.  Does a professor even have that opportunity or is that completely counterproductive to the goal of a university if a teacher is going to say I don’t want you to be a better citizen because I don’t like what this country is about.

	AN
	Educating for informed citizenship requires imparting information to students so that they are able to make up their own mind.  They are able to sift and weigh differing perspectives, differing attitudes, and differing arguments and then determine they feel to be the stronger or the better of those arguments.  So it is essentially providing a wide range of perspectives on controversial issues so that students can learn from them.  That is what I think we ask of our professors.  That they impart through their professional knowledge that wide range of views so that students can go out into the world having those critical thinking skills.  If in fact professors fail to offer those multiple perspectives, fail to have reading lists that show different perspectives on controversial issues, then again we shortchange those students because they will not have had the opportunity to learn how to think critically because they have only been told one side of the story.

	CROWELL
	Now I guess we wind down to the questions…

	AN
	And I should say I would like to add in here, what can be done, after How Many Ward Churchills, after we found repeatedly course descriptions that were tendentious, course descriptions that suggested classes in activism and sensitivity training rather than basically teaching the content and substance of important issues, what did we recommend?  We recommended that Board of Trustees, working with faculty, working with their presidents take the opportunity to review their curricular programs for academic soundness an academic quality.  Some of the things we recommended were looking at post tenure review, doing self studies, something that institutions frequently do to asses whether the atmosphere in the classroom was open, and vital, and receptive to students bringing differing viewpoints and asking for input from others.  We urged universities to take a look at their hiring patterns to make certain that faculty were being hired on the basis of scholarship and research and not ideological litmus test.  This certainly was an issue that was directly born to bear by the hiring and advancement of Ward Churchill who did not even have a PhD in his field and in fact had only a masters in communications.  When these kinds of hirings occur, it is legitimate question for the institution to address:  how are we hiring? On what basis? And are we doing on the basis of sound academic credentials?  So these are the kind of remedies and recommendations that ACTA makes.  Again asking the institutions internally to take the opportunity to ensure that they are proving a quality education for their students.

	CROWELL
	Now that is an interesting statement on.  You know it is kind of strange when I kind of blank out with my next question.  Ok now it came back to me great.  You are still going to have departments like ethnic studies departments that might be considered new social science areas.  Maybe sometimes sociology, and anthropology are some areas that do tend to have a very progressive/liberal or leftist bend.  These aren’t ranks that are easy to break.  And likely that they will continue to have these same course titles and same names in there and they are going to make the argument that this is what they are about and the two are integral.  I mean being in ethnic studies also requires a commitment to social justice.  So I mean you can bring attention; CU now has a post tenure review program as a result of something like this, which can be considered a positive step.  But if you are not going to be able to really get rid, for whatever reason better or worse they are there, is there another way of accomplishing this rather than simply thinking well as long as we remove these titles the job is done, when it seems like they have their place.

	AN
	We would not recommend removing titles or eliminating departments.  What we do recommend is that the Board of trustees look at the curriculum and ask themselves what is it we expect our graduates to know?  I think too often curriculum are on automatic pilot and often faculty are not terribly interested in sharing with trustees what it is students must learn or must not learn.  We simply feel that it is incumbent on trustees working with presidents and with faculty to assess the curricular structure and determine what they want their students to know.  For instance when we did the Hollow Core, this was a study of the top 50 colleges, and we looked at their general education program.  For the most part colleges today say we provide broad exposure to students in general areas of knowledge.  But in fact as we looked at the specific curricular requirements at various institutions, students take distribution requirements, which means they can pick from hundreds and hundreds of courses to meet these requirements.  In doing so, they can avoid taking an English survey all together.  They can avoid ever having any exposure to American history or civics on the college level.  They can often avoid having an exposure to foreign languages on the college level.  Again we think it is important for institutions to develop strong general education so that in this ever changing world where we expect students to have 5,6,7 different professions in the course of their career having a strong general education where they know math, have basic scientific understanding, have had exposure to American history and civics so that they understand their own history and heritage.  This kind of strong general education is the best way to prepare them for an ever-changing society.  We think this is the way for institutions to focus their attention, and focus their energies on creating a structured curriculum that will impart this exposure rather than the anything goes curriculum that we have now.

	CROWELL (Repeats question due to interruption)
	With classes like this likely be in place because departments insist they be in place and insists that they have their role in a university and knowing how much work is involved even from trustee pressure, university pressure, especially from groups that are like ethnic studies, or even sociology or even anthropology but mostly those that are deemed as progressive, liberal leftist bent are going to say no we don’t want to go by the traditional standard…(audio cuts out for long pause) and while they may not be the traditional values of a university they are going to argue that values such as social justice should have their own place at a university.  Hence these titles that might seem peculiar to the notion of a traditional university education with core learning principles.  How would you respond to something like that?

	AN
	Well the commission on the future of higher education recently came out with its report. And what it found was there are many good things in higher education but that it had become complacent and that it was rapidly losing its ability to remain the finest in the world.  One of the reasons that it found was the fact that students were not being well educated and there are national surveys now that talk about the low literacy standards of American college graduates.  There are repeated complaints in the business community that students come out of college unable to write, unable to understand basic mathematics.  I think in light of these kind of concerns one of ACTA’s goal is to redirect the attention of the institutions through trustees, working with faculty, working with presidents to addressing these needs: basic literacy, basic numeracy, and an understanding an awareness of general areas of knowledge such as math, science, literature.  Areas that students will clearly have exposure to and need to know in a world where they are expected to have 7-10 jobs before they retire.  Too often in the post modernist world we have seen the curriculum go from a structured, focused curriculum that ensures exposure to general areas of knowledge to what ACTA called in an earlier report, “anything goes”.  We think it is very important for colleges and universities to focus on what matters.  To focus on what they want their graduates to know when they get out of these institutions and by doing so they can rededicate the classroom to ensuring exposure to broad areas of knowledge such as math, science.  And that will allow other fields such as ethnic studies, women studies to exist but what it will at the same time do is require institutions to decide where to have to put our limited resources?  What is most important for our students to know and focus in that way?

	CROWELL
	Does a person like Ward Churchill have a place in university academia? I mean can someone like him, he will have a job somewhere else or is the connotation so negative about what he bring to the mission of a university that either ACTA perhaps or yourself think that it would not be conducive to have him anywhere because, whether it is his reputation, whether it is his misconduct.  Can Ward Churchill work at a university to any benefit to the institutions mission or for real scholarly benefit for students?

	AN
	Well we expect at our colleges and universities to have faculty who are hired on the basis of scholarly integrity and effective quality research and I think that if there are cases such as Ward Churchill where there is clear fabrication, plagiarism, and professional incompetence that clearly will not assist students to learn the areas of knowledge that they need to know.  I think there are basic levels of competence that must be sustained in our college and university campuses and Ward Churchill is a case in point of someone who did not meet basic levels of professional competence and it is important for universities again to asses the quality of the classroom.  For faculty themselves to determine whether or not they are providing a wide, open, robust exchange of ideas that imparts information to students in a fair way.

	CROWELL
	So when we say How Many Ward Churchills its not just all of these academic misconduct activities of Ward Churchill but when a university looks the other way.  What do you see as reasons universities look the other way?  IN the case of Ward Churchill, because he was a draw?  Because he was for lack of a better word a popular figure?  Unpopular with some but enough to gain press, enough to gain attention?  And it seems that schools that would want o be labeled progressive would want to attract that type of individual especially it also comes in handy if you can claim an ethnicity.  It can also be considered to be a part of a diversity program whether or not that can be proven to be true.  So what do you think the universities own intentions are for looking the other way?  Because this didn’t seem to be just a mere oversight.  It seemed that the university really wanted to have Ward Churchill, and fast tracked him to tenure with only a masters like you mentioned.  What do you think are the incentives for universities to do this at the expense of all of this bad attention that comes with them when it is impossible to keep it under cover?

	AN
	This is why it is important for faculty and presidents to focus on scholarly integrity, academic quality when hiring.  Clearly Ward Churchill was a case in point of a time when he was hired when he could not uphold those standards.  The question is why this happened and what can institutions do to ensure that public resources are utilized to bring n excellent scholars and excellent teachers.  In the case of Ward Churchill that process clearly went awry.  Extraneous, presumably other considerations came to bear and as ACTA has articulated in our report Intellectual Diversity: Time for Action, it is incumbent on institutions to review their processes and to make certain that in the future professors are hired on the basis of their academic integrity and scholarly output.

	CROWELL
	Two last questions.  One is Ward Churchill has been fired but he certainly has not been ostracized.  If anything it has seemed to have made him more popular with his, well I cant even call him fringe groups anymore, there are still enough professors, there are still enough groups, there are a lot of student groups that use student money student fees to bring him in on paid speaking engagements.  He does this all throughout North America, Canada included and still doing it, many of them and getting as much as 5,000 dollars per engagement.  Not only that he is able to wield enough clout to say nobody in the audience is able to record me while I record everyone else for possibly commercial endeavors.  What is it that a person like Ward Churchill can defy all of these scholarly standards and still be given a certain amount of credibility, of oration by not just student groups but also enough scholars?  There are a lot of scholars that dismiss him, but there are also enough scholars that have enough clout to say we are going to pay to have him come here and speak at our university.   

	AN
	I think you have several issues at play here.  Obviously whether it is Ward Churchill or whether it is Ann Coulter.  Individuals have every right to come to college campuses and to provide their perspective in the public forum.  That is a citizen’s right and it is a professor’s right.  Where the rubber hits the road is not what is said in the public forum but in fact what is done in the college classroom and I think that is the issue that concerns ACTA.  We have to make certain that our classrooms are used for education not indoctrinating.  That students are introduced to multiple perspective on the various issues of the day; that they are not given a conclusion but in fact taught how to think for themselves.  I think that is really the issue here, not what people say on their own time but what in fact faculty do in the classroom and are they abiding by their academic responsibilities as well as exercising their academic freedom.  Too often they have exercised their academic freedom and have neglected their responsibilities to teach students in a fair and open way.

	CROWELL
	I guess what I am getting at is despite all of these charges and despite him being removed because of these charges of academic misconduct there are enough people in scholarly positions that say oh we don’t care about it you are welcome here.  Is that a message that is being sent to a lot of students saying I can get away with that?  These standards don’t have to apply because hey I can defy this, I don’t have to apply the standards that ACTA might be saying because look how well rewarded I could be.

	AN
	Well having a Ward Churchill or having a controversial speaker on campus gives an institution a wonderful opportunity to engage in the discussion of academic standards, extremism, political perspectives, what happens in the classroom.  Too often universities don’t take this opportunity to have a Ward Churchill and then to have someone who perhaps have a different perspective and this is again one of the issues that ACTA is consistently concerned about.  That as we look at our college and university campuses we should examine who comes to speak on campus.  Are students provided multiple perspectives in terms of these public speakers.  This is something that trustees can ask their presidents to asses so that when students go on campus to hear speakers they don’t only hear a Ward Churchill who has obviously been attacked on many grounds but they also hear other perspective in terms of the public forum, in terms of controversial issues of the day.  Those who may not agree with Ward Churchill and some of his perspectives on Indian rights.  Wouldn’t it be better for the students to have this robust exchange of ideas, which I think in its finest essence, is a quality liberal arts education?  Too often we find a receptivity to certain perspectives, to a certain ideological perspective, and a lack of receptivity to providing a counterbalancing perspective or differing viewpoints and that I what is missing and that is what needs to be improved.

	CROWELL
	And is that also what Ward Churchill sort of symbolizes is why allow a opposing viewpoint if we’ve already decided that this viewpoint is the way to go, for social justice and anything else is counterrevolutionary.  Just like Ward Churchill himself has said while he has demanded free speech rights that Columbus Day should be outlawed and those who celebrate it should be arrested.  Or that free speech should not apply to people who you would consider to be Nazis, which is a term that is often put forward for those who use (inaudible??)  Isn’t part of the battle when so many students are influenced enough by this that they will rush a stage when a speaker such as in Columbia, University of the Minutemen, before they are about to speak even the students themselves can decide this is what we learn about academic freedom is that now we can rush the stage and not allow other people. 

	AN
	I think it is a very good point.  Institutions have the obligation and opportunity in a civil society.  Civil discourse in a democratic republic.  Too often our students are lead to believe that we want to diss someone whose opinions we don’t like.  Rather than trying to shut down speakers, the ability to deal with bad ideas or ideas that we disagree with if you will is to have more speech and to have more debate and differing perspective.  I think there have been too many cases that when we find people (long pause inaudible cut out of tape) shutting them down or even accepting them and not accepting others that we need to encourage this robust exchange of ideas that allows us to find what is good and what is the better perspective.

	CROWELL
	So then my question is do you see a relation between all of these classes of questionable scholarship with fostering the conflict over the debate and exchange, open exchange of ideas in a civil and rational forum.  Do you think from what you are showing in the report How Many Ward Churchills that its not just a matter of what is in a class curriculum but that what it promotes is antithetical to the purpose of the university even along the lines of outside the classroom but within the university the open debate and discussion of ideas including with speakers?

	AN
	In our survey of courses we clearly found on the face of the descriptions themselves courses that were dedicated to political advocacy, classes in activism, sensitivity training.  These are politicized classes that are not focused on imparting a wide range of perspectives and giving students the ability to think for themselves.  Clearly that is contrary to our perspective of a liberal education.  The perspective that Thomas Jefferson talked about when he said that we want to have the ability to follow truth wherever it may lead.  And I think that wide open search for the truth has too often been lost as we have found in many of these courses where tandgenous (?? inaudible) and a politicized perspective pushes out the ability to follow truth wherever it may lead.

	CROWELL
	I lied.  I remember two questions and I will even tell you them in advance.  One is on the disconnect with professors from the general public on how their expectations but not wanting to go out, promote and market the university.  The last one is what are your goals for ACTA in the coming years, what you would like to see accomplished? (long pause) My second to last question is, I went to a forum on academic freedom that was actually the speaker was President Rich Weaver, President of the National Education Association.  I am flattered and I am actually saying this is of value and people are stupid if they don’t. 

	AN
	Well I think the insularity of the academy is a serious problem.

	CROWELL
	Oh hang tight.  I need to get this all on tape…One of the questions I want to ask too is what is the disconnect.  Is the insularity of the academy a serious problem?

	AN
	Absolutely.  The insularity of the Academy is a serious problem and this is something ACTA has noted but we are not alone.  Larry Summers when he was President of Harvard talked often of the chasm between the Academy and the American people.  And in recent books by Derek Bach, currently the President at Harvard, Harry Lewis, former dean at Harvard, they both distinctly point out that higher education serves the public and that it receives special benefits, tax exemptions, subsidies because there is a public compact if you will that for these special benefits we expect our colleges and universities to do their job of imparting our history and heritage.  Imparting our knowledge about general areas that are important for citizens.  And in fact in order to obtain these public benefits they have to uphold their end of the bargain and that they have failed to do so in terms of curricular coherence, in terms of promoting a robust exchange of ideas and an open atmosphere in the classroom.  So clearly there is a problem and that is where ACTA comes to bear, bringing informed perspective from those who love the institutions, alumni and trustees, who are concerned that if higher education does not live up to its obligations that it will lose the special benefits that it has so greatly earned in the past.

	CROWELL
	So it seems that it comes down to, there is a contract, a contract between tax payers, politicians looking out for their tax paying citizens, as well as groups such as ACTA that have a vested interest anywhere from social interest to a business interest as well too.  I mean alumni is, or potential donors, it is an investment into a system that they believe will fulfill the obligations that the obligations that the university claims. So does it come down to if a university does not, or university administrators do not follow through on their responsibility to monitor its departments to make sure they are doing what is promised to tax payers, to donors then it is acceptable for groups such as yourself or politicians to say well since you are not following through on this we demand or we insist on giving us an assessment of what you are doing.  Or that things have got to change and you can’t simply be autonomous as long as you are getting public funding.

	AN
	Absolutely.  Academic freedom does not mean freedom from criticism or freedom from accountability.  Too often colleges and universities seem to think that they are invulnerable to criticism or a review from the outside.  In fact when there are clear examples of colleges and universities which no longer have a coherent curriculum; which have classrooms which are no longer open to the free exchange of ideas; which have class descriptions which indicate a tangenous (sp??) that is far removed from the open exploration of the truth that we have long associated with colleges and universities that it is time then for these constituencies to raise questions and concerns because the special benefits that we give to colleges and universities Is premised on their performing their end of the bargain, that is, doing their job and teaching our next generation so that they can be informed citizens, effective workers, and lifelong learners.  When in fact that is not happening and there is substantial data showing that is not happening it is time for us to raise our voice and if the academy can not sustain public confidence then regrettably it will find legislators who are interested in intervening and others who are potentially interested in taking away those special liberties.  That is why it is so important for the academy internally to address these concerns and criticisms and to do so in a way that reassures those of us who believe deeply in higher ed and want to make certain that it remains the best in the world.

	CROWELL
	And the last question of my last question set is what do you as the president of ACTA see for the future of post secondary university public education?  Do you think the way things are going now that things are going to get better along the lines of what ACTA is promoting or they are going to have to reach a point where there is more outside discontent whether it is from the public, the mainstream media, politicians?  Where do you see the way things are going now in all likelihood ACTA will have to serve a certain role?  Is that going to a be a role more of cooperation or if it going to have to be more of a role of we have to bring more scrutiny to what is going on.  In other word what is the direction you see universities that will lead in the next year or two?

	AN
	I think thanks to professors like Ward Churchill that have provided real public awareness of the kinds of politicized commentary that often finds its way into the classroom that we are at a marvelous point of addressing some of the challenges in higher ed.  I think the pubic is increasingly aware that students can graduate without exposure to general areas of knowledge.  I think the public is increasingly aware that often political agendas are brought into the classroom rather than imparting knowledge and I think that as public awareness grows pressure will also grow on the university to respond and to ensure that it’s doing its job.  When we have folks like Derek Bach, President of Harvard, Harry Lewis, former dean of Harvard, saying that it is time for alumni and trustees to speak up.  Saying that it is time for institutions to create a better, a more cohesive, curriculum.  When we have insiders who are acknowledging that there are problems and that colleges and universities must address them.  This is all very good and positive news and this is what ACTA will continue to do.  Build on public awareness, concerns about quality, concerns about the open exchange of ideas so that the institutions themselves internally will act to address these concerns.

	CROWELL
	Well you heard it first Ann Neal President of ACTA.  Ward Churchill on camera.  Thank you very much.  
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