Thomas H. Hamilton, who served as presi-
dent of the University of Hawaii for the
past 5 years, will become head of the
Hawaii Visitors Bureau in September.

regents to release the relevant reports
in the case. In May the reports were
released. Since they contained little new
information, the Honolulu press under-
standably commented that there was no
reason why they couldn’t have been
released earlier. One point which did
emerge with greater clarity was the fact
that, in the period when the intention
to grant Lee tenure was under review
by the university administration, Lee’s
superiors in the political science depart-
ment were, on several occasions, as-
sured that the decision on tenure was
not being reconsidered. One of the two
major newspapers in Hawaii, the Hono-
lulu Advertiser, which was generally
sympathetic to the administration’s case,
editorialized:

Furniss’ handling of the matter under-
standably inflamed members of the de-
partment, His statements to them were
ambiguous, and it has to be said that
Furniss, not President Hamilton, is basi-
cally responsible for much of the trouble
that ensued.

Such editorial commentary was indic-
ative of the great attention which was
paid to the university dispute by the
press and community in Hawaii. In an
interview in his Washington office,
AAUP associate secretary Jordan E.
Kurland, who specializes in tenure
cases for the organization, said “I've
never seen anything like it,” and noted
that detailed tenure procedures had been
publicly debated and aired in the press
to a greater extent than in any other
instance he has seen.
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There are several possible reasons
why the Lee case has attracted so much
attention in Hawaii, besides the ob-
vious drama of the events. The uni-
versity is located in Honolulu, by far
the largest city in Hawaii and the state
communications center for television,
radio, and for its two principal news-
papers. The University of Hawaii is
the only university in the state (and
the only one within a 2000-mile radius);
many of the state’s residents are highly
interested in their university’s activities.
Some people also argue that, because of
the state’s isolation, disputes in Hawaii
become more heated than those in many
other locations. A case involving a
left-wing protestor against the Vietnam
war was especially likely to create a
furor in an area which has major U.S.
military concentrations, which is a prin-
cipal staging area for Vietnam, and
which is the home of many important
military officers, both retired and on
active duty.

Concern over the university’s affairs
is found in many places—from the
letters-to-the-editors column to the top
ranks of the state’s leadership. The
question of whether or not the AAUP
would eventually censure the university
over the Lee case has been frequently
and passionately discussed. Governor
John A. Burns, who has supported
the regents in the Lee case, has pub-
licly stated that he doubts that the
AAUP will censure the university, and
so has Robert E. Potter, the univer-
sity’s associate dean for academic de-
velopment. The AAUP has yet to take
formal action on a somewhat similar
case at the university. In May 1966,
John Wise, then acting head of the
economics department, received a letter
of intent to grant tenure from Dean
Furniss; the letter to Wise was revoked
in March of 1967.

Although in the May disturbance the
students used the technique of occupy-
ing a university building, the demon-
strators were widely praised for the
peaceful nature of their protest. They
also picked up some unexpected sup-
port. Hawaii’s lieutenant governor,
Thomas P. Gill, told them, “I am sure
that many of us don’t agree with the
Board of Regents decisions,” and a
former president of the university,
Laurence H. Snyder, said, “As long as
the students continue to act without
violence and without going outside the
law, I shall support their stand.” Zoolo-
gist Robert W. Hiatt, now acting presi-
dent of the university, is reported to

have said that the demonstration was “a
major awakening of the University of
Hawaii. . . it has given us a new lease
on life.” As of this writing, the regents
have not yet announced the appoint-
ment of a new president to replace
Hamilton.

These are some of the more recent
developments in the heated and some-
times bizarre struggle which has dis-
turbed the palm-shaded surroundings of
the University of Hawaii during the past
15 months. When this reporter visited
the university in late December, Presi-
dent Hamilton suggested that he read
Mary McCarthy’s The Groves of Aca-
deme, and noted the similarity of the
situation at the University of Hawaii
to that depicted in the novel. In the
novel, a liberal college president sends
an outspoken professor a letter stating
that his appointment will not be re-
newed. The professor fights back, even-
tually involving the faculty in the con-
troversy; he protests the president’s
breaking of promises and indicates that
his own left-wing political views are the
real reason for his dismissal. In an
angry concluding scene the professor
shakes his fist in the president’s face
and threatens to expose him to the
AAUP. The president then decides that
the college will never rid itself of the
offensive faculty member unless he
himself resigns. The president does re-
sign, confessing that he feels like Sam-
son bringing down the temple on the
Philistines.

Five days after President Hamilton
recommended The Groves of Academe
to this reporter, he resigned as president
of the University of Hawaii.

Sometimes, fiction anticipates fact.

—BRYCE NELSON

RECENT DEATHS

Raphael Demos, 76; professor emeri-
tus of philosophy at Harvard who had
taught at Vanderbilt and McGill uni-
versities since his retirement from Har-
vard; 8 August.

A. Hollis Edens, 67; former president
of Duke University and former vice-
chancellor of the University system of
Georgia; 7 August.

George P. Larrick, 67; former Com-
missioner of the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration; 11 August.

Richard H. Wilhelm, 59; chairman of
the department of chemical engineering,
Princeton University; 6 August.
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