Definitions of a University

The university scholars who were
asked to comment on the purposes and
functions of a University (20 Mar., p.
1590) might have been more helpful
had they taken a practical position
nearer to the heart of matters than their
advice about “future generations,”
“qualities of life,” “wisdom,” “knowl-
edge,” and similar verities. Universities
function essentially as training and re-
search resources for the great institu-
tions of law, medicine, engineering,
education, and other professionalized
agencies of the nation. The trend has
been toward graduate work in these
disciplines. Colleges have a different
function, variously discussed as con-
cerned with the *‘cultivation of human
understanding,” “to prepare for, but
not to directly train for these great
professions,” to ‘“‘cultivate wisdom,” to
give the undergraduate opportunities to
“learn to live with people,” to “know”
himself, and so on.

The purposes are little understood or
their significance appreciated. In the
case of universities, these, like the other
institutions of the nation, serve to give
a certain continuity, stability, and order
to the nation. . . . Anything eroding or
corrupting these institutions would seem
to be a matter for scrious concern to
anyone with the widest public good at
heart. The purpose of a university is thus
at the very center of a nation’s integrity.

As for colleges, their purpose is not
to propound the humanities or the
sciences so much as to provide the
nation’s youth with common grounds
for conduct and common discourse, so
that all will be able, so to say, to speak
on equal terms with all others. This,
most profoundly, is a cultural rather
than an institutional matter.

Thus, the University of Oxford is
an association of 40 or so colleges,
almost all of which provide the same
basic acculturation at a college level.
Students going into the professions
finish with two bachelor degrees—one
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the B.A., and the other the profession-
alizing degree (B.Sc., B.LL, B.M,,
B.Litt., B.D.), the latter being character-
istically matters for the wider univer-
sity, as is the case for the doctorate
degrees. . . .

One appreciates, in the above terms,
why colleges should not fail their
students, whereas at the graduate level,
passing and failing are quite in order—
a nation can scarcely have unqualified
profcssionals. One appreciates also
what needs urgent attention in aca-
demia: it is a better understanding of
purposes rather than functions.

WILLIAM STEPHENSON
School of Journalism,
University of Missouri, Columbia 65201

Defense of Quick Publication

In her letter (10 Apr.) Jane Loev-
inger has continued her polemic against
the American Psychological Associa-
tion’s plan to develop a National
Information System for Psychology
(NISP). Consider her statement:

The American Psychological Association
has opened its doors to many who are not
primarily research workers, including psy-
chologists in industry, schools, and private
practice. The NISP proposal carries the
systems approach to the logical extreme
. . . Combine these facts and you see that
control will slip away from research
workers for whom the journals now exist
as a communications medium.

The fact is that nearly three-fourths
of APA membership now includes prob-
lem and operationally oriented psy-
chologists, many of whom are pro-
ducers and consumers of applied re-
search. Much of the applied research
they report, in such fields as trans-
portation, drug abuse, urban problems,
and education, by its very nature does
not meet the criteria of acceptability set
by editors of most APA journals. Yet,
their findings are important to applied
psychologists working in these societal-
ly oriented fields. APA’s experimental
NISP now provides public outlet for

the work of the applied psychologist.

In an earlier issue (27 Feb., p.
1228) Loevinger was quoted as saying
that the “engineers and technicians” al-
legedly are pushing aside the “psy-
chologists” and doing their thing. If
applied psychologists (as opposed to
clinicians and academics) are the “en-
gineers and technicians” she complains
about, then they should do their thing.
After all, information system analysis
is included as one of psychology’s
applied fields.

To me, NISP is an important devel-
opment. Leisurely scientific communi-
cation with extensive publication delays
may be acceptable to my academic
brethren, but as one who daily works
in the real world, faced with real prob-
lems requiring rapid solution, I would
rather pay the penalty of doing my
own screening for quality in exchange
for the privilege of not having to wait
a year or more to get someone’s re-
search results. It is worth noting that
other disciplines that maintain a fast
growth in the scientific world, such as
some branches of physics and biology,
encourage the equivalent of NISP’s
alerting function by means of formal
preprint and other systems. Can psy-
chology afford the luxury of relying
solely on a cumbersome, slow journal
system? I think not . . . As a member
of APA since 1952, I applaud the at-
titude of enlightenment that allows
APA to reexamine our present com-
munication system in light of the need
of modern psychology—a psychology
that is no longer tied exclusively to the
ivory tower.

MARTIN I. KURKE
2350 Mallory Court,
Falls Church, Virginia 22043

Foundations: Withering or Growing?

Irving L. Horowitz and Ruth L. Hor-
owitz cite old Treasury Department
figures and conclude that “since 1950
the total wealth of foundations has
grown faster than the rest of the econ-
omy” (“Tax exempt foundations: Their
effects on national policy,” 10 Apr., p.
220). This allegation was valid until
the early 1960’s. But since that time,
foundation assets have grown more
slowly than the market value of debt
and equity in the U.S. economy or than
annual gross national product. Table 1
shows the growth from 1938 through
1968. It is based on data compiled and
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