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An analysis of student protest movements on 3 separate campuses revealed
that - leaders of the movements were brighter than average, vsvally classified
themselves as non-religious, but were morally concerned about social and political
issues. Participants in the Free Speech Movement (FSM) at Berkeléy were found to
have similar characteristics, and Center researchers conducted a more detailed study
on initiators of and participants in the movement. Three hypotheses were used to
compare FSM students with non-participating or average students: (1) that FSM
participants are better students, more autonomous, have broader intellectual
dispositions and obtain higher GPAs, (2) that there is a larger percentage of transfer
students in the FSM group, and (3) that the majority of transfer students come from
selective liberal arts, private, and public institutions. Three student samples were
surveyed: 188 FSM participants who had been arrested, 60 FSM volunteers, and a
randomly selected group of non-partficipating seniors. Findings of the study
supported the 3 hypotheses. The arrested and volunteer students represent an
unusual group that possesses exceptional scholarship potential, and their concern
about social problems and political issues is secondary to their educational goals.
They felt a need to become involved in academic matters and to attempt fo establish
a relationship between their education and problems in the world. (WM)
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INTRLLACE WD COLRNTIERT:  THR FACES OF DISCOWTENT

Paal Heist .

Since 1850 the 0011009 student in America hazs become a majos subject for

research. A number of investigations conducted during tha decade following
this date had their inception at a time when the mass of college youth were

cscribed as the "silent generation' and the Buncommitted majority.” Seversl

long-renge studics of students were begun at the Center for the Study of Highex
] R o

Education at Rerkeley during this period of relative quiescence. At the time

student protest activity and spontancous s student involvemant in non-academic

[¥4

matters did not represent move than a subsidiavy research concern in the Cen-
ter's studies. As the research progressed over the years, however, and espo-
cially after 1960, there vas an observable ihcrease in student activity of
"non-collegiate" nature in sowme of the student bodies being studied, as well
a5 in a sawpling of other institutiuns.

In view of the changes in the tewper of student behavior, even thovgh in
2 limited number of colleges and univercities, the staff at the berkeley Center
hecome interested in the students and student groups who weie being labeled as

Wactiviste" and who were giving leadexship to developments which did not have

thoit origin in the curriculum and the classroom. Largely as the vesult of
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“This report on the Berkeley studeuis vwho participated in the Frec
Speech Movement zepvesents an edited version of an article in Oznder zad Free-
dow_on_the Crroug, Western Interstate Commission for Higher Educarion #ad &
Conter for tho Ubuhy of Higher Rducation, 1965, The suzvey of studonts in
the FSUM was planned and comducted with the assistance of Adoicnne Ross, re-
seavch associate at the Centerv.
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some of our carlier findings, regurding inportant di ffarences among studcnis,

we becaws particularly interested in the personality cheracteristice which
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wight differeatiate between mea and wonen who vere commi.tting thamselves Lo

dealing with politicel issues and exisiing social pro

g slows and the mzjority
of students who seemcd to repain aloof from the Boutaide world!

During the past decade the realm of higher education iteelf alsge came

Cupnder increasing attack from many fronts. And occasiocnally, emall and some

what isolated groups of students joined in this criticiem, altliough the avail-

able evidence fiom a numbzr of investigatloas hefore 1960 showed that the
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mass of students, at all levels of ahility, seemed to be cotisfied and amaz-
ingly cowplaccit. When che thinking of men and womon, in szlected colleges,
wvas sampled aftew 1960, the gencral situation had not changed very much. One

1

still obteined a e wyealing picture of only a small minozity of people who were
Ay peoy

critical of their educational experiences and often of other aspects of Amex-
ican society. These studenis, seemingly somewhat celf-selected and move prok-
jnently represented in certain institutions, weve ¥e adily recognized as an
atypical sauple of modexn youth.

Thus, even at the begioning cf the present decade, evaluative and cyriti-
cal analyses, whether of disturbing social and political phennmeﬂa or of the
tradition-bound educational system, were forthcoming in vexy few colleged and
universities. This fact represents a sad commentary on higher education and
can be interpreted as an indictment of the basic interests and motivations of
most faculty and students. What cracks were ewposed in the ivoried and not
infrequently fossilized towcrs of education during irecent ycars seemcd to ve-

sult chiefly fvom the occasional efforts of a minima 1 number of studentis.

The activities of commitied minorities in scatteved settings have genevated

concern, cncouraged new perspectives and initiated some changes, both within




cducatrionel instituticns and in gow” Megrasrst of the genersl society.

Currently, colleges ond universii riecs Ffind theasoelves in a trensitional
period of anticipated chenge. The earmarks of this transition can be fainly
easily identificd. Upperwost among the "earmarks" are: changes in student
morcs, increased concerns for snd about students, some conccra abort e quals
ity of cducational programs, the fact of a diverse student voice nov being
heard on different fronis, and the use of protest neetings and demonstwatlions.
A major question, derived {rom these menifestations, seems to be whether o
not the problems, the turmoil and the developments of the recent yeaxrs can
lead to significant program changes, to more meaningful education foi the
greai variety of youth, and to important e: pCzLCﬁCGn which ave no longer un-

related to the reality of existence and the major issues of our times.

LES

The cowplacency of the cducational szene in the middle and late Fift
has all but diszppeared on most college campuses. thhere all students in
some institutions may still be unconcerncd and uninvolved, it is doubtful
that administrators and faculty have reméiued untouched by the student be-
havior in other setiings. News media and national and regional conferences
have brought the role and thinking of committed and 'activist” student;, Gt
those participating in "the mover ment'', on to center stage. And educators

have been given cause to ask., at times with trepidation, what these new exbira-
) 1 ’

and intremural '"crusades' wmean fow all of higher education. Besides having

C

brought some social ills under the bright lights, students have also given

us cause to doubt that all parties in the cducational enterprise ave achiev-

ing their goals. They have a also challenged amy conclusions that the various
acets of higher education in this nation are operating as intended, and that

the centers of learning are propagating substantive knowledge while at the

same time advancing mankind toward +he benefits of a greatex society.
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fhether or not we ever reelly belicved that ve were accomplishing the
4 (&)

a

laudable objectives of cducation, many professed this to be the case., Ac-
tually, the facts and evidence available have not lent thewselves to such

1 ‘
an interpretation. Nox is such a conclusion supported by the increasingly

andible student voice, - one of frustration, agitation and discontent. In
this paper, the orieantation and commitments of one sample of modern college
students, participants in the Free Spcech liovement at perkeley, arc exsmined
from a couple of perspeciivas. A major guiding question undevlying this

study centered in the TFSH students' que .t for knowledge and otential for
[S)

academic attainment.

THE COMRALTTED HMINCRITY

Mauch of the serious student activity in recent years seems, in large

part, to be related to the sit-ins firet conducted by Negro youth in the
South. Their confrontations with members of a society which they saw as
maintaining an enachronistic establishment precipitated, or certainly en-

couraged, isolated protestations by Negroes and whites of college age in

other scattercd locations.
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The laculedeneble readex s prebebly aware of a conciderable increase of

intramural ond excroararal aetivity on @ crowing nuuzeyr of capusces di.ffervent
[3) ] s b

in natupe from the spirvited play' activity gencrally typical of colleze youth,

He may be less cognizonl that mild protesis, questionlng of traditional rvegula-

tions, and even strong political advocacy have erupted since 19060 on some cairs

pusee where they would have been least crpected. The fact that a few insti-

.

csuch student activity

=h

tutions heve had a fairly continvous manifestation o

and involvemsnt, often centered in social problems or political issues, is not

®

generally knovn. On several campuses in the United States, conflict and a de-

gree of turmoil secn to be taken as a matter of couree; these way even be de-

fended as paxt of the "design" of an effective educational program,

The truth is that the colleges oX universities which witness considerable

and frequent student activity and committed support of off-campus caudes tend

to draw a student clientele that is measurably different fwom the student bod-

In these schools a notable concentra~

jes in the great mess of institutions.

tion of students of high ability and non- conservative values often tends to

set. & pattern for activism 0¥ Soma degree of protest. One fairly recent ez

found in the colleges and universities which led othex schools to join

them in protesting the loyalty oaths required of students receiving MDEA loans,

even to the point of rerusing Lo administer the loans. MNeedless to s&y, a T

ber of administrators and faculty membere in these institutions supported stu-

dents in this opposition to a national program.

in recent years geveral of the yesecarch projects at the Center for the
proj]

Study of Higher Education have provided opportunities to 1ook through the cam-

ouflaging ivy of a numbet of colleges and universities. gince these studies

(A

iod of one student gencration, it was poseible to

1

vere conducited oves the pe

s of the activities of students and faculiy.

o .
- e

woke faixly discerning appraisal
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Some of the fiudings hnve prvticilar relevanes to the vadarlying topic

of this paper since these sastitucions veried greatly in the aptitude,

intellect and cowwmitizint of their students.
The great differcnces in the moasured ability of students are gcnerally
understood and need no elaboration. vhis has been the stoxy also among the

student bodies we have studied, where the average SAT gcores have renged
H O (&)

over £0 pexcentile points, Of greater interest to us has been the amazing

1

diversity found in the students’

functional intellect and basic coml tnents.,
These differences are partially related to the variztions in measured ability
but probably as much to the religious baclkground d and family philosopby of a
majority of students on these campuses. |

A

The differences among students in their commitments or fundamental val-

ues need to be described as gradations on wore than a single dimension, In
other words, there are a numbei of per rgonality characteristics which are rele-

vant to academic activity and demand consideration. As one example, it has
been revealing to find exirems variations on a complex characteristic of gen-~
eral intellectuality, that is, the degree of intercst in the learning-rcasoi~
ing process as well as in the world of ideas. A second impowtant character-

ferences among students, 1S that of general

-
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istic resulting in extensive 4l
perception, which may be briefly explained as differences in the sensing of
and reaction to the enviromment. The extremes in the perception dimension
range from a broad, non- judgmental oxicntation to a tight, close~ninded ap-
proach ox reaction. A third example of a general characteristic in the axea
of basic commitments is an inneir-versus other-directed oricntation, where the

essential differences are mee sured in a person's concern for the lives and




welfare of others.z

. .
i

For enample, ouwong the colleges in which studenis heve been enyvoyod
and studied in soveral projects ot the Berkeloy Centoer, one 0¥ Lo sCi100ls
proj LY >
had an over-abundsnce of intellectual, exmpevicence-seohking ond somewnat
> 9 3]
other-oricnted vouth., One collece had a very large proportion of biight,
o J ] i
semi~intellectual, but strongly othew-orientcd students., Some jinstitutions
had a great majority of averose-ability, non-intellectual conforming and
N o 4 2 H
somavhat egocentric students,

3

A number of pertinent “indi

-t

156 about studenis in a variety of collegee

are related to the present interest in the characteristics of students in

the Free Speech Moveuwent at Berkeley. An analysis of the FSH students will

be prefaced, therefore, by a description of the leaders of quite diffevent
protest wovemenis cn three widely separated campuses. in the fivet college,
(4), a student campaign was directed against the administration. In the other
two cases, Colleges B and C, mover 1ts developed as opposition to existing so-
cial problems or issues in the larger community. The development in College A
was an outgrowth of chauge in administrative policy which students saw as inimi-
cal to their best cducational interests. In College B, students conducted 2

long compaign over months and years, on & segregation issue where the rights of

zThese characteristics or orientations are measured in a numbey of ways
and through various means by social scientists. The first of the three major
characteristice listed, namely intellectual orientation, has been the cne to
receive considerable attention most recently. In the research over ihe past
seven years at the Berkeley Center, these major characteristics and othexrs have
been assessed by a variety of scales included in the Omnibus Personality In-
ventory. This Inventory has becn developed and used as a rescarch instrument,
chiefly to differentiazie among students in various institutions and different
major programs. Among the 12 scales encompassed in the Inventory, the names
of those used in this investipgation are the following: Thinking Introversion,
Theoretical Orientation, Estheticism, Corplexity, Autonomy, and Religious
Liberalism. All six of these scales ace used in a comprehensive assessment
of a general intellectual digposi. Him.
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Mogroes were prestuably being curiniled, In the thiwd college a group of
upper classwen overcame opposition ond gencral apathy aud won out in their
"mission”" to oxganize a wulti-college copference for the purpose of analyz-
ing and criticizing our govermient's peace policy..

There appeaced to be no strong faculty iavolvement or oppocition in the
initiation of these developments ox movements. n the segregation case in
College B the faculty in time became a soulce of major support. Real oppo-
sition to the students did come £rom the general public and larger commnunity
and eventually from govermnmental and police authoritics. The project to
organize a peace conference in the third institution did receive administra-
tion opposition and discouragement; much of the successful development was COi-
sequently "enginccred' without the early sanction of any college authorities.

The outcome of these developments in the several colleges, as both stu-~
dents and neutral observers sar it, was success in the accomplishment of ob-
jectives. The administration, at College A, porticipated in a public "heax-
ing" and respected the students' request to the extent of pernitting a thow-
ough examination of the issucs. Tn the second school, problcms of segrega«
tion were forcibly brought to the atteniion of the whole state and the students
vere credited with effecting the termination of an objectionable, discrimina-

tory practice, In the last situation, College C, a sewies of excellent peace

conferences resulted in succceding years, following the accomplishments of the

3

original student group.

[4

Of relevance in this brief examinstion is not the fact of general and

wide student body involvemsznt, which occurved in each situation, nor the

: - 2.

results of these spontaneous extra-curricular activities. Rather, 1 wish
X J

to nlace emphasis on.the gencual motivation and "sersonalities'" of
1Y f
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the student bodies in the three colleges aad on the chzracteristics of the
key leadership groups. It is doubtful that over 5 per cent of American col-
leges ond universities in the carly 1S60'e could have been blessed or dis-
rupted, depending on fhe reader's orientation, with constructive, persistent
protests and especially with activities demending leadewship and broad stu~
dent participation over weeks and months. Such developments, that is, ra-

tional protestations which persist ovex tine, generally evolve unencouraged

~h

and unsanctioned. Cousequently, they demand a concentration of students with
a fair degree of intellect, who share a concern and ere willing to take the
rick and the valusble time to become personally involved in activity which !
will or cannot be vewarded ox given reccognition in.the prescribed academic :
system. In fact, the contrary is closer to the truth in that the personal

"pay-off! is as likely to be punishment or at least reprimand.

. ~ ~

Let me focus briefly on one major ingredient of the particulax activi-
ties on all three campuscs - the matier of the spark, the initiative, and
persistence of a leadership Yoroup" in each case. The men and women who ac~
tually did play the forefront roles in these ingtances were identified, most
of them were interviewed, and later a variety of available assessment data
were analyzed. Across the thiee collzges, the key leaders or leadership
groups couprised no move than eleven people. It was of considerable interest
to examine whethar or not these eleven were in some way special or different,
especially within the context of three rather unique student bodies. What
characteristics, if any, would distinguish them from their classmates and

other pecrs? What cowpusite of traits and attributes might have been beasic

to their motivation or willingness to take the stands they did or to provide

the necessaxy initiative?
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In somewhot summary fashicn, it may be safely stared that these leaders,
viewved as a group, were significantly brighter than the average students in
the respecctive colleges, though at least three had SAT scores that would place
them near the average (of their respective student body). They came from &
diversity of homes and their fathers were in a vaviety of occupations. All
eleven, however, came from homes where the religious affiliations were of a
liberal nature or pevhaps could be described as tenuous or unimportant. Over

half of these students classified themselves as agnosiics or non-religious as
. .

entering freshmen; two others weve mewbers of the American Friends Society;

none of them were active ox periiaipative in a denominatiomal group at the

time of graduation., I Laxuuen in add that, in a generic sense of the term, one
might be in error to gliliyv dz.:xibe them as non-rveligious. We came to know

and to undzretand them &5 wen el women who weis wmovally concerned about numer-

ous socisni zud political tcpics and given to examining the ethical bases of
their dacliiins and behavicr,
A corpusite of chavactsristics which differentlated nine (out of eleven)

from the genvval student bodies were us foliows: the level of cultural sophis-

}‘l-

ticaticn, the degree of sen

L‘

sitivity and awoveuess, the cuyiunt of a 1ibertarian
orientation, the intens® + or level of intellectual disposition, and the state
of readiness te be imvclved or azctive in behavior beyond the'campus norms. The
other two could be differentiated on two or three of these “raits. From a stand-
point of observable activity, dress and style of life, only three or four, were
ever classified &s practicing non-conformists. By philosophy and general com-
mitment, however, all would have to be seen as intellectual non-conformists, of
,

as capable of taking this role when and if the occasion dewmanded.

In brief, at leps

A

t mine ox ten of these students were rather special and

extraovdirary. Though genevally respected, they were understandably not always

- o -

T e . R
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appreciated on theix own ceampuses; such individuals often provoks thouszhi and
esponses in controversial avcas in which wany of their peers awe unaccustomzd
to being personally involved. . To end this brief account of these somewhat a-
typical students, a look at thelx post-college academdlc records, activities
and attainmonts will sexve to vouand out the story. Nine ave still pursuing a
life of scholarship, which, incidentally, chavacterized theiw undergraduace
daye also. Six have finished ov ave completing thelr doctorate. Two will be
entering their fourth yezr of nedicine, one with the intention of puxsuing a
special research interest and the othex with the idea of working with or for
the World FHealth Organization, in the area of depressed and undeveloped coun-

tries. .

SOME DVNAMICS OF THE FREE SPEECH MOVEMENT

The findings regarding aggiressive student leadexs dip, of the type.just
reviewed, provided some background and a little different perspeciive for ob-
serving the developments last f£all of the highly publicized Free Speech Move-
ment on the Berkeley campus. Having studied and intexviewed atygical students
in other settings over several years, and having talked with a number of com-
mitted, liberal students on the Berkeley campus during the same period, we
could say, with something move then hindsight, that the Free Specech lovement
never did appear to be as controversiol, as threatening, or as flamboyant as
they anpa?evt ly were to certain segments of the imme diate and the move rerwote
society. On the contrary, during a discussion with two colleagues in late
October, 1964, it was suggestéd that the students, especially those commi.tted
to ongoing social-action groups, were reacting quite predictably to Lhc °1fua-

tion and the evolving circumstances in which they suddenly found themselves

1 Septeuber ard thevealter.
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At that time, we assumed that the small nucleus of presumebly liberal
youth who were or had been active in the Students Nou-Violent Coordinating Coi-
mittce, Congress on Racial Equality, Couwittee for Nou-Violent Action, Young
Democrats, and one or two other groups, soime of whom had scen acfion in picket
lines, was similar to the cazpable leadcys and othex bright aud committed indi-
viduals we had come to know on other campuses. Consequently, some protests and
a little of the sequence of events weve anticipated. Houweverw, what information
we did have on the Berkeley undergraduste population would have negated any pre-~
dictions about the developments which occurved in the months to follow. 1In
fact, there was little reason to believe, during the initial days of student
reaction, that move thon a swall nuwbew of highly committed students, perhaps
50 to 100, existed within the large undergrzduate population. And during the
early weeks in October, our speculation centered mostly on the likelihood that
a relatively small group could obtain a requested hearing with the administzation

Tﬁe continuing cowmentary is not intended as a defenige of FSM. Its record
and accomplishments seem to speak fou themselves, at least for those who have
attempted an objective appraisal ox who have been willing to read disceiningly.
Instead, a brief examination will be made of aveilable information about some
of the major characteristics of the young men and women who initiated this cam-
paign or participated in it.

In a sense, the Free Speech MHovement provided an important window for many
people on the Berkeley campus. For the faculty members who listened carefully
it resulted in new insights to the diverse composition of the undergraduate and
graduate population. It gave them Some understanding of a potent proportion whe
were committed to tackling certain problems of society and mass education, and

it fairly effectively introduced mauy to somwe of the reasons for dissatisfaction




4.

amaﬁg sevious students at all levels. Gradual undorstending of the movement
and the part}cipﬁntﬂhmayﬂzlso have led to greater respect for many bright,
“intellectuals" in the prominent nonconformist subeuliure, and also to a greater
willingncss to comsider the characteristics, the desires, and needs of a schol-
arly minority on the campug, It should be mentioued that the s¢-callied noncon-
formist and scholarly minoritice arc not exclusive categories, and such brief

terms lead to an inadequate description in either case,

Faily Hypotheses about Students in The Hovement

B i ittt g

re

Some time in Movember, after weeks of fluctuating developmonts and numen-

ous unsatisfactory exchanges awong administration, faculty and studeuts, there

-,
T

appeared to be scveral bases for listing tentative hypotheses about the stu~"..
dents participating in the contwoversy. These conjectures at that tiwme wewe
premised in part on the persistence of the wovement, the cobserved composition
of the growing numbers at noon rallies, and the content and qualiﬁy of the
'épeeches by the leaders and other participants. These early hypotheses weie
also encouraged by a review of the measured charactewistics of thirvieen paxr-
ticipating graduate students who had been former subjects in research proj-
ects on other campuses. The information cn this very small segment of the
FSH was an “eye-opencr" and the first evidence to suppont what had been sui-
mised by some pembars of our Center staff, h
Among the FSM constituency, to judge by these transfer students at the
graduate level, there wvere some dedicated people vho had established enviable
records in undergraduate settings before coming to Berkeley. There weve a
few individuals in this small group who had earlier been identified as very

exceptional students and two who had been rated as highly creative. A couple

of othere had gainzd pirevious rvecognitic. as campus leaders and activists.
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A1l had come to Berkeley with sownd wndergraduste training in highly respece~

-

rades., As intimated, the

3

-3
—
1

ted institutions and with a record of ezcelle

¢ thirteen, as a group, as well as the knowlecdge of

w

characterigtics of the
their records and backgrounds, intensificd our intevests in their present affil-
iotion with FOli,

Thus, several ofi-the-cufl hypotheses wexe stated, premised on gomz data
about a limited number of graduate students and the "conclusione" dwawn aftex
weeks of observation. This was done wostly to focus growing intewest in another

'

student compaign but also to promote discussion and coatinued analyscs of

significant controversy. The seve al hypotheses were listed in the following

a) The persoas participating sn the ¥SH, as compaved to the
average or non-participating students
(1) are wore autonomous and independent of their social-
cultural past;
(2) have stronger and broadex intellectual dispositions;
(3) are better students and obtain higher grade point

averages.

b) The membership of the FSM is composed of a larger propoxrtion
of transfer students than of students who envolled at Derkeley
as entering freshmen.

c) A majority of the transfer students in the TS5l come fio
selective liberal arts or private and public universities,

(or, from a 1imited, sample of institutions in higher education) .
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Resnlis of a Sunvey of a J8M Sernle

Some months after first being stoted the seversl hypotheses wewe used,
The project ox study was initiated only after wa were bdriven" to the task.
Our chicf wotivation grew out Of what was copsidered to be a fairly coatinuous
nisintecpretation of what the F6M meant and represented aad the frequeat.derogr
ative descriptions of the students savolved. Interpretation and misinterpre~
tation from the press is to be expected; in fact, varied and quite divewse

explanations would necessarily be coondinnie with most reporters' percepiion
and general orientation (ox that of a particular news agencyy . And the intew-
pretations and uvnderstanding of most of the public were poturelly based on wnat

. ’ L L g 3
was seen or highlighted by the press and television.
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These brief comments about the ngws COVEXaZe end the seemingly onc-sided
jnterpretation of the FSM are only part of the story about how the FSI1 leadexs
and students were perceived and received. The fact that much of the pucss diao-

nosed the activities day after day as essentially bad and none constructive helic
to "wictimize" the majority of a reading public. One could count oa the finjers
of one hand the number of newspapexrs within the immediate geogr phical avea end
within the State which sceusd to mzke any ottempt to getl the total story. Vexy
few papers wamined the developments from two or more perspectives oOF seriously
jnquived sbout the motivation or the apparently intense cormitments of an ex-
panding number of participants. Tn a few instances where a story Or colurmn pre~
csented an anzlysis of the students or reasons fow thely behavior, it was done
with tongue in cheek or with an implication that these youth, though possibly
bright and in the wost selective university in the country, vere sadly duped
and misguided. ‘

But, as already indicated, the reception that FSM activity received throug
out the State and nation cannot be credited entively to communications media.
The students, in various ways, wWere not always the best agents of their cause;
this was scnsed and even examined by members of the Steering and Executive Corm-
mittees. Though never riotous, in an excessive, physically asgressive way, and
though resorting to protest only through numbers (when dialogue and verbal cow
frontation was not seen as successful) , the FSi lcaders would be the first to
admit to some indiscretions and faulty moves.. . And the ieaders were also not ur
concerned about the problems of representing the thinking of a majoxity of the
FSM constituents or of the mass of the student body. They were often toxn be-
tween the necessity of considering tha iwportance and inmediacy of a next deci-
sion while not having sufficient fime to adequately souad out the "wembers."

(cont'd. footnote, p. 16)




Tt was tho persictent Iaock off objectivity and the f{vcquent unialrness

mach reporting, cspeeially vhewe wove of the facts could have been at

that promoced a sce-for-yoursalf policy., We felt obliged to discover whethew

selected characteristice of the studcnts in the wovewent were in line with what
we had summised ox whether they wewe mowe like the dmpreseions ond convictions
of wogt of the public. Thusg, a sawpl F students was surveyed approximately

two months after the December 2nd avrests, to determine some of-the.motivational

P,

L
.

characteristics and the genera}wa_ﬂdgmigﬂgallbge_oﬁ.ysm,Participants. The pai-~

2
ticular sawple war drawn from the list of wowre than 800 persons erwes sted. The

cooperating students were asked to complete a biographical questionnaire and to

respond to the items in an attitude inventor

. T

3(cont'd) Obviously, such mattevs as the general attire, the beards, the
long hair, the sendals, et cetera, of a percentage of the students were scen as
negative and questionable to a public that has difficulty undezstanding any de-
viate phenomsna. Behavior or cveats that ave seen as different, and as a pos-
sible threat to the status quo, alveys pose problems to those wno see them as
such., The level of genmewal tolerance is not high in most societies and our com-
:
!

plex, multi-structured society tends to keep most forms of deviancy out of the
mainstrean. Thus, the nonconformity of. the TSH studenis, particularly of those
exhibiting uncommon sityles of dress, put them immediately in the position of
being judged rather than understood. And when once judged ox categorized, it
is difficult to be heard fairly or undewstood.

Among other aspecis of the reception by the public are the following: the
matter of a toun-gowi fJVulry, with neweroues pursuant contentions, on a state-
vide scale, exhibited in many accusatious, such as "the Red Square in Berkeley"
and "the taxpayers rat-hole;" the Laci that youth should be obedient and wespecti-
ful aud not questioning the "system' or the adult woxld (prankish, mischievous,
and maybe rebellious, but not rebellious at a rational, intellectual level);
and the problem of being thrcatened by ox fearful of intelligence, of persons
who question present methods znd expose the exror of ouv ways.

' a time when the legal trials were also commencing, it was de-
cided not to follow up on the fixst veguest Lo the total sample and to settle
for whatever return was thus made available, The day after the letters of
Minvitation" were sent out the telephoue~chain for the arrested students twen
mitted a massage fiom Lholz ]c-na'x counnsel warning the students about paTLWC1ﬁa“
tion in a study of ' pe' at the peviicular time., This advice was never
counteracted by a latew message over the next threc weeks, however , ~approximotialy

50 per cent of the original sample ashked for the mateyvials and completed then.
T 3) P

Ythis

-I

u—-

14} o T
A 33 per cent somple of the avrested students were invited to pawticipate
in this additional suvvey of an already wc‘lw :udiec group. Since this survey
o
<
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In addition to surveying a sawsle of the students arrested on Dececibor
2nd, the two psychological instrunmznts were also comﬁleted by & smaller sow-
ple of FEM participants whoee cooperation had been solicited by those in the
arrested somple. This resulted in a second group of approzimately 60 parti-
cipants (volunteers), who wewe not port of a randéﬁ sample. A little over
30 per ceat of these pewrsons had also been arrested.

During this same period a sample of cuxvent (1964~63) seniors, sclevted

at random from the directory, was also invited to complete the questionaalire

and the inventory. This senior sample actually comprised a thixd reference

or comparison group on which much identical infoxmation was available, the
other two being an eatering class at Derkeley some years back and a sample of
seniors from the spring semaster, 19063.

A lit=le earliew another study of FSM members, most of whom were also ar-
rested, had been coupleted by Watts and Whittaker on other aspects of commit-

ment. The distribution of students participating in the Watts-Whittaker FSM

group and in a cross-sectional control sawple, as shown in Table 1, provide a

mutual basis for some analysis of the representativeness of both FSHM semples.
Judging by the information presented in Table 1, the combined F8M samples
(¥=188) in our suxvey appear to be falrly similar to the distribution in the
Wétts-ﬁhittaker samole. Dut, in the study reported here, members of the sopho-

moiwe class appear to be over-vepresented; and the smallex number of graduate

students in boih F8M samples (Watts-Whittaker and this one) is somewhat in

line with the lower pavticipating ratio at that level.

Y

SWatts, William A., and Whittaker, David N.E., "Some Socio-Psychological
Differences beiveen Highly-Coumitted Members of the Frec Speech Movemant and
the Student Population at Berkeley." (publication foxthcoming iv the Jonunsl
of fpplied Rehavional Scicnce,.)

Geang T e 7




e o A R SR R MRS, 5 e SIS 13 AT PR, L Tt 55 e ST, o BT L R L & T 83 ANSTITIIAS, ST AN T ey € T

Table 1, on next page
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The distribution across major programs, in the lower half of Table 1,

is alco generally consistent. The undey-representation in FSH of studcity
from three diffevent major prograns, nomely Business, Earth Scicnces, and

Engineering, sppeavs to be very similaw for the tvo caimples.
The represcntativeness of the cooperative students from our arrested
sample was aleo checked against the non-vespondents in the original 33 per

cont drewn. This was dome by compariug the averages of all grades received

(cunnlative CPA) by the end of the fall semester, at each class level (1964-55)

oy

and the proportions of both gitoups in the different major programs. The two
distributions on the latter categories were very much alike, with the similar

under-represcntation in the same thyee

1¢s]
L
[
=
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5. On the GPA criterion enly the

non-responding freshmen had lover grades than their counterparts in the coop-

0

erating group.

Hypothesesb and c: the findings regarding the last two hypotheses stated
above, one (b) suggesting that the majowity of FSM participants were trans-
fers and the other (c) that the transfers came mostly from a moun-random sam-
ple of inmstitutioys, provides an appropriate introduction to the stoxy sbout
the participants' major charactewistics., In the total FSK sample of 188, 49
per cent were transfers and 51 per cent had initially enrolled as Berkeley
freshmen. 1f the freshmen who fell into this sample are not consid:zed, the
figures are slightly reversed, and we find that approximately 55 per cent of
the remaining group ware transfers. When the graduate sample {in which many

»

transfers are to be expected) is also excluded the distribution is again a

close 50- 50 balance. Since the exact proportions of these two total groups
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on this camsus capnot bo detoem ained, one c&n only conclvde from these data
thet 2 larvge proportion of the pa?ﬁicipants had enrzolled in the Universiiy
after one or nore yeers in othow colleges and univercities. Among tﬁe leadezs
who become most prominent and influcatial in the elected committecs, transion
srudenie were evident in signlficontly levger pumbers., This is in 1ine with
the caclier epeculation that the incoming Devkeléy student body orly had a
miniral aumber who could sexve in this kind of leadership capecity.

The results regarding the collegicie oxigins of the transfers were vexry
much in agreement with the last hYUwithiS (c)y. Approximately 47 per cent
had s?ent one ov morve undergraduate yeors in one of the better-known, selec-
tive liberal avis colleges ox in private, ¥hig image" universities. Another
15 per cent cawe Lrom O throurh other wellsknowd 1iberal arts institutions

(rmeotly in the Basteim oOF viddie Western States), schools which are not quite

as selective as the £irst group NOL &8 productive of future scholars. An addi-

tional 32 per ceat gpent at least 2 cemaster at other University of Califoinia
campuses or zt highly xes spected, out-of-state pu hlic universities (e.g., Wis-
consin, Michlgon). And 10 pexw ceut either started or gpent some time in the

New York City Colleges (e.g., CORY, Queens, ete.)y. These backgrounds, togegher

[ &2

2
=3

with the 7 por cent fuca Forelgn universitics and 5 per cent from famous insti-

-

tutes of science end techielogy, vould seem to indicate thal the majority of

®

transfer students in k ot did not comz from the "'ra arke and- £3.1e" of Amevicean

higher educatlon. (The figures listed above total more then 100% since a pro~

portion of PS5l students had been in two or woxe previous institurions) .
A EPS——
Table 2, on nexc pag;}
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As a check on the atypicality of the trensfexs in the THH sauple, the

(1]
.
-

data on the small sample of senioxrs of 1985 provides sowe compariscns. Long
these students who were getting their B.A. degree this past spring, 39 per
cent were also transfervs. However, only 3 of these students were from schools
—-rgide the State of Californmia, and two of thesc institutions previously at-
tended would fall into the first cotegory mentioned in the previous paragrey h,
that is, selective liberal arts colleges. Moot of these transfers in the
senior sample came from othew University campuscs o irom One of the state
colleges or community colleges.,

Hypotheses a~1,2,3: the question azbout the degree of autonomy and genzral
independence of the FSH constitucncy, which was s;ated as pave of the fivst
hypothesis (a-1), resulted in a vexy positive cmswey. The evidence here is
found in the combined vesults on thuee measuved characteristics, all of which

6

are qca1 s in the attitude inventory (02I) used in this suzvey.  The two

HCSY

larger FSM samples (YVolunteer” and UArrested) listed in Table 2, whethew
singly or combined, were significantly higher (at the .01 level) than all xel-

ercnce groups on scales assessing the degreec of autonouwy, religious oriente-
tion and level of impulsivity. For example, the FSM average score on Autounomy
is 67 ox above as compared to 61 for the 1965 semiox sample, and on Impulse
Expression the respec”ive scoies are 64 .and 58. These integrated results, es-
pecially when interpreted in light of the scoves on.several other scales, indi-
cate a higher level of cultuwal sophistication, a greater release from the in-

stitniional influences of the past, and a greater openness and readiness to

so explain the FSIH

O]
fas]
tad

explore the world of knowledge and ideas. These scores

6 .
All the scales in the 02I-Foxm D are listed and bx

appendix at the eand of the article.

iefly described in an

L i e e
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students' strong liberal orientation and perhaps, in part, explain why many

gupport ov work with oxgeaizations like YpA, CORE ox SHCC. For the majority

c

of thege men and woman, however theixw libertariarisw and social-political
3 3

.

commi.tmente arc seen as largely secondary to their stronger disposition to be
, L '
serious studeate and to pursue their academi.c goals.

The latter point suggests the second part (a-2) of the first hypotﬁesis,
out particular interest in the students’ intellectual disposition. The highly
gsupportive evidence here can be drawn from the data in both Tables 2 gnd 3.

In the first case, the difference in scores (again significent at +he .01 level)
on the first four scales (Table 2y, between the two 7S samples and the rei-
ercnce groups, sexves as the basis For describing a majority of these students

L nd

as maich more interested in several facets ol satellectual activity than is true
of the Califoznia freshwen and the students in the two scuior samples.

The essence of these diffevences 1s portrayed in Table 3. lere the stu~
dents are categorized by the degree of their intellertual disposition, which

o
(&)
represents a coiplex index based on patterns oL sCOzZes obrained on related scales

The two columns to the far right in Table 2 have been included fou
general interest, "he data on the four leaders incilcates that their orien-
tation and motivation is much like the general FSH sample. The tvo cxucep-
tiong, in line with the active roles they played, are the scoves on the
Theoreticsl Orientation and Social Tnrroversion .scales. The leaders ave higher
on the first and lover (moxe extroverted) on the latter.

The reliability scuple is represented by a small group drawn at randon
from those who didn't cooperate initially but were in the original 33 per cent
sample of arrested youth. They were asked the second time to sexrve as an anon-
yioous reliability sample - as one means of checking on the non-respondents.
Except for the scoves on one scale they "look" very much like those in the
other ¥SH groups.

SThin‘::ing Insyoversion, Theoretical Qrientation. Estheticisa, Complexity,
Autonoiy, and Religious Liberalisn,
3 &
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Thie index or.covbined measure pewmilis a rather ewpansive distribution of
students acrocs eight categorices, extending from a high degree of intrinsic
jintellectual interests to a genexal rejection of what is often described

[}

the 1ife of the intellect.

1 e -~ WA cas g T WSS T ARy 4.1 = E e e & PET TR IR TTITULKTS § RN Tu S

Table 3, on next page

For the total ISH group we find alwost 70 per cent in the top three cate-
gories and none in the bottom thiee, and it is to be remembered that a lavge
propoition, in fact, the majority, of the ¥SM pewsons were freshmen, sopho-
mores and juniors. The number of persons in these upper categories in the
two senior ssuples amounts to 25 and 31 per cent. Consequently, the extent
of a gelf-recruitment process of some form to FSM involvement secems very evi-
dent. The Free Speech Hovement drew extvaordinarily lawger proportions of stu-
dents with strong intellectual ovientations, at all class levels (fireshmen
through graduate). Seemingly, a coumitment to the ceuses and issues espoused
by FSM end related activity, did not appeal to students of lesser or non-
intellectual intexests,

Regarding the remaining hypothesis (e-3), what azbout the academic achieve~
ment for these students? If one looks only et the cumulative grade points
average after the fall semester, 1964-65, the sewester of the continuous contro-
versy, all FSM class subgroups in the undergraduate yearvs have average CPA's
above *he University averaze, The seniors in the FSi, for example, achieved
a significantly higher average GPA than the 1965 senicrs in the reference sample
The sophomores, juniors, and seniors, as three sepanate groups, received signi-
ficantly highex average GPA's than is represented in the average GPA of the

University. The graduate students in the Movement weceived grades at a level
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“the definitions stated fon the four extreme categovics are somewnat

arbitrary and included only to give an idea about the underlying "dimension.'
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The definitions, however, are in line with the valida
category systen.

tion of this eight-
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equivalent to-thaiy noarparticipating colleaéueg but gignificantly above the
graducte school avciage established over the years., Since many of the stu-
dents recently 4nterviewed state that their grades dfOppcd for the 1964-05
£a11 term, the diffevences in favow of the FSM group could ﬁossibly be greater.
In other words, the cumulative CPA's for many were quite likely somewhat lower
because of the last semester's grades.

Thinking back over the variety of snformation reviewed, it is fair to
conclude that the Bewkeley students vho gave much time, thought, and effort
te the causes of the FSH, to the extent of being arrested and convicted, are
a collection of unusuul people, unesuel chiefly in their positive deviation
frem most college student norms and from those norms of the presumably seclected

.

student body on the Derkeley campus. As a group, and theugh composed of a di~-
verse menkind, they cre uvnusual in their more rcady concern about social probw
lews znd political issues, thoir intellectual avarcness and need to be vieably
snvolved in academic matters, and thelw exciting potential for scholarchip and
creative expression,

I It would really unot Le hagzarding a guecs to say that a student body coin-
posed of thea approsimately 800 studonte who were avrested would provide a truly
uni.que nucleus for a colloge or university. Foriunately, such a collection o¥
ascenblage has probably never before thronged the halls and classrooms of any
single small liberal aints iastitution. 1 say "fontunately" for it is doubtful
that o faculty could be assembled in one place to mect the challenge aud respon-
sibility, the seiious expcctations, the intense desires, and the genuine cowmit-
pents. Tn the colleges studied in several projects at the Centex for the Study
of Higher Education, cven the nost selective schools have not drawn such a cown-

centration of students at the appavent levels of intellect and commitment. FPava-

doxically, were such a student body ever to matexialize, many menbexrs OL a
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faculty would bz the last to recognize and accept the challeuge.

SULRIARY,
A few comments to effect a little integration and interpretation: In
reneral, the TSM resregonted a type and quality of discontent which Plato would
] i P

have appreciated; but such discontent will probably never plague moxe thaa a

emall handful of institutions on the higher educational gecene. It is suggested
that the necessary combination of a concentration of youth of intellect and com-
mitment, in the context of a disturbing cixzcumstance, be that local or extra-
mural, will bs limited to relatively few imstitutions. &as it wae cxpressed late
in the fall semester of 1964 by a respected administrator in one of our rapidly
growing acadeiric kingdows, speeking to his deans and fellow administratovs: "I
Inow ve all feel we arxe fortunate that what is occurring in Derkeley is mnot hap-
pening here, but I am also sad wheq, with a tear in my eye, L adinit to you that
it could not heppen here." TFor him the clustering of students with sufficient
notiveiion and concern to crecate the Free Speech Movement was seen as an envi-
able theugh probably fortuitous sitvation.

One objective in this paper has been to suggest that the development of the
FSH, with all the turwoil and agitation it represented, Was secondary to the fact
and to the ewistence of the students who made it possible, sccondaxry also to
what this sampling of students should mean for the major purposcs of higher ed-
veation. The FSM prokably served - oxr should have sexved - a major function in

introducing the Berkeley professoxiate to a s

l.‘l .
[BL1Y

on

ficent and highly potent minor-
ity. The chief nucleus for exceptional scademic and scholastic promise oi. this
cempus was concentrated in a minority of youth who have been sentenced for pur-

suing the dictates of their principles and comuitnents. I believe that most of

:-.

them well undervstood long before thein arrests, the price they might pay for
a P y & I

that privilege.
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Tn the tvensitionsl stzte in modesn higﬁer education there seem to Le
healthy signs, including sown activity and coatributions from faculty and ad-
ministrators, that we have bLroken our snchorage and fizations and that the
sanctity of m.ay traditions is opoen to scyutiny. The scattered minoxities of
exceptional you’h, occasionally concentrated in a fou inotitutions, ercourage
those of us in the college end vniversity establishwent rot to be reluctant to
re-cxoirine the future course of education and not to overlook the relationship
betwean cducation and the important problems znd issues in the real world.

Stude .ra to be feared? Feared, indecd - but only as we fail to recognize

their potentialities end fail to provide the meaningful edvcation they seek.
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OMNIBUS PRRSOMAIITY IEVEIIORY (FORWM D)--~BRIEF SCALE DR3CRIFTIONS

Thinking Introversion (T1): Persmms scoring high on this measure exhiibit a
Tiking for reflccuive thought, particularly of an ebstract nature. They ex-
press interests in arces such as litcrature, philosophy, and history. Their
thinking tends to be less domineted by ODJGC'lVC conditions and generally ac-
cepted ideas than that of low scorers. The latter extroverts tend to evaluate

ideas on the basis of their practiczal JMdeWH e dpplWCLuloﬂ.

Theoretical Orientation (70): This scale ossesses the degree of interest in
using scientific metheds in thinking, including interest in science as such

and in scientific activities. MHigh scorers sre generally more sogical, ra-

tional and critical in their approoch to problems -than those scoring at the
average or below,

Estheticism (Es): High scorers endorse statements indicating divewrse inler-
oSts in artistic matters ana sctivities. The content of the statements ex-

tends beyond painting, sculpture, and music and includes interests in litera-
ture and dramatics,

Complexity (Co): This measure rellects an experimental orientation rather
Than & Tired way of viewing and orgenizing phenomena. High scorers are tol-
erant of ambiguities and uncertainties, are fond of novel sit» cions and
ideas, and are frequently aware of subtle vax tations in the . ‘iromment.
Most persons very high on this dimension prefer to deal with complnx1ty,
opposed to simplicity, and secm disposed o seak out and to enjoy divers y
end ambiguity.

Autonomy (Au): The characteristic measured is composed oOf non-authoritarian
Thinking and a necd for indepeudence. High scorers are sufTiciently inde-
pendent of authority, as traditionally imposed through social institutions,
that they oppose infringements on the rights of individuale. They tend to
be nonjuvdgmental and realistilc.

Religious Liberalism (R1,): The high scorers are skeptical of religious bo-
Tiefs ond practices aud terd o rejcct most of them, especially those that
are orthodox or fundamentalistic. Perscns scoring around the mean and lover
grees of belief in general and thelr subscription
4, .

are indicating various de
to specific tenets and do

Tmpulse Expression (Ir): This scalf ascescces the degree to which one is
genzrally veady to e¥§§é ss Srpulscs and to sesk gratification either in
conscious thought or overt acticn., Tn hlgh scorers value sensations,
have an active imaginaticn, and their Chlﬁnlns is often dominated by feel-

ings and fantasies.

Social Alienation (SF): High scorers (avove 70) exhibit some attitudes and
behavior fhat chérccuerize sccially alienated persons. Along with frequent
feelings of isolation, leneliness, and rejection, they may intentionally

<t

te
P
avoid most others and experiecnce feelings of hostility and aggzcdsion.

C.J.

Social Tntroversion (SI): High scovers withdraw from social contacts and
responsibilities. They display little interest in people or in being with
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them. The social extroverts (low scorers), on the other hand, seck social
contacts and gain satisfection froa theu.

Lack of AnxintyligAZ: Persons scoring high on this measure indicate that
they have feow feeiings or symptoms of anxiety and do not admlt to being
unduly nervous or worried. Low sCOrers admit to & varieby of these kinds
of symploms and complaints.

Masculinity-Femininity (19): This scale reflects some of the differences
in ahtiTudes and interests between college mern and vomen, High scorers
(masculine) dcny snterest sn esthetic matters and admit to few feelings of
anxiety and personal inadequacy. They also tend to be less socially ori-
ented than low scorecrs and more interested in scientific matters.

Response Biag (R?) High scorers respond to a wajority of the statements
in this scale in a way which is typlcal of e pe?imental subjects whe are
asked to make a good impression., The responses of low scorers eve similar
to those of subjects instructed to make & poor impression. Scores between
40 and 60 denote valid scores on other scules.




