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Truth is within ourcalvzs; it takes no rise

From outward things, whate'er you may beligve.

There is an inmost nentre in us all,

Where truih abides n fullness; and around,

Wall upon wall, ihe gross flesh hems it in,

This perfect, clear perception—vihich is truth.

i baffling and perverting carnal -~ #sh

Zinds f, and make: aii arrorr anu. (o KNZW,

Rathei ~onsists in opeiing out a way

Whence the impisoned splendour may escape,

Than in effecting entry for a light '

Supposed to be without. i
ROBERT BROWNING

It is the tragedy of his life that he will probably
never again find himself with a man like
Gattegno, who knows, as few teachers dc, that
it is his business to put himself into contact
with the intelligence of his students, wherever
and whatever that may be, and who has
enough intuition and imagination to do it.
JOHN HOLT
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Literature and the English . -partment is an cnueal
publication for the Council. It was it commissioned as niost

“ouncii books are; the manuserin ame wsolicitec 10 s

vt broadly focused to msure ccai o the appearane e a
arty e’ On the contrary. @ s clearly wmolear o0
‘mmz v, such a stat-ment i folite plac ina

aonrnal balanced age nst o 0 awome w8 ane. sub, oot o

rebutt: Yet independent roadcers and the members of the
Committee on Publications all recommended that the Council
publish the work. _

Their reasons were twofold. In this age of committee
prosc and computer verse, all who recommended for publica-
tion felt it made humanec sense to keep in motion an artful
pen such as Mr. Mandel's. Moreover, Mr. Mandel's argu-
ment does not follow the traditional college “line” that
stresses criticism and scholarship. The readers and members
of the Committee on Publications, not all of whom agree
with Mr. Mandel, reasoned that he may not convert all his
readers; but those who disagree will, as they contend with
the author, be compelled to rethink, to revalidate, and per-
haps to modify their own positions.

Foreword by Robert F. Hogan, NCTE Executive Secretary
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T'his book is one more Htera: e teacher’s porsonal appeal for i
earnest reeva’ ction of our profe- s pedagogical gouls and metho
Change is in the air. I'wish to ad. my testimony. My own classroo:
experiences a:ui experiments suz st othat we ourselves are ©.rgely

responsible for the student apat: v complain ¢ in the cla -room.
that we have - ~come bogged do' - i1 2 non-humiistic profe: anal-
ism, static pedagogy, and a desto 8 - cultural « hism. T belie
is that we can change all &7+ oo 0 e the st 7 Liter. g
the stimulating. weaningfv. <+ o it should F

It is difficu. to speak with otin v teachers about these matters,
which are so intimately connected with one’s self-image as a person
and teacher, My colleagues—though fewer and fewer—often become
defensive and even hostiie, feeling in my challenges a threat to their
identities, to their many years’ investment iun a profession which de-
mands time, devotion, and commitment. I myself, guilty of excessive
missionary zeal when excited, become edgy, aggressive, inarticulate
and opinionated. A healthy exchange of ideas too often degenerates
into an unplc:lszmt argument among l‘cd—f.'lccd, sputtering antagonists,
I have turned to the written word as at least a calmer form of con-
frontation.

The following chapters have virtually written themselves. They
are the results of my efforts to find honest, simple, subjective language
to express frustration over the way we have often settled for “educat-
ing” a tiny fraction of a class while ignoring the majority. But, more
important, I wish to communicate my joy—the result of recent, thrill-
ing experiences in the classroom. No scholarly documentation appears
in footnotes. The book must live with the advantages and disad-
vantages inherent in the subjective format I have chosen. For the
reader interested in a more detached study of many of the issuces dis-
cussed here, I recommend two works as a beginning: (1) The Stu-
dent in Higher Education (January 1968), obtainable from The
Hazen Foundation, New Haven, Connecticut, and (2" Joseph Katz
and Associates, No Time for Youtl (San Francisco, 1968). To some

Preface
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degree, then, the following chapters comprise a portrait of the teacher
as an old learner. I present it to other teachers as both a stimulant to
controversy and an additional support for those who are currently
suffering the academic 7oonair 7~ have so often ©H1e

Tsis ot ooii: - . Jergraduas Lucation in general. Tt
is addresse.. specitically to college teachers in literature. For that
matter, to a large degree it is directed only toward those teachers and
departments which have allowed their teaching methods and goals to
rigidify. I do not wish to seem ungracious to the many devoted
teachers and innovative departments from whom we could all learn
much of value. T admire niuch of what is alleged to be happening at
such schools as Goddard, New College, Franconia, Hampshire,
Friends World Institute, Livingston, Bensalem, Old Westbury, etc.
And T respect the courag. of many of my colleagues at large land
grant universities who, in spite of occasional departmental harassment
and conditions unconducive to serious pedagogical reformation, labor
in the vineyards of change. Fven here 1 have not written of ways to
make the professional study of English as we know it more exciting
to students. My attempt has been to focus on the reasons I like to
read literature, and then to advance suggestions for stimulating in
students a similar love of plays, poetry, and novels. A related focus
is th.t of new roles (I should say nan-roles) for the teacher himself.

My first chapter is a short, unfriendly essay outlining some prob-
lems of our profession, as [ see them. In chapter 2 I turn to the
meaning of “education” itself: again, a personal view, not startlingly
original, but important as a substructure for the following two
chapters. In chapter 3 I discuss positive ways of creating potent edu-
cational environments for the teaching of literature. Chapter 4 depicts
rather minutely one experimental course I taught—its problems,

- failures, and achlevements. The last chapter calls for some specific

departmental reforms.

Many teachers of fiterature who share the opinions expressed
in this book may be hanpy to know that we all find support in the
research of Third Force Psychology, especially in the writings of
Carl Rogers. I myself was surprised, but delighted, to discover the

¥
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similarities between my tentative pedagogic views and Rogers” stimu-
lating theory of client-centered therapy (and student-centered edu-
cation). It was not only after 1 had formulated wy own views but
even after T had begun to write these chapters that I found Rogers.
As Iread On Becoming a Person T was happily excited to realize that
teaching procedures I had stumbled on intuitively were often similar
to techniques described by Rogers. Needless ta say, personal views
whicl: run counter to accepted professional opinion—cven “liberal”
opinion, that inflexible arbiter——cost the holder much in the way of
confidence and courage. The recognition that my ideas on teaching
are largely confirmed by Rogers' work has bolstered my own self-
confidence. I gratefully acknowledge that my often rough notions
have been subsequently refined in the fire of Rogers” lucid insights.

Even more immediate thanks are due to friends who have been
willing to argue long and hard with me. Some, often bored to distrac-
tion by my obsessive interest in these ideas, have been the very au-
thors o1 stimulating suggestions for teaching and department reform.
No routine thanks, then, I lavish on my wife and colleague, Ruth
Mandel, Marcia Landy and Robert Marshall. of the University of
Pittsburgh, Lee Kirby, David Johnsou of the University of New
Mexico, George Wolf of the University of Nebraska, Nancy Wolf
of Nebraska Wesleyan University, and Roger and Debby Burbridge.
Other friends have also been helpful, most especially my students in
English 74, who gave me permission to quote from their journals.
But the nine teachers e as responsible for the appearance of this
book (though we are, of course, not all agreed on every point) as
I am.

B.J.M.

I'reface N
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Even though 1 am an IEnglish teacher, 1 enjoy reading
literature. 1 am convinced that T read well and for the right
reasons. It stands to reason, therefore, that I feel driven
to add my voice to the small, but steadily growing, number
of English teachers who have decided that their job is to
encourage love of literature among undergraduates and who
do not sce in this cffort an attack on rationality or evidence
of the Decline of the West.

I think it best to begin this essay by saying why [ like
literature, in the hope of suggesting ways to encourage a
similar sensitivity among our students. Like all people, 1
read literature for many rcasons. These can be looscly
summed up in three categories, which I present in order of
their importance to me. First of all, 1 read for sheer enjoy-
ment. Second, 1 read because I long to share the experiences
of people who are portrayed as living life to the fullest: |
find that concact with a Vronsky or an Oskar Mazcrath
makes my own life more vivid and meaningiul. Finally, 1
read because o an interest in the historical period in which
the book was written and the sensibility of the man who
wrote it. ' .

Though one's reading of imaginative literature may

The English Department
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lead to an involvement in cuitural ideas, history, and the like, the
actual experience of reading is a form of play. Dramas are in fact
catled “plays.” Poetry—particularly lyric poetry—is alsa an attempt
to create a spontancous engagement in an imagined experience. Fven
the novel draws us inevitably into a participation in the adventures of
its characters, if it is successful in vividly depicting those adventures.
Only as we let ourselves he caught up in the play world created by
the artist are we truly alive to tne meaning of literature. 1 think
there is more to it, kowever. For while we play, whether as children
or adults, we relax, we open ourselves to experience. There is some-
thing obsessively childlike about most artists and lovers of literature.
“Playing” like children, readers, alone and receptive and temporarily
unguarded, put themselves into a situation which can touch them
and change them. Literature is a game which lets villaing be heroes
(whether James Bond or Satan), outsiders be insider:. People whom
we would detest and shun in daily life, we grow to love in novels
for their very pains and mutilations. New perspective allows us to
sce ordinary folk as petty or noble, vicious or creative. With defenses
down and a willingness to be deeply moved, we may find that the
literary experience enriches and deepens our human sensibilitics. As:
we learn to accept the world from hundreds of different perspectives,
we begin to wonder where fiction leaves off and life begins. Any auto-
biographer knows that the book he has produced has inescapably
caught much fiction between the covers.

The meaning of the literary experience has something to do
with increased personal subtlety and awareness of ambiguity. At its
best, it nnsettles our convictions and prepares us for all possibilities.
In other words, like the games of children, not only may poems, plays,
and rovels be enjoyable, but they may help to make us supple, agile,
and responsive. Freud, Erikson, and Brown have all reminded us of
Schiller’s vemark, “Man is perfectly human only when ha plays.”
Fox me, reading literature must be, above all, a pleasurable experience
if 1 am to fully open myself to its truths or find it springboarding
me into other, related interests.

It should be clear that it is possible to rearrange an ordering
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which puts pleasure first, and sometimes for valid reasons. But too
often 1 have found myself reading for ends that will perhaps sound
familiar: reading to “keep up” in my field or with current events,
with the emiphasis on the “keeping up” rather than on personal
reward; reading to prevent embarrassment or to impress others;
reading as a mechanical exercise, as an escape from thought or human
relations. When, however, T read for enjoyment, enrichment, and
insight, I feel more myself, less dishonest about my motives, and
less artificial with ather people.

One needs to avoid toa much embarrassment in life and to
impress others occasionally as well as to keep up, but when literature
is used exclusively for these ends—I speak only for myself—the
result is depression or tension, covered (who knows how poorly) by
a facade of competent professionalism. Real reading done by real
peaple—or me, when I am being rather more genuine than less—
is a liberating, fresh experience. Experience is a crucial word. In
spite of graduate-school training, I have come to believe that reading,
even for a professor of literature, is only truly valuable or memorable
when it is an experience as vivid and immediate as physical activity
or stimulated emotion, In “Indirect Language and the Voices of
Silence” Merleau-Ponty touches upon the same idea: “And as our
body guides us among things only on condition that we stop analyzing
it and make use of it, language is literary . . . only on condition
that we stop asking justifications of it at each instant and follow it
where it goes. . . .”" That is what I mean by enjoyment.

In a short essay on fiction, Elizabeth Hardwick recently com-
mented on the way memory of a great novel sticks with us even
though we cannot remember crucial aspects of its form, presentation,
or detail. “What indeed was Bulstrode’s criine in Al iddlemarch? 1f
sometimes one cannot quite remember the shape of Bulstrode’s part
in the plat, or even the final resolution of the Rosamund-Lydgate
story, what can one mean when he says, with passion and conviction,
that Middlemarch is a favorite novel ?”’ 1 believe that one means that
the reading of Aliddlemarch was an experience so absorbing as to
have taken priority aver other thoughts and perhaps activities during

The English Department 3



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

the reading period and so affective as to have impressed itself on one’s
mind as a pleasurable and even formative event. What is remembered
is not the craft of fiction, but the impact of the novel on the life of
the reader. Miss Hardwick comes to virtually the smme conclusion.
The “greatness” of the buok is felt by “a sort of remembrance of
how one felt when one was first reading the book. . . . You know
you were fascinated, you were convinced at the time, when you were
deeply there. ...’

Sheer pleasure may be enhanced by other reasons for reading,
But if this first condition is satisfied, the others may follow naturally.
For as I read, say, Kristin Lavransdatter, the uncritical, joyous ex-
perience little by little becomes enhanced by thoughtful evaluation of
Kristin’s or Erlend’s behavior, Ly semi-conscious comparisons of the
Norwegian medicval life style to my own, by open appreciation of
Undset’s insight into the mind and heart of this woman. Ultimately
my experience of Kristin Lavransdatter will be sufficiently enhanced
by critical thought; I may decide 1o read other works by Undset, or
about Norwegian life, or about the Middle Ages. I may even decide
to major in literature,

I chose to major in “English” because I enjoyed reading and
desired this experience more often than others. Don’t most English
majors choose their field for the sume reason? It scems to me that
most literature students remember reading for fun and are initially
dismayed and subsequently deadened by the emphasis they find in
their English courses. If one majors in literature because he has read
novels and poems with pleasure, it does not follow that he will or
should be interested in literary trends, the history of literature, or
figures of speech, though it also, needless to say, does not mean that
these are without power to interest or enrich.

As an undergraduate I took a great many literature courses,
but only a very few helped to nourish me o1 improve my taste. Al-
though I could not have analyzed it then, the most inspiring classes
were those in which the public dialog of the clussroom merged some-
how with the inner experience I had had with the work of art jtsel f.
When Mrs. Morris (to whom this book has been dedicated) could,

4
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on the one hand, communicate her intense pleasure with the reading
of Dante or Hamsun or Pasternak and, on the other, psychologically
free her stndents to validate their own experience with the literature
{whether joyous or not), the result was a fusing in joy of the reading
and the disenssion. Certainly I am ready to acknowledee that a work
of literatnre may so intensely satisfy a reader that he beeomes verbally
crippled in class——just as a class may be so conducive to open dis-
cussion that even people who have not finished the literature at hand
will speak openly and intelligently, as if they had completed the
reading. Yet it is precisely becamse I have had a Mrs. Morris and a
few other superb teachers that I know how overwhelmingly satisfying
an experience it is to bring together the joy of Dante with the power
of an open, pleasnrable, {recing discussion.

Many teachers do not strive for this kind of fusion which makes
the work of literatnre, the instructor, and the student one for a while;;
some teachers, who have never been there, do not know it is possible
ar important. But it is the experience of this intense but brief fision
that revealed to me the possibility of closing the artificial gap between
public discussion and the poignant, personal experience of literature.
And though I am astonished to find myself saying so, this little book
is part of my own quest for the magnanimity of atmosphere so richly
captured in vy memory of Mrs. Morris. When I think about the
important work of a teacher of literature, I remember Frost's lines
(which of conrse have nothing to with teaching) :

Your destination and vonr destiny’s

) Too lofty and original to rage.®

It is perfectly valid to read for reasons other than invelvement
and “equipment for living.” We long to exercise onr intellectual
facultics and find meaning and order in detached, scientific analysis

* From “Directive” from THE POETRY OF ROBERT FROST
edited by Edward Connery Lathem. Copyright 1947, © 1949 by Holt,
Rinehart and Winston, Inc. Reprinted by permission of Holt, Rinehart

and Winston, Inc., of Jonathan Cape Limited, London, and of the Estate
of Robert Trost.

The English Department &
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of parts and wholes. But he who reads predominantly for these
reasons—the “professional” student of literature—is too often an
arid, dull person or an unimaginative one.

Students demand relevance. This term is difficult to pin down.
But for the teaching of literature it must at least imply some
recognizable connection between the dynamic imaginativeness of
the art and the life styles and conmitments of the professors. Poeims
and novels are not canned goods to ke sold over the counter. They
may in limited senses be artifacts susceptible to Aristotelian criticism,
but they are not merely artifacts. They make demands of their
handlers. Like our students, literature asks us to show in who we are
and who we are becoming that we have been handling something
that matters—that we have been, in fact, touched.

Students recognize and often talk about a gap between the
literature a teacher deals with, whose values he espouses, and his
“real life” of unimaginative compromise, his business-as-usual mental-
ity even now as the world is burning. It is no wonder that the teach-
ing of literature is often lackluster and ordinary. Too frequently it
represents the semi-conscious, systematic deadening of human faculties.
Certainly many teachers inspire studen*s daily, and yet ovr timid
pedagogical impulses are often rewarded by encouragement from the
leaders of our profession. In the 1965 Report of the Commission on
English (College Entrance Examination Board)—Freedom and
Discipline in English—one reads: “In fact most of what a teacher

‘can teach and a student can learn about literature is form—thz

thetorical and structural means by which literature achieves its ends.”
I do not accept this view; indeed, for me the /east we can provide our
students is knowledge of form and structure. No, analysis of form
is too casy. Literatuve provides us with what Merleau-Ponty describes
as “symbols whose meaning we never stop developing.” He goes on to
say, ‘“‘Precisely because it dwells and makes us dwell in a world we
do not have the key to, the work of art teaches us to see and ultimately
gives us something to think about as no analytical work can; because
when we analyze an object, we find only what we have put into it.”
An inappropriate emphasis on secondary matters and scientism has

6
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turned too many conveyvers of our rich artistic heritage into sterile,
timid readers. How often one hears the professor and even the
graduate student condescend to and evea condernn the living artist
and madern literature! How often vz English departments large
enough to house artists witheut friction or conflict!

While many college teachers are men of fervor, something hap-
pens to them when they sct together as a “faculty.” Modern college
English departments still act like ex-slaves. Many of them (at least
in older schools) began lifc in the “service” of the institution as a
whole, stressing composition for students majoring in other ficlds,
rather than the reading of literature for its own sake. Fuglish teachers
grew in time to despise this sccondary position, kowtowing to the
needs of specialists i1 “real” fields. The Modern Language Associa-
tion publishes periodic reminders of how the study of Iinglish litera-
ture has had to pull itself up from its ignominious beginnings and of
its present “free” status of an autonomous profession—equal to and
separate om all other legitimate disciplines.

English departments, perhaps unsure of their inherent values and
objectives, have tended to imitate the pedagogic and scholarly formu-
iations of their older masters (philosophy, mathematics, science, his-
tory) and have correspondingly tended to look down upon <ven
newer fields (sociology, psychology, not to mention the “practical”
fields, such as engineering and business). Desiring to establish aca-
demic respectability, English departments have striven to create an
image of no-nonsense professionalism. G. S. Rousseau of Harvard
goes so far as to tell his undergraduate classes, “I am basically a
pedant.” The study of English literature had to be taken seriously
by entrenched academicians of other fields. (Herbert Blau records in
The Tmpossible Theater similar compromises forced upon people in
the professional theater.) So the English department forgot “at
schaol” what so many teachers knew at home—namely, that literature
has to do with joy and creativity, pain and human growth. They
turned its study into a formalized set of requirements, which only
recently sensible departments have begun to loosen. Students were
not expected to read for ecstatic insights into the fears, aspirations,

-

The English Department /
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and behavior of human beings (authors’, characters’, and their own),
but to learn about literature per se—whag it “means,” how it is con-
structed, into what tradition it fits, what critical approaches are
respectable, and what is worth knowing. Where curricula were not
fixed, leeway for dabbling was limited by arbitrary departmental
dircctives: students must take X before Y, or two from column A, or
four periods out of six.

Teachers perennially argue whether education should be de-
signed for the benefit of the student’s individual needs at the moment,
or for somcthing larger: the good of socicty, the prescrvation of a
humanistic tradition, a future which will demand special tools and
skills. Among literature teachers one often hears, “I teach baoks, not
people.”’ Even those teachers who love literature for its own sake and
respect students often speak of the need to provide for them the best
“cultural documents” available. On the other hand, a teacher may
occasionally flirt with disaster by arguing to the effect that the par-
ticular work of literature is not really very important at all.

As cvidence of the usual pedagogic ends and means I shall use
the threce university English departments in which I have taught.
Clearly three schools represent no cross-section of the American higher
education scene, but to the degree that they are vepresentative, my
reactions to their programs may be valuable to you. For information
on schools which, lamentably, are still not typical, you may wish
to read New Dimensions in Fligher Education, a series cdited by W.
R. Hatch for the U.S. Office of Education. Number 15 in the series
—Joseph " Axclrod’s “New Patterns in Undergraduate Education”
(1967)—is espccially valuable as a bibliographical source.

The threce English departments I know well talk about intel-

lectual freedom and creativity, but operate on the assumption that

education is something teachers give and students get. Education is
something valuable in its own right. The lecture system, with its
lack of human interaction, is extensively uszd. All other courses (with
rare exception) are pseudo-Socratic “‘discussions,” with the teacher
“inductively”’ leading the class to the notecards lying on the lectern
or permanently imprinted on his mind. After all is said and donc

8
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about creative teaching, there are things to be learned. It is important
to know what a trochee is, who the Cavalier poets were, what is
meant by the term “American Adam.”

A value judgment (scldom labeled as such at faculty meetings)
is involved here. Some things are better than others to learn. My
own Ph.D. advisor, whom I admire and respect, argued long and -
hard against my decision to choose the art of autobiography as a
dissertation subject. It is not art, he argued; “it may be the road
to the Temple, but it is not the Temple.” In other words, in a
“discipline” devoted to poems, plays, novels, and certain prose essays
with the professional stamp of approval, there is something faintly
disreputable in onc’s taking other kinds of writing seriously—even
though the “other” genre may include St. Augustine, Rousseau, Gib-
bon, Yeats, Russell, and their like. Let us study “literature”; let us
not ask what literature is or dacs. Sometimes we say that teachers pro-
vide “tools,” which is another way of saying that education is some-
thing that will be of value later. As a friend of mine says repeatedly,
“Not every class can be thrilling or exciting. Sometimes you've got
to get down to business.”

As a result of this kind of thinking, the English departments
I know have chosen as their pedagogic goals the preservation of a
received literary tradition. It is hard to get assembled faculty to
admit in so many simple words that their goal is to send into the world
men and women to whom have been transmitted the accepted literary
values of the profession. But regardless of what is said, the way to
decide what the central goals of the present system are is to examine
the course offerings—at present virtually the only means of achieving
whatever ends there may be. In my three schools the great bulk of
courses fall into three categories: the “period” course (medieval,
seventeenth century, Victorian) ; the genre study (Great Dramatic
Masterpicces, The Rise of the Novel); the great-writer course
(Chaucer, Shakespeare, Milton). All these courses, whatever internal
pedagogical methods they may use, are mani festly geared to preserving
the beliefs that (1) ‘certain men in certain times wrote certain kinds
of literature, and that (2) tradition and professional standards are
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adequate to decide wh: 1 men, genres, and periods are the most
sensible and rewarding to study. When a department makes it possible
for a student to take cousz¢ in Renaissance plays or Chaucer, but not
in carly eighteenth-centur autobiography or Shadwell {not to men-
tion courses that cut across the three categories or ignore them or
integrate them with other humanistic studies) it would seem reason-
able to assume that '+ department has made an education to fir a
mold or preserve a piitern.

Since the goal is the perpetuation of i received tradition, English
departments have over the vears come up with what app=ars a most
cconomical curriculum. Th. s just so much time in a college career,
nd Chaucer is a bette wrim5 than Shadwell, the plays of the Renajs-
sance are better than the autc siographizs of the eighteenth century. So
-e provide our students with an array of tradition-oriented courses.
Certain problems arise. \We sensitively attempt to explain that the
course “material’” only looks static and tidy, We emphasize that there
is 2 dynamic, even organic :onnection between meoclassicism and
ramanticism, but that they must be studied separately for reasons of
order. Yes, of coursc there was romantic poetry written before
Wordsworth; “pre-romantic” is a very misleading term. Well, yes,
Dryden was a contemparary of Miltcn and Bunyan, but we read him
as part of the Age of Reason. Your history professor is correct in
suggesting that Pope and Swift do 1t represent the dominant intel-
lectual currents of their age.

Because our departmental goal is ro perpetuate a tradition, even
teachers who savor the books they re: ™ for their cwn enjoyment feel
a need to cover as much ground as possible. The body of traditional
literature is immense, and one canuot master it without wide ex-
posure to as much of it as possible. Ay present institution provides
a “core” curriculum, requiring of ihe English majors special study
of all the major historical periods, preferably in chronological order.*

*1 am no longer with this institution but am happy to <eport that
in the z'rst term of 1969-1970 the dvpartment abolished nat only the
core curriculum, but every requirement for a major, except (1) the

authorized number of credits for a major 2ad (2) freshman Comrposition
—both university, rather tt 1 department, -equirements.
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Many teachers use anthologies in order to provide as much coverage
as possible. If the teacher’s job is to transmit something of the roman-
tic tradition, the way to do it is to have the students read as many
poems as possible before the course is forced to give way to the (com-
peting?) Victorian tradition on deck for next term. Some of these
anthologies include some long, whale works. Most do not. But in
any pedagogical approach, it is plausibly argued, some things will be
slighted or overlooked. Some professors provide mimeographed sheets

of

relevant data on writers not covered in the course: authors’ dates,
chief works, major contributions and influences all helpfully arranged
and packaged, ready for memorization. Students often consider these
study aids a great help. )

You may find this description of our traditional pedagogical
means and ends appealing. I myself do not wish to appear blackly
hostile to the present system. As I outlined it, I.must confess much
of it scemed appealing to me. After all, I like you am a product of this
kind of training and much that I value in my own education I credit
to the sensitive transmitting of our literary heritage by brilliant
(though isolated) teachers. As a result of the claborate packaging of
periods, genres, and writers, I have been introduced to certain lovely
and powerful works that I might never have read had I not entered
apprentice in our profession. For many people the conventional ap-
proach is a daily aesthetic and intellectual pleasure; for sonue, the oc-
casional successes of the system justify its preservation. I do not wish
to advance the absurd, contradictory proposition that what has had
value for many is without value. To me, however, the present system
—cnce capable of doing the job—seems wasteful, of both people
and the tradition itself. In the next chapter I shall focus more directly
on some positive directions we may take.

14 there is one thing literature teaches us, it is that we are not

%alone. People whom we could never get to know or understand in
real life because of our own terrors of the unknown are sympathet-
ically drawn for us. The artist inhabits the imner world of his
characters often without evaluation or judgment, and by so moving
among his people, gets them to open np with him, to tell all, to
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reveal themselves. The more one reads literature, the more likely
it is that he will be able to see his own inner life, wttitudes, and emo-
tions as normal or at least duplicable in the lives of sthers and accept-
able in many contexts. By portraying human expericnce, most of the
world’s mimetic art (didacticism, of course, serves a different func-
tion) reminds us of ourselves and helps us to be human or at least
to recognize our brotherhood with other people.

I do not mean to paint an entirely somber picture. But isn’t it
ironical and sad that so often we English teachers put before our
students fictions which are more alive and real than we are? As we
retreat behind our masks of the “professional scholar,” paradoxically
turning ourselves into fictions, hiding ourselves from our students
while unintentionally forcing them to adopt roles through our subtle
evaluatory judgments and occasional open sarcasm, before us all
parade the unforgettable words on the page, evoking for us (when it
is not already too late) the illusion of a kind of human honesty that
one finds but seldom in life. I shall never forget Anna Karenina,
but for the life of me cannot remember one real person I may have
met the same year, so long ago, that I turned the pages of Tolstoy’s
great novel.

We must not forget or fear the simple fact that literature is
literature only when it is an experience operating fully on our minds
and hearts. The student who reads Folpone primarily as an example
of Elizabethan drama cannot have had as rich an experience as he
who has read (or better yet, seen) the play and recognized all-too-
familiar patterns of his own behavior, Too many teachers shy away
from these personal matters, but isn’t that what Jonson had in mind?
Because the ends of the literary experience have been obscured by
modern professionalism, our teaching has become to a frightening
degree irrelevant, mechanized, and inhuman,

We have believed that to be respected in the twentieth-century
academy, we must specialize. We have become experts in the Roman-
tics or the eighteenth century or the Victorian period. While a De-
Mott or a Kampf speaks with students of the human values and
experience of literature, the great majority speak of hypotheses, em-

12



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

phasize the value of “tools” and coverage, produce well-construeted
articles on arcane subjects, making certain to drain off all imagery
and emotion and to include an “abstract” of the article, Tt makes
no difference that all of this utterly bypasses the meaning of literature
itself, as well as the human experience of one’s confrontation with
Mr. Flood, Uncle Vanya, or Clytemnestra. Where in the professional
study of literature do we hear echoes of Kafka’s remark to Oskar
Pollak ?—“The books we need are the kind that act upon us like
a misfortune, that make us suffer like the death of sonmeone we love
more than owsclves, that make us feel as though we were on the
verge of suicide, or lost in a forest remote from all human habitation
—a book should serve as the axe for the frozen sea within us.” To
speak at the annual meeting of the Modern [.anguage Association of
the poignantly personal significance of one's encounter with a novel
or poem would be to hold up the agenda of business, the “business”
of literature.

Although there is significant change in the air, it will encourage
the process for us to look at some examples of how I and my col-
leagues have taught literature in ways which dehumanize us all or
trext the students as menials or boors, or worse, the Enemy. It seems
to me that when we lecture to our students on the ten major differ-
ences between romanticism and classicism or on five characteristics of
the epic poem or on the difference between synecdoche and metonymy,
no. matter how dearly the students “need” this information, we are
treating potentially lively and sensitive men and women as if they
were passive, boxcs, created to hold itéms of great value to us. I know
that most of us do not spend our days dealing exclusively in sach hard-
ware. But the constant student complaint continues to be that faculty
members expect students to be walking containers of oxr information
about Jiterature. Sometimes we even ask them, usually when we more
than suspect that they have been bored to a fine glaze, to think about
what they have heard (learned, we call it) today, so as to be ready
to answer questions on Wednesday. As if anyone ever had to be
encouraged to think about what was genuinely of personal interest or
value! As if the teacher himself spenv the next few hours spontanc-
ously thinking about the “rise of neoclassicism” !
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To fill up a student’s head with information, however potentially
valuable the information may be’in certain contexts, is to treat the
student as an object. Real learning seldom occurs at such times. I
remember the student who told me that in the sentence “The girl
has cyes like her mother’s” the word “like” is a simile. Don't you
just know the canned definition of “simile” which gave rise to her
error and which helped to make her a non-reader of poctry? I for
onc must confess to having “taught” the infamous definition for
vears. Wouldn’t it have been better to stimulate the girl’s natural
curiosity about strange, new worlds than to fake the much casier
course of filling her head with rootless definitions as if they werc
valuable in their own right?

I am not criticizing the content of individual courses, nor am I
forgetting that many teachers are running experimental courses. But
I am urging that our main job should be to make literature the joy
for others that it has been for us. Nothing depresses me more than
to hear a bright adult say that he took his required English courses
in college as fast as he could and never read another novel or poen.
This kind of remark—TI heard it two times yesterday alone—grows
from the notion, perpetuated by the nature of modern universitics,
that literature is a “field,” a separate “discipline,” anl arca of “study”
requiring, like all other respectable pursuits, professional expertise.
In self-defense I can talk myself into believing this myth from time
to time. But recently I heard an extremely intelligent and imaginative
professor of education say that he would not dream of reading Greek
poetry because he does not feel qualified. He went on to say that he
feels he nceds an English teacher te help him read hard works. So
now it has come to pass in an era devoted to mass liberation from
illiteracy and ignorance, that one must be, in the words of an old
friend of mine, Certified to Read a Poem. Of course I understand
that there are degrees of understanding literature, that there is in-
sightful reading and foolish, but any teaching process which ultimately
prevents reading is no teaching at all and indicates ‘the existence of
a modern intellectual tragedy. -

Academicians frequently treat students as incompetent inferioss.
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Students have become the objects of a subtle but far-reaching
prejudice. We forget Herbert Spencer’s words: “One who, not
being a slave of tradition, contemplates schools as they have been . . .
instead of being struck by the stupidity of the pupils, may more
reasonably be struck by the stupidity of the masters.” For all the
pedagogical innovation today, one still observes that every semester
begins with many teachers commenting on how “good” their classes
are this term, how improved the “quality” is. It would seem that
we have been looking for students who have received onr education,
somchow, before getting to us. The kids do the work assigned to
them, are responsive to demands. As the semester wears on toward the
middle and the students’ resolution to do well this term is worn thin
by boredom in class and very real' demands made on their private
lives, the teachers’ tone changes to anger and despair, or to cynicism.
The undergraduates’ assertion of human rights or the slightest hint
that they wish to see the reading of literature as part (or perhaps
even no part) of busy, exhausting lives is interpreted as laziness and
even moral lassitude. Student criticism of the “material” on our
syllabuses we label boorishness or unformed opinions. And when we
fail to generate interest in “Lycidas,” we sigh over the lack of motiva-
tion in our students. How often I have been shocked to discover that
one of my dull students, “devoid of person.lity,” is in other contexts
lively, enthusiastic, clever, or talented. T'he nore students sense that
they are being viewed and treated as lazy inferiors, the more they
are likely to “perform” poorly—that is, as expected.

From the freshman theme to the Ph.D. dissertation and beyond,
subtle and overt pressures have turned literature students into un-
imaginative writers of useless and often tedious essays. For years I
asked my students to be “imaginative” in their exams. As I graded
the papers, I would discover that, though I would read to the end
of the blue book, I knew by the end of the first or secoud paragraph
whether the student was an A, C, or F. The reading of such exams I
found excruciatingly boring and depressing, even when I could give
a paper an A. Often I would be shocked to discover that I had given
a high grade to a girl who “in life” struck me as lackluster, conniving,
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or both. Sometimes I had-—even minre disturbing-—given a low grade
to a student who in class had been alert and responsive,

It disturbs me to think how long I Lved with these paradoxes.
Only recently have I begun to understand them: that if T knew at
once whether a paper was good or bad, it was because the student
either was or was not writing to a formula I had unwirtingly accepted,
that the for ada ceuld be mastered by a diligent or dishonest dullard
and rejected by more independent spirits who believed as sincere my
call for fmagination, and that often-repeated formulas are hypnotic
and soporific. Slowly I came to feel that a really imaginarive essay
will never be tedious, that it will shake my assumptions, and will be,
by formulaic criteria and standards, ungradable. It will stinulate
thought and emotion. But it will probably never spring from the
kinds of exam questions I and my colleagues traditionally have as-
signed.

In order to protect himself, a professor may block out two-thirds -

of his class, writing them off as incorrigible, believing that he has
reliably separated the good students from the uneducable. The dutiful
few students who are accepted by the teacher say and write the ap-
propriate responses to questions about literature. All teachers want
their students to think, but many teachers do not realize the degree
to which they want the students to reproduce their own jdeas, thinly
disguised. The student is “thinking” when he says what the teacher
has thought. “If T only reached a few,” too many professors say at
the end of the semester, “T feel as if something has been accom-
plished.” Here's what has been accomplished ; an aristocratic notion
of education has been used to evade or rationalize the problems of
mass education in a democratic socicty; a few students, either too
literate and imaginative to need a teacher at all or too intellectually
servile to resist conformity, have gotten As; a huge number of poten-
tial readers, the very ones who need the education, have been pigeon-
holed as unreachable; a professor has called on a soothing rhetoric
which manages to allay some serious, if unconscious, sclf-doubts about
his usefulness as a teacher.

Individual teachers often design courses avhich are lively. and,
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in the last analysis, relevant, but as “professionals” within depart-

ments we tend to distrust the motives of our students. We design an
aducational program more to catch the guilty than to liberate the
imaginative and involved ; we devisc methods for keeping them in their
place: a rich assortment of evaluations administered every few weeks
which permit the student to demonstrate that he has been socialized
enough to allow him further reading under the guidance of a benevo-
lent expert or system. I say “benevolent’” because English teachers do
invite students to their homes, have beers with students, and the
like. But on Monday morning everyone is back in place, the system
grinds on, the papers are due, and the buddy gives his friend a C.
Some departments have fixed syllabuses so that, say, all sophomores
may be reading Heart of Darkness at the same time; these schools
may even standardize their exams across the sections. For reasons
never made clear to me, it is supposed to be an, intellectual advantage
to have everyone monolithically programed to be turning the same
pages at the same time.

Quizzes, exams, short papers, long papers—they have all done
their share to stifle curiosity and initiative. I am aware, of course,
that an occasional paper topic may stimulate intellectual growth and
imagination, but am skeptical as to the overall worth of such assign-
ments. All such methods of evaluation, as well as the daily judgments
implied by our responses to student work and our attitudes in class,
constantly trample on what I would like to believe we all really
know, and that is that the reading of literature is a peculiarly private
matter. Just think how jealously we each guard our own readings
of favorite works. Even when we turn to the PMLA, we do it often
enough to discover another man’s errors in judgment about a work
which we have come to feel is ours.

If a student has not enjoyed reading “Night Thoughts,” a paper
topic on the poem, while it may arouse interest in the work, will
probably encourage the fraudulent kind of writing we all know so
well. The mask of the “English major” goes on, as the student duti-
fully writes an analysis of the “parts in relation to the whole,” or
“fits” the poem into its “period,” or—as a psychologist friend of
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mine typifies all literary investigation—hc studies the broccoli
imagery in the first twenty lines. God help the student who really
cares about what he writes. I don’t mean he who thinks he cares
as the writing itself becomes its own kind of self-perpetuating experi-
ence, but the one who cares where it matters. How can a student who
really gets turncd on to a paper topic about a poem which has com-
pelling meaning for him possibly write a personally satisfying cssay
when, at the same time, he must worry about a term paper in
psychology, an overdue physics assignment, ten math problems, and
two chapters in his geology book ? Not to mention the rest of the work
in English, which he must master in order to pass the exam. Why do
we admire the student who manages, or appears to manage, such an
exhausting feat? Just last year I and my colleagues unintentionally
drove from the university a fine, sensitive student who cared about
what she wrote, but could not be five people at once. She could only
write as hersclf one thing at a time. For such a person there is little
room in the modern university.

But I digress. The point I wish to make is that since the reading
of literature is a private experience, a forced public response may all
too often be nothing more than a socialized ritual, cut off, even en-
tirely, from the vital meaning (or meaninglessness) of the reading ex-
pericnce. I dislike myself for every A paper and every article I ever
wrote about a work of art which essentially mcant nothing to me.
They become the easiest papers to write.

The cynicism of students can be awc-inspiring. The grinding out
of papers calls for a process which begins with “psyching out” the
teacher and ends with the usc of a gimmick or formula. I am speaking
here of our good students, even our best. When my wife entered
graduate school, a fellow student—now a novelist of ability and
distinction—admonished her not to get too worked up about papers,
but to find some” “bit,” some tricky device or theme which could be
used as the organizing principlc of paper after paper, for course after
course. Any person who has becn a successful student of literature
knows how useful such advice is in “beating the system.” It is not
education the student is trying to avoid. What he is trying to avoid
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is a stultifying machine-like process which takes into account vireually
none of his particular needs and aspirations.

English teachers, like everyone else, want order. "T'his is natural.
But as scekers after truth we should be looking for many things, in-
cluding the way literature operates on a receptive sensibility—still a
deep, rich, and largely mysterious matter, since it involves not only
the cognitive processes, but also the wellsprings of nonverhal emotion.
One of my colleagucs recently argued quite cogently that since we
know virtually nothing ahout literary criticism or ways of teaching
literature, we should not experiment blindly on our students, but
follow our traditional patterns, at least for some vears. But to me
it is worth a great deal to learn the truth about how an individual
poem or play affects me or somconce clse. 1 am also fascinated by
the meaning of feeling and form in art and feel that startling things
can be said and learned when readers are not hampered by tired
papers on “broccoli imagerv.” 1 do not advocate experimenting on
students, but with them.

It is not sufficient to let students choose their “own” topics for
paper assignments. Some professors feel that they are in the vanguard
of radical change when they do this. I have seen in my own experience
that when T used this approach, one of two things generally happened :
on the one hand, some students “chose” to write on broccoli imagery
or the like (which shows a failure of cither imagination or nerve),
while other kids, their spontaneity crushed by vears of hopelessly
stifling schoolwork, came to me begging for a topic. (Has the college
student who irritates you by constantly coming up to your desk
to find out “what you want” really misread vour signals?) No, we are
all trapped by the past—students as well as teachers—and to change
one pedagogical method without altering the structure of the system
will rarely lead to new self-understanding and development. Adding
two courses on black literature will not suffice, As a member of the
New York Sixth Street Theater recently told my drama class, we
do not need avant-garde changes, but counter-garde options.

The saddest thing I heard this week was of the intelligent
female student who argued that she does not want personal contact-
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with her teachers and does not want to participate in open-discussion
classes. What she wants is factual material delivered impersonally
in a lecture because her desire, her goal in life, is to become a
scholar. What distortion of values has allowed this girl to “idealize”
scholarship in such an arid, aloof, and anti-humanistic way? Why
have we not taught her what Carl Rogers has sail so well zbout the
humanity of science, not to mention humane lcetters? “Science exists
only in people. . . . Knowledge—even scientific knowledge-—is that
which is subjectively acceptable. Scientific knowledge can be com-
municated only to those who are suhjectively ready to receive its
communication.” .

In the classroom and in the teacher’s office, we let slip through
our fingers chance after chance to educate our students. There are
exceptions, brilliant literature teachers daily creating a climate in
which voung men and women can grow in freedoni.. But there are
many teachers trapped by their training in graduate school (which
even now as more and more professors experiment with their teaching
methods has virtually.nothing to do with preparing graduate students
to teach literature), teachers who fail to liberate the minds and
hearts of most of their students. I know because I have been such a
one. But I am slowly, sometimes painfully, struggling away from
the self-protective aristocratic notion that it will suffice to stamp my
signature into a handful of acquiescent clay. I wish to turn teaching
into the thrilling experience I dreamt of before I allowed myself to
be stifled by the frustrations of autocratic methods, professional
standards, student apathy, and fear-ridden disapproval of colleagues.
When I keep myself open to the meaning of past experiences, I
know how badly I have failed as a teacher I think back to my worst
classes: bored students, even sullen, sitting in the back of the room.
Even I was bored by my own words, hearing them float heavily
the room, soothing all but the most eager (how can they write that
down in their notchooks!) into a dull stupor.

My “good” classes teach me a more painful lesson: Mandel,
you have been in love with your own voice. The “good” classes: I
was animated and ‘“‘there.” But how much of this animation was an
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act, even semi-thought out in advance? (One of my colleagues once
wrote “wow” into the margin of a scholarly paper he was to read,
The word was to be uttered “spontancously.”) As I reconsider those
good classes it would seem that my goal was to excite the students into
accepting my enthusiasm and even my insight or knowledge as theirs.
A few did. They got As because they “cared about the material.” 1
wonder now who else was in those classes. I owe them an apology.
Why did 1 consider those classes good ? Two reasons: (1) my self-
satisfied feeling that 1 was worth listening to; aud (2) the recogni-
tion that some of the students loved me. ‘They left the class saying,
“Wasn't he great today?”

Now as I think back on such performances (I am still prey
to their Iure), I wonder, is education inseparable from theater? Must
the teacher be an actor? Seme of my teaching friends say ves. But
1 have come to doubt that I have been hired to perform. It is crucial
to transmit enthusiasm and a life style to students, but is excitement
on their part equivalent necessarily to learning and persoual develop-
ment? I do not think so any more. One can be excited without really
involving oneself in the process of personal development, like fans
at a sports event. Is “Wasn’t he great today?” the same as “What do
you make of the scene in Macbeth we were discussing today?” No.
Does a history of handing over to the student neatly tied packages
(through either a lecture or the pseudo-Socratic inductive method)
constitute a rewarding experience? To a degree, yes. But I cannot
but reluctantly come to the conclusion, especially when I consider
the sullen back rows, that my methods of teaching literature have
been more frustrating than satisfying.

The well-organized hour which wastes no time and is organi-
cally complete runs the risk of turning students out each day who
have no reason to worry or think about the ideas discussed in class.
The illusion is fostered that an idea or education can be controlled,
parcelled out, kept in bounds. More and more I see the classroom
and the group meeting as a place and occasion for the participants
to validate each other’s existence—that is, an occasion to say, ‘‘Hi!
I am keeping up my side of the contract by reading A, B, and C and
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by worrying about the following thoughts. What have you been up
to?” In other words, I have lost much of my faith in the classroom
as a place in which education can occur regularly and successfully.
I think now of it as a place to report progress.

I am writing this essay because, little by little, some illusions of
the appropriatencess of my past methods and those of my professional
colleagues are dropping away. Writing about it in a personal way
will speed up the process for me and perhaps keep it pure. As Jules
Henry says, an author “becomes a creature of his book . . . he can
never be the same again.” It may be of help to you too, if you have
suffered as I have. Despite the hest intentions, we have created an
atmosphere of staggering triviality and dishonesty. Cheating on papers,
the use of study guides (some of us even write them), phony re-
sponses to phony inductive questions—these have all become national
sports, and we have created this appalling situation. By our failure
to trust in the humanity of our authors and our students, we have
turned the former into “required texts” and the latter into cowards
or rebels. Instead of fulfilling our honest and reasonable desire to
turn students into sensitive readers, our system—for vast numbers
of English majors and us, their teachers—has been a downright fail-
ure, a pathetic botch, substituting in our methodology and syllabuses
grotesqueries for life, amber for air.

We have taken refuge in aristocratic disdain for the needs of
socicty. Many professors today assume that they have developed
radical consciousness because they choose to center their attention on
the freaks and speed-fiends. To me this is nothing but the old snob-
bishness merely directed at a different group, or the old group with
new hair. The point is that it is not too late for us to do our share
to teach, to humanize a society which presently still remains unhelped
by the reading of meaningful novels, poems, and plays. We need no
longer produce people who may remember having had “good English
teachers” in college, but who have forgotten how (did they ever
learn?) to read.
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The pedagogical goals advanced by this hook, like the
traditional goals of English departments, are hased on as-
sumptions about cducation. These assumptions T developed
experientially in the classroom, but they have found en-
couraging support in the ideas of most psychologists and
sociologists. I have no desire to urge monolithic support of
these assumptions. [ operate better from them than from
others, perhaps equally defensible. For me, an education is
not a thing, but a process—not a desirable end, but motion
and constant rearrangement of values and perceptions. As
revealed by Henry Adams, education is nothing one gets,
but what one does as he comes to understand how to think
and cope with a world which bombards him with intcllectual
and scnsual choices from cvery side. As T write this I am
awarc how unoriginal a view it is and yet how unacceptable
to educators over the years, if actual practices are to be the
test. Everyone talks about the meaning of liberal education,
but few live day by day with the implications of the idea.
It is one thing to say and another to live by the conviction
that education is not a tool with which one digs into the mys-
teries of life, but an act, the digging itself. Education happens
to people. It cannot be measured in terms of achicvement or
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acquisition of knowledge, although these things can, of course, be
measured in their own right; it can only be measured in terms of
psychological activity, growth, and movement. It is not so much a
matter of what the student knows at the end of the term as who
he is becoming,

The assumptions I have been discussing lead to my goal as a
teacher of literature. T put it before you as an ideal which, when
reached or even approached, stirs emotions, efforts, and attitudes (T
almost wrote “altitudes™) in the teacher and student that neither
knows he is capable of.

My goal as a teacher of literature is to stimulite the free use of
literature in ways which may be of personal, living usc to the stu-
dents. I believe that it is for this reason literature is written, and I
know that is why I read it. I try not to let professional concerns with
literature influence my teaching. _

If you ave skeptical, you need not trust me or even your own
deepest promptings in this divection. Thomas Mann himself urged
the same view. In “The Making of The MMagic Mountain” he asks
his reader to read the novel twice, but goes on immediately to say,
“A request not to be heeded, of course, if one has been bored at the
first reading. A working of art must not be a task or an effort; it
must not be undertaken against one’s will, It is meant to give pleasure,
to entertain and enliven. If it does not have this effect on a reader,
he must put it down and turn to something else.”

Here T am afraid that T may part company with some readers
who have been travelling with me until now. Many teachers will
argue that literature is, of course, meant to give pleasure and that in
one’s richest encounters with it there will be a deepening of perception,
sensitivity, and joy. But they will argue that as one deals more and
more with literature some professional standards must be adhered to,
that discipline in studying literature requires acquaintance with
literary and historical backgrounds, genres, literary criticism, and the
like. What I am saying is that “professionalism” in our field need not
mean that at all.

As Benjamin DeMott argues in Supergrow, studying “genres,”
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“literary history,” and the like is comparable to a chemist’s studying

test tubes, rather than what goes on inside the test tubes. I know

_why I read plays and novels and I also know that reading, say,

The Heart of Midlothian may arouse my interest in nineteenth-
century lterature, or the novel form, or Scottish patterns of culture,
but as T pursue these interests I am satisfving a felt intellectual need.
I distrust humanists who say that the study of literature necessitates
a degree of scientism and “professionalism,” as though somchow one
felt that Scott or Aeschylus or Thomas had written their great works
for the special benefit of professional English teachers, who would,
in turn, act as translators for the masses. I assume that most authors
have written for readers, not for college teachers and students in-
volved in a massive educational-cconomic enterprise.

Tach literary work has the power to create its own audience. The
“professional” should be, it seems to me, a man who has read much,
felt deeply, and thought sensitively. Basically his job should be to
provide his students with literature that they may like, to serve as
a model of humanistic values, to make available an atmosphere con-
ducive to the richest exchange of feelings and ideas, to stimulate by
the example of his own genuine enthusiasm, and to offer expertise
when it is called for by the students. If the teacher and a group of
students have developed a natural “scientific’” curiosity about litera-
ture (for example, an interest in the relationship of phenomenological
psrchology to literature or an interest in the metrics of sprung
rhythm), it would be in their best interest to spend time exploring the
dimensions of their subject. That is quite different from assuming
that a reader becomes a professional only as he acknowledges that
it is time to get down to the business of studying history and genres—
in short, evervthing but what literature has to tell us. Fortunately,
relatively few teachers do, in practice, ignore or slight the imaginative
center of the works they teach, but yet faculty meetings always pro-
vide a forum for some of the teachers to demand a return to stand-
ards, discipline, and professionalism-—what Freud called “the flight
into reality.”

It is hypocrisy to teach a false, academic kind of reading if it
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does not mirror one’s own, private, best experiences with literature.
George B. Leonard has written of the Victorian effort to imprison
art “in heavy, stolid buildings . . . called ‘art muscums’ . . . or
‘symphony halls’ and ‘opera houses.”” These stolid buildings are, of
course, still with us—our measure of what is great, no matter how
dull. English teachers today in placing their highest value on tradition
are, in effect, maintaining a verbal museum. “And here is our carly
nineteenth-century collection. . . .” I have no desire to be a curator.
Literature is worth reading when it stimulates intense or lively
or deep or inspired thought or feeling (better vet, thought and feel-
ing) in the reader. When such activity is happening, education is
going forward. Without such pleasurable involvement, reading is like
a field trip of ghetto kids to the Metropolitan Museum.

1 hope that this presentation of my goals will not be read as anti-
intellectual. I have not attacked any specific kinds of literature or
works from any particular period or by any authors in particular.
Nor have I made a plea for the use of “easy” books, rather than
“hard” ones. What I have done is shifted the center of attention away
from the Great Tradition to the people who ecither will or will not
find meaningfulness in it: our future, the students. Instead of stress-
ing literature’s undeniable connections with history and philoesophy,
I have swung the light onto the inseparability of literature from
human psychology.

The assumption that education is a fixed state valuable in its own
right has as its corollary the notion that education per se is more im-
portant than the people getting it. New students come and go; the
communal chemistry of the class may change from day to day;
personal needs, aspirations, fears, and hopes may vary by the minute,
but the syllabus remains intact, the material must be covered. My
assumptions lead in a different direction. Instead of assuming that
a class should rise to the occasion and satisfy our demands, I fecl
we should be saying, “They’re here, what can we do for them ?”
Only the teacher should be graded. Such a remark, however, stems
from a view of the educational process which is still not prevalent,
though it has always been known by some. Herbert Spencer, im-
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pressed with his father's teaching methods, wrote that the elder Spen-
cer had “reached some general ideas” concerning education, “and saw
the need for adjusting the course of instruction to the successive stages
through which the mind passes.” One of my colleagues recently as-
serted that we are not here to “cater to students.” But as teachers
is that not exactly what we should be doing—catering to the real
needs of the real students who meet daily with us?

It is time to give up our aristocratic notions about education.
In a few years staggering numbers of American youth will be
sitting in our classrooms. Already more than 50 percent ‘of callege-
age men and women are pursuing some sort of higher education. It
is clear that eventually every young man and woman who can
physically struggle to the door of a university will expect an educa-
tion. Qur job will be to find ways of making the reading of literature
as potently meaningful as it can be for large numbers of people of
varying intellectual ability and from vastly different backgrounds.

We cannot expect the presently inadequate methods to be more
successful in the future. The students who will come to us are going
to have certain almost desperate needs. More important than their
self-conscious ignorance about books will be their largely unconscious
ignorance about the process of education itself. Coming from homes
in which the parents as wage carners suffer what Jules Henry calls
“the fear of becoming obsolete,” the students will have had before
them for vears patterns of timid conformism and cultural conserva-
tism. A political and economic system which makes huge competitive
demands on them will find them (again in Henry’s words) “quietly
undermining it by doing the least they can rather than the most.”

Surely we must all recognize that emotionally deadened, cul-
turally deprived students will not respond in significant ways to a
pedagogical system based on the purely rational presentation of the
best literature. Even now only three kinds of students tend to learn
in our classrooms: the extremely bright and sensitive students; the
students who have been brought up in homes which respect human
identity enough to furnish it with music, art, and letters; the highly
competitive, driven students whose needs for authoritative recognition
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urges them through our programs with a desperateness which should
make us cry. As any English teacher knows, there are more of the
last group than either of the others—and precious few of any. How
can we drain off the destructive competition and, at the same time,
create a “clarifying educational environment” (O. K. Moore) which
will allow more students more of the time to share in the thrill-
ing process of personal emotional and intellectual growth?

We should begin by knowing something about the group we
teach. Who are these students? Where do they come from? What
part of the world? the country? the city? What does it mean if your
class is comprised of lower middle class students? What have been
their group taboos and valued goals? Does it make any difference in
your selection of novels if the class is predominantly Jewish or Irish
Catholic or Negro? What sorts of educations have their parents had?
Are these first or second generation college students? Are they Eng-
lish majors or are they fulfilling “distribution’ requirernents?

These questions, basically sociological, are ignored by many
English teachers, teaching books, not people. At my present institution
three or four programs funnel into our couises disadvantaged black
youth, but no seminars, mimeographed information, or departmental
guides are made available to the faculty in order to help the teacher
come to grips with the particular problemns raised by the presence of
students whose abilitics and backgrounds can differ so radically from
the white majority’s in the class. A related example comes to mind. A
friend of miine, an otherwise sensitive person, attempts tc teach the
Iliad to her ill-prepared, hostile classes at a desperate Negro college
in the South. They are either going “to get a college education, or
they're not.” Any doubt? It apparently does not matter if they emerge,
after four yvears of (for them) irrelevant reading, anti-intellectual
and bored with education.

I have been mocked and accused of dilettantism when I have sug-
gested that English teachers should put down their customary re-
search and pick up the latest sociological findings about group mobil-
ity, the relationship of the humanities to technology, T-group
methods, psychological resistance, and the like. /#e are not sociolo-
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aists; we are humanists. So we stick to the syllabus, and students who
come from households where no reading is done and from third-rate,
backwater high schools are assigned An Essay on 11an. We close our
eyes to the fact that many students cannot even understand the raw .
meaning of two lines i a row (“I understand all the words, but stil/
can’t see what he is trying to say”), let alone find personal enrichment
in the work’s thesis.

The opaqueness of much of the literature frustrates, even mad-
dens, many students. Their desire to understand is often strong, but
the need to “do well” is even greater. I sometimes wonder how
aware my traditionalist ~olleagues are of the amount of plagiarism
and cheating there is in virtually all courses. I learned, for instance,
that in a traditional genre-introduction course taught several years
ago every student except one plagiarized to some degree on a paper on
one of Donne’s songs. (The teacher wound up giving the honest
student a C. How could an honest paper by a nineteen-year-old
boy compete with papers based en sophisticated critical evaluations
and explications of the poem?) v

Ounce a course is over or in a free environment, students will
often confess to the outrageous quantity of cheating they have done.
Bolstered by their fellow students, such confessors actually crow.
And yet I am convinced that students do not want to cheat, they
want to learn.

The more we focus our attention on the specific problems of
real human beings, the more we are likely to harness their honest
energies. Their yearning for experience and their raw vitality ideally
should open up the way for education.

The question of students’ ages is very important. We know that
human biology is reflected in the rhythms of life, that between the
potent ages of cighteen and twenty-five human energy is flagless,
motivations intense, curiosity unbounded, communal learning keen,
sexual intercst and activity often at its zenith. Teachers often forget
about the naked power sitting in their stifled classrooms. One need
only think back to oneself as an undergraduate to remember « person
who was acutely alive to pain and joy, experimentation and experi-
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ence. More thay ever before, students jn ¢he United States are alive
and responsive to their eNvVironments, Some of our Students are living
communally, some are smoking pot, making love, discovcriug their
identities, and often rejecting oy mcthodolog_v and order with acyn-
icism which borders on the eccentric, Why treat this youthfy] energy
as anyvthing other than whye it is? There are books they wane to
read. Keep your ears open; they are talking intensci_v about Steppen-
wolf, Siddharthg, and Jom'm'y 20 the Eugt, about 8oy on Tee and
Malcolm X’s /luto/;ioym/)/ly. They are reading firse-rage books on
the city, racial conflict, and radical polities. They are speaking .
telligent]y about Blow-up, the Fellin; films, ang Bergmany’s. Less
imaginative students carry The Detectige, Iotel, and even much
better books, perhaps by accident.,

There are poems, plays, and novels from al] over the yworld to
which we cap introduce them, Why saddle a lively twenty-year-olqg
with works you know- cannot compete o the experiential Jeye] with
his other activities ? For example, at twenty most people are not open
to the power of allcgor_v; such generalizing only has meaning for ope
who is not submerged i) particulm'ly ovcrwhclming personal experi.
ences. Another unlikely candidate for their attention is eighteent).-
century literatyre, Why require reading iy classica] litcrﬂturc, with
ItS stress on order, dccorum, control, and rules, when these are the
Very states young men ap( Wwomer consciously ang unconsciously de.-
plore? If yve must give thep, didaci‘icism, let us find canses and morglg
with which this generation capy identify.,

It may pe argued that these Students need to be taught respect
for order and decorym,, But one need only point out that (1) j¢ has
never becn the job of Literatyre to teach g Particular valye system
or world view; we have always taught classicism as but one style
among many, and (2) our decision to provide literatyre which wil)
appeal to student taste will in o way prevent civil, moral, and
religioys authorities fropm, bursuing thej, own goals so far as the
minds of students are concerned, Socicty quite consistently Preaches
and prefers ap Apallonian approach to life 4o the “spilt religion” of
Tomanticism, Qy, students haye learned of this form of sublimatioy,
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all their lives and will, for the most part, revert to tvpe as they get
older, At age twenty a man may hope to allow the Dionysian principle
to dominate, As literature teachers we know the vast artistic re-
sources available representing this principle. And as lay students of
anthropology and psychology, we can trust our charges to act like
forty-five-year-olds soon enough.

My point, simiply, Is this: it Is & mistake to treat a twenty-year-
old as if he were forty. Such treatment does him no good. Either he
will reject our offices, or, worse, he will become forty prematurely.
If biologically, psychologically, and sociologically he is not prepared
for, say, “Religio Laici” or “The Vanity of Human Wishes” he
may look at the words on the page, even closcly enough to answer
our questions, but he will not have read the poems. I now enjoy these
two poems; they are among my favorites, but I remember a time
when it was impossible to read them. So I sympathize with the suffer-
ing undergraduate who must pretend to find meaning in them. It
is not reading literature if the poems have not latched into the reader’s
soul ; it will not have beeir fun. Memory of the words will soon blend
into the vast blur of pointless verbiage which we label education.

1 do not think it is better to be twenty than forty. Not where
books are concerned. Each age has its appropriate experiences. Joy-
fully watching one’s children grow is like nothing that happens in
a collegiate bull session. Reading Mill's Autobiography as an adult
can be as deeply meaningful as reading Soul on Ice at twenty. We do
not like to see a middle-aged nineteen-year-old, whether he is, in
fact, forty-five or nincteen. T'o each his own. One can be fearning and
growing, being himself, at both ages. If we dedicate ourselves at age
forty to the teaching of twenty-year-olds, helping them’ find what
they are looking for at that point in their lives, they will grow in
response to our genuine cfforts, and we will become richer as our
pedagogic needs, so natural at forty, are satisfied.

There is a world of books awvaiting our students and us. Let us
forego our prejudices against non-English literature. Who cares
if something is lost in translation, if what is left is powerful, hypnotic
and formative? To provide only English works is parochial and
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sterile. Along with Shakespeare and Dickens, let’s share with our
students (and not ouly in onc semester of “world literature”)
Dostoyevsky, Murasaki, Grass, Hamsun, Proust, Gide—in short, all
the world’s writers who can ravage the mind of an undergraduate,
If we have kindled in them a love of the literary experience, I think
we can trust them to foliow their inclinations at forty and read books
which can satisfy the very different needs of a man old enough to
have college-age children. You probably will never reread Of Time
and the River and Look Homeward, Angel, but arc you not a fuller,
richer person for having read them when you were young?

Now I must turn to a morc ambiguous subject: the conference
between teacher and student, Most teachers truly want their students
to learn, and yet, under conditions in which the most meaningul
learning can occur, we often muff it. One reason why we lose signifi-
cant opportunitics is that we forget—how casy it is to forget—that
the student visiting us has a rich life of his own in which our English
course may play an incredibly small part.

The stude- = whp sits across from us may want to lcarn, but
onc thing he probably has learned before he ever sees us in confer-
ence is how to protect himscif from experiencing too much self-
doubt and insecurity—the psychological states most often fostered by
the cducational establishment. We sant him to rcad In Memoriam
and are willing to help him, We share our time, perceptions, and fecl-
ings. And the student sharcs his. At least that is the illusion. But
what about reality? I would like to tell you about two informal dis-
cussions I have recently had with students. Since I know both of
them rather well, they were capable of speaking with considerable
honesty.

The young lady, a prospective English major, blushingly con-
fessed that she cannot read anything at all. It is as simple (and com-
plex) as that. Oh, she can tcll you the words and their individual
meanings, but her terrified fecling is that she does not understand
the overall meaning of what she reads. There is no recognition of
meaning, form, essence, or vital life. Words do not rise to sense; they
make only a vessel into which meaning must be poured by a teacher.
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So frightening is this appalling sense of reality to her, that she has
stopped all reading, even of magazines and comic strips! Yet this
girl is a college student, passing all her courses—a good girl, no
star in any subject, but intellectually indistinguishable (to the naked
eye) from scores of students who graduate with B.A.s every year.
How can she pass her courses? How does she manage to stay alive
in the academic community? The questions are rhetorical. But can
you imagine this student going from conference to conference ad-
mitting that she cannot and does not read? She may not know how
to read, but she does know that the professor does not consider him-
self a teacher at Cupcake College, that there are standards to uphold.
She knaws when to keep quiet. Naturally her terror of flunking forces
her into routine deception of her teachers and contempt for serious
thought. She desperately needs an education. But by and large the
real needs of this student are invisible to most faculty members and -
even to her peers. Of what use is a conference about /n dMemoriam?
For this girl it can only perpetuate her fears and needs.

The other student, 2 young man, informally admitted that he
has never finished a book in his life, not because he is not interested,
but because reading literally nauscates him. He fecls that if he were
to read to the end of a book, he would throw up. When he told me
this shocking story, I remembered that cars and racing are his hobby.
I asked him if he could read a racing journal to the end. Yes, racing
journals he “cats up.” (Any English teacher who feels that the
cognitive processes are of chief importance in the reading of literature
should study this student’s gustatory imagery closely.) It is impertant
to point out what you may not wish to believe: this boy is very
intelligent, quick, and perceptive. He is not an intellectual basket
case. It took ime more than a term, even in an atmosphere extremely
conducive to honest student talk, to learn about his psychosomatic
reaction to literature and learning. How can this student possibly
go from conference to conference speaking about this painfully
neurotic response to reading? First of all, he has no language with
which to talk about it. And if he did have the language, he would
lack the courage. Think what he would be confessing!
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Now, I am convinced that a great many literature teachers
would respond with deep sympathy and understanding to these two
students. Why eclse do we read literature? But the question is, how
often do we use our knowledge of human nature to provide 2 con-
ference atmosphere which will free a student to speak truthfully
about his response to the assignment? The two students mentioned
here, let me repeat, would strike most faculty members as adequately
prepared and competent. But when I spoke of these two students to
some of my colleapues who do not know them personally, the teachers
flatly refused to believe that the students were in any. way “typical”
undergraduates and referred to them as “fringe cases.”” But judging
from the performance of these two students in all their courses, no
teacher who “knows” them sees them as other than ordinary, respect-
able college learners.

I vemember myself, years ago, in certain conferences with my
teachers. There was reason for any teacher to believe that as an
honor student I was confident and honest as I sat across from him.
But I remember the many false fronts I was driven to wear as the
result of false assumptions on the part of teachers, awarencss of the
reward structure in education, a sense of my own insccu‘rity, etc.
It chills me to think of myself as that boy, so inhibited by some weell-
intentioned teachers that I would unot move my cye away from a
slant of bright light ncarly blinding me. Such was the cffect of ce-+ain
august faculty members who made one feel that one had to be taere,
at that level, secing as mwich, realizing all that the professor him: If
knew about the work at hand. I think of that “confident” bov ncw
as I confer with students, especially in an initial meeting.

How important it is to remember that the student in conference
is more than one person. There is another person there, lurking be-
hind the shutters in the acquiescent facade. This second boy may be
fecling resentment against the older man or woman. What the stu-
dent often really wants to know is how to jump over the stick so as
to pass the course. He hates Tennyson (loves Donovan) and con-
siders that a man who spends his time waxing cloquent over the
power of those dull lines must have a very bizarre sex life. (The stu-
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dent has only begun to read the assignment and will probably never
finish it, knowing that, despite the teacher’s threats to the contrary,
Cliff’s Notes will probably suffice.) At the same time, this voice,
throbbing so loudly in the head of the body sitting there, smiling
and nodding at the professor, is full of paradoxical impulses and pain-
ful insecurity. He really does want to learn something. “I don’t be-
long in college. I shouldn’t be an English major. T am a shit. I will
never be like him—a Ph.D. He really knows his stuff.”

As T think about conferences on both sides of the desk, I am
aware of the degree to which I have wsted my time over the years
by helping to create facades which destroy meaningful human rela-
tions and the natural learning process. How can one learn when
one is busy doing a soft-shoe routine inside one’s head? Professors
tend to weary of conferences, blaming the students for misuse cf
the privilege, until, as Jencks and Ricsman humorously put it in
The Academic Revolution, the students “tell horror stories about
professors who have offi:= hours once a month in an ill-publicized
placs.”” Yet the confererce could change the dircction of a student’s
lif- =nc even a teacher’s ideas. If the learning processes of a particular
stuur zre blocked because of personal problems, a teacher, whose
gew T % to liberate the student intellectually and emotionally, may
have to provide an atmesphere in which the student can speak openly
and ionestly of his obstructions.

“Imw listen to the tus and cry: How can we possibly get to
ke -oh student? Are we to allow ourselves to become engulfed
in i civate fantasy of every poor soul who sits in our classes?
Teer i< research to be done and lives to be lived. Who has the time
to devute to such an enterprise? I am a teacher of literature, not a
psye . tist |

~annot pretend to have satisfying answers to these responses.
I u-aestand and share the busy teacher’s desire to lead his own

‘life. puzsue his own interests, and protect himself from the emotional

bombardment of too many people in pain. But T am cqually aware
of the real demands of teaching. I respect my calling and sincerely
believe in its human value. If I get weighed down by time-consuming
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demands, I remind myself that no good teacher ever promised mic
that teaching would be easy. So when I can (and it does not always
happen), 1 attemipt to throw myself into the human currents. These
are very personal decisions. I realize it is impossible to get to Frow
anyon, let alone each student in a class. It is arrogant to believe that
one is “inside” the experience of many people. And I am well aware
that some teachers do not have the temperament for the kind of inter-
action I find so important in an educational environment. The more
I open myself to my students’ experiences and needs, in class and out,
the more I am able to facilitate the emotional and itellectual growth
of my students.

I am not advocating therapeutic tampering. We are not trained
to direct the emotional lives of our students. What I advocate for
those who find it possible is a receptivity which is in our best interests
as teachers. I do not want to be engulfed by students’ pains and
fantasies, and I hope that I can be strong enough to control the
degree of my own involvement, This is very difficult. Start [stening
to students and you often discover loneliness and fear. But if our
interests are not enhanced and forwarded by sensitive contact with
the people to whom we are teaching literature, then I think by
remaining in the classroom we are doing a disservice to them and
ourselves.

All of these remarks are partially unsatisfactory and can surely
be of little help to others. But I know that when the urge to “teach”
comes upon me, when I begin to worry about standards and how
“they” will do on the Graduate Record Exam, my effectiveness
in a class is palpably diminished, the glaze appears in the stu.cnts’ eyes,
and I begin to resent them and myself. On the other hind, when
I keep myself open to the students’ needs, aspirations, and fears, and
when I can share with them the direction of our mutual course, I
find them and myself alive, spontaneous, and self-disciplining.

Perhaps this is the place to say that what I am advocating is
not easy. Teachers who have attempted to de-structure their courses
and to iucrease the possibilitics for open discussion have often found
that the students do not jump up and down, clapping their hands
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with glee. Many students sullenly demand lectures and teacher
discipline. Grades are called for as a “spur” to productivity. The
students heap contempt upon the heads of their fellow students and
“hate” to listen to non-authoritative comments in class. They feel
they are wasting their time if they are not learning about “trends”
and “movement.” The teacher knows these things, the teacher is paid
to impart them, '
Facilitati-z human growth is difficult because so many culture-
bound’ prejudizzs must be demolished, often at great pain to the
student, not before but while the current educatiomal process is going
forward. The rwo processes—at least at this moment In history—
must occur simltancously, even organically. The teacher beleaguered
by students w0 want more structure must constantly remind himself

- that these stucrnts are the same ones who, when they sit in lecture

courses or false-Socratic discussions, are bored, listless, hostile, or
dully acquiescent. No, our job is to help these students save their
own lives. The effort on our parts does not match the effort involved
in preparing lactures. So much more is at stake in helping others to
live. It is tiring to maintain one's faith and commitment when the
road 1s uphill.

In the next chapter I shall set down some mecific ideas for
creating a climate in a course. In chapters 4 and ° T shall attempt
to clarify, t7 -ough the use of specific detail, how I envision the
implementasan of what must appear to you at this point as vague
idealism.

If idealism is what this all sounds like, though, I may as well
end this chapter with a swatch of the same material: the ideal
literature class. Five to ten students sign up to spend part of the
next months speaking about books with Professor Mandel. (The
college catalog has no fixed course listings, just brief descriptions of
some of the recent interests of each faculty member.) The students
get together with Mr. Mandel and spend the first few sessions
deciding what they would like to read, putting books on reserve in
the library, agreeing on how they would like to arrange the external
matters of the course, such as where to meet, how often, how long—
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all open to immediate revision by a majority vote later on—and
generally getting to know each ot=er, The time s not wasted if the
first week is devoted to setting a me of friendly, unconflicted ex-
change, if the “normal” aggressiveness and competitiveness can be
drained off and replaced by mutual regard and communal spirit.
During these preparations, Mr. Mandel participates, but does not
direct; shares, but does not control. Fach participant brings to the
group what he can and makes it available to the others. What Mr.
Mandel brings is experience with groups trving to learn (this is
most important), knowledge of many books, the perspective but not
the wisdom of someone older than most of the class members, half-
formulated ideas which the class may wish to discuss. (Completed
ideas are convictions and have no place in this atmosphere of expansion
and spontaneity.) But evervone in the class comes to realize that his
own experience with books and people, his own perspectives and ideas
are as valid and valuable as the professor’s. All that is demanded of
student and teacher is intellectual and emotional honesty. The course
is devoted to discussing in depth and clarity, with intelect and poig-
nant personal involvement, the works of literature chosen by the
group. Needless to say, in my ideal course there would be no required
examinations, papers, or grades.

I fear that this is beginning to sound like Happy Valley. But
teachers of literature arc entitled to an occasional wish-fulfillment
dream too. Even if we are over thirty.
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The last chapter <nded on a note o1 fantasv. . should
be clear that, for me, firerary education would be immeasur-
ably richer in such an atmosphere. While this fantasy scems
like a Utopian dream. T am convinced that the currents in col-
lege teaching, the intellectual backlash to the persistent dis-
appointments of the cstablished methods, are carrying us
toward such a goal.

It is not my purpose, however, to boster disgruntled
teachers with visions of what life may be like in Arden. What
I propose are steps to improve the educationsl process in
one’s own classes. One can change the meaning, the means,
and the goals of literary ecucation, Unfortunateiy, in virtu-
ally all schools there must still be some subver<ion if swve are
to do more than introduce a few stylish flouris. es into the
present system (such as arranging the seats in a circle or run-
ning a senior seminar or introducing pass-fail into an other-
wise traditionally run course). One must decide for himself
the degree to which he can morally and ethically undermine
the regulations of his employer in the name of genuine educa-
tion for his students. Our collcagues, chairmen, deans, and
presidents are no enemies of genuine educational advances.
My goal is to impress upon them the astonishing success one

Setting a Climate:
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can have with only mild disruption of the ordinary university pro-

~cedures. I have not yet, for example, blatantly disregarded the course-

content expectations of students enrolled in one of my classes. 1f 1
have been assigned a course in Pope and Swift, that's whom we read ;
though I am not certain that this decision has always been the right
one.

I wish to make some pracrical suggestions,

My advice has to be practical since the economic realities of
present-day college education make it impossible for many teachers
outside of small, elite colleges to work with tiny, self-sclected groups
composed of deeply concerned students. In the last analysis, each
teacher must decide how to deal with the problems and resources
available to him. If one keeps in mind, steadfastly and centrally,
that only those pedagogic decisions which seck te keep the reading
of literature a pleasurable experience are valid, the teacher will
discover his own best ways, given his abilities and limitations, to
foster those ends, What follows are the thoughts which have recently
shaped my teaching experience in a very large, greatly understaffed

~university. Different teaching situations will obviously require very

different ideas.

I do not believe in “classes,” especially in large universities where
so often many or most of the students do not know cach other. Our
present system turns Students into competing enemics, though they
sometimes form unholy emotional alliances against the professor.
During pscudo-inductive “discussions” (where classes are not too
large even for that), the teacher-asks a question, waits for hands,
then listens politely as a student gives, one hopes, a short, not Zoo
correct answer. If the answers are too good at the beginning of the
hour, the teacher must spend time at the end dancing around the same
bush, cramming in too many new ideas for one session, asking for
questions from the class: as if one would have to solicit questions in a
truly educational environment. In this atmosphere, students often
resent the contributions of their peers. If a know-nothing speaks too
long or pointlessly, the other students are furious because they did
not come ‘to hear other kids, but to learn from the professor.”
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If an exceptional person has an answer for evéry question, other
students sink into their seats, worrying about their own ineptuiess and
the degree to which the bright student will set too high a grade
curve. Moast of the intellectual content of the hour will be ignored
by perhaps even the majority of the students. The most competitive
contributors are often out to get points and arc not interested in
each other’s comments. Others simply do not hear.

In order to break down hostility and aggressive competitivencss
and the accompanying emotions of hate and fear, the “class of stu-
dents” must be turned into a community of human beings. The teach-
er's most important job is to get the students to voluntarily remove

» ot

their semi-conscious masks: “the English major,” “ingratiating syco-
phant,” “imperturbable sphynx,” “scholar,” “all-"round, anti-intellec-
tual cat.” Behind these facades are human beings who can be induced
to say what they really think and feel about what they are reading.
Honesty, like cheating in a traditional setting, is infectious. Let one
student speak openly about his self-doubts concerning his inability to
understand ““The Wasteland”’ and the floodgate is thrown open. Let
one person, in this unaffected atmosphere, advance a tentative sugges-
tion about the poem’s meaning and watch the group grow interested,
alert, responsive. Slowly the students discover that as a group they
can come to some understanding of Eliot. If this process is repeated
many times and in many places (there is nothing sacred about a
three hour a week program and nothing sacrosanct about room
#236), tolerance and cohesiveness develop among the students. They
look forward to getting together with people they have come to
know in their modern-poctry course. :

“The more we break down the idea of the traditional classroom
setting the better off we shall be. Teachers who have their students
st in a circle are attempting to create human interaction. Open-
ended meetings at the teacher’s hone or a student’s apartment are
certainly much better. Regardless of the setting, the situation should
encourage natural movement in the room: walking, standing, stretch-
ing. Besi or all, it seems to me, would be the situation that allowed
the fortuitous coming and going of students in a workshop or tutorial
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atmosphere. There is no evidence to suggest that students learn better
m a fixed temporal and spatial setting, but a great deal of evidence
that they suffer boredom and hostility.

The teacher’s job—simple to state, difficult to perform—is to
create the atmosphere in which natural traternity and learning can
develop. Our job is not to deliver information or even, really, to
point out where it is. Teachers are not merely reference sources. As
I understand my obligation to the students, I am a person prepared
to work as imaginatively as I can to establish conditions in which
students will seant to learn. I create the conditions; they do the learn-
ing. A teacher cannot perform this function through advice or
admonishment. No, it is much harder than that, and much more
effective. The teacher turns his class, whether it is meeting in a tra-
ditional setting or more naturally, into a community; the difference
is the removal of the masks. He divests himself of his own role
whenever he senses that it is a defensive one: “expert” or “professional
scholar” or “charmer” or “ironist.” As the role-playing of the stu-
dents often masks their sclf-doubts, these poses of the teacher oc-
casionally cover his own insecurities—his fear of human interaction,
his sclf-doubts concerning the road to wisdom, his secret suspicion that

he is basically immature, or foolish, or fat, or forty, his defensiveness -

about how to affect the lives of students and his years-old investment
in the System, however disappointing it has been,

The teacher must speak to his students, at once and bravely,
with absolute and glaring honesty, about who he is, what he knows
and does not know, his intellectual prejudices, fears, and loves, his
expectations of the students and for himself. It is his job to dazzle
them with something they never 'see in others and seldom find in
themselves: naked truth. I find this frightening even to put down
on paper. It makes getting a Ph.D. look like Monopoly by comparison.
But if the “quest for truth” is to have meaning for us—isn't that
why we chose our profession >—we canuot hope to achieve our ends
by beginning in deception and hypocrisy. I have come to believe that
if we want to fail ourseives and our students, the way to do it is to
deceive them about what we know and think. For me the lie, the
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invisible worm eating into my possibilities as a teacher was the mad
need to perform, to put on a charming act. I have been trving to
free myself of this particular pose. Slowly I am learning that it is
not my responsibility to always leave ‘em laughing and loving me.
1 have come to accept the view that any radical innovation will be
undermined by a teacher overly conscious of the threat to his own
position and authority. A man whose outer voice is an echo of the
inner nian can educate students better by traditional methods than
the cool, arty teacher who tries to be what he is not aud forgets
himself.

There are enormous positive values in letting down one’s guards
as a teacher, especially in conference. While you are allowing the
student to speak frecly and honestly, he is, by the nature of the con-
tact, feeding you lifelines not only to himself, but to his generation.
It is inevitable that the teacher will lose touch with the student
culture. Not every teacher will be willing to move into a dormitory
for a week in order to reestablish contact, as a University of Nc¢' . uska
professor recently did. But if meaningful education is to occur, a
teacher must be communicating with someone who is there, not with
a fictionalized memory of students from the '30s or '40s.

Before I share with you some specific ways for creating a learning
environment, I must warn you that if you follow this pattern of
friendly, unaffected openness, you should be prepared for some short-
range and cven some long-range hostility. If you speak to your stu-
dents as you speak to yourself, some will, especially at first, resent
you. But psychological resistance is neither a crime nor a sin. What
it requires of us is sympathy and insight, not defensive hostility.

Resistance to cducation, like resistance to therapy, may take
many devious forms. Occasionally, a teacher may detect that the
students who most criticize the traditional approaches are the most
trapped by them. Certain students, while speaking of academic change,
continue to view “poorly trained” students with scorn and vzlue their
own level of factual information. I have observed that in an in-
novative setting many quiet students, including those distinctly lookea
down upon by their more articulate peers, are the very ones de-
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veloping insight, sensitivity, and compassion. These students tend
to function better in tutorial settings or unhostile ones. Where the
climate is alive with aggression and competition, they quictly under-
mine it, as Jules Henry has written, “by doing the least they can
rather than the most.”

As T planned my first truly experimental eourse, I thought that,
if T was indced going to attempt new things, it was best to pull out
all the organ stops at once. If the term proved that one or more
of the audacious ideas were detrimental to the learning process, 1
could in the future avoid these weaker methods. Only in retrospect
would T learn that my full-organ course would later scem like a
tuneful harpsichord in comparison to what could have been attempted.
My innovations, so shocking to some of my colleagues, now strike me
as tepid. But rather than ignore this first experimental course, a de-
scription of how I tried to create an educational environment may be
helpful to you. The course was the best one I had ever given up to
that time. Indeed, by the end of the tema I felt guilty for ever having
taught another way. The successes and the failures gave me the cour-
age to move more dramatically forward into innovative teaching.

The course was English 74, an honors drama course, the syllabus
of which is traditionally designed by the instructor rather than the
department. Thirteen students were enrolled, ranging from freshmen
to seniors. The course was not restricted to English majors. Although
the course was nominally “honors,” the honors requirements at the
University of Pittsburgh are so loose that I think it corrcct to say
the group was not particularly special, Some students were in the
course by my permission even though they had modest overall grade
averages; others had merely signed up because they wanted an
“honors” course. They were, though, certainly all competent per-

formers by the usual academic standards, and a few were “freaky”

enough to promise, from the start, the possibility of surprise. (In the
next chapter I shall describe English 74 in detail ; here I wish merely
to provide the plan I followed for establishing a climate conducive
to learning.)

I worked out a syllabus of readings. If I were to teach #his course
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again, I would let the class design its own syllabus, but this was my
first attempt at innovation. The svllabus as an clement with which to
experiment never occurred to me. After Fergusson, 1 called the course
“The Human Image in Dramatic Literature” and set up pairs or
groups of plays which I felt would reveal how different playwrights
over the centuries had treated the same dilenimas. Wishing to avoid
questions or formal analysis and the like, I assumed we would discuss
guestions dealing with man’s changing values over the centuries, his
humanism 1n the face of the scientific onslaught, his psychology. I
think I should say here that in subsequent courses I have stopped
asking questions altogether, except when they are completely genuine
—that 1s, whewr I do not know but wish to know the answer. Some
of the play groupings were the Oresteian Trilogy/The Family
Reunion/Euripides’ Electra/Mourning Becomes Electra; Beaux’
Stratagem/ Private Lives; Hamlet/Rosencrantz and Guildenstern dre
Dead.

It was not long before T discovered—Dbecause the atmosphere was
conducive to honesty—that the students did not need my grouping,
that they had their own fascinating ideas as to what could be read
in a drama course. We nominally stuck to my syllabus, but spent as
little or as much time on a play as scemed profitable. ‘The students
chose not to discuss the Farquhar play, but spent extra time on
Goethe's Faust. The selections may or may not have been imaginative,
but now I sec that they were designed to satisfy (1) my notions of
what was worth learning and (2) the problems of book-store order-
ing. Much richer radical change was possible in this area. But more
of that below,

Grades are what students work for. Everybody knows this. Even
the “best” students, though desirous of meaningful educative experi-
ences, work for grades. Why not? Grades are what we give for
meritorious performance. The same assumptions underlie most pass-
fail systems. The student must still take exams, write papers, measure
up, in order to pass, or he fails. Teachers are forever telling their stu-
dents not to worry about grades and then giving them nothing clse
to worry about. The faculty room is full of professors who deplore
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having to give grades, but who give them. Loud is the professional
lament over unseemly credit-hunting, but seldom does one hear the
simple facts that the students’ own professional futures depend not
on what they learn, but on the grades they get and that the hunger
for good grades is a trained response to a situation created by us.

I gave no grades in English 74. Off and on all term, I shared
with the group as simply as I could the reasons why T would not
grade or evaluate them or their work in the conventional manner.
The reading of literature, 1 explained, is a private citerprise; it’s
onr. of the few activities in a technological age which one still daes
by himself. Its value is also a personal matter. We may choose to dis-
cuss what we read in or out of schonl, or, we may excrcise our critical,
analytic powers in essays. But the experience of the reading—its
power to alter or refine one’s ideas or emotions—can best be judged by
the reader. In the words of Herbert Marcuse, I did not want “the
alien and alienating oceuvres of intellectual culture [to] become
familar goods and services.” And one way i voiding this situation
was by reducing the possibility of comparative evaluation.

The university requires that a teacher hand in grades at the end
of the term. Since I was not ready to martyr myself by sending down
no grades whatsoever, I let the students grade themselves. (There
are of course alternative possibilities, and I have since used them.) If
I had to acquiesce to a system I deplore, at least the students would
have the opportunity to grade themsclves by such standards as they
felt were valid, allowing the A or B or C to symbetize whorever
seemed personally mewningful or suggestive for the student. zrade
need not only reflect professional competence in paper wriong, I
argued ; it could reflect the efect of the plays on the reader’s sensi-
bility, the degree to which the reader was enriched or altered emo-
ticnally and intellectually, the impact of the course in a hundred
different ways. At the end of the term I handed out the IBM grade
cards and each student filled in the space provided for the grade.

Of course by traditional criteria problems could arise. A student
could give himself an A for doing nothing, for cutting all term. A
particularly ignorant student could give himself a high grade when
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his work would indicate that he deserved a much lower one. The
studer s could use the teacher and his lenience.

/4 hese responses are irrelevant; you can imagine how often I
heard them from some of my colleagues. I had tried to create an
environment in which spontancous education would flourish. If a
student wished to do nothing in an atmaosphere strikingly conducive
to doing something—so be it. Let him have his A, if that is all he
wanted. If a person with modest intellectual powers felt that he
had had his head cracked open in English 74 and that light had
flooded in, if he had decided that reading one or another play had
aided him to self-identity, he deserved the A: meaningful education
had occurred. My job was to encouarage education in one and all, not
to run a competition. If the kids were going to use me, well, it would
merely be a reversing of the familiar tables. How long I had used
them!

The removal of the grade pressure was the decisive gesture in
English 74. T cannot stress this enough. The implications took a long
time to sink in. The teacher had divested himself—no matter what
chaos would follow—of power over the students. The point was to
create an environment without standard evaluation and judgment,
a scene in which anything could happen. Without the threat or
reward of grades, would they do any studying at all, would they
learn? I was convinced that the grade mongering in conventional
courses is deleterious to true education and that no matter what hap-
pened in a group which had no such external rewards or punishments,
it would be an improvement. At least the people in the class would
have the opportunity to be themselves: no policeman was going to
force them into servile postures. (One of my colleagues half-seriously
refers to students as being in voluntary servitude. He thinks it is a”
good thing.) I had confidence that at least some students would find
the air invigorating.

Since I was not evaluating the students’ accomplishments, there
was no reason to require any exams or papers. Even if I had assigned
papers and exams, my seif-proclaimed powerlessness over tlem would
have made the work unenforceable. More important, I had come to
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feel, as I have suggested in earlier chapters, that the traditional as-
signments too often produced artificial, academic stuffiness—boring
and pointless in the extreme. At best a student writing on a topic he
had not or would not have chosen produces a sterile, if elegant, exer-
cise. For me such routine plodding spells the death of genuine learn-
ing. I‘ulthclmorc, I had come to feel that students should not be
bogged down with four or five courses of study at one time, where, in
Marcuse’s words, “the most contradictory works and truths peace-
fully coexist in indiffcrcnce " In such an atmosphere, the students are
forced to choose casy, lackluster topics because, on the one hand,
they have no time to bc consumed by a deep, burning interest, and on
the other, they have to be graded in each course on their output, the
finished paper. It is of sociological interest how many otherwise re-
bellious students, even SDS members, acquiesce to the demands of the
paper-producing syndrome. I had the growing canviction that a stu-
dent should be allowed to pick up an old project from an earlier
course and to carry it forward in mine or to begin a long-range in-
vestigation that could n- and need not be rounded off by a paper
fourteen weeks later. Work in progress, almost unknown at the
undergraduate level and certainly not encouraged, struck me as a
particularly potent and useful enterprise. Rather than to demand
more shabby verbal exercises, I decided to encourage “projects,”
allowing the students to decide what the term could mean. '

Very often I would suggest projects that seemed stimulating to
me. But no student had to do any project at all if he chose not to.
Also I did not reject any traditional papers. If students were inspired
to write an essay, I accepted short or long papers on any aspects of
the plays. Or of things not connected with the plays or the course.

.The students could also, for example, hand in argued agreement or

disagreement with points as they arose in discussion. That is, if they
were timid in class but not bereft of feelings, they could produce a
critique of the class or- teacher’s judgments concerning any of the
works. I constantly invited topics and ideas from any member of the
class for the use of any other member. Ajways I encouraged the stu-
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dents to confer with me privately if they were hung up in any way
which prevented them from carrying their ideas forward.

One project was the journal kept regularly or irregularly in
emotional and intellectual response to what the students read in
English 74 or any other course. I made it clear that, while I would
be personally curious to see such journals, I was not requiring (how
could I7?) that journals be shown to me. Literature has the power
to move a reader in poignant personal ways; if the student captured
the experi:nce in his journal in a particularly private way, he eould
keep thosc pages or the whole journal a sccret. It was &iis education.
I kept a journal too as part of my own education during the term.

Another recommended project was a close self-examination and
analysis explaining why the student had an intense reaction to a
vlay or discussion. Why did he love Dr. Faustus, when his best friend
hated it? Why did yesterday’s discussion of Aourning Becomes
Elsctra give one student such a constricted feeling, even though she
had enjoyed reading the trilogy? Why was the teacher’s personal
reactions to Ionesca’s The Chairs such an excruciating embarrassment
to the very student who had enjoyced hearing other personal reactions
to the play? These kinds of questions became integral with the course
itself. Papers on such subjects became virtually unneccssary.

Needless to say, I encouraged the free use of any imaginative
talents: the playwriting of scenes, vignettes, whole works, works-in-
progress. If their bent was oral, I encouraged them to take over the
class, to “teach,” if they felt such a project could be of personal use.
Certainly they could arrange the performance of scenes, singly or in
a group.

Many colleagucs, occasionally even those who have been in-
novators in their own classrooms, have taken a dim, critical view of
the utter lack of assigned written work in English 74. Recently the
chairman of my department assured me that students may do no
work at all if we do not pressurc them into it. Some of the most
imaginative teachers have suggested that a mild form of coercion
stimulates student activity and prevents chaos: the omnipresent fear
that the kids will simply disappear. These well-meaning colleagues
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may be right. Indced, tane other courses 1 describe in this chapter do
make use of minimum requirensents.

My only defence of English 74 must rest with the results. Not
every student handed in a project, and not every project struck me
as imaginative. But in this free atmosphere more students did more
sclf-disciplining projects than I have ever gotten in more traditionally
controlled classrooms. And the demonstrable learning which occurred
for virtually everybody would seem to justify the pedagogic decisions,
at least for this particular group. Whether or not spontancous self-
discipline would continue to exist in a university dedicated to such
a free-swinging curriculum, 1 do not know. Doubtless, the climate
of experimentation and novelty excites students and teachiers to new
heights of personal achicvement. But my experience with English 74
suggests that people want to learn. Free them from the pressures of
hunger, cold, and sickness (including the kind of sickness brought on
the mind by subtle or overt external pressures), and next they will
vt to know things: how an engine operates, how to manage a home
or a busiitess, how to read a poem. Presumably such a view of human
nature is debatable, but the bchavioral sciences are making it very
clear that a human being may be expected to respond with astonishing
consistency to repeated stimwuli,

If teachers remove debilitating pressures and set no limits as to
what may or may not be done, I believe that (1) it will be natural
for most people to discipline themselves in some way and (2) the
creativity in the classroom will increase dramatically. Those stu-
dents who do not respond in such a climate, no externally enforced
academic paper will cffectively educate anyway. But I have come to
believe that an astonishing number of students wish to experience
the pleasurcs of literature. In the correct atmosphere literature will
take carc of itself~—as it always has.

There was no way for me to know, as I sat at the long, rectangu-.
lar seminar table the first day, whether the removal of all written
assignments would end in success or humiliating failure. I was ter-
rified of the latter possibility, but convinced that the structurcless
plan was worth a try. What prompted me to attempt such a bizarre
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program was the belief, based on my own genuine learning experi-
ences. that education itself, without external pressures such as exams
and paper deadlines, was a painful process, though a good kind of
pain, like crying one’s eves out at Morris Carnovsky's A1 Lear.
My freling was that elucation forces one to break one’s mold, to
disabuse oneself of comforting illusions, prejudices, and sanctuaries
of the mind. It always left one suddenly alone, temporarily insecure
ar " rustrated, but swangely desirous of more. Education, it seemed
to me, leit one confused and expectant, not satisfied and complacent.
Just today I reccived a letter from one of the English 74 girls. In it
she says, “‘Confusion is still at the center of everything in my own pri-
vate world, but I’ve realized that this confusion is vital. If we under-
stand our goals, our purpose, oursclves, what would be left?’ She
apparently has come to suspect what 1 felt on the first day of the
course about the meaning of true education.

One further pedagogic measure of English 74 scems worthy of
mention here. The course was to be nondirective. At least, I was
going to try to let the group run itself. Each class meeting would
take the direction of some student’s particular interest that day.
Never would I set the discussion going in a direction suitable to my
own ends. I believe that this aspect of the course frightened me the
most, as I sat there the first session, riddled with self-doubts. Not
only am I a big yakker by nature and a didacticist by temperament
(an “intellectual rapist,” Erikson would say), but I tend to be
frightened by silence. I have always felt driven to fill conversational
voids. Verbalization is an ordering of experience; silence evokes terror
of the unknown and unknowable. Nonctheless, I decided that the
class would have to seek its own meaning and values; students would
have to find their own words—another painful aspect of learning. 1
would not impose my rhetoric on them.

In this aspect of the English 74 tone I failed very often. Though
I have gotten better at it, in English 74 I simply could not tolerate
too 'ong a silence. And 1 was, as usual, more than a little in love
with my own voice. But even though I directed more than I intended
at the beginning, I do think th:t, with one terrible exception, I kept
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my part of the talk free of evaluation, debilitating value judgments,
intimidating irony, sarcasm, and censure. But if I spoke to mudl
(that is, in vie'ation of the tone T had (ried to establish), at least
1 think I spoke: no persona fashioned my words in avcordance with
an ill-conceive! academic model. My commitment to truth remained
pretty much intact.

The shortcomings of the course stemmed from its essentially
negative character. It experimented more by removing traditional
obstacles to learning (grades, assignmente, external direction) than
by finding positive, imaginative pedagogic constructs of a new and
vital kind. Tt was a step I had to take. I had to prove to myself that
X and Y were neither sufficient nor necessary to truie education before
I could open my eyes to the virtually limitless educational possibilities,
So much did happen in English 74 that the terrors of the first day
were absorbed into the unbelievable thrill of an awakening for me,
(In the next chapter I shall let the students speak for themselves,)
It gave me the courage for further experimentation,

I shall provide two examples of experiments which grew out
of the liberating experience of English /+: the first is a seminar in
autobiography, the second a required course in the eighteenth century.
Aspects of each idea are adaptations for my own use of the wild
schemes of inspirational teachers I have known or heard about. I do
not mean to take exclusive credit for these courses, nor do I want
to suggest that they represent a final solution to the teaching prob.
lem. 1 rnerely wish to share with you some interesting projects de-

_signed to set a climate conducive to a kind of learning which matters,

The seminar in autobiography (itsclf a breakthrough in a rather
routina list of course offerings) is designed as a graduate course, but
I am sure that it could be run in essentially the same way for juniors
or seniors. The seminar enrollment is restricted to fifteen by the de-
partment, though the plan for the course could accommodate ag
many as thirty. Nobody in the course has ever studied autobiography,
Indeed vere few students have read even the warest smattering of
the world’s most interesting self-studies: those by Augustine, Cellini,
Rousseau, Gibbon, Montaigne, Mill, Yeats, etc.
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In the past when I taught this course 1 assigned a long list of
autobiographies, at least onc a week and sometimes more, and in
class attempted to draw from the students exactly what T had come
to know about this absorbing area of literature through my disserta-
tion and a handful of articles derived from that particular incubator.
At the end of the course the best students could reproduce, chapter
and verse, neo-Aristotelian criteria for judging autobiographies——the
focus I had used for my Ph.D. thesis. The readings and the “dis-
cussions” were geared to follow this one prescribed direction. Ob-
viously, such a plan produced a static situation for me, since I had
already learned these things, and a restricting situation for the stu-
dents, even if they never realized with how much they were not com-
ing into contact.

What to do about it? The new plan calls for the fifteen-week
term to treat only four autobivgraphies (actually five, but two of
them are short and by onc author) : Henry Adams’ Education, Alfred
Kazin's 4 Walker in the City and Starting QOut in the Thirties,
Malcolm X’s Adutobiography, Bertrand Russell’s first volume, and,
as a bonus, Frank Conroy’s Stoptime. Each work, easily read in a
few sittings, is the focus of three weeks' discussions. For each auto-
biography I put on reserve in the library, or better yet in a room set
aside for the class, corollary readings representing four categories:
classic autobiographies similar to che one assigned; autobiographical
fiction; cultural documents of majnr importance but not geared to
questions about auwobiography; specialized generic studies. (One
example representing éach large category for a study of Adams’
Education would be perhaps H. G. Wells' Experiment in Auto-
biography, The Ordeal of Richard Feverel, Brown’s Life against
Death, and Roy Pascal’s Design and Truth in Autobiography.)

The graduate student is invited, in cffect, to design his own
course. He may wish to read many autobiographies or specialize in
generic literary questions or become a “secret generalizer” (Leonard).
He may read the books on reserve or any books he wishes. The in-
structor will never test him on his reading. He has plenty of time—
three wecks or. one book——to read what he fecls will be of educative
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value to himself. 7 1 wishes to ski .oy books, he has the ¢rrion
to iroso, If e labor o0 znd master a hard book (one 6
Marcuse or Trwa o Eliade) or a long one (Wells' autobiography
or Spencer’s—hoth over a thousand pages), he will find no course or
grade pressure forcing him to abandor his project. If he chooses to
do nothing, it is possible the instructor will never know. But it is
the student’s business, not the instructor’s. In this cours the stndents
may satisfy a wide range of curiusition, bying ng to bear n the ek’s
focusing antobivg =nb o whatevsr bacl: svound  reading  they have
Ionad frsigorating, and relevant. The teacher may act as a Rogerian
arbiter or he may participate in the discussion. But he should not
impose an order on the day’s discussions,

In this course I have attempted to mingle the best aspects of the
private tutorial, the b}l session, and the classroom. Instead of meet-
ing three days 2 weck for one hour each day or three hours on one
afternoon or evening, the autobiography seminar meets in a workshon
atmosphere. One day a week the course meets from 10 am. to IR
in a comfortable room, preferahlv in the libra; . - st Wty
the teacher =me whe he care - stay as long as they like, - ave
eIl - not at all. No one need remain if he is bored. Instead
of cocning up sixteen people until the bell rings, each person in the
class may exercise his right to exchange his ideas on the subject ac
hand whenever he chooses to during the day. In other words, only
as his mind is willing to focus on questions concerning autoblography
need the student participate. Between 10 and 5 he will be able t
find from one to fifteen people who have been reading more or less
widely and applying their studics to the same coré book. If he arrives
when the teacher is out (eating lunch, teaching another course), it
will serve to emphasize that (1) the learning experience does not
depend on the teacher, and (2) the peer group is capable of setting
its own terms for meaningful discussion.

Doubtless the discussion bogs down from time to time during
the day. But when it does, one who has been doing another kind
of background reading can sharply turn the attention of the group in
a new direction. Or one can leave. Life is short. Boring time drags.
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The student who is disappointed between 10 and 11 a.m. may come
back after lunch and find the instructor and three or four students

“talking more pointedly about issues of interest to him.

At first glance this plan may seem like a mad scheme. But it is
certainly less crazy than the conventional college classroom: con-
trolled discussion from Pavlovian bell to bell; students, who may
think better walking around, forced by circumstance and canvention
to sit uncomfortably for an hour or more without cigarettes or food ;
dull classes a veritable prison ; exciting discussions suddenly unravelled
just as the tempo is picking up; the teacher forced to be the focus
of attention even if his bady is in pain and his mind blank; deadwood
floating in a stagnant pool of words. Surely more joyful learning
can occur in an atmosphere which is partly tutorial and partly com-
munal, and, after a while, extremely natural—an informed bull ses-
sion at which participants can cat lunch, mill around, and take
temporary control of the direction of the discussion. Outsiders ahways
welcome, And they will come.

Unlike English 74, there are two projects required for this
course. The graduate students are not only being educated, they are
also being certified a~ “professionals” by the institution.. Or so goes
the argument. Self-grading would work as well here as in Lnglish
74, but I used a grading procedure which I believe is at least humane,

The first required project is the writing of an autobiography, or
part of onc. Obviously this project cannot be graded, but it must be
done before course credit can be given. No problems here: evervbody
wants to write about himself. A self-portrait is assigned for tivo
reasuins: (1) It involves the student in the real, rather than the
abstract, problems of the genre. He will learn more about the literary
challenge of autobiography in his ewn attenpt than he ever could
by reading Pascal, Shumaker, Morris, or me on the subject. (2) It
gives the student of literary art a chance to try his hand at something
artistic. As Jencks and Riesman urge in The Academic Revolution,
the student of literature should at least attempt the art he will be
professionally criticizing. “Many would not perform very well, but
that is not the point. We are not suggesting that every Ph.D. in
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English should have to compose a passable sonnet—though that
might be more sensible than requiring him to read Anglo-Saxon.
What we are suggesting is that nobody should get a Ph.D. in English
who has not #ried to write a sonnet. . . . Writing papers and examina-
tions about other people’s art is one device, but writing about onc’s
own experience and vision is another and not necessarily less effective
one.” The students are encouraged to work all term on their auto-
biographies and to share in the workshop atmosphere of the meetings
the problems that they confront in their attempt to write about a life
which is still being lived. '

The other required assignment is designed to certify the student
and to educate him. Each student is invited to decide what he would
like to do to demonstrate his competence in the area of study he has
been pursuing. My goal is not to trap him in ignorance, but to pro-
vide an opportunity for him to pull together what may be disorgan-
ized impressions and ideas. It is the student’s privilege and obligation
to decide when he should be tested and how (theoretically, he may
have his “final” during the first week) : he may have a written exan,
an oral, a term paper, a few short papers, mixed-media presentation.
He may even ask to have his grade based on his leadership of dis-
cussions during the meetings. No grade is final until the student is
satisfied. This plan frees the teacher to say honestly what he feels
about the work without fear of damaging the student’s professional
career. If the student disagrees with the evaluation or is unsatisfied,
he may try again the following week or month or year. “Incompletes”
accepted. No stigma attaches to the student who wishes to pursue his
education at his own pace.

In this permissive atmosphere it seems likely that students come to
know and respect each other. They learn because they are self-
motivated, enjoying what they read—the prerequisite for meaningful
learning—and reading what they enjoy. The relaive freedom to name
their own terms encourages them to be thems .ves, that is, to open
themselves to experiences that can change and redirect their lives.
Much less effort than usual need go into a tinny facade—a profes-
sional persona.
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No doubt my assumptions and general methods arve abundantly
clear by now. Rather than repeat in detail the features the course in
eightecnth-century hterature shares with the autobiography course and
English 74 (honesty, non-direction, reconsideration of grading, etc.),
I shall get to the specifics at once. It is a large class, perhaps forty to
sixty majors, virtually all there against theiv will. When T get such
a mob I can either try to devise an educational program for them or
I can quit. So far I have tried to find ways of getting to as many of
them as possible. The eighteenth-century requirement is very unpopu-
lar with undergraduates. Traditionally, we drag them screaming
through an anthology or series of Riverside neoclassicists from Dryden
to Johnson, with wistful sidelong glances at Cowper, Collins, Gray,
Smart, Young, and others. Too many teachers of the ecighteenth
century devote themsclves principally to matters of repugnance to
modern students: influence of Juvenal and Horace on Pope and
Johnson ; the conservative morality of the period ; elaborate discussions
of satirc and its uses; the metrical genius (the sound and sense) of
these masters of the heroic couplet. Professors may find these topics
pregnant with value; they certainly feel that students should be “ex-
posed” to these writers. Most students are bored stiff. A young lady
once wrote for a professor at Carnegie-Mellon University :

Nothing so true as what you once let fall:
Most English majors don’t dig Pope at all.

the competence of which does not necessarily belic its sentiment. Most
teachers of the cighteenth century have not. taken to heart the words of
Robert French in his recent College English essay : “Somewhere there
has been a failure of commmnication: the students have nat learned,
or the teachers have not taught, the essential thing about poetry, that
its value depends, finally, upon its cffect on the reader. Unless the
poem engages the reader, and somehow alters his perceptions, of what
use is it?”

The new eighteenth-century course restricts itself to four authors
—DPope, Swift, Johnson, and Cowper. Another grouping would do as
well. Rather than stress the typical literary questions associated with
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the cighteenth century, the goal of the course is to ger the students
inside the heads of these writers, What does it mean—cthically,
morally, emotionally—to sce life as Pope saw it? What did the world
look like through his eves? How would vou and your world have
to change for you to see what Pope saw ? What kinds of frustrations
led him to write such bitter and scathing satires? What visions? If
Pope fails to speak to you as Ginsberg does, what is it in Pope that
turns you off ? And related questions of this stamp.

But 1 believe it is pointless for a teacher to stand before a class
and ask these questions. The course methodology-—deeply indebted to
and imitative of a course in library science at the University of Pitts-
burgh—divides the class and the term into quarters. Fach group of
students chooses one author whose works are discussed during a quar-
ter of the term. If the instructor explains what he wants and then
leaves the class for the rest of the hour, the students may be cxpected
to arrange the details as they get to know aud like each other—that is,
as the tone in the room becomes conducive to a rich, communal ex-
perience in education.

There is no syllabus for the course. The members of the group
decide how to parcel out the readings among themselves, so that, as
a group, they will have read virtually the entire Pope canon or that
of Johnson, Swift, Cowper. The rest of the class—those not chiefly
responsible for the work in a given quarter-—also have the freedom
to choose which literary works they will read, though as the quarter
progresses they will most likely choose those most often discussed
by the leading group. During their quarter of the term, the group is
solely responsible for running the class meetings. I have had great
success with this plan of freeing the students while giving them a
general sense of responsibility, The students decide how they wish
to convey what is mside their man’s head; it is their job to run the
class day in and day out. The other students, from their own perspec-
tive on the reading, may challenge, debate, accept, or reject. The
teacher, whose main job has been to set up and maintain a learning
environment, is present to encourage, listen sympathetically and re-
sponsively, to operate as a reference source, not to criticize, censure,
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or endorse. Like a psychoanalyst, the teacher may, figuratively, sit
behind the couch, outside of the range of the searching and the
stumbling. He may work on the conviction that it does the students
no good whatsoever to hear the “truth” from a teacher or to be
admonished by him or praised. More and more 1 believe that there is
nothing one needs to Fnote about literature. One’s education comes
from a confrontation of sensibilities (the author’s and the reader’s)
and of value structures. The reader must be free to interact with the
poem at whatever level he is ready to do so. The teacher, part
psychologist, part sociologist, must help each student to discover him-
self in Pope or Johnson by removing obstacles, clarifying what the
student has said without altering it, and responding warmly to the
student’s struggle toward understanding.

The group teaches itself. One student helps another: a com-
munity forms. Available to each group, besides the major works of
their author, are approximately 100 titles on reserve in the library:
literary studies, historical accounts, biographies, works of general,
cultural interest. Nothing 15 assigned. The group must decide on
questions of relevance. Since the teacher assigns no specific “home-
work” for anybody, each group can utilize its time as it sees fit. The
teacher walks in, sits down amorg the students, makes 1o attempt
to structure the discussion. And for their work they get, at the end,
a group grade—one of two grades cach student will have at the end
of the term. (The teacher may wish to confer with the other three-
fcurths of the class on the appropriatencss of one grade over another
for the group. And I guess I should add that in this class, as well as
all others for which the institution demands a grade, I favor blanket
As or self-grading. But I am trying to suggest options for those
teachers who feel that they are not ready to divest themselves alto-
gether of the evaluatory role.)

The course may have two “final” exams, one i, the middle of
the term, the other at the end. For the first “final,” the first two
groups (probably the Pope and Swift specialists) make up jointly
the exam on these two Augustans for the other half of the class. In
the last week of the term, the final two groups make up and administer
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the exam on Johnson and Cowper for the first two quarters of the
class. For both exams, the teacher—who has beer the neutral source
of information and encouragement—grades the exa  “The questions
are not his: he has no axe to grind.

There is reason to believe that the grades for the course will be
high. First, a group grade tends to coalesce around tlie sharper, more
motivated members; it allows those who are intimidated by grade
pressure or who are sincere about their educations, but not over-bright,
to do as well or as much as they can. All in the group are free to
learn, if they care to, because a high grade is pretty much a sure
thing. Second, since the students are making up tests for their friends,
one can expect fairly regular “leakage” of the type, if not the actual
content, of the exams, Everybody will have heard a great deal about
the exam before the event and will have prepared quite specifically
to act on the information he has received. As a result, there should
be a considerable amount of useful, pointed, informed discussion of
cighteenth-century literature before the exam.” Also, the fear of a
low grade, usually the result of not knowing “what he wants,”
should be considerably less threatening. The teacher may stipulate, as a
further attempt to free the atmosphere for learning, that no onc can
fail the exam. An incompetent performance merely creates the need
for a make-up exam. The point is to educate, not to punish the wicked
or stupid.

The teacher need not worry about being labeled a pushover or
an casy graler. By the end of the term, it is clear that whether the
students grade themselves or are graded in a liberal, positive way, or
eveu if they get no grades at all (as in my fantasy class of the last
chapter)—the point is that most students have learned more than
they thought they would. Some of those who signed up just to get
an casy A found that the course has been an enjoyable experience; the
students have gained insight into the meaning of Gulliver's and
Rasselas’ lives; and they all have gained, if not the literary jargon
used in informed discussions of the period, at least some of the
Sprachgefiihl of the eighteenth century. If we must grade them on
this, doesn’t it deserve an A?
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I do not think that these three courses have solved the problems
of higher literary education. The major evils of the university re-
main. The grading system destroys the bloom; the large classes
crush the roots. 1f the cighteenth-century course had fifteen students,
rather than sixty, many teachers today would probably feel com-
fortable giving a blanket A or allowing self-evaluation. But if a class
is large, and intense personal contact between student and teacher
is impossible, the grading system of the eighteenth-century course here
may be a passable stopgap measure. If the university insists on at
least nominal traditional strictures, the autobiography course or Ing-
lish 74 may provide somé workable mancuvers. But for me these
three courses are halfway houses on the way to the fantasy evoked
at the end of the last chapter.

I believe in the power of the truth to transform the world. The
present technological world is one of miracles. Or so it would seem to

‘Praise-God Barbon, Boctheus, or Warren Harding. Is it too much

to urge that the learning environment of my fantasy need not be
inhabited by evanescent Oberons and Mabs, but, someday, by real
teachers and students of literature in American colleges and uni-
versitics ?
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Three students in Honors Drama, English 74, wrote

the following words. These quotations (as well as those citea
" throughout the chapter) are exclusively theirs.

Student One: I don't contribute regularly for different reasons.
Sometimes I feel that many people are acting in a very pseudo
or insensitive kind of svay and then [ feel extremely alienated
from almost everyone in the class. Sometimes I have thoughts
that I just can’t articulate in an intelligent, meaningful way. . . .
So, if I reveal my deepest feelings and then they were crushed
in five seconds by three words, I swould be left with nothing.

Student Two: I love to contribute—feel stimulated by it. So I
do. [And yet] . . . it may even be I'm describing whar I'd like
to see rather than what I am. Self-deception is the nai:e of the
game. . . . There’s so much about me that I don’t want these
people to know—or I don’t think that I want them to know—
that only a part of me is here.

Student Three: There is this spectacular girl with black hair and
a fantastic body who sits near me and has a lovely husky voice
and looks jewish. . . .

One need only keep in mind that these thoughts are real,

that they pass through the minds of pcople in a classroom
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while a teacher may be speaking of classical drama, in ovder to imagine
how far all teachers must travel if they are to speak to the students
where they may be found. Because so much personal revelation appears
in the student writing for English 74, it is possible to trace in some
detail the reaction of certain people to the course at different, key
times during the trimester.

This chapter does not provide a program for a successful course.

Indeed, you may feel frustrated by what may seem like an evasion
of concrete answers for real, pressing classroom problems. But the
whole point of liberated teaching is that it relies heavily on the stu-
dents’ daily nceds and cannot be mapped out in advance except in the
broadest terms. Hopefully it will be of help to you to hear real
students relating some dramatic personal moments in English 74. The
details of the course will speak, more or less, for themselves. I believe
that either a student responds to something happening in the room
or he may as well be elsewhere—in an environment which will engage
his heart agd mind. You must judge whether the quality of the stu-
dent’s rglse and activity in English 74 warrants considering it as a
substitute for conventional course structures.
t nervously outlining the course the first few days of the
term, the three students quoted above might have been thinking such
thoughts. (Actually, of course, they wrote their comments somewhat
later.) What were the others thinking? What would they think
later? All looked more or less interested, but perfectly capable of
drifting off into private reverie, like thousands of other students I had
taught. Here was a teacher telling this expectant, semi-suspicious
group that he would give no papers or exaws, record no grades, and
leave the direction of the class up to them. How would such a plan
work?

On ‘the first day, Sam strikes me as alert, witty, outrageous. His
long yellow hair hangs down toward his slouched shoulders. He pre-
tends to be vaguely detached and aloof. Sam is not going to show
astonishment at my effort to speak openly and honestly. His, I am
to understand, is & world in which anything and everything happens.
No English teacher is about to threaten this complacency. Across
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from Sam 1s Grace, almost blending into the surroundings: short,
unaggressive, pert. With her plain pastel sweater and skirt, she looks
like a student who would dutifully execute any acadenic task and
could find something “educational” in the most tedious lecture. When
she speaks in class, I can barely hear her, I decided that Grace, aiming

- to please, can produce acceptable academic work av the expense of

vitality, social involvement, and personal fulfilliment.

My initial impressions were, of course, superficial. Though I
soon learned that these two students were unique, complex, multi-
faceted, and talented, they continued to represeut for me two such
different sensibilities that they became polar, archetypal representatives
of major student types: Sam, the imaginative, crratic creator ; Grace,
the methodical, disciplined producer. Sam, the Romautic; Grace, the
Classicist. Perhaps they even felt that way about themselves. What
was going on inside their heads at the beginning of this experimental
course? I shall quote at great length.

Sam [recorded in a journal after the first meeting]: Let me re-
count what has happened. That will be the best way to present this
”nyself. cee

Sitting there chewing toothpicks waiting for class to start .. .
building up a lovely disdain for all the other kids (this asshole next
to me sees a girl with a French book opposite him and says, “Al,
Mademoiselle, vous parlez francais?” and she giggles and says,
“Un peu.”), a couple of New York girls come in dressed, as they
say, fit to kill, and they know each other and talk, The girl across
from me looks like a prim library type, ...

Sitting there chewing toothpicks waiting for class to start. . . .
Enter Mandel. . . . This wild, manic person (I'm thinking)
what a delivery! Staccato . . . bizarre mind leaping all over the
room, . . . practically electric head, really moves fast. But mostly
the way he talks so rapid-fire like the clothes salesman who talks
yourmother into sportcoat with 3-inch too-long sleeves. . . .

Naturally, I'm as intimidated as hell and start cold sweating (a
reaction you know you produce and believe you don’t mean to and
that I'm messed up if I fecl that way. . . . but you really love it
tremendously and when [ get.over it and start competing, you'll

English 74 65



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

66

fight like a champ to put me back intimidated) wow I’'m a bona
fide paranscid.

But, you know, that brings me to the crux of it all . .. what 1
was thinking about. . . .

Because: There is no grade to worry :uabout in this educational
situation. . . .

Ergo: There is no reason to compete with the other kids in the
class as I have been (all of us have been) trained to do all our (my)
lives (life). ...

All right, here’s this weird Mandel asking us all our first names
and talking about affectation and pseudo-intellectuals and I'm think-
ing here’s a real sickie. I started worrying that the course was
going to be retitled English 74: Group Therapy, and I started
thinking, “Oh Christ, you mean I’'m going to have to get to know
all these clods?” (superiority feelings being one major defense
against the world . . . but then, I hardly have to tell you about that,
as Mandel’s adolescence and college carcer go flashing across my
mind). Do you have nightly visions of a round-table discussion with
a bunch of raw, exposed psyches . . . beings reduced to their Absolute
Essences?). . . ,

Anyhow, wouldn’t this honesty you're looking for have come
naturally ‘once we start discussion and getting into the literature?
What you’ve.crcated is a classroom full of incredibly self-conscious
people. . , .

I pick a little fight (“there’s such a thing as being hungup on
affectation. You've said the word fifty timnes since you walked in
here.”) and you give a quick defense and act as if you scarcely heard
me. ‘% :his time I've draped my body all relaxed-looking on my
chair .1 have on this fantastic jaded, world-weary, slightly con-
temptuous expression which you either entirely miss or perceive as
an upset stomach. . . .)

(My armpits were making Niagara Falls and I really was trying
to feel comfortable in that chair) feeling excited (should I be
letting you in on my enthusiasm so soon? Far better to play it cool
with most people these days. . ..} still, it will take weeks of com-
posure and Right Guard before I feel comfortable in that room.

One thing about the Mandel Happening that I've been thinking
about is the position you think you’re taking in all of this. If you
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aren't adopting the position of class autocrat with coptTol over the
destinies of our GPA’s, does that mean you are taking Cqual statis
with us? Of course not. Friend (just one of the gang)? How cin
that be-—what if you cen't stand our guts? It would getm thar (by
elimination) you see yourself as Guiding Light. OK b¥ me.

The mixed feelings of happy surprise and suspicjon—directed
more at his peers than at me—defensiveness and almost childlike antic-
ipation were not unique to Sam. Granted Sam is extMordinarily
sensitive and hyper-verbal; nonetheless, T was to learn ¢hat his ideas
were shared, more or less, by many other students. Sg™’s response
reminds us that a student sits in class judging, worrying, testing, de-
fending, attacking, mocking, encouraging, and perhap5 praying—
regardless of whether he looks bored, contemptuous, of “with it.”
it Fnglish 74, especially, everyone found the opening Mtetings un-
settiinig. Discussing the degree to which she would haye Wanted me
to direct class activities more than I did, Grace says ahotit her carly
impressions—

At the beginning of the term we frequently spent , fewy miputes
of tee period trying to determine within what limitg Dr, Mandel
should-direct the discussions ot “lead us on” to cereyjp Sonclusions.
At this time the general reaction was that teacher dj¢Ction was to
be absolutely minimal—that it was to be totally our TQSponsibl'ﬁtY
to lead the discussions. Yet it seemed as though the More we at-
teapted to define limits, the more impossible it became t0 do so. As
the trimester progressed and we became more inyOlved in the
literature itself, the problem was more or less intyjrively worked
out, It seems that if the tension of a teacher-student reJ#tionship can
be minimized, as it was in the informal set-up of (p¢ class, any
opinions or questions of the teacher can be accepted ;09 considered
on basically the same level as those of the other studefits. It’s as if
teacher direction is replaced by teacher participatigs- When the
teacher is enthused by a particular aspect of a certsil work, he
has as much right as any student to “monopolize” 1€ discussion.
This is in no way the same as standard “teacher direction.” Ay the
same time he can be available, as “teacher,” to eyfltin certain
aspects or provide certain information when asked tq 49 so.
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At the beginning of the term I suppose that, unlike many others,
I would have wanted greater teacher direction. Discussions some-
times started slowly and I would have preferred more direction
from Dr. Mandel.

Grace gocs on to speak of her “original reservations about the
possibility of self-direction in the class.” She found the opening sessions
of English 74 somewhat unnerving. Too much time scemed wasted
through non-dircction. Many students express concern about wasting
time. Lacking sophistication about “psychological time” as opposed to
“chronalogical time” (what existentialism differentiates as human
time and world time), many students—and teachers—assume that
time is well spent if every moment is devoted to information gather-
ing. The same students who sit hostile and inattentive in traditional
classrooms will often demand the repetition of the same conditions in
all other classes. Time spent in exercises designed to flex the mind or
in human interaction is considered lost or wasted.

Characterizing the remarks of both Grace and Sam is the sense
that the unconventional approach to the course initially produces
both doubts about its effectiveness and curiosity as to its outcome.
Neither student can decide whether to be pleased or chagrined. Both
immediately indicate their awarencss that their peers may be able
to teach the instructor something—though Sam is not sure they can
teach him anything. Both students are willing to participate. For
Sam the desire for involvement scemis to stem from a response to
the personality quirks of the instructor. (“I always thought it would
be great to have made friends with a prof. . . . I've never done that,
but I'll bet it could be all kinds of rewarding and educational—So
maybe that's my motive [in keeping this daily journal].”) Grace, on
the other hand, locks forward to a class which may previde her with
fresh insights into literature and a chance to test her own hypothases.
Tor all the students there was the scary feeling that in a course where
“anything goes,” anything can happen. Our common desire to find out
what would happen made all of us eager for further meetings.

In a classroom without a map or rudder, many problems can
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oceur. These difficulties are in themselves instructive, paradoxically
bringing to light in the most glaring way many of the causes for
failure in the more conventional classroom. The students in English
74, sensing that the course was as much theirs as mine, agonized
along with me over the problems and worked toward rectifying them.
By the end of the trimester these problenis were virtually gone. The
process of overcoming human obstacles standing in the way of learn-
ing became an emotionally satisfying aspect of the educative process
itself.

One problem—unnerving in its frequency at the beginning—
was the group’s inability to'sclf-start. Most of the students read the
plays and came anxious to talk, but their insecurity and fear, the by-
products of years of schoaling, kept them intimidated. Everyone would
want to start the discussion, but no one would. Then they would
desperately turn to me. As one of them wrote, “1 usually prefer that
anyone who has an interesting point for discussion lead the class. . . .
But I really depended upon Barrett [the instructor] to carry us over
uncomfortable silences, to have something pertinent to say. I'm not
sure if that's the way I'd want it, ideally, but it's a kind of relief for
me because I always feel guilty for not saying something . . . when
there’s silence. . . .”

I wrote in my journal carly in the term: “The real problem
of this class is its inability to self-start. Everyone is very self-conscious
at the beginning and today we never got off the ground. Barbara
expressed frustration at the end, and I agreed.” Barbara, an intense,
brilliant, thoroughly neurotic student and one of our few carly
“starters”’ later in the term insightfully recognized that she had been
contributing regularly in class for the very reasons which kept others
silent: fear, a sense of unpreparedness, self-doubts. But even she
would not take it upon herself to start the discussion every day. “Very
interesting,” my journal continues, “all students—especially students
like these—always condemn ‘conformity’ and middle-class values. But
given a setting like English 74, congenial to non-conformity, and
everyone is terrified to start talking, Why has no onc taken as a
project the starting of the class? Why must the ‘teacher’ put ideas
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or initiative into the minds of the students? ‘You talk too much,’
Barbara says to me. But when she has the opportunity to start a dis-
cussion, she giggles. How does one encourage these people to rise
to the occasion without destroying the occasion? Final question for
such a group: ‘It’s your education: what do you want of a teacher?’”

One student told me in conference that she saw how I suffered
when the class would nat self-start. She promised “to get me off the
hook” as often as she could. I considered this a meaningful project
in English 74. It meant that this student would do the reading and
marshal her responses in a way that could lead to group discussion.
She often did help us out. She writes, “I'm not one for desiring much
direction. I think the teacher should be available as an integral part
of the discussion and a source for more data, . . . Direction should
come by strictly forcing [!] the kids to start and maintaining that as
a rule. Even if it means the teacher must ask someone to do it. It
would result in much more varied focus for discussion.” In retrospect
it secems that the “sclf-start” project may have been the decisive
gesture in loosening other tongues. (I have since learned that there
are many ways to help a discussion self-start. One way, for instance,
is to break up the class on the first day into permanent sub-groups
and ask each sub-group to run the course for a week in any way they
sce fit. This device has worked well enough in a subsequent English
74 class.)

Another problem apparent early in the trimester was intellectual
lassitude resulting in superficial discussion, shallow observations, and
evasion tactics. Even in this first free seminar, I was, of course, aware
of the values inherent in a free-wheeling, inexact but ideological dis-
cussion. Joseph Katz has written on this subject in his impressive

-study No Time for Youth: “The adolescent is much less a theoretical

person than he is an ideological one. He likes to work with great
ideas, and his concepts are closely related to his emotions and hopes.”
But something about certain discussions rang distinctly false. My
intuition told mie that on occasion the talk was more likely latent
resistance to real grappling with ideas and feelings than a valid
savoring of experiences, concepts, and emotions. I favored and en-
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couraged open-ended, oceanic discussion, believing with Profussor
- . . .
Katz that “if we encourage the student’s own experimentation, we

will find that sooner or later he will want to refine his concepts, and

test some of his ideas, cither by established methods of inquiry or by
new and possibly unique ones.” But even a teacher who believes in
the educational value of bull sessions may be able to tell the
difference between an enthusiastic, though vague, ideational “rap”
and inauthentic, verbal dissipation—latent panic. The temptation to
“teach,” to direct the discussion along useful lines is especially strong
at such times. What one should do is not easy to determine. But I am
convinced that the worst thing I might have done in English 74
would have been to let my sometimes intense frustration push me
to give up the idea of the course. After a trite or worthless hour, 1
would express my frustration in a personal way. Without consciously
trying to impose my professorial will on anyone, I would speak of
my own dissatisfaction. The discussion had not helped me.

One such carly discussion was about the nature of art’s uni-
versality—a hash of tired tidbits, each student trying to outdo the
others with superior wisdom. The same topic came up spontancously
near the end of the term. The difference was remarkable. The stu-
dents, though still oceanic in tone, were unaffected and sincere; as
a resilt, many worthwhile things were said. Another carly discussion,
this one on student politics, had me clamping my jaws together with
rage and disappointment. Here we were assembled to talk about
Acschylus, the climate perfect for rich literary discussion, and one
girl led the group into a diversionary topic: student power. Most of
the class scemed to resent the direction the discussion had taken. 1
said nothing during the whole session, but voiced my disappointment
at the end. Much later in the trimester and after some particularly
raw treatment from me and the others, the same girl was to write,
“] came to the decision that I had to make some differentiation be-
tween talking and saying something; and listening and hearing;
and reading and understanding: Since this momentous realization T've

been trying to really hear and understand.”

Not only vague generalizations and evasive irrelevancies worked
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against the grain of English 74, (o a large degree I was, of course,
to reevaluate my own notions about what was vague and irrelevant
or merely untraditional or novel for a classroom.) Another problem
arose during excited, pointed discussions of literature, though I afone
seemed 1o suffer. On 16 October I wrote in my journal: “We dis-
cussed Dr. Faustus and 1 was frustrated, though I don’t think they
were. What our conversations lack is background material—either
on the period or the theater. Is this necessary? Can’t information
about the Elizabethan period or about blank-verse drama be of as
much interest as the play itself? How should one treat this material
so as to avoid tedious academic talk ? Maybe I'll ask them on Friday.”

I did speak openiy about my feelings, making it clear that (1) 1
was not insisting that we look into the traditional concerns, and {2)
I was not even sure if my apparent need for more formal background
material wasn’t my own dubious training asserting itsclf as a “norm.”
The students, who had enjoyed their discussion of Dr. Faustus, did
not respond enthusiastically to the idea of imitating their more pre-
dictable English classes. Nonctheless, Sam volunteered to read and
report on a recent PALA article on Faustus which I had mentioned.

The next day Sam reported. He had understood and condensed
the article, which was on Christian and mythological clements in the
play. His intelligent delivery precipitated an enjoyable give-and-take
on the play, and the hour flew by, So the “background” session had
its value, but only because—and this I must stress—it was seen to
satisfy a real human need. In this case, mine. In comparing English
74 to courses in the conventional format, Sam wrote at the end of
the term:

One of the reasons that the traditional system has been main-
tained for so long is that . . . everyone believes that there is a
correlation between [the traditional lectures, papers, discussions,
cte.] and student production. The assumption is that the assignment,
the paper, the test are ways to force learning and production. ‘This
course proved to me that, for me at least, that is not the case. The
situation was not forced, so all motivation to produce was personal.
What is particularly interesting about this fact is that, although
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one would suppose that a personal motivation would only create 2
personal kind of production, I found that a persenal motivation also
created production along traditional, academic lines. The important
thing is, then, that my production for the course was both academic
and personal. Along academiic lines, [ wrote a short essay on cowmedy
and tragedy, reported orally on a scholarly PM LA article, and most
important, prepared myself each class session by carefully reading
the literature. Along more creative lines, I began to write a journal
which I still keep, wrote a little poetry, and rehearsed my interpre-
tations of parts when we had readings of the plays.

Sam’s personal success does not answer questions concerning the
role or importance of accumulated literary and historical data in an
undergraduate English course. It merely suggests that in a free
atmosphere students may surprise teachers and themselves by working
meaningfully on projects which would seem, in other settings, like
onerous tasks. I frankly do not know whether background material
is necessary where its absence is not felt as a loss by learners. I may
or. may not succeed in making such background information interest-
ing in the traditional lecture, but I do know that however I may
entertain students as I attempt to insinuate this material into their
minds, I do not usually make this information theirs. Sam’s report
on the PMLA article was part of his education. The factual ma-
terial he imparted to the students will probably not help to shape
their lives. They, like me, have no doubt forgotten every detail of the
article. But for San it was a memorable experience. Aore and more
it seems to me that one cannot predict what will be of cducational
value. All one can do is create an environment conducive ‘to self-
directed exploration and discovery.

I do not wish to minimize the problems of English 74—lack of
direction, evasive tactics, insubstantial discussions. Nor do I wish
to gloss over the fact that, at first and even until the end, there were
signs of intolerance, cliquishness, hostility, which could be very pain-
ful to the more sensitive students. “I was low and depressed today,” 1
had to write on 18 October. And as late as 25 November I found
myself writing, “Is the course a total failure? The whole class is con-
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fused and unbappy today.” 1 do not wish to falsify the picture. But
as 1 record these pioblems, I am aware that instead of cating into
the entrails of the course, they served a beneficial purpose. The group
was able to isolate its problem in ways uncommon in human relations,
[f there was intellectual evasion, we came to be able to Iabel it
“evasion,” and did not pretend that it was meaningful discussion. If
there was intolerance of one group or person for another, all students
tried to deal with it, both public and privately.

“I'm so very intolerant,” one student wrote, “that the degree
of more tolerance would only be in a very relative sense. I usually
don’t want to be around ‘dumb’ (non-intellectual) people. This has
been a personal hang-up for more than four years and this coursc
has shown me that others are also intolerant, I resented not being
‘tolerated’ at times, but at least I.learned what the other side was
like. . .. I close my mind when ideas aren’t ciose to mine. But
here it was easier to accept them at other times—maybe because
there wasn't any ‘wrong’ or ‘right'—maybe because we made an
attempt to really listento each other. I actually cared to hear other
peoples’ reactions. . . .”

I want to record two errors of judgment which seem to 1me to
have been most detriniental to the growth possibilities in the course.
On two occasions I acted in ways grossly out of keeping with my
goals for English 74, not to mention decent human relations. I
find these extremely painful to describe, but there would be little
value in describing English 7+ if I did not stick scrupulously to the
truth, revealing the pitfalls of srch an enterprise.

The first serious error was my sudden, and for her, traumatic
public labelling of one of the girls as basically a “B” mentality. I
realize how shocking my error in judgment must strike you in this
context. I make no excuses for myself, I assure you. Yet need I bring
to mind the fact that a good part of a teacher’s day is usually devoted
to such evaluations? Under any circumstances labelling of this kind
must lead to unfortunate consequences. In my course dedicated te
the proposition that evaluation is detrimental to growth and in which
no one had had to sustain an evaluation for weeks, ti.’s sudden, crass

vk



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

labelling of a student’s ability had the impact of a psychic explosion.
While the tone of Fnglish 7+ suggested that there are no limits to
the possible personal growth of an individual, with one word I
stunted a student’s growth. Don’t aspire too much, I seemed to say.
You have your limits, you know. You can only be good, adequate,
nothing outstanding. Needless to say, I did not mean to imply such
limitations, but as soon as the letter “B” escaped my lips (revealing,
lamentably, how trapped I was by faith in my ability to judge others),
I saw her face and recognized how much damage I had done. My
purpose had been to rock her gently from her cool complacency;
instead I crushed much of her initiative and spontaneity. No one
learned more about education that day than I did.

On another occasion 1 ajlowed myself to lose neutrality and
even became dishonest. Sceing that events of a play reading were
taking a turn that - truck me as detrimental, injurious to my pedagogic
ends, and persenally threatening, I responded defensively by pulling
away from the confused needs of the class, proi.cting my own
damaged ego, and ev=n lashing out childishly at those most “respon-
sible” for creating thc problem. Attempting to “fix” a particular
pedagogical method that had worked well on a previous occasion, I
turned the -udents intu actors, not playing parts in a play, but play-
ing, as it were, themselves in an carlier play reading. In short, I
had invited disastrous rule-playing. What had been spontancous,
natural and cordial on the fivst occasion becane, the second time,
stilted, affected, and hostile. T had created the problem, but could
not admit it. (I think it is George Dennison who urges teachers o
refrain from repeating teaching techniques in an externally imposed,
artificial manner.) Without the detachment and strer 2*h to confront
the class with my true emotions, I falsified them and withdrew myself
from the group.. How the group survived this tasteless blunder, I
do not know. It must have had something to do with their awarcness
that T too was learning, somctimes the hard way,

In a conventional classioom, once a tone characterized by poscs,
hypocrisy, and sham is firmly established, poor pedagogical decisions
do not cause much new emotional rhaos: cunning, suspicious minds
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arc not casily shocked. But in a course whose contract requires
honesty, openness, and friendship, a breach of the rules may be dis-
astrous: the contrast is too much to cope with, “What is there to be
learned from this painful experience?’ 1 asked mysclf that night.
The answer—so easy, so difficult. Be honest. Say what you feel
and think. Be who you are. T'rust the class.

A common, growing awareness that a classroom experience is
really incredibly complex led most of us to the conviction that as
people were increasingly capable of recognizing that there was no
limit to what they could personally experience and that the efforts of
others were sincere and worthwhile, the best climate was established
for an honest, open daiscussion of literature. One student recently
wrote to me that she had come to realize “for the first time that many
of us were experiencing the same kinds of conflicts, nceds, joys,
frustrations, and just general inner confusion.” In other words, the
educational process stimulated by English 74 continues after the
course has ended,

Not every.ing was problematic. I would like now to turn to
some sessions which I feel demonstrate, in their fruitfulness, the
richest rewards of a system which trusts the students to want to learn
without rocrcion, lectures, or other traditional prods.

On October 2nd, we had our first real breakthrough. Everyone
spoke except Betty, a particularly troubled and troubling girl. The
discussion was about the farmer-husband in Euripedes’ Electra. K
I planned a lecture or a series of questions on Electra, T am certain
that I would not have thought to mention the princess’ husband,
except perhaps in a passing reference. There would not have been
“enough time,” But my students were nineteen and twenty and
vitally interested in the way people use others sexually. I wrote that
night, “Who would have thought that a vibrant, intellectual discus-
sion could grow out of that? Thank God, the class is not structured
by me. I would have trod the old ground again.” I do not remember
who introduced the subject, but the students were clearly all im-
mediately fascinated, not only by thc moral questions concerning
Electra’s blatant, inhuman use of her humble husband (this interest
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led to a discussion of the Gicek value structure; for this they turned
to me), but also by artistic questions: “YWhy would Euripedes create
such a character in an otherwise spare plot? What is his function
and purpose?” These two approaches to the farmer—moral and
aesthetic—opened up rich veins for a discussion of the nlay as a
wwhole. The students were excited by their insights; I discovered that
even the back door may lead to the front reception chamber. T ywas
also to learn that T did not always know the back door from the
reception chamber.

On the same day I wrote, “What I am learning about these
students is that they all 1ave personal intellectual and emotional

. needs. Through the ‘projects’ some of these needs can be satisfied.

Today Vivian handed in a poem, an emotional response to Eliot’s
Pamily Reunion, which we read before Elecira, and Bill submitted a
philosophical manifesto.” Vivian, the tenderest blossom I have ever
been aware of in class, naturally would vrite poetry, rather thau an
academic essay. And silent, enigmatic Rill> As he was leaving the
previous class, he had begun to talk with Tom and others, and spoke
for two hours about the relationship of his personal, religious philoso-
phy to the works we had been discussing in English 74. At the end
of the course he wrote, “I owe Tom thanks for one of the most
stimulating discussions I've ever had.” Was this not a valid project?
After this satisfying conversation, Bill, deeply fmbued with the
spirit of Christian mysticism, sat down and, because he could not
help it, because ideas and emotions had fused and demanded ex-
pression, produced thirteen pages focusing on the Oresteian Trilogy
and Christian karma. I found the paper “very fascinating,” his ideas
“impressive,” even though ! feared Bill was forcing Orestes into
a preconceived mold. “Insi 1 of letting him tell his own tale (with
the help of Aeschylus and . ¢na) you seem to want him to tell your
tale” via “mysticized Christ unity.”” But I also reluctantly admitted
» myself as well as to Bill that my worries about his views—
‘Do you find karma . werk in all literature . . .?"—probably
stemmed from the fact that my perspective, distinctly irreligions,
could not accommodate such a view.
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The two vnsolicited projects handed inon 2 October—he poem
and the manifesto—put into perspective for me how cruel or indiffer-
ent T must have been in my earlier, conventional courses, in which
I never would have known of the existence of two such quiet souls as

Vivian and Bill. “How could these two people—very different ‘types’

—have been satisfied by a lecture or a traditional question-answer
approach ? They clearly could have learned something about literature,
but wouldn’t that ‘something’ have been cut off from ¢ ir human
needs? Neither Vivian nor Bill suffered in producing thes: projects.”
1 felt that both projects tould have been better, but T did not say so
to the students. Instead, I recommended to Vivian the poctry of
writers of similar vision, while to Bill 1 spoke of Christian philoso-
phers, principally Kierkegaard. I wanted Vivian and Bill not only to
learn and grow, but to develop a benign frustration “at the slow pace
of acquiring perfection.” Perhaps such frustrated self-awareness is
unnecessary to true education. About this I am still unsure, though,
increasingly, T tend to feel that it may not be necessary. I do not
suggest that all fearning need be casy; some may be tough, a con-

- tinual strug..le to control recalcitrant materials. But I more and

more dout: the validity of the view, cxpressed recently by one of
my colleagues, that a student may occasionally need to be dragged,
kicking and screaming, through some mitualistic educational ex: 2ri-
ence, '

October 7: “1 feel that we have reached an exciting peak today.
I walked in and found the whole class discussing the play—O’Neill’s
Mourning Becomes El:ztra. My appearance made them slightly self-
conscious, but the discussion continued Fvery person in the class
contributed, except, 1 think, Bill. Some of the girls who never speak
had a lot to say today.” Here was English 74, speaking like members
of the erstwhile “intellectual community” about O’Neill's use of
Greek sources in the fashi- ning of his own trilogy. Most memorable—
I wonder if anvare il ever forget—was one student’s awareness
that a dream: ¢ ¢, 'vas comparable to Orin’s. In five minutes of
cersonal talk © 0 . dieam—the kind of “digression” seldom to
Lo tolerated in oo, ational classes—she tapped the Jungian arche-
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typal patterns which have kept Aeschylns alive and vivid for thousands
of years and which encrgized O’Neill's huge creative talent. The
student became one with Orestes and Acschylus, Orin and O’Neill.
I knew that this was what literature was all about. Many weceks
later, time enough for all to have forgotten everything that happened
on 7 October, another git] wrote of her enthusiasm for the English
74 discussi ns, and as an example falling at once upon this “dream
and its correlation to the Greek tragedies.” She continued, “‘Some of
the ideas expressed really made me think about the subject [as] if it
2 never crossed my mind. [It made] me examine my own ideas

very carcfully.” One boy wrote that though he had read Mourning
i«

- Becomes Electra before, the class discussion opened up the play “as

if 1 had never really read [it] before. . . . So much more was brought
out. . . ." The dream stimulated the whole group, and the discussion
was frec enough for Sam to stand up spontancously to use the black-

board for a point he wished to make and for Barbara to read a poem

she had cut out of the newspaper and which had struck her as relevant
to ¢+ $>'Neill play.

"Uliat hour went too quickly, as if there was not enough time
for everyone to say what the symbolic drecam had caused to press
against the back of his own understanding of the O’Neill play. When
it was time to leave, everyone moaned. Of course it is impossible for
me to provide a program for this sort of thrilling classroom experi-
ence. It rests on confidence that the students arc capable of illuminat-
ing thought and desirous of intellectual experience.

Cne of our most rewarding meetings occurred one night at a
student’s apartm:. & Sitting on the floor, drinking beer and eating
pretzels, we all read Nocl Coward’s Pri- te Liv-. and listened to
some of his phonograph records. As an English teacher, you know
how painful even prepared readings can be in the traditional setting.
Students stumble over words, intonate as if English were their second
language, and in general destroy whatever educative value there is
in reading aloud. “After initial embarrassment,” I wrote later that
night, “the reading went very smoothly, with everyone putting his
all into interpretation. "The most impressive revelation was that of
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the "rains and talent of Betty, whose name I wasn’t even sure of
before now.” -

More opaque than our mystic, Bill, Betty wo: | never have
made her mark on us and for herself had a situation conduciv- 1) +_r
self-expression not arisen. The rest of us sat there flabbergast.d, as
Betty, through her superb performance, taught us something about
the possibilities in the play, while she also tav:’ t us that we had
been doing her a terrible disservice all term. I de not »vish to jmply
the Pollyanna notion that an effective play reading or any academic
project can change the personality of a humar being. Betty has huge
personal problems, and English 74 was a painful experience for her—
even to the point where she felt that perhaps she should avoid other
literature classes in the future. Very torn, on the one hand she says,
“I have not gained as much from this course as have (apparently)
others,” and then on the other hand, writes, “I'm sorry now that the
class is over and sorry that I did not let myself become more involved.
I do tend to want to keep things inside, even though it is an important
value for me to try to communicate with others as honestly and
openly as possible.”” An unhappy, sensitive girl, Betty had us, for an
evening, realizing that she was talented and intelligent. Who could
argue that such an experience lacked educational value for Betty
and the rest of us? If the study of literature is to be defended as a
cultural ritual, this communal endeavor and psychic initiation rite
was more to the point than the tedious intoning of condescending
praise of the Masters one bears up and down the halls of Academia.

I shall terminate these descriptions with one last account of
what I ronsider to be an extraordinary session: 8 November, We had
been discussing Hamlet for a few days. A few days before the 8th,
I did something unusual: I lectured on the play for the whole hour.
The lecture was entirely unplanned and spontancous. The play
happened to help me find the words to express some intense emotions
T had been stiuggling with recently. Very moved, T let myself speak
through Shakespeare’s play. Like the reading of Private Lives, this
lecture was cffective because it was spontancously saticfying real
human needs. Mine. That night I wrote, “Today’s lecture was the
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best I've cver given, but at what physical and emotional expense! Is
it worth it?” -

On the 6th, Barbara started a lively discussion which continued
energetically for one of those fast hours that I had come to expect
in English 74. What kept the discussion about Ophelia and Lacrtes
as children of Polonius so lively, I think, was that most of the stu-
dents were cager to lock horns with me over seme directly conflicting
views. (When I gave grades, I used .v think that students were honest
with me. The English 74 experience taught me i difference between
student-honest and honest.)

As good as these two session were, for very different reasons, the
next session-—November §—seems to me to represent an ideal, one
made possible by the climate of the course. Like all English teachers,
I had been recummending throughout the term some of my favorite
pocts aud novelists; on November 8th, Barbara carne to class carrying
Hyam Plutzik’s Horatio. I had spoken highly nc: of it, but of 4 pples
from Shinar. Barbara had been reading poctry as an English 74
“project,” enjoyed Plutzik, stumbled on Horatio, and thought it
meaningful in the context of a class discussion on Hamlet. Because
she was timid about reading any of it aloud, Sam and I read the first
two Horatian dialogues for her. The class scemed to find Plutzik’s
Horatio a valuable commentary on Shakespeare’s.

I was pleased that Barbara had rcad a poet I had recommended,
especially as he related so well to the current classroom discussion.
But to my amazement, another student also had a copy of Plutzik’s
Horatio with her, Two students—as different from ecach other as
Grace and Sam—Mhad independently (they were not in the same social
circles outside of class and never saw cach other) responded to a
teacher’s casual book reference and were “working” on similar proj-
ects, It was hard to doubt that, however dissimilar these two students
may have been, both were reaping rewards from T nglish 74, In an-
other course I had assigned Plutzik. The students, unimpressed,
wrote competent papers. Here the students, in an important sense,
had found Horatio by themselves and Plutzik had worked his will on
them.

English74 81



/T

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

So on 8§ November, the class session on Shakespeare’s [Tamlct
began with an unplanned reading from a modern poct. It is casy to
understand why the hour was ideal. The mere fact that two stud. ‘s
had spontaneously brought in the same unfamiliar poet intrigued
everyone else and established a dynamic tone which carried us through
the hour’s vivid discussion. You will understand that there is no
Methodology to reveal here, no “program” for success. Learning
occurs most dramatically where there is self-motivation.

Perhaps these descriptions have given you some idea of the
group participation and enthusiasm which made almost every hour
fly by, which kept attendance high, and which—though the hour
was unstructured in the extreme—wwas educative as few classes are.
[ taught almost nothing, but everyone learned a great deal. While
the literature occasionally lost its power to focus the discussion (one
day I wrote, “We indulged in group therapy, but without a psychia-
trist. . . . The literature has become irrelevant”), for the most part,
the discussions ecstatically fused our personal needs with the enduring
messages of Aecschylus, Shakespeare, Goethe, Ionesco, Pinter, and
the other playwrights. They had done their job, and we had enjoyed,
felt, and changed.

Although it may be heresy, I am convinced that the projects
were the least educationally valuable element of English 74, though
certainly of varying value depending on the student. I am not saying
that projects were not helpful, merely that other i pects of the course
tended to preempt them. It will be in order, however, to record a few
random samples of the work produced for a class which required
nothing, since many teachers, understandably, will find “outout”
more central than J do and will want to see the “results” of Luglish
74, A

Some students, frankly, did little that showed. Though even
in this unproductive segment—four students—there was a wide
dificrence between the kind of “litzie” they produced. For example,
Betty, who probably did the least outside work, claimed that she
only read a few extra plays, while another of the four speaks of
projects she “‘wanted to do but didn’t”: a journal, “a slide tape
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showing the humanness and intensity of the characters and experi-
ences in works we read,” two papers on interesting subjects. This
same student, however, did hand in one longish poem and was reading
recommended puetry. I have no way of knowing whether or not
English 74 would %ave been richer or less valuable for these unpro-
ductive students had they worked more. They each speak of great
involvement in the class, even though they did not produce significant
projects. I am inclined to think that thesc students would have
probably profited from the right sorts of outside wezt. But since I did
not (and ¢n not) know how to encourage self-motivation toward a
meaningful roject, I felt it was better to leave them alone. I be-
lieve that 1ot everyone one meets in a course is there at his optimum
educational moment. This is, however, far from saying that some
students are uncducable, which I simply do not accept as valid. Other
courses or private experiences may be draining off his interest from
the tasks in your class. Why worsen the - sperience for him and per-
haps for the whole group by introducing external pressures? And
surely some students may be learning or growing even if tiey are not
producing measurable work.

Other students responded enthusiastically to the self-directed
projects:

Grace: I suppose my main ; roject was to continue in my reading
on “language” and to convey tl:» new ideas . . . to the rest of the
class. [Grace, prepared as no student I have ever known before,
had twice taught a spellbound English 74.] In Lizgh school I did a
great deal of reading un ‘e various international language move-
ments, from the time of Lescartes on. As a result of a sociclogy
class last year I became concerned with determining the limits of
language as part of the methodolo.y of the social sciences. .

When Cassirer was . . . recommended in class [i.e., English 74], 1
took the opportunity to continue with some of my reading. Cas-
sirer’s Language and Myth, Langer's Philosophy in a New Key,
Steiner’s Language and Silence were puuaps three of the best books
I have ever read on the subject. I can't tell you how involved and
excited I became in reading these books and attempting to relate
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the movement toward silence in literature with the nature of lan-
guage itself. The additional reading I did on the Theater of the
Absurd was fascinating. As a result of reading the article by Hassan
on “literature, language, and civilization,” I have added at least a
dozen books to my list cf “must be read’s.” In addition Langer’s
work has given me a fer''ng for the nature of music, art, and
fiterature which I had nev  experienced before. I intend, of cour ».
to continue reading in this field. . . . I have also written a few pa-
pers, usually involving a personal reaction to one of the works con-
sidered or to a class experience.

Tt should be noted that the least of Grace’s projects were “a few
papers” on “works considered”: the very heart and substance of
most traditional -~ s Lirace wrote these papers easily, naturally,
and spontancous! ‘e pursuing a long-range investigation of
another subject. “» . .u 1. no implication that she had to grind them
out or that the writing was tedious or meaningless. As for her main
project, it took Grace a few weeks to aczept the fact that in English
74 she would be free to continue her s.udies in an area which had
interested her since high school. But o ~c the realization took root,
nothing could stop her. An intellectua. ‘nterest which might have
faded, had she been forced to shelve her private studies in favor of
required assignments, became an obsession. Grace was fascinated with
the absurdist plays we read toward the end of the term and because
of her ongoing studies in language and symbology was able to under-
stand them with sophistication virtually unattainable to many stu-
dents. How many of us would love to have graduate students capable
of the energy, range of interest, and inteiligence of this once-timid
upper-classman ?

Tom was a freshman. Through some fluke he was put into

English 74,

After discussions of the Oresteian Trilogy, I dug up some notes
I had written when I first read it and compared them to what I
felt ..ow. I got out some literary discussions on Electra at the library
and read Sartre’s “The Flies” [not in our syllabus] and Gladys
Schmidt’s treatment of the Electra legend in novel form. I also
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wrote a paper in which I paraphrased the Trilogy in terms of some
of the problems initially facing our course such as adaptability and
n.t being tied blindly to the usual educational teacher-student pat-
terns. [This clever parody entitled “Pro-Establishment Bound” re-
vealed an understanding of t"¢ Oresteian Trilogy as well as insight
into the nature of our burgeening group interrelations.] . , . After
“Family Reunion” I got out collections of Elint’s poems. A lot of
times I would feel the need [my italics] to write a paper to state
how I felt, but we would discuss it and the need to w ‘(e something
disappeared. I was about to write about man’s fate and determinism
when Grace, Bill, and I stayed after and discu<sed it fur two hours.
For “Mourning Becomes Electra” I did some background reading on
O’Neill’s life in hopes of understanding the play better. . . . I read
Sophocles’ version of the Electra legend.

I handed in a paper on “Faustus” and “Faust” on the idea of
whether Faust was really a Renaissance hero. . . . After “Private
Lives,” which we had a lot of fun reading aloud, T got out a Nocl
Coward record from the library. . . . My main fascination with
Hamlet this time was with the glorious language and so I spent a
little time re-reading passages and memorizing others. ... I started
to write a paper [on Rosencrantz and Guildenstern dre Dead], but
again I talked about it with Sally quite a.bit and the paper didn't
work out. For “Homecoming” I read some film criticism on screen-
plays Pinter wrote for films I saw such as “Servant” and “Accident.”
+ + .Because of Sally, I read two books by Capote and saw 200, and
because of Linda, I read Sartre. . ..

Tom is perfectly aware of the enormous amount of work he

did, and he knows why he did it. “Lecture halls and spoonfeeding
.+« are personally frustrating, They deal with a kind of limbo of
facts floating around and you do what's expected of you. . .. However
in our class, when we were interested and involved we far surpassed
what would 1 “mally be expected of us and learned so much more
this way.” What comes through in Tom’s remark is his sense of
communion with other class members: #7e did this and that; our
class; meaningful conversations with friends wrestl’ £ with some
of the same problems. His accomplishments were part of the group’s;
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and a coramunal success was his. Notice also how little the instructor
figures in these joyful learning experiences.

For projects many of the students read books they had long
wanted to but had had no time because of “school.” T considered this
extra reading particularly valuable. Too many college papers are
written in an intellectual and emotional vacuum. Besides reading
Plutzik, Barbara read at least six other books, including Thomas
Mann's Faust (“because of stimulation by Geethe and Marlowe™)
and Sylvia Plath’s The Colossus. Another upper-class girl wrote
poetry, kept a journal, and “organized an at-home French discussion
of a play, modeled after our English 74 get-togethers.” She also
includes as projects going to Olivier's F umlet and joining a university
discussion group on education and the community. A freshman stu-
Jdent handed in two papers, taught the class once (“ disaster of an
attempt,” she calls it, though enormeusly daring and rewarding for
a freshman 1 such a cowrse, I would add), and read five books only
tangentially connccted to the course material. Yet another student
wrote poetry-and a paper on “Dr. Faustus,” “where I tried to solve
some of the problems presented in that werk about sin, with questions
I Lad about my own sinning and about the ‘Ancicnt Mariner.””” She
also taught the class more than once and acted as a “starter. " To all
this, she adds, “I did most of my ‘projects’ by talking to iriends, to
Barrett, and in other coursas, where 1 found my writing getting
freer and more henest.”

One student—Alan—deserves special mention. Alan reported on
some research he had done concerning democratic vs. authoritarian
classes, a project which, lamentably, reflected his unhappiness with
the course. He was the one openly discontented member of the class,
sspecially suftering under the course’s lack of professorial direction.
Studying in preparation for a law degree, Alan felt that a course
should provide information (“data”), and the teacher should provide
expertise in a particular discipline. He genuinely liked but one class
session, and that was my impassioned lecture on Hamiet. After that
meeting, Alan approached me, ostensibly to express thanks. He took
the opportunity to launch into an attack on the idea of English 74
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and the people in it. He found the procedures too therapeutic, too
emotional (a poor substitute, he argued, for sensitivity), not intellec-
tually detached and analytic enough. The call for Lonesty infecting
him too, he admitted that he despised the sorts of satisfactions ex-
perienced by Sam and his type and went on to say that he disliked the
“WOW” mentality and had never felt “YWOW?" about any piece of
literature in his life. My reactions were mixed. His description of the
course was, by and large, accurate.-And, of course, he was correct in
saving the course had been useless for him, since he had not been
influenced or changed by the English 74 experience. (I am not one
of those optimists who believes that any reaction, even a hostile,
negative one, is a sign of progress.) On the other hand, I emotionally
resisted Alan’s criticism because, unlike the other students, Alan
seemed dull and fixed, a middle-aged lawyer before his time, a con-
servatively diessed, well-spoken eighteenth-century gentleman. Not
my type. In other words, from my perspective Alan scemed an
“unreliable narrator.”

My temptation is to write Alan off, to call him uneducable in ex-
perimental survoundings, to say, “Well, you can’t get to everyone.”
Another, weaker temptation is to admit that Alan—and others like
him—thrive on standardized, authoritative teaching., Both responses
strike me a. psychologically reasonable; that is, I think these re-
sponses to .ilan and his compiaints are “normal.” Yet something
inside me, perhaps the dim tracings of my own struggle for liberation
over the years, s zgests that had the educational environment peen
even better establishel or thought out, Alun, too, might haw: thrilled
at new avakenings within him. I do not know what I should have
done to draw Alan’s particular energies into the group more effectively
(he cut a great deal of the time) or to help him see that even Jis life
style, motivations, anc goais could be profitably scrutinized. To open
one’s eyes, to see, is to change. Alan did not. And perhaps I, i rela-
ticn to Alan, did not cither.* ‘

* A recent grapevine rumor has it that Alan has been saying that he
Jeels as if he did learn sometking in English 74, but he is not sure what.

- Good news from the provinces?
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At the end of the term, the students composed a set of questions
for an evaluation of English 74, The sheer volume of paper used in
responding to the questions was staggering. Tom handed in what
amounted to ten handwritten pages; Grace handed in almost twenty
pages; indeed, everybody handed in long, thoughtful responses, Two
exceptions: Alan unfortunately did not respond at all, though he
promised he would ; Betty wrote tiny, vague answers, but then a fow
days later, chagrined at her own inverted mini-answers, handed in a
scrawled four-page explanation, which began, “Reading these evalua-
tions [T had made them all available to the group, who spent the
better part of a day reading and discussing them] has made me realize
a number of things about myself. . , .” Tven the course evaluation

Answering this questionnaire was an absorbing and frustrating
project in its own right. Various exasperated students came to my
office loudly lamenting their inability to find the words to answer or
even approach the questions. There was no doubt in anybody's mind
that the couise had samchow stumbled from dubious beginnings
(“Naturally, T am intimidated a5 hell . . .") into a rich, unforget-
table experience. But how to capture the meaning of that experience?
Every evaluation tries to find a suitable verbal construct to express
the personal value of English 74, Even the student whom I crushed
with my evaluatory judgment was able to write, “Whatever this
class’s value is I'm not sure, But I am sure that it is something new
and alive and important in what I've found to be a rather dead
experience—the University.”

At the beginning of this chapter I quoted Sam and Grace at
great length, It is firting that I let their words end the chapter, In
English 74 I found these two representative “types” move closer to-
gether, Sam indulging his more latent academic tastes and Grace
opening herself to new, creative ventures, These two remarkable
people seem to have found the words which sum up the almost re-
ligious experience of virtually everybody in the cluss.

Sam: The course has proved something to me that I always believed
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tional when one is emotionally involved with it. Since education al-
ways comes via other people, what could be more valid than an
educational expetience given from person to person?
Unfortunately, most “school experiences” . . . are not oriented
this way. There is something wrong with an educational system,
when, on the last day of one's senior year, ane is glad to be free
of it. There is something lacking in traditional education when one
is not happy with it and instead feels happy when it is over. I have
never left a class before with any kind of regret at its ending,
This course . . ., provided an alternative to the traditional, How-
ever, I do not feel that this is where its merits lie, The whole orienta-
tion of the course, above and beyond providing this alternative, was
toward a fulfilling, deeper appreciation of preat dramatic literature.
There is no abjective data in this area that would describe the way
or the extent to which the course succeeded in this. Because I have
felt differencly towards literature as a result of this course, because
I have been thinking of literature in new, exciting terms, because
whole vistas of appreciation and understanding are there, I know

. PN f i N f ’ f . . f i i . H ,
Yesterday was the final meeting of the class, Not surnrisingly, there
was genvine regret and sadness that it was over. No one who partici-
pated in it wanted to leave the classroom—almost as if, by just
remaining in the seats, that time would not move and that the course
would not end,

There is sometling right about an educational situation when
students are sad to have it end, when it has been so enjoyable that
its conclusion takes some measure of joy out of one’s life,

Grace: Although this is rather vague and broad, I suppose I could
say that I have never questioned my position and my purpose in
such a way and to such an extent as I have as a result of this course,
The literature played a vital part in all of this. We read some really
great works [she lists them] and each one touched off new questions
or re-expressed certain basic ideas which are very essential and
and 1 saw and shared in a certain continuity of thought and ex-
perience what I had never. even envisaged before. , .. I've felt the
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fear that T have had “alternatives” but not choice—and I marvelled
... to find this same fear in Aeschylus—that man so often “puts on
the harness of necessity.” I hecame increasingly concerned with de-
veloping some sort of inner freedom—an ability to become less com-
pulsive, less meticulous, less concerned with the mechanics and more
with the feeling. At tiimes I have never been more confused in my
life. Yet I wouldn't exchange the feeling for anything else.

This year it's become clear to me that peaple seem to be insincere,

more free to speak sincerely—to get beyond platitudes. They become
worth listening to. T think that this is what happened in this class.
It's dismaying to think how little T would have understood the ideas
of some of the people in this class in another “defensive” situation.
I never realized to such an extent that no matter how different the
is still a common ground of certain feelings and coricerns, If one
can only get in touch with this common ground, if they can “watch
one another not out of fear” . . . it’s not so great a step to being
open to one another's ideas, The structure of the class gave us some
freedom; the literature—the means of achieving this common
ground. I feel that for me this class was at least a “start” in achiev-
ing greater tolerance,

Treally don't feel that anything 1 have written can adequately con-
vey my feclings about this course. At times 1 am not even sure of
press it All T know is that it has been a most meaningful and unfor-
gettable experience.

The day after Grace handed in her comments, from which the
ones I have included are a mere sampling, she came into my office
with the following addition, complaining that she was disappointed
with the verbal inadequacy of her earlier responses:

“For one full trimester T felt as though I burned. I knew the

feeling of being really alive—of being torn nine directions at the
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same time—of living ont more than one plane at any given moment,
v oo L felt torn between two worlds in this class, . . . I'm pulled by
during the past few years—to reach for the flame and the confusion
and chaos and to break all ties with convention and order, I have
often thought that I might have been happier if 1 had not gotten
near the fiee—if I had never been able to feel modern drama—if I
could go through life living in some neatly ordered little system
and position, The question’s irrelevant now. 1 have no choice. I've
been gradually introduced to the chaos—to the experience of “living
on more planes than one.” I can't go back. I've lost my sense of
security and understanding but I've gained a feeling of awareness
and life that is immeasurably more meaningful and significant. I've
gained this partially through the literature and my reading on lan-
guage, but, perhaps more importantly, through discussing the litera-
ture with people who have had or seemed to have had similar or
more intense reactions and were capable of expressing them well,
The experience has left me much more confused and bewildered than
I have ever been in my life, Yet somehow I feel it has left me
a much richer person.

I cannot pretend that these words do not move me—even to
tears. I cannot pretend that they do not make me beam with pride,
happiness, and fulfillment for my role in making possible the kinds
of experiences they capture so movingly, It is becavse of what hap-
pened to Grace and to Sam, and, I am convineed, to almost all the
others, that I have taken the time to tell you about English 74, It is
because I stopped “teaching” and started “listening” that these stu-
dents were able to begin to relate, in Grace's words, “feeling to
form, meaning to mechanics, emotion to reason.” Very recently a
teacher friend of mine hotly protested that he did not think we
should be catering to the needs of students, For the life of me, 1
cannot see what else I am hired to do.
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The past four chapters have expressed my conviction
that, on the onc hand, too many English departments encour-
age technical specialization, competitive professionalism, bu-
reaucracy, and anti-humanistic boredom, while, on the other
hand, they hold within their grasp the opportunity to enrich
the lives of students and facultics in unprecedented ways.
Other collegiate studics provide methodology for the world's
vork (engineering, accounting, home economics) or attempt
to isolate verities and laws of nature for the enlightenment
of society (psychology, history, sociology, even philosophy).
While study of these ficlds may be personally satisfying and
clegant mastery of their disciplings inseparable {rom artistic
experiences, one still fecls inclined to recognize 2 distinction
between them and the “finc arts”: music, graphic art, and
literature. For the skills of a psychologist, home cconomist,
physicist, and anthropologist are marketable. No matter how
much personal pleasure an anthropologist may get from his
private studlics, his scholarly training has still prepared him
to do something in the world. His mastery of the rudiments
of his field is testable by outside specialists.

As T see it, while the writing of literature may be so-
cially useful, the reading of it has no testable {unction in the
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external world, One may turn psychology or philasophy into “litera-
ture” by making its study unutilitarian, purely general and pleasur-
able, unconnected to any activity in a profession, Conversely, liters-
ture may be “used” by historians or psychologists without reference
to its affective power, as psycholopists have used Cowper’s poems
sits down with a poem with no professional use in mind, he is the
reader for whom literature is intended. There is nothing marketable
in one's mastery of a poem. I am, of course, assuming that the poet did
that the teaching of literature is as separable from the literary ex-
perience itself as the teaching of linguistics or psychology is from
their professional use by scholars and technicians,

. Like the other arts, literature either does something to the reader
or there is no value in'reading it, as Thomas Mann himself urged.
While there may be value in knowing about literature (its genres,
periods, and the like), there is no demonstrable connection between
such knowledge and the deep appreciation of individual works hoped
for by the authors and expected by devoted readers of literature, On
the other hand, there is manifest marketable value in knowing about
physics or business administration—that is, a generalized overview is
of use to the devotee in these fields. But even in the teaching of litera-
ture, let alone in the reading experience, there is little evidence that
breadth of general knowledge increnses effectiveness in the classroom,

For me there is no future in reading, though there is a past. One
may choose to teach as a way of staving off starvation, but there is
nothing inherent in literature which paves the way to a particular
job or niche in life. English teachers do not study “teaching” in
graduate school. The experience of literature is always Now. The
effect on one's mind and heart takes place now, though the alteration
created by deep intellectual and emotional involvement may be
relevant in the way that Malcolm X's dutobiography or existential
psychology are, but they must be read to satisfy a human need at a
particular moment, Every real reader has had the expericnice of turn-
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ing on his own te a difficult author (Milton, the later Yeats, Joyee)
and finding a0 intellectual joy in the mastery of the text—a joy
inseparable from the pleasure of reading Hemingway or Mailer in
other moods, The experience of Milton accurs when one’s need to
read him is great and one can find satisfaction at the proper pace and

Although reading literature does not provide tools for the
world's work, the experience often jolts a reader out of complacency,
sweeping him into uncharted emotional and intellectual adventures,
He may. also find acsthetic delight in an author’s craft: every piece is
to “possibilities” in one's own life. The student who is studying to be
an engineer, physician, lawyer, or teacher (of literature or mathe-
matics) profits from these profoundly pleasurable experiences, but
today gets them too rarely in school, English teachers should view as
desirable a pedagogy which attempts to serve these pleasurable ends.

English department reform is badly needed, even now as we
are in the throes of perfecting our imitation of other fields. What
this reform should be is not easy to say. Perhaps my advice will not
be welcome, ‘All I can urge is open-minded consideration of the
following points. Let me begin negatively.

We should change our name. The label “English teacher” does
not sit well. The parochialism of “English Department” was brought
home to me recently. Vacationing in Guadalajara, T attempted to
yisit the English departments of the two universities in the city. At
first T was disturbed and even annoyed to discover that while these

like, there were no English literature teachers and no department set
aside for the Great Tradition. It only slowly occurred to me how
strange it would to be to find a department in Jalisco devoted to the
literature, no matter how great, of a small, foreign island thousands
of miles away, increasingly unimportant in the world, What next
struck me was the peculiar academic parochialism of literature majors

Keats, at the expense of Proust, Mann, and Hamsun, Literature has
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universal appeal, and intellectual appetites may be satisfied by a poem
from Japan as readily as by one from England, To assume, tacitly
or otherwise, that undergraduates in Jalisco or Montana should or
could satisfy their literary appetites by reading sclections from any
one body of literature seems limiting in the extreme, And yet, by
implication, this is what an “English” department forces, as it loads
the student with more and more English requirements,

As a gesture symbolic of our desire to become a more potent
force in society, let us change our name to “Department of Literature”
ot “Department of Literature in English” and tlirow open the door
to the best foreign literatures in translation. I am convinced that if
of Germany, France, Spain, Japan, China, and Ethiopia. Since our
goal will be not to “cover material,” but to affect the minds and hearts
of students and teachers, there is every reason to allow for eclectic
dabbling and roaming through literatures and Hbraries.

We do not have to be specialists in Japancse poetry in order to
read and teach it. There is no reason why teachers and students can-
not learn together the conventions of a foreign poctry, One is con-
stantly hearing platitudes about the student #ad teacher acting in 2
“cooperative venture in lezrning,” about students as “junior col-
leagues” in the “academic community.” It should be our job to read
meaning back into these tired clichés, If T read Pope and Swift with
nineteen-year-olds, I am the expert, they the initiates. But if I allow
the study of classicism to carry us to Indonesia and China, I partici-
pate with my junior colleagues in a genuine “joint enterprise.”
begin by knowing as little a5 they. We share a naive curiosity and
bring to bear on the foreign literature whatever perception our par-
ticular experience provides,

Of course we will have to read the authors of the world in
translation and doubtless our students will miss much of value as
the poetry tends to evaporate. I sincerely wish to express my concern
over the genuine loss one suffers when he reads works in translation.
On the other hand, everyone I know among my colleagues and friends
has read European literature in translation, even when they have some
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tion, Let us encourage our students to study foreign languages, but
at the same time et us show them the works which have operated so
powerfully on us,

If students tend to like and profit from some romantic poetry
at age twenty (say, the Lucy poems) and to dislike others (“The
Recluse”?), would it not be sensible to select from the literatures of
the world high quality poetry students like? There is no conceivable
reason why we must force unpalatable works down the throats of
students, when other works, equally great, ean be found to be richly
satisfying. As Freud urged and Norman O. Brown reminds s, the
reader “must be suffering from the same repressions which the creative
artist has overcome by finding a way of expressing the repressed un-
conscious.” The student must read what he needs, not what we need.
And he suffers no loss if he reads, say, Goethe instead of Johnson,
Heine as well as Wordsworth, Lope de Vega instead of Dekker. If
breadth of vision is a human asset, such substitutions could only be
intellectual gains. | | :

Personally, I am not in favor of introducing a few extra “world
literature” courses into the English curriculum, These added courses
would retain the aura of electives in a sea of requirements; they would
scem somchow less valid or necessary or acceptable than the Eaglish
courses. The student would still be an “English major.” I am seeking
a way to revolutionize our own professional self-view. The Depart-
ment of Literature should be catholic and urbane, human and ereative.
Let us leave specialization to the technologists and enconrage the
techologists to spend some of their time generalizing with us,

Knowing about literature is a far cry from having the literary
experience, as Northrop Frye—himself our worst offender—has told
us. Qur pedagogic aim should be to provide intellectual and emotional
pleasure. And as we begin to succeed with our new educational policy,
the “product” of that process will have to be substantially different
from the man presently called “humanist”—different, that is, from
s,
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What T am calling for is a department which encourages self-
respecting dilettantism, along with specialization where technology
is called for. I am suspicious of a Department of Literature which
has two linguistics specialists and no poets, graduate students
concentrating on modern grammars or the history of literary
eriticism, but none writing novels: in short, a department which errs
on the side of scientism, forming an Intellectual bulwark against the
heart. “At the beginning of each new term,” writes Harvard pro-
fessor G. S, Rousseau, “I tell my undergraduate students not to
expect miracles or prophecies; I am not Cassandra: [ tell them that
I am basically a pedant, and that they should expect no more than
intelligent footnotes on the literary works they are reading, That
the tenor of my mind is far closer to the scientist’s than to that of
certain incomprehensible and irrational critics of literature, ., . That
I wish the commadity I sell could be consumed with greater ease. . . .
All this T tell my students, but with the knowledge that somehow,
somewhere, some aspect of the communication itself is barren,”

To be sure, scholarship should find a home in our Department
of Literature. But this depressing passage by Professor Rousseau helps
us to forget—as if we need help today—that litezature, like life, has
produced miracles and prophecies, as well as pendantry and scientism,
I, for one, am glad to hear that Harvard students choke on Profes-
sor Rousseau’s “commodity,”’ I do not know who the incompre-
hensible and irrational critics may be (Norman Brown? Fiedler?
Rahv?), but I dv know that William Blake is incomprehensible, irra- -
tional, and brilliant and needs to be saved from the dissecting hands
of the orderly and the ordinary, that the study of literature needs

Harvard students—bright, inquisitive, restive—are to be trusted
when they feel despair at a pedagogy that confuses the meaningless
phrase “literature and life™ with the potent one “Jife in literature.”
Int=lligent footnotes may be found in well-edited editions, The class-

If we are to retain such courses as the history of the language,
the history of criticism, linguistics, and other data-oriented studies,
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let us at leat shift our central emphasis where it belongs. I wish to
see the reader’s sensibility (not Baugh's, Bates’, or Gleason's) at the
Center of our ljterature program. We should be deepening a young
man's personal sense of life's ambiguities and mysteries, All the other
fields deal with certainties and facts. I do not think we succeed when
we tell him about the rise of neoclassicism, Aristotelianism, or
Phencmes—unless he asks, But as long as the university organizes
itself on the “department” principle, let us encourage our students
Who want to equip themselves for specialized expertise to take history

Courses in the History Department, criticism (aesthetics) in the

Philosophy Department, modern grammar in the Linguistics Depart-
Ment, For until we can rid undergraduate school of the sick frag-
Mentation of human studies into departments, our concern should be
with the creative process itself as exemplified by authors and readers.
If our student wants to devote himself to footnotes, let him become
an grchivist, Literature is for a different sort of person or for the
Same person in a different mood.

One further piece of negative advice, Let us stop competing with
other departments for prestige. “A little more Eros and less strife”
i what Notman O. Brown recommends for the intellectual life, If
We must compete, let us at least be strong enough to compete on our
OWn terms, not those set by other disciplines, We should know by
fow that we cannot look respectable by imitating scholars whose
scientific and technological fields demand rigid specialization. A
Psychologist or anthropologist has a profession, 2 particular job to do.
But we teachers of literature expend more effort on the task of be-
®ming “professionals” and scholars than on that of addressing our-
selves to the real, pressing problems, Witness our major journals with
their ynreadable articles, fixed formats, and technical abstracts.

Qur job js to broadeast the value of literature in its own terms,
Failure to do so may be a commentary on the world, on literature, or
on -y, Perhaps the diurnal spinning of the world is carrying us to 2
time when poetry, novels, and plays will no longer produce pleasurable
SXberiences in the minds of a race which has moved beyond the impact
of the printed word. Perhaps literature js playing itself out—becom
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ing no longer potent enough to sustain interest in an age of space
travel, brain surgery, psychedelia, and moral revolution. There is the
sad possibility that teachers of literature—you and I—are anachron-
isms, catching momentary glimpses of the writing as it begins to
appear on the wall, Would this help to explain the desperate attempt
of our profession to imizzie those who are Time’s darling, the scientists
and technologists? I have not written this paragraph in order to
negate it at the end with a humanistic flourish, It may say the truth,
I hope it daes not.

I would still like to think that my personal reaction to literature
miirrors the reaction and experiences of other readers and the potential
If it does, then the failure of literature teachers to help students dis-
cover the art's riches is the more distressing. For then it means that
our profession, in its mad scramble for prestige and grants, has sold
itelf.

I hope this is not the case. One of my senior colleagues is con
vinced that the views expressed here represent a lack of respect for our
“discipline.” But he misses the point completely, We need not be
ashamed of conveying a heritage of pleasure in a world largely de-
voted to the acquisitive work ethic. Let us keep alive the nerve ends
as well as the mind. A few times a weck our engincering students and
home economists and perhaps even the English major may yet thriil
to the overpowering feeling that the heart is a lonely hunter, Their
other classes can teach them how things are ‘made and the value
of utilitarian procedures: it is our job to let them sense, through
thought and intuition, mysticism and logic, the personal value of the
experiences of Werther, Isabel Archer, and Swann. And to do this

with scientists on their terms. A perfect edition of American authors

is meaningless if no one is around to read the literature,

The direction in which college literature departments go can
be changed through positive thinking, as well as negative. I hope
this whole book, especially chapters 3 and 4, will be viewed 2s a posi-
tive approach to some of the pedagogic problems which confront us.
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I dn not wish to bela‘bar‘ the idcis I have suggested Earlfer The direc-
mcnditmn fm' more rewardmg teachgreatudent rcl:’mnns.

As a corollary to my negative suggestion that we should play
down our emphasis on history, criticism, and ]liiglli'itlcfi I feel that
we should make more conscious use of the connection between litera-
ture and the other finz arts, Long before T became a pedagogical lotus-
eater, [ felt that literature had more in common with painting, music,
sculpture, and dance than with history, philosophy, and mathematics,
at least as they arc presently taught, Actually, T have always wanted
-to sec literature taught in the Division of Fine Arts, But whether our
- dean s in Fine Atts or the Humanitics, it is time we recognized the
close affinities between, literature and the other arts |

As a first step, we should reintroduce creative writing into our
departments, Jencks and Riesman in The deademic Revolution urge
such a change even for graduate students, I do not mean that we
should add one. more writing course to the two we already have,
Nor am I suppesting a separate (and usually inferior) writing wing
of the anartment of theratum The notion I wish to advance is
that creative wrltmg should-be a large, significant part of every
literature major's pursuits, We should not grade ereative writing (or
anything else, for that matter), but we should expect it as part of a

* literature major's commitment to and faith in the artistic process,

- Our goal is not to produce novelists and r.:cu:ts, but if we want our
~ students to understand the genius that goes into creating a novel ot
a poem, what better way to encourage this appreciation than by
allowing our students, without fear of grades as punishinent, to try ’
*their hands at the work jtself?”
Certainly there should be separate wntmg workshaps t'mght by
- posts, shortsstory writers, and playwrights, These courses should be -
~ central "ridt peripher"ll in ‘thE afi'cxin’gs gf thE'Dme tmént Df th(;fﬂ-

in scpnrate ones set asxde fcu creatmty T'ur EY«‘II’!’]DIL, ina lync paetry
eotsé students should bc cncnuraped to write their own poems: &
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practice as richly rewarding as an analytic paper on the imagery of
H, D, and much more difficult. T do not deny that a sensitive,
scholarly essay on Browning or Wordsworth may enrich a student’s
sense of the particular values of these poets, but T would urge that
the writing of a dramatic monologue or five or six short lyrics on
one theme is at least as potently educative, The writing of a lyric
would enhance ones experience with poetry, as the writing of satires
would bring home the difficult achievements of Pope and Swift.
Maybe we teachers, so often out of contact with the wellsprings of
imagination, should also try our hand at poetry from time to time.
Just as the reading of literature should be coordinated with the
writing of literature, we should encourage an active engagement on
the part of our students in the other arts, If we have students in
terested in. Pope, Swift, and Jnhnsnn our classical literature courst
could be integrated with the study of Hogarth, Reynolds, and other
praphic artists and with the music of the period. Team-teaching in
the Division of Fine Arts could produce an exciting multi-media,
full-culture approach to-the eighteenth century or any other period.
T am not suggesting that we need necessarily stay with “period”
courses at all, but if we continue to view the * permd" 2 one possible
perspective on the study of literature, we have many more imaginative
options than have traditionally been taken advantage of,
Cross-reference among the arts is almost inexhaustible. Some
tcaéher's are curréntly investigftting th(: rich véfn 6f papuhr pﬁetry

stood tha artlstry of what is 5tlll_callcd "fclk_” music, The studgnts

do not know everything, but what they do know they can teach us,

Imagine the joy- involved in-a mixed faculty-and-student-group en-

_deavor to set up creative lcarnmg environments «nd methnds, making
use of language, color, music, and shape. Think, also, of how much

the average teacher of lltcraturc could experience and learn through

such activities,
Jencks and Riesnidii poliit the iway to 4 related reform, They
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speak of the pﬂssxhlc values of introducing, inta isolated, discrete de-
partments, professors whose training has been in other areas. For ex-
ample, a medical faculty may profit from introducing sociologists who
could study the effects on society of certain medical practices and
advances or the effect of group responsc to particular drugs, placebos,
ete. A sociology department could conceivably benefit from hiring a
hi'smﬁan m‘ L rxnﬁﬁcil %cicnti;'t whn 'wmlld mcftr COUTSes in their

eal of polltl_cal Issues to matters SGLlQnglCﬂL I would Tike to see a
literature teacher in the Psychology Department. The possibilities
are endless, But as Jencks and Riesman point out, virtually no aca-
demic fields are taking advantage of the expertise develaped in other
Areas.

Why not l(.ad the way in our Department of Literature? Most
central to our concerns would be the work of psychologists and sociolo-
gists, The department could have on its permanent staff a psycholoist
and sociologist (and perhaps an educationist) whose interests lic in

. the area of the impact of art on the mind of a-man and on saciety,
_Certainly there.are professional psychology and sociology teachers
available who would entertain the idea of a split appointment—half
in their own disciplines, half in literature, ‘

Students of literature are currently wearing us out with scem-
ingly unanswerable questions about the “relevance” of literature,
Our nineteenth-century answers are less and less satisfactory. Why
“not h'IVE A psychalngist tL"’lEh a course in our departnwht dmling with
reads?‘ What spccml powers over thr; mmd‘ dut:s lltmturc have?
When do such pawers fail to operate? Can reading indeed alter one's
“personality” ? What can be known about the creative process? About
genius? About madness? ' |

From a sociologist we could hope to leam something about the
real social values of literature, Where has literature as a pastime come
from where is it now ; where is it poing ? As future teachers of litera-
ture, out studznts may wish tﬂ kndw frﬂm saeiﬁlagy 1nd cducatimml
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i reveﬂed abﬁut 1\';13*5 to 5"1tisf'\* the intellectml nucds of undcrgr‘ﬁd

Educatmn? Unde:r what circumstances can very largc gmup% bc exs
pected to “learn”? What has been learned about the teaching process
itself? About the “teacher”? About the “student”? What is the
direction being sought by innovative teaching methods?

Would 2 sociologist or psychologist have his Titerature students

read literature for their specialized classes? Wherever relevant, yes.

But presumably these specialists—scientists—would be devoting them-
selves to providing our students with the sorts of studics from their
own specialties which could serve the interests of readers of literature,
especially future teachers, Not everyone need be a trained psychologist,
but directed reading of specialized studics can be richly rewarding and
pleasurable. At present an “English major” who wants to know some-
thing about psychology must take the often stultifying prercquisite
courses dealing with perception, reaction formation, and the like. Why
not let him learn much of this formal data by inference in a course
focusing on' concerns of vital importance to him 43 a person who has
committed himself to the study of literature?

Students are always embarrassing teachers with questmns about

the value of studying literature, There is perennial misgiving that -

the study of literature “serves no purpose.” Recently a talented his-
torian and successful teacher told me that he left the English depart-
ment when he was an undergraduate major because he found that
literature had nothing to do with life, Such complaints are by no
means restricted to the weaker intellects. Indeed, often the livelicst
intellects are the ones most perplexed by the seemingly sterile accum-
lation of titles, “meanings,” and significances, It is not enough to
answer these queries with flabby talk about the best that has been

thought and said, If the value of literature is personal, a psychological -

perspective could help to elucidate the meaning of the human rewards;
to-the degree that literature is community property, a sociological

approach could be useful, Students have a right to-information about
literature’s dynamic place in the human comedy as a whole, If they
o itot iave this iiglit of if theté afe nio huiianly satisfyliig Ariswers,
- then it really fs time to'throw in the sponge, -
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teach theu‘ bESt Elnsses when thay have | _Just read the xmvcl or poems
for the first time or when they have forgotten their notes and have
to work extemporaneously. And yet the great majority of teachers
fail to draw from these paradoxes the obvious conclusions: namely,
that they are better instructors (not better scholars, of course) when
the literature is fresh, when they are sharing with the students initial
impressions rather than imparting seasoned information, when the
expert gives way to or at least shares the lectern with the enthusiast,
Ideally, I would like to see professors of literature condemned to
teach new courses every term. This is not so difficult when a teacher
dtncs not ff:cl EGmpEHEL to draw up cxfpert rmtcs ar to come to EDII-
is un:attamable, I would chuua; tci havc; thc prgtessc_r pursuing in cl_'l_ss
the answer to a question about the familiar literature which he has
no idea at first how to answer, In other words, let the Renaissance
teacher use his standard-syllabus, but let each term’s work be designed
to answer one question or set of questions, never asked before, about
the poems and plays. Dr in a non-directed atmosphere let the students
pose and attempt: to 'mswer their own queztmns Such an endeavor
would give vitality and organic slnpc to the study. Students can be
expected ta want to I'l:ll’tlElp'ltL‘ 25 jllme partn«:_rs in real investiga-
tions, Then they will discover their own.“gaps” and may feel the
urge in.time to fill them. I maintain that where no such urge exists,
Zap- ﬂllmg i5a mcamngltss ntual

phasis wxll bc put on ““coverage.” Every year the 1lstmgs shnuld be
changed to reflect the current interests of the professors and the re-
quests of the student bndy All courses should be electives, None
should be gr'lded Entnﬂs in the cahlng shnuld be pexsonal :md evoca-

tiver

Spring 1970,. Professor Jones, Course: Terror Literature, ‘The list
of readings will be made up of three groups of gothic works: (1)
some traditional classics; such as The Castle 9! Qtrm':ip, Tht:
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works which I have set aside to read for the first time—Hawkes'
The C-'mmf[ial selected wnrks by Dincscn C)’(Zonﬁar, Cipatcz, etc.;

projects to bc deczded by claas.
ot

Winter 1970, Professor Mandel, Course: Autobiography, The
course will focus on the single question: What has autobiography
lost of gained s an art by moving closer and closer to fictional
narrative! We will concentrate on some of the most recent auto-
biographies, comparing them with classic works as the instructor’s
growing acquaintance with the new ones suggests comparisons
and contrasts. Course contract involves one paper: the question
for this study will re-pose the question which has been at thc
heart of the course mVEEtlg"ltan '

The catalog, the readings, the classtoom procedures all should
move to provide a unified experience for the learner: an unpressured
confrontation with human experiences as portrayed by literature, If
our courses must be “introductions” and “exposures,” let them intro-
‘duce and expose life styles, sensibilities, ideas, and emotions which
can serve to quicken the reader’s own life tempo,

Finally, I should like to urge the Department of Literature to

put aside prejudices against teacher Educatinu"and to face up to
reality, Teachers are what a great number of our students become,
Many of them who will teach in universities, colleges, junior colleges,
community colleges, and prep schools do not take any courses in the
Department of Education, And those that do too often find them-
sclv;:s engulftd ina m*ll:c-wark prngﬂm wlmh StlﬂtS curmsxty m’l

an edumtmmat a psychﬁlngﬁt zmd perhaps a graduate assistant. Such |
& course could, at least, unsettle the received pedagogic opinions of
- out students and generate some fresh-thoughts on the subject,
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All of these suggestions are, of course, debatable. They are all
based, however, on the assumption that our educational program
should be designed for those who want to learn. I do not think that
a program should be designed to prevent lazy or dishonest students
from slipping through. Let them go if they will. We are not police-
men, and a student who muffs his chances for an education is no
criminal, If our system of education is flextble enough, perhaps we
can be of service later to these relatively few students who presently
feel no temptation to join friends and faculty members in their
comman pur':.mt ' | '

mstxtutg'_' f_rcceswmgmg fl;;ublllty_m an atmnsphm nf perpctu_al ox-
perimentation, Ideas which work I should advocate saving, Weaker
experiments should be abandoned unhesitatingly. The goal would be
to interest 100 percent of the student body in the experience of read-
mg lxterature C)nr:s chief mcthnd wnuld bx, thc constant reﬁnmg of
'mcdlate, revnlutmnary recvaluatxan Nn more “auld we szttle fnr
“getting to a few” cach term, Such a view does more than a little
to deptive large numbers of people of one of the most rewarding
human activities,

The teacher should become as aware of his methods and tools as
the scholar is aware of his, What we need is more self-scrutiny, more
cealistic self-cvaluation among teachers, The teacher of literature
should recognize that certain time-honored approaches to literature
(as well as. many personally satisfying ‘techniques for understand-
ing a play or novel) simply do not work with students from third-
rate high schools; illiterate. families, and a tradition which expects
answers rather than questions from teachers, Our departments should
- encourage an open-door policy whereby teachers and students could
visit other classes, Colleagues should learn to invite and tolerate
criticlsm concerning their teaching methods, Faculty discussion groups
shuulc_l gathen not cmly to he:u papers on schnhrly mqtters, but to
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short, peaple who say they arc concerned about education should be
constantly on the alert to learn something new about it.

My suggestions move toward creating a department of modest
learners. The reading and teaching of literature does not call for
experts and settled opinions. In the spirit of inquiry (try teaching a

course in Noh drama or current absurdist off-off-Broadway plays),
students and instructors can learn together, each bringing to bear his
own experiences, perceptions, and perspectives, St. John's has for
years worked on the principle of teacher participation in the learning
process, A professor miay be called upon to teach literature, basic
French, astronomy, and mathematics. Other schools, such as Goddard-
College, have also worked innovatively for many years with very
great success. The best sociology or anthropology departments arc
50 exciting today because their sense of accomplishment is accom-
-~ panied by modesty before yet-to-be-discovered truths,

Literature teachers and readers of all ages are themselves:
untapped oceans: huge reservoirs of subtle feelings and responses. A
great novel can tap that power; a free, spontancous, intelligent dis-
cussion can harness it. If we teachers of literature open ourselves to
ereativity as we encourage it in others, if we can capture and share
our old love of Anna Karenina and Stephen Dedalus a5 we allow
ourselves to meet a host of characters still waiting in the wings, if
- we can see that Erikson, Langer, Marcuse, and Brown may be as
relevant to our concerns as Frye, Summers, and Crane—then we may
find teaching literature an experience almost as pleasurable, subtle,
and vital as reading it.
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T‘he fellmvfng handful of beeke reprcscnte the baeic reading Iist nf a

.
P,

ing uf thereture The bneks come fmm various T c]de but I behwe
the sympathctm reader will understand their relevance to the issues
raised in these essays. The list in no way attempts to be compre-
hensive; it is, rather, suggestive and even occasionally inspirational,

L, Suggested Readings in the Learning Process:

New Yerk Gressmen Pubhshexs, Inc 1969
~ The Psychoanalysis. of Fire, tr, by A, C. Ross,
Boston: Beacon Press, 1964, |
Berteruei, Bruno. The Empty Fortress, New York: The
Free Press, 1967,
Brown, Norman Q. Life against Death: The Psychoanalytical
Meaning of stfery New Y'mk Randm’n Heuse, Im:.,'
9%, = A
;5':7 Enkson, Erik, Childhood and Socicty, rev. ed, New York:.
W. W. Norton & Company, Inc,, 1964
* Fueup, Siemunp, Civilization and Its Dt.rcmxteui.r, tr, by James
Strachey, New York: W, W. Norton & Company, Inc,
1962,

Psyclmpathelegy of f eerydny Life, ed. by Jamee

‘ Selected Blbllography




Strackey, tr. by Alan Tyson, New York: W, W, Norton
& Company, Inc,, 1966

Fricorngere, kpoan. The Fanishing. Adolescent, Boston: Em
con Press, 1939, - '

| Fromn, Erct. The Art of Loving: An Trzqm:y into the Nﬂ

tire a/ Love, New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, 1936.
T smps fram Freedom, New York: Holt, Rinehart

' ﬂlmz far Hlmsflf ¢ dn Inquiry into the Psychology
af Ethics. New York:' Holt, Rinchart and Winston, Inc,,
1947, |

Givorr, Hait G, Between Parent and Child, New York: The
Macwillan Company, 1965,

Green, HanvaH, | Never Promised You a Rose Garden, New
York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, Inc, 1964,

‘Laing, Roxatb D, The Politics of EAﬂEriE?ll‘E’ New York:

Paitheon Books, Inc., 1967,

- Mastow, Araian, Motivation and Pf:,s‘mmllty New ank

Harper & Row, Publishers, 1954,

. Toward a P:ytlmlagy of Being, 2nd ed, New York:

Van Nostrand Reinhold Company, 1968,

- May, Rotio. Man’s Seareh for Himself. New York: W, W,
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Norton & Company, Inc,, 1953,
MEab, Georer, Mind, Self, and Society: From the Smndpmni :
of « Sovial Behaviorist, ed. by Charles W Morris, Chicago:
Universfty of Chicago Press, 1934, '
— Tlts Phllamp/zy af the *ht Ed by Charles W.
Tlte Plulamphy af the Pmmt L"lSaHe, Ill Open
Cr;mrt Publishing Company, 1932,
Moore, OmaR Knavyas, and ALaN Anprrson. "Some Prin-
ciples for the Design of Clarifying Educational Environ-
~ ments,” in Handbook of Socialization Theory and Research,
ed, by David Goslin, Skokie, T11,t Rand McNally & Co,,
- 1969,




RetcH, WiLHELM, Character Analysis, 3rd ed. New York:
Tarrar, Straus & Giroux, Inc,, 1949,

Rocers, Carv, Client-Centered Therapy. Boston: Hﬂughtﬂn
leﬂm Company, 1951, '

. The Freedom to Lemrz Calumbus: Ch'ules E. Mer-
" 1ill Publishing Company, 1969.

. On Becoming a Person. Boston: Houghton Mifflin .
Cummny, 1961,

Van pex Berg, J. The Changing Nature of Man, tr. by H. T,
Croes. New York: W. W, Norton & Company, Inc,, 1961.

Suggested Readings in the Schools: Where They Have Been,
Where They Are, Where They Are Going:

Astron-WarnEr, Sywvia, Teacher. New York: Simon &
Schuster, Inc, 1963,

- Axitrop, JoserH. “New Patterns in Undergraduate Educa-

tion,” in New Dimensions in Higher Education; ed, by K.
G. Collier, London: Lﬂngmans Green & Company, Ltd.,
1968,

BeLi, Danizr, f“ls Rffarmmg nf ("eneml Education: The
Columbia College Experience in lis National Setting, New
York: Columbia University Press, 1966, _

Bruner, Jerome. The Process of Education. Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1960,

Commirrse oN THE Stupent IN HicHer Epucatton, Tle
Student in Higher Education. New Haven: The Hazen
Foundation, 1968,

Crary, RyLan. Humamsuzy the. Schaal New York: Randam
House, Inc,, 1969, '
CreMIN, LAWRENCE, The Trarsformation of the School: Pro-
gressivism,, in American Education, New Yﬂrk Random

House, Tiic., 1961,

DinnisoN, GEDRGE. ‘e Lives of Children, Nr;:w York R'm-

dom House, Im: 1969,
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V;kmg Press, Inc, 1966,

Hovsrook, Daviv. English for the Rejected: Training Literacy
in Lower Streams of the Secondary School. New York:
Cambridge University Press, 1064, |

Hovr, Joun, How Children Fail, New York: Pitman Publish-
ing Corp,, 1964.-

. How Children Lear n New York: Pitman Pubhshmg

Corp,, 1967.

- Jincks, CHuistoruEr, and D.wm RIESMAN The Academic

Revolution, Garden City, New York: Daub leday & Com-
pany, Inc,, 1968,

Kanmer, Loms “The' Scandal of therary Sclmlarshm,” in lee
Dissenting Academy, ed, by Theodore Roszak, New York:
Random House, Inc., 1968.

. Karz, JosgrH, and others No Time for Youth: Growth and

Constraint in College Students, San Francisco: Jossey-Bass
Inc,, Publishers, 1968,

vKl“QISTDN Kenwern, The Uncommitted: dlienated Youthin

.e*fnmrzcmz Society, New York: Harcaurt Brace & Warld,
Inc,, 1963,

Ko, HERHERT The Open Classroom, New ank Randnm
Hnuse TIne,, 1970,

=== Thirtysix Children. New Ycrk The New Amena'

can Library, Inc, 1967,
KozoL, JonaTHAN. Dsgtlz at at Early Age; The Destruction
of the Hearts and Minds of Negro Childven in the Boston”
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Public Schools. Boston: Houghton Miffiin Company, 1967.

LEONARD, GEORGE.. Education and Ez:stﬂsy New York: Dela-
corte Press, 1968,

MarsHALL, SvBIL, An Experiment in Ldu:nimn New York:
Cambridge University Press, 1963, |

MicHAEL, Dowatn. The Next Generation. New York: Ran-
dom House, Inc., 1965,

Nzt A, S Summerhill: 4 Radical Aptroach to Child Rear-
ing. New York: Hart Publishing Company, Inc., 1960,
PostmAN, N1, and CHARLES WEINGARTNER, Teaching a5 a
Subversive Activity, New York: Dell Publishing Company,
Ine, 1969 :

ScuwaB, JoserH. College Curriculum and Student Protest,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1969,

* ‘TavLOR, Haroup, Students without Teachers, New York: Me-
Graw-Hill Book Company, 1969,

WenER, Juria, My Country School Diary. Ncw York: Harpr;r
& Row, Publishers, 1946, :
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Many of these books are available paperbound,
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