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SENATE SHOULD REJECT NOMINATION OF SHELDON 
HACKNEY, CITIZENS UNITED CHAIRMAN SAYS

FOR INFORMATION, CONTACT:
LeaBladon: (703) 352-4788

The former president of Tulane University has tried to assure the public of his 
commitment to free speech, but Brown says his record indicates otherwise. “We urge the 
Senate ... to reject the nominee as unfit for this important post.”

WASHINGTON, D.C. -- Floyd Brown, Chairman of Citizens United, a 150,000-member 
citizens’ organization, today held a press conference to urge the U.S. Senate to reject the 
nomination of Sheldon Hackney to head the National Endowment for the Humanities 
(NEH). Brown cited Mr. Hackney’s championship of “political correctness” over the free 
speech rights of his students, as well as the fact that Hackney was found guilty of misusing 
federal research money as president of the University of Pennsylvania.

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
June 25, 1993

Brown appeared with Eden Jacobwitz and Gregory Pavlik, students at Penn who 
experienced the oppresssion of Hackney's anti-free speech codes first hand.. “Hackney 
staunchly defended the free speech rights of Louis Farrakhan, a guest speaker on his 
campus, who delivered speeches filled with racial hatred,” Brown said. “But when 
Jacobwitz called a group of noisy students outside his window ‘water buffaloes,’ Hackney 
couldn’t have cared less about his right to free speech.”

“The mission of the anti-free speech codes at the University of Pennsylvania under 
Hackney's direction has been to harass and intimidate any student or instructor who dares 
question the liberal orthodoxy Hackney advocates,” Brown said.

“In addition, Hackney has shown that he cannot be trusted to handle government 
money in an ethical or legal fashion, as he would be required to do in his new position at 
NEH,” Brown continued. Brown cited a 1989 Congressional probe into the use of federal 
research grants by institutions of higher learning which showed that Hackney had charged 
numerous questionable expenses to the government as “research money.” “Hackney now 
stands poised to inherit a $160 million budget at NEH to promote his left-wing agenda.”
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Statement to the Press From: 
Gregory P. Pavlik

101 S. 39th St., Apt B 301
Philadelphia, PA 19140 

(215) 243 0605

My name is Greg Pavlik, and I am a Senior at the University of 
Pennsylvania. I am giving this statement to reveal to the American 
public some information that I consider vital with regard to 
President Clinton's nominee to head the National Endowment for the 
Humanities, Sheldon Hackney. Dr. Hackney's confirmation hearings 
begin this morning, where he will be questioned by the Senate 
Committee on Labor and Human Resources. The following events 
occurred during the Spring 1993 semester at the University of 
Pennsylvania; at the time these incidents occurred, Sheldon Hackney 
was president of the university. He has been president for the last 
twelve years, and is the principle architect of the current university 
administration and system.

Last semester, I was selected as an editorial columnist for the 
Daily Pennsylvanian, an independent student newspaper. In the 
course of the semester, I wrote a column that was considered 
controversial due to its questioning of the university's handling of 
racial matters. Before the column was even published, one 
prominent member of the Hackney administration had threatened my 

Jife if I chose to run the column. The colunin appeared in the paper, 
and six days after its appearance, I was informed that I was under 
investigation for 31 charges of racial harassment based solely on 
the content of my writing. At this time.^Sheldon Hackney- was fully 
aware of what was happening. This was not only a chilling attack on 
free’speech, for it clearly merits the description of intellectual 
fascism. The action taken by the Hackney administration was also in 
violation of the written policies of the University. The Hackney 
administration has a signed agreement with the newspaper that 
strictly prohibits such an investigation from being initiated, as well 
as a policy protecting "freedom to voice criticism of existing 
policies and values," called the Open Expression Guidelines. In their 
zeal to suppress opinions with which they disagreed, Hackney's 
minions violated not only my fundamental right to free speech, but 
also their own policies.

I was informed that if I went to a session (what I call a "hate 
session”) with the 31 angry students that disagreed with my 
opinions, the charges would be dropped. I declined, and it was not 
until a prominent faculty member intervened personally that I was
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Sheldon Hackney once defended open expression when tax 
payers were being forced to fund graphic homosexual photographs. 
Yet when a test of his mettle arises, when he is presented with 
opinion with which he disagrees, he opts for the side of suppression. 
A candidate for the National Endowment for the Humanities must be 
fair and even handed, willing to work with a true diversity of 
opinions and peoples. From my personal experience, I can only 
conclude that Sheldon Hackney is exceedingly unqualified by these 
standards. The issue of freedom and free speech should be 
paramount to all Americans. I urge the Senate Committee to reject 
the nominee, and I urge the public to let their elected 
representatives know that they will not stand for heavy-handed 
authoritarian actions that pervert the vital freedoms which we, as 
Americans, are blessed.

informed that the charges were not going to be acted upon. I labored 
under the weight of these charges for a month before I received 
written notice that I was not going to be prosecuted in the 
University system. During that time, it was requested by the 
Hackney administration that I participate in a multicultural 
sensitivity seminar. I declined the offer to be reeducated in a 
scenario similar to that of George Orwell's 1984.

Then nearly all 14.200 copies of the Daily Pennsylvanian, on 
the day my last column nf the semester ran, were stolen by a faction 
of campus radicals. This tactic of blatantly suppressing a free
press may seem reminiscent of Nazi brownshirts, but, in fact, it 
simply paralleled the previous action of the Hackney administration
in attempting to stifle differing opinions. Predictably, Sheldon 
Hackney refused to condemn the theft. Instead, he lamented that a 
conflict between "open expression and diversity" existed. As the 
only traditionalist of 14 columnists, I remain curious as to what 
this conflict was. JJLis obvious that, in Hackney's mind, "diversity" 
stands for one thing: regimented conformity to his leftist world 
view. All other opinionJs_faiL_game for overt suppression.
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Mr. Jacobowitz:

My name is Eden Jacobowitz, and I am a Freshman at the University of Pennsylvania. I 

especially on college campuses.

My story like so many others at Penn reflect the University's and Mr. Hackney's tendency 

to restrict free speech whenever the voice is not speaking correctly in their view. That is - 

politically correct in their view. As you probably already know on Wednesday, January 13,1 

shouted "Shut up you water buffalo!" at a group of sorority women who were stomping their feet, 

shouting and screaming outside my dormitory window at approximately 11:30 p.m. I later learned 

that because of this truly innocent response to disruptive noise, racial harassment charges had been 

filed against me. I was in complete shock that anyone had taken my words racially, and I made it 

clear to the university's judicial officers and to Dr. Hackney that the race of the women was of total 

indifference to me. I explained that as an Israeli-born orthodox Jew raised on Hebrew, the term 

"water buffalo" derived from the Hebrew word "behemah" which translates literally into "water 

am here this morning to tell my story and explain to the American people why I believe Sheldon 

Hackney's nomination should receive very close scrutiny by the U.S. Senate. First of all, I'd like to 

say that as an eighteen year old, I voted for the first time this year. I cast my ballot for Bill Clinton, 

believing, like many others that he was a new Democrat and would bring real change to America. 

I voted for Bill Clinton to help protect freedom of speech and expression in our country and 

oxen" and simply means "foolish person" in Hebrew slang. I do not understnad how a university 

which prides itself on diversity, did not accept my culture.

I worked within the University Judicial System and presented the testimony of many 

witnesses who had heard what I shouted and agreed that the words had absolutely no racial 

meaning. I even presented testimony from professors at the university who are experts in African 

American culture and linguistics, stating that the term was not a racial slur. But it soon became 

Statement by Eden Jacobowitz, 
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shouted.

me.

obvious to me that all the evidence in the world could not help me. It did not matter that "water 

buffalo" had absolutely no racial meaning because the university had chosen me as a scape-goat 

for those who shouted the truly racist words that night - words that I did not even know had been 

The University of Pennsylvania's Judicial Officers also committed many violations of then- 

policies and procedures at my expense. As outlined in my testimony, at different points in the 

absurd proceedings the University employed a double standard, placed a gag order on me, 

prohibited one of my witnesses from testifying, and attempted to create a hearing on a date in 

which none of my witnesses could be present. My advisor notified President Hackney of every 

severe violation that had been committed by University Judicial Officials, yet, he did not find just 

cause for intervention even though it was obvious that I was being tried by a kangaroo court.

As stated in my Senate testimony, on May 28, after the charges were dropped by the 

complainants, (not the University) President Hackney sent a disturbing letter to everyone who had 

written to him. In his letter, President Hackney tried to convey that many people "do not share the 

It took four and a half months, or 131 days for the charges to be dropped and Dr. Hackney 

knew the facts of this case for 130 of those painfully difficult days. I met with him on January 15, 

where I told him everything that had transpired up to that point. I told him everything that I had 

said, and also informed him that on the night of the incident the complainants came to my 

dormitory room and shouted, "You white boy! We are going to get you expelled from school!"

But neither President Hackney, nor his campus thought police found it strange that I was 

under investigation for racial harassment. I did not file counter charges, because I believe in the 

complainants' rights to freedom of speech, even, indeed especially, when they were angry and 

annoyed. Since January 13, all I wanted to do was to meet with the complainants and explain to 

them that I had absolutely no racial intentions, and apologize for shouting something that was at 

worst, a little rude. But neither the University's Judicial officers nor Dr. Hackney put any real 

effort into creating this type of friendly and constructive meeting between the complainants and 



same sense of crisis and calumny that has been so much in the news." This message is grossly 

Judicial Officers.

apathetic University President, my future was almost ruined.

Thank you.

serious racial tensions on campus, which should definitely concern President Hackney, an innocent 

freshman had an entire semester ruined by unjust charges. The Judicial Officers attempted to ruin 

my future by creating a judicial record for me and adding notations to my transcript. These 

damaging and very serious charges hung over my head from January to late May and created 

extraordinarily painful circumstances. The abuses of a grossly imperfect judicial system and the 

unjust suffering of a student should certainly concern a university president.

President Hackney has continuously asked to allow "the process to run its course." But I 

gave the process over four months, far more time than necessary, to realize that "water buffalo" 

was not a racial epithet. This process has taken away something irreplaceable - a semester of my 

freshman year. I was supposed to learn how to deal with college students this year, not college

inaccurate. Many noble individuals, primarily alumni, have written me letters expressing great 

concern, and many have felt compelled to withhold donations from the university. Most students, 

black and white, including those who organized a free speech rally at the university in early May, 

have been disgusted by the university's mishandling of the situation.

It is abominable that President Hackney does not share this sense of crisis. Because of 

Finally, I would like to make it clear that the real issue here is not racial harassment. The 

real issue is freedom of speech. I established my innocence from the beginning. The reason this 

case was able to drag on so long is because the university has a speech code limiting the 

Constitutional rights of students. By the standards of that speech code, I should have been found 

innocent. But because it was in the hands of incompetent and cruel judicial officers and an 
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SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT

January 14, 1993
The next morning at approximately 10:15 AM Detective 

Forsythe of the University Police knocked on my door and asked 
me to come with him for questioning at campus police 
headquarters. I skipped class, and went with him, telling him 
the entire story. I also asked him whether I would be able 
to speak with the women to tell them that I had meant nothing 
offensive when I shouted "water buffalo." He told me this might 
be a possibility later. But I thought the quickest solution 
to any "problem" would be to allow me to speak with the 
complainants. Later that day, I was shown a police list 
containing all the words the complainants claim that they heard 
from all the many windows. Nothing on that list matched what 
I actually had said. I thought that in a rational judicial system 
that if I proved I never said anything on that list, and 
explained that I never meant anything racial, the charges would 
be dropped. But this system, which President Sheldon Hackney 
promulgated and defended, was anything but fair and rational.

January 15, 1993
On January 15, I approached President Hackney after an 

informal question and answer session he was holding at the Hillel 
Organization, where I take my kosher meals, and I told him my 
entire story. I told him everything I had said, and everything 
the complainants said, and that now I was under investigation

January 13, 1993
On Wednesday night, January 13, between eleven P.M. and 

midnight, members of the Delta Sigma Theta sorority were 
assembled outside my window stomping their feet, shouting, 
screaming and singing. In response to the unusually loud noise 
while I was trying to study and my roommate was trying to sleep, 
I waited twenty minutes and shouted "shut up!" The noise did 
not cease so I shouted "Shut up you water buffalo," and since 
the women sang about "looking for a party," I said "If you're 
looking for a party there is a zoo a mile from here." This 
is all I shouted.
The women, who later brought charges against me, entered the 
building and were directed to my room by 3 women on my floor 
who heard what I had shouted and who testified that it was not 
racial. I was not in my room at the time, but the complainants 
still proceeded to shout at my roommate "You white boy! You 
white boy! We are going to get you thrown out of school!" 

On the same night, the complainants brought their racial 
harassment charges and the police immediately began an 
investigation in the dormitory. I was visiting the room of 
the women who heard me shout out the window when there was a 
knock on their door. The police had arrived to ask questions. 
They police did not approach me, so I walked up to them, knowing 
I had not done anything wrong, and volunteered my information 
to them. I told them what I shouted, but I certainly did not 
think they were there to investigate my actions.
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January 19, 1993
On January 191 received a letter from Robin Read notifying 

me that a complaint had been filed against me. It also indicated 
that I would have to schedule a meeting with Robin Read 
immediately.

521 Jorgen Street

for racial harassment. I asked him for help because I had been 
told by a professor that cases labeled "racial harassment" by 
the University tend to become big cases proceeding longer than 
usual, only because of that label. He had the opportunity at 
this early stage in the process to obtain the information about 
the case and to make sure justice was carried out quickly. 
But he never offered assistance, even when the judicial system 
had failed and the process had been violated. When the University 
newspaper interviewed President Hackney they asked him "Couldn't 
you... encourage them to settle [the case] and throw it out, 
way back when- when you heard about it?" And he responded "But 
I don’t even remember now when I heard about it. I don't normally 
get involved." I could not believe that he did not remember 
that I approached him on January 15 and poured my heart out 
to him about how alarmed I was about this incident.

Racism was the furthest thing from my mind when I shouted 
out the window. When Robin Read shockingly asked me if my 
thoughts were racist when I shouted, I made that point completely 
clear. Yet she still proceeded with these absurd charges and 
allowed them to remain for over four months. This is an 
extraordinarily long time to decide whether a word like "water 
buffalo" is racial. For an Israeli-born orthodox Jew raised 
on Hebrew, using the word "behemah," which means "water oxen" 
literally and "foolish person" in slang, is certainly not a 
racist act. In addition animal references, commonly used when 
people are making noise at a University, should certainly not

January 26, 1993
At approximately 9 AM I met with Robin Read with my first 

advisor. Dr. Francine Walker, Director of the Office Student 
Life at the University, at my side. At this meeting I made 
it clear to Robin Read that I had absolutely no racial intentions 
when I shouted "water buffalo." I also repeatedly explained 
that water buffalo was simply a reference to the noise, and 
I asked once again to meet with the complainants. Both Robin 
Read and my first advisor, her colleague in the Division of 
University Life, insisted that this meeting would not be a good 
idea. But I strongly disagreed. I feel that if I had been 
allowed to speak with the complainants from the beginning, this 
case would not have lasted longer than a few days. But with 
the reluctance of the judicial officer to set up this meeting 
along with President Hackney's reluctance to intervene, all 
communication and "exchange of ideas" was obstructed. President 
Hackney, in a letter he has sent responding to the issue refers 
to "the supportive community we seek to create at Penn." But 
how can we have a "community" where one student is not permitted 
to talk to his accusers in a peaceful, friendly setting?
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From
January 26-March 22

January 26-March 22 the investigation by Robin Read 
continued. It was a period during which we had several meetings. 
I felt that she had certainly collected enough information to 
vindicate me. I asked on numerous occasions to meet with the 
complainants to apologize for my unpleasant words and to tell 
them that the only reason I shouted was because they made 
extremely loud noise. But after I asked for a meeting numerous 
times the judicial office finally presented the idea to the 
complainants and they rejected it.

March 10-26
During this period I met with Robin Read twice. In the 

first meeting she notified me that she decided that I had 
violated the Racial Harassment policy based on her incorrect 
assumption that "water buffaloes are dark primitive animals 
that live in Africa." She also told me that it did not matter 
what I meant when I shouted out the window and that all that 
mattered was how the women interpreted what I said. This also 
should have been grounds for President Hackney s intervention 
because it was completely contradictory to the judicial policy 
that states that the words have to be intended by the speaker 
"only" to "inflict direct injury" in order for them to be 
classified as racial harassment. She then proposed a completely 
unfair settlement which I could agree to instead of a hearing. 
If I agreed to (1) apologize for racial harassment (2) conduct 
a racial sensitivity seminar in my building (3) allow myself 
to be placed on dorm probation where any violation of dormitory 
rules would lead to eviction and (4) Allow the judicial office 
to create a judicial record for me that would be shown to certain 
graduate schools- then this case would have ended in March. 
A week later at the second meeting Robin Read notified me that 
because of President Hackney's call for tough racial harassment 
policy she decided to add another provision to my settlement:(5) 
I would have a temporary notation on my transcript (till the 
beginning of my junior year) stating "violation of racial 
harassment code and code of general conduct."

I asked her "How can you do this? Does this mean that you re 
allowing political pressures to dictate how you handle an 
individual case with individual facts? How can you treat my 
case like a general symbol of harassment when you would be 
ruining my individual life?" And she simply responded that 
when devising a settlement she has to keep in mind the needs 
of the University and what the complainants feel is a fair

521 Jorgen Street Lawrence N.Y. 11559

be labeled racist. Indeed, one of the most famous animal 
references, "Animal house," is the title of a movie about noisy, 
predominately white fraternity boys, and was certainly not 
considered racist. At Penn the dormitory most commonly called 
a "zoo" is a noisy and predominately white dorm. Knowing all 
this, President Hackney should have intervened, or at the least, 
should have demanded that the judicial office speed the trial 
up and make a final decision by a certain date, not to prolong 
my ordeal.



page 4 of 7

Eden Jacobowitz

521 Jorgen Street Lawrence N.Y. 11559

punishment.

My advisor called President Hackney's office to notify 
him about these major violations of procedure and to request 
that the charges against me be dropped because of the many

President Hackney also did not conclude that this 
was grounds for ending the proceedings against me.

finals week which began on April 28. 
finals in the midst of this ordeal, 
pulled out from any hearing.

March 26-April 22
After several futile attempts to negotiate with Robin Readz 

I of course rejected the settlement. Come what may, I was 
completely innocent of any racial intent. I also found a new 
advisor. Dr. Alan Charles Kors, a history professor at the 
University, whose name I had seen in the school newspaper. 
The article I read referred to him as a "champion of freedom 
of speech." Dr. Kors, correctly described by that article, 
began to question experts in African culture and linguistics 
about the meaning and connotations of the term "water buffalo." 
He found several professors who were willing to testify that 
the term was not a racial slur, and several willing to testify 
to its' meaning in my native Hebrew. He presented Robin Read 
with the testimony of these witnesses and asked her if she would 
investigate this new evidence and consider dropping the charges. 
She agreed to investigate this new evidence, but after 
approximately a week and a half, with our trial rapidly 
approaching. Dr. Kors spoke to two of the professors and found 
that Robin Read had never even called them to investigate their 
expert opinions on the term.

When the April 26 hearing was in the process of being 
scheduled my advisor called the judicial administrator. Dr. 
John Brobeck, and notified him that he had an academic conference 
in San Diego during that week. Dr. Kors asked what possible 
hearing dates could be proposed and Dr. Brobeck said "April
26 is the only possible date." Dr. Brobeck made it clear that 
even if Dr. Kors could not make it the trial would go on. But 
on April 23 the original hearing date (April 26) was postponed 
because the complainants’ advisor left them telling them they 
had no case and advising them to drop the charges. I was amazed 
at the double standard employed by the University in this case. 
The University would not postpone the case if my advisor could 
not make it, but readily postponed it when the complainants 
lost their advisor. This occurred even though there were charges 
hanging over my head for an entire semester, and even though 
the complainants, who had made disruptive noise and who had 
used the term "white boy" an obvious racial epithet, were not 
even subjected to an investigation. I did not file counter­
charges, because I happen to believe in their freedom of speech, 
even, indeed especially, when they were angry and annoyed. 
My advisor and I were fully prepared for a hearing on April
26. We had 20 witnesses students, faculty, and staff, fully 
prepared to testify for me on that date. By withdrawing from 
the case, the complainants forced the case to be pushed passed

I had to postpone two
It was they, not I, who
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May 3, 1993

May 1 4
On May 14, the hearing for the dismissal of charges took 

place. At this hearing Dr. Kors and I were allowed to speak 
for only a fraction of the time allotted to the complainant's 
side. We were also warned by the tribunal consisting of three 
faculty members, one graduate student and one undergraduate 
all chosen by the judicial office, that we were not to speak 
about the case to the press anymore. They had placed a "gag 
order" on my advisor and me. Within hours we held a press 
conference at the offices of the ACLU with my lawyers present

521 Jorgen Street

procedural irregularities. Dr. Kors spoke to Steven Steinberg 
from the President's Office who explained the details of the 
case to the President. But Dr. Hackney responded that there 
was no cause for intervention even though he was now well 
informed about everything that had transpired.

On May 3, I was notified that a new hearing was to be 
scheduled for May 14. Along with many University administrators, 
the president has always claimed that the Judiciary was 
completely independent. At one point we had received the word 
of the judicial administrator that this hearing on May 14 would 
only be a discussion of the dismissal of charges without any 
witnesses. He decided that it should not be a full hearing 
because our original hearing that was scheduled for April 26, 
when we had 20 witnesses prepared to testify on my behalf was, 
in the words of a top University official- "wrongly postponed," 
and now my witnesses were dispersed. But on the night of May
12, at 10:30 PM, only 33 hours before the scheduled hearing. 
University officials forced the judicial administrator to go 
back on his word making him change the meeting to a full hearing. 
Now 33 hours before the new hearing date, with all our witnesses 
whom we had been told not to bring, gone on summer break- We 
were instructed to "do [our] best." This was a blatant 
interference with the so-called independent judiciary, and my 
right to due process. The University only agreed to honor its 
word after The American Civil Liberties Union of Pennsylvania 
and Sonia and Arnold Silverstein, my pro-bono lawyers, threatened 
to go to court and seek an injunction against this kangaroo 
hearing.

Soon after. Dr. Kors and I were notified that the 
University's lawyers would not allow one of my main witnesses, 
my first advisor. Dr. Fran Walker, to testify about a critical 
settlement hearing in Robin Read's office- the evidence of which 
clearly would have established my innocence, and which Dr. Walker 
had twice confirmed by telephone to Dr. Kors. All these severe 
violations of due process did not appear to concern the judicial 
office, the University's administrators, or President Hackney. 
I truly believe that if I did not expose this incident to the 
public the scape-goating would have continued and the judicial 
system would have ruined my future without anyone knowing about 
it.
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May 24
On May 24 the University published the findings of the 

tribunal of the May 14 hearing. The University decided to 
proceed with the case in the fall. But in a surprise press 
conference the complainants decided to drop the charges because 
they felt that they could not get a fair trial within the 
University's corrupt judicial system.
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as well, notifying the public about this gag order. Later that 
evening we received a call from University officials claiming 
that there never really was a gag order and notifying us that 
this gag order was lifted.

May 28
On May 28 President Hackney began sending a disturbing 

letter to everyone who had written to him. He claims that there 
have been many inaccuracies and distortions in the press. I 
would like to make it clear that I have always been completely 
honest with the press, presenting the evidence as accurately 
as I could. I believe that he and his politically correct 
counterparts did not care that a student was unjustly accused 
of racial harassment.

In his letter President Hackney has tried to convey the 
impression that many people "do not share the same sense of 
crisis and calumny that has been so much in the news." First 
of all, this message is false. Many noble individuals, primarily 
alumni, have written me letters expressing great concern, and 
many have felt compelled to withhold donations from the 
University. Most students, black and white, including those 
who organized a free speech rally at the University in early 
May, have been disgusted by the University's mishandling of 
this situation. Second of all, it is abominable that President 
Hackney does not share this sense of crisis. Because of serious 
racial tensions on campus which should definitely concern 
President Hackney, an innocent freshman had an entire semester 
ruined by unjust charges. Robin Read attempted to ruin my future 
by creating a judicial record for me and adding notations to 
my transcript. These damaging and very serious charges hung 
over my head from January till late May and created 
extraordinarily painful circumstances. The abuses of a grossly 
imperfect judicial system and the unjust suffering of a student 
should certainly concern a University President.

President Hackney has also provided false information 
regarding the policies and procedures, by referring to the press 
reports as "one-sided media coverage that our current charter 
permitted." The current charter clearly allowed the complainants 
to respond the moment that I stepped forward, and at their press 
conference the complainants finally exercised that right. The 
President of a University should accurately present the judicial 
policies when writing to such a large group of concerned 
individuals.

President Hackney has continuously asked to allow "the 
process to run its course." But I gave the process over four 
months, far more time than necessary, to realize that water
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buffalo is not a racial epithet. This process has taken away 
something irreplaceable- a semester of my freshman year. I 
was supposed to learn how to deal with college students this
year, not college judicial officers.

Finally I would like to make it clear that the real issue 
here is not racial harassment. The real issue is Freedom of 
Speech. I established my innocence from the beginning. The 
only reason this case was able to drag on so long is because 
the University has a speech code limiting the constitutional 
rights of students. By the standards of that speech code I 
should have been found innocent, but because it was in the hands 
of incompetent and cruel judicial officers my future was almost 
ruined.



Comments for the Senate:

Gregory ' OM S'k^ri

I must say frankly, and from the start, that I am unequivocally 
opposed to the conformation of the nominee Sheldon Hackney. I have 
witnessed the repression that occurs at the University of 
Pennsylvania both from a distance and also first hand. Under the 
administration that Hackney has personally crafted over the last 
twelve years, the community of the University of Pennsylvania Is 
quite literally one that is subject to a reign of what can only be 
described as intellectual fascism. Individuals at Penn are 
systematically subject to threats and harrassment under the 
auspices of ’•tolerance? While proclaiming the munificence of 
"diversity", the minions of Sheldon Hackney have made it their 
business to actively silence voices with which, for whatever reason, 
they disagree. Sheldon Hackney has by no means been in the dark 
with regards to what has happened at the university. In fact, he has 
been the principle architect of what the University of Pennsylvania 
has become.

My first encounter with the tactics of the Hackney 
administration occurred in February 1993. I am a editorial writer 
for the Daily Pennsylvanian, an newspaper that is wholly 
independent from the school. I was doing investigative work for a 
column that was scheduled to run the next day. I contacted a 
prominent member of the Hackney administration to confirm details 
for my coming essay, which dealt with the issue of racial double 
standards at Penn. At the end of the conversation, I was told that if 
the information I brought up appeared in the paper, "you're dead." The 
column was subsequently published, and seven days later I was 
awakened at my home by a phone call from Catherine Schifter, the 
acting Judicial Inquiry Officer for the University of Pennsylvania. 
Ms. Schifter informed me that there were 31 charges of racial 
harrassment filed against me based solely on the fact that I had 
written unpopular opinion, and that I was under investigation by the 
university. I asked Ms. Schifter why, and her only retort was, "you 
need to ask?" Then came one of the most Orwellian statements that 
I have ever heard. Ms. Schifter intimated to me that if I were to sit 
down in a session with the 31 students that had taken offense to my 
column and open a dialogue, the charges might be dropped. The 
thought of participating in a "hate session" to be accused of 
harboring incorrect thoughts and to be vilified by 31 angry students 
In order to be granted absolution for disagreeing with them is 
perhaps one of the most blatant and chilling attempts to stifle free 
speech and a free press that I have ever heard of. The alternative
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was to face a court system that could have rendered a decision of 
expulsion. According to his own administration in future 
conversations, Sheldon Hackney was fully aware of what was 
happening from the start.

This is not only a case of zealots trying to suppress free 
expression at the university, it was also a violation of the policies 
of the University of Pennsylvania. The university has a signed 
agreement with the paper that stipulates that no students will be 
prosecuted by the judicial system based on the content of their 
writing. This was willfully violated by the Hackney administration, 
with Hackney's knowledge. The University of Pennsylvania also has a 
policy called the Open Expression Guidelines which state that, "The 
freedom to voice criticism of existing practices and values are 
fundamental rights that must be upheld and practiced by the 
University In a free society." This too had to be willfully violated by 
the Hackney administration.

After the intervention of a prominent faculty member, I was 
told that the charges were going to be dropped, although it was a 
month before I was notified in writing that the investigation was 
going to be ended. In the meantime, I was then invited to a 
“multicultural" sensitivity seminar, where I would presumably 
confess my sins. Carrying a full engineering load and coping with 
the onslaught of the Hackney administration has been one of the 
least pleasant experiences of my life.

The next experience I had with the Hackney administration 
occurred when a contingent of campus radicals seized and disposed 
of nearly all 14,200 copies of the Daily Pennsylvanian, on the day 
that my last column of the semester ran. Of course one would 
expect condemnation of tactics that are so reminiscent of those 
used by Nazi brownshirts. Sheldon Hackney, however, was only bold 
enough to say that there existed a "conflict between open expression 
and diversity." He did not condemn the theft! I also am not sure why 
my opinions are not considered to be a part of that vaunted 
diversity, as I am the only conservative writer on the paper. The 
other thirteen columnists were decidedly oriented to the left. Once 
again, and this time in person, the message of Hackney's regime was 
simple: If we disagree, you do not have the right to speak or think 
freely.

The nominee has sent out letters to those concerned saying 
that people do not know the whole story. This is correct. If people 
understood the gravity and depth of the intimidation and atmosphere 
of oppression that has been created, the whole story of what 
Hackney's administration has done, there can be no doubt that they
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would have reacted even more strongly than they have. Penn is a 
campus where students look over their shoulders before they speak, 
for fear of being overheard and disciplined. It is also a campus 
where friends whisper while walking from class to class, for fear a 
politically incorrect phrase will cause them to be detained, and 
reprogrammed.

The post of the National Endowment for the Humanities should 
be open to a qualified scholar who will proceed with good judgment 
and fairness. On these counts, based on personal experience, I know 
that Sheldon Hackney is not qualified. The damage he has done to 
me, and to the campus community is immeasurable. Sheldon Hackney 
is ready and willing to play favorites and to dump on those with 
whom he simply disagrees. Our university has no place in a free 
society, and Hackney’s vision which shaped the university must not 
be extended to the country as a whole. Please consider carefully 
your decision, for your choice will not only shape national policy, it 
will help shape the policy of university's across the country.



11094-D Lee Highway 
Suite 200
Fairfax, VA 22030

PHONE (703) 352-4788
FAX (703) 591-2505

FLOYD G. BROWN
Chairman



10002C10:3108-29•93

Ctly Edition  A£

I

1

I

p

' sUuOw Vy siuMau,*’ Univwsifv nf 
Pcnnfivivania prwiUw<H SUeldvu

h

I enjoyttd iU il ^wnl w«H,” *“<1

I

I.'

<

i

I
IHackney

breezes 
through 
hearing
Stiff opposition never 
materialized. Easy 
approval of his NEH 
appointment is expected.

SinWon 
itockney tr>W 
?wnatnrS ho 
had always 
Uv«n a 
deterww of 
Iroc speech.
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ByStovo Goltbwio 
iieqinOKP WA.MHTrir.T6N M’HRaU 

WAMiiNUiWl — Telling a Senate 
panel that hr had hnrn a victim nt

iiaelmcy yesterday rejected charges j I 
th.it h,- hw .otrHtiecd tree Speech On ) 1| 
the uhul 01 politic"! rntTW-ttlMS | m 

T'm UQl jiwl a caidbuiuJ figure," I 
Hftckltoy Mid. ’I've ti'ent my caiw‘ i •’ 
detending free SpCOCli"

By their rnmments, tne members cf 
the lebor 1
“ad HuuaU Re- 
tt'.urcee Cummit- I 
tec appeared 10 | 
agri?*?, and li^r.k* 
ney is vxvwlwd u> I 
win easy approval I 
hy the panel when 
it votes cm bit 
nuntlnalioa to ’ 
head the NaHooal I 
Inrinwinenl tor 
(lie Hdiaanities ; 
next waek. probe- j 
biy Wednesday. I 

At the same . Ii 
time, Hackney ad- : 
milted iluritix Ibv I 11 
bettring that no j I 
dirt not Meqnate- i II 
ly defend free- I I'l 
dom of expression r 
rn an infamous ' 

campi't incident involving the set- ■ 
xure of u studulil newspaper I

lluckncy also saW be ">•* th.irfllit 
that t'olIvKC xpcacli ctales uiifolued | 
py pinilslimont from » judicial tv- I 
view board were "countarproduc- ' 
live.’ and trial he would rcccntmend 
SU<h pfiXcHnrcj* be .Kcmpp^d

Rvliaf was wilt lai h'-- <•“ the face cf 
tltc 59 year-old llackiiev us hv ac­
cepted congratulations from raiaitv 
and Irietirls nllttr the threohour 
hem iuh-

I enjoyed it; it went well," said | 
Hackney, “l didn't mink 1 was going i 
Id enjoy H.

■‘1 win rrttlly InlM-nslwl tn how 
piubiun tiie Hbestiulis wete — which 
I preferred, because ii nave uie a I 
chance io respond in some detail 

t^e HACKNEY on Ah
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Opposition never materializes?
Hackney sails through hearing

ney wld I late*
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drop hit rmtrU» uiamisr. when C 
■v»id that HacknDy’s nominatioti 

tary of We i»u«a ttun Dig wife, Ijir.y 
Judkiia; Darr, overcame, her e«il, deftate, that’e good," Hackney said 

■'Hot 1 resent Cillwly Oelng victim-

scll.
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Incident nrr.iirrcd.
AlthntigL lie wanted the Judicial 

procees: (o lake lie course—tnlorven- 
lien by ilini "wntild huvn thrown ihc 
university into tiujuuil," he us'd
l Mu-krey refiiei wd Wat tt dragged or 
so ivua. Charges against .inrobowiu 
were dropped hy the couplainatiUi In 
May

What else had He learned? 
''Though. I benavn civility i*

ireeddEL, ’ cauTinni-.rt Sen. Daniel R. 
Coatn (It. ind), peiLapu Hackney's 
strt-nest Inteiiuculor.

Hackney also asserted that m heed 
of tbc grant-malting MEH he would 
be carrlitl in spending taxpayers’ 
dollars on controversial Bcndomir 
wlKilarshlp.

So tOHnirtxhle was Hackney's m«

women partying outside Lis dormi­
tory Window

Then cauie the contlscaiion oi the 
full press run of tbc Daily Pmnsylva. 
Elan by Millie, hl.-u-k studenu who 
were angered Ly iljuc published com- 
meulaiy uf etudoni OOltimnist (treg- 
orv Pavlik.

Both JacnhowiU and Pavlik were 
in Washiugtuii yesterday to purtici. 
pain in a news conference nrgnnized 
by Ciiircha United a cuuseivailve 
lonhylng group that oppoeco the 
llnrknoy Humiliation.

JacolKiwidi, while highly CTitiraJ of 
Pwnn's ludlctal praeeav — “campus

Two events produced that pom 
FUst, lhe celebrated "water hpf. 
ralv" cmc. involving fmlinian 
Eden Jamhnwitz’s application of 
that term to some noisy block 
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mougn I beneve civility i» ex- | >" 
tretnely important uu eampus. 1 be- ; 10 
lievn it is a mistake to try to cninrre C" 
that wiili punishment meted nut io «

deni.
Nolmg Hackney’s uuireach Work 

with the yfeat Philadelphia commu- 
nitv. Hatch Said. "Anri the Uulvuisitya 
of I'enntylvania isn't in tbc elite 
section uf PUIladolphW. is it?" 

’’Ils an urban garden sir," Hack­
noy ouid.

■'ll l was e uuivwsitv prcgldcnt. I 
Bright feel (he same way ynii did " 
Hatch said.

"It'C cosy to criticize. And I'm not 
trying tn giveyuu an essvrlnic hcrci ■ 
will the suuatcr. triggering Imighko 
in the hearing room

anxiety ana did not feel the need to 
employ u pair nf eejiicps niven to 
her hy a friend oulfldo the hoormg 
ronin. r

One said. "I might get mad ■’ The 
other, 1 might get even."

After his iuUuduciiun by two 
I’ehnxylyenla Democrdto. Sen. Harris 
Wutlurd and Rep. Thnmitt M Fof;. 
liwta, Hockney was tested piiuiarlly 
by L'lMts and bis uuimwvatlvc Rcpub- 
Ikiin ‘-utUauue. Orrib G. I letch of 
blah

Tbc renii presided, whose rcotg- 
natinn is effec-iivu Thursday. Mid H 
bad tiwmi a "long end very painful 
spring" for the iinivrrsity aud him-

siudent advcraonal jimress," Hack- I t"' 
*  » J 1 J k ■ — A- _ I !

"I think a speech cods With judl- . ’’J 
r.ial punishment Is counterprnclnr- ! ,li' 
tivu,"

Only once dirt Hackney appear to 
when Coats 

 __ _____ I... ......i was 
important in serving tn air the issue 
of political correcluess, 

"If I can bu of some service tn lhe 
uuliou In Glltnuialing an impurlant 
rtf'hfltr orWaal 11 llsu'Vnasr roisj
—.  -------- Jillwly bclDf victim-14’

ixed Dy slander by Slogan "
Hatch. While: contehding (W the 

real victim ol jailitica) oik ruclnoec 
was ooniKwative thought, an- 
nounenrt that Lu would support 
llackuey's iiomlnaaon and oppenrrrl 
tu Mujvy foticlbg with the Pen u piesi-

MACKNjy trom Al 
about what I have dune imd what I 
hrileva iu.”

PerUatB the scnaiur: wet- groggy 
from the debate on President Cliu- 
tob's budget that bad uuded In tbc 
wee huius yesterday, but the antiru 
palud firatlght Oh pnllbcal cnrrevl- 
new Old not materialize.

Instead, theie was i mild skir­
mish over how Isaacs of diversity 
cwuld be accoratnorinfert witLiu 
frac expressinn in a university set 
ting.

"There *ie uu vlciorlcfi for divers!, 
iy dial can bo bought with n loss of

, thought police ” in Lis words — said 
he wnnid leavu Hie Issue Of Hock­
ney’s confirmation for the Senate to 
decide.

PlViilr opynseri the uuuiinatlon 
outright.

“I ibiuk that HOcltncy has sbowu 
bias and wilt Carry it ovei to NEH." 
i'avlik Mid. “He bat a tendency to 
kowtow Lo tbc Ion."

Under nucmionitig hy Coats, Hack­
ney said he got involved iu the Pav 
lik rase by telliua a Judicial Inquiry 
offkei that It wag 'ahaurd m rhe 
extreme" to charge the student with 
racial barusaiusnt for i-vpressiuK his 
opinions in lhe newspaper.

Thw chaiHix were ultimately 
witLdiawu.

As for the scittiire nf the papois, 
Hockr.cy conmied that Lu state 
merit that two values, diversity and 
opou expression, "seem tn hr in coo- 
met." was nnlncmnately upvu to mW 
tnthrnri't.'tiuii.

"If J could rewrite It. I would . 
remove the oninigitity,'’ Hackney 
said. "1 would have Likad to say It 
mom strongly, iliat free expression 
is the pai atnount value."

In the Jacobowtts: rami. Thukncy 
said be did nni rrcnU beiu^ atked by 
the stiidcnl to iuiervene on hta be­
half ou Jan, ij, twa days'altar the



Richard Cohen I

Sheldon Hackney’s

I Dangerous Balance

i

an insurmountable hurdle to his nomi­
nation. A longtime civil rights advo-

them as their teacher. He is an odd 
choice for a post whose title contains 

sive to many whites at the time—were the word "humanities.” In fact, he is
censored. Freedom of the press is not the wrong choice.

one’s feelings were hurt.
What matters is truth or, at mini­

mum, the attempt to get at it. This is 
what a university is all about. After all, 
opposition to affirmative action is hard-

Gregory Pavlik is not my cup of tea. 
The 21-year-old former columnist for 
the University of Pennsylvania’s stu­
dent newspaper is a mighty conserva­
tive young man. He thinks Martin Lu­
ther King is unworthy of a 
commemorative holiday and does not 
like affirmative action one bit, especial­
ly as it has been applied at Penn. Some

of a frank exchange of ideas. But in a 
letter to the Philadelphia Inquirer, 202 
black students and faculty members 
expressed only one concern: Their 
feelings were hurt, and they did not 
feel welcome on campus

Hackney’s tour de force in other- 
handedness, coupled with some other 
genuflections in the direction of politi­
cal correctness (his passive acceptance 
of speech codes, for instance) has made 
him the target of conservatives. This 
leaves me perplexed: How did conser­
vatives become the sole guardians of 
our First Amendment rights and intel­
lectual inquiry in general?

The answer is this: Too many liber­
als, steeped in a knowledge of racial 
injustice and its consequences, have 
crossed the line from empathy with the 
plight of minorities to a sympathy for 
whatever they do. I understand what 
the black students are saying, but my 
empathy with their wounded feelings 
does not extend to sympathy for their 
actions. The kind of “pain” Hackney 
mentioned is not life-threatening and is 
subjective. As any newspaper reader 
knows, pain—along with the comics— 
is part of the package.

Sheldon Hackney is a virtuous man,

a protection afforded the press; it’s a 
protection afforded the people.

The black students seemed not to 
appreciate that point. Fine. They are 
young, and angry and have little histor­
ical perspective. That’s where the uni­
versity steps in. It is a custodian of our 
culture. Its role is to instruct, to show 

  that a bad idea is rebutted by a better 
; who have'read' h'im regularly say he’s one—not by what amounts to violence, 

an acolyte of Pat Buchanan—one of F „ ...

ment—a constitutional right, not a
“value”—nor a vociferous condemna­
tion of what amounted to a fascistic  
suit. The balance that Hackney at- during the McCarthy period and Wa-
tempted—he twice referred to the tergate, the ones they fought for when
"pain” felt by the black students—is a the government abused its power dur- 
bogus one. It’s immaterial that some- ing the Vietnam era or, to be almost 

quaint, when it censored books and 
movies, are still part of our ideological 
creed.

Hackney’s refusal to vigorously con­
demn the seizure of the paper and to 

ly limited to white racists. Arthur Ashe punish the offending students creates 
was similarly disposed. As for the suit­
ability of Martin Luther King as a
national hero, I happen to disagree cate, he meant well, but by being so 
with Pavlik—but so what? The offend- solicitous to the black students, he 
ed black students ought to ask them- patronized them as people and failed 
selves what would have happened if
King's speeches and writings—offen-

7— L—1  f Bruised egos are often the collateral
• those guys who punctuates his writing damage, as the Pentagon might put it, 

with a sneer.
Pavlik is about to become famous.

He figures in the controversial nomina­
tion of former Penn president Sheldon
Hackney to be chairman of the Nation­
al Endowment for the Humanities.

- Pavlik's columns so infuriated many of
Penn’s black students that in April they
seized the entire press run of the Daily
Pennsylvanian and trashed all 14,200
copies of it. In letters and statements,
the black students explained why—
their feelings had been hurt.

Hackney understood. He condemned
the seizure of the newspaper but com­
miserated with the black students.
“Two important university values now
stand in conflict,” he said in a state­
ment released after the papers were
trashed. One was freedom of the press,
and the other was Penn’s attempt to
make minority students feel “comfort­
able.” Penn must uphold “freedom of
expression as the supreme common
value,” Hackney wrote, but it must also
become "a diverse and welcoming com­
munity.” With that, he took no action
against the students who had seized
the newspaper.

The statement falls only a tad short , 
" of the outright supine. It is hardly a th~ personification of a cliche: both a

ringing defense of the Furst Amend- gentleman and a scholar. But his nomi-
■ * nation to a prestigious federal post

presents liberals with the opportunity 
to assert that the values they held dear
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Hackney has 
weathered 
controversy as 
Penn's 
ptemdent.
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“I think your statement could have 
been a little less mushy," said Sen. Onia
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told members of the Senate Labor and must say, I resent bitterly being victim- 
Human Resources committee consider- ized by slander by slogan....
ing his nomination.

“I think I can assure you that, if I am “lam not just a cardboard figure. I am 
the chairman of the NEH, I will be doing someone who has spent a career defend- 
the same thing there.”

The humanities endow­
ment distributes less than
$200-million annually in grants
for academic researchers. But
its choices “set the tone" for

WASHINGTON — Saj ig the debate American liberal arts scholar-
was inportant but that he c 1 not deserve ship.
to be at its center. Univers y of Pennsyl- Republican Bill Bennett

President Sheldon H *ney on Fri- made the chairman’s position a

. ■■

• . •' -.»r

ing free speech, and I would do 
the same at the NEH."

As Hackney spoke, a mem­
ber of the conservative Chris­
tian Coalition, wearing a button 
with the letters P.C. in a 
slashed circle, took notes with­
out looking up. Two rows 
away, a young man in a suit and 
embroidered yarmulke paid 
close attention.

His skullcap read “Eden,” 
for Eden Jacobowitz, the Penn 
student who shouted “water 
buffalo!” at a group of noisy 
black students below his dormi­

tory window. The words — his transla­
tion of a Hebrew term for rude people — 
got him hauled before a disciplinary board 
for violating Penn's speech code.

Hackney testified that the code aims 
to preserve “civility" on campus so that 

| students can engage in the wide-open

■ Sheldon Hackney I as been at 
the center of the deh iteon 
political correctness But he 
says his actions have centered 
only on defending fre s speech.

. •, * •.

.A. .

' • *. *

Hackney told a Senai committee
.esists'

’ - both the left nd right and perception that leading U.S. 
,_IMJ ___M ~~ *1 uL «

I E fowment for political correctness, or rigid liberal doc-
the Humanities. trine.

‘T have spent my caree making sure “If 1 can be of service to the nation by 
_ I was centered eveu thoug I was being- stnnuiatmg an important debate, that’s a

Hackney told a Senai committee have cast Hackney’s nomina- 
tbat be has made a cares of resisting tion as a referendum on their 
orthodoxy of both the left nd right and perception that leading U.S. 
•kt he would do the same i confirmed as colteges such as Penn enforce

■

mistake in his other major controvasy. 

14,000 copies of the campus newspaper 
because they felt one nf itKrnkiami^a ha* 
shown disrespect, Hackney responded 

I with a statement that "two important 
university values, diversity and open ex­
pression, seem to be in conflict”

His law school faculty Mid Hackney

Hatch, R-Utah.
No vote was taken Friday. But~ 

saying be was impressed 
responses, predicted approval fay 
the coonittae and the full Seaafe

, i prosecution of Jacobowitz — which Hack-

-.•j-

- ■

j debates a university must foster. But the

ney said he would have tried to head off 
had he known of it early enough — led 
Hackney to believe speech codes should 
not be enforced by judicial comamttees 
such as the one he approved in 1988.

The nominee also acknowledged a

When a group of black students trashed

the Humanities.
“I have spent my caree making sure

buffeted by pressures. I th : that’s what good thing,” Hackney said, of the subject 
a university do .** Hackney that dominated Friday's hearing. “But I

’ 'T
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immediately reject the country, would get t**J*JJ*’* forMuslims.
aid Miro basic, a segment of Boom, and Croatians Meaowtlijet lhe parliament in

Belgrade elected a new Yunodav 
president to replace Dobrica 
Cosic, who was ousted June J. He 

 was replaced by Zoran Liiic, an
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Speaking of Free Speech
• • •

NEH Nominee Hackney Calms the Conservatives
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By Jacqueline Trescott
Washington Post Staff Water

In his first public Washington appear- 
ance.Sheldon Hackney, the administra­
tion’s nominee to lead the National Endow­
ment for the Humanities, told a Senate 
panel yesterday that he had been personal­
ly maligned in discussions that followed 
two controversial events at the University 
of Pennsylvania. But he added that he 
wished he had used "stronger words" in 
stating his own position on the issue of 
freedom of speech.

“I resent bitterly being victimized by 
slander by slogan,” said Hackney. For the 
past 12 years Hackney has been president 
of Penn, an Ivy League campus in Philadel­
phia that since January has been a mirror 

of the national debate on freedom of ex­
pression. The incidents on campus made 
national news and gave conservative 
groups ammunition to oppose Hackney’s 
nomination.

“I’m not just a cardboard figure. I am 
someone who’s spent a career defending 
free speech and will do that at the NEH as 
well,” he said.

The three-hour session in front of the 
Senate Labor and Human Resources Com­
mittee was marked by gracious introduc­
tions and friendly and firm questioning. 
Most aggressive in questioning his actions 
at Penn were Orrin Hatch (R-Utah) and 
Dan Coats (R-Ind.). But by the end of their 
lively exchange. Hatch announced he 
backed the nomination, giving hope to

See HEARING, B3, Coll

tri.
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NEH Nominee
Questioned
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BY RAY LUSTIG—THE WASHINGTON POST

nomination to be NEH chairman.

making tough decisions and being willing to risk

university without walls, through its research.

At the time Hackney said the investigation Hackney was widely quoted after the incident 
tad to run its course, and both conservative and as s-‘.ying that “two important university values,

/ Weak response.

*tae the case is going forward. I don’t think that cation of newspapers is wrong,” he

J. if" s.

A

MJ

(

■J
■<
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Hackney, the conservative politician said he was 
sympathetic to the dilemmas college presidents 
face. He added, however, that he thought some 
of Hackney’s prior statements were “mushy.”

'1 just don't want to see you maligned either 
just because you may have made some mistakes, 
if that is what they were,” said Hatch, who along 
with Coats harked back to the defeat of conser­
vative Carol lannone. lannone was a nominee to 
the National Council on the Humanities, the ad­
visory arm to the NEH,before that same panel.

“It is easy to sit back and pick some isolated 
incidents where you are dealing with a tough ac­
ademic community,” said Hatch. “You have rah-

diversity and open expression, seem to be in 
■ t his

the free speech issue created in January when a 
freshman student shouted, “Shut up, you water 
buffalo!” to five African American women out­
side his dormitory who were celebrating their 
sorority’s anniversary? The name-calling by the 
student, Eden Jacobowitz, who had his own 
press conference before the hearing yesterday, 
were investigated by Penn’s judicial system, and

K

______________HEARING, From Bl______________

Hackney’s supporters that the conservative ef­
fort to label the historian “the pope of political
correctness” had run out of steam.

‘1 can see where it will be impossible to reject
you in the Senate, you have such a way with
words,” said Hatch. Afterward, Coats said he
was “continuing to evaluate" the nomination, but
Nancy Kassebaum of Kansas, the committee’s
ranking Republican, said she was firmly on
board. A vote hasn’t been scheduled for the
nomination yet, but yesterday’s events clearly
signaled that the committee would send it on to Sheldon Hacknoy at Senate hearing on his 

the full Senate.
A turning point seemed to be when Hackney

said that he had made some mistakes and that

taeral commentators interpreted that stand as a
— *«>puiK>c. conflict.” Yesterday Hackney repeated that
Yesterday Hackney said: “I just don’t think quote had been taken out of context and-^icraay nacioiey saio: i just non r minx quuic imu ucai umai uul

should interfere with those procedures had gone on to criticize the action. 7/

€1

! 1

------- ^c.

SATLRDAXjtSOLM^iWf

 would be fair nor wise for the university. I would 
the” rampiis j^ciaTp^res’ ivhich is indepen- have used stronger words. I think if you look at
dent of the university president, should be my career from beginning to end, you will find
changed. He said that the university’s speech numerous examples of courage, if courage is
code was “misapplied” in the case of a student making tough decisions and being willing to risk
who yelled what was considered by some a racial the criticism that comes from them.”
epithet. Yesterday’s hearing was one of those stand-

“I hope so,” said Hatch, when Hackney said ing-room-only events with a corridor-long line
the process needed to be revamped. “Something waiting for the Dirksen hearing room to open
has to be done abouUhe outrageous approach to thenr once doors opened, a double line of 
political correctness.” spectators standing along the walls. Some peoplepolitical correctness.” spectators standing along the walls. Some people

Although Hatch kept reading from an editorial (wo to a seat and hardly anyone moved for 
in yesterday’s Wall Street Journal condanning three hours_ including such celebrity friends of

Hackney as columnist Art Buchwald.
In his formal statement, Hackney spoke mov­

ingly about his Southern upbringing, the people 
who had shaped him—including his brother. 
Fain, who was killed in a military plane crash in 
1954, and historian C. Vann Woodward—and 
how 20 years of leadership at three universities 
had qualified him for the NEH post

A native of Birmingham, Ala., Hackney, 59, 
received his undergraduate degree from Van­
derbilt University, served in the Navy and 
earned his advanced degrees from Yale.

Expressing his philosophy of the agency he 
rah professors on both sides of the issues, people hopes to head, Hackney said: “Universities exist 
who are academically unbelievable teaching to create new knowledge and to preserve and 
these kids, and you have a lot of people who communicate knowledge. The NEH, as a sort of 
want the university to do the very best it can.” university without walls, through its research.

So, Hatch asked Hackney, how did you handle education and public programs, is engaged in the 

same effort.”
Yet the discussion from both Democrats and 

 Republicans, led by committee Chairman Ed­
ward Kennedy (D-Mass.), kept coming back to 
the two incidents at Penn. The second event 
that drew national attention was the April confis- 

 cation of the entire press run—14,000 copies—
^t month ^he" women dropped thefr dirges of of Pennsylvanian campus newspaper

racial harassment. ty a grouP black activists.
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Sheldon Hackney’s

Dangerous Balance

an insurmountable hurdle to his nomi­
nation. A longtime civil rights advo-

Hackney’s refusal to vigorously con­
demn the seizure of the paper and to

the word “humanities.” In fact, he is 
the wrong choice.

Gregory Pavlik is not my cup of tea. 
The 21-year-old former columnist for 
the University of Pennsylvania’s stu­
dent newspaper is a mighty conserva­
tive young man. He thinks Martin Lu­
ther King is unworthy of a 
commemorative holiday and does not 
like affirmative action one bit, especial-

of a frank exchange of ideas. But in a 
letter to the Philadelphia Inquirer, 202 
black students and faculty members 
expressed only one concern: Their 
feelings were hurt, and they did not 
feel welcome on campus

Hackney’s tour de force in other- 
handedness, coupled with some other 
genuflections in the direction of politi­
cal correctness (his passive acceptance 
of speech codes, for instance) has made 
him the target of conservatives. This 
leaves me perplexed: How did conser­
vatives become the sole guardians of 
our First Amendment rights and intel­
lectual inquiry in general?

The answer is this: Too many liber­
als, steeped in a knowledge of racial 
injustice and its consequences, have 
crossed the line from empathy with the 
plight of minorities to a sympathy for 
whatever they do. I understand what 
the black students are saying, but my 
empathy with their wounded feelings 
does not extend to sympathy for their 
actions. The kind of “pain” Hackney 
mentioned is not life-threatening and is 
subjective. As any newspaper reader 
knows, pain—along with the comics— 
is part of the package.

Sheldon Hackney is a virtuous man,

one’s feelings were hurt.
What matters is truth or, at mini-

with Pavlik—but so what? The offend­
ed black students ought to ask them­
selves what would have happened if
King’s speeches and writings—offen- choice for a post whose title contains
sive to many whites at the time—were
censored. Freedom of the press is not

an acolyte of Pat Buchanan—one of Bruised egos are often the collateral
• those guys who punctuates his writing damage, as the Pentagon might put it,

with a sneer.
Pavlik is about to become famous.

He figures in the controversial nomina­
tion of former Penn president Sheldon
Hackney to be chairman of the Nation­
al Endowment for the Humanities.
Pavlik’s columns so infuriated many of
Penn’s black students that in April they
seized the entire press run of the Daily
Pennsylvanian and trashed all 14,200
copies of it. In letters and statements,
the black students explained why—
their feelings had been hurt.

Hackney understood. He condemned
the seizure of the newspaper but com­
miserated with the black students.
“Two important university values now
stand in conflict,” he said in a state­
ment released after the papers were
trashed. One was freedom of the press,
and the other was Penn's attempt to
make minority students feel “comfort­
able." Penn must uphold "freedom of
expression as the supreme common
value,” Hackney wrote, but it must also
become “a diverse and welcoming com­
munity.” With that, he took no action
against the students who had seized
the newspaper.

The statement falls only a tad short  
of the outright supine. It « hardly jt the personificat?on'of a cliche: both a 

- ‘ ' gentleman and a scholar. But his nomi­
nation to a prestigious federal post 
presents liberals with the opportunity

ringing defense of the First Amend­
ment—a constitutional right, not a 
’Value"—nor a vociferous condemna-  
tion of what amounted to a fascistic to assert that the values they held dear 
snit. The balance that Hackney at- during the McCarthy period and Wa- 

' J ** tergate, the ones they fought for when
"pain” felt by the black students—is a the government abused its power dur- 
bogus one. It’s immaterial that some- jng the Vietnam era or, to be almost 

 '• quaint, when it censored books and
movies, are still part of our ideological 

mum, the attempt to get at it. This is creed.
what a university is all about. After all,
opposition to affirmative action is hard­
ly limited to white racists. Arthur Ashe punish the offending students creates 

• was similarly disposed. As for the suit-
< ability of Martin Luther King as a

national hero, I happen to disagree cate, he meant well, but by being so 
solicitous to the black students, he 
patronized them as people and failed 
them as their teacher. He is an odd

a protection afforded the press; it’s a 
protection afforded the people.

The black students seemed not to 
appreciate that point. Fine. They are 
young, and angry and have little histor­
ical perspective. That’s where the uni­
versity steps in. It is a custodian of our 

  culture. Its role is to instruct, to show
iy i”it has been applied at Penn.'Some that a bad idea is rebutted by a better 
who have read him regularly say he’s one—not by what amounts to violence,
an acolyte of Pat Buchanan—one of P „ **.'

tempted—he twice referred to the
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HUMANITIES APPOINTMENT

Clinton White House
Greases the Skids
For Next Nominee
Advisers hope early case for Hackney deflects opponents

By Linda Feldmann
Staff writer of The Christian Science Monitor

WASHINGTON 
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Hackney’s opponents raise two key in­
cidents they say place the University of 
Pennsylvania president “out of the main­
stream” and show him to be a maven of 
“political correctness.” One is the univer­
sity’s now-infamous “water buffalo” epi-

S the Clinton administration pushes sode, in which a white student was accused 
for as stress-free a Supreme Court of violating the university’s speech code 
confirmation as possible, the White when he shouted the perceived epithet at 

House is working to redeem itself on an- noisy black women students. He is also 
other appointment: leadership of the Na- accused of reacting weakly when black stu- 
tional Endowment for the Humanities dents confiscated almost all 14,000 copies 
(NEH). of a campus newspaper running a column

In short, Sheldon Hackney’s supporters they found offensive.
don’t want him “Guiniered.” That is, they “There will be opposition” to Hackney’s 
are trying to make the case for Dr. Hack- nomination, acknowledges Howard Paster, 
ney before the opposition has irreparably the White House liaison to Congress. “But 
demonized him and forced the president to struggle is too strong a word.”
pull his name before Senate hearings, as In the aftermath of the Guinier debacle, 
happened with Justice Department nomi- Hackney has been speeding up courtesy 
nee Lani Guinier. calls in the Senate; he has already met with

But the conservatives smelled an oppor- one-third of the members. But there is an 
tunity early with Hackney, and the White awkward element for his supporters: His 
House faces an uphill battle. See HACKNEY page 4
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An International Daily Newspaper
Founded in 1908 By Mary Baker Eddy
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tains 11 errors. For example, in 
the case of the disciplined profes- 

nomination has not yet been for- sor, she says, it was his faculty 
mally sent to the Senate commit- peers who decided the professor 
tee that will hold hearings, Labor needed “sensitivity training.” 
and Human Resources. The White The spokeswoman also says 
House says it will come this week. Hackney statements on the water

Until the nomination is formal, buffalo incident have not been ac- 
some supporters are reluctant to curately quoted. “He said: ‘Diver­
push seriously. And he is not sity and open expression seem to 
speaking to the press - customary be in conflict,’ ” says Barbara 
for high-level nominees. So, as Beck, emphasizing “seem to be.” I 
with Ms. Guinier, the opposition And, she adds, Hackney’s oppo- 1 
has had free rein to define him, nents have conveniently ignored 
and the Wall Street Journal’s edi- the next part of his statement: 
torial page is leading the charge, “There can be no compromise re­
calling him “one of the academic garding the First Amendment 
elites who have made ‘political right of an independent publica- 
correctness’ the dominant ethic tion to express whatever it 
on American campuses.” chooses.”

Conservative activists are also Hackney’s academic support­
deep into “opposition research,” ers, many not used to the fray of 
scrutinizing his record and writ- Washington politics, have begun 

writing letters to senators in sup­
port of his nomination. Larry Sil- I 

AM concerned about his ver, president of the College Art 
lack of enthusiasm for pro- Association, cites in a letter Hack- 
tecting freedom of speech ney’s “distinguished career” as a 

at Penn,” says Bob Knight of the scholar in the humanities, partic- 
Fhmily Research Council. “He ularly in American history, and as 
protects speech if it is from the a university administrator, 
extreme radical left, but not if it John Hammer, director of the 1 
is from conservatives.... To be National Humanities Alliance, 
appointed the nation’s leading cites an “outpouring of support” 
scholar is a frightening prospect.” from the academic community. In 

The council plans to use “al- an unusual move, the board of the 
ternative” media - such as radio NHA’s 76 member organizations 
host Rush Limbaugh and Chris- has formally supported Hack­
tian radio and TV - to spread its ney’s nomination. Mr. Hammer, 
views on Hackney. The politically who has followed the nomination 
potent Christian Coalition is also carefully, says the White House is 
speaking out against him. The being attentive to the Hackney 
NEH dispenses grant money to controversy.
academia, and Hackney’s foes Hackney supporters also point 
worry that he will impose a “polit- to a recent New York Times edito- 
ically correct” (read: liberal) rial favoring his nomination - im- 
litmus test on grantees. portant, in contrast to the paper’s

Conservatives have catalogued opposition to Guinier. On Capitol 
other Hackney “offenses”: He Hill, one Senate Democratic aide 
supported controversial photog- argues that “Hackney is his own 
rapher Robert Mapplethorpe; de- best defense,” thus, the recent 
fended a visit to Penn by black flurry of meetings with senators. 
Muslim leader Louis Farrakhan; “Getting him confirmed will 
and disciplined a popular pro- take some work,” the aide says, 
fessor for referring to blacks and “But once he gets to his hearings, 
Jews as “ex-slaves.” this nice, smart, decent man will

A Penn spokeswoman says the win this battle in the culture 
Journal’s June 9 editorial con- wars.”
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Letters to the Editor
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The Sheldon Hackney I Admire
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FROM THE PRESIDENT

Tht Black Coavniaiity hat com* toftthir 
ttattrrunt./Wtan protttritq thaUatant

unbcit GukteHaM on Open Enjiwtou dut |over» and affirm th* 
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CcmnuMioner Kuprevich haa addruaed the conuBooity'a undenandaNe concn

wrafly ‘a policy pmuaitu 
publicoliOfu u niumoa I

OF RECORD
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On the Campus Contoversy of April 15-16: 

Narrowing the Distance

coudDii* io weak dlHgentty and purirtenOy toward* bofe goal*.
A* individual Bemban of an acedoaato oneimnady who gn 

feaaavatoe*. wonmatwcdttoiefeertoeanowdaBdta 
peaceful ooexiatonce. NeifewlBdbpwiaable. rad bofe

cans of Channels 3,6 and 10. Sunday's Inquirer 
ran an editorial, “Trashing Penn's Daly. ,rOn its 
^-edpage, under the overall title “Al the heart of

—Sheldon Hackney, President

Confiscation of Publications
The confiacadou of pubUcabona on campua ia incoo- 

aiateatwifefeeUnivmity'anrrtieiea and procedure*, and 
wife fee ideal* at tbeUtriverairy.il iaincoMiawot wife fen

i:c~= ;r"-CE

Though I understand that those involved in last meek's 
protest against the D P may have thought they were

Disappearance of the D.P.
Early Thursday, April IS, as some 14.000 copies 
of The Daily Pennsylvanian wore dropped in their

As you may be aware, aenoo* ud complex eveau bav* occurred over fee paat aeveral day* 
onoiecampu*. On ThuradiyandFndaycopiMofTha Daily Pwwylvanifln ware removed &©m

reaponaibilitiea far balding aecurtty, minalreniy identified at fee dme aa a eoaaract 
guard, wax involved. In th* ensuing altercadon* between aecuaty peraonool and aon

_______  . _________________ nsinfea 
following way. be has pieced one of fee taouity pataosnfe tavohmd on defe dofiea wbile an

is not acmeooe who ordinarily haa contact wife Nadeaus, Vine PreaMentfcr Reman laetntoM 
Wifllam Holland win be waking wife Khprevich » larwnvilai a^raptiate

action In that caae.
In addUon, fee Urriverntyafenimatrattonbaa agreed So appoint two new coDofetoaefeac win 

include repvaeotadvei of the Uufrmity ootatnariry to addaaaa the Mitoea prebtan* do* 
existtog to reiadoa between fee minority coannuiniiy at Peon aani fee UfevnafeyFoSca. Tb* 

firet group, reporting to Vicn Provost for Utriveartty Life JOniMferiMOn and CotoBiaatooaroi 
Public Safety John Kuprevich, will undertake to fefemin* fee fees in fee tacMaaS feat 
occuned on April 15 and Id, »that mrepriato acfeon jw be ufceu. The aecond pwg. 
repediag to Provost Michael Aiken andExacntive Vice Pmeidant Janet Hale, will review

- - - - - trsomakea
!<md volun­

tary perpetuaion of Institutional racism against the 
Bl^Jt Cammwuty by the DP. the asbnmistration, 
and/or any independent entities affiliated wish the 
University. /We are not willing to accept the blatant 
dlsrespectanddisregardex/ubitediowards the Black 
Community by the DP, ths administration, and/or 
any entities affiliated with the University. / Soma­
times inconvenience is worth ths price/ 

mscAsouTtr.

campus locations, most eftha papers were re­
moved and in tome cases were replaced with a 
sign recorded on wwn.TaL* er reading.- 

wtaMMtm?

Utrivareity baa no consol a Jurisdiction over it* openttom ar efetonal conaant. In addidon, 
beceure of the overriding importance of fteedon of expression to th* very pupoere at fee 
Umvenity, Peno baa sxplkat Chridshae* on Open Expreaaion feat govern and affirm fee 
exprearion of divergent view* in the University ccnunitoity. Of conoe. any alleged violadoos 
of this a other University poUoes will be investigaiad according to established University 

procedures.
Unaware of the protest activity. University aecurtty pesonnal attevenllocatfonioacampus 

responded to the removal of coptes of fee DP. One University adndnlstntcr wife superrisory
......................... ... ........................................ ...............

77w April 13 edition was partially reprinted by 
mid-qftsmoon, without its 34th Street insert on 
arts <md entertainment. Additional removal of pa- 
pen was reported on Friday, April 16. Details of 
ths initial controveny appeared bi Friday's In­
quirer, Daily News, and D.P., as well as on tele-

- - , 't-
otry“ (excerptsfrom a lefterrto-ths-editor that 
ran in the D.P., signed by 202 African American 
students and fucidtyf

In this issue are comments frism Senas Chair 
David Hildebrand (page 2), President Hackney 
(right), the leadership of ths African Apwrican 
Association (page 6) and Public S^ety Commis­
sioner John Kuprevich (also page 6) The Um- 
vertity ‘s policy protecting the dlstribaion of 
publications is reiterated below. —K.C.G.

13 '53 aei’QP-' J or P PPE. 
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atandead operating procedures followed by Peon PoHoe and recrenmend what procedtne* are 
appropriate for police In their drefeip wife students, fecolnr, and staatofeaUgblof fee eeriou 
taostons and tnbtrust now eotistiag between fee mtnority IMwaby eoaoatotty and fee 
Univwaity Police. OwcotwnuuitypiaceaooreplexaaqpectationaouPoon'sPoltoe.lheeePoIiee 
Acadcmy-nained officats are asked » weak in an arefeofe onmammty whose vahree are 

sendtiviiiM are quite different fton those for whfch feey have bean prepared.
Asllndtoetedabove, twotaportantUnivwrrityYahiaanowatandincoufBct Theaeoenb 

oo coinpromise reg aiding fee Hnt AmewdoMt right of an tadapaodant pnbBoctfou to enpres 
whatever views it chooses. Atfeeaam.fimn.feaieorabenoignortagtoepetathreagrertn 
maycause. IdeeptyropetftatfoeeerecentevenomiymaskfeeoointaningefllBrtfeeUnivenit 
la making towwte a ccenfortaMe and pemanent minority pamsnee in a dtvene and ctri 
Utrivreaity enmnumity. Whatover their conaaqpeoces in fen weeks ahead, fee Uoiveraity wS 
contou. toeroak dlrigendy rad towreris bofegosto.

Af uMhvidual BMmbwv of u mdettic ooMDontty who gMp wipnrrw ox bom c
there vahaea, we mtot worit tonreher to nanow fee distance feet note aeoane to pnoinds fen 
preoefol coexistence. Neitbsrbfespensabk and bofe are central to th* charaotwaJfeePw 
S^mnetty Wecte»otaflardtoeontiaMtopooefeonaslnoo«pefiNeatenaiiv«. Fannon 

be bofe a dhreme and wetantog coaummity fur all lit maabore and one in wtfefe ftoedem« 
value. Asafree forum fbridsaa, fee Unlvresttymratbeopr

exercising their awn righa of Jtos eipratio* Iwtm

Pewuyivania condone the coafisctMon qfUeuec of 
The Daily PemuytvaeiaH. I want to rmundea 
members of the Univenixy commiadty ofthepolia
I promulgated several yean ago (Almanac 7/19/99, 
reprinted below) tpecfldrify banning
Any violation,--------------------
th* CWvsrthy,
schools

theirregulsr distribution points u part of a pro cast action by student and other members of Penn's 
AfricM-AnMricancommunity.Theasprotests were precipita tod by the pain and anger th at many 
mamben of the minority community have felt in response to tbs D P 's excreiM of it* Rrst 
Amendment rights to freedom of the press.

TM* is ra instance in which two group* important to the Univursity ccnunumty, valued 
members of Penn's minority cotnmimity and smdent* exsreistng tbefr rights to freedom of 
expression, rad two important University value*, divaraity and open expreesaon, seem to be in 
conflict It is unfortunate feat earlier ammptitoMtablishadialogueTegading these iasuMwsr* 
not effective. It ia important feat all membsre of th* Uhtvenicy understand the arcumatancas 
feat sutzound this coottoC

As a oompUtely independent, atndent-nm newspaper, incorporated separately from tbs 
Univarsity, Dm Dady Pemtsylvan isi sqjoys all the protecdous of fee Ffrst Ameodmant, and the

Sunday's Inquirer 
inn's Daily." On its 
title “At the heart oj

the Perm fwwtpaperflop, “ the Inquirer run two 
sides of the issue, subheading them "A taste of the 
_ —A. — —X ■ J Ikj 

(excerpts from a DJ*. columnist) and “Daily 
Pennsytvaniai scused of furthering white big-

don of pubUcations on campus is inooo- 
Mvun&y** policies and procedures, sod

Univeraity's GfedeUnosou Open Expression, snd could mmrionisfeestKnmeccDnaavalue. A
violate couttaanialanrangemsuts between fee University odopentoS Mem or it to not fine.

^zaasssEsass
be held accotmtabto. to tns sceorauc wxrejrwi.

-Office of the Pretidant Sheldon HaOney. PresuU



The Hackney Presidency:

Twelve Years of Accomplishment at the

B ALMANAC INSERT April 20. 1993

Since becoming Penn’s 21st chief executive in 1981, Sheldon Hack­
ney has often articulated Penn’s goal to become the leading international 
urban research university that is committed to undergraduate education. 
During his tenure, and with the involvement of many in the Penn 
community, he has:

• Emphasized undergraduate education, introduced a coherent gen­
eral education requirement, enhanced the freshman seminar pro­
gram taught by senior faculty, initiated the freshman reading 
program, created seven new College Houses to foster a residential 
living/leaming environment, and taught undergraduates in each 
year of his presidency.

• Placed Penn at the vanguard of urban research universities that are 
responsive to the needs of their local communities, through his 
creation of the Center for Community Partnerships and his advo­
cacy of public and community service as an integral part of the 
educational experience.

• Served as one of America's most forceful spokespersons on the 
critical importance of freedom of expression, and on the need for 
community and civility, both on and off campus.

• Initiated the Campaign for Penn, which will raise more than SI 
billion (Penn is only the second university to do so) and which has 
already added 122 named professorships ( a record in higher 
education) and includes gifts from more than 83,000 alumni 
donors in this past year alone, more than any other university.

• Strengthened at Penn higher education’s preeminent academic 
and administrative planning process, which has provided Penn 
with unusual academic and fiscal stability in turbulent times.

• Established Penn as a global university, increasing (from less than 
2 percent to 10 percent) the proportion of undergraduates from 
abroad, internationalizing research and the curriculum, and ex­
panding opportunities for foreign study and international faculty 
exchange.

• Developed one of the most beautiful urban campus in America, by 
conserving the best of Penn’s past in Frank Furness’s Victorian 
gem. now the Fisher Fine Arts Library, and College and Logan 
Halls; and creating exciting new spaces for its future in the Law 
School Library and Clinical Research Building.

• Made Penn an “institution of choice" by attracting the strongest 
individuals nationwide to key academic and administrative posts, 
and enhanced Penn’s unique position as the “cradle" of college 
and university presidents.

Undergraduate Education
Under Hackney’s leadership. Penn’s vision of itself has crystallized 

into the president’s statement that "Penn wants to be the leading interna­
tional urban research university that really cares about undergraduate 
education ." Hackney, also a professor of history, taught undergraduates 
in each year of his presidency, either in an honors history seminar or a 
freshman seminar.

Among the enhancements to undergraduate education are the creat- 
ing of an undergraduate education fund of S10 million to support a wide 
variety of school-inidated programs; increasing the diversity and quality 
of Penn’s undergraduate student body ; maintaining Penn’s commitment 

to a need-blind admissions policy during a period of extraordinary fiscal 
pressures; encouraging increased faculty involvement with undergradu­
ates as advisers and teachers of freshmen seminars; supporting expansion 
of the house system to enhance the undergraduate residential experience 
(there are now 17 options including the first-year houses, living/leaming 
programs and coDege houses); and encouraging the leadership of (he 
School of Arts and Sciences to undertake a reform of the undergraduate 
general education requirement that has since been adopted in whole or in 
part by Penn’s other undergraduate schools.

Hackney's two provosts (Michael Aiken, Chancellor-elect of the 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, and Thomas Ehrlich, presi­
dent of Indiana University), who as Penn’s chief academic officers, 
shared his vision of the centrality of the undergraduate experience in 
defining Penn's special character.

Civility, Community, and Freedom of Expression
A deep commitment to the values of civility, community, and 

freedom of expression has been ahallmarkofHackney’sadministration.
Penn' s commitment to diversity has grown through the recruitment of 

students, the appointment and tenure of faculty, the hiring of employees 
and the broadening of curricular and extracurricular offerings. He has 
often said that such diversity is a fundamental part of the educational 
experience students need as our world shrinks under the impact of mass 
communications, technology and the global market.

Penn’s undergraduate minority enrollment has grown from 13 per­
cent to 30 percent, and international undergraduate enrollment has 
increased from 1.2 percent to 10 percent. Gender balance has changed 
too; next fall’s first-year class is expected to be about 44 percent female. 
Women deans bead four of Penn’s 12 schools, and three of its senior 
officers are women.

Hackney has articulated freedom of expression, civility, and respect 
as the core values at Penn: ‘There can be no honest advancement of 
knowledge where the different experiences, identities, needs, values, 
abilities, and heritages of individuals and groups are invisible or dispar­
aged," he has said. “Recognizing that we are a diverse community is 
central to achieving the aims of this University to 'gladly learn’ and 
‘gladly teach,’ as'Chaucer put it.”

Among his achievements at Penn in strengthening the civdity of 
discourse and the breadth of educational experience are the foUowing:

• Revision of the University’s judicial system and Guidelines on 
Open Expression to ensure that preservation of freedom of expres­
sion is the preeminent University policy.

• Development of Sexual and Racial Harassment PoUcies to protect 
members of the University community from abuse of power 
relationships and deprivation of rights to full and equal participa­
tion in the University community.

• Support for the University’s development of a wide range of area 
and ethnic studies programs and faculty research within the 
framework of traditional academic disciplines.

• Vigorous defense of the right of students and faculty to invite a 
diverse range of speakers to campus, ranging from Margaret 
Thatcher and Ronald Reagan to Louis Farrakhan.

• Introduction of a voluntary program for freshmen to acquaint 
them with the dynamics of a diverse campus community.

University of Pennsylvania
April 19, 1993
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Academic and Administrative Planning
Emphasis on institutional planning has allowed the University to 

emerge as one of the best managed and most progressive institutions of 
higher education. From 1983, a landmark planning document called 
“Choosing Penn's Future" guided planning during Hackney’s tenure It 
set forth objectives describing the quality of faculty, the importance of 
scale, the diversity of the University community, and the need for fiscal 
integrity.

The plan allowed the University to focus its aspirations and set the 
parameters for growth. Through a series of five-year plans based on this 
document, the University has been able to move forward in its effort to 
become the leading international urban research university that delivers 
quality undergraduate education.

Breaking the $1 billion barrier for the first time Penn’s history, the 
endowment has grown from 5181,700,000 in 1980 to 51.1 billion in 
1993. Establishing TQM (Total Quahty Management) at Penn, the 
University has become a leader in applying the concepts of academia 
Internationalization

Understanding that the generation and transmission of knowledge 
will continue to become even more global. Penn is working toward 
integrating an international perspective in all dimensions of the Univer­
sity. Building upon its already renowned strength and breadth in foreign 
languages and international-area studies, the University has increased 
(by 50 percent in the past five years alone) the number of international 
undergraduate students enrolled, as well as their geographic diversity.

In the past decade, Penn has established new study abroad and 
exchange opportunities in areas ranging from Russia to Mexico. Nigeria 
and China, and more Penn students and faculty than ever before are 
participating in these programs.

Under Hackney’s direction, the University has made major invest­
ments in modem global telecommunications technologies, bringing the 
cultures and scholarshipof people from all over the globe to the computer 
and television screens of students and faculty at Penn.
The Penn Campus

In advancing the vision of his predecessors, Hackney has created what 
is one of the most beautiful urban campuses in America. He and his 
collegues understood that if Penn was to maintain and enhance its 
standing as an exemplary research university, while at the same time 
shrinking its “psychological size” in ways that forged scholarly connec­
tions among people and programs, it needed to increase substantially its 
investments in campus facilities and spaces.

While beautifying and embellishing the core of the campus as an 
urban park, Penn also saw to the preservation of the best of its past, 
including the National Historic Landmark building designed by Victo­
rian architect Frank Furness as the University ’ s library and now called the 
Jerome and Anne Fisher Library. Restoration of College and Logan Halls 
in the heart of campus are also underway.

New facilities that will enable Penn to maintain its standing as a 
leading research university include the new Clinical Research Building, 
the Law School Library, the Aresty Institute of Executive Education- 
Steinberg Conference Center, the planned Institute for Advanced Sci­
ence and Technology and the Revlon Campus Center.

Penn as an Institution of Choice
Penn is a “cradle” for future college presidents. Among the 35 college 

and university presidents who were Penn administrators:
Michael Aiken. Penn’s provost from 1987-1993. will become chan­

cellor of the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign this July.
Rick Nahm, Senior Vice President for Development and Planning, 

will become president of Knox College in Galesburg. Illinois this July.
Twocurrentlvy League presidentscame from Penn: VartanGregorian. 

now president of Brown University; and James O. Freedman, president 
of Dartmouth College. Former Provost Hugo Sonnenschein will become 
president of the University of Chicago in July.

Former Penn Provost Thomas Ehrlich is president of Indiana Univer­
sity, and D. Bruce Johnstone is president of the State University of New 
York system.

Others include Donald N. Langenberg. chancellor of the University 
of Maryland system; Claire Gaudiani, president of Connecticut College; 
Neil Robert Grabois, president of Colgate University; Merle M. Odgers. 
president of Bucknell College; and Humphrey Tonkin, president of the 
University of Hartford.

Community Partnerships
Hackney has emphasized that higher education can and should help 

provide solutions to the most pressing problems of our time, with urban 
universities having a particular responsibility to contribute to improving 
the quahty of life in the cities in which they are located. Penn has done 
so by forming partnerships with the City of Philadelphia and the West 
Philadelphia community that adjoins the campus.

This involvement now includes the Center for Community Partner­
ships, recently established as the cornerstone of Penn’s efforts to institu- 
tionahze comm unity service and urban partnerships within Penn’s teach­
ing and research missions. The Center has been called a national model 
of “practical idealism" in higher education.

Some 6,000 Penn students, faculty and staff are no w involved in more 
than 60 public service efforts. Among the dozens of community outreach 
programs are the Collaborative for West Philadelphia Schools, which 
links the schools with higher education, business and community orga­
nizations; PENNlincs, a Penn student volunteer effort to teach science to 
elementary school children; Penn VIPS, a network of Penn employees 
and alumni engaged in a variety of volunteer programs designed to 
benefit Philadelphians; West Philadelphia Improvement Corps, which 
works with public school teachers, administrators and students to expand 
the role of their schools into centers where both students and older 
residents learn skills while working on projects that benefit the commu­
nity; and the Program for Student-Community Involvement, in which 
Penn students volunteer as tutors in 20 West Philadelphia schools.

Hackney serves as chairman of the board of the West Philadelphia 
Partnership, a community development organization uniting major area 
institutions with community groups. He is on the executive committee 
of Campus Compact, a national coalition of more than 320 college and 
university presidents that works to make service an integral part of 
college life

The Campaign
Penn’s campaign has raised more than any other effort by an Ivy 

League university. It is second only to Stanford's 51.2 billion campaign 
that ended in February 1992. The Campaign for Penn has raised 5955 
million and has added 122 (a record in highereducation) of the 150 named 
professorships it seeks—with more than 18 months to go before it ends.

Penn's campaign includes a 535 million goal for minority perma­
nence. far larger than any other goal announced for this purpose; 528 
million has already been raised. Financial aid as well as a host of 
programs for undergraduate education have also benefited from Cam­
paign proceeds. The campaign has raised the average annual giving, 
which hovered between 540 and 570 million a year, to nearly 5150 
million Eighty-three thousand of Penn's some 200.000 living alumni 
made gifts to the Campaign last year, more than any other college or 
university in America.
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Angling for red herrings in academe

T JA1A; „ offshoot of Aceoroey m Media, is lo

Just as disturbing is the thought that Al As monitors

senior cituens who will furtively report back to the orga- tes ^rti^ da^uid

must be places where all viewpoints receive a hearing, 
whether they are views we endorse as a society or not.
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of our nation’s 

mem-
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Malcolm Lawrence, until recently the leader of the 
group, has asserted that AIA is not some sort of subver­
sive organization, but a group of people who believe in 
the continuation of our form of government, a capitalist 
economy, and a strong national defense.

Those are fine beliefs, but that is beside the point.

f ., c , . -o- -- ----------------- wiiau Lucy ic oiiaiu ui, uy uisimguisnmg marxism irom!°rF1_!_h_e_!?UndatlOn Of 0Ur syst£m of hlgher educa' Communism? Who will monitor the monitors?

--------- - . „ , Just as disturbing is the thought that AlA’s monitors 
C aiming as their goal the broadening of the aca- could very well prompt other special interest groups to 

--mic base, . a vague phrase that more likely contra- demand equal space in the classroom for their own truth 
n FPVPA Q rhpir rmo unn c ATA’c mnrv.  rr ,i ■ . . . , . ‘

Dr. Sheldon Hackney is president of the Univer 
sity of Pennsylvania.

There are undoubtedly Marxists teaching on college 
campuses, just as there are others who believe in a wide 
range of social and religious, as well as political, doc­
trines. But their ideas do not go unchallenged by other 
professors or by students. The assertion that there are 
10.000 somehow subversive people on college campuses 
brainwashing the youth of the country harks back to a 
fear voiced about Socrates undermining the youth of 
Athens, but it's simply not true.

Our universities are the envy of the world. They are 
marvelous places. The special atmosphere that permits 
the free exchange of Ideas should be precious to us ail, 
and we should remain vigilant against any group that at­
tempts to poison it by putting spies in the classroom and 
having them report to an outside, unidentified audience.

AIA and its troops have tried to portray themselves as 
underdogs battling a monolithic, left-leaning college bu­
reaucracy. Attempting to invoke anti-elitist sentiment, 
they ask what we have to hide, what we are afraid of

Our universities are characterized by openness; little 
goes on at them that is hidden from view. We would wel­
come anyone onto campus to discuss openly what we re 
up to. But we all have much to fear in clandestine at­
tempts by groups such as AIA to stifle the community of 
free inquiry that prevails on our nation’s campuses.

squads. If everything spoken in the classroom by proles- 
sors and students had to meet the censorship of vigilan- 

. ' _ ' . 1 soon
be characterized not by informed discussion, biased or 
not, but by silence.

AIA's proposed tactics are dismaying enough, but it is

demic base,". _
diets, rather than reveals, their true goals, AIA's mem­
bers hope to set up a network of students and possibly

nization examples of liberal bias, the effect of such re­
surgent McCarthyism on students, not to mention unten­
ured faculty, would be chilling.

on at colleges and universities, and students are of courst'
free to discuss their classroom experience with parents
friends, and whomever else they choose.

Still, the teaching relationship between professors

spect. Universities try very hard to cultivate that trust
Encouraging students to report secretly on, or to bring
pressure upon, professors outside of the classroom un
dermines that relationship. 1O
■ SoHiiestudents hear things mjhe classroom that the’. They nonetheless represent a particular orthodoxy, and it 

is_not the place of a university to indoctrinate its students
in any particular social or political system of belief. Uni­
versities, more than any other institution in a free society,

don't agree with; that is one of the purposes of the class 
> room. A class should be a marketplace of ideas, a forun 
j for opposing points of view, where students learn to thin! 
! critically and where both students and teachers revea 

and examine their biases — not hide them.
In such an environment, the best way to expose a bai 

idea is to give it a hearing, and the proper activity for stu 
dents and professors is to discuss competing ideas.

Ideas are challenged in university classrooms; to as­
sume that students passively allow themselves to be 
spoon-fed ideologies of any sort — Marxist or otherw ise 
— is to underestimate their intelligence and spirit.

Encouraging students to “expose" professors rather 
— —'—. ...—i in the classroom would be bad 

universities narticnlar’lv ’ iu-------- -- en°ugh; bringing in outside "monitors" would under-
umverstues. particularly any bias to the left. Its mem- mine the function of the ciassroom further professors

on college dedicate themselves to years of painstaking scholarship. 
"'"t ■ and students face rigorous admissions standards, but 

-■---- ~,   — •" ... . r.w 1^. ■ , , l> I
more likely they understand that an idea can be taught without being 

repressive orthodoxy, advocated? Will they be able even to accurately describe 
, „ ,_c l what Ijjgy'j.g afrajd of by distinguishing Marxism from

ce[tain y a to ^how what j8 going the organization’s overall outlook that is most trouble-
some. The group's claim simply to be on the lookout for 

tree to discuss their classroom experience with parents misinformation is disingenuous; its purpose seems to be 
fn c!-n' whomever else they choose. closer to a thinly disguised attempTat thought control.

Still, the teaching relationship between professors and - ....
students must be based on mutual trust and mutual re

By Sheldon Hackney

HE self-professed aim of Accuracy in Academia

monitor the "political bias

bers claim there are some 10.000 Marxists 
campuses attempting to brainwash America's youth.

but their angling for a Marxist red herring is 
to result in imposing their own i.r___ 1__________
They pose a threat to the free exchange of information

tion and research.
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pel conformity to its proclaimed truth. It professes a particular animus 
for so-called "secular humanists." The tide is rising and will soon 
bring to our gates another set of barbarians. 

A second source of threat is the government. federal and sometimes 
state, which manifeslS not so much specific hostility as general indiffer­
ence or heedlessness to learning in pursuit of certain economic theories. 
That heedlessness is apparent in the drastic cuts in the appropriations 
for suppon of the humanities, the ans. the sciences, and scholmhip
generally. particularly historical scholmhip. More directly the univer­
sities feel the impact of these policies in the cunailmcnt of srudcnt 
loans. research granlS, and other government sources of suppon. When 
the universities rum to private donors to make up for losses in govern­
ment revenues, they find that new federal income tax laws have obliged
by reducing the tax incentives for private donations. 

'With Prospects So Fair ... ' 

Great universities art resilient. Though their fonuoes may ebb and 
flow within lirnilS, they have a habit of self-renewal, a happy tendency 
to adapt creatively 10 the challenges of successive eras, so that they con­
tinue to play a leading role in the world of learning over a long period of 
time. By so doing, they develop personalities which tend to pe.rsis1. to
mold the behavior of faculty and srudcnlS, to establish expectations in 
the various publics 10 which a university responds, to set the limits of 
aspiration and define the modes of getting there. 

The ingredients of such resilience arc many: a fonunatc access to re­
sources. appropriate leadership at crucial times, the dedicated suppon
of those whose lives the university tQuches--thcse and more. Two 
trailS, however, must be present. The institution must remain auc to its 
own personality, and it must maintain the integrity of ilS academic life.

Titreats to the institution's integrity arise from time to rime in various
forms and orginatc from different quarters. Periodically, forces in soci­
ety outSide the university, ,,,.,.;..., ; · I ....... aovemmcnt 
and sometimes as vigilantes, have sought to limit the search for truth or
punish tbose in !he academy whose version of the truth deviates from a 
prescribed onhodoxy. At other times, the enemy has been within. Parti­
sans of one good cause or another have wanted to caprure the university 
in order 10 funher a purpose having more to do with some brand of so­
cial justice than with education or the advancement of knowledge. To 
be sure, the university must remain open 10 all forms of competing
auths, but must be the exclusive presence of none. Most importantly, it
must uncompromisingly conduct ilS academic affairs so as to pursue
knowledge at the highest level of _guality o( which it is capable .

. R�t history � ;;;r:;ce. ofllfrcats _fro_m ait possible
dlJ'CCtlons: McCanbyism, � •,-.- � of the left 
and right, and even the unintended consequences of otherwise admira­
ble effons: 10 compensate for past oppression. to stop an unjust war, 10
achieve a greater measure of social justice at home or abroad. Our pas­
sage has been harrowing. 

Now. we face not only a possible recrudescence of those sons of
threats that arc rooted in some political ideology, but two new, non­
ideological sources of concern. In our eagerness, individually and insti­
tutionally. to aid the process of technology transfer. to get ideas from
the academic laboratory to the marketplace as profitably as possible, we
run a grave risk of losing our essential integrity. The possibility of great 
financial gain may temper too much our habilS of skeptical thinking,
may alter our practice of circulating new ideas quickly and freely
among our peers for criticism because our profes.sional peers now loom
as commercial rivals, may undermine our academic drive 10 advance 
the fundamental knowledge in our field because the monetary rewards 
4 

Such are some of the cheerful prospeclS that greet your new president
upon the eve of his inaugurauon. As a historian, learned in his profes­
sion. he may derive such comfon as he can from the knowledge that in 
the eight centuries since the first universities were founded he will not er 
be the first to confront a time of troubles as head of a great university. 
He will need all the wisdom he cnn command, all that he has gained and 
exhibited in his services to some of your sister ins1i1u1ions such as y ale 
Princeton. and Tulane. He may need even more wisdom than that. Q� 
the sources of wisdom he may appreciate a story that originates in our 
common native region. the South. There was an old man who somehow
acquired a reputation for wisdom. Asked to explain this, he said: 
''Well. wisdom is the product of good judgment. Good judgment is the 
product of experience. And experience is the product of bad 
judgment." 

by Sheldon Hackney 

arc to be found in the applications. may diston the traditional criteria by 
which we appoint and reward faculty because commercial value at 
times competes with intellccrual value. Academics arc human. When 
the stakes on the table begin 10 mount, one's commitment 10 the free 
flow of ideas within the scholarly community and to the other desired 
anributes of the search for truth tend to fade.

A second new IDd subde cause of concern stems from the govem­
men1'1 lqicimate desire, in the interests of national security. to limit the A. 
flow of high technology to unfriendly nations. There arc rcgulauons S?11 
that require this, and they are being used. The problem arises because in 
this area knowledge is power and ideas are tantamount to the machinery 
or devices themselves. In addition, because knowledge is also profit. 
there is the temptation to limit the flow of ideas 10 our friendly compeu-
tors. Thus. we arc now seeing worrisome attempu to police the activi-
ties of foreip studenu IDd scholars, IO limit their participation in cer-
tain research projects, to restrict their access to cenain conferences. and 
to inhibit the free flow of information among people interested in the 
same field. There is no easy answer to this dilemma, but it is a serious 
concern. 

Beyimd lbe ideological threats and the potential dangers residing in 
new fanm ol p,vanmmt fe8UIMion and in the commercialiution of 
knowledge, there arc several forces working 1ogethcr to form a hostile 
environment for higher education in the coming decade and beyond. It 
is not that universities are becoming less prominent or less imponan1 in 
the life of a nation increasingly dependent upon knowledge, for quite 
the reverse is aue, but the boom time of the 1950s and 1960s is over 
and has been over for almost a decade. 

We are in the midst of a great sea change in demography tha1 has 
already begun to lower the number of young people between the ages of 
18 and 22, a decline that will become precipitous in the last half of the 
decade of the 1980s. The implications are enormous. The growth that 
individual institutions depended upon to open up new fields and im­
prove old ones is no longer there. Because of the absence of prospective 
growth in undergraduate enrollmenlS, and because of the age saucrurc 
of a professorial that underwent tremendous expansion in the I 960s, the 
outlook for academic jobs is very tight. The response has been a decline 
nationally since 1975 in applications to Ph.D programs and in Ph.Os 
earned. There is also a widespread suspicion that some of the best and 
brightest studcnlS in the humanities and social sciences who might for- • 
merly have pursued an academic career arc now going into medicine: 
engineering or business. a trend that threatens the vitality of research in 

(continutd past supplemtnt} 
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the humanities and social sciences on campus today, and the steady pro­
duction of new insights and perceptions in the future because of this 
"lost generation of scholars." 

- There arc problems beyond demography. Inflation. high interest
ptcs. and slow economic growth combine to accentuate the iron law of
university finances: expenses tend to rise faster than standard sources of
revenue because productivity gains arc so hard to achieve in the conage
industry of education. Into this already foreboding mix. stir a sudden
reversal of federal government policy on student financial aid, a serious
cutback in research support, and the diminution of tax incentives for
charitable contributions, and one has the prescription for the 1980s.
They will be testing times.

Forrunatcly, the University of Pennsylvania is not a mere imitation of 
an ideal notion of a university, or a pale reflccuon of some other univer­
sity. but an institution that has grown organically over 242 years from 
its unique beginning. It has a very strong personality of its own and a 
rich heritage of accomplishments that bears witness to its strength. 

Whatever the immediate effects of Benjamin Franklin's document of 
1740, Proposals Relating 10 the Education of Youth in Pcnsilvania, in 
which generally the "practical" received equal treatment with the "or­
namental," the University of Pennsylvania has been characterized by 
the juxtaposition. and incre.asing interaction, of liberal learning and the 
practical or applied branches of knowledge. 

In research. as well as in graduate and undergraduate education. 
there arc numerous cross-cutting strands that link individuals, depan­
ments, and schools in frunful combinations. Joint degree programs car­
ry students across school lines. Multiple appointments attach faculty to 
the various academic units in which their interests lie but are pursued 
from different angles. Graduate groups bring faculty together to govern 
the offering of a pan1cular degree no matter where in the University the 
faculty pnmarily reside. Research centers and instirutcs bring together 
investigators from different disciplines who share an interest in a sub­
ject. Within the School of Arts and Sciences. for instance. there arc five 

�ajors offered by the faculty of other schools. and fifteen interdisci­
�linary majors most of which are strengthened by scholars from outside

the faculty of Arts and Sciences. not to mention the fifty or so students 
pursuing individualized majors at any one time. We teach public policy 
in at least four different schools, do energy-related research in at least 
three different schools. examine linguistics in four dcpanmcnts and two 
schools, and our faculty in the life sciences arc sprinkled generously 
over five schools. 

One could go on. but the point is clear. Penn brings its faculty togeth­
er in extraordinary ways. 

The result is an academic community that is exceptionally dynamic, 
that is more than the sum of its pans because of the creative combina­
uons and recombinations. that exploits the advantages of diversity. Di­
versity applies to people as well as programs. For a long time. Penn has 
had a reputation as the most heterogeneous of the Ivy League schools in 
terms of the social backgrounds of our students, a trait of which we 
should be very proud. The presence of 1600 foreign srudcnts adds 10 the 
mix in educationally useful ways. Along with the more-than-fifty ex• 
change agreements we have with foreign universities and a globe-trot· 
ting faculty. this gives Penn a decided international dimension. 

Scrappy and Competitive 

Finally, there is a quality in the Penn personality that is difficult 10 

quantify but exertS a dominating influence. I refer to the energy level of 
intellectual activity and especially to the thriving self-help ethic in the 
faculty. Perhaps because we have had such a slender endowment as 
compared to other universities of our quality, Penn has developed an 
entrepreneurial style that has served it well. We typically rank among 

l!ii.the top ten universities in the country in securing outside support for 
7search. and the campus is salted with institutes and programs that arc 

monuments to some faculty member's vision. drive, and ability to raise 
funds. We arc a scrappy, competitive, loosely structured community 
that puts a great deal of emphasis upon individual initiative. 
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Our task over the next decade or so is to take advantage of the 
strengths of our own special idenuty. Given the challenges. we arc in a 
favorable position. We must maintain our entrepreneurial character. 
providing incentives and rewards for those who help themselves. At the 
same time, we need to provide some greater coordinauon among the 
uruts of the University to minimize the loss of energy through friction. 
This will not, of course, provide a total answer to the problem of ade• 
quate resources. We will have to be both aggressive and imaginative in 
soliciting support from all of the traditional supporters of the Universi­
ty. In addition. we will need to selll'Ch hard for nontraditional sources of 
revenue, and to find ways for the University to share in the profits of 
"technology transfer" without compromising our academic integrity. 

No matter how successful we are in this search for support. we will 
still face the challenges of demography. In order to conunue 10 bolster 
the quality of our undergraduate programs. we will have to pay greater 
attention 10 teaching, advising, and the total residential experience. 
This must not be simply a place where professors rent laboratory space 
and students contract to meet faculty periodically in classrooms. It 
should be a community of people with a shared devotion 10 learning and 
10 critical thought, and it must promote a full and rounded experience 
for young adults in their formative years. 

The challenge of graduate education is dual. The nauon is now un­
derproducing scientists and engineers. Our responsibility is to educate 
as many a.s our situation will allow. On the other hand. in the human­
ities and the social sciences. the problem is to attract enough students of 
the highest quality to maintain the vitality of our programs and to pro­
vide a cadre of junior faculty when tenured positions start to open up in 
the 1990s. We will be seeking ways to support graduate students finan­
cially and to maintain the vitality of our graduate programs given the 
shrinkage of the graduate srudent population in certain fields. 

A Community of Trust 

As practical problems get much more complex. less amenable to so­
lution through a single discipline, and as the world of knowledge 
changes so that the interesting new breakthroughs increasingly occur at 
the periphery of traditional disciplines, and as old problems yield new 
insights when attacked by different disciplinary tools. one would pre­
dict that large intellectual payoffs in the next decade or so might well be 
available by combining disciplinary interests, by bringing together dif­
ferent disciplines to attack a problem. by seeking to integrate knowl­
edge that is increasingly fragmented. Penn is especially well suited to 
do that. not only because it is strong in traditional fields of knowledge, 
but because of its matrix organization. its intellectual heterogeneity. 
and its existing tradition of traffic across intellectual tariff barriers. We 
must plan carefully to put our major effortS and resources into those 
things at which we have a head start because of our demonstrated facul­
ty strengths and which promise to be the most intellecrually fruitful into 
the foreseeable future. 

If we do all these things well, and if we continue to cherish our insti­
tutional integrity, we will not only survive the test of the 1980s but 
strengthen the University in the process. This is a lively, marvelously 
energetic and diverse University that is still in the process of evolving 
into a single community of trust. We must encourage that evolution. 
The campus helps in this knitting together. In its beautifully consolidat· 
ed form, it both symbolizes and facilitates the community we seek 10 

be. It is a campus that is at the same time separate from. yet still open 
to, the city from which it draws so much sustenance and returns so 
much strength. It has now the opporrunity to demonstrate that a hetero­
geneous community can function with murual respect, and even intense 
loyalty, if the common goals are well understood and the contributions 
of every different element arc appreciated. Penn can be that place, that 
warmly supportive human community that encourages the highest iotel­
lecrual standards in all its components. and delights in the contributions 
to human welfare it makes through its pursuit of learning. 

With prospects so fair, I invite all Pennsylvanians to join me in an 
affirmative renewal of dedication to our University. We have much to 
do if we are to fulfill the promise of this marvelous insutuuon, and we 
can only do it together. 

s 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

\\'ASlll:--:GTO:-: 

June 16, 1993 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Today, I am officially nominating a native of 
Alabama, Dr. Sheldon Hackney, to be the next 
Chairman of the National Endowment for the 
Humanities. Dr. Hackney is among the most 
respected leaders in American higher education. He 
has served for the past twelve and a half years as 
the President of the University of Pennsylvania, 
after serving for five years as the President of 
Tulane University and three years as Provost of 
Princeton University. Or. Hackney has a 
distinguished record both as a first-rate scholar, 
author, and educator and as an astute and temperate 
administrator. 

Dr. Hackney is uniquely suited for the 
challenge of heading the agency and carrying out 
its mission to support the humanities public 
programs, education and research. He was, for 
example, a founding member of the Collaborative for 
Philadelphia Schools and the Committee to Support 
the Public Schools, projects which profoundly 
changed the way the humanities are taught in the 
Philadelphia public schools. 

Dr. Hackney is one of the leading Southern 
historians of his generation. He has continued to 
teach courses in American history while serving as 
President of the University of Pennsylvania, an 
uncommon practice for executive officers of 
universities and a measure of the importance he 
places on teaching. His support for undergraduate 
education led him to seek a reorientation of the 
curriculum at Penn to ensure that the teaching 
mission of the university was granted the same 
priority as the research mission. 
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historian and teacher,

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

20510

achievement in advancing 
them more i--------

"In a democratic society,"
4-n 4-he President stated, 1 —— ----
areas of study that bring us the deeds and thoughts 
of other times — should of every life.

Dr. Hackney has worked

j the humanities and making 
accessible to all Americans.

f

<

The Honorable Edward M. Kennedy
Chairman
Committee on Labor and Human Resources
United States Senate
Washington, D.C.

a recent NEH Report 
, "the humanities — those 

of study that bring us

Throughout'his twenty-five year career as a 
historian and teacher, Dr. Hackney has worked 
tirelessly to meet that goal, and, when confirmed 
by the senate, will up°n Mb record o
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Point of Ytew By Sheldon Hackney 

The Helms A1nend1nenf lmpcn·ls the Basis of Intellectual FreedlJ11 

T
HE cuoE�T ATTACIC. b)· Sen. Jesse Hd1m 
and hi� allie� in Congres� on the National 
End0-..ment for lhe Art� raises in the moss 
dan(:erou� way a fundamental questiC'ln 

about Amencan freedom of e:i.prernon. Ho-.. is it to b( 
lim11ed� 

The attad. on the am endo.,. ment and on free speech 
is a reaction apinst ,.,.o pants made recentl) b> the 
ans endo-..ment-one to the l n�titute for Contemrc-­
raf'\ An at the L'niversit � or Penns� h ,tnia tC'I surNr. o 
tra� elinf: re1rosrcc11ve e:i.hit-i11on or the pho1o&raph� 
of Rot-icn Mapplethorroe: and lhe olher to the SC1uth• 
east em Center for Contemporar} Art. "'hich u�cd a 
portion of 11� av,ard for a fellC'.,. ship to the artist Andre� 
Scmlno Sena1or Helm� and hi� alhe� chafie that pan 
of Mr. Mapplethorpc·s v.on. is ··obsccnc·· and ··por­
norraphic·· and I.hat Mr. Scrran�·s is "s.acrileG-iC'us:· 

The attad, tale\ the form of an amendment to an 
aprropriation bill that .,. ould prohibit the use of fedcr.J 
fund ) for the dissemination. prc.,motion. and prc-,duc• 
110n of "ob):enc or indecent materi.Js. indudin, but 
not hmi1ed to depicuons of sadC1m.tsoch1sm. hC'mC'­
eroticism. the c:i.ploitation of children. or individuah 
en(:3.ted in sn acts:· or "material which deni�tes 
the ot-jccts or beheh of t.hc adherents of a particular 
rcli,ion or non-religion.·· or ··material which deni­
,ratcs. debai.cs or reviles a person. g:roup. or class of 
ciuzens on the basis of r.ce. creed. sc:i.. hand1car. a,e. 
or national oriJin:· 

GiHn the impossibl) vaiue and brC'lad lan(:Uoie of 
this proscription. anyone can c.asil� imaiine -..orl..s that 
unquest,onabl:, should b( a, ailal:ile to the pubh, that 

• .... ould be denied federal suppon. Leo Steint-icrf s
scholarly stud) of the souali1� Clf Christ in Renai�­
s.ancc paint int "'ould tic banned. al0ni "'ilh an� Ihm� 
dealin� with Salman Rushdic-'s Th,· Satanic \·uJrJ. I 
.,..ould be on dangerou� pound in m) course on the 
histor. of the 1%0's ....-hen discussin& the Ku Klu"< Klan 
or M."rcolm X. not to men1ion Andy Warhors mo\'ie. 
Ciao. Manhattan. Would Enilish departments have to 
rcfight 1he banle\ over D. H. Lav.TCnce·s Lody Chat­
urley·s Lo,·n and James Joyces·s Ul�·ssrs'! Social and 
pol it teal satire would be off limits. of course. and forget 
1he idea of sho"' ini'. the .... on. of cunlc-mporal) British 
a.rtisl Franci� Bacon in Des Moines and Kan� Cit). or 
discus sin, it in a course on ::!Olh...:enlur) an. Gau,uin is 
clcarl) out. and 10 be entircl) !.afe the Nation� Galle11 
should probabl) 1.a�e do-..n Alben Pinkham Ryder"s 
Sirs:frird and 1h, Rhi11r Maidrns tr m) suucs1ions of 

ten1ion� propo!.al 10 absurd e�trcmcs. one need ool)' 
rcvie"' the his1ory of authoritarian regimes to discover 
he,-.. effort� to reJulate human thc,ul!hl and creatl\ it) 
aJ-..ay� become crudel� irra11on�. 

The bill "'ith lhe Helms amendment has pasi.cd the 
�nale. The House has passed an appropnation bill 
containini a different a.nd more 1oler.l:ile rcbu�e to t.hc 
arts endc,v.ment---a budie1 cut of �5.000. the euct 
amounl spent to suppon the v.orl.. of Mr. Mapplelhorpc 
and Mr. Serrano. The ma:ter ....-ill soon be rcsol\·ed b) a 
House-�na.te conference committee. . 

Much is al stale. The issue is not v.hcther Mr. Ma� 
plethorpc·s images arc pomol!raphic or Mr. �rran(l·s 
sacrilegious. or about .,.,,hether their v.orlt is an or 
whelher lhc� arc artisls. The question is whether our 
go\·emmcnt. having decided to suppon the arts. should 
be in\·olved in attemp1ing to suppress certain form\ of 

, ·upression in an allempl to cleanse public discourse of 
o,rensivc material. II is perfectly fair for �nalor Helms 
and his lhink-�i�e� to denounce Mr. Marplelhorpc 
and all he stands for. and it is within bound� for them to 
criticiu � lns1i1ute for Contempor.t) An and the 
ans endowment. That is pan of the Amcric.n v.·a). 
'The) shoo Id not. however. use t.he power oft.he pubhc 
purse to limil the put-tic's intellectual and cullural life. 
It is ironic that at the same time we .,..ere applauding the 
prC'l--democracy movemenl in Tiananmen Square v.·ith 
itS ocmandr- for expanding the scope of public dis­
course in China. a lirtle g:roup of willful men.,. as bus) 
in Washinrton a11emp1in, to limit expression in the 
Land of Lihcn>. 

The proponents of the Helm� amendmen1 t.1citl) ac­
kno"' lcdge thal they arc undercuuinJ a chenshed 
American commitment to free speech. because the) 
insist that thcr arc not proposin(: censorship Artists. 
the) arsue. ma) crea1' and c:i.hil:iit an�th,ni the� v.ish: 
the) simply cannot enjoy a federal subsid) if 1heir "''Ori. 
i� jud�cd b) someon� 10 b( offensive. or obscel)e � ithin 
the .meanin, of th.e Helms amendment. Th•� lo,ic ii. 
tenured because the amendment. in effecl. would ere• 
ate a blacklist. and people "'h(!SC na.mc!t "'ere on ii 
"'C'luld be less equal than others.in the eyes of the la.,.. If 
no1 cen!torship. it is most surcl)· ao,emmenl d1!tcrim1• 
nalion 3-1_:ainst ccnain idea!t. 

If I.here is a protram of government.al subsidies. and 
there cenainl) needs 10 be. the compc1111on for support 
should be open 10 all artists on 1he bam of1he1r ment as 
an1s1s. asjudJed b) qualified people in the field. When-.· 

t 
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11 All of the arguments being made for 
putting blinders on the NEA could also be 
made with regard to the university as a 
whole. 11 

I am unabashedly proud of th� fact that in each 
of these instances, as a resµlt of careful planning 
and great effort by the universities, the speakers 
were able to speak, those who wanted to hear 
them could do so, and those who felt insulted or 
demeaned by the speakers' presence expressed 
their opposition in ways that did not disrupt the 
event. On those occasions, after my nerves got. : 
back to normal, I thought I had seen the university 
at its best, exposing and examining difficult (even 
hateful) ideas, providing society an open forum in 
which truth can be tested in a form of trial by in­
tellectual combat. These victories tended to rein­
force my conviction that open expression is a fun. 
damental principle for a university and that it must 
not be compromised. 

C
onsequently, when my summer of content­
ment was destroyed last August, first by the 
decision of the Corcoran Gallery not to ex­

hibit the Mapplethorpe show, then by the Helms 
amendment to the National Endowment for the 
Arts appropriation bill, I had a relatively easy time 
sorting through the issues and reaching a decision. 
The University of Pennsylvania must support its 
Institute of Contemporary Art, the creator of the 
Mapplethorpe show with the aid of a grant from 
the NEA, and must do whatever it could to pre­
vent any political damage to the NEA or to the 
general condition of artistic or academic freedom in 
the United States. 

The di.rector of ICA had decided on artistic 
grounds that Robert Mapplethorpe's photographs 
deserved a retrospective show. The standing ex­
hibits committee of the ICA Board had reviewed 
that decision and approved the show. The NEA 
had considered the request for a grant to support 
the show in its normal way, reviewing slides of 
the works to be exhibited, and had judged the 
project more meritorious than competing pro­
posals. The system worked just as the original act 
of twenty-five years ago had intended for it to 
work-in a nonpolitical manner, using professional 
judgments and criteria having to do with artistic 
merit. 

The show ran uneventfully and very successfully 
in Philadelphia, not a city known for its fascination 
with the artistic or �al avant garde. It also ran in 
two other cities without incident. As the date of its 
appearance in Washington approached, the opposi­
tion began to coalesce and found its champion in 
Senator Helms. After fielding some inquiries from 

the Helms office, the Corcoran cancelled the show, 
thus incurring the wrath of the art world and al­
lowing the Washington Project for the Arts to 
house the show and reap whatever benefits accrue 
to a Sll£US tU saindale. 

The continuing drama of the Mapplethorpe 
show, important as it is in its own right, is less 
central to my present purpose than a subject it re­
veals: the relationship between freedom and public 
virtue. First, some history. The amendment to the 
appropriation bill introduced by Senator Helms as 
a way of preventing federal funds from supporting 
such "outrages" as the Mapplethorpe show or the 
work of Andres Serrano (whose picture entitled 
"Piss Cui.st" was especially objectionable to Sena­
tor Helms and to a variety of Christians) poses the 
question of the relationship between freedom and 
certain laudable objectives in a very direct way. 
The amendment stated: 

None of the funds authorized to be appropriated pur·
suant to this Act may be used to promote, dissemi­
nate, or produce-

(1) obscene or indecent rNterial including but not
limited to depictions of aadoma.sochism. hom�roti­
dsm, the exploitation of children, or individuals en­
gaged In sex acts; or 

(2) material which denigrates the objects or beliefs of
the adherents of a particuJar religion or non-religion;
or 

(3) material which denigrates, debases, or reviles a
person, group, or class of dtiuns on the basis of race,
crttd, sex, handicap, age, or natio� origin. 

The Mapplethorpe show contains work that 
depicts all the proscribed things in category one. 
Serrano is responsible for category two. Category 
three offers a kind of equal opportunity censor­
ship. Putting aside for the sake of current argu­
ment the question of the vagueness of the pro­
scriptions, the issue is not whether it is a good 
thing to have a society in which no one suffers 
denigration on the basis of some group characteris­
tic not within his or her control, nor whether it 
would be nice to have a society that respects 
different religious beliefs, or eliminates the sexual 
exploitation of children. I like those goals. The. 
question, however, is whether it is appropriate for 
government to pursue those goals through legisla­
tion that suppresses certain forms of expression. 

I
was mobilized by the threat of the Helms 
amendment not so much by my fondness for 
the ICA in particular, or for art and the theatet 

• 
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in general, but by my perception that all of the ar­
guments being made for putting blinders on the 
NEA could also be made with regard to the uni­
versity as a whole, using as leverage the federal 
financial aid programs and research support on 
which universities have come to depend. If the 
ICA could be excluded from federal support for 
transgressing someone's notion of what is obscene, 
could not other parts of the university be held hos­
tage to Congress's notion of what should be seen 
and heard on a university campus? I therefore 
stated my position as forcefully as I could in the 
Chronicle of Higher Education, and I hovered on the 
fringe of the contending forces in Congress urging 
on my friends and allies.

At the outset of the debate on the Helms amend­
ment, I recognized the political problem of the 
large number of right-thinking people who were 
opposed to the amendment. A conservative con­
stituency in heartland America supports almost 
anything that will reinforce traditional morality and 
values, and the Helms amendment was a particu­
larly clear-cut call to battle for that group. Except 
for artists and museum curators (not usually a 
sought-after power block in American politics), the 
opposition to the Helms amendment was com­
posed of people with multiple and cross-cutting 
legislative interests, while the proponents were 
more likely to be focused on thus single issue. Fur­
thermore, the Helms amendment was cleverly 
positioned. I could find few legislators who were 
eager to stand up on the floor of the House or 
Senate and make an impassioned speech in de­
fense of obscenity. Consequently, I understood the 
wisdom of the tactics chosen by the champion of 
the forces of freedom, Sidney Yates, to work as 
quietly as possible behind closed doors and fashion 
a victory in the conference committee where in­
dividual positions would be camouflaged amidst 
the welter of different people taking varied posi­
tions on numerous provisions of the bill.

I was, however, unprepared for the assumption 
that appeared at the beginning of the discussion 
that Senator Helms "had to get something out of 
this." My own career is built on knowing when 
and when not to compromise. I generally see com­
promise as a virtue, but I get very nervous when 
fundamental principles are at stake. In those cases, 
one must be very careful that the compromise, if 
necessary, does not involve things of substance. It 
became dear that Senator Helms's need to "get 
something out of this" had less to do with the 

The landscape of the past is strewn with 
once-suppressed works that are now in free 
circulation."

more troublesome problem was presented 
by the argument that the Helms amend- 
.ment was not censorship. If it became law, 

artists could still create whatever they wanted to 
create, and they could display it wherever they 
coqld find space and a gullible audience. The 
amendment merely sought to make sure that tax­
payer money was not used to support things that 
were offensive to the sensibilities of large numbers 
of taxpayers. Part of this argument is easy to dis­
miss. After all, we use tax revenue all the time for 
things to which a large part of the public objects. 
"Star Wars" and the stealth bomber come easily to 
mind. More difficult, to dismiss, though, is the mis­
taken notion that Congress has the power to en­
sure that public monies are used for purposes that 
are for the public good.

Given the situation that existed at the time, I 
think the Yates compromise was as good a result 
as we could expect. You will recall that it provided 
for a study of the grant-making procedures of the 
NEA, a study that is just getting underway. My 
fears are considerably allayed by President Bush's 
courageous endorsement of the current method of

votes he commanded either in Congress or in the 
electorate than with the complex sociology of con­
gressional courtesy. That discovery I count as one 
of my learning experiences of 1989.

The question of what art is and whether it 
should be regulated receded as the debate raged 
on. Conservatives may win that argument in Cin­
cinnati, but not in New York or Washington, D.C. 
Consequently, the proponents of the Helms 
amendment sought to center argtunent on "ac­
countability" and the proper uses of the taxpayers' 
money. At first, the accountability argument puz­
zled me. Our ICA and the university itself are au­
dited annually. It would be easy to determine 
whether or not public monies are being spent on 
allowable costs of the projects for which the grant 
was made. As I listened, however, it became clear­
er that what the supporters of the amendment had 
in mind was not that sort of accountability, nor 
even the sort that could be satisfied by the avail­
ability of the NEA chair to answer questions about 
what was being done with the appropriation. 
Rather, what was envisioned was the conscious 
politicization of the NEA. That way lies madness 
and mediocrity. Fortunately, once the disguise was 
stripped off, the accountability argument lost its 
power.
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his takes us to the current standoff involving 
Joseph Papp and the NEA. Will he take the 
pledge or not? In a real sense, I think this is 

not the heart of the matter. I would hope no artist 
or impressario would be in a position to say, "I 
am practicing my profession, or following my call­
ing, in a way that has absolutely no redeeming ar­
tistic or cultural value.” Paradoxically, if one could 
honestly make that claim, I imagine that that in it­
self would constitute something of a serious cultur­
al interest and therefore of value.

The heart of the matter is: who is to decide? No 
matter what criteria one establishes as permissible 
in law or supportable by public funds, the criteria 
will be subject to abuse. I might be perfectly will­
ing to accept a system that suppresses obscene 
materials, or denies public funds to obscene art, as 
defined by the Supreme Court test, if I were the 
one deciding what has redeeming artistic or cultur­
al value. I would be much less happy if Senator 
Helms or his friends were making that judgment.

A frontier of the permissible will always exist, 
with bullets whizzing across it from both the puri­
tans on one side and the godfathers of smut on 
the other, and artists and intellectuals will always 
zigzag along the frontier trying to expand the 
boundaries of human consciousness and enrich our 
understanding of the human condition. The land­
scape of the past is strewn with once-suppressed 
works that are now in free circulation. One thinks 

doing business. But, along with a specific condem­
nation of the Mapplethorpe and1 Serrano grants, 
the Yates compromise also cbntains a punitive 
clause that requires the NEA to give the Appropri­
ations Committees thirty days prior notice if it in­
tends to make grants to either of the two offending 
institutions, the ICA or the Southeastern Center 
for Contemporary Art. If you ever want to see the 
"chilling effect" in writing, this is it. Then, in a- 
marvelous bit of draftsmanship, the legislation • 
denounces censorship and extolls free expression, 
but rpqi tires the chair of the NEA to exclude sup­
port for works that are "without any redeeming 
literary, scholarly, cultural or artistic value," and 
requires the commission to consider establishing as 
explicit criteria the existing Supreme Court test for 
obscenity (i.e., using contemporary community 
standards, does the work in question taken as a 
whole appeal to prurient interest, does it describe 
in offensive ways sexual conduct, taken as a whole 
does it lack serious artistic and cultural value?).

immediately of Lady Chatterly's Lover and Ulysses, 
not to mention the books banned in South Africa 
or unavailable in China. The historian of thought is 
bound to find himself or herself on the side of the 
maximum amount of freedom imaginable.

Yet, hard cases continue to arise. One is pre­
sented by the recent Supreme Court decision that 
upholds the constitutionality of an Ohio statute 
that makes it a crime to possess in the privacy of 
one's home child pornography, on the theory that 
if one can possess it, someone will produce it, and 
that its production inevitably involves the exploita­
tion of children. What is to be the fate of Lewis 
Carroll's drawings of little girls under this rule?

Another hard case has presented itself on my 
own campus this year, in the wake of a decision 
by a federal district court in Michigan declaring un­
constitutional a University of Michigan harassment 
policy. Penn has a similar policy because we seek 
to have a campus environment in which a stu­
dent's ability to leam is not inhibited by the emo­
tional distress resulting from denigrating attacks. 
The problem arises from the fact that these attacks 
are likely to be verbal in nature. If they are speech, 
are we willing to limit speech that some people 
think is objectionable? If we do, where does that 
process of defining some speech as illegitimate 
possibly end? I would like a campus free of ethnic 
intimidation, but I would also like a campus that is 
open and free for all ideas, no matter how danger­
ous they seem to be. These goals collide.

My own judgment is that we should be able to 
define racial harassment in such a tight way, per­
haps as words uttered in a face-to-face encounter 
that are intended to inflict emotional damage, that 
we will be able to outlaw verbal terrorism without 
chilling the open expression of ideas. At the same 
time, I recognize that we are treading on danger- 
ous territory and that we must therefore be guided 
by the principle that on a university campus, free 
speech takes precedence over all other 
considerations.

Our Founding Fathers consciously chose the 
risky option of democracy based on freedom. Mis­
takes are bound to be made, offensive things will 
be done and said, the future will always be contin­
gent. Yet the best protection we have found for 
democracy is an unregulated market in expression. 
Such a fundamental commitment to intellectual 
freedom has served us well for over two hundred 
years and is our best hope for the next two hun-

“1 generally see compromise as a virtue, 
I get very nervous when fundamental 
principles are at stake."



The Hackney Presidency: 

Twelve Years of Accomplishment at the 

University of Pennsylvania 
April 19, 1993 

Since 1'ecoming Penn's 21st chief executive in 1981. Sheldon Hack• 
ney bas often articulated Penn's goal to become the leading international 
urban re-Search university that is committed to undergraduate education. 
During bis tenure. and with the involvement of many in lhc Penn 
community. be bas: 

• Emphasized undergraduate education. introduced a coherent gen­
eral education requirement, enhanced the freshman seminar pro­
gram taught by senior faculty. initialed lhc fresb.man reading
program. created seven new CoUege Houses to foster a residential
living/learning environment, and taught undergraduates in each
year of his presidency.

• Placed Penn al the vanguard of urban research universities lbat are
responsive to the needs of their local communities. through his 
creation of the Center for Community Partnerships and his advo­
cacy of public and community service as an int.egral pan of the 
educational experience.

• Served as one of America's most forceful spokespersons on lhc
critical importance of freedom of expression, and on lhc need for
community and civility, both on and off campus.

• Initiated the Campaign for Penn, wbicb will raise more than SI
billion {Penn is only the second university to do so) and wbicb bas 
already added 122 named professorships { a record in higher
education) and includes gifts from more than 83,000 alumni
donors in Ibis past year alone. more than any other university.

• Strengthened at Penn higher education's preeminent academic
and administrative planning process, which bas provided Penn
with unusual academic and fiscal stability in turbulent times.

• Estat>lished Penn as a global university. increasing (from less than
2 percent to 10 percent) the proportion of undergraduates from
at-road. internationalizing research and lhc curriculum. and ex­
panding opportunities for foreign study and international faculty
exchange.

• Developed one oflhc most beautiful urban campus in America. by
conserving the best of �M's past in Frank Furness's Victorian
gem. now lhc Fisher Fine AIU Library, and CoUcge and Logan
Halls; and creating exciting new spaces for its future in lhe Law
School Library and Clinical Research Building.

• Made Penn an "instirution of cboice" by attracti.ng the strongest
individuals nationwide to key academic and administrative posts. 
and enhanced Penn's unique position as the "cradle" of college 
and university presidents. 

Undergraduate Education 
Under Hackney's leadership. Penn's vision of itself bas cryslallized 

inlo the president's statement that "Penn wants to be lhc leading interna• 
tional urhan research university thal really cares about undcrgraduaLe 
education." Haclcncy. also a professor of history. 1.augbt undergraduates 
in eacb year of his presidency, either in an honors history seminar or a 
freshman seminar. 

Among the enhancements to undergraduate education arc lhc crcal• 
ing of an undergraduate education fund of SI 0 million to support a wide 
variciy of school-initialed programs: increasing the diversity and quality 
of Penn's undergraduate srudent body: maintaining Penn's commitment 

B 

IO a need-blind admissions policy during a period of exlraordinary fiscal 
pressures; encouraging increased faculty involvement wilh undergradu­
ates as advisers and teachers of freshmen seminars; supporting expansion 
of the house system to enhance the undergraduate residenual eitpenence 
(there an: now 17 options including the first-year bouses. living/learning 
programs and coUegc bouses); and enc.ouraging lhe leadership of lbe 
School of Arts and Sciences to undertake a reform of lhe undergraduate 
general education requirement lhal has since been adopted in whole or in 
part by Penn's other undergraduate scbools. 

Hackney's two provosts (Michael Ai.ken, Cbancellor�lecl of lhc 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign. and 'Thomas Ehrlich. presi• 
dent of Indiana University), who as Penn's chief academic officers, 
shared bis vision of the cencrality of lhc undergraduat.e experience in 
defining Penn's special character. 

Civility, Community, and Freedom of Expression 
A deep commitment IO the values of civility. community, and 

freedom of expression bas been a hallmark of Hackney's administration. 
Penn's commitment to divcrsil)' has grown through lhc recruitment of 

students. lbe appointment and tenure of facuhy, the h.irulg of employees 
and lhc broadening of curricular and extracurricular offerings. He bas 
often said that such diversity is a fundamental part of the educational 
experience students need as our world shrinks under the impact of mass 
communications. technology and the global marlcet. 

Penn's undergraduate minority enrollment bas grown from 13 per· 
cent to 30 percent. and international undergraduate enrollment bas 
increased from 1.2 percent to 10 percent. Gender balance bas changed 
too; next fall's fint-year class is expected IO be aboul 44 percent female. 
Women deans bead four of Penn's 12 schools. and three of its senior 
officers arc women. 

Haclcncy bas articulated freedom of expression. civility, and respect 
as the core valocs al Penn: ''There can be no honest advancement of 
knowledge where the different experiences, identities. needs. values. 
abilities, and heritages of individuals and groups are invisible or dis par• 
aged," be bas said. "Recognizing that we arc a diverse community is 
central to achieving the aims of this University to 'gladly learn' and 
'gladly teach.' as Chaucer put it" 

Among his achievements at Penn in strengthening the civility of 
disco� and lhc breadth of educational experience are the foUowing: 

• Revision of the University's judicial system and Guidelines on 
Open Expression to ensure that preservation of freedom of expres­
sion is the preeminent University policy. 

• DevclopmcntofSexual and Racial Harassmcnl Policies to proteel
members of lhe University community from abuse of power
relationships and deprivation of rigbis lo full and equal participa•
tion in lhc University community.

• Support for lhe University's development of a wide range of area
and ethnic studies programs and faculty research within the 
framework of traditional academic disciplines.

• Vigorous defense of the right of students and facully to invite a
diverse range of speakers to campus, ranging from Margaret
Thatcher and Ronald Reagan 10 Louis Farrakhan.

• Introduction of a voluntary program for freshmen to acqualnt
them with the dynamics of a diverse campus commuruty.

ALMANAC INSERT April 20. 1993 
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exchange opportunities in areas ranging from Russia to Mexico. Nigeria

standing as an exemplary research university, while at the same time

leading research university include the new Clinical Research Building.

president of Brown University, and James O. Freedman, president

professorships it seeks—with more than 18 months to go before it ends.

nence.

^rgn proceeds The campaign has J-d the average -ual giving OJe-nc uOe uo^-a^^;-^nt ofTon^ctrcutCoUeg;
which hovered between $40 and $70 million a year to nearly $150 Y? ? . of Colgate Umversitv. Merle M. Odgers
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million Eighty-three thousand of Penn’s some 200.000 living alumni 
made gifts to the Campaign last year, more than any other college or 

university in America.

Community Partnerships ...............

provide solutions to the most pressing problems of our time, with urban

Academic and Administrative Planning
Emphasis on institutional planning has allowed the University to 

emerge as one of the best managed and most progressive institutions of 
higher education. From 1983. a landmark planning document called 
"Choosing Penn’s Future" guided planning during Hackney s tenure It 
set forth objectives describing the quality of faculty, the importance of 
scale, the diversity of the University community, and the need for fiscal 

integrity.
The plan allowed the University to focus its aspirations and set the 

parameters for growth Through a series of five-year plans based on this 
document, the University has been able to move forward in its effort to 
become the leading international urban research university that delivers 
quality undergraduate education.

Breaking the $1 billion bamer for the first time Penn’s history, the 
endowment has grown from $181,700,000 in 1980 to SI.I billion in 
1993. Establishing TQM (Total Quality Management) at Penn, the 
University has become a leader in applying the concepts of academia. 

Internationalization
Understanding that the generation and transmission of knowledge 

will continue to become even more global. Penn is working toward
integrating an international perspective in all dimensions of the Univer­
sity. Building upon its already renowned strength and breadth in foreign 
languages and international-area studies, the University has increased 
(by 50 percent in the past five years alone) the number of international 

*_ * . • 11_ I am ikxlr n aonnnhl/' rltVAFCltV

ships, recently established as the comerstone of Penn’ s efforts to mstitu- 
tionalize community service and urban partnerships within Penn’ s •cub­
ing and research missions. The Center has been caUed a national model

Hackney has emphasized that higher education can and should help 

universities having a particular responsibility to contribute to improving 
the quality of life in the cities in which they are located. Penn has done 
so by forming partnerships with the City of Philadelphia and the West 
Philadelphia community that adjoins the campus.

This involvement now includes the Center for Community Partner- 

undergraduate students enrolled, as well as their geographic diversity. 
In the past decade. Penn has established new study abroad and 

. . * _____ . - —— 1» a a baa KJ < n
^ZcthniTnd more Penn students and faculty than ever before are 

participating in these programs.
Under Hackney’s direction, the University has made major invest­

ments in modem global telecommunications technologies, bunging the 
cultures and scholarship of people from all over the globe to the computer 
and television screens of students and faculty at Penn.

Tho Penn Campus
In advancing the visionof his predecessors. Hackney has created what 

is one of the most beautiful urban campuses in America. He and his 
coUegues understood that if Penn was to mainuin and enhance us 
standing as an exemplary research university, while at the same time 
shrinking its "psychological size" in ways that forged scholarly connec­
tions among people and programs, it needed to increase substantially its 
investments in campus facilities and spaces.

While beautifying and embellishing the core of the campus as an 
urban park, Penn also saw to the preservation of the best of its past.

nanarchitect Frank Furness as the University’s library and’ now called the 
Jerome and Anne Fisher Library Restoration of College and Logan HaUs 
in the heart of campus are also underway.

New facilities that will enable Penn to maintain its standing as a 
leading research university include the new Clinical Research Building, 
the Law School Library, the Aresty Institute of Executive EducaUon- 
Steinberg Conference Center, the planned Institute for Advanced Sci­
ence and Technology and the Revlon Campus Center.

Penn as an Institution of Choice
Penn is a “cradle" for future college presidents. Among the 35 college 

and university president who were Penn administrators:
Michael Aiken. Penn's provost from 1987-1993. will become chan­

cellor of the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign this July.
Rick Nahm. Senior Vice President for Development and Planning, 

will become president of Knox College in Galesburg. Illinois this July. 
Twocurrentlvy League presidentscame from Penn: VartanGregorian, 

now president of Brown University , and James O. Freedman, president 
of Dartmouth College. Former ProvostHugoSonnenschein will become 
president of the University of Chicago in July.

Former Penn Provost Thomas Ehrlich is president of Indiana Univer­
sity. and D. Bruce Johnstone is president of the Stale University of New 

York system. .
Others include Donald N. Langenberg. chancellor of the University
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Neil Robert Grabois. president of Colgate University . Merle M Odgers, 
president of Bucknell College, and Humphrey Tonkin, president of the 

University of Hartford.

of "practical idealism" in higher education.
Some 6.000 Penn students, faculty and staff are no w involved in more 

than 60 public sen’ice efforts. Among the dozens of community outreach 
programs are the CoDaborative for West Philadelphia Schools, which 
links the schools with higher education, business and community orga­
nizations; PENNlincs, a Penn student volunteer effort to teach science to 
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and alumni engaged in a variety of volunteer programs designed ~ 
benefit Philadelphians; West Philadelphia Improvement Corps, which 
works with public school teachers, administrators and students to expand 
the role of their schools into centers where both students and older 
residents learn skiUs while working on projecU that benefit the commu­
nity; and the Program for Student-Community Involvement, in which 
Penn students volunteer as tutors in 20 West Hiiladelphia schools.

Hackney serves as chairman of the board of the West Philadelphia 
Partnership, a community development organization uniting major area 
institutions with community groups. He is on the executive committee 
of Campus Compact, a national coalition of more than 320 college and 
university presidents that works to make service an integral part of 

college life.

The Campaign
Perm’s campaign has raised more than any other effort by an Ivy 

League university. It is second only to Stanford s $1.2 billion campaign 
that ended in February 1992. The Campaign for Penn has raised $955 
million and has added 122(arecordinhighereducation)of the ISOnamed 
professorships it seeks—with more than 18 months to go before it ends. 

Penn’s campaign includes a $35 million goal for minority perma­
nence. far larger than any other goal announced for this purpose; $28 
million has already been raised. Financial aid as well as a host of 
programs for undergraduate education have also benefited from Cam-



How Penn Defended 
TheFirst Amendment 

, To the Editor:-
i greatly. appreciate "Don't Bum 

Hackney ·at the Slake" (editorial, 
June 10), supporting my nomination 
by President Clinton to head the Na• 
lional Endowment for the' Human­
ities. Given the distorted image of me 
that is being energeticilily propagal• 
ed by a few journalists, It took a good 
bit or skill 11nd not a little gumption to 
sort through the chaff arid arrive at a 
balanced judgment. 

But you repeat a major distortion 
that has found its way into the folk­
lore about events or this spring al the 
University of Pennsylvania. Contrary 
to journalistic accounts, I did de­
nounce confiscation of 14,000 copies of 
The Daily Pennsylvanian, the inde­
pendent student newspaper. 

After saying that diversity and 
open expression seemed to be in con­
flict, I made it clear that "there can 
be no compromise regarding the 
First Amendment right of an inde­
pendent publication to express what­
ever views it chooses." I · also re­
affirmed a ban on such confiscations 
that l promulgated four years earlier. 

As for my having dealt "weakly" 
with the students Involved, the facts 
are otherwise: 

P�nn's student judicial processes 
will go forward when the students 
involved return to campus In the fall. 
As president, I have no role In those 
processes. l do nol determine who is 
prosecuted, how their cases are adju­
dicated by faculty-student panels or 
what sanctions are applied. 

Thal may not be the best system, 
as It creates the kind of confusion 
your editorial reflects, and a commit­
tee is being formed to �xamine it 
But as you point out, there are often 
real virtues to such a methodical and 
independent system of due process In 
insuring a just outcome lo conlroVer­
sial cases. SHELDON HACKNEY 

President, U. of Pennsylvania 
Philadelphia, June 11, 1993 
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who'd dispense federal arts money
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Fact: The faculty of Mr.
School) and department t-.
in his class unacceptable,and the
Dean of the 1-------- —

Si Alienation: "A Penn lecturer, Murray Dolfman
[by Sheldon Hackney, you wrongly d
undergo a 'sensitivity and racial awareness session.

Dolfman's own school (the Wharton 
found his humiliation of black students 

wouws. ^_1_ -- "-'-J actions against him by the
Wharton^School wholly justified.
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flict.
7) Allegation: "Th© Hackney nomination is a 
personal ties” with the Clintons.
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deploring’political correctness.”
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saying: "We always
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Al^^vr.Sh.deinhker
Chairman, Board of Trustees of the
University of Pennsylvania

A3-Chairman of Penn's Board of Trustees, I have worked with 
Sheldon Hackney for twelve years. He is a distinguished historian, 
a fair and judicious person, and a widely respected leader in 
American higher education. His distinguished record of achieve­
ments and moderate temperament will make him a fine Chairman of the 
National Endowment for the Humanities.
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***For phone numbers, call Dr. Hackney's office - (215) 898-7221
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Tom Ehrlich, Pres. Indiana University
Jim Friedman, Pres. Dartmouth College
Harold Shapiro, Pres. Princeton University (609) 258-6100
Frank Rhodes, Pres. Cornell University
Jack Peltason, Pres. University of California
Varton Gregorian, Pres. Brown University
Gene Buding, Pres. University of Kansas
Stanley Ikenberry, Pres. University of Illinois

Al Shoemaker, Trustee (banker) (201) 898-0293
Leon Higginbotham, Trustee (215) 597-9157
Ed Randall, Mayor of Philadelphia
Constance "Connie" Clayton, Supt. of Schools, Philadelphia 
Carl Kaysen, Trustee (faculty, MIT) (617) 253-4054
Natalie Koether, Trustee (lawyer) (908) 766-4101
Gloria Chisum, Trustee (215) 849-0714
Ernie Boyer, Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, 

Princeton, NJ
Bill Bowen, Mellon Foundation, NYC (former Pres./Princeton)(212) 
Susan Catherwood, Trustee (215) 662-2363 826-8114
Bill Gray, Pres. United Negro College Fund (former member of 

Congress)
Bill McFeely, University of Georgia @ Athens (historian)
Bill Styron, writer

Vann Woodward, Yale University, (historian)
Drew Faust, Pennsylvania (leading historian of the South) 
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Drew Faust, Pennsylvania (leading historian of the South) 
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Arts in Education

Pittman:Dear Mr.

Dance

Design Arts

'xpansion Arts Howeveri

Folk Arts

International

Literature

Locals

Media Arts

Museum

Music

Sincerely,

State & Regional

Theater

Visual Arts

Opera-Musical
Theater

Presenting & 
Commissioning

Mr. Robert Pittman
Editorial Page Editor 
St. Petersburg Times 
P.O. Box 1121
St. Petersburg, FL 33731

Challenge &
Advancement

The Federal agency 
that supports the 
visual, literary and 
performing arts to 
benefit all Americans

This week we sent out a copy of our latest information 
packet to add to your knowledge of the Arts Endowment's 
many good activities.

The Nancy Hanks Center
1100 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Washington, DC20506-0001 

202/682-5400

Surprisingly, the two cultural agencies are confused in 
the media rather often. Their endeavors only overlap on 
rare occasions -- since the Arts Endowment funds 
creativity and performance and the Humanities supports 
scholarly endeavors.

Ginny Terzano
Director of Public Affairs
202/682-5570

Regarding the Petersburg Times' May 19 editorial "Hooray 
for Hilary," we applaud your favorable opinion of Mrs. 
Clinton and her views on free speech and free thought.

However, University of Pennsylvania President Sheldon 
Hackney is nominated to be Chairman of the National 
Endowment for the Humanities, not the Arts Endowment.

NATIONAL

ENDOWMENT

FOR^y^THE

ARTS
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June 16, 1993

Sullivan:Dear Mr.
Arts in Education

Dance

Design Arts

Expansion Arts

Folk Arts

International

Literature

Locals

Media Arts

Museum
Sincerely,

Music

State Regional

Theater

Visual Arts

Opera-Musical
Theater

Presenting d’­
Commissioning

Challenge & 
Advancement

Your assistance in clarifying this recurring confusion is 
greatly appreciated.

Ginny Terzanb
Public Affairs Director

The Nancy Hanks Center
1100 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20506-0001 

202/682-5400

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call, 
202-682-5570.

The Federal agency 
that supports the 
visual, literary and 
performing arts to 
benefit all Americans

Although the two agencies work closely together and have 
mutual goals of making the arts and humanities accessible to 
more Americans, the President appoints separate Chairs to head 
each of the Endowments.

A recent New Republic article [Withdraw Guinier, June 14, 
1993] inaccurately referred to Sheldon Hackney — President's 
Clinton's nominee to head the National Endowment for the 
Humanities — as the "nominee for the National Endowment for 
the Arts."

NATIONAL

ENDOWMENT

FOR^J^THE

Mr. Andrew Sullivan 
Editor
The New Republic
1220 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Ginny Terzano
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Hooray for Hillary 
F 1' \ q 1IC Iirher commencement address at the 

University of Pennsylvania this week, Hilla­
ry Rodham Clinton spoke words that des­
perately needed to be heard by students, 
faculty and especially by Sheldon Hackney, 
the university president. 

We have to believe 
that where there is a 
free exchange of 
ideas and open 
debate, justice and 
tolerance will prevail. 

Mrs. Clinton urged Penn students to 
celebrate their diversity and to uphold the 
idea of universities as "havens for free 
speech and free thought." The first lady 
expressed her distress at "hateful acts, 
hateful words," but urged students and 
administration not to resort to censorship. right of an independent publication to ex-

"For all the injustices in our past and press whatever views it chooses. At the 
our present," she said, "we have to believe same time, there can be no ignoring the 
that in the free exchange of ideas, justice pain that expression may cause." 
will prevail over injustice, tolerance over He is right on both counts. Unfortunate-
intolerance and progress over reaction." ly, on the issue of free speech, Hackney is a 

The University of Pennsylvania has be- wimp. He has refused to publicly condemn 
come the latest battlegroll:ld in the conflict the students' actic,1, even though 15 Penn 
between free speech and efforts to make law professors signed a letter to Hackney 
students more sensitive to the feelings of saying he had not spoken out strongly on 
minorities and women. The problem is that this First Amendment issue. They must be 
these good intentions· often do damage to wondering what happened to the Sheldon 
the First Amendment and to the values of a Hackney who vigorously def ended free 
university. If a university does not stand for speech when Louis Farrakhan appeared on 
free thought and free speech, what does it campus and when the homoerotic works of 
stand for? Without these values, how can Robert Mapplethorpe were displayed. 
there been honest teaching and learning? Another free-speech controversy at 

At Penn, some of the university's black Penn involves Eden Jacobowitz, a white 
students have trashed the First Amend- freshman who faces a hearing on racial 
ment. Offended by the opinions of a harassment charges. His offense? While 
right-wing columnist, the student censors trying to write an English paper, he was 
confiscated 14,000 copies of the Daily interrupted by a group of black sorority 
Pennsylvanian and dwnped them in a trash sisters making loud noises outside his dorm 
bin. The students said they had done noth- window. He yelled at them, "Shut up, you 
ing wrong, because the newspapers are water buffalo." The American Civil Liber­
free and there are no limits on how many ties Union ha� come down on the side of 
copies a person can take. Jacobowitz. 

The craven Hackne who soon will be It should be clear by now that the courts 
om to are not going to tolerate speech codes and 
���=77��;.:�=ri�..µ.:��� censorship by colleges trying to curb racist 

anti-Semitic and other offensive speech: 
assa on a ee press with mush. "Two Contrary to what some may think, free 
important university values, diversity and speech is not the problem; it is part of the 
open expression, now stand in conflict," solution. Hillary Clinton is right. We have to 
Hc!_�ey sai� in a statement after the pa- believe that where there is a free exchange 
pers were trashed. "There can be no com- of ideas and open debate, justice and toler­
promise regarding the First Amendment ance will prevail. 

/\ 



^ong-Running Culture War Cpens IMew C'ront: an Arts domination
Francis Sheldon

My rises to the prominence of the great 
Struggles over taxes or abortion, but -

■
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career highlightsr*tteek to be chairman of the National 
•Mindowment for the Humanities. On

Uncomfortable Allies

...J —------- ------ lauuuy. «IIM jzivtvw,

toff, the columnist and First Amend- Princeton University; 1975- 
ment specialist, argues: When it s nrotlirt«nt Tulane

[<

I

py.- But Mr. Hackney has alsi one son.
1

ntMtas’ -hampered free speech and 
JjJJSfltewed up numerous innocents along

pers

ESL-Mr. Jacobowitz, who was born in 
CSsrael, said the remark had no racial
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education Ramsey High 
School; B.A., Vanderbilt 
University; M.A. and Ph.D.,
Yale University.

HOBBIES Movies, tennis, 
breadmaking

r’MOrials, many of them demanding to
SSRnow why Mr. Hackney and the uni- 

‘■■yersitv's administraf—.......
ySlirh a case go so far,

In 1969, wrote “Populism to 
Progressivism in Alabama;” 
1965-1975, member of 
faculty, and provost,

1980, president, Tulane 
University; 1981-present, 
president, University of 
Pennsylvania.

FAMILY Married to Lucy Durr 
Hackney; two daughters and
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Mhe culture war continues along the 
border of academia and politics. It is 
^bitter, long-running and intense, and 
Sheldon Hackney has found himself 
*gt the thick of it.
w, Mr. Hackney, the president of the 
University of Pennsylvania, was 
Mtpnlinated by President Clinton last

ly right-wing political hogwash.”
Mr. Hackney’s candidacy is vastly 

strengthened, his friends say, by his 
academic resume. Before joining 
Penn, he was president of Tulane 
University and provost of Princeton 
University. He is also a prize-winning 
historian of the American South.

Mr. Bennett, the conservative who

JI

Bill Cramer for The New York Time*

Sheldon Hackney, the president of the University of Pennsylvania, at 
home in Philadelphia. Mr. Hackney was nominated by President 
Clinton to be chairman of the National Endowment for the Humanities. 

 

tersitv's administrators would let 
SSuch a case go so far, so long.

The case was dropped in May, with 
iSSie black students contending that 
^publicity prevented them from get- 
,*4ing a fair hearing; Mr. Jacobowitz 
*Said that he too was dissatisfied with 
Swthe process and the outcome. 
**’ Mr. Hackney received even strong- 
^Xer criticism for his response in April 
"^Micn 14.000 copies of the student 

newspaper were seized by a group of

. But Mr. Hackney has also become, 
SaShu^ti to his dismay, a symbol of 
JJgCflitical correctness on America’s 
ESbilBge campuses, an exemplar of a 
^Jjhelal orthodoxy that critics assert

Ifenlficance, arguing that he was 
caching for the word ’’behayma,” 
lehrew for “water oxen’’ or, in slang, 

(“•^foolish person.” His case prompted 
SIScores of newspaper columns and edi-

black students protesting a conserva- also from Penn, to be assistant attor- 
tive columnist and what they assert- ney general for civil rights, the Clin- 
ed was institutional racism. The stu- ton Administration is intent on mtni- 
dents accused of seizing the newspa- mizing controversy around any nomi- 
pers face disciplinary proceedings nation at the moment, 
next fall, a university spokeswoman
said.

At the time, Mr. Hackney declared 
that “two important university val­
ues, diversity and open expression,
seem to be in conflict.” His allies said
that the comments were taken out of 
context and that he emphasized the 
university’s commitment to free
speech. But the statement spoke vol­
umes about the colliding world views
of this debate.

What is at stake, to be sure, is not a 
major piece of Federal turf. But the
National Endowment for the Human­
ities, with a budget of more than $170
million, is a substantial source of 
grants for the academic world. It has 
also proven to be a bully pulpit for
past chairmen like William J. Ben­
nett and Lynne V. Cheney, who
served during the Reagan and Bush
Administrations.

Moreover, the Hackney nomination 
does not come in a political vacuum.
Still wounded by the failed nomina­
tion of I ani Guiltier, a law professor

J^ajier. his confirmation would seem 
^routine, even preordained: A career 
Xjbarked by steady advancement in 
phififer education; important and vo- 

friends from Mike Wallace, the 
Hourhalist, to C. Vann Woodward, the 
Saistorian; and intriguing Southern 
Soots. His in-laws, Virginia and Clif- 
pTprd Durr, were renowned Alabama 
Sberals who helped bail out Rosa 
EParks. His wife, Lucy Durr Hackney, 

a children's advocate and a friend

Not all the opposition to Mr. Hack­
ney comes from the right. Nat Hen-

sexuals. In recent years, that line of 
attack has become a frequent one,
with critics asserting that many col- js iji « 
lege campuses now enforce those at- HaCKflBy 
titudes to such an extent that freedom 
of speech is trampled upon.

"We do have concerns about what 
appears to be a chilling atmosphere Birmingham, Ala. 
on a lot of university campuses,” said
Gary Bauer, a former Reagan advis­
er who now heads the conservative
Family Research Council, “and our 
fear is that he will bring the same 
philosophy to his work at the human­
ities.”

By ROBIN TONER 
t Special (o The New Yolk Times

X; WASHINGTON, June 21 — It rare-

>■ .’fei -

BORN Dec. 5, 1933, In
Rlrmlnnham Ala

As for what Mr. Hackney thinks of 
the two incidents that tinged his past 

‘Political Hogwash’ year al Penn, he told alumni and
William Kristol, a conservative others in a recent letter that the uni­

strategist who was an adviser to Vice versify bad no choice but to let due 
President Dan Quayle and who once process run its course. He added, 
taught at Penn, said: "It’s one thing however, that it clearly was tune to 
to say, ’Of course I don’t believe in review those procedures, 
political correctness.’ It’s another to .
defend a student or faculty member “The fact thai Penn’s policies have 
under pressure because they’ve said had unintended or unsatisfactory out- 
something politically incorrect." comes will be addressed rationally

Mr. Gray counters that any charge and carefully,” he wrote, although he 
of Mr. Hackney’s being insufficiently acknowledged lhe obvious: “These 
solicitious of free speech “is absolute- are painful and emotional issues."

Labor ahd Human Resources.
inuuaic .......... -—- Senator Orrin G. Hatch, a conser- „
to^tTpercent from 13 percent in vative Republican from Utah who is firmej He-S ln the academic main- 

.. -------------on that committee, said after a meet- stream. ,he problem is I think that
ing with Mr. Hackney, “President majnstrcam is sullied water.” 
Hackney made a pretty good case
that he is against political correct­
ness.”

••the way.
Chief among the innocents, these 

••Critics contend, is Eden Jacobowitz, a 
STPenn freshman from Lawrence, L.I., 
••who was pursued on racial harass- 
ffment charges at the university after 
2gimply shouting, he insisted through- 
SSaiit the case, “Shut up, you water 
••Buffalo!” to a group of noisy black 
•Students outside his dormitory one’

'• Xost in the Translation

trendy or P.C., he'll give the free-
speech line. But if it’s the water buffa­
lo man, he’s not interested.”

Even some of Mr. Hackney’s allies
seem uncomfortable with the univer­
sity’s speech policies and enforce­
ment procedures. Senator Harris
Wofford, the Pennsylvania Democrat
who is Mr. Hackney’s patron on Capi­
tol Hill and a former university presi­
dent himself, said, “1 think the old 
ways of deans and fellow students 
straightening out people is better
than these elaborate procedures and 
codes.”

Many conservatives would revel in
turning the Hackney nomination into 
a debate over political correctness,
which has yet to become a main­
stream issue. But Mr. Hackney, who
declined a request for an interview,

 was making the rounds in the Senate'
59-vear"o“d educmo^aTa reasonabte, last week, trying to defuse the issue

- ... -------before his confirmation hearing next 
Friday, jn the Senate Committee on Was'President Ronald Reagan’s hu- 

manities chairman .said: “My guess 
is someone like Hackney will be con­

stream; the problem is 1 think that

A Positive Record Detailed
Mr. Hackney’s allies present the

tolerant man who helped turn his Ivy 
League university into a far more 
diverse environment, noting that un­
dergraduate minority enrollment

I — — ■ e — < o !•*

his 12 years as president. He may be 
cautious, they say, but he successful­
ly balanced all the competing cul­
tures, sensitivities, needs and de­
mands of a modern university, which 
is not an easy task.

“He’s a Southerner, a moderate 
guy, not an ideologue at all,” said 
William H. Gray 3d, head of the Unit­
ed Negro College Fund and former 
majority whip of the House who rep­
resented a district in Philadelphia.

Mr. Hackney’s conservative critics 
counter that he simply toes the politi­
cally correct, or P.C., line, a phrase 
often used to refer to "correct” lib­
eral attitudes, particularly regarding 
women, ethnic minorities and homo-
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■ Supreme Court Roundup

Justices to Decide if Ash
* _ _ _
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THE new YORK TIMES, TUESDAY, JUNE 22,
1993

l-L

Is a Hazardous Waste
Z

Belated Evidence

The Court agreed to decide whether 
an employer can avoid liability under 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 for dis­
criminating against an employee if, in 
the course of the employee’s discrimi­
nation lawsuit, unrelated evidence 
emerges that would have provided in­
dependent grounds for dismissing the 
employee.

In this case, a woman who was em­
ployed as a security officer for a uni­
versity sued her employer under the 
Civil Rights Act for sex discrimination 
and sexual harassment. During pretri­
al discovery, the university’s lawyers 
learned that the woman had stated 
falsely on her employment application 
that she had never been convicted of a 
crime; in fact she had pleaded guilty to 
driving under the influence of alcohol.

There was no dispute that the false 
statement would have been grounds for 
dismissal; the question for the Court is 
whether this “after-acquired evi­
dence” absolves the employer of liabil­
ity for its discriminatory conduct. The 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Sixth Circuit, in Cincinnati, found that 
although the employer violated the Civ­
il Rights Act, it was entitled to win the 
case because the plaintiff had obtained 
her job through fraud.

The Clinton Administration urged 
the Court to hear the woman’s appeal, 
Milligan-Jensen v. Michigan Techno­
logical University, No. 92-1214, on the 
ground that the appeals court’s ap­
proach to the case had a “vast poten­
tial for abuse” that would encourage 
employers to defend discriminatory 
conduct with irrelevant evidence. The 
belatedly discovered evidence “does 

not negate me discrimination mat ac­
tually occurred,” the Administration’s 
brief argued.

Solicitor General Introduced

Attorney General Janet Reno went to

Paul Hosefros/The New York Times 

Drew S. Days 3d, the Clinton 
Administration’s new Solicitor 
General, will be in charge of pre­
paring all Government cases in 
the Supreme Court.

Tenfold Cost Increases
But the law says nothing about the 

residue of the incineration. If the ash : 
can be buried at low cost as ordinary 
landfill, the energy-producing incinera­
tors would make economic sense for 
many cities. If the ash has to be stored 
under the special conditions required 
for hazardous waste, the cost would 
increase dramatically, making it 
cheaper for cities to bury their waste.

The Court granted an appeal filed by 
the city of Chicago, which owns and 
operates a resource-recovery incinera­
tor, the Northwest Waste-to-Energy 
Facility. The incinerator handles 14 
percent of the city’s solid waste and 
produces $1.5 million worth of steam a 
year, which the city sells to industry 
and utilities. The ash is buried in an 
ordinary landfill in Michigan for about 
$23 a ton; it would cost about $210 a ton 
to store the ash as hazardous waste.

Chicago was sued by the Environ­
mental Defense Fund, which argued 
that Federal law required the ash to be 
treated as hazardous waste. The Fed­
eral District Court in Chicago ruled for 
the city in a decision that was over­
turned by the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Seventh Circuit.

In its appeal, Chicago v. Environ­
mental Defense Fund, No. 92-1639, the 
city said its costs would grow by $20 
million a year if the incinerator’s ash 
was treated as hazardous waste. There 
are 137 municipal energy-recovery in­
cinerators in the country, with dozens 
more being planned.

There were also these other develop­
ments at the Court today:

Lingering Segregation

Thirty-nine years after the Court 
ruled in Brown v. Board of Education 
that the schools of Topeka, Kan., were 
unconstitutionally segregated, the Jus­
tices let stand a ruling by a Federal 
appeals court that the school system 
had still not completely erased the ves­
tiges of segregation.

The old lawsuit was revived in 1979 
by Linda Brown, the original plaintiff, 
on behalf of her two children. It has 
been in the courts since then, producing 
several rulings. In the latest decision,; 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the 10th Circuit ruled last October that 
the system was still not desegregated 
in student and faculty assignments. 
While there are no all-black or all- 
white schools, several schools are iden­
tifiable by race.

The school board’s appeal, Unified
I School District v. Smith, No. 92-1568, 
argued that the appeals court had ig­
nored recent Supreme Court rulings 
under which formerly segregated 
school districts were not to be held 
accountable for all lingering racial im- 

I balances. The Federal District Court in 
I Kansas must now devise a remedy for 
the remaining segregation in Topeka.

the Court today to introduce the Clinton 
Administration’s new Solicitor Gen­
eral, Drew S. Days 3d, to the Justices in 
a brief courtroom ceremony. Chief Jus­
tice William H. Rehnquist welcomed 
Mr. Days, who will be in charge of 
preparing all Government cases in the 
Court, and also thanked William C. 
Bryson, a career Justice Department 
lawyer, who served as acting Solicitor 
General for the Administration’s first 
five months.

By LINDA GREENHOUSE
Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, June 21 — In a case
that could help determine the econom­
ics of municipal waste disposal, the
Supreme Court agreed today to decide 
whether the ash left from the burning 
of municipal solid waste must be treat­
ed as hazardous waste, requiring spe­
cial treatment that could increase the 
cost of disposal by as much as 10 times.

The issue has been one of the more 
disputed aspects of Federal environ­
mental policy in recent years. It has 
split the lower Federal courts and has 
produced an agonizing series of policy 
changes within the Environmental
Protection Agency, which issued a poli­
cy statement last fall stating that the 
ash should be exempted from hazard­
ous waste regulation.

But the Federal appeals court in
Chicago later ruled that the ash was 
hazardous waste after all. The opinion, 
by Chief Judge William J. Bauer, de­
clared that “the E.P.A. has changed its 
view so often that it is no longer enti­
tled to the deference normally accord­
ed an agency’s interpretation of the 
statute it administers.”

The problem stems from a vaguely 
worded Federal law, the Resource Con­
servation and Recovery Act of 1976, 
which governs the disposal of hazard­
ous waste. The law contains an exemp­
tion for incinerators designed to re­
cover energy, like steam or electricity, 
from the burning of municipal solid 
waste: the incinerator itself is not to be 
regulated as a hazardous waste facili­
ty-



Amy E. Schwartz

What Sheldon Hackney Actually Said

) 1 > ■,

Thursday, July 1,1993 the Washington Post

the one hand and intensely diligent line-reading by 
the victim on the other.

Coats may have come closest to diagnosing the 
situation when he commented, apropos of his 
previous meetings with Hackney, “I've appreciat­
ed your answers on political correctness—you’ve 
become a symbol of it, unfortunately for you, but 
fortunately for the nation because at least now 
we’re going to have a talk about it."

Well, yes and no. Asked by Kassebaum “wheth­
er you think political correctness contributes to 
the free exchange of ideas," Hackney first noted 
that the term “means different things to different 
people” then that it “is present on campuses and 
can be a problem" and “would be a serious 
problem if it were to capture a campus.” Finally 
he talked for a while about the type he considers 
most problematic: “The rather radical form of 
relativism, if you will, the notion that every 
thought is a political thought, and that every 
statement is a political statement, so that there 
can be no objective test of truth. I myself recog­
nize that relativism exists ... but that is not to 
say there are not tests of truth that should be 
applied. Some answers are always better than 
others.”

The mention of a test of truth spotlights the 
thinness, approaching uselessness, of most of the 
fierce comments exchanged beforehand. Despite 
sustained commentary from mostly conservative 
quarters on Hackney’s general nefariousness, the 
exact argument has been blurry throughout as to 
why he represents the dread political correctness 

The writer is a member of the editorial page ••
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difference between an actual debate about serious 
matters and a pre-confirmation battle conducted 
mostly by spitball. “

On the first day of his confirmation hearings to 
chair the National Endowment for the Humani­
ties, Sheldon Hackney was asked for the third or 
fourth time to reflect on his handling of the 
infamous Penn “water buffalo” case. He said 
something that would surprise the supporters of 
those campus speech codes he is thought to 
personify.

“Though I believe civility on campus is impor­
tant, and that we should have a statement of 
standards,” he said in response to a question from 
Republican Sen. Dan Coats, “I now think it is a 
mistake to try to enforce that through judicial 
proceedings. It just doesn’t work too well, and I 
think it ought not to be tried.”

Whether that marked shift in opinion is a 
matter of "confirmation conversion" or sincere 
rethinking, it does seem unlikely that this nomina­
tion is headed the way of a Carol lannone (the 
literature scholar whose rejection two years ago 
still stings the conservatives on the panel) or a 
Lani Guinier. After grilling Hackney at length, 
Republican senators Nancy Kassebaum and Orrin 
Hatch both said they plan to support his nomina­
tion on the Senate floor. Coats, though reserving 
judgment, told Hackney that the political correct­
ness question “is an important debate we should 
have, but I don't think it should center around 
your nomination.”

But whatever the outcome, this first round was 
a good view of the odd and trivial ideological stew 
that’s served up in these now familiar confirma­
tion fights—a mix of insistent attack slogans on 

or, for that matter, the other ills of despised 
academe.

The argument starts, of course, with the two 
famous Penn incidents: the “water buffalo” case in 
which an Israeli-bom freshman was subjected to a 
lengthy disciplinary proceeding—eventually 
dropped by the complainants—for shouting this 
ambiguous and agiparently Hebrew-origin term at a 
group of black sorority sisters; and the allegedly 
weak-kneed response from Hackney after a black 
students’ group inexcusably confiscated an entire 
press run of the Daily Pennsylvanian because they 
were angry at a cohimnist

Hackney has taken the most barbs for having 
written, in a statement the day after the incident 
with the newspaper^ that "two important university 
values, diversity and open expression, seem to be in 
conflict.”

George Will in thi?se pages called the reaction 
“mild, ‘understanding,’ almost condoning” and 
"clearly craven”; Charles Krauthammer said it was 
"spineless moral equivalence between writing a 
newspaper and destroying a newspaper.” The Wall 
Street Journal editorialized on the morning of the 
hearing that Hackney’s statement was "awash in 
pious evenhandedness."’

The full text, while tirgid, gives a different view. 
The line about values “seeming to be in conflict’’ is 
followed two sentences l^ter by this one on freedom 
of speech: “The Daily Pennsylvanian enjoys all the 
protections of the First Amendment... In addi­
tion, because of the overriding importance of free­
dom of expression to tie very purposes of the

University, Penn has explicit Guidelines on Open 
Expression that govern and affirm the expression of 
divergent views in the University community. Of 
course, any alleged violations of this or other 
university policies will be investigated....”

A couple of paragraphs later, Hackney reiterates: 
“As I indicated above, two important University 
values now stand in conflict. There can be no 
compromise regarding the First Amendment' ri^ht 
of an independent publication to express WHAtever 
views it chooses. At the same time, there caHbe ho 
ignoring the pain that expression may cause:’' '

"We cannot afford to continue to pose [the two] 
as incompatible alternatives,” he adds. ‘Teran’ must 
be both a diverse and welcoming community for all 
its members and one in which freedom of . expres­
sion is the supreme common value.”

Hackney made use of his hearing to apologize 
repeatedly for the statement’s length, muddle and 
what Hatch described as “mushiness"; at the same 
time, he referred at every possible opportunity to 
free speech as the “paramount value.” So insistently 
did he sound his theme that the hearing ddhsn’t, in 
the end, say all that much about the broad views of 
Sheldon Hackney or the intellectual atmosphere at 
Penn. But it does say a good deal atjout thp
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general job, has a deep strain of nanny L. j 
in her, and what she calls “a strong 
sense of community.'’

She has no presidential order or « ’
mandate for what she is doing, and no 
extra funds. But she understands, frocu’ibj ‘ 
her days as prosecuting attorney in

terrorist plot is hatched in 
_ Baghdad. What to do? Call the 

■ ■ Pentagon. Zap the headquarters 
of the plotters with 23 Tomahawk 
cruise missiles.

A devilish scheme in New York, a 
vast conspiracy to blow up buildings, 
tunnels and diamond dealers. Easy. Call 
the FBI, collar the suspects.

Terrorism in Washington, D.C.? 
Random shootings, 24 homicides in one 
week.

Carnage is so common that it is 
barely recorded, unless the victim is too 
old or too young. There was the case of 
the 80-year-old lady on Capitol Hill, a 
hardy but imprudent soul who went to 
church and went to the hairdresser and 
thought she could leave her door open. 
June Ramsey was found with her throat 
slit, wrapped up in a rug, in her front 
hall.

The day before, the ultimate outrage 
occurred—a fiery assault that 
suggested a meltdown of human 
decency. A gunman with a 
semiautomatic handgun shot up a 
swimming pool full of little children in a 
poor part of town. Six children were hit. 
The city hung its head in shame.

Foreign casualties are noted. The 
most recent embarrassment was the 
murder of a 72-year-old British visitor 
on a brief respite from the unending 
care of a wife with Alzheimer’s disease. 
He got off at the wrong Metro stop.

The law-and-order aspects of the 
situation seem to be in hand, at least on 
paper. The District of Columbia has the 
highest concentration per capita of law 
enforcement officers of any major city in 
the United States. The District jail 
complex at Lorton is crammed with 
10,000 inmates. Sen. Richard C. Shelby 
(D-Ala.), whose young aide was shot in 
the back of the head last year as he went 
to a Capitol Hill 7-Eleven, called for the 
death penalty. But he says now that, of 
course, crime prevention requires more.

The state of preventive programs in 
the District can be illustrated by the 
number of residents who can’t get drug 
treatment. There are hundreds of 
addicts on the waiting list, according to 
D.C. Human Services spokesman Larry 
Brown. Some have been there for from 
four to six months.

When Bill Clinton became the 
District’s First Citizen, hope was bom 
that he would take a hand in its tangled 
affairs. The city offers a rich variety of 
social pathologies that a policy wonk 
would find hard to resist: high crime, 
high infant-mortality rates, teenage 
pregnancies, drug abuse, youthful
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violence, high school dropouts. But the 
president has been engrossed in his 
economic programs and under fire from 
people who think that pools for the poor 
are sinful luxuries. Maybe he feels he 
simply cannot afford to interest himself ’ 
in the District’s problems, the cost of 
remedies being too high.

The irony of success against violence ■ 
elsewhere, and total failure here, was 
not lost on him. At a fund-raiser 
Monday night, when he was taking 
bows for the missile raid and the foiling > 
of the New York terrorists, he said, “In 
this, the capital city of this country, 24 
people were killed last week."

He was busy in the war room in the 
immediate aftermath of the swimming 
pool panic. He did not go to the site, 
although there was talk that he might. 
D.C. City Councilman Kevin P. Chavous 7 
did, and said what Clinton could have 
said: “We will not be run out of our 
community."

“Any charge on this problem will 
have to be led by the president,” said 
Shelby. Clinton has business in Asia 
next week.

But help is on the way. Attorney
General Janet Reno, acting on her own, •« 
last week sought out the beleaguered 
D.C. mayor, Sharon Pratt Kelly. Reno 
promised whatever help the Justice 
Department could provide. She offered 
to go partners with the District in its 
bloody predicament. During the 
terrifying days this spring when a 
stalker was loose in Mount Pleasant and 
Adams-Morgan, Reno met with the 
mayor and offered a hand from federal 
agencies under her control.

Reno, who followed two candidates 
with nanny problems for the attorney

— _ Uw** ri

Miami, that one of the problems with-jj^i 
deprived and battered neighborhoods ' 
the feeling of being isolated and 
abandoned.

She is a fierce advocate of early Head , 
Start programs, for teaching children 
from age 3 about rewards and 
punishments. She speaks all over town 
about the roots of violence. She exhorts.. . 
bar groups to “adopt a block” and teach / 
teenagers about gunless problem solving.

She has no magic cure, but she would \ 
like to make Washington a model dty. ‘ 
Just hearing her«ay that might make 
the cowering residents fed better.
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trators with theft, receipt of stolen

George Orwell had the word for

That word is “doublethink”-a de-

Not long ago. during the memorable 
'A arer Buffalo trials at the University 
■’f Pennsylvania, we also reported on 
the concurrent suspension of Donald 
Fitzgerald, director of security for 
Penn's University Museum of Archae­
ology and Anthropology. Mr. Fitzger­
ald. it appeared, had run afoul of the 
Penn administration-which has some 
markedly peculiar notions about the 
duties of security officers-because he 
tried to apprehend two women stu­
dents running out of the museum car­
rying three large plastic bags.

It turned out that the women were 
not. as Mr. Fitzgerald worried, run­
ning off with museum pieces. Part of 
a group of black activist students ag­
grieved by the views aired in the stu­
dent paper, the women had confis­
cated all the copies of “The Daily 
Pennsylvanian" at the museum, as 
their friends were doing elsewhere 
around campus. On April 15, virtually 
the entire press run of the paper was 
appropriated and carted off.

The administration, headed at the 
time by President Sheldon Hackney 
(who recently won confirmation as 
head of the National Endowment for 
the Humanities), determined at once

Penn: The Report
tors” to study the students actions. 
Think we’re making that up? Read 
the nearby excerpt. The panel con­
cludes that the Museum security di­
rector’s pursuit of the women with the 
shopping bags was “inappropriate” 
once those students had left the prop­
erty of the Museum and was not in 
“accordance with ... his job func­
tions.” Presumably, then, any thief 
who wishes to appropriate some in­
valuable museum piece can now con­
sider himself immune from pursuit, if 
he can get past the door and grounds. 

The report recommends that for his 
inappropriate behavior, security di­
rector Fitzgerald’s superiors should 
review his role for possible discipli­
nary action. Mr. Fitzgerald-who has 
been returned to active duty-re­
ceived a letter of reprimand and will, 
along with other security personnel, 
have to attend sensitivity training 
classes.

There have been other instances in 
which activists have undertaken to si­
lence opposition views by removing 
the offending publications. At Penn 
State (not the same as the U. of Penn­
sylvania) two former students-jour- 
nalism majors, no less-made off

that Mr. Fitzgerald should be sus- with four thousand copies of an alter- 
pended from his security duties. He native, conservative student publica- 
would remain on suspension many tion called the Lionhearted. Here the 
weeks, while a “blue ribbon panel” legal outcome was different. To their 
appointed by the Penn administration credit, the police charged the perpe- 
dehberated over the events of April 15. trators with theft, receipt of stolen 

Those deliberations have at last property, and criminal conspiracy, 
come to an end. With that end has also Still, it’s a measure of how far the 
come a report on the panel’s findings- assault on free expression has gone 
one so remarkable for the depths of its on campuses that the Penn State un- 
fastidiously argued nonsense that we dergraduate paper, the Daily Colle- 
thought it only fitting to reprint por- gian, actually editorialized in favor of 
tions nearby. The document is a pure the notion that the removal and bum­
specimen of political cravenness. But ing of the Lionhearted was a legiti- 
such cravenness is hardly limited to mate act of free expression. Presum- 
the University of Pennsylvania. The ably these student “journalists” will 
unhappy fact of university li£ today is scion be making their way into the 
that there are many Penns and many American press corps, 
administrators who thought they were George Orwell had the word for 
purchasmg peace by accommodating this sort of reasoning-and for the en-
P° OtS‘ tire tenor of the Penn panel’s report.

The degree of that effort to accom- That word is “doublethink”-a de­
modate is reflected in the central pro- scription unfortunately as relevant to­

day as it was in the 1930s.
During his confirmation hearings, 

Mr. Hackney assured the Senators 
that his administration took the most |

nouncement of the Penn panel’s re-
port-namely the judgment that the 
theft of the newspapers was a “form
of protest” and therefore not criminal

the students who took them would be 
disciplined. Just how seriously the 
university in fact took this attack on 
the right of free expression will be

SSlook?!
Penn called ‘Open Expression Moni- running America’s campuses.

sault-including, presumably, the re­
moval and destruction of library 
books some group considers offen­
sive-might be held immune from 
prosecution if it’s a “protest.” 

The report goes on to say that clear to anyone who*wants to take a

should have contacted entities at OrweniaTdocument from the minds
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A former chairman of the president's 
Council of Economic Advisers, Mr. Stein is 
an American Enterprise Institute fellow.

accept employment.
This, it seems to me, would be a pecu­

liar argument for the Clinton administra­
tion to make but there is probably some­
thing in it, although how much and how 
fast is unclear. There may be other and 
better theories to explain how the Clinton 
budget package would create jobs. But I 
am sure that they would be as complex

O

and uncertain as those I have suggested.
Republicans cannot take much comfort 

from what 1 believe to be the difficulty of 
explaining how the administration's pro­
gram would increase jobs. The Republi­
cans, or at least most of them most of the 
time, claim to be as devoted to reducing 
the budget deficit as Mr. Clinton is. In­
deed, they usually say that the Clinton 
plan would not actually reduce the deficit 
while theirs would. So they cannot make 
the argument that deficit-reduction is per 
se depressing. Also, this is a Keynesian

serve and encourage it to expand the 
money supply more rapidly, thus stimu­
lating demand and boosting employment.

This assumes that we know something 

/ 2*. 1.., L.set for itself, as long as the task is not too 
In that way it will increase the productiv- foolish. The country-Democrats, Repub- 
ity of labor, raise the wages that employ- Hcans and Perotistas-seems to have

budget deficit will probably reduce em­
ployment, it might not do so. Reduction 
of the budget deficit will lower interest 
fitles, which will stimulate investment de­
mand and so offset, in part, the declines 
in demand resulting from increased taxes 
and lower government spending. This off­
set is unlikely to be complete, because a 
decline in interest rates will increase the 
desire to hold money; unless the Federal 
Reserve supplies more money, the short­
age of money will keep interest rates 
from falling enough to offset the direct 
contractionary effects of tax increases 
and expenditure cuts.

In its limited efforts to explain its bud­
get package so far, the administration has 
relied upon the plan’s effect in reducing 
interest rates and so stimulating invest­

i

much. Interest rates have not fallen more
because there is an expectation that when
the economy recovers, the deficit will still
be very large and interest rates will then
rise. People are reluctant to buy long-term
assets now if they think that a rise of in­
terest rates, and fall of asset prices, is
coming. Enactment of a credible deficit
reduction package will allay the fear of fu­
ture interest-rate increases and permit a
decline of interest rates now, which will
stimulate investment now.

This leaves open the question of
whether the prospect of higher taxes and argument, and even though Richard

_ .. . . ’ Nixon declared himself a Keynesian as

r

ity of labor, raise the wages that employ- Hcans and Perotistas-seems to have
ers can offer, and induce more workers to agreed that substantial deficit reduction

is a very high priority. We should just do 
it. And since the country has elected a De­
mocratic president, a Democratic House 
and a Democratic Senate, the only way to 
do it is the Democratic way.

I felt

By Hekbert Stein

"On what thee-o-ry?" Henry Kissinger 
cried out, when the referee called a 
penalty against the Redskins at RFK Sta­
dium. I am tempted to make the same cry 
when I see in the papers that the adminis­
tration is preparing a campaign to sell its 
budget package to the American people. 
The administration believes that its bud­
get package has been misreported and 
misunderstood. So its spokespeople are 
going to get on the trail and on the air­
waves to persuade people that the pro­
gram will really reduce the budget deficit, 
really impose taxes almost entirely on the 
rich and really cut spending.

I am willing to concede all these 
claims. But for me, at least, they “don’t 
get anywhere near where the trouble is,” 
to quote Adelaide in "Guys and Dolls." 
The trouble is a failure to explain what 
good this deficit cut, this “progressive” 
tax increase, and these expenditure cuts 
will do for the American people, and es­
pecially how they will produce the 
promised “jobs, jobs, jobs.” In short, 
there is no theory.

Undoubtedly, there could be a theory. 
Economists are good at that. Probably 
there are five young economists on the 
staff of the Council of Economic Advisers 
who, if given the assignment, could pro­
duce a theory to explain how the budget 
package not only will create jobs but will 
create eight million jobs. They also could 
adduce statistical evidence in support of 
the theory. Perhaps the paper doing all 
that now lies on someone’s desk on the 
third floor of the Old Executive Office 
Building next to the White House. But 
they have not revealed the theory or the 
evidence to the public.

Textbook Theory
You see, the argument that raising 

taxes and cutting spending will create 
jobs is counter-the-textbook, and by now, 
almost 60 years after Keynes, counterintu­
itive. We teach our sophomores that re­
ducing government expenditures cuts de­
mand for goods and services, and that 
raising taxes cuts private after-tax in­
come and so cuts private demand for 
goods and services. The cut in demand re­
duces employment.

We teach our juniors who take macro­
economics courses that, while cutting the 

ment demand. But that is, of course, only 
one side of the story, and we have been of­
fered no reason for thinking that the posi­
tive effect of reducing interest rates will 
be sufficient to offset the negative effects 
of higher taxes and lower expenditures.

As I have said, theories are imagin­
able that would explain how the budget 
package will create jobs, and I can think 
of a few:

• The administration’s plan Includes 
some "targeted” incentives for invest­
ment-in small business, for example— 
that will increase the demand for output. 
If sufficiently powerful, the effect of this 
could offset the combined effects of the ex­
penditure cuts, the reduction of after-tax 
incomes by the tax increases, and the 
negative incentives for investment gener­
ated by the boosts in corporate and indi­
vidual income-tax rates.

This seems implausible to me, but 
econometricians might be able to test it.

• Recovery has been slow so far be­
cause long-term interest rates have not 
fallen enough to boost investment very

No one has explained how this deficit cut, this “pro­
gressive” tax increase, and these expenditure cuts will pro­
duce the promised “jobs, jobs, jobs.”

lower government expenditures in the fu- I..............................................  :
ture will dim the outlook for recovery and long ago as 1971, Republicans generally 
thereby depress investment now. still regard "Keynesianism" as a kind of

• The prospect of deficit reduction will perversion. As for the argument that the
warm the cold heart of the Federal Re- preferred GOP way of reducing the deficit

is more stimulative than the Democratic 
way, it would take some pretty fancy foot­
work to demonstrate that.

Probably both the Democrats and the 
Republicans are wise to avoid theory and 
stick to reiteration of words like "tax and 
spend,” "jobs” and "change.” The num­
ber of people who would like to hear some 
rational debate is small. But we are at a 
moment when all kinds of “special inter­
ests” are being served, and someone 
ought to say a word for the "special inter­
est” in theory and evidence. 

Just Do It
Despite what I have said, I am in favor 

about the heartbeat of the Federal Reserve” of the budget package. I feel about sub-
• The level of employment will depend stantial deficit reduction the way ‘

on the relation between the real productiv- about sending a man to the moon. I didn't
ity of labor and the real wages that work- see any great gain from doing it, but once
ers require to get them to accept employ- i( became an agreed-upon national objec-
ment. The budget package will increase tive, I thought its success was important,
the rate of growth of productivity. Reduc- 11 >s good for the country-for its morale
ing the budget deficit will increase the and feeling of competence-to be able to
supply of savings available for private in- accomplish some big, difficult task it has
vestment at any level of national output. set for itself, as long as the task is not too
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Doublethink at the University of Pennsylvania 
Fr,l/mriw111,·, , , . ,·Ip1, rmm 1/w r•·port rif 
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1111 l1/!1rk ,,rI1nsI ,Iwle11ts appas<•li to n,e 
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TiH• ll'/10rl. 1rll/c"h 1nt1t1�es s<•rnrillJ 
111,rmf,. 11/J.�o/res the stlllle,11s of <111111rro11r1· 
,/t111/fJ-i>,rceµI //t1/11re ta .,hmr I.D. turds. 
7711• J)ltm!I u1111l1J:eil 1rhr11 s1111µose11/11 trl/11· 
sµ11n/ nt 1•a1h of the u1111p11s sites 111rolrE'd. 

.-! ri>laterl eclitorml appears t0<la_11. 

lndi\idual Incidents on April 15. 1993 
I. 8/011il'cl1ra/ Ltbmn1 .foh11so11 Pun/1011

16:.i.! a.111.1: Incident invol\·ing two stu­
dents and two officers responding to a call 
from a School or Medicine security guard. 

The panel found that one officer be­
haved in a discourteous manner toward 
the students by ordering them to leave be­
fore determining who they were or giving 
them an opportunity to explain their pres­
ence. The panel found that his actions vio­
lated Section S.U2 or the ·TPPD (t.:niver­
sity of Pennsylvania Police Department] 
Policies ,ind Procedures Manual"' and 
should be reviewed by his supen·isor for 
possible disciplinary action. 

The panel round that the Medical 
School secunty guard behaved appropri­
ately by contacung the L-PPD. 

Tht> panel recommended that all secu­
flly personnel recei,·e training on working . 
and interacting with people from diverse 
hackgrounds. This training should include 
information about the diversity of the 
Penn community and the expectation that 
JI! members or the community should be 
treated with Ci\"ihty and respect regard· 
lt>ss of race. color. sex. sexual orientation. 
religion. nutiorial or ethic lsic l origin. 
age. disability. or status as a disabled or 
\"1t.>tnam era ,·eteran. 

? Blotkle.11 Hall;Joh,1sa11 Pan/1011 
1 �.- �S fl.Ill .1: Incident involving two stu­
dents. one :\ledical School security Qffi· 
cer. one J\ledical School Supervisor of 
Security. one security officer ... and 
four police officers responding to a call
to L-PPD that .. A black male at Blockley

Hall tried to take all the DP's f Daily 
Penns,·lvanians l. · 

The panel found that one officer be· 
haved in an unprofessional manner In vi· 
olat1on of Section 8.-t02 or the --uPPD
Policies and Procedures Manual.. by 
cursing at the student and used excessive

force ... by striking the student with his 
baton. The panel also found that the offi· 
cer railed to conduct a proper and thor­
ough investigation because he neglected 
to interview the security personnel who 
were in pursuit. 

3. Dand Rittenhouse l.,(lboratories /8:fO
r1.111.J: Incident involving two students.
four officers. and the UPPD dispatcher. 
When two officers stopped the students 
carrying a large trash bag outside of 
DRL. they were infonned by the students 
that this was a protest action. 

The panel found that the responding of­
ficer . . . violated Section 5.22.0 or the 
··uPPD Policies and Procedures Manua1·· 
by not requesting that a supervisor be dis­
patched to the scene in response to a
demonstration.

The panel found that the dispatcher vi· 
olated UPPD Divisional Directive 92.08 by 
malcjng a command decision without con­
sulting a supervisor. 

4. t·mi;ersit.11 Museum/Sports Medicine
(8:16 a.m.J: Incident involving two stu· 
dents, a Museum security guard. a Mu· 
seum administrator and two officers. The 
Museum �dministrator pursued the stu· 
dents. who took the DP's from Kress 
Gallery, and caught up with them in 
Weightman Hall. where he made a "citi· 
zen·s arrest" and detained the students. 

The panel found that the Museum ad· 
rninistrator·s actions in pursuit of the Stu· 
dents were inappropriate after they left 
the property of the University Museum 
and not in accordance with the authority 
and responsibility of his job functions. H1s 
actions should be reviewed by his supervi· 
sor for possible disciplinary action. 

The panel found that Utt! st�nls 
should have shown their Penn cards. 

* .. * 

Ln summary. the panel concluded that 
once the incident occurred at DRL [David 

Rittenhouse Laboratories]. the L-PPD 
should have recognized that the removal 
or the DP"s from at least three different 
locations was a form or student protest 
and not an indicator or criminal behav­
ior. According to the University's --Emer· 
gency Procedures Protocols'" . . . the 
UPPD should have contacted the Office or 
the Vice Provost for University Life as 
soon as it recognized that the srudents 
were involved in a form of protest. Once 
the VPUL was notified or the protest. 
Open Expression Monitors would have 
been dispatched to observe and monitor 
the students' actions. in compliance with 
the existing Open Expression Guidelines. 
Since this act was a form or protest and 
not a criminal offense. It would have 
been more appropriate for Open Expres· 
sion Monitors. not police officers. to me­
diate and attempt to resolve any further 
conflicts -that resulted from the removal 
of the DP's. The Open Expression Moni· 
tors could have informed the students 
about the Open Expression Guidelines, 
notified them if their actions violated the 
Guidelines, and identified students who 
violated the Guidelines. 
Recommendations 

It is vital that au UPPD personnel re­
ceive additional training about appropri· 
ate responses ... to student demonstra· 
lions and protests. This training must in· 
elude extensive intonnation on the Uni· 
versity·s Open Expression Guidelines 
(and) the role and responsibility of Open 
Expression Monitors. 

The UPPD Policy on handcuffs. Sec­
tion 5. 7 .06. should be reviewed . .. to as· 
certain if there are circumstances when it 
may be inappropriate to handcuff de­
tainees .... The application of any newly 
implemented policy should be monitored 
. . . to ensure that the policy is applied
consistently, is non-discriminatory, and 
has no adverse impact on any group of 
people. Aft.er the policy is implemented, 
data should be maintained by the Depart· 
ment on the race and sex of indiViduals 
handcuffed. nature of offenses. and rea­
sons for handcuffing. 
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House Hobbles Democracy 
The Cold War is over, but obviously 

we face an unstable world, clearly por­
tending a struggle of ideas and values. 
Yet the House of Representatives 
nned to scuttle the National Endow­
ment for Democracy, a federally 
funded outfit that hands out pencils, 
fax machines and used computers to 
exile groups pushing to bring democ­
racy to their embattled homelands. 
This week we·n £ind out if the Senate 
duplicates this preposterous move. 

The House professed budget-cut­
ting. saving the lordly sum of around 
S-lS million, or half fhe funding that
goes to the National Endowment for
the Humanities (see above). It's also
about equivalent to what the U.S.
spent on missiles alone when it
launched the June 26 strike at Saddam
Hussein ·s intelligence facilities. And
the Agency for International Develop·
ment gets some S6.5 billion a year. A
lot for Third-World pork, but nothing
for spreading American values.

In the confusing, regionalized 
years since communism's retreat, 
;';ED's projects have proven particu· 
larly useful. The endowment helps 
Iraqi exiles to fight for secular democ· 
racy in their home; its funds helped 
pay for the �istribution of thousands 
of copies of Charter 91, the exiled 
Iraqis' draft bill of rights, inside Sad· 
dam·s Iraq. This year the Free Iraq 
Foundation. an important center for 
Saddam's opposition abroad, received 
S90.000 in NED money. 

XED funds have also helped 
Ukrainians seeking to widen political 
discussion in a nation currently led by 
the former local chief of ideology; 
Lebanese interested in working on 
conflict resolution; independent Viet­
namese publishers who produced tons 
of documents, cassettes and printed 
material designed to alert informa­
tion-deprived Vietnamese to the 

breakdown of socialism in Eastern 
Europe; and Chinese fighting for 
democracy in the airless atmosphere 
following Tiananmen Square. 

Writing from his Arizona refuge in 
support of NED, dissident Fang Lizhi 
noted that "it would be wonderful iJ 
democracy did indeed grow automati· 
cally out of economic development, 
but history gives us, unfortunately, 
no such guarantees." The publisher 
of the Vietnamese magazine Que Me 
noted that through NED funding the 
periodical made "real headway in 
bringing a flow of information and de­
mocratic ideas which was totally de­
nied in Vietnam." Vytautas Lands· 
bergis, Lithuania's opposition leader, 
called the democracy endowment's 
work "crucial." Elena Bonner wrote 
that cutting NED was "penny wise, 
pound foolish." 

What escapes the endowment's op­
ponents is the miraculous economy of 
NED-style programs. Had the West 
spent a few tens of millions producing 
some effective propaganda for the air· 
waves around Belgrade during the 
1980s, for example, Slobodan Milose­
vic likely would never have gained his 
Orwellian stronghold on the minds of 
Serbian nationals. Radio Free Europe 
never made it into Tito's Yugoslavia 
because U.S. lawmakers deemed the 
nation ·•relatively democratic." 

This week promises to bring some 
interesting news on the foreign aid 
front: Joe Biden has threatened to fit· 
ibuster to save the life of another ef· 
fective information vehicle, Radio 
Free Europe. Since Congress knocked 
NED off its version of the budget leg­
islation in June, the agency has re­
ceived numerous letters of support. 
NED also has some White House 
friends who could be of help: until his 
recent ascendancy, David Gergen sat 
on NED'S board. 

Asides 
Danny: No Crook 

caught in the throes of the House 
post office scandal, tax nabob Danny 
Rostenkowski proclaimed Saturday 
that he is not a crook. He declined to 
take questions from reporters. Just in 
case it has escaped anyone's notice, 
he has also declined to take questions 
from a grand jury. 

Subpoenaed a year ago to testify 
on this matter, he responded with a 

letter huffing about "prosecutorial 
overreaching" and citing the Fifth 
Amendment. For the purpose of 
whether he ought to go to jail, the 
Ways and Means chairman is pre­
sumed innocent, as he pointed out 
Saturday. For the purpose of what we 
should think of the guy deciding how 
much to tax us, if he's innocent he 
should tell it to the judge, or at least 
the grand jury. 



At first glance, my life does not appear to be one that was

ever in need of transformation, yet I can bear personal witness

to the sort of personal transformation that I believe the

humanities have the power to accomplish.

I was born and raised in Birmingham, Alabama, the third son

of a thoroughly Methodist family that eventually included five

sons, the offspring of a marriage that is now in its sixty-fourth

My childhood was spent in the Great Depression and Worldyear.

War II, and I was acutely aware that my world was one of scarcity

Nevertheless, and despite the fact that I wasand vulnerability.

continuously terrorized by my older brothers, my childhood was

unproblematic.

As that wasMy father was a newspaperman before the war.

not the era of the journalist as hero, and as his family was

large, when he returned from the Navy he set himself up in

His businessbusiness buying and reselling war surplus material.

evolved and he eventually did very well.

As I went through public school in Birmingham, like most

children of middle-income families, I could imagine various

futures for myself, each of them honorable and productive, but I

That life wasnever imagined the life I have actually had.

opened up for me in part because of two superb History teachers

at Ramsay High School, Mary McPhaul and Ellen Callen, and in part

Statement by
Sheldon Hackney
Nominee for the position of Chairman, 
National Endowment for the Humanities 
June 25, 1993



My mother read to us a lot when we werebecause I loved to read.

young, and when I was a bit older I remember listening wondrously

to her practicing the dramatic book readings that she did for

literary clubs around the city, legitimate theater not having a

very lively presence in Birmingham then. Although reading was a

bit of magic for me, I was thoroughly imprisoned in the myth that

real boys did not work very hard in school and real men were men

of action rather than thought.

The major reason, however, that the world was saved from

having yet another lawyer was my older brother, Fain, whom I

He was charasmatic and multi-talented and veryworshipped.

imaginative, so that he was always the leader in the neighborhood

and the one who would organize our play, not only the standard

games like kick-the-can and hide-and-seek, but elaborate war

games and a game we called "town" in which everyone had a role

selling something, and Fain was always the banker because he

could draw so well and make beautiful dollar bills. My brother,

Morris, always got the lemonade concession and ended up with all

the money that Fain had issued from the bank.

Fain was a young man of grandiose projects, usually too

grand ever to finish but always exciting enough to draw in

Despite all his talent, he had an uneven academiceveryone else.

record, reflecting his enthusiasms and his lack of focus, but he

had a great time and made all those around him have a great time

He went off to the University of Alabama where partiesalso.

2



were then known to occur. He had a wonderful time his freshman

year, and his abysmal grades showed it.

Something happened to him that following summer, and I don't

know what the transforming event or experience was. In any case,

He started reading books that werehe became a different person.

He began to listen to classical music.not required for school.

to write poetry, and to talk of serious subjects. He transferred

to Birmingham Southern College and started to work at his

I was fascinated.courses.

Part of his plan for remaking his life was to become a Navy

When I went off to Vanderbilt on a Navalpilot, which he did.

ROTC scholarship, he was on the west coast and then in Japan

Letters from him were not onlyflying amphibious patrol planes.

reports of adventures in exotic places but accounts of what he 

was reading and thinking and guilt-producing questions about my 

intellectual life, which even at Vanderbilt could be as sparse as 

one wanted it to be.

It was at about this time, because of Fain's example if not 

his specific recommendation, that I was captured by the novels of

William Faulkner, Ernest Hemingway, and especially Thomas Wolfe.

I am almost embarrased to remember how much I identified with

Eugene Gant, a young southerner coming of age by trying to read 

Vanderbilt was saturated.his way through the Harvard library.

of course, with the tradition of the Fugitive poets and the

Though the
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Agrarians, and I studied them with appreciation.

Agrarians had taken their stand twenty years before in very 



different times, and had since then taken diverse political 

We also talked of race relations, an omnipresent concern of

Southerners black and white that was intensified by the Supreme

For reasons that I find

scene.

Grantham, Herb Baily and Henry Swint in the History Department 

increased my interest in History.

I was devastated by the death of my brother in a military 

4

Court's ruling in the Brown case.

difficult to explain, but that probably have to do with my 

plane crash in Japan in 1954 during the summer after my sophmore

He had meant so many things to me that it was not until

religious training, I had broken away from southern white 

orthodoxy even before going to college and concluded that racial

As a historian, I have continued mysegregation was wrong.

interest in race because it is a major factor in American 

history. As an individual, I have continued my commitment to 

racial equality because I believe it is right and that group 

relationships are the major unresolved question on the domestic

In the more formal curriculum at Vanderbilt, Dewey

year.

years later that I realized that his most important gift to me 

was to give me permission to use my mind in serious ways, to risk 

pursuing a subject that I enjoyed, to spend my life in pursuit of

paths, the big questions they had raised (about what is the good

life, and what is the value of tradition, and what is the

function of government, and what are the perils of modernity)

were common and lively topics of debate among my friends.



education for myself and for others. Watching him change, and

being lured into the pleasures of thought as a way of enhancing

experience, transformed my life and gave it purpose.

After three years on a destroyer and two years teaching

weapons at the United States Naval Academy in Annapolis, I went

to Yale to study under C. Vann Woodward, the leading historian of

the South and the man who became the most important influence on

my career as a historian and on my devotion to academic freedom,

intellectual honesty, free speech, and the obligations of

I had been attracted to Woodward not only by hiscollegiality.

reinterpretation of the history of the South from Reconstruction

to World War I, but by his subtle exploration, in the essays

collected in The Burden of Southern History, of what it means to

be a Southerner and what the history of the South means to the

nation and the world.

After Yale, I joined the faculty of Princeton, where I

worked away at becoming the best teacher and scholar I could

possibly be, while raising a family and doing the sort of

committee assignments and quasi-administrative tasks that faculty

are called upon to do.

diverted because I kept saying yes to such requests. When

Bowen became President of Princeton in 1972, heWilliam G.

The slippery slope turned into ainvited me to become Provost.

I became President of Tulane University in 1975 and water chute.

This confirms theof the University of Pennsylvania in 1981.

5

My career as a historian, in fact, was



truth of the aphorism that life is what happens to you while you 

the Humanities.

commitment to the core values of the university, the strength to 

survived in that environment, I have prospered and my 

institutions have thrived.

I take some

Hussein of Jordan at Tulane, and Louis Farrakhan at Penn. The

view.

During my twelve and a half years at Penn, I have made the 

Penn has revamped
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university should belong to all of its members and not be the 

exclusive domain of any particular person, group, or point of 

are planning something else.

I believe my twenty years of major responsibility in 

undergraduate experience my highest priority.

the general education components of the curriculum in each of its 

four undergraduate schools, provided a livlier sense of community 

universities has prepared me to lead the National Endowment for

For the past generation, universities have

University presidents operate in a provided tough environments.

sea of powerful and conflicting currents. To succeed, one must

have a clear sense of strategic direction, a fundamental

of those views expressed are personally abhorent.

pride in having protected the right to speak of such diverse 

controversial figures as Robert Shockley at Princeton, King

persevere through contentious times, and the ability to gain and

keep the support of a variety of constituencies. I have not only 

Among the values that I hold dear is a belief that a

university ought to be open to all points of view, even if some 



through the creation of freshman houses within the residential 

orientation week and throughout the year, revised our advising

system, revitalized the freshman seminar program, and drawn 

senior faculty into the teaching of introductory courses. I have

increased the diversity of the Penn student body and worked hard 

to sustain an inclusive and supportive atmosphere on campus, a 

have also created a new sense of partnership with the 

neighborhoods around us, a close working relationship with the 

school system of the City of Philadelphia, and a national model 

off-campus service activities.

Universities exist to create new knowledge and to preserve

The NEH, as a sort of universityand communicate knowledge.

without walls, through its research, education, and public

I am dedicated to the

knowledge, and that our hope for tomorrow in this troubled world

depends on the sort of understanding that can come through

learning.
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program of voluntarism that I institutionalized a year ago by

establishing the Center for Community Partnerships to stimulate

and coordinate the involvement of faculty, staff and students in 

programs, is engaged in the same effort.

proposition that we can improve the human condition through

system, added a reading project that asks freshmen to read a 

common book and then to discuss that book in seminars during 

campus in which everyone has a very strong sense of belonging and 

in which our animated debates are carried out with civility. I 



It is the single mostI have great respect for the NEH.

important institution in American life promoting the humanities,

I believe there areand it has a long record of accomplishment.

humanities.

I like to think of the humanities as human beings recording

and thinking about human experience and the human condition,

preserving the best of the past and deriving new insights in the

meaning of life, what is a just society, what is the nature of

duty, and so on.

function of the NEH to provide answers but to insure a

discussion, to create a forum in which all voices can be heard.

single approach to the NEH mandate is adequate. There is a need

for balance among research aimed at creating new knowledge,

educational programs to insure that the humanities are creatively

and invitingly reperesented in the curricula of our schools and

colleges, and public programs to draw everyone into the big

Those three activities should be related to eachconversation.

other and should be mutually supportive.

The country has never needed the humanities more. We not

only face the challenges of a new geopolitical stiuation, and the

problems of adjusting to economic competition in a new global

8

things that can be done to extend and broaden the impact of the

NEH as it fulfills its statutory task of stimulating the

Because they are not just for the few but for everyone, no

present. One of the things that the NEH can do is to conduct a 

national conversation around the big questions: what is the

In this big conversation, it is not the



*

marketplace, but we face a crisis of values at home. What is

happening to family and community? Who are we as a nation and

What holds us together as a nation and whatwhere are we going?

What is the relationship of thedo citizens owe to each other?

individual to the group in a society whose political order is

based upon individual rights and in which group membership is

still a powerful social influence?

Even more importantly, the humanities have the capacity to

deepen and extend to new dimensions the meaning of life for each

and everyone of us. They have the capacity to transform

individual lives, not necessarily in the external circumstances

of those lives, but in their internal meaning.

Every human experience is enhanced by higher levels of

knowledge. When I listen to a piece of music, I may like it and

think it beautiful, but the person who knows the historical

context of its composition, understands what the composer was

trying to accomplish technically, and can compare the composition

and the performance to others will get infinitly more out of the

That is why I enjoy talking about commonexperience than I will.

experiences with people who will see it through a lens different

from mine. The task of the NEH is to enrich the conversation and

bring more people into it.

The premise of my approach to the tasks of the National

Endowment for the Humanities is simple but profound. The more

you know, the more you hear and see and feel. The more you know,

The more you know, the more meaningfullthe more you can know.

9
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Such can be the gift of the NEH to the American people.life is.
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STATEMENT BY FLOYD G. BROWN

ON NOMINATION OF SHELDON HACKNEY

FOR THE HUMANITIES (NEH)

June 25, 1993

Floyd G. Brown:

Good morning. Today the Senate will hold hearings into the qualifications of

Sheldon Hackney, President Clinton’s nominee for chairman of the National Endowment 

for the Humanities. But as his record as President of the University of Pennsylvania 

clearly shows, Sheldon Hackney is more interested in pushing liberal orthodoxy than in 

political correctness on campus rather than freedom of speech for all students.

In a moment, I will introduce to you Eden Jacobowitz and Gregory Pavlik, who 

will each share with you their experiences with the anti-free speech codes at the University 

of Pennsylvania under Sheldon Hackney. As these two young men will illustrate,

Hackney's hypocrisy in regard to First Amendment rights is clear.

window. Mr. Hackney turned the other way.

Gregory Pavlik's conservative column in the Daily Pennsylvanian resulted in the 

theft of 14,000 copies of the paper by angry students. Mr. Hackney turned the other way.

But when Louis Farrakhan, a guest speaker on campus, delivered speeches filled 

with racial hatred, Hackney staunchly protected Farrakhan's rights to free speech. And 

protecting free speech and expression.

With me here today are two students from the University of Pennsylvania who 

experienced first hand the hatchet Hackney took to the Constitution when he upheld 

Eden Jacobowitz was brought up on charges of racism for the now famous "water 

buffalo" remark which he made to a group of noisy students underneath his dorm room 

NOMINEE FOR CHAIRMAN OF THE NATIONAL ENDOWMENT
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when members of a campus homosexual group chalked obscene slogans on campus 

sidewalks, Hackney forbid maintenance workers to wash them off, so as not to infringe on 

their right to free expression.

Sheldon Hackney's abuse of these students' First Amendment rights goes beyond 

partisanship. The right to free speech is not protected only for those who agree with 

established leadership. But under Sheldon Hackney's direction, freedom of speech was 

championed for some students and ignored for others. In America, this does not stand.

In addition to his disregard for the First Amendment, Sheldon Hackney has also 

shown that he cannot be trusted to handle government money in an ethical or legal 

fashion, as he would be required to do in his new position at NEH. A 1989 congressional 

probe into the use of federal research grants by institutions of higher learning exposed

Hackney's habit of charging questionable expenses to the government as “research” 

money, including thousands of dollars for the general upkeep of his university-provided 

mansion.

Hackney also charged the government for expenses specifically prohibited by 

federal rules, such as mailings made to an alumni association and hotel rooms for a 

football game. At the NEH, Hackney will inherit a $160 million budget. Think of all the 

football games he could go to with that kind of budget.

The 150,000 members of Citizens United believe in a government ruled by honesty 

and integrity. It is on their behalf that I stand here today urging President Clinton to 

important post.

withdraw Sheldon Hackney's nomination. If the President lacks the courage to do so, then 

it is my sincere hope that the U.S. Senate, on behalf of all Americans who believe in a fair 

and balanced application of the First Amendment, will reject this nominee as unfit for this 
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I would now like to introduce Eden Jacobowitz followed by Gregory Pavlik. After 

their statements have been made, we will answer any questions you may have.

Floyd G. Brown is Chairman of Citizens United, a 150,000 member citizens’ organization 

dedicated to restoring our government to citizen control. Mr. Brown is also the author of the book, "Slick

Willie:" Why America Cannot Trust Bill Clinton, and editor of ClintonWatch, a monthly newsletter 

analyzing the Clinton administration. For more information, contact Citizens United at (703) 352-4788.
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Mission Statement 
Citizens United

Our goal is to restore the founding fathers’ vision 
of a free nation guided by the honesty, common sense 

and goodwill of its citizens.

Citizens United is an organization dedicated to restoring 
our government to citizen control. As government has 

continued to expand, special interests and the bureaucracy 
have come to dominate it at every level. This trend has 

isolated our government from its citizens, putting it dangerously 
out of touch with the people it was meant to serve. 

Through a combination of education, advocacy, and grass roots 
organization, Citizens United seeks to reassert the values 

of limited government, freedom of enterprise, 
strong families, and national sovereignty

& security.
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11094D Lee Highway, Suite 200 

Fairfax, VA 22030
(703) 352-4788




