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The Berkeley campus of the University of California seems especially well favored
to maintain its eminence and respect throughout the community and the academic world.
It receives more than its share of the best-prepared high school graduates who apply
for admission to this campus and the others of the University. Its faculty, vigorously
recruited away frem harsher climates and greater teaching loads at other famous institu-
tions, is encouraged and enabled to increase its scholarly prestige. Its local adminis-
tration has direct contact with the state-wide administration, located on this campus.,
The major problem the faculty seemed to have was inadequate parking; some students tried
to voice their vague malady they called "alienation, " but there was little the Univer-
sity could do about either problem. The tremendous increases in enrollment had led to
a Master Plan for all higher education in the state, and the Berkeley campus had reached
its maximum population ahead of schedule - there was no more room. This year the campus
was filled up. It would take a great amount of skill to keep the campus smoothly running.
The chances for success at this administrative task seemed high, for the President
of the University - Clark Kerr - was a noted administrator. He also bore a reputation as
a peacemaker in the bitter loyalty oath battle which had led to the University's censure,
which he had labored to remove., Though he was largely inaccessable to faculty and
students, the Chancellor of the campus, who had been a professor of Philosophy, was a
genial if austere liberal who seemed to mirror the principles of freedom and enlightenment
the President frequently espoused. Most of the students at Berkeley met their academic
requirements and satisfied the demands of the complex administrative system. They
attended classes, sometimes were recognized as individuals by their professors, and
received degrees. Most students viewed their serious purposes for attending the Univer-
sity as part of a goal not connected with their ''problems.' They were not consulted
about a plan by which education was to be speeded up. A new quarter system was outlined
to get more students through the University in less time. It was an administrative neces-
sity. As long as only a few students and a few others on campus took education seriously
as a process which could supply its own rewards and sense of meaning as it unfolded its
subjects for study, the University could continue to serve the demands placed on it by its
community - the community outside tha academic world which needed more graduates,
more research, more goods and services from "its' University.

But the strains were greater than any system of administrative practices could
contain. As the trees were cut down on campus, and as the buildings shot up to replace
them, more and more students began to view their education as part of a well-planned
process without meaning. Ten per-cent of the 1964 graduating class left the campus for
the Peace Corps; many others went to the South for the summer, while others worked hard
on local projects which involved them deeply with the major social issues of the day.

Even those who did nothing were aware that a new tone and a new style could press them
urgently from their own pursuits, and they felt this tone and style in some around them
who ''desperately wanted to make a difference.' At the beginning of the Fall semester,
1964, many of those who had done nothing listened to this tone, and acted in this style;

by the new year, they had made a difference. The Free Speech Movement had formed
from political groups ranging from socialist groups to conservative Republicans, and
from thousands of students who did not belong to any group. Ideology was surprisingly
unimportant. Thousands of students knew they had to act, and they knew their actions
were placing them in the center of the life of the University, and for the first time, perhaps,
in the center of their own natures. They were amazed that they were called upon to fight
for freedom. In Justice Holmes' words, it was required of them that they should share
the passion and action of their time - at peril of being judged not to have live.d. Who were
these students, and what did they want? Why did they all risk their academic careers, at

least, to get it?












