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What are the principles for free dissent in a frE
society? Before setting forth thea. guide-lines, li
us make certain assumptions:

(a) We reject the idea that the university mu!
ho destrcoe in order to save it, or that society mue
be destroyed in order to salvage it. Such apocalypti
views are better left ta the Theatre of the Absurd.

(h) We reject the thesis that the university is,
must ho held, responsible for aIl the ilîs of soclet5
or that it can be the lasis for its cure.

(c) IVe reject the idea of guerilla warfare in thi
university arena; we reject the abusive concept c
demotitioai politics. It assume, a monopoly of virtu
and an absolute righteusness which becomes set
servig. It betrays an arrogance of power that rE
fuses dialogue.

<Let us. now posit the guidé-Uines or principle
of costutedissent hich mut be eal<>gethei
rather than separately or disjunctively:

(1) One cannot speak of the duty of govemnmen
to live umder the. law and the right of an individual t

b bve the law. Ifa government is tob bound b
its laws, 80 are its citizen,.
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