colleges, and higher schools and professional schools after De-
ing raised to the status of college. This is not by any means
the final plan, but this seems the general plan contemplated for
the reform of the present university system,
' The essential point of the problem may be reduced To decent-
ralization in the administration of university education. The
first significance of the plan is to establish institutions of
higher learning in each dietrict as many as possidble, thereby
ziving the people equal opportunity of aniversity education. Up
to the present, all {institutions, state, public, and private,
are unnecessarily concentrated to large cities. But now expenses
have become prohibitive, and poarding houses for students have
been reduced to practically nothing, S0 much S0 that the study
in a large city is exceedingly a difficult matter. Under these
circumstances the dispersion of higher institutions to the pro-
vinces is desirable. The second significance of the plan 18 %o
sree the university education from the bureaucratic control by
the Bducation Ministry, wherein lies the principal aim of decent-
ralization. In the past we have seen conflicts in universities.
For, institutions of higher learning were forced to serve the
interest of feudalism and militarism through centralized control
at the expense of their academic freedom, and freedom of learning.
The tragedy of our universities was the outcome of such a systenm,
Hence the program aimed at liberating them from the governmental
bureaucracy is wholly welcome. AS such the principle of disper-
sion of schools and authority is fundamentally sound.

A point still remains, however, to be remembered; that is,
the peculiar characteristics of the Japanese university. Although
the state institutions were on various occasions forced to serve
the interest of the govermment, they also had merits which may
be preserved. Formalistic unified plan may not be desirable which
proposes to transfer all institutions except the ten state uni-
versities to the jurisdiction of regionally elected boards of
education and regional finances. Unless certain exceptions are
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BENOCERATIC SOCIETY AND UNIVERSITY AUTONOMY
( Translated from the ASAHI, March 15, 1948 )

There are many problems which require consideradle thoughts
in order to ascertain relations between a democratic society and

ingtitution of higher learning. And yet the interest on the part
of the general public is not by any means large, and its manifest-

ation is likewise not significant.

Since the Report of the United States BEducation Mission to
Japan was made public, discussions concerning university probdlems
have been aroused in some guarters. If we view this tendency as
that originating from among Japanese themselves, the discussions
are 80 far trivial and superficial compared to heated arguments
on university after the Restoration (1868) up to around 1887.
Before the present Tokyo University was founded in 1886, we had
seen intense discussion on the side of government schools, and
by such enlightened civil leaders as Yukichi Fukuzawa, Azusa Ono,
Joh Niijima and others. For all that, we wonder why we fail to
hear any serious discussions on education in Japan immediately
after the democratic revolution.

The three main objectives for reform of institutions of high-
er education are (1) abolishment of centralized control of educa-
tion, (2) propeagation and advancement of college education, and
(5) establishment of connection between people and school. The
basic principle which supports this reform is "freedom of learning"
provided in Article 25 of the Comstitution. Conceming the first
two objectives out of the three it is to be urgently pointed out
that the University Chartering Committee, which is the delibera-
tive body of the Bducation Minister, be cautious in in its func-
tion, and that the methodical demarcation is not justified such
as of drawing & dividing line between university and college in
the decentralization plan applied to the govermment universities
and regional colleges, On this matter we trust in unblased stand-
\ point of the Jepanese University Accreditation Association.

What remains --- which is also the most important problem —-
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In a democratic socliety specific relation between society
and university is indispensable although careful consideration
18 necessary for the formmation of its comnection. The university
autonomy, self-contented and detached from the community, will
find it difficult to exist from now on. This line of thought may
be seen from the fact that the British Labor Cabinet has abolish-
ed certain special political privilege invested in the Oxford
and Cambridge Universities. _JIpn the United States board of trust-
ges elected from citizens has the power of authorization of uni-
versity administration and appoints president of private as well
as state imstitution.

Japan must not, however, superficlally imitate examples of
foreign countries as warned strongly by the Report of the U.S.
Bducation Nission. It 18 true that everything must be consider-
ed in step of the present actual conditions of the country, bdut
it is equally important that the university faculty consider means
of connection with soclety, and that the general public take the
viewpoint of higher 1nstitutions as 1ts own people's university
and as citizen's institutions.

ie have merely indicated the extent of the problem which con-
fronts us, but we are not in hurry to reach explicit conclusions.
It is nevertheless evident that we have reached the stage when
it is our duty to consider with proper perspective and with deeper
insight the relation between university and community, and that

between learning and society in the light of democratized soclety
of Japan.




