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If you were one of the 7600 students who did not at· 
end the March 1 3th demonstration you might have gotten 

the impression(if you read The Boston Globe) that the main 
issues were the firing of Heinz Bondy and the forced 
resignation of Vice-Chancellor Tubbs. You may have also 
received the impression that students do not have much to 
say about where this university is going. In regards to the 
latter, you have received the right impression. 

One primary purpose of the demonstration was to con· 
vince the Chancellor that students need more of a voice in 
the mandate of this institution. Fortunately a student 
named Michael Letwin relayed this message very well to' 
!the Sub-Committee on Reorganization of Higher 
Education, a meeting which was attended by Chancellor 
!corrigan. It is unlikely the demonstration produced such 
positive results. 

Mr. Letwin was articulate and direct, and on the mark in 
most cases, in his criticism of the university. He pointed 
lout that student representation must be increased in in· 
temal and extemal reorganization. He also commented on 
!the university's affirmative action record, which according 
~o some, ain't much to speak of 'cept to say it's poor. If the 
1979 E.E.O. (Affirmative Action) Report is a reflection of 
!the 1978 report UMass has a long way to go. 

It is not very likely that the demonstration was as sue· 
cestui as Mr. Letwin's speech. The atmosphere, 
aggressive and circus like, was not condusive to the tran· 
smission of ideas. Such vitriolic dialogue can only sue· 
ceed in making all factions more stubbom. 

The demonstration had good principles, more student 
imput being one. Another, the reconsideration of the 
tenure cases of James Cleveland Marcia Lloyd may not 
come about, but it brings home an important point. The 
major issues in tenure decisions involve traditional 
requirements such as acquired degrees and publications 
along with department recommendations. We must seek 
to change this in the future. We cannot continue to judge 
tenure cases by the strict and narrow requirements of the 
past. We should seek to include educational ex· 
periments, novel teaching methods and non-traditional 
subject matter as creditable in tenl.!l'e evaluation. We 
have open classrooms, we must do the same with our 
minds. This discarding of teachers who do not fit the 
traditional mold is unforgiveable and should be protested 
vigorously. 

The remaining issue is what may be called the Heinz 
Bondy affair. The cries of liar, liar between grown men is 
not something we should be proud of. All the evidence is 
not in yet so judgements about who is at fault are 
premature at this time. It may finally: come down to a 
question of who you want to believe. 


