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What Life and Education Arc /

Fdior — Anybody reading
Ron Moskowitz’s strange coliec-
tion of comments about UC
Santa Cruz February 5 would
never guess that the University
has o superb foculty — distin-
quished, dedicated scholar/teach-
ers ot all levels. As for the
.:; patiing fcct that dropped
siaes ore rot recorded in stu-
ocm rag -.n;,rs, Stqnford has the
same system, without obvious
detriment erther to academic stan-
dards of to students’ chances of
getting into professional schools.

To ony bright person eoger for a ~

fine education in beautiful natural

sutoundings and an unthrecten-

ing intéllectual ctmosphere |

would say: you can’t do better
than Santa Cruz. :

| write as a long-time friend of

the institution and parent of a

semof there.
THOMAS C. MOSER
. Stanford

Editor — ...l came to this
campus fiom a “‘prestigious’” Eost-
e college, ond | can assure you
that the quality of my education
has increased since that move,
The student body here s genuinely
excited about leaming, and, due

to the namrative evaluation sys-

tem, the source of ther motiva-
tion of a much higher caliber
than at similar universities .
JUNE BEITTtL
- . Santa Cruz

&

Editor —- Dreams have not
taded at UC Sonta Cruz. Its
academic sprrit ives among those
who are here. The educational
experiment has not failed. The
school has been a success and its
graduates are wellreceived by
employers and graduate schooks.
Dechring enrolimerits are only a
agn of o socely strained and
confused by economic uncertain-
ty — a socety afraid to under-
stand or accept the value of a
liberal education m G noncompeti-
tive envronment.

LARRY OSTROFF
Santa Cruz

¢

Editor — | am o student of the
humanities at UCSC, where |
wanted to go precsely because it
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gove no grades. It ako has no
profit-making football tsam, no
fratemities or sororities,and no
otmosphere of cutthroat competi-
tion. The things | value most
about my  elucation are the
relations between students and
faculty, the shoring of education
amnong one’s ©sers, and the idedl
of learning o3 s own reward . . .
JANET E. NEWMAN

Santa Cruz

®
Editor — .. .1 transferred to
UC Santa Cruz from UC Santa
Barbara becau=e | wanted to be in
a more inturate ond chollenging
inteflectual circsphere. | wos tred
of competing ogainst 20,000
strangers. | was tired of bemg a
grade-point average. | was tired of
being in classes with students who
cared only about the occupation
ther degree would win them
rather thon the educational pro-
cess that leads to that degree.
When students have the attitude
that they wil cheat, lie, or stedl for
a good grads, then | believe we
have lost touch with the true

meaning of education .
DIANE FOSEN
Santo Cruz

°

Editor — ...Even the best
systems have thes problemric and
UCSC & no exception. These
latest attacks, however, are not
based on a critical awareness of
the university’s problems, but rath-
er come from reacuionary i-JMi-
“and

cians, conservative endowers
a msinformed meaia.

- For instance, many stucents
do not want the grade onton

because grades bring compe’:ton
imo the classroom and  thus
undercut the Quolvry of educotion
offered. The Mamrative Evaluction
System places the responsibiity on
the faculty to anotyze the work of
the student and to be mvolved in
what she or he teaches and how it
affects the student. The NES does
not hurt those who wish to go on
to graduate school. UCSC has a
higher ratio of its guates in
advanced progroms than its coun-
terparts in Berkeley or Los Ange-
les. The NES, when written proper-
ly can act as ¢ series of letters of
lecorr:mendation. The problem &
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! Akout at UC ‘:anta Cruz

B
not the NES,; the problem sterms
from too many outside forces who
wish to destroy the experiment
known as UC Santa Cruz,
JOSEPH L UBOW
Soquel

@

Ed‘*u’ e | th@uy"h lvn"J(OW‘
itz's piece wes the most
hensive and sensitive dors
UCSC to dOte Or)é eflec! §~d my
many ambivalences  about my
alma motef.

Santa Cruz offered tremen-
dous challenges and opportunities
to those of us who were students
in the '60s. It was npe with all the
problems focing all college com-
puses — the war, drugs, and a
myriad of questions by students
chatlenging traditional values, etc.
Santa Cruz was touted as the
“experimental’’ campus, and it
truly kived up to its reputation as
same. Students explored academ-
ics, ke styles, and just about
everything else.

Academically, Santa Cruz
was unparalieled — otifering close

- -contact with a fist4ate taculty

diverse n both background and
disciplines., Teachers who always
had time to talk with undergradu-
ates — really talk. | have rarely
found that since. They offered
support, mnierest and role models
to, the students.

But the “experimental’” con-
cept has its weaknesses — and
many a student could not cope
with the weaknesses. You got
exaoctly out of it what you put into
it. For me, it was truly a “‘growing”’
and leoming experence at all
levek —— acodermically, and per-
sonally. | had opportunities | prob-
ably never would have had else-
where, But while | would never
reiect those experiences winch
helped shope the person | am, |
would not willingly relive either the
time or the place.

| found Santa Cruz to be
exactly what it advertised: a

" beautitul paradox. A glorious cam-

pus, a litle too solated, a littie too

intense, ond definitely out of

touch with the real world”’ — but

isn’'t that what college used to be
about . ..

MONICA BAY

San Francsco
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