
April 1993

Dear Friends,

Letme begin this month by expressing appreciation for your response to the eight-page epistle I
sentin March. We've been inundated by encouraging letters andphonecallsthese past three weeks.
More than 20,000 letters have arrived in the lastweek, many of them pledging continuing diligence in
defense offamily values and traditional standards ofmorality. One man sent me a telegram that sim
ply said, "Stand!" I knew exactly whathe meant.

This spring isa time when we must "stand" with greater conviction than ever before. Even asI
write, Congress ispreparing toconsider the abominable "Freedom ofChoice Act." If it passes,
America will have officially turned its back onthe defenseless unborn child. This bill as now written
would eliminate waiting periods, parental-consent requirements, "informed consent" for women, and
every law regulating abortion anywhere inthe United States. It would belegal to kilfunborn children
throughout the nine months ofpregnancy—even five minutes before delivery. Inanation that imposes a
$5,000 fine on anyone who destroys an eagle's egg,' itwill beopen season on M-termbabies! Indeed,
some ofthem will bekept alive just long enough to"harvest" their brains and other body parts.

Considering the passion surrounding this issue and the differences ofopinion among our citizens, it
isoutrageous that Congress would even consider this extreme legislation. Butthat's what many of its
members plan todo. We believe the bill is likely to pass inthe next few weeks, and it is no secret what
President Clinton intends to do when it reaches his desk! Has there ever been a more evil piece of
legislation in this great nation's history?

Despite this concern and a dozen others, I am not devoting the balance ofthis letter to the tragedy
going on in Washington. We can only stomach so much ofthat discouraging stuff in one dose. Rather, I
am addressing my comments this month to the subject ofhigher education. Many ofyou have high
school students who will soonselecta college for the fall. The subject relates to a far greater number,
however, because thequality of oureducational institutions affects us all. The specific question I wiU
attempt to answer is, "Should a Christian student attend a Christian college or a secular university?"

Honesty demands that I admit my bias upfront. I believe strongly inChristian education, espe
cially at the collegiate level. My wife and I are products ofa church-sponsored college that made an
incredible contribution to our lives. Both our children have attended Christian universities, and we're
delighted that theydid. I willexplain why in a moment.

Let me acknowledge thatmanystudents thrive academically and spiritually in large, secular
schools, and they donotregret their decision togo there. Some getinvolved inChristian ministries on
campus and emerge with their faith intact. Furthermore, there arethousands ofdedicated Christian
professors inpublic universities, and they believe God has led them to teach inthat environment. In
no way do I challenge thatassumption or intend any disrespect whatsoever.
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Nevertheless, I am very concemed about some ofthe disturbing trends in public higher education. I
would not send my son ordaughter there under normal circumstances, for the following reasons:

1. Secular universities today are bastions of moral relativism that leave no room for the
Christian worldview.

I doubt ifmany parents realize justhow antagonistic many ofour state schools have become to any
thing that smacks ofChristianity. There is simply noplace for God in the system. "Diversity" is the new
god, which respects all worldviews and philosophies—except one. The Christian perspective is not only
excluded from the classroom, itis often ridiculed and undentiineci. The dominant philosophy in today's
public university is called relativism, which categorically denies the existence of "Truth" or moral
absolutes. Those who are foohsh enough to believe insuch archaic notions as biblical authority orthe
claims of Christ are to be pitied—orbullied.

Thatis theprevailing attitude in most state-sponsored institutions today.

2. State universities are dominated by ''politically correct" (P.C.) thought that can be contra
dicted only at great personal sacrifice.

There is, perhaps, less freedom ofthought on today's secular campuses than any other place insoci
ety. Astudent or faculty member is simply not permitted toespouse ideas that are contrary tothe
approved "group think." This purity is enforced by what has been caUed "campus thought police,"
including faculty feminists, homosexual and lesbian activists, leftist professors, animal rights proponents,
minority activists and the bilingual advocates. Donald Kagan, former dean ofYale College, said, "Iwas a
studentduring the days of JosephMcCarthy, and there is less freedom now than there was then."^

Accordingto ToddAckerman, wnting in The Houston Chronicle, at least 250 universities now have
"speech codes" to which students must conform.^ What aresome of the ideas that they censor? John Leo,
writing in U.S. News and World Report, listed these examples: "the SAT, doubt about abortion, Catholics,
wearing fur, any emphasis on standards ofexcellence, and any suggestion that gender and ethnicity might
not be the most overwhelmingly importantissuesof the modem era."-^

Here are a few examples of poHtical correctness in action.

• Pennsylvania State University advised its 10,000 incoming freshmen in 1990 that they might be
assigned a homosexual roommate, and if so, diey would not be pemiitted toobject.^

• At New York University Law School, students refused tb debate a moot-court case involving a
hypothetical divorced lesbian mother trying towin custody ofher child, because arguing the con side
would be hurtful to gays.''

• AtHarvard University, a leading liberal historian ofrace relatibiis, Stephen Themstrom, was vilified
as a "racist" for endorsing Sen. Patrick Moynihan's views onthe social ills caused by the collapse ofthe
black family and using such terms as "American hidian" instead of "Native American."^

• The University ofMichigan has established a"student guide to proper behavior" that indiscriminately
lumps racist threats with such conduct as"failing toinvite someone toa party because she's a lesbian."^

• While Donna Shalala was chancellor ofthe University ofWisconsin-Madison, the Board ofRegents
implemented a written policy requiring politically correct speech. The document wasso extreme it was
declared unconstitutional by a federal court.^ The regents attempted anarrower stab atthe same policy, but
gave up when court rulings cast doubt on their second try as well. Shalalasaid she was for "a harass-



ment mle."'*^ This advocate of far-leftist ideas now serves on the Cabinet of the President of the United
States as Secretary of Health and Human Services.

3. The politically correct philosophy on many campuses disdains Western civilization, with its
emphasis on the Judeo/Christian heritage.

Many of the more prestigious universities, includingStanford, have eliminated their "core curricu
lum" based on Westem civilization. It is, they say, inherently unfair to minorities, women and homosexu
als. Greatdisrespect is expressed on these campuses for the literature, science, art, religious heritage and
history of our European forefathers. (PARDON ME! Forepeople!) Much less emphasisis given to the
study of Shakespeare, Mozart, Newton, Galileo, the Britishmonarchy, and the significant events in
European history. In fact, it is possible to graduate from 78 percent of America's colleges anduniversities
without taking a course in Westem civilization."

The consequence? LynneCheney, formerchairmanof the NationalEndowmentfor the Humanities,
wrote that many students eam bachelor's degrees withoutknowledge of "basic landmarks of historyand
thought."'- Forexample, in a 1989 Gallup poll, 25 percent of 700 college seniors did not know that
Columbus landedin the WestemHemisphere before 1500. Most could not identifythe Magna Carta.'̂ In
short, whathas constimted a liberal artseducation for the past 200years is undergoing a radical transfor
mation. The revolution began by eliminating the concept of truth, and from there it dumped the common
heritage thathas bound us together as a people. Diversity, ratherthancohesiveness, is the new passion,
and it pits us against each other for "rights."

4. State universitiesare breeding grounds, quite literally,for sexuallytransmitted disease (includ
ing HIV), homosexualbehavior,unwanted pregnancies,abortions, alcoholism, and drug abuse.

As public universities exercise tighterand tightercontrolon politically correct thought, they seem
entirelydisinterested in studentsexual activity and other behavior with moral implications. Indeed, the
word morality itselfimplies a valuejudgment that violatesPC. "theology."

Forexample, administrators at theUniversity of California atBerkeley were paralyzed formonths over
what to do about the behaviorof "the NakedGuy."In the fall of 1992, a studentnamedAndrewMartinez
made a practice of walking around thecampus in thenude. Hejogged, atein the dining halls, andattended
classeswhile totallynaked. When asked why he wore no clothes, he said he was protesting sexuallyrepres
sivetraditions in Westem society. Female students were uncomfortable in hispresence, andbothmales and
females were nervous about the "seat issue"—notwanting to sit wherehe had recentiysat.

It is unbelievable that it took the Cal administrators all fail and winter to deal with this outrage. They
couldn't come up with a legalexcuseor a school regulation that would require"the Naked Guy" to either
suit upor ship out. Instead, every precaution was taken not to violate his rights. Remember, many admin
istrators haveno difficulty in expelling a student whoutters an unwelcome opinion aboutthe immorality
of homosexuality.

At onepoint, Martinez wasexpelled undera hastily written policy banning public nudity, but he was
immediately invitedback when schoolofficials realizedthey had not obtaineda vice chancellor's
approval for thedecision. What a graphic illustration of themoral confusion of ourday. Finally in late
January, Martinez was sentpacking. How didthey finally get himout?Some female students charged
that his behaviorconstituted "sexua! harassment"! That says it all, doesn't it? The man was not expelled
forviolating established standards of decency. Hehadto tripovera tenet of political correcmess before
he could be thrown out on his naked rear end.
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the recent Academy Awards event, for example, the emphasis on "women in entertainment" was a prime
case in point. It is impossible to credit one gender with every good and perfect gift without slighting the
other. TTiat's what extreme diversity does to us. Indeed, a recent issue of Newsweek featured the last
American group to be victimized—white males.Now we all have something to fight for.

Abraham Lincoln quoted the Scriptures in his second inaugural address, "A house divided against
itself cannot st^d." That, I fear, iswhere diversity leads. Ifbythat term we refer to love and tolerance for
peoples who are different from one another, it has great validity for us. But if by diversity we mean all of
us have been given reason to resent one another, having no common values, heritage, commitment or
hope, then we are a nation in serious trouble.

Whether right or wrong, it is my belief that Christian colleges place their emphasis not on that which
divides us, but on the substance that binds us together. That commonality is the gospel of Jesus Christ. He
commanded us to love one another — to set aside our differences and to care for "the least of these"
among us. It is^ur^inity, not our diversity, that deserves our allegiance. -

Though Christian professors and administrators have not always succeeded in this effort, unity has
been (and continues to be) the goal. In short, they seek to bring tiieir students and faculty together, rather
than dividing them into competing self-interestgroups. I think that is a vitally important distinction.

3.1 firmly believe students typically get a better undergraduate education at a Christiain insti
tution than at a large public institution.

State universitieshave earned most of their reputations for excellence from the quality of the research
conducted in their graduate schools. Much less attention is given to teaching undergraduates. Professors
are rewarded and promoted for their scientific findings and the number of publications they produce.
Their ability to inspire and teach is of little consequence in advancement. Thus, freshmen and sopho
mores often find themselves in huge classes of 300 to 2,000 students. The instructor may be an inexperi
enced graduate student whose primary interest is his or her own academic pursuit. I know this system
very well. I taught such a class at USC when I was working on my Ph.D.

i

The situation on Christian campuses is usually very different. Students often develop close relation
ships with their professors. The classes are usually smaller, permitting interaction and more opportunity
to ask questions. Informal discussions at the professor's home or in a restaurant are not unusual. When
compared to tiie education of perhaps 30,000 students at a state university, there is no doubt in my mind
as to where the best training for undergraduates occurs.

4. A Christian college is the only place where the majority of students are professing Christians.
That is vitally important

The single greatest influence during the college years does not come from the faculty. It is derived
from other students! Thus, being classmates with men and women who profess a faith in Jesus Christ is
vital to die bonding that should occur during those four years. In addition to formal learning in the class
room, a quality education involves a wide variety of experiences with friends who share basic values and
beliefs. TTiese include dorm parties, chapel programs, intramural and intercollegiateathletics,debates and
seminars, a range of musical and dramatic groups, dorm Bible study groups, and evenings in faculty
member homes. The friendships that flow from these activities will be remembered for a lifetime.
Likewise, if it is considered important that Christian young men and women marry people with similar
theological views (and I believe that is extremely important), then it seems wise to select a college where
more of them will be found.



The students Shirley and I met while attending a Christian college 'arestill among our best friends
today—more than 30 years later. There are no friends quite like those made during your younger years,
and not one of them can be replaced in later life. I thank God for the experiences we had among guys and
girls of like mind, faith and values when we were very young!

If you have a son or daughter who might like to attend a Christian college, we can provide a hand
book for selecting the right one. It's called Choose a Christian College, released by Peterson's Guides,
one of the largest publishers of college handbooks. (See the back page for more information.) While not
covering every Christian college in North America, this volume includes information on 84 member col
leges and universities of the Christian College Coalition. Each of these schools meets eight membership
criteria, including a commitment by the administration to hiring as full-time faculty only people with a
personal commitment to Jesus Christ. Choose a Christian College provides information on tuition costs,
grants and aid, available majors, entrance requirements and campus life factors.

It must be acknowledged that many families feel they can't alford a high-quality Christian college for
their son or daughter. Actually, I have found that Christian schools often charge less than comparable sec
ular institutions. But I knowthat doesn't solve the problem. '

Most Christian colleges are accustomed to serving low-income families or those where parents have
lost their jobs or experienced long-term sickness. You would be amazed to hear how God has provided
for their needs, through financial aid, federal grants and loans, work programs and special student schol
arships. Before you rule out a private education, therefore, I hope you' 11 check the possibilities. I also
recommend that you do not plan to send your student to a community college the first two years, unless
absolutely necessary. The freshman and sophomore years are the most important of the four in terms of
personal growth and development.

Well, I had better bring our discussion to a close. I have written this comparison of public and private
education for two purposes. The first has been obvious—to express my strong support for Christian col
leges and universities.

The second is to acknowledge that many of these schools are threatened today. Rising costs, competi
tion from state-sponsored institutions, and declining numbers of students (resulting in part from the legal
ization of abortion in the 1970s) have made it more difficult to remain solvent. These schools MUST
NOT be permitted to pass from the scene. Not only should we send our students to them, but those of us
who can help fmanciily should remember todo so.

Thank you for letting me share these ideas with you today. I'd enjoy hearing from you regarding the
opinions expressed. I always welcome the comments of our friends and supporters.

Speaking of support, the month of April is tax month. (I'll bet you already knew that.) Our contribu
tions usually get a Httle thin at this time of the year, when our constituency begins to think about paying
Uncle Sam. If you can help us, your participation would be greatly appreciated.

Blessings to you all.

les C. Dobson, Ph.D.
President
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