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develop from the University o f  Technology University College. The Bishop of Newcastle. F. de Witt Batty, 
succinctly described the basic opposition to this idea when he said: 

# 

"a University .. must be.. wholly devoted 
t o  the pursuit of  things which we 
value for themselves alone and not for 
... anything beyond them." 1 3  

This definition logically excluded the University of  Technology because one  of  its aims as described in the official 
handbook was 

This conflict of  ideas was an integral part o f  the debate in Newcastle concerning the function o f a  university. 
It involved the concepts o f  a generalised education as opposed t o  training, humanism as opposed t o  the  
technologies and the academic as opposed to the vocational idea of education.' The supporters of  a liberal 
university education took many shapes but often their claims had a moral almost emotional tone. Oliver 
Holt provides a brilliant example o f  this when he  writes: 

"the technological bent of  modern education .. 
is so insidious that .. a problem for 
universities .. (is) .. to  try t o  kee 
alive the flame of  civilisation." 1 t 

He saw the traditional university as the SP&U of a \?rorld already dominated by utilitarianism and vocationalism. 
W.H.C. Eddy l 3  writes in a similar tone when he describes the University o f  Technology as "a monstrosity, the 
most illiberal university in the state ..." l 8  However, this highly emotional authorship was usually countered 
by  reasoned opposition t o  the system of Arts wittun a Technological University. An official statement o f  the 
NUEG showed this when it stated that 

"Our criticisms imply no idealisat ion of  the 
existing universities of  the academic type, 
but they .. d o  imply that it will drag all 
education down ... if it is pretended that 
there is no  difference between the academic 
and the t e c h n ~ l o ~ i c a l . " ~ ~  

Basically the most relevant ideological opposition centeied o n  this blurring of  the distinction between h e  ideas 
of an academic university and a technological institute. I t  was the usurpation of  the name "university" by an 
institute which seemed such a threat t o  the traditional role o f a  university as a searcher for abstract truths. 

It is essential t o  note that at  no time in the history of the conflict between technology and the humanities 
in Newcastle were the voices supporting the technological university and opposing the academic ideals nearly 
so well organised or  valuable as the NUEG and its prominent members. This imbalance in the expression of 
opinion in the public forum says much about the nature of  the conflict. Those in Newcastle who believed in 
the necessity for  higher technological education were placed in a secure position in 1951. They, unlike the 
NUEG, had n o  need t o  feel that the future realisation of  their ideal was threatened by another type o f  university, 
namely an academic university. 

NU€. Oliver Holt suggested that there was "some doubt whether ..xomplete academic freedom existed" at 
~ewcast le ."  It w8s a distinctive feature of the debate in Newcastle that only a very small number of  the 
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staff of NUC expressed their views either supporting the NUEG line or defending their own institution -- -. 

(namely the University of Technology). Holt's claim is substantiated to some extent by correspondence 
between Professor Baxter 22 and Professor Auchrnuty 23 in which Baxter advised Auchmuty and his 
colleagues to "take no further part in public or private debate." 24 This letter wai written inlate I958 and 
therefore had little immediate bearing on the letter by Holt . However, the fact that this type of 
instruction could have been given at all throws doubt on the guarantees of academic freedom by the 
University of Technology., and on the chims of thosein 1956 who denied intervention from Sydney. 

Whatever the reason, the fact remained that there were more public opponents than open supporters 
of the role played by the University of Technology in the development of NUC. H. Barton in a letter 
to the editor claimed that modern industrialists and technolpgists had "more to do than absorb 

themselves in dead languages, --- 
obsolete philosophies, forgotten 
religion and the classics of 
the period of chattel slavery".25 

He was one of the few who managed to attack the humanities with the same vehemence as the then common 
place attacks on technology. The motivation for Barton's condemnation [based on a somewhat limited 
delineation of what the study of the humanities involved] was the irrelevance of these studies to the needs 
of the industrial man. It was this apparent irrelevance in the face of such large scale industrialisation and the . 
demands this made for skilled men that caused the gradual movement of emphasis away from a liberal 
education to Professional training. In fact the applied sciences had gained such influence that by the 1950s 
(despite thk demands in Newcastle) a truly classical university in the traditional mould was a thing of the past. 

An indication of  the incredibly rapid growth of the concept of technological university education and the 
size o f  the rift in educational thinking can be found in the Recommendations of the 1957 Development 
sub committee of N.U.C. Dissension within the subcommittee caused a number of minority reports to be sub- 
mitted along with the majority reports. The main report in stating the arguments for an autonomous University 
of Newcastle stressed the need for fr edom of a university from "the atmosphere of a 'Technological 
University' "26 J.K. Mac DougaU 29and W.E. Clegg 28 submitted a minority report and it is here that the 
rift becomes obvious. They made the point that 

"it is at least as important for 
technology to be independent of 
the atmosphere of a "traditional" 
university as vice versa" 29 

In the 1850s education was conceived as a unified whole but as this example from Newcastle shows 
by the 1950s that unity was shattered by the rival claims of technology and the humanities. 

Professor J J. Auchmuty was a human embodiment of this conflict. He was an academic in the traditional 
university spirit %ut he was also a senior member of staff of the N.U.C. of the University of Technology. 
In reqonse to this apparently paradoxial situation Auchmuty formulated a view which had the potential to 
reconcile the two poles of thought. In an article written for the Newcastle Morning Herald he stated that a 
University had "two duties." Fir t as "a centre of vocational education" and more importantly "of adding to 
the total of human knowledge." 50Thur he saw the idea of the university in twin terms; as imparting both - . 
education and training and dealing in both the humanities and the techonologies. It was in fact this balanced 
view which was eventually iqplemented and forms the basis for the University of Newcastle as it is today. 

The conflict of ideas which had become such an issue in Newcastle wasin reality only a,logical development of 
the types of views which had been expressed since the late Nineteenth Century . However, it was in Newcastle 
that a totally new facet of the debate between academic and technological university education emerged. This 
focused on the practical organisational sphere of the universities and the differente between the administration 
and structure of an academic university and a technological i n ~ t i t u t e . ~ '  Bishop de Witt Batty revealed the 

, 
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Lecturer in Geography at N.U.C. 

N.M.H. 19th March, 1954 - 
N.M.H. 26th October, 1956 - Letter to the editor - 
Emeritus Professor of Medicihe at Sydney University. 

Sydney Morning Herald, 11th September, 1958 

Resolution of the Council of the University of Technology Council forwarded to the NUC Advisory 
Committee. 16th March, 1958. Auchmuty library archives A521 2 Newcastle U.C. Advisory Committee 
and Development subcommittee 1955 - 58 - 61 
A member of staff at the N.U.C. 

N.M.H. 13th March, 1956 - Letter to the editor. - 
h u t e s  of the N.U.C. Advisory Committee Meeting. 2nd October, 1959, Auchmuty Library Archives 
A5212, NUC Advisory Committee and Development subcommittee 1955 - 58 - 4 1  

Partial autonomy 1960 Full autonomy 1964 
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