Bill turns teachers' expertise into a liability
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The Georgia Legislature is presently considering House Bill 154, known as the "Intellectual Diversity in Higher Education Act."

According to the bill, "the term 'intellectual diversity' means the foundation of a learning environment that exposes students to a variety of political, ideological, and other perspectives."

Of course, all educators work toward creation of such a learning environment, where students and faculty interact freely in the search for knowledge and communicate with one another without fear of constraint from individuals in positions of power. That is what we all want. Of course.

So why should House Bill 154 not be passed? It should not be passed because it imposes unnecessary governmental regulation over the learning process which will inhibit the ability of the teacher to teach freely and consequently the ability of the student to learn fully.

It also attempts to fix a system that is not broken. American higher education remains the envy of the world precisely because it operates in freedom from political control. Wwhile the bill aims to guarantee intellectual diversity it will, in its effect, do the opposite. It will introduce suspicion into the intellectual relationships of students and faculty. Moreover, it may even make those relationships antagonistic.

For example, the bill states that "Teachers should not take unfair advantage of the immaturity of students by indoctrinating them with their own opinions before the students have had an opportunity to examine other opinions." This presupposes that the ideas of teachers, most of whom have post-graduate degrees, are uninformed by their years of study and that students should regard those ideas with suspicion. It presupposes that a geneticist does not know more about the genome than his students, and it encourages his students to take what he tells them as simply his opinion. It presupposes that an ecologist does not know more about climate change than her students. For a teacher to impart what he or she thinks is not to "take unfair advantage of the immaturity of students." It is to empower students to develop their own good judgment on the basis of sound knowledge about the world.

Have we lost the respect our society once had for both students and teachers, when parents sent their children to college to gain knowledge that they themselves could not provide them, from scholars who had devoted their lives to research and instruction? Have we arrived at a moment when students no longer feel fortunate to interact with faculty willing to share their views in the classroom?

Does the promotion of "intellectual diversity" mean that all ideas are of equal value?

House Bill 154 does not encourage students to enter college with their minds open to new ideas. And so it threatens the education of the individual student.

But House Bill 154 does more damage than that. By undermining the intellectual authority of faculty, the bill will create a whole generation of young people in Georgia unprepared to question their long-held beliefs and unaware of their ignorance.

