Minutemen Radical Book Fair

Starting at around 27:00 of the speech
And what is that idea that (Kerr/Curr) sketched out, which is a fairly accurate reflection, structurally, of the institutions, whether you’re talking private institutions, major or minor, or whether you’re talking about state institutions, being the victims, made especially the victims (unintelligible) the University of Michigan and Illinois (unintelligible) It’s inconceivable, in German tradition, that tradition was, in fact, brought here, early on, with the colonization of the new world (from) that segment. (Then) explain how a German university model actually works- it starts first and foremost with (disposition) of property. All (states) in the west do. And you’ve got a  classification, the property status (depends) existence of the university in continental law- it’s not just German- that has no (movement/improvement) here whatsoever.  And that’s that (where) a university is constituted with real property, that is to say the land that ultimately, the capital investment, the buildings, the infrastructure, the physical or material infrastructure, is not (old), in any sense comprehensible with Anglo-American law. 

It’s usually the property of all of the components of society. That’s based on, this is not Communism, either, there’s no sense in Communism in German property law, but this is communitarian property, because it’s understood to affect (unintelligible German word/phrase), literally translated, (it goes) “the spirit of the country”, in all its facets and dimensions. The university is responsible for apprehending the culture, the meaning of the culture, its history and its potential, which manifests in science, of course. That absent that edifice, you have a rudderless society that cannot appreciate its own merits, or correct demerits. Consequently, it is a necessity to all parties (irrespecting) of their position, their station in society. 

The (professor/professorate), which is seen as one of two major (unintelligible) with the students, can function absent the other. Each completes the other, making the whole. They do not work for a Board of Directors, a corporate board, or even the state. They cannot be fired by a board of (ratings). They’re not maintained either by a board of students. The only entity that can eliminate the faculty member from a position, once accepted into that position at the determined academy, has, historically, been the professor. And there’s a number of reasons for that, and only partly because it’s (presumed/assumed) that the only people who have invested themselves  to the extent necessary to (apprehend) the essence of what is being put forth, by what professes. It is not to regurgitate data, it’s to profess what one believes. Only those who invest themselves in the intellectual labor necessary to apprehend the essence of meaning what has been attained by other professors in a position to appreciate, make a determination whether what is being said about- it’s not just that that (elitists) think- but it’s definitely, and materially, and tangibly by structure, precludes political intervention so you can have a skew of what it is that is professed based upon material self-interests and self-preservation. If they’re going to fire me, am I going to change what I say, what I believe because you otherwise would be, yeah, it’s still (void), that specific.  

This didn’t change until the Nazis came along. Maybe there’s some appreciable significance to that particular fact. The German academy worked right through the Kaisers, through World War I, through the (loss), through the Weimar, right up until the Nazi seizure of power pretty much this way. Students went because their motivation to learn about the world they inhabited in such a way as to give them an understanding of who they were in that world. You did not get assessed on the basis of whether you got to the classroom at in the assigned time, whether you were late, how many days you missed. In the German model you might show up, meet your professor, never show up again until you were ready to take the final exam. Lectures were given like this.  If you want to attend, if it is of interest and use to you and you show up- if not, you don’t. Ultimately, you have to pass the test. It’s on you. It’s not a regimenting exercise. The whole part of this, what they call socialization in US institutions is, basically, military. Assigned place and time, don’t argue, do what you’re told. A whole layer of that before you ever get to the supposed content. Now I will allow you three unexcused absences, after that I dock you a third of a letter grade for every time you miss without a doctor’s excuse or proof that your aunt really did die, and not for the fourth time either. [Laughter]

Now… personally, then, comes out here [laughter] When you treat people who are supposedly functioning adults in this fashion, they resent, they start to act out, which is why the last two years that I tried to teach outside of that and everybody was forbidding, which, most everybody, especially that I’d smoked my cigarettes without pretending that I was going to be spreading nerve gas through the environment (unintelligible) [Laughter] Anybody ever tell you when you were young so that you could remember that nothing serious ever happens except in a smoke-filled room? Which means all your little meetings and classes and discussions have been trivial all along? Oh no. [Laughter] So we go outside, but then you can’t really deliver a lecture with all the skateboards sailing by, each of which is louder as it goes down concrete than a Harley-David [sic] motorcycle on full throttle. People  standing on ‘em impersonating ghetto people, although usually they’re coming, in Colorado, from $180,000 a year families, so they had their baseball caps on backward and headphones plugged in as they sail out into traffic because the sign says “Yield to Pedestrians” while they, I don’t know, what is it you do on cell phones now? You use them with mini-computers, right? Text-messaging, or something? All at the same time. The thing is, the decibel level of the passing skateboards is such- well, that’s acting out against the (unintelligible). That’s basically all it is. Until you’re to understand the fundamental laws of physics. It doesn’t really matter what that glaring yellow sign says about Yielding to Pedestrians when you throw your flesh out in front of 5000 pounds of moving metal. You see, the laws of the state do not supersede the laws of physics, usually. [Laughter]

This means, in effect, this unorthodox parcel of property and enterprise that the professors (unintelligible) the (unintelligible) state ownership, if you will, of the enterprise, not just its physical structure. It cannot be readily removed. The United States has something called a Dartmouth case in 1817, in which a German professor, who had been hired for Dartmouth, and that is contrary to, let’s just say contrary to the ideas prevailing among the board of trustees presiding over Dartmouth- was fired, took the case to court, ended up in the Supreme Court, John Marshall, preeminent justice in the early days of the Supreme Court, chief justice, he was the sixth chief justice, ruled on the case that professors were not (freeholders), they were employees (unintelligible) to the board assigned the status to the institution and had a law resembling a corporation. So now, you are not working on the basis of the quality of your intellectual endeavor- you are working, from 1817 onwards, formally, as a matter of law, on the basis of the utility, ultimately, of whatever you are engaged in, intellectually, to those who essentially (form) the institution that requires you to do the intellectual work or that allows you to do it. That’s the idea. That didn’t work out too well for a long time, (part) of the academy. There’s still a lot of room to maneuver there. In fact, (Russell Coby) has a good book called “The Last Intellectuals” where he talked about the fact that the most intellectual work that was done in terms of the social (unintelligible) and so on in the United States was done outside of the academy, right up into the 1930’s. He talks about the Lower East Side of Manhattan, the entire Greenwich Village scene, and the fact that you had hightower intellectual discourse going on, and published, and available. You had a whole off-campus scene that was more potent in terms of the (library/litany/literary) of intellectuals’ product than in the entire academic enterprise of New York. That’s a fairly substantial statement when you consider the institutions that are lodged in New York. It took them another 50 years to be able to entirely expunge that. And partly that was material, too. You’ll find the neighborhoods are making it impossible to live on any kind of income you generated by virtue of being John (Reed), by virtue of being Max (Eastman), by virtue of being any number of other people whose names you can probably spring to mind. That’s been utterly eradicated through quality-of-life ordinances, No Smoking signs, gentrification, ruled out of court, ironically, in large part, due to the applause of self-anointed progressives. 

There are, right now, a list of repressive social things- Usually I get smoking and that ends it right there. All progressives in the country suddenly decided state intervention to repress the social habits of communities of color and poor people, it’s for their own good, it’s something to be applauded because after all, I don’t like the smell.  It really comes down to that. Expungement of social states is embraced by progressives right along with conservatives, making it a common front in some ways that are uncomfortably similar to the dynamics of the turds in Germany. Oops, oops. Scattering of applause. [Laughter] (Hostile) silence of (unintelligible) Oh! You’re not going to get me sucked into that, I’ve got (unintelligible) requesting Newt Gingrich because… I like it that way. And since I do, you should too. And in case I ever wash up with a flat tire and have to spend a couple hours hanging out in the (unintelligible name) Bar in (Langley/Langton), Colorado with those cowboys, I’ll be prohibited from smoking a cigarette in their habitat for 20 years beforehand so I don’t have to endure the odor. [Laughter] Yep. 

Well, you lost your independent intelligentsia in large part through processes just like that. [Off-mic voice: Yes] Just like that. Somebody (unintelligible) (Beale) Street out of this room, too. Somebody who was feeling that (possible/impossible) sensation. Do you know (Beale) Street, in Memphis? Where that Mississippi blues sound came from? Not Delta blues, north of that. Okay. (Unintelligible) blues bar, now, it’s a Family Entertainment Zone. They’re serving milkshakes and trying to imagine how exactly you would get (unintelligible) from a (unintelligible) Jefferson, now this Disneyland environment is written down and a reality put up, a sterilized, virtuous simulation for the (unintelligible) of those fluent enough to turn people who have an actual, organic connection to something- an alternative to the famous (quote/quo) that’s manifested in our (unintelligible) turning into performing seals. You call that “culture”. That’s the process, and that’s the process in the academy as well. 

To make the academy (ascended) you have to have some basis of establishing that it had professional credentials rather than intellectual (passes/passages) and that comes with that one word we all know and love so well. Often (reported) as rejected while embracing all the while without knowing because there’s (unintelligible) culture (unintelligible phrase) we don’t even know when we’re incredibly (unintelligible) it’s called science. Well, science is science. We go back to Germany now.  Germans, Germans were developing science with regards to history, (ask) Karl Marx. Germans were developing social science. Germans were figuring how to deal in scientific ways with the phenomenon of human endeavors. So it’s said, American historians in particular picked up on that, particularly with Otto Von (Ocke) when they said “We are going to render history susceptible to scientific procedure, we are going to adopt a method, we are going to explore (unintelligible). The history of science, because that’s what is said (unintelligible).  We wouldn’t do that, be a proper capitalist-oriented person at the same time. Now this is understood about (Nike/Nighy) profoundly, again, that you’ve got the antithesis of a German university in trying (as) being the representation of it in North America. 

Taking a free-held enterprise and converting it into a corporate entity is about as antithetical, one term to the other, as is possible. But you see, they do the same with (Brankhe). They…(“ Brankhe!”) Well, most of his discourse on historical method is cast in terms of (unintelligible) Don’t sound much like an Indian (unintelligible) up here, do I? [Laughter] See, the (professorate) of the United States sort of, just, boggles (unintelligible) on history. So here comes this long (unintelligible) to them, it’s really disconcerting, (unintelligible, sounds like “easenschact”) Okay, well there’s several connotations to the term, and (Brankhe) did, in fact, (unintelligible) you go to the fact, you ascertain the fact, the fact can only be ascertained by detachment and objective observation. You’ve got to figure out what the fact is in any given circumstance, in history no less than physical sciences. He did say that (unintelligible) that’s what we’re gonna do, we’re gonna have these objective (unintelligible) facts are detached, empirical observation, we’re gonna apprehend them and find them (four square) so they each constitute a brick and we’re going to build a wall (fast) (unintelligible) edifice of truth in terms of human history and (unintelligible) that’s actually the method that’s embraced. Should have read the rest of the book, because he goes off and after you’ve got the fact then it gets (unintelligible German word/phrase) then you take that fact you’ve apprehended, that’s you’ve nailed down, that you can find and you’ve got sitting on the table in front of you, and you’re going to penetrate its essence. 

Now how the hell would you do that? Well you’re going to meditate on it, and you’re going to cut to the chase on that. Some of you actually studied (unintelligible) American historical associations a couple years ago, (unintelligible) method of electronic (unintelligible) history on acid. [Laughter] This is not exactly the notion of American professional (historicism) they flat-out turned (Brankhe) on its head mainly because they didn’t understand what he said- no one had studied with him, no one even read him in the German, much less read the complete works. Took his name, then went to this fact… driven thing. Now, this is applied throughout the social sciences. We’re going to scientize and, thus, professionalize (all of it). Traditionally, the qualification for being an academic intellectual is you will be scientific in your approach- nonsense. Can anyone tell me the first professor-driven- well, actually not a professor, was more like an adjunct professor-instructor. The first driven out of the academy in the United States for being insufficiently scientific in his approach, in his (unintelligible) of social data? Take a wild guess. 

Audience member: Galileo? [Ward laughs]

No, I think Galileo was being a little too scientific and insufficiently (unintelligible). [Laughter] Yeah? A fellow by the name of Dennis. I’ve also seen him called Demis, but I think that’s wrong. Dennis. He was an economist at the University of Chicago, which, as some of you may know, was rather liberally endowed by certain major East Coast financial interests, to be an edifice in the Midwest to serve as their interest, they literally built it and expected it to do what they wanted to do. Dennis was aligned with railway workers, strikers, and did an analysis that showed the sorts of things that had been done by robber barons at the time, including those who endowed the University of Chicago. So he was summarily fired. It doesn’t resonate so harshly now, but you would have been surprised at the time. They didn’t say because it was 

end at 47:22
