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ABSTRACT

The transformation of a single-sex college into a
coeducational college can be extremely costly. However, a cooperative
arrangement among colleges, such as the one described in this paper,
can sexually integrate single-sex colleges at very little extra cost.
The Five Colleges Cooperation consists of 1 male college, Amherst; 2
female institutions, Smith and Mount Holyoke; a new coeducational
undergraduate college, Hampshlre College; and a large state
university, the University of Massachusetts. . In this cooperative
agreement, any student at any one of the colleges may elect to enroll
in any course at any cother of the- .colleges, so long as that course is
not offered at his or her own institution. The possibility of
establishing student centers for students at all of the colleges has
also been discussed, as well as joint extra-curricular organizations
and social clubs. This arrangement, which would cost the colleges
approximately $10 million if undertaken separately, can be achieved ‘
for about $200,000 a year in a cooperative arrangement. . (HS)
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You have already heard eloquent arguments for and against coeducation.

I will not enter into that‘fray except to suggest that one of the strengths
of the Americ;h.system ofwhighef education lies in its diversity. We have
large institutions and small ones; public and private; men's colleges, women's
cplleges, coeducational colleges; junior colleges; four-year colleges, and
graduate schools. Each is making a contribution to our country and it seems
to me that there is value in retraining as wide a choice of opportuni%ies for
young.people seeking an education as we can provide. As long’aé we have stu-
dents who want to go to single-séﬁ colleges, I hope opportunities for them
will continue to exist. 1In this context, I would argue for the retention of
some single sex colleges in the country. Whether any one of them can continue
to be viable or not depends upon a number of circumstances I need not detail
for this audience.

Before outlining the thogghts I have about the possible céntribution
cooperatfbe arrangements among colléges may make to help resolve the problems
of the single sex colleges consideriﬁg coeducation, it séems to me I should
describe briefly my vanﬁage point. Every cooperative arrangement iﬁ the countrY<
is different from eversy other. Few generalizations appl? to all. Under the
circumstances it Seems to me I should indicate the nature.of my group-.

The Five Colleges consist of dné male institution, Amherst Collegef
two female institutions, Smith and Mount Holyoke Colleges;_a new coedgéational
undergraduate colleée, Hampshire College, whigh Qill‘a&mit'its.fifsf‘stﬁden#s
this Fall;. and a large and”rapidlf growiﬁgHS£ate,uniﬁérsity;:thé Ugiveréity of

Massachusetts. All five insZitutions are located in a triangle, the longest




side of which is eleven miles. A student with a car can get from any one
institution to any other institution in twenty minutes---if the weather is
good, if the traffic is light, and if the police are not lurking. These
institutions have had cooperative arrangements for many years. They have had
a formal Coordinator since 1957. Thus these five institutions have relative
geographic proximity and a tradition of cooperation, both of which significantly
affect the kinds of things they do now and can aspire to in the fﬁture.

The cooperative arrangements among the five colleges were begun to
help each institution té more efficiently use ifs scarce reéources for the
better education of its students. Helping>the sinéle sex colleges to partake
of the presumed joys.of coeducation was not an objective. Even today, there is
no explicit recognition that the cooperative machinery should be used to give
women access to men or vice~versa. The student inter;hange regulatibns, for
example, permit a student to take a course at another institution anly if the
course is not available to him on his own campus.

Nevertheless, a side effect of the cooperative arrangements has cerﬁainly
been modification of the single sexness of Amherst, Smiﬁh} andlMount Holyoke.
In fact, admissions officers at tﬁe'three institutions can with honesty say
that although they are single sex colleges stﬁdents do have more access to
members of‘the opposite sex in blasseé than is usually:t:ué,of éuch'inst;tutions.
The question is, should the cooperative arrangement be expanded expliciﬁly to -
further thqse opportunities? No décision has Yet peen'madé.

My role as Five College Coordinator ié ndtltp_attémpt to_dirgct any one 41
institution in any particdlér Qéy. it is‘rather,t6 tfyygd Qndérstahdehéf‘fhe

several institutions wish to do and to see where coopetation’might hélp them .do
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it better working together rather than alone. Whether Amherst, Smith or

Mount Holyoke decide to go coeducational is not my business. It is my business,
however, to suggest ways in which cooperation might help them achieve whatever
goals they set themselves.

While ﬁhe institutions must themselves establish their goals, the
existance or absence of cooperation possibilities should certainly bhe taken
into consideration in determining the feasibility of reaching goals established.
The three single sex colleges with which I déal have been able to be relatively
leisurely in their consideration of the pressures toward coeducation because
of student exXchange possibilities which exist among the five colleges. It
may be that the existance of the cooperative arrangements wouid make feasible
thé continuance of one, two or poésibly all three single sex colleges in my
group~---a possibility which might not be open to them if they were isolated.

Or, if one or more of the three decide to "go coeducational" it may be that
the cooperative arrangement will help it do so. I think Mr. Briber will be>
discussing ways in which cooperation has helped several institutions in his
group overcome some of the problems encountered in carrying out a decision ﬁo
become coeducational.

I propose to address myself primarily to the ways in which cooperative
arrangemenfs may enable singie sex colleges to continue to make in the future
the sdrts of contribﬁtions to higher eaucationithey‘ﬁéve maée in the'pésf whiie
obtainingvsomevof the preéumed aanntages ofjcégduéa;ion.‘

It may be useful to‘try to iSblate.séhe’of:the “éiementsf of coeducation.

In the first place, I think we should recogniié_thét'nohe of the institutions




here representeo are completely single sex. That is, the students in all

have some access to members of the opposite sex. I rather like the formu-
lation given by Mr. Warren Gould, the President of the American Alumni Council,
in a memorandum to the particiyants in this program. He talks about predom-

inantly men's and predominantly women's colleges. There is a broad spectrum

of possibilities here. Wheaton College, I suppoee, is less coeducational than
is Mount Holyoke College in that the women at Wneaton have access to fewer

men in classes than do the women at Mount Holyoke. The reason is that Mount
Holyoke College students attend ci;ssé; at Amherst and at the University where
there are many men, and men from Amherst and the University attend classes at
Mount Holyoke. Radcliffe, to go even-further, is for all practical purposes,
coeducational.

In a sense, Mount Holyoke, émith and Amherst.are{all coeducational right
now as far as academic programs are concerned. The queetion is are they suf-
ficiently coeducational to satisfy the desires expressed by tneir students and
faculty? If not, what elements‘of coeducation are,particularlf importantvto
each of them and how much of the soarce resources available to them are they_
prepared to put intolobtaining those elements.

At present, among my group, a student from any one institution'may take '
a course at any other institution———under certain conditionsﬁ To facilitate -
this we put approximately $50,000 a year into a bus s?stem connecting 511 five
colleges. During the present academic year some 1800 semester courses'are being
taken by students w1tn1n the flve colleges at 1nstltutlons Other-than their own.:'
But so far, I doubt that more than 5% of our total student populatlon is taklng

a course at another campus.




Now, if men in wonen's classes, and women in men's classes is the
essential element in coeducation, we could put more‘money into the bus system
to move the students around faster and we cpuld change the rules governing
the taking of interchange courses to encourage Mount Holyoke girls to take
courses at the University, let us say, and vice-versa.

If it is more social contact with members of the oprosite sex that the
single colleges want, it ought to be possible working together to set up
joint five college student centers, and extra curricular organizations and
.events, possibly even to encourage the eStabliehment of student hang-outs of
one sort or another, beer halls'or whatever students go for these days. It
ought to be possible to encourage Jjoint meetings of various student social
clubs and so on.

If it is important that bd?s and girls have midnight snadks together
and other re;axed informel contacts in order to really achieve the values of
coeducation then we'get into the question of residential exchanges. At present,
the three single sex_colleges in the valley are members of what is known as
the Twelve College Group which exchanges students for residential purposes
under varying rules among twelve institutions in New England. fhis could be
significantly stepped up both among the five colleges.and among the twelve
college gtoup. In my group, for example, it mlght be sald that the educatlon‘
of a Smith student would be enhanced by a Year "abroad" 11v1ng in the atmo-

. sphere of .the large state univereity. Correspondingly,‘the education~of a
Unlver51ty student would be enhanced by spendlng a year at Mount Holyoke.‘_\.‘
Today' s undergraduates are very perlpatetlc belngs. The;e seems to'

be more movement among institutions and transfers from one,to,another than in




times past. Should this trend continue, it is conceivable that a student
would go to one institution for one kind of experience and simply transfer
to another for another kind. It might be that facilitation of such movement
would be one way of giving students in the single sex colleges exposure tc
other institutional climates. Obviously such movement can be more easily
facilitated among cooperating institutions than those which do not work to-
gether.

Now most of the things I have talked about here and the many others I
could mention cost money. So one must consider costs and benefits. If Smith,
say, were to go coeducational by simply reducing the number of female applicants
and admitting men, I take it the capital-cost would be relatively small. Smith
would have difficulty doing ihis, howeve;, since it feels it has a continuing
obligation to admit essentially the same number of women in the future as it
has in the past. Hence, so far, the only proposal I have seen for coeducation
at Smith involves the construction of additional dormitory facilities to add
to the Smith female undergraduates, male undergraduates. In one plan thé
estimated capital coét is approximately 10 million dollars. If the sum were
invested,"it would yield about $SOO(OOO. Suppose one were to use‘that income
and similar sumé from Mount Holyoke.and Amhérst, and apply itvtO'Five College
Cooperation over a specified_period of timé to see what might be achnged. |
We would have a kitty of,approximately'i millibn‘ddllars a'yeaf.. $200,000 of‘
this might go into 15 minute bus‘Service'wﬁiCh.?Quld greétly enﬁaﬁce thé ;
possibilities for the stﬁdénts'mixing aménq.thgﬁéelves: The balance could go‘
into such things as planning for jdin£ cou?sg régistfaﬁidns;‘inéreééiné resi- ,

dential exchanges, eétablishing five collége étudent:facilities,uand'sb on.




My point here is that if we are talking about expanding an institution to
permit coeducation, the.amounts of money involved‘are very large indeed.
With imagination, it might be possible to obtain almost the same result with
much smaller sums.

Now these suggestions relate quite explicitly to the five institutions

with which I deal. Not all of them are applicable to all cooperative arrange-

ments. Mx. Briber will be talking -about quite a different group of institutions
and wll be offering different ideas. Nevertheless, it does seem to me that
those of the single sex colleges which have some access to coeducational
institutions or institutions:predoffiinantly of the_opposite sex ;hould very
seriously consider ways in which they can approach satisfaction of the désire

of their students and faculty for more of the elements of coeducation by working

cooperatiVely than thay could by working alone.




