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Memorandum on Academic Freedom

Dr. Thanu Kulachol,President

Bangkok University
Peace can hardly exist wherever the air is electric with ideological politics.  In its shadow, people tend to think that their ideas are always better than others’.  No one wants to listen to the other, and no respect or a sense of sharing is truly needed.  Such politics simply denies a dialogue, a means to peace.  On the contrary, it often leads to arbitrariness and suppression in such a way that one group of people can reap happiness and benefits upon the burdens of the other, regardless of justice or morality. In a worse case, an idea deemed right and acceptable by one group of people may turn harmful to the common good of humanity as a whole.  This kind of politics breeds not only the arbitrary extremists but also the ills and dissidence around the globe today, more in developing countries than in their counterparts. 
Our challenge is then to find a way to lessen, if not totally eradicate, violence and many other unfavorable consequences brought up by this politics of suppression.  Like violence and anything else, peace is not born but created by us.  We thus need to learn when to sacrifice some personal gains for the collective happiness of all.  A means to that end is, for one thing, a dialogue of peace subtly embedded the Buddhist concept of Mat-chi-ma-pa-ti-pa-tha, analogous to In Medio Stat Virtus of Christianity, and translated into modern English as the Middle Way.  Carefully put into practice, this very concept can appease any conflicts, and those of academic freedom are included.

If we agree that the common good is gained through the free research for truth and its free exposition, then it is most ethical for us to promote academic freedom. In fact, to promote academic freedom in the most culturally and ideologically diverse era like today, responsibilities and accountabilities to humanity are required from everyone.  Certain issues such as those pertaining to truth, justice and morality must take precedence over politics.  Therefore, no threats or restraints should be pressed against universities and academics who, with good faith, wish to conduct research and/or disseminate knowledge that finally contributes to the steady advancement of humanity.
Responses to the Questions and Hypotheticals
1. Firm in my stance to uphold the dignity and integrity of humanity, I would like to respond to the government that Professor X, who is presenting what is considered by the government as “unfavorable,” can teach at my university as long as he has no bias against truth.  As a man of profession, he is, like any other professor, committed to behaving ethically and responsibly, cultivating in the students the seed of analytical and critical thinking as well as the love for truth.  If any censors shall be applied to Professor X’s code of conduct and the subject he is teaching, they should come from his students and those experts in the field.  He in other words should be treated fairly, and the subject of his teaching should be professionally counterbalanced by other authorities in the same field who could provide opposing views with sincerity and love for truth.  Unless proved unethical and unprofessional, he will suffer no penalty from his intellectual sincerity.

2. Giving and taking are common in any forms of cooperation.  I then believe that the X Corporation could get some benefits from its investment with the Chemistry Department.  However, it must be based upon the condition that the research findings are not used to bring suffering or destruction to society and/or human dignity.  If used mainly for the love of truth and the pursuit of knowledge, the $40 million investment from the X Corporation will definitely yield invaluable result for academics and society to enjoy.  Indeed, the result from the investment will not only loom large but also greatly contribute to the steady advancement of humanity. 

3. Unless the subject of his teaching is detrimental to society and humanity, the University will not interfere Professor Y’s teaching.  Nor will it disassociate itself from the views of Y as insisted by those who have opposite views. To safeguard academic freedom, the University will, instead, organize a forum for him and others to have a dialogue.  The University will also make sure that the forum is conducted professionally and without any biases against truth and integrity of human beings. 
