In Other People’s Shoes

生輔組組長

“Do you know you have a bad reputation among the students?”  “Yes, I do,” I answered.  “Do you understand the reasons why?”  “Yes, I do.”  “Well, do you still insist on enforcing the policy?”  “Of course,” I said.
As a matter of fact, recently, someone told me that a student has posted an article which was written by Lung Ying-tain on NCU BBS to lash out at my policies on the NCU learning passport and the tranquil dorm.  The main point of the article was that educators should regard college students as adults rather than telling them what to do and what not to do, and should foster the ability to think independently among college students.  With the article, the student was attacking two policies that I supported and practiced.  One had to do with the tranquil dorm.  The author said that I baited students by guaranteeing them the right to reside in a tranquil dorm until graduation if they agreed to keep early hours, which would be good for their health any way.  The other policy had to do with the new NCU learning passport which required all students to fulfill 100 hundred hours of learning through attending lectures or performances.  The student believed that the requirement was designed only to make the occasion look well-attended to save the face of the university.  The student then accused me of indoctrinating and domesticating students rather than cultivating independent thinking and leadership.  Hence, the student indicated I was like the students’ babysitter in the article.  The responses on the webpage showed that there were actually quite some students who agreed with him. 
I was very upset and disappointed reading this reaction.  Students didn’t understand me and misunderstood my purposes completely.  In fact, the tranquil dorm was established at some students’ request.  They stated that they couldn’t endure their roommates who stayed up late, typing on the computer.  At the beginning, I advised them to communicate with their roommates; nevertheless, it didn’t work.  Finally, I decided to establish a tranquil dorm for those students who needed a quiet environment.  I never forced any student to choose the dorm because it was built only for students who required it.  What I did was only to resolve the students’ problems.  I believe what I did was right and I really couldn’t understand why some students misrepresent my good intention.  
As to the NCU learning passport.  The author claimed that I was afraid that nobody would attend the events organized by the university and that I did it to avoid embarrassment.  The fact of the matter was that we could decide not to host any events at all—that would have saved us a lot of trouble and cost, but then it would be the loss of the students to miss out on some celebrity speeches or the performance of famous theatrical companies.  I admit that the requirement of one hundred hours may be somewhat high, but no students complained about it.  The purpose of NCU learning passport was to encourage students to acquire learning, experience, and maturity beyond the textbooks.  It was important for university students to come into contact with different facets of life by attending speeches, concerts, or something else.  I believe the policy would provide some motivation for those who are inactive to get out of their little room and see the world.  In creating this policy, I was not treating them as kindergarten children; instead, I was hoping they would mature into true adults instead of whining and fussing on the webpage. 

No matter what students wrote on the internet, I still believe this is a good thing that we could exchange our ideas this way.

