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FOREWORD. 

In dealing with the great question of education the 
first important consideration is to arrive at the actual 
facts in the premises. Without these no safe conclusion 
can be reached. In the within statement we have en
deavored to present facts within our knowledge and with-

. out institutional bias. The cause is greater than any 
institution or any Board. We have not hesitated to 
criticize the plan proposed by the State Board of Educa
tion and the method by which the plan was evolved, but 
in so doing we here and now disclaim any intention to 
reflect upon the character of the gentlemen composing 
the Board, or Finance Committee or their loyalty to the 
cause of education. They are each and all well known 
to the state and gentlemen of high standing and charac
ter. If they may seem from a reading of this statement 
to have fallen short of success in reaching a wise solution 
of the task imposed or to have based their action upon a 
mistaken conception of vital facts, we submit that such 
result is to be attributed most of all to defects in the sys
tem under which they wete otganized and working. We 
believe the Finance Committee, which is outside the 
Board, to have been delegated by the latter and to have 
assumed, with perfectly honest intentions, vital functions 
not assigned to it by law and for which it admits its 

· unfitness and the responsibility for which rested upon 
the Board alone. In consequence of this the system now 
proposed by the Board is claimed by us to stand upon 
erroneous statements of fact and upon unsound princi
ples, educational and legal, and to be fraught with grave 
peril to all three institutions and to the cause of educa
tion in Iowa. 

We ask for this statement a careful and dispassionate 
consideration by the people of Iowa. 



THE STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION, ITS OR
GANIZATION, FUNCTION AND RECENT 

REPORT TO THE GOVERNOR. 

March 31, 1909, the 33d General Assembly ab.olished 
the sep3:rate boards theretofore existing for the govern
ment of the State University, the State College of Agri
cultur e and Mechanic Arts, and the State Teachers' Col
lege, and created a new governing body, to-wit, the State 
Board of Education. Very briefly, the powers and duties 
of the State Board of Education may be gathered from 
the following language of the act creating the board : 

"Sec. 1. ST A TE BOARD OF EDUCATION: 
The State University, State College of Agricul
ture and Mechanic Arts, including the Agricul
tural Station, and Normal School at Cedar Falls, 
shall be governed by a state board of education 
of nine members. 

"Sec. 4. The State Board of Education shall 
have power to elect a president from their num
ber, a president and treasurer for each of said 
educational institutions and professors, instruct
ors, officers and employes ; to fix the compen
sation to be paid to such officers and employes; 
to MAKE RULES AND REGULATIONS 
FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF SAID 
SCHOOLS NOT INCONSISTENT WITH 
THE LAWS OF THE ST A TE." 

"Sec. 6. Said Board of Education shall appoint 
a FINANCE COMMITTEE of three FROM 
OUTSIDE ITS MEMBERSHIP and shall des
ignate one of such committee as president and 
one as secretary." 



-6-

The secretary of the Finance Committee is to act as 
secretary of the Board of Education, keep a record of 
the proceedings of the Board and of the Committee and 
preserve all books and papers. There are other sections 
also dealing with the Finance Committee with respect 
to the investment of funds, keeping of accounts, etc., from 
which it is clear that the Finance Committee's duties re
late to the accounts, records and :financial details of the 
Board. The Finance Committee is OUTSIDE THE 

. BOARD and I N NO SENSE A GOVERNING BODY, 
the government of the state institutions referred· to being 
lodged alone in the State Board of Education. 

At an executive session of the State Board of E duca
tion held on July 16, 1912, the following resolution was 
adopted, as shown by the minutes of the Board: 

"Resolved: That the FINANCE COMMIT
TEE be instructed to report to this Board at 
its next meeting the FEASIBILITY AND AD
VISABILITY of carrying out the co-ordina
tion of work in the three institutions, and par
ticularly the consolidation of the Engineering 
schools at Ames and Domestic Technology at 
the University, along lines SUBSTANTIALLY 
AS PRESENTED TO THE BOARD MEM
BERS RECENTLY IN A PREPARED MEM
ORANDUM on the subject, and that they pre
pare financial and sentimental facts in connec
tion therewith." 

Pursuant to the authority thus delegated by the State 
Board of Education to the Finance Committee "to report 
to this Board at its next meeting the FEASIBILITY 
AND ADVISABILITY of carrying out the co-ordination 
of work in the three institutions'' the Finance Committee 
undertook the work of investigating and recommending 
a scheme of co-ordination, and prepared and filed with the 
Board its report on Oct. 8, 1912. 

This report as will be noted above, was based upon 
a prior memorandum presented by the F inance Commit
tee for in the report will be noted the following statement : 
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'' Some time ago a memorandum setting forth a tentative 
plan of co-ordination was s•omewhat carefully prepared 
and the undersigned were satisfied that taking all things 
into consideration this plan offered the best possible 
solution of this co-ordination problem. Further study 
did not materially alter our opinion; but, REALIZING 
THAT WE WERE NOT EDUCATIONAL EXPERTS, 
we thought it wise to submit this to several eminent 
educators. '' The r ecommendations of the Finance Com
mittee and the report above ref erred to are, in the lan
guage of the report, thus summarized : 

"First: That all work in Engineering be cen
tered at the Agricultural College. 

"Second: That all courses in professional edu
cation and in Liberal Arts now offered at the 
Iowa State Teachers' College, which extend be
yond the sophomore year, be discontinued. 

"Third: That all courses in general science 
and in domestic science now existing at the Col
lege of Agriculture be discontinued, and that 
the field of household arts be opened at the Uni
versity." 

.The report of the Finance Committee was prepared 
by Mr. W.R. Boyd, its chairman, and is sio-ned by W.R. 
Boyd and Thomas Lambert. Mr. D. A. Emery, the third 
member of the Finance Committee, concurred in the re
port except in so far as it effects the State Teachers' 
College, as will be seen by r efer ence to his dissent at
tached to the r eport. 

Thereupon the State Board of Education (Trewin, 
Funk, Baker, Murphy, Brenton and Shoentgen voting 
aye, Holbrook no, and Leavitt and Eicher nbsent) adopted 
the r ecommendations of the Finance Committee as above 
set forth in their entirety and has filed its r eport to the 
Governor and Legislature setting forth in detail its 
r easons for such action. The r eport to the Governor and 
Legislature was evidently prepared by Mr. Boyd, of the 
]..,inance Committee, and the matter is presented with 
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great elaboration. In the Iowa Alumnus of November, 
1912, is an article entitled• " The Board's View" signed 
by the Finance Committee, and an elaborate synopsis of 
the report to the Governor and Legislature has been 
prepared by the Finance Committee, distributed broad
cast throughout the state and published in various papers 
with varied comment. The Finance Committee and Mr. 
Boyd for that Committee, are the active sponsors for the 
Board in support of the plan in the public discussion 
that has been going on during the past two months. The 
Board states in its report that three years have been 
given to the study of this problem and this is no doubt 
true. It cannot be overlooked, however, that while the 
Board had shortly prior to July 16, 1912, considered 
to some extent '' a memorandum setting forth a tentative 
plan of co-ordination, somewhat carefully prepared,'' 
it was prepared by the Finance Committee and not by a 
member of the Board of Education. Further, it was only 
within the last five months that the Board passed its 
resolution of July 16, 1912, directing the Finance Com
mittee to report to the Board upon the '' advisability and 
feasibility'' of co-ordinating the three schools. The re
port of the Finance Committee itself was not presented 
to the Board until Oct. 8, 1912. Whether it was the 
intention and is now the desire of the people of Iowa, 
the Legislature and those who created the State Board of 
Education that the Finance Committee should have dele
gated to it and assume the initiative and responsibility 
here shown is a question that we leave, without discus
sion, to the public sentiment of the state. 

The plan thus evolved, approved and decided upon 
by the State Board of Education has naturally and prop
erly aroused a state-wide interest. It directly and vitally 
affects for all time all the youth of Iowa as well as the 
material progress of the state in industry, agriculture 
and every line of education. At no time in the history 
of the state have its people been confronted with so vital 
a problem. Let it be said at the outset that its solution is 
not to be rightly determined by listening alone to the 
contentions of any of the three institutions, though 
they have a right to be heard, but in the light of the 
educational needs of the people of Iowa and the organic 
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law that controls the action of the state in supplying those 
needs. The parties to this 'Statement are alumni of the 
State University. We have carefully considered the pro
posals of the Board and believe them to be not only il
legal but fraught with grave peril not only to the Univer
sity but to the other institutions involved and to the 
great cause of education in the State of Iowa. So be
lieving, it is our duty to present, in what is necessarily 
an inadequate form, our convictions concerning the pro
posed plan. In so far as this presentation shall seem 
to the reader to be based solely on sentiment due to our 
relation to the University we ask that it be disregarded, 
but in so far as it shall address itself to the sound and 
patriotic judgment of the people of Iowa we ask its care
ful consideration by the friends of all three institutions 
and by the citizenship of the state. 



MAY THE COLLEGE OF APPLIED SCIENCES 
BE LEGALLY REMOVED FROM THE 

STATE UNIVERSITY AND ESTAB
LISHED AT THE COLLEGE OF 

AGRICULTURE AND ME
CHANIC ARTS? 

In the statement recently furnished by the Board to the 
press of the state at the time of filing the report to the 
Governor is the following statement of its proposal to 
remove Engineering from the University and concentrate 
same at Ames: 

"2. An institution at Ames which shall be the 
GREATEST TECHNICAL INSTITUTION 
IN THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY along the 
lines of agriculture, ENGINEERING and vet
erinary medicine, WITH COLLEGE STAND
ARDS AS HIGH AS THE HIGHEST; and, 
supplementary to this, work along sub-colle
giate lines which shall bring the beneficent in
fluences to those having little time to devote to 
fitting themselves to do well some of the ordin
ary work which the world always has to do 
in abundance. 

Perhaps the most radical of the changes recommended, 
certainly that most discussed throughout the state, is this 
proposal to remove the School of Applied Sciences from 
the State Uni~rsity to the College at Ames and to make 
of the latter not only a college of agriculture and mechan
ic arts but '' the greatest technical institution in engineer
ing in the Mississippi valley,' '-thus outranking Wiscon
sin, Minnesota, Missouri, Illinois, and all other states 
where engineering is upon a University basis. The College 
of Applied Sciences as now in operation at the State Uni-
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versity includes the following departments : Civil Engi
neering, Mechanical Engineel'ing, Electrical Engineering, 
Chemical Engineering and a course in Industrial Chem
istry. 

That the Board and Finance Committee are of the opin
ion that branches of the University may be discontinued 
at Iowa City and established elsewhere is clear. It is 
not their plan that University training in engineering 
be wholly discontinued within the state, but that to the 
three institutions may be assigned such functions as the 
Board may determine and when the branches are thus 
placed the three institutions will thus become IN EF
FECT ONE UNIVERSITY. Note the following lan
guage in the statement of the Board: 

"The entire state is rightfully the campus of the 
University." 

"Are the institutions to continue practically as 
they have been in the past, separate institutions, 
each conducting its work without any special 
thought of the other, or shall the Board under
take to explicitly define the function of each 
TO THE END THAT THEY MAY IN 
REALITY CONSTITUTE WHAT WOULD 
BE TO ALL INTENTS AND PURPOSES A 
SINGLE INSTITUTION?" 
"An institution at Ames which shall be the 
greatest technical institution in the Mississippi 
Valley along the lines of agriculture, engineer
ing, and veterinary medicine, WITH COL
LEGE STANDARDS AS HIGH AS THE 
HIGHEST." 

. It cannot be questioned that engineering ·in its varied 
applications is universally regarded as appropriate to 
university instruction, nor can it be denied that it is 
thus established at the State University. That this was 
a. wise course from the beginning we call attention to the . 
following comments in the opinion of the experts cited 
by the Board as supporting their contention: 
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HENRY S. PRITCJ-IETT : "As you know, I 
have always believed that the right solution was 
to leave the engineering at the University. 

" In the first place the School of Applied Sciences 
in the present day is on a university basis. It 
is educationally at home in our universities as 
now organized. The natural place for the 
school of engineering is in the University." 

A. ROSS HILL: "Logically, the school of en
gineering should be at the University." 

CHAS. R. VAN HISE: "It is unfortunate that 
the University and the State College are sepa
rate and in depriving the University of Engi
neering work and the Agricultural College of 
Domestic Science you are merely paying a part 
of the penalty of having two institutions in
stead of one." 

The Board itself plainly recognizes this argument for 
in its recent statement to the public it says : '' Theoreti
cally engineering might more logically have been estab
lished originally and exclusively at the University." And 
again in the statement of the Finance Committee to the 
educators it is said : "It is unfortunate perhaps that 
engineering was not originally and solely developed at 
the University. A College of Applied Sciences is AN 
ESSENTIAL FACTOR in nearly every great Univer
sity. Our own University WILL NOT BE IDEALLY 
COMPLETE WITHOUT ONE.'' 

It must indeed be apparent to everyone that in an age 
whose dominant note is its triumph over the forces of 
natur e and its gigantic achievements in engineering, that 
department of instruction is appropriate to a great Uni
versity. Back in the early 70 's when the word "engi
neering" was us.ed the mind at once reverted to civil 
engineering, surveying and the like. Now engineering 
includes sanitation, electricity, chemistry, physicsi mµ:i- · 
ing, mechanics, public health, sewage disposal, electro 

•• ·..:...lit, , 

l 



- 13-

chemistry, flood protection, and many more subjects in
timately connected with the •common life of the nation. 
rrhough the triumph s in engineering have been great in 
the past there can be no doubt that we are only upon 
the margin of that great field upon which are achieved 
the control by mankind of the elemental forces of nature. 
We are confident that the people of Iowa desire their 
University to have a share in this noble service to the 
race. 

It will thus be seen that the College of Applied Sciences 
is appropriately established at the State University and 
is as much a branch there as is Law, Medicine or the 
full course in Liberal Arts. Can this branch of the Uni
versity be discontinued and legall y established elsewhere 1 
This question, not discussed by the Board, lies at the 
very root of the proposal to r emove engineering of Uni
versity grade to Ames and abandon it at the University. 
Let it be noted once for all that the question is not, may 
such instruction be given at Ames, for undoubtedly it 
may, but whether this branch of the University may be 
discontinued and established ins tead at the College of 
Agriculture and Mechanic Arts. · 1,ly e call attention to 
the following provision of the first constitution : 

CONSTITUTION ADOPTED IN 1846, ART. 
10, SEC. 5. "The General Assembly shall take 
measures for the protection, improvement and 
other disposition of such lands as have been, 
or may hereafter be r eserved or g ranted by the 
United States or any other person or persons 
to this st ate for the use of a University and the 
funds accruing from the lands or t he sale of the 
lands or any other source for the purposes afore
said, shall be applied to the support of said uni
versity with such branches AS T H E PUBLIC 
CONVENIENCE MAY HEREAFTER DE
MAND for the promotion of litera ture, arts and 
sciences." 

Under the foregoing provision of the first con stitution 
the University could and did consist of a central institu-
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tion with branches in different parts of the state, to-wit, 
at. Fairfield,_ Dubuque and• Keokuk, the Medical Colleg,e 
berng established at the latter point. 

A new constitution was adopted by the State in 1857 
by which a new and radically different policy as to the 
State University was determined upon as will be shown 
by the following language : 

ART. 9, SEC. 11: "The State University shall 
be established AT ONE PLACE WITHOUT 
BRANCHES AT ANY OTHER PLACE and 
the university funds shall be applied to that in
stitution and no other." 

ART. 11, SEC. 8 : "The seat of government is 
hereby permanently established as now fixed by 
law in the City of Des Moines, in the County of 
Polk, and THE STATE UNIVERSITY AT 
IOWA CITY, in the County of Johnson." 

We have- asked a number of lawyers over the state 
whether under the foregoing provisions of the constitu
tion and the statutes since enacted, a branch of the State 
University may be removed from the University and 
established instead at some other point in the state. The 
answers received have determined the question uniformly 
in the negative. Some of the gentlemen consulted were 
alumni of the University and might be deemed to be in
fluenced by their University connection. To remove any 
question of bias we have taken the pains to consult and 
obtain the opinion of a lawyer of national standing who 
has never bad the slightest relation to either of the in
stitutions, Hon. Frederick W. Lehmann, of St. Louis, 
late President of the American Bar Association, and 
Solicitor General of the United States. Mr. Lehmann's 
attainments, character and wide learning must give to 
his opinion the greatest possible weight with the people 
of Iowa, by whom he is so well and favorably known. 
A copy of his opinion follows and no elaboration on our 
part could add one iota to its convincing logic. We ask 
every reader of this statement to give it his careful and 
unbiased perusal. It shows that while the Board may 
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give such instruction as it chooses at any other institution, 
it may not emasculate the University by divorcing from it 
its present branches of law, or medicine or engineering, 
or liberal arts and establishing said branches at other 
points in the state. As Mr. Lehmann well says, if this 
may be done with the College of Applied Sciences it may 
be done next with law or medicine and so on and thus the 
constitution wholly nullified : 

OPINION OF HON. FREDERICK W. LEH
MANN. 

Arthur J. Cox, Esq., 
November 20, 1912. 

Iowa City, Iowa. 
Dear Sir :-You ask my opinion as to the legality of 

the proposed action of the Iowa State Board of Educa
tion stripping the State University at Iowa City of its 
College of Applied Sciences and establishing it at the 
Agricultural College at Ames. I have examined the 
question and conclude that it cannot be done without dis
regar d alike of the constitution and statutes of Iowa. 

The acts of Congress granting two townships of land 
to the State for the use of a University did not undertake 
to define the institution which was to be the beneficiary 
of the grant further than was done by the use of the 
general term University, but left all the particulars to be 
determined by the proper authorities of the state. 

P ursuant to the acts of Congress, the Constitution of 
the State adopted in 1846 provided by Art. 10, Sec. 5, 
that, 

"The General Assembly shall take measures for 
the protection, improvement or other disposi
tion of such lands as have been, or may hereafter 
be reserved or granted by the United States or 
any person or persons to this State for the use 
of a University and the funds accruing from the 
lands or the sale of the lands or any other source 
for the purposes aforesaid, shall be applied to 
the support of said university with such 
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branches as the public convenience may here
after demand for the promotion of literature, 
ar ts and sciences." 

H er e is something in th e way of definition. The Uni
versity is to be an institution of learning, dedicated to 
literature and the arts and sciences. And under this 
provision of the Constitution the Univer sity might con
sist of a central institution WITH BRANCHES IN DIF
FERENT P ARTS OF THE STATE '' as the public con
venience may hereafter demand. '' 

Consonantly with the constitution the legislature by 
act approved F ebr uary 25, 1847, established at Iowa 
City '' an institution to be called the State University of 
Iowa," and subsequently, I am informed, branches were 
established at F airfield, K eokuk and Dubuque. 

A new constitution was adopted by the State in 1857, 
and by this new and radically differ ent policy as ·to the 
State Univer sity was determined upon. 

Art. 9, Sec. 11 , provides that, "The State Uni
versity shall be established at one place W .ITH
OUT BRANCHES AT ANY OTHER PLACE 
and the University funds shall be applied to 
tha t institution and no other." 

The '' one place '' was determined by Article 11, Sec. 8, 
which provides, that 

"The seat of government is hereby permanent
ly established as now fixed by law in the City 
of Des Moines, in the County of Polk, and the 
State University at Iowa City, in the County of 
Johnson." 

Section eleven of article nine by its plain language 
precludes more than one State Univer sity . And the 
one institution must have one fixed place without branches 
at any other place. The wisdom of this constitutional 
provision is not open to question by any one, save by the 
people of the state acting in their primary capacity, by 
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way of amending the Constitution or adopting a new 
Constitution. 

There was, however, no definition in the Constitution 
itself of the word "Univer sity ", and it must be taken 
to have been used in its accepted popular sense. And so 
it has been construed by the legislative and administra
tive branches of the State government from the begin
ning to the present time. A rule of construction of the 
Constitution observed without breach, from the adoption 
of the Constitution for fifty-five years, by all those having 
occasion to act under its provisions is the very highest 
evidence of the intention of the framers of that instru
ment and of the people in ratifying it. 

The Board of Education, a QUASI legislative body 
provided for by the same Articles of the Constitution, 
enacted in J 858, that, 

"The object of the State University of Iowa, 
ESTABLI SHED BY THE CONSTITUTION 
AT IOWA CITY, shall be to provide the best 
and most efficient means of imparting to the 
youth of the state, of both sexes, upon equal 
terms, a thorough education and a perfect 
knowledge of the different branches of litera
ture, THE ARTS AND SCIENCES, WITH 
THEIR VARIED applications." 

This is not merely a declaration by the Board of Edu
cation of their sense of what a University should be, 
but a declaration of their view of the nature of the insti
tution which had been established by the Constitution at 
Iowa City. 

The Board of Education further enacted, that, 

"There shall be ATTACHED TO THE UNI
VERSITY A COLLEGIATE department, in 
which as soon as may be deemed expedient by 
the board of trustees hereinafter provided, reg
ular college classes shall be formed or provided 
for, and a president and the necessary professors 
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and tutors elected. . There shall also be a nor
mal department of the university, in which shall 
be taught the theory and practice of teaching 
and everything which enters into it as an art, 
including all the most improved methods and 
processes now in use in all the varieties of teach
ing." 

H er e is recognized a difference between a college and 
a univer sity, and that while a univer sity may properly 
include a college, it is something more and higher than a 
college, and may as is the case with the German Univer
sities and with Johns Hopkins in this country, begin its 
work where the college leaves off. 

The above enactments of the Board of Education were 
approved and adopted by the legislature of Iowa and 
appear as sections 1926 and 1927 of the Revision of 1860. 

Chapter 87 of the Acts of 1870 repeats the description 
of the State University, varying the language used, and 
going into more detail, but in no way altering the sense. 
Section 1 of the act prescr ibes, 

"ThatTHE OBJECTS OF THE STATE UNI
VERSITY, ESTABLISHED BY THE CON
STITUTION OF IOWA, shall be to provide 
the best and most efficient means of imparting 
to young men and young women on equal terms 
a liberal education and thorough knowledge of 
the different branches of literature, the ARTS 
AND SCIENCES WITH THEIR VARIED 
APPLICATIONS. The University, so far as 
practicable, shall begin the courses of study, 
in its collegiate and scientific departments, at 
the point where the same are completed in high 
schools; and no students shall be admitted who 
have not previously completed the elementary 
studies in such branches as are taught in the 
common schools throughout the State." 
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This was continued substantially as section 1585 of the 
Code of 1873 and as section c.2640 of the Codi:) of 1897 and 
is the law of Iowa today and remains as well the present 
day legislative interpretation of the Constitution. 

The administration of the University was at all times 
consonant with this view of what a University should 
be, and its different courses, departments and colleges 
as the institution developed were determined accordingly. 
Engineering was :first adopted as a course of study, then 
established as a department and more recently as the 
College of Applied Science. And it cannot be doubted 
that this School of Applied Science is as much an in
tegral part of the University such as the framers of the 
Constitution intended the institution at Iowa City to be, 
as is the School of Law or that of Medicine. And the 
legislature of the st~te has from time to time by specific 
designation in its appropriation bills recognized instruc
tion in engineering to be as legitimate a function of the 
University as instruction in Law or Medicine. 

It is not intended to suggest that instruction appro
priate to a University course may not be given at other 
schools of the state. The utmost latitude is to be allowed 
in this respect. Courses in literature and history, proper 
in a University; might have as proper place as part of a 
comprehensive plan of instruction in the Iowa State 
Teachers' College at Cedar Falls. Certain branches of 
the law might be studied to advantage by the students of 
the Agricultural College at Ames, sanitation, hygiene 
and other subjects related to medical science may be 
taught in the high schools as appropriate to a general 
plan of public education. There is no occasion to attempt 
to determine the extent of legislative authority in this 
respect. It is plain, however, that when law and medi
cine and engineering are taught at other schools of the 
State, not simply as incidents to the distinctive purpose 
for which those other schools were founded, but as en
tirely independent courses, and the University at Iowa 
City is stripped of them, then branches of the University 
are established at the other places and the University at 
Iowa City is dismantled. If this can be done with one 
of the departments or schools of the Univers~ty it can 
be done with all of them and the Constitution · of the 
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State nullified altogether, for the State Univer sity would 
no longer be established at Iowa City without branches 
at any other place. 

The present State Boar d of Education in the draft 
of their report submitted by you r ecognize that their 
proposals for the future government of the Univer sity, 
the Agricultural College and the T eacher s ' College in
volve a radical departure from the previous policy of 
the State, which the Board declares to be a mistaken 
one. The r ep ort says : 

"Are the institutions to continue practically as 
they have been in the past, separate institutions, 
each conducting its work without any 
special thought of the other, or shall the Board 
undertake to explicitly define the function of 
each TO THE END THAT THEY MAY IN 
REALITY CONSTITUTE WHAT WILL 
BE TO ALL INTENTS AND PURPOSES 
A SINGLE INSTITUTION?" 

The wisdom of this proposed plan is not for me to 
consider, but it is obvious that if the University , the · 
Agricultural College and the Teacher s ' College are made 
"what will be to all intents and purposes a single insti
tution,'' then ther e will not be ' ' to all intents- and pur
poses " a State Univer sity " established at one place 
without branches at any other place,'' but an institution 
consisting of three branches, each branch located at a 
place separate from the other s. 

I s this plan of the Board in accordance with the intent 
of the Constitution 1 I think not, and the Board itself 
is evidently of the same opinion and so sta tes by impli
cation, for it says, "other states wiser THAN OUR 
OWN it would now seem elected to do this from the be
ginning. ' ' The meaning of the Constitution, its intent, 
is a matter for interpretation and ther efore for discussion 
by those acting under it, but its wisdom 1s not. "\V-hen ad
ministering office under the Constitution we must take 
it as it is, even though we may not believe it to be as 
wise in its provisions as the Con stitution of some other 
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state. Its wisdom is to be challenged only by proposed 
amendment to be effected• in the prescribed manner . 
What the Board of Education is now proposing to do 
can properly be cl one only under sanction of an amend
ment to the Constitution which will put Iowa in line with 
' ' other states wiser than our own,'' if so be it, other 
states are wiser in this r egard. 

The Board is apparently of opinion that its proposals 
ar e sanctioned and even r equired by the act of the Iowa 
legislature which called it into being. But the legislature 
no more than the Board may disr egard the Constitution. 
I do not, however, so read the act, which is Chap. 170 of 
the Acts of the Thirty-third Gener al Assembly . 

Section 1 of this act provides that, 

"The State University, the College of Agricul
ture and Mechanic Arts including the agricul
tural experiment station and the Normal school 
at Cedar Falls shall be governed by a State 
Board of Education consisting of nine members 
and not more than five of the members shall be 
of the same political party. Not more than 
three alumni of the above institutions and but 
one alumnus from each institution may be mem
bers of this Board at one time." 

This takes the institutions as they are and provides 
for no radical change in their character . It does not 
authorize a consolidation nor dispense with nor modify 
the Constitutional provision that "the State Univer sity 
shall be established at one place without branches at any 
other place.'' 

Section 4 defines the power s and duties of the Board 
and provides, that, 

"The State Board of Education shall have 
power to elect a president from their number, 
a president and treasurer for each of said edu
cational institutions, and professors, instructors, 
officers and employes; to fix the compensation 
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to be paid to such offjcers and employes; to make 
rules and regulations for the government of said 
schools, not inconsistent with the laws of the 
state; to manage and control the property both 
real and personal, belonging to said educational 
institutions; to execute trusts or other obliga
tions now or hereafter committed to the institu
tions ; to direct the expenditure of all appropria
tions the general assembly shall, from time to 
time, make to said institutions, and the expendi
ture of any other moneys ; and to do such other 
acts as are necessary and proper for the execu
tion of t he powers and duties conferred upon 
them by law." 

H ere certainly is no evidence of any purpose to change 
the character of either of the institutions. It is the '' said 
institutions,'' as they exist which the Board is to gov
ern. The separation is expressly maintained . Each is 
to have its own president, professors, instructors, offi
cers and employes . The Board of Education is to take 
the place of the previous Board of Regents and Boards 
of Trustees and to become vested with their powers. One 
general supervising board is made to take the place of 
three. The new Board is charged with '' the government 
of said schools,'' and empowered '' to manage and control 
the property'' of each. The one power is as broad as 
the other. They certainly cannot take the property of 
the University and use it for one of the other 9chools for 
the Constitution says that '' the uni,rer sity fund shall be 
applied to that institution and no other." And yet if the 
three institutions are to be dealt with as one "to all 
intents and purposes" then the property of all should 
be dealt with as one common fund to be applied and used 
for one institution or the other as need may be. This 
would be clear ly unwarranted. And there is no greater 
warrant for taking from the University, a school, whetlier 
of Law, Medicine or Engineering, which is a proper in
tegral part of it, and transferring it to one of the other 
institutions. If donations of money or of property have 
been made to the Law or Medical or Engineering school 
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in th~ view that they weie to be maintained at Iowa City, 
certamly they cannot be tr~nsferred with the school to 
some other place. 

The r emaining sections of the act deal with details 
that do not bear upon the question, but the repealing 
section is significant. It repeals specifically twenty-one 
f:iections of previously existing law relative to these three 
educational institutions. It does not repeal Sec. 2640 of 
the Code of 1897 which defines "the object, departments 
and degrees of the university," nor section 2648, which 
defines the "courses of study" in the agricultural college, 
nor yet section 2677, which defines the "branches of 
study" in the N orrnal School. It repeals sections before 
and after and between, but it leaves the sections which 
determine the distinctive characters of the institufoms 
untouched. And in the face of these specific repeals, 
it cannot be claimed that there was an intention, by the 
general repealing clmise of '' all acts and parts of acts 
inconsistent with this act" to repeal the vital sections 
above mentioned. 

Ther e is nothing in the latter act inconsistent with 
these sections. There is not a word in the latter act 
defining the scope of any of the institutions and so the 
law already upon the books, which did make such defini
tion stands unimpaired. 

The act of the legislature is in entire harmony with 
the Constitution. By the Constitution section 8 of article 
nine a single Board of Education was given control over 
all the educational institutions of the state. This was 
not inconsistent with maintaining the University as a 
distinctive institution, for provision for that was made 
in the very next section of the same article. And in 
section fifteen of article nine, the legislature is given 
power to abolish or reorganize the Board and '' provide 
for the educational interests of the State in any other 
manner that to them shall seem best and proper.'' But 
standing with that always and unimpaired by it or by 
what may be done under it is the explicit command, 

"The State University shall be established at 
one place without branches at any other place, 



-24-

and the university fund shall be applied to that 
institution and no other." 

The people in their primary capacity, promulgated 
this mandate and they, and they alone, can r ecall it. 

The proposal to strip the University of its College 
of Applied Science is in my judgment in violation of this 
mandate and the attempt to carry it into effect may be 
enjoined at the suit of any citizen of the State. 

Respectfully yours, 
FWL (Signed) F. vV. LEHMANN. 

W e call attention to a decision of the Supreme Court 
of Colorado r endered in 1897, P eople ex rel J erome vs. 
Regents of University, 4-9 Pac. Rep. 286, which is in prin
ciple directly in line with the foregoing opinion of Mr. 
Lehmann. To recite the facts briefly, the Constitution 
of Colorado fixed the location of the State University 
at Boulder and in 9 Col. 626 it was held that its location 
could not be changed except by constitutional amendment. 
The Board of Regents were under the constitution given 
general supervision of the University and exclusive con
trol of its fund s. By later statutes various departments 
were added from time to time to the University as the 
wants and necessities of the people r equired . One branch 
was a Medical department consisting of a three year s ' 
course. On account of alle 0 ·ed lack of clinical facilities at 
Boulder the Regents concluded to remove bvo of the three 
years of the Medical course to Denver. 'rhe graduating 
exercises wer e held at the Uni\'ersity proper and degrees 
issued from Boulder. Action was brought to test the 
right of the R egents to conduct a department of the Uni
versity elsewhere than at Boulder . This right was denied 
and the action of the Board of R egents held to be in 
violation of the constitution. The following quotation 
from the decision will be of interest in the matter now in 
hand: 

"Our constitution confirms the location of the 
University of Colorado at Boulder, and our stat
ute reaffirms it. The location of the University 
includes all its departments, and every part 
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thereof. With the wisdom of this policy, we 
repeat, we are not now concerned. It is con
ceded to be a part of our state history that the 
location of the university was not 'solely the 
result of a selection of the fittest place for such 
an institution, but was largely the result of the 
claims made and enforced by that particular 
section of the state to have one of the great 
institutions of the state located in its midst' 
This has its bearing and should have its influ
ence upon the interpretation to be given to the 
language of the constitution, if of doubtful im
port; but in this case the meaning is so plain 
and clear that it needs not the aid of contem
poraneous history to interpret it. In Re State 
Institutions, supra, this court recognized that 
the location of these institutions, including the 
university, was confirmed by the constitution. 
IF THE REGENTS HA VE POWER .TO RE
MOVE A PART OF ANY OF THE DE
PARTMENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY, IT 
FOLLOWS THAT THEY HAVE THE 
POWER TO REMOVE THE ENTIRE DE
PARTMENT. IF THEY HAVE THE 
RIGHT TO REMOVE AN ENTIRE DE
PARTMENT, THEY ALSO HAVE THE 
POWER TO REMOVE ALL, OR SUCH OF 
THE DEPARTMENTS AS THEY MAY DE
TERMINE. To say they have any such power 
would be equivalent to declaring that they 
might remove the entire university from 
Boulder, and thus override the constitution it
self, and render nugatory the efforts of those by 
whom the location was secured. The fact that 
the regents keep their business office at Boulder, 
that commencement exercises are held there, 
and diplomas awarded and fees received, and ac
counts kept, is not a compliance with the man
date of the constitution that the university lo-
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cated at Boulder is . the university over which 
they have supervisory power. To retain the 
shell at Boulder, while the real work of the 
university, or of any of its integral parts, is 
done elsewhere, would be an evasion of the letter 
and spirit of the statutes and the constitution. 
That instrument, indeed, gives to the regents 
the general supervision of the university ; but 
this does not include the power to establish the 
university, or change its location, in whole or in 
part, as previously fixed by the constitution and 
statutes of the state. Their supervision must 
relate to, and be confined to the university, and 
all its departments as located at Boulder and 
not elsewhere." 

The people of the state of Iowa will be interested in 
noting how completely parallel run the reasoning in Mr. 
Lehmann 's opinion and that of the court in the fore
going decision. The opinion and decision cited, whether 
taken separately or together, are conclusive of the legal 
proposition involved. · 

It will be noted that Mr. Lehmann refers to the fact 
that the statutes cited and the action of the state during 
the fifty-five years that have elapsed since the University 
was founded are the highest evidence of the intention 
of the framers of the constitution and of the people in 
ratifying it and constitute a legislative interpretation of 
the intent of the people. In this connection we ref er to 
the following significant action of the state legislature 
in 1904. In that year the general assembly of Iowa over
turned a committee report recommending the abolition · 
of engineering at the State University and made an ap
propriation of $50,000 for its development on the double 
grounds that engineering was properly a branch of Uni
versity work, and that the laws of the state required 
that it should be taught at the University. We quote 
from the report in which the $50,000 appropriation was 
urged : "Under the grant of land to the University and 
the laws establishing the same, it was contemplated the 
establishment of a great University, and TO TAKE 
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FR.OM IT ONE OF THE MOST USEFUL DEPART
MENTS, WOULD BE IN VIOLATION OF THE SPIR
IT AND INTENT OF THE FUNDAMENTAL LAWS 
CREATING THE SAME." 

We also refer to what Mr. Lehmann says about the 
Board presuming to interfere with the institutions as 
they exist and change the courses of study at their will. 
The present State Board of Education owes its existence 
to the Whipple report and we call attention to the follow
ing statement in that report in this connection: '' To the 
presidents and faculties of the several institutions prop
erly belongs the duty of instituting courses of study. A 
Board of the kind and character suggested WOULD 
NEVER ARROGATE TO ITSELF SUCH WORK.'' 

We have already seen that by the opinion of the expert 
educators and the admissions of the Board itself the 
location of the college of Applied Sciences at the Uni
versity was educationally sound policy. 

The Board has mentioned the unfortunate spirit of 
rivalry that has existed between the institutions. We 
now appeal to the Board of Education and ask whether 
it is not its solemn duty in the light of the foregoing legal 
considerations to forthwith recede from a position un
sound in law and in policy to the end that there be al
layed at once the renewed antagonisms aroused by the 
Board's action. 



HISTORY OF ENGINEERING AT BOTH 
SCHOOLS, ETC. 

" 

In the report of the Board to the Governor, and also 
in the statement made by the Finance Committee to the 
educators consulted, stress is laid upon three considera
tions, namely, the historical status of the two institutions 
in the matter of engineering, the question of duplication 
in instruction, and the problem of economy. 

In the following pages we will discuss these questions . 
vVe will first inquire whether the Board an 1 Finance 
Committee are within the facts in the historical statement 
as to engineering furnished to the Governor as well as to 
the expert educators as basis for the opinions now offered 
in support of the Board's ·action. 

In its statement made to the expert educators consulted 
the following statement is made as to the historical devel
opment of engineering at the two schools: 

"Date of founding : Iowa State College, 1862, Univer
sity of Iowa, 1905. '' The following FOOT NOTE was 
appended: '' The department of engineering had existed 
for many years at the University but the above date 
indicates the time when the Colleges of Applied Sciences 
as now organized was established.'' 

The fact is that 1862 is the year of the passage of the 
Morrill law and the purchase of the farm for location 
of the Ames institntion. The latter did not open its doors 
to students until 1869. Engineering was not taught at 
Ames until February, 1872, when it was placed in charge 
of the professor of mathematics. Nov. 13, 1873, Prof. 
Jones of the department of mathematics was remoYed. 
In the legislative investigation that fo llowed Prof. Jones 
testified: "At which time (1872) I was relieved from 
that part (cashier) of my work and continued to serve 
as professor of mathematics and SUBSEQUENTLY as 
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professor of engineering." Senator Merrill (Ia. Docu
ments 1874, Vol. 3, p . 475•6) intimates that Jones took 
charge of the class in engineering at r equest of President 
Welch "as a temporary expedient" and th at he "didn't 
pretend to be a civil engineer and only taught it for the 
purpose of saving the funds of the college. '' It was not 
until 1874 that a r egular Chair of Engineering was es
tablished. 

What are the fact s as to engineering at the State Uni
ver sity1 Engineering instruction began at the Univer sity 
vVITH ITS FOUNDATION IN 1857. The Univer sity 
catalogue for 1857 says : 

"In surveying and civil engineering, students 
will be thoroughly drilled in .the use of instru
ments, by frequent field exercises and exercises 
in draughting. The design is to teach the art 
as w.ell as the science-to teach land surveying 
in addition to book surveying. During the past 
year, THE DEPARTMENT has been fur
nished with a complete set of surveying and en
gineering instruments." 

For many years after this date engineering was taught 
by Prof. Leonard as a part of the work of mathematics . 
Of course it was not taught extensively, because the Uni
ver sity was struggling for existence, but ther e are ref er
ences to it, outside of the catalogue. The Univer sity 
report of 1870 says : 

"The mathematical studies have been arranged 
·with a view to their application in engineering. 
Instruction in these studies IS AT PRESENT 
being given with this object in view, so far as 
the means at the disposal of the Board will per
mit." 

The Chair of Civil Engineering was cr eated June 19, 
1873, and Prof. Philbrick placed in charge. The recoTds 
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at the University show that Prof. Philbrick was elected 
to the chair on tbat date and COMMENCED TO DRAW 
HIS SALARY in October , 1873. Engineering was r egu
larly continued from that date to this at the University. 
A s a matter of course at both institutions engineering in 
the early 70 's was in no sense the broad science which it 
has become under modern conditions. Both institutions 
started out with the teaching of it as a branch of the De
partment of Mathematics . And the Board's statement 
that '' engineering was taught AFTER A F ASHION at 
the Univer sity for many years '' is misleading and unfair, 
the Department of Engineering at the State University 
Leing of equal dignity if not superior in those early years 
to that at Ames. The first civil engineering class at the 
Univer sity graduated thirty-six years ago, in 1876. In 
1890, twenty-two years ago, electrical engineering was 
added. The first graduate of that depar tment finished in 
1894. Mechanical engineering was added in 1904, and 
other branches later. All of the branches wer e made into 
a School of Applied Sciences in 1903 and organized as a 
separate college in 1905. 

The statement of the Board that ' ' the historical devel
opment of the work in engineering at Ames is an element 
in the problem which must be given due weight, the dates 
given above (1862-1905) show the advantage of the work 
in engineering at the Agricultural College in age,'' etc. 
falls to the ground so far as priority of instruction is 
concerned when it is shown as noted above that instruc
tion in engineerjng originated in the Univer sity in 1857, 
while it began in Ames in 1872. The uniting of the var
ious branches of engineering into one College of Applied 
Science in 1905 we submit, in view of the foregoing facts, 
has no material bearing upon the priority of engineering 
at the·two schools, and is misleading both when addressed 
to the people of the state and to the educators whose 
expert opinions wer e solicited. In the light of the facts 
above set forth showing beyond question a Department 
established in 1857, a Chair established in 1873, a contin
uous graduation of classes since 1876, Electrical Engineer
ing added twenty-two years ago , all branches gather ed 
into a School of Applied Sciences in 1903, and into a 
College of Applied Sciences in 1905, what shall be said 
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of the Board's statement that : ' ' While theoretically 
engineering might more logically have been established 
originally and exclusvely at the Unver sity, the fact is that 
it was not so established and not having been thus es
tablished we question the wisdom of attempting to estab
lish it when it was ACTUALLY ESTABLISHED ONLY 
SEVEN YEARS AGO"( !) vVe forbear further com
ment on this statement made publicly to the people of 
Iowa and the educators as a basis for their support of 
the proposed plan. Nor do we feel inclined to hold the 
Board of Education r esponsible for conscious error in 
this connection. Doubtless it has r elied upon the chair
man of the Finance Committee for its facts, for in the 
r esolution directing that Committee to inquire into the 
"advisability and feasibility " of co-ordinating the 
schools there was the further direction to '' prepare finan
cial and sentimental facts in connection ther ewith. '' 
Their historic statement is clearly a PREPARED 
' ' sentimental fact . '' 

ATTENDANCE: A statement issued by the Alumni 
of the Ames institution was published in the Register and 
Leader Nov. 29, 1912, signed by fi ve Alumni of that col
lege. This statement, prepared with such elaboration 
of detail as to suggest its preparation under the guidance 
of the Chairman of the Finance Committee, was mailed 
at Am es and is upon the letter head of the Engineering 
Alumni of the State College. The statement embodies a 
table of attendance in Engineering at th e two institutions . 
It places the number at the State Univer sity at 165 and at 
Ames in 1912 at 585 but to make that number includes 
the Agr icultural Engineering students of whom this year 
ther e are about ninety. The work of Agricultural Engi
neering is stated by the college to be "that of giving in
struction to those who intend to make the farm the object 
of their life work.'' The engineering attendance at Ames 
has decreased this year while ther e has been a sixty 
per cent incr ease in engineering freshmen at the Univer
sity the present year. We do not argue against the en
gineering efficiency of the institution at Ames. We are 
as proud of that as of the work being done at Iowa City, 
but the people of the state are entitled to know what the 
facts are with r espect to the matter of attendance. 
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On this point of r elative attendance we call attention 
to the statement of the •Board that this matter of co
ordination bas been under consideration for three years, 
and to the following further significant statement: 
"DOUBT AS TO THE FUTURE OF A DEPART
MENT IS A SEVERE HANDICAP, AFFECTING AD
VERSELY BOTH FACULTY AND STUDENTS,'' and 
again: "IN ANTICIPATION OF THE ACTION 
TAKEN THE APPROPRIATIONS FOR THIS 
SCHOOL (State Univer sity ) HAVE BEEN HELD 
DOWN TO THE LOWEST POSSIBLE POINT.'' It is 
the strongest evidence of the bold of the College of Ap
plied Sciences at the Univer sity upon the youth .of the 
state that a threatened withdrawal of the department and 
the admitted policy of insufficient appropriations, have 
failed to prevent the University from achieving a sixt y 
per cent increase in engineering freshmen for the cur
rent year and in holding its attendance so well through 
these years of uncertainty. More than anything else 
conducing to the r elatively larger attendence at Ames are 
the lower requirements necessary until quite r ecently for 
admission to the fre shman year at Ames. Until 1898-
engineering students were admitted ther e direct from the 
county district schools. Since then r equirements have 
been slowly raised. It is only in recent year s that high 
school work was added to the r equirements for admission 
at Ames and in 1910 full college entrance r equirements 
went into effect. 

We have felt it necessary to devote the foregoing space 
to an explanation of the matter of attendance and the 

· facts cited are important. Since the requirements at 
Ames have been brought to college grade the attendance 
bas decreased while there is a sixty per cent increase in 
engineering fre shmen at the State University this year, 
This problem we fully r ealize is not to hinge on these ques
tions of priority or attendance and we only mention them 
because of the weight sought by the Finan.ce Committee 
to be given to claims having no basis in fact. 



THE BOARD'S PLAN AS TO HOUSEHOLD 
ECONOMICS. 

The Board proposes in its report to r emove the de
partment of Household E conomics from Ames to Iowa 
City. Let us turn to the r eport for a statement as to 
the char acter of this department as now organized at 
Ames : 

"There are at the University at present time 
between seven and eight hundred young women 
who are clamoring for the establishment of a 
department of home economics. Moreover this 
subject can best be pursued in connection with 
a wide range of subjects in liberal culture which 
already exists at the University, but which do 
not and cannot exist at the State College of Ag
riculture and Mechanic Arts. There is also at 
the University a college of fine arts, and this in 
connection with a strong college of liberal arts, 
is a most valuable adjunct for those interested 
in household arts. 

"It is evidently not understood by the public 
generally that the home economics course at the 
Iowa State College of Agriculture is a purely 
technical course designed to prepare young 
women to teach this subject. It is not a home
maker's course, as many seem to believe, which 
shall aid young women from the farms toward 
better housekeeping. It is a teachers' course. 
No one can enter it w ho has not mastered the 
entrance requirements insisted upon for en
trance to the standard colleges. Formerly a 
home-makers' course of two years existed at this 
institution, but it was abolished years ago by 
the former board of trustees, and this strictly 
college course was established in lieu thereof." 
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Among the reasons given for the removal of the de
partment is the presence :tt the University of "seven or 
eight hundred young women who are clamoring for home 
economics. '' That is an encouraging sign and we submit 
further that their clamor should be heard . Not that 
alone but the clamor of all the young women of Iowa 
at all three institutions should be heard with like effect 
for like instruction. Household economics ,belong in 
every school in the state where the young women of Iowa 
are gathered and we here and now declare our unquali
fied disapproval of the proposal to deny that branch of 
instruction to the young women who attend the Ames 
institution. The University has no desire to profit by 
the denial of household economics to her sister schools. 
The Board's plan is to transfer to Iowa City a depart
ment described as above-a department for the creation 
of teachers of household economics with high require
ments for admission, and nowhere ii1 the plan is pro
vision made for bousebold economics at either institution 
upon that popular plane which would '' teach the young 
women from the farm better housekeeping.'' A plea is 
made for carrying education to those who cannot take 
the college course and in the same breath is proposed 
but one school of instruction in household economics and 
that on a UNIVERSITY BASIS. This is as illogical as 
it is unsound in policy. I s this carrying out tbe Board's 
express statement that "provision ought to be made for 
the great body of young people who have hitherto been 
practically neglected in the American scheme of educa
tion 1'' I s a false economy or a craze for '' co-ordin
ation'' to deny the girls at Ames this vital branch of in
struction 1 If the UNIVERSITY GRADE of household 
economics now taught at Ames properly belongs at the 
University as may be, for the reasons given by the Board, 
let it be so transferred, but that is no reason for failing 
to provide at all three institutions for courses of instruc
tion in that great field for every girl who attends either 
school. The Board makes the following statement : 

"As it is now the boys outnumber the girls at 
this institution (Ames) four to one. When these 
plans outlined shall have been carried out they 
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will outnumber them ten to one or more, a con
dition which w e d~ not deem satisfactory, to 
say nothiµg about duplications." 

If household economics are to be denied the girls at 
Ames the result here deplored by the Board will indeed 
come with promptness. 

It is true the Board says that '' extension courses in 
household economics· will be carried forward by the ex
tension department of this institution (Ames) as here
tofore.'' How the Board proposes to do that with no 
central department of household economics at Ames is 
not explained. And right here we wish to call at
tention to a significant fact: When the proposals of the 
Board were first announced the opposition from the 
alumni, students and citizens at Ames was quite as pro
nounced as at the University. There was open talk of an 
injunction suit, resolutions, parades and '' seventeen in
terrogatories'' by the students and indignant editorials. 
Notable among such expressions from the press were 
those of the Ames Times and Ames Intelligencer. It is 
interesting to note that this opposition has recently and 
quite completely quieted down-so much so that on Nov. 
29th an elaborate statement, prepared apparently under 
the guidance of the Finance Committee and headed 
'' Ames Students Sustain the Board'', was issued and 
mailed from Ames by the Ames Alumni Bureau and 
published in the Register and Leader Nov. 29th, signed 
by five well known Ames alumni, including Mr. McElroy, 
of Newton, ex-trustee, who it is announced is to have 
charge of Ames' engineering interests for the alumni 
this winter in the legislature. Can it be true that as. Mr. 
Bryan said of Gov. Wilson these five alumni '' have seen 
a great light,' '-namely, that the farm girls of Iowa 
are in no real danger of being long, if ever, denied a 
department of household economics at Ames while the 
University is threatened with the removal of its college 
of applied sciences to Ames, there to be made into "the 
greatest technical institution in the Mississippi valley 7" 
Again we declare our opposition to any scheme that 
proposes to compensate any of the three schools for 
removal of a department by taking from some other of 
the three some branch to which the latter is rightly en~ 
titled on sound educational grounds. 



TRADE AND AGRICULTURAL HIGH 
SCHOOLS AND EXTENSION WORK. 

W e wish her e to go on record in the most emphatic 
way in favor of Trade schools, Agricultural high schools 
and experimental stations, in short a complete system of 
agricultural and trades education br ought squarely and 
closely home to the people of Iowa. Likewise we favor 
the creation of additional normal schools for the educa
tion of the teacher s who will be needed to man these new 
schools. Let ther e be no misunder standing about this 
matter. ,We do no t commit ourselves unreservedly to 
the plans of the Board as now outlined in the matter of 
industrial education for we believe the subject to be so 
vast and so vital as to demand the most serious and 
thorough investigation by the legisla ture and the people. 
But to the PRINCIPLE of trade schools and agricultural 
education for the gr eat masses of our youth who never 
reach the colleges, and to the prompt inauguration of 
such work we adher e unreservedly and assert that the 
state has much to answer for in its past neglect of such 
education. The statistics of every one of the colleges 
of Iowa will prove beyond question the vital fact that the 
percentage of attendance at such colleges from the terri
tory near by is amazing and, as naturally follows, you 
cannot by cent ralization and the elimination of half the 
institutions transfer an equal body of students to those 
surviving. So it is the duty of the state to take home 
to the people by a thorough and proper system the train
ing essential to enable the youth of Iowa to do more 
effectively the common tasks of life and do for our own 
people the labor that lies ahead of us. Not the Univer sity 
but the institution at Ames, an institution for the teach
ing of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, was instituted to 
develop the gr eatest calling known to mankind, agricul
hire coupled with, to quote the law founding it, '' Such 
mechanic arts as ar e DIRECTLY CONNECTED WITH 
AGRICULTURE.'' The Morrill Act of which it is the 
beneficiary and the action taken by the state to bring the 
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in stitution within tb e intent of that act are so clear and 
vital that we submit the folh)Wing ex tracts from the offi
cial r ecords. The act founding the State College of Agri
culture and Mechanic Arts thus defines its purpose : 

"The course of instruction in said college shall 
include the following branches, to-wit: Natur
al Philosophy, Chemistry, Botany, Hor ticul
ture, Fruit Growing, Forestry, Animal and 
Vegetable Anatomy, Geology, Mineralogy, 
Meteorology, Entymology, Zoology, the Veter
inary Art, plain Mensuration, Levelling, Sur
veying, Bookkeeping and such Mechanic Arts 
as are DIRECTLY CONNECTED WITH AG
RICULTURE. Also, such other studies as the 
trustees may from time to time prescribe, not 
inconsistent with the purpose of this act." 

As to what R epresentative Morrill meant by "Mechanic 
Arts '' we quote the language of Gov. L owe in an address 
delivered Jan. 9, 1860, favoring the If orrill act then pend
ing in Congress : 

"Give to our young farmers and mechanics the 
benefit of Morrill's Agricultural College bill 
which proposes to develop a new interest, and 
an increased efficiency in general husbandry and 
the useful arts, by bringing to their aid the treas
ures of science and knowledge ; so that the 
LABOR thus educated, which may be expended 
upon the soil should yield the richest reward 
with the least expense. * * * (Plea for factor
ies in Iowa). * * * It will have the effect to re
fine and diversify the pursuits of our people, to 
emancipate labor and make it free-to give to 
the LABORING MASSES a feeling of moral 
worth-a throb of self-respect-a perception of 
the rights, dignity and duties of their calling." 
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The trustees of the Agricultural College named an 
executive committee to consider this matter which r e
ported to the legislature in 1868 as follows : 

" No similar institution in the west is in a better 
condition, when we consider its buildings, en
dowment and favorable surroundings, than the 
Iowa Agricultural College ; and it only remains 
for the legislature at its present session, to act 
with its customary liberality, to insure the suc
cess of the only college within its borders devot
ed to the INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION OF 
FARMERS' AND MECHANICS' SONS
WHO DESIRE TO REMAIN IN THE PUR
SUITS FOLLOWED BY THEIR FA
THERS." 

The foregoing noble plea was made by the institution 
itself. The whole problem of migration of youth from 
the farms of Iowa is suggested in the final sentence where 
there is pictured an institution '' devoted to the industrial 
education of farmer s ' and mechanics ' sons who desire to 
r emain in the pursuits followed by their father s." What 
has the state done to encourage that desire or aid its de
velopment 1 Has it not laid too much emphasis on pro
fessional education in its appeal to its youth, thus firing 
their imagination with ambition along purely professional 
lines 1 I s it any wonder that so f ew graduates go back 
onto the farms1 

W e have already noted the obj ects of the Morrill Act. 
It is inter esting to note also that in 1864 the State Uni
ver sity sought to include agriculture in its courses. The 
r egents of the State University r ecommended to the 
legislature that agriculture and mechanic arts be made 
a department of the University. This was denied and 
the r easons are set forth in the r eport of a legislative 
committee which investigated the proposition, and ad
vised against it on the ground that the purposes of the 
two state educational institutions wer e utter ly at vari
ance. The report fo llows : 
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"The proposition has been made by the friends 
of the State UnivePsity to take charge of the 
Agricultural College, and attach a department 
to the University, in which shall be taught such 
branches as relate to agriculture and the me
chanic arts, provided a large portion of the land 
be diverted to the use and benefit of the Univer
sity. We regard this proposition as so mani
festly unjust and dangerous, that we feel it our 
duty to refer to some of the difficulties in the 
way of such an attempted union of the two 
institutions. The University is intended to be 
a higher grade of school than any other in the 
state, in which graduates from the varied sem
inaries, acadamies and colleges may enter, and 
complete an education in the highest branches 
taught, according facilities and advantages that 
no other educational institution in the state pos

. sesses. The object is a noble one, worthy of our 
great state, and we trust that the purpose will be 
fully carried out, without endangering its suc
cess in any way by 'entangling alliances'. The 
state and general government have dealt most 
liberally with it, affording it support and aid, in 
lands, buildings, money, to the amount of more 
than $330,000. 

"THE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE WAS 
PROJECTED FOR A VERY DIFFERENT 
PURPOSE, AND IS INTENDED TO BE 
CONDUCTED ON AN ENTIRELY DIF
FERENT PLAN. The want of a high school 
or college for the sons of working men, where 
they could, at trifling expense, acquire a thor
ough, practical education, adapted to the indus
trial pursuits they desire to follow through life, 
has been long felt and earnestly desired. It is 
evident to everyone who has studied the sub
ject that this institution, TO BE SUCCESS-
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FUL, MUST BE ENTIRELY INDEPEND
ENT OF ORDINARY COLLEGES AND 
UNIVERSITIES WHERE THEORIES ARE 
TAUGHT WITHOUT PRACTICAL ILLUS
TRATIONS. * * * A department thus con
ducted (in connection with a University) can de
rive none of the benefits contemplated by the 
friends of the agricultural college in providing 
an INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL in accordance 
with the acts of our own legislature, and the 
law of Congress making the munificent land 
grant, to enable the plans of the college to be 
faithfully and honestly carried out." 

It cannot be doubted that the state 's action in refu sing 
the r equest of the Univer sity as noted above was educa
tionally sound. The effect upon the great cause of agr i
culture and agricultural education if the request had 
been granted is well stated in the opinion of one .of the 
educators in his statement to the board, Mr. Henry S. 
Pritchett, late P resident of the Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology and now President of the Carnegie Foun
dation in the Aid of Education. His sta tement follows : 

In the matter of the duplicate engineering 
schools, there can be no difference of opinion 
in the committee's conclusion that the present 
duplication is absolutely unjustifiable, and that 
it leads not only to waste, but to unwhole
some rivalry and that it ought to stop. If the 
whole matter could be gone into anew, the sit
uation would never occur. The problem is to 
readjust the matter now in the best practicable 
way. 

"There are strong educational reasons for leav
ing the school of engineering in the University, 
but two of these reasons are preeminent." 

"In the first place the school of applied sciences 
in the present day is on the university basis, it 
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is educationally at home in our American Uni
versities as they are now organized. 

"But the strongest reason of all for leaving the 
teaching of engineering to the University, is 
that only in this way will the teaching of agricul
ture have a fair chance. The school of agricul
ture and the school of engineering are educa
tionally incongruous. The school of agriculture 
ought to teach preeminently the trade of farm
ing, even though it does research work in its 
experimental station and conducts certain 
classes of high order, its primary function ought 
to be not the training of agricultural teachers 
but the training of farmers, and the cultivation 
of the means by which the scientific knowledge 
in a practical form can be put into the hands of 
farmers. The great part of this work is not 
on a professional plane. Students of agricul
ture ought not to be required to comply with 
the same academic standards as those who ex
pect to enter the profession of engineering. 

"The engineering school on the other hand, as 
I have said a moment ago, is distinctly a profes
sional school on a university basis. 

"The two kinds of education are incongruous 
and do not go well together. The engineering 
school under such conditions always tends to 
overshadow the school of agriculture. It ap
peals to the students who come to the school 
as being something higher than agriculture, 
and many of them who come to the school with 
the intention of following an agricultural call
ing are led off into engineering. 

"Where they are associated together, the agri
cultural school tends to become a training place 
for agricultural teachers. Very few of the grad
uates of such school go into actual farming. 
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How many graduates of the Iowa Agricultural 
and Mechanic Ar.t:s College are actually en
gaged in operating farms? Very few indeed 
in comparison to those who are in the profession 
of engineering. My impression is that more 
lawyers than farmers have come from the Agri
cultural College graduates, but its chief work is 
and has been for some time, the training of en
gineers for Iowa and more particularly for near
by states. The cheapness of living and the rath
er low standards which existed before the crea
tion of this Board, operated to draw students 
from other states. 

"In my judgment the interests of agriculture 
will be subserved by making the agricultural 
college a straight out school of agriculture, with 
entrance requirements suited to the needs of 
those who wish to become practical farmers. I 
should not make these academic requirements 
for admission higher than the equipment afford
ed by the elementary school. If the state of 
Iowa desires to help agriculture and to train men 
for the farms, the way to do it is to make of the 
agricultural college a straight school of agricul
ture, and to spend some of the money which 
would be saved from the abolition of the engi
neering school in the establishment and mainte
nance of experimental farms, so situated as to be 
convenient to the farmers of the whole state. 
So long as the school of engineering and the 
school of agriculture are yoked together, the 
team will pull unevenly, and mainly on the en
gineering side. The tendency will always be 
felt to have standards in engineering that are 
too low and standards in agriculture that are 
too high. The output of graduates from such 
an institution will consist as the graduates 
of Iowa Agricultural and Mechanic Arts have 



consisted, in the past, almost altogether of en
gineers and other professional men. Those who 
have taken the agricultural courses and have 
graduated in them, will be found generally fill
ing professors' chairs or employed in technical 
work in the Department of Agriculture. The 
great and important reason for separating the 
engineering school from the agricultural school 
is to give the school of agriculture a fair chance. 

" I can well understand that there are difficulties 
in the vvay of an ideal solution. An outsider is, 
however, naturally enforced to speak from the 
standpr.iint of educational efficiency. What the 
difficulties are he does not know. It is now just 
fifty years since the passage of the first Morrill 
bill which created theAgricultural·and Mechani
cal Colleges. In the light of the experiences 
which we have had, there is now the opportunity 
to build an agricultural school which shall really 
minister to agriculture. IT SEEMS TO ME 
THAT THE STATE OF IOWA HAS HERE 
AN EXCEPTIONAL OPPORTUNITY TO 
BUILD AN AGRICULTURAL SCHOOL IN 
THE WIDEST AND MOST PRACTICAL 
SENSE. IN MY JUDGMENT THAT WILL 
TURN OUT TO BE IMPOSSIBLE IF AG
RICULTURE AND ENGINEERING ARE 
TO REMAIN YOKED TOGETHER." 

That the clanger pointed out by Pres. Pritchett is not 
without fo undation it is interesting to note the experience 
of Purdue Univer sity, which is the Agr icultural College 
of the State of Indiana and was fonnded under the Mor
r ill Act. Indiana is a state of one million five hundred 
thousand rural population; P erdue in 1911-12 has a r egis
tration of 1956 of which the Agricultural students number 
319, winter course agriculture 182, making the total of 
501. Utah with a rural population of about two hundred 
thousand has kept her agricultural college separate. At 
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the latter the registration is 1069, of which 407 are 
students in agriculture. Of these 106 are preparatory 
and high school agricultural students, while at Purdue 
there is none such. 

Again we state that we are not asking the state to 
discontinue engineering at the State College of Agricul
ture and Mechanic Arts but are trying to point out that 
if engineering is to be DISCONTINUED at the Univer 
sity and concentrated at Ames the clanger s mentioned 
by Pres. Pritchett and other s will be only increased. 



STATEMENTS MADE TO EXPERT EDUCA
TORS AND THEIR "APPROVAL". 

The Finance Committee and the Board offer the fore
going Pritchett letter as supporting its plan for removal 
of engineering from the University to Ames for in its 
statement the Board use this language concerning the 
view of the expert educators consulted: "With the ex
ception of Dr. Draper all approve the recommendations 
contained in the memorandum as being the best solution 
under all the circumstances.'' Where these men say the 
solution proposed by the Board was the best "UNDER 
THE CIRCUMSTANCES" let it be remembered the 
educators were confronted with a special plea prepared 
by the Finance Committee in which not one of them was 
advised of the history or scope of the two institutions 
as disclosed from the statutes and records quoted herein 
and when it came to statements of.fact we refer again for 
illustration to the gross misstatement by the Finance 
Committee recited earlier herein as to the respective dates 
of origin of engineering at the two schools. 

That President A. Ross Hill, of Missouri, was in
fluenced by the "historical statement" referred to is 
shown by the following from his letter : ' ' I am pleased 
to note that the report is influenced not only by logic but 
by the HISTORY.OF THE SITUATION.'' Evidently he 
was deeply impressed by the erroneous statement that the 
engineering department at the University was founded 
only in 1905, for he says again : 

"Logically the School of Engineering should 
be at the University, but under your conditions, 
I see no reason why the University should NOW · 

· · proceed to develop a school of engineering un
less it is to be made of distinctly higher grade · 
than the one at Ames and to emphasize strongly 
engineering research, a great field which so far 
has been very much neglected. Doubtless your 
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Schools of Law and iyredicine at Iowa City will 
soon be requiring at least tw o years of college 
work for admission, if they are not already doing 
so. A School of Engineering based upon such 
entrance requirements and ex tending over three 
or four years of applied scientific and technical 
studies, w ould be justifiable, whereas the typical 
college of engineering offering identical work 
with that offered at Ames, does not seem to be 
justified." 

What would he have said if he had known the depart
ment at the University was established in 1857 and has 
regularly graduated classes for thirty-six years 1 But 
let us quote further from Pres. Hill's letter: '' .H1urther, 
I can see no excuse for the maintenance of a general 
science curriculum at the College of Agriculture and Me
chanic Arts. Such a plan is too evidently meant to catch 
students who normally belong to the College of Arts and 
Sciences at the University. " 

Of all the educators consulted the man best qualified 
perhaps to give an opinion is Dr. Draper, Commissioner 
of Education for the State of New York. Dr. Draper is a 
man very famous in educational circles and has received 
many honors. Among the positions held by him now and 
earlier may be mentioned the following: State Superin
tendent of Public Instruction for New York, member of 
the Court of Commissions Alabama Claims, President 
University of Illinois, Chairman of BoaFd of Indian Com
missioners since 1902, editor Educational Department 
Encyclopedia Americana; · awarded silver medal at the 
Paris Exposition in 1900 for a monograph on the Organi
zation and Administration of the American School Sys
tem, and a gold medal and one of two grand prizes given 
at the St. Louis Exposition in 1904 for unusual service in 
educational fields: 

Dr. Draper's letter to the Finance Committee is ex
tremely significant. We give it in full and commend its 
consideration to all who love Iowa, its youth and its in
stitutions : 
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"I have your letter of Aug. 30th concerning the 
plan for the co-ordin~tion of the institutions of 
higher learning under the control of the Iowa 
State Board of Education. 

"I ought to have answered your letter earlier but 
did not return from Europe until the second 
week in August, and have been very busy and 
not quite so well as usual since then. 

"IT IS EXTREMELY EXPERIMENTAL, 
IF NOT SENSATIONAL, to undertake to co
ordinate under one management three educa
tional institutions of essentially different pur
poses and certainly very different plans, and of 
somewhat different grade. I have no confident 
opinion about the outcome. In my judgment, 
the outcome will be ultimately unsatisfactory 
unless the members of the Board of Trustees 
and particularly those who exercise the most 
vital influence in administration, are -large 
enough and strong enough to know what each 
department in each institution ;requires, and are 
able to put each in its right place, give it what 
it needs, and hold it there. After all, this can
not be done except by a large dependence upon 
the presidents of the several institutions, and in 
turn that will be worse than worthless, unless the 
presidents are men to be depended upon. I hap
pen to know that certain of them are men to be 
depended upon if they are allowed independence 
of judgment and action, but how it will work 
with the scheme now in operation in Iowa IS 
TO SAY THE LEAST, PROBLEMATICAL. 
I wish the whole scheme in each institution well, 
with all my heart, but I must be excused from 
any very confident opinions upon matters that 
have so little basis. of human experience in ad
vanced school . administration." 
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It will be noted Dr. Draper says, speaking of the ne
cessity for . a clear undetstanding of the needs of each 
institution: 

"After all this cannot be done except by: a large 
dependence upon the presidents of the several 
institutions, and in turn that will be worse than 
worthless unless the presidents are men to be 
depended upon." 

Mr. Boyd, the Finance Committee and the Board were 
of the contrary opinion evidently for the Finance Com
mittee says in its r eport: ''•Little practical heJp in the 
solution of the Board's great problem is to b0 expected 
from the officers and faculties of the several institu
tions. '' Can it be possible that a comprehensive educa
tional scheme for the state of Iowa may be formulated 
by the Finance Committee and the Presidents of the 
Schools not consulted 7 Were the presidents of the schools 
seriously consulted and without pressure from the Board 1 
Not one word can be found in the report concerning 
the views of the several presidents and it is understood 
all of them were surprised when the report was pro
mulgated. 

We conclude this branch of our statement by calling 
the attention to the following suggestion in the memo
randum of the Finance Committee to the several edu
cators whose opinion was asked: 

- "A further reason why the engineering of the 
two institutions should be -consolidated at the 
Agricultural College is that far less friction, 
PERSONAL AND SENTIMENTAL, will be 
aroused by this procedure. This argument is 
somewhat temporary in its nature, but because 
the Iowa State BOARD OF EDUCATION IS 
STILL IN A PERIOD OF EXPERIMENT 
-THAT ARGUMENT IS OF GREAT SIG-
NIFICANCE." . 

We have no hesitancy in declar~ng that considerations 
of a purely political character have no place in the de
termination of the educational problems of the people of 
Iowa. 



! 

DUP~ICATION, ECONOMY, EQUIPMENT, 
ETC. 

The Board in its r eport has much to say about dupli
cation and economy. Before these questions can be 
rightly unde'rstood it is necessary to consider what is 
duplication in connection with education. It is not a 
question entirely of the number of schools for the Board 
itself recommends the multiplication of Normal, Trade 
and Agricultural high schools. It is not the absolute 
separation of courses for it is true as Mr. Lehmann says 
that, '' Courses in literature and history, proper in a 
university, might have as proper place as part of a com
prehensive plan of instruction in the Iowa State Teachers' 
College at Cedar Falls. Certaiii branches of the law 
might be studied to advantage by the students of the 
Agricultural College at Ames; sanitation, hygiene and 
other subjects related to medical science may be taught 
in the high schools as appropriate to a generel plan of 
public education.'' Let us turn also to one of the experts 
quoted by the Board and see what Pres. Pritchett says 
on this point: 

"The matter of duplication of general courses 
between the college of agriculture and the arts 
college of the University is not a matter of se
rious moment under any conception of their 
functions. The same general subjects, English 
Mathematics, Chemistry, must be taught at 
both. It should be made clear, however, if the 
differentiation is finally made, that no courses 
leading to degrees shall be duplicated. The 
mere taking of English or of physics at both 
places has no significance from the standpoint 
of unwholesome duplication." 

The duplication that is to be avoided as far as possible 
is the granting o_f degrees of identical grade to achieve 
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which the state is put to the necessity of building up 
not only the college to• which the graduate directly 
owes his diploma but all associated branches essential 
to the rounding out of a complete education in that col
lege. We have already seen that by all the authorities 
engineering of university grade properly belongs at a 
State Univer sity and is at home there. This is because 
it involves in this age much general university instruc
tion, such as liberal arts, physics, chemistry, and the 
like. It may be of interest to note the conditions and 
courses .at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 
the most famous engineering school on the continent. 
An institution of this grade must have been in the mind 
of the Board when it proposes that Iowa under its plan 
is to outrank Minnesota, Illinois, Missouri and all her 
sister states and make of the College of Agriculture 
and Mechanic Arts "the greatest technical institution 
in the Mississippi valley in the way of engineering.'' 

The faculty at the Massachusetts institution numbers 
several hundred including instructors, attendance 1575 
(1911). The courses in engineering are: Civil, Mechan
ical, Mining and Metallurgy, Architecture, Chemistry, 
Electricity, Biology and Public H ealth, Physics, Chem
ical Engineering, Sanitary, Geology and Geodesy, Ma
rine and Electro-chemistry. There ar e scores of labora
tories covering these branches. Ther e are twelve libra
ries for the several specialties. Included in the engineer
ing courses is instruction in German, French, English 
and U. S. History, English Liter ature, Law, Corpor ation 
Organization, P olitical E conomy, Bacteriology, etc., 
studies many of them ordinarily regarded as strictly 
cultural but all going to fit the graduate to perform the 
functions r equired in this age in the great profession 
of engineering. 

What is the tendency in engineering courses at the 
great schools 7 It is to extend these courses and raise 
higher and higher the r equirements. Harvard has made 
engineering a graduate course and Columbia has done 
the same. '11his is what Columbia says of the breadth 
of engineering instruction : 
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"The purpose of this important change is to 
offer better and broader training to students of 
engineering, and to place the instruction in these 
professional subjects upon the same university 
plane as the instruction in law and medicine. 
The recent rapid development of engineering 
practice, the wider social and public recognition 
now given to the engineering profession, and 
the frequent demands that men in executive and 
administrative posts shall have had an engineer
ing education, make it imperative that the engi
neer of the future shall widen his intellectual out
look by continuing his general education consid
erably beyond the limits of the ordinary high 
school course. Distinguished engineers among 
the alumni of Columbia University are already 
sending their sons through a college course as a 
preliminary to entering upon the professional 
study of engineering. At the present time, even 
before the proposed new system is in oepration, 
fully one hundred students in Columbia Univer
sity are taking advantage of the existing oppor
tunity to combine a college and engineering 
course covering six years of study." 

Missouri and Minnesota declare their intention to make 
their cour ses five and six year courses with requirement 
that the student must have from two to three years in 
liberal arts along with it. 

With the requirements noted above, tbe hi 0·h grade 
of scholarship graduall.v being insisted upon and the 
competition to be met with in Minnesota, Missouri 
and Illinois, to say nothing of the great eastern 
schools, how weak and inadequate indeed sounds the 
suggestion of the Finance Committee and the Board 
that after the removal of all engineering to Ames tbe 
equipment will be adequate. It says : '' The memorandum 
submitted in regard to the engineering school shows 

· the salary budget at each institution. IT IS NOT 
P R OBABLE THAT AFTER THE CO SOLIDATION 
THE SALARY ROLL AT THE COLLEGE OF AGRI-
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CULTURE AND MECHANI C ARTS WOULD NEED 
TO BE MATERIALLY INCREASED." Does that 
sound like "the greatest technical institution in engi
neering in the Mississippi yalley1" The fact is that st1_ch 
an institution would r equire a corps of instructors and an 
equipment of buildings and laboratories that would af
ford a score of university courses and require an invest
ment beside which the present outlay would be as but the 
beginning. 

EQUIPMENT : Just a few words on the question of 
relative equipment. · The Board in its report says : 

"Value of plant and equipment, Iowa State College_ 
$550,000, State University $201,059. '' Let us look into 
this statement. The OFFICIAL INVENTORIES give 
the following figures as to engineering investment: State 
College at Ames $362,589, State University $262,798. 
How curious indeed that these figures have suddenly 
grown in the ,mind of the Board by nearly $200,000 in 
the case of the State College and shrunken by over 
$60,000 for the University ! A part of the sudden growth 
noted is doubtless achieved by including in the Ames 
figures at $110,000 a building filled with farm machinery 
devoted to agricultural education and credited in the 
State Biennial report to agriculture for it is used for 
those who intend to make the farm their life work. It 
is likely the Board includes also for Ames the college 
heating plant $23,000, old power plant, $12,000 and water 

. works $46,500. Thus and thus only approximately $550,-
000 may be reached and $50,000 of this is devoted to 
Physics, leaving $500,000. As to the University :figures 
it is probable the Board cut out of its total the Hydro
electric plant listed at $37,000 and estimated by Prof. 
Weld for the late Board of Regents at $113,600. Apply 
to the University the same "inclusive tendency" shown 
toward the Ames figures and we have: 

Inventory (less Hydroelectric plant) . . $225,798 
Hydroelectric plant (Weld's figures) . . . 113,600 
Heating plant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40,000 
Physics Department (included in 

Ames figures) .. . ... .. .. .. . ... . .. . 188,000 

Total ... . .. . .. ..... .... . .. . .. $567 ,398 
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W e do not argue that these items are rightly or wrong
ly included but wish to show that if the Financial Com
mittee had shown th€ same spirit or animus in making 
up the :figures for both institutions the difference in totals 
is insignificant and we protest against that kind of special 
pleading that seeks to cr eate an impression by magnify
ing one institution and minimizing another. The prob
lem is not to be determined on such an issue and such 
tactics are unworthy the cause involved. In this connec
tion too we may well r ecur to the language of the Board 
when it says of this department in the univer sity : "IN 
ANTICIPATION OF THE ACTION TAKEN THE 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THIS SCHOOL HA VE 
BEEN HELD DOWN TO THE LOWEST POSSIBLE 
POINT." And again: "If the two colleges of engineer
ing are continued it will be the duty of the Board to 
request of the legislature a large sum for additional 
equipment at Iowa City and to be· available immediately 
and it would be no less the duty of the legislature to 
vote the money." The Board's statement puts the pro
fessors and instructors in engineering at Iowa City at 
eighteen as against forty at Ames. It is not stated, which 
is the fact, that half the heads of the departments in 
liberal arts at Iowa City are also member s of the Applied 
Science faculty which number s in all between thirty and 
forty. But why go on correcting :figures that are in 
effect but a special plea for approval of a certain pro
posed plan and colored with the bias tbat inher es in such 
special pleading and that too in settlement of a gr eat 
pToblem of state policy. 



IN CONCLUSION. 

We submit in conclusion : 
1st. That the separate functions of the Board of Edu

cation and the Finance Committee have not been kept 
clearly in mind; that the functions of the latter have been 
unduly enlarged and a too exclusive reliance placed upon 
the investigations of the chairman of that committee who, 
having fixed upon a pet plan, has not been able to avoid 
in his statements to the Board and the State bias in 
favor of a particular scheme and the coloring of facts 
common to human nature under such conditions. 

2nd. That the Constitution of Iowa and the statutes 
forbid the removal of the College of Applied Sciences 
from the University and that the State has not attempt
ed to confer such power on the Board of Education. 

3d. That the historical statement made to the educa
tors and to the state is erroneous and misleading in vital 
particulars. 

4th. That the expert opinions submitted with the re
port in effect condemn more than they approve the pro
posed plan. 

5th. That Household Economics should be taught in a 
popular way at all three institutions. 

6th. That in the provisions of the constitution and the 
statutes relating to the University and the action of the 
state thereunder, and in the Morrill Act and the con
temporaneous action of the Agricultural College and of 
the legislature relating thereto, will be found inevitably if 
studied carefully, the straight, clear path to a true and 
wise solution of the problem of co-ordination and of the 
question of economy. 

7th. That differences in present equipment or attend
ance are relatively secondary matters when weighed be
side the great cause of permanent and efficient education
al facilities for the youth of Iowa for all time. 
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Sth. That it is the duty of the state to make at once 
the necessary appropriations for immediate necessities 
at the several schools in the way of salaries, etc., and 
take up ANEW the problem of providing the state an 
adequate educational system that shall have in mind the 
organic law of the state, the functions which the several 
institutions are best adapted to perform and the needs 
of the state not only in university instruction but in 
bringing closer to the people teaching in agriculture, the 
trades, home economics and teaching. 

9th. That we pledge to the people of Iowa in the fore
going task, if undertaken without fear or favor, the 
loyal support of the alumni of the University throughout 
the state and we repeat that our Alma Mater does not 
desire to profit by depriving any of her sister institutions 
of any department to which they are entitled in the judg
ment of the people of Iowa. 

10th. That in all we have said of engineering at the 
State College or the Morrill Act we are prompted by no 
feeling of jealousy. If the state shall continue engineer
ing of a university grade at the Agricultural College in 
competition with that at the University, which it is bound 
to retain, it does not concern the University. 

11th. ,-Ve wish to urge with all our power the duty of 
the presidents, alumni and students of the several schools 
to drop the spirit of bitter rivalry and political methods, 
come to the aid of the state in the solution of this problem 
and have the courage to solve the questions involved in the 
light of the best interests of the youth of Iowa, the needs 
of the state and the institutions and organic law provided 
to supply those needs. 
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