RIVATE-public universi-
ties ‘make_sense and ‘a

merger of the private
Bond University and the Gold
Coast Campus of Griffith Uni-
versity would allow a compre-
hensive and innovative range of
programs that would support
both public and private sectors
to sustain the fastest-growing
area in Australia. ;

That is the view of Griffith
University Gold Coast campus
pro-vice chancellor and_direc-
tor Professor Jones, his col-
league Associate Professor Neil
Russell and Dean of Education
and visiting Professor Robert
Babcock, of Cornell University,
which has become the standard
by which .many private and
public universities have esta
lished. .+ . .

The argument for a Bond-
Griffith partnership has raged
back and forth but it was only
this week that Griffith’s senior
academics put their imprima-
tur on such a proposition. *

With Professor Babcock,
who outlined = Cornell’s

perations, Professor Jones and
Professor Russell presented

their reasons in papers to the .

30th National Conference of
the Australian College of Edu-
cation at Bond University late
last year. The papers were pub-
lished only last week. ~

How to make

merger work

At present the only obstacle
(presuming Bond, of course, is
in agreement) is the Federal
Government which is ‘still re-

luctant to propose merging pri- -
_vate and public universities, al-

though there appears to be a
softening of attitude by Federal
Education Minister . John
Dawkins. *

Their paper said that the in-

-stitutions identified as possible
-components of a private-public

university model (Bond, Grif-
fith including the Gold Coast,
possibly Gold Coast TAFE)
are less than 10 years old. ..

“It is clearly a time, particu--

larly given the parlous state of *

Australia’s economy, when
bold new initiatives should be

“grasped and one would certain-
- ly question reluctance on the

part of governments to test a
new ‘private-public university
model, given the diversity of
initiatives that have already
been taken by governments in
respect of amalgamations and
consolidations during the past
10 years,” it said. Fiarn

POINT: A private-public
university model would
hance the degree of diversity
and flexibility in the system (a
point also espoused by Dawk-
ins’s policy statement on higher
education). !

Given this support for diver-
sity it was difficult to mount an
argument that stopped short of
incorporating private ‘universi-
ties; especially when there are
already precedents in Australia
such as the newly created Aus-

tralian Catholic University.
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- There must be considerable
benefits in accepting a total
‘continuum of universities that
receive public and private fund-
ing and various combinations
of them. ey
<. “The -private-public -univer-

/-~ sity model would be in a superb

RIFFITH

“per cent of Australian second-
+ ary students attend this kind of

" independent school. 3

In essence, a private-public
university was an extension of
an educational concept which
had gained acceptance in Aus-
tralia over a long time, had a

~proven record of . perfarmance

~and arguably a significant im-
. pact on public education.

In fact, the Gold Coast re-
gion was fast becoming the
mecca of the new independent
school system with more than
eight such new schools opene

“in recent years. .

POINT: A private-public
university would have a dual
appeal to both the public and
private sector.

. Both the

“higher education Green Paper
~(policy discussion, 1987) and

- position to accommodate the -

ing diversity in the Brisbane-
Gold Coast corridor. 3

POINT: A ]i)rivate-public
university model is an exten-
sion of the independent school
model.

It was ironic that the con-
cept of private and govern-
ment-funded schools was more
extensively supported in Aus-
tralia than the US and Canada
where the system had its ori-
gins. Currently more than 28

incredible growth and increas-

‘White Paper (policy statement,

1988) continually referred to

‘the fact that private enterprise

“had not supported higher edu-

cation in Australia to the same
extént as in countries like Ja-
pan, the United States, Canada
and Germany. 2 .

‘The Gold Coast had two
special features that raised the

potential for success. It was

driven by private enterprise
and entrepreneurship and had
a particular need for a strong

public sector development to

government’s_

accompany its growth.

It also had strong interna-
tional and multicultural orien-
tation already attuned to the -
need for partnership with uni-
versities.

POINT: It would enable re-
sources and facilities to be con-

~solidated.

Both Bond and the former
Gold Coast CAE (incorporated
into Griffith) had laboured un-
der economic restraints.

As a single private-public
institution the aggregate would
be large and have the potential
to double its growth by the turn
of the century. There would be
a conservation of scarce re-
sources, but a mass of exper-
tise.

- POINT: It would provide a
distinctive alternative for stu-
dents and a special culture that
had both national and interna-
tional appeal. -

POINT: The private-public
university would build healthy
competition and high aspira-
tions for quality. :

The future needs of higher

* education in the Brisbane-Gold

Coast corridor supported this
new model for higher educa-
tion, and the opportunity for
innovative thinking, compatible
with the special features of the

. corridor.



