2/5/04 History

Notes begin: 10:37

Amy: HS would have to have value in perception of getting to the next level

Private schools can charge more – argue have better acceptance rate to better colleges.

DL: It’s an interesting problem for the school – can I just return to the issue of bureaucracy in trying to understand how it happens. My argument very parallel to Chubb and Moe – bureaucracy/political pressure drags down value.

Katie: Democracy is a bunch of people continually trying to improve their position – there’s inevitably a hierarchy of schools, inevitably the most desirable

Amy: I think that’s fine – but why the need to legislate what the desirable school looks like?

Mike: In this case a lot of pressure from below as well as administrative – strong middle-class base continuing to ask for something unique. People still wanted that high level of education. Contunous negotiation between admin/democratization and middle class/uniqueness

spaces out 

Lawks a mussy me I am so incredibly NOT WITH IT today.

Amy: Curriculum tracks – did they vary by class? P.159

N: What about upper class? 

DL: They had private schooling options. Philadelphia has a lot of private schools

Katie: Need credential?

DL: No, didn’t need extra cachet at all. Already elite. Middle class needed the extra.

Diploma certifies you spent X amount of time “at risk of learning”

space out again

Ossa: Value is in perception of school – then applicants high, exclusivity

Professors, network

Dl: How could it fall – it’s self-reinforcing!

Katie: Johns Hopkins has gone down, Duke has gone up, there are some shifts

Dl: Nobody stepped in and leveled Harvard – 

It’s a pure exchange value issue here. What’s unassailable is the exchange value of a Harvard diploma, the use value is assumed but you don’t have to demonstrate it.

Look at the way it starts – college/university rankings – close correlation between status and when you were founded. That was a time when nobody went to college expect the moneyed and people in power. When another college came along – just not the same

Central is now formally selective again – admit people based on grades/classrank

Rep of Harvard etc. reinforced by alumni reputation, power, money.

Admissions - meritocratic AND dynastic mix. 

Graduates go on and do great things

Katie - 10-20 years out salary advantage eliminated

Ossa – only for most ambitious students

School gets credit for acts of talented and powerful – almost entirely selection effect.

Katie: Yale business school – started out nonprofit, school of managment, not powerful, do-gooders.

Ossa: a few years ago they said if we’re not at the top we shouldn’t exist, renamed to an MBA, becoming more selective, have jumped 13 ranks, moving quickly toward top ten.

Paid more for professors – copied GSB in 60s and marketed more to business side and recruited/paid professors V. heavily. Once applicants up, admit rate down.

DL: Research enhances the rep, the halo effect – students benefit from it whether they learn from them or not.

Jonathan: Larry Summers at Harvard shaking up parts of brand that may have been degrading – bureaucracy and autocracy – tradeoffs

DL: Harvard president one of the most powerful positions in the world, incredibly top-down, run by self-perpetuating cabal/corp of 5 guys.

*I don’t know how I’m ever going to write this paper. I’m tired and confused*

DL: Tyack – politics side is visible…my brain is dead and I can’t comprehend what he’s saying – set off political process, inadvertently trigger set of market pressures that had a significant (though not high profile) set of effects on school…

brain dies
