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Universit y of M nitob debaters yesterday won judges 1 and 

:-rndicnce node i n a. UMD camp11s debate on groupism and t he ind ividual 

but t .~ lar ge att0n&nce., as debate crowda go:, was a :m re sub t otial winner . 

i;, • • ·..i-
J. err t..r.e r-"&n a.•l.li"ID debc. wrs di8cus :,ing tlie merits of individual 

vs . gro· :-i ef fort and what . in of por""on results fro e;. o. ned 

many lin P.s of thought t o wh : ch t he ir listen i.r.o obviously rosp on(lod. 

_ 11 il s aU't of opinion11 bal. otJ 18 members of t.he audience 

said they He '"e SWUQe toward t.he aff irm8ti ve s id , r epresented b:r 
~ M'lnitob ns Stu rt, Ea.r ber 9.nrJ <\wk Ha L cer,- that too much group ctivity 

r Gs •.tl.ts i.n an ~m ·nd'fective1 cnnformist person. 

Tb Lrteen said t hey li'i};o:'. were c •Jn vinced by uHn debaters nhertnan 
- ' 

Gonyea nd .;rune~ Barnard ., both of Proctor, tha t gro1.. p act .. vity 

instead prod oe · .r:1:J'.:".'O off c t.ive 1 creative, resourceful p~rn n ... ., 

But t hos , '!fh o s:..ded ri th Gonyo ,.,nd Dernard were l£.i1X more emphatic 

in their new opinion than w"'re thosQ uho took the 13arber alker via,rpoint. 

_y t he point system used in measuring ~he strength af the ir new convict ions , 

both sides Cl!m up with 25 points UMD debate coach Ro ert. H .. Har~kenson said. 

a :Moderated by Michael Derman, Dulut h Eat graduat e a nd W Ul'1D 

sopho,iore, the deb;itc brought out quotat L na f r anging from me Ralph Waldo 

Elnerson in "Self-Reliance" to Wil .!.iam L_. Whyte •s recent 0 Tne Organization Man ." 

Amcri i:r other points , the Canadian con tended: 

Gr0:1p actL n ta l«lS too nm.ch t ime, encourages laziness and conformity, 

stunt.s individ ,ality !lnd de=!,.udes persons within a gr oup ab art, a ecurity 

t .1at rnr.y not actually exist. 



Abuse of the "egghead" is a pr ime exampl e of group ha.zi ng of 

the i ndividualist. 

M:iny gr oups aro simply mutual admi r at ion societies with little 

ponit ive aim or direction. 1'A€Inbers of ~ purposeless groups are 

"c Y-ter members of the vast l eague of tho mediocre ~" 

I n a changing er a in which gro ps as such x cam ot J: keep pace , 

it i s up t o the indivicb e.lto mainta in in itiative, i nquiryard independence. 

The ui:1D debat ers countered : 

A rec em, Columbia university st .dy sl1~rn that x groups can ~ 

r each bet ter solut i ons sooner and and with f ewer mista tres, benefiting 

from individ. .al con ~ibutions . 

Evidence of failure t .J identity with proper gr oi.ps is in the 

500,000 alcoholics,. 631,.000 ment ally ill hospital patient s and 16 , 000 

suicides last year,, divo~e r1:to of 67,000 and major er' e r ate of l,400, 000 

during the first half of l958. 

Group help indic ated in ouch organ iza t i.ons as ~ AJ.coho1ics 

Anonymous (75 per cent recovery) , jmlti, Narcotics Anonymous and other group- help 

movements sha.19 effective :r• s tllts in producing more ~ product,ive individuals. 

Groaps creat1J trn atmosphere a nd :mea.os f or pr odmtivity . Activit y 

i n the gr 8u leads to greater self-rPalization , self-suf'.fiicienoy an d 

creativity. 
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