
 
 

Harvard Should Be Fair 
 

As Harvard Overseers we would demand far greater transparency in the admissions process, which 
today is opaque and therefore subject to hidden favoritism and abuse. 
 
In his book The Price of Admission Pulitzer Prize winning journalist Daniel Golden has described the strong 
evidence of corrupt admissions practices at Harvard and other elite universities, with the children of the 
wealthy and the powerful regularly granted admission over the more able and higher-achieving children of 
ordinary American families.  In some cases, millions of dollars may have been paid to purchase an 
admissions slot for an undeserving applicant. 
 
A nation that selects its elites by corrupt means will produce corrupt elites.  These abuses must end. 
 
Also, just as their predecessors of the 1920s always denied the existence of "Jewish quotas," top officials at 
Harvard, Yale, Princeton and the other Ivy League schools today strongly deny the existence of "Asian 
quotas."  But there exists powerful statistical evidence to the contrary. 
 
During the last twenty-five years, the size of America's college-age Asian population has more than doubled 
but there has been no corresponding increase in the number of Asians admitted to Harvard, with the 
federally-reported statistics actually showing a decline.  Thus, the relative percentage of the Asian-American 
population attending Harvard has dropped by over 50 percent, while the percentage of whites has changed 
little.  A very similar pattern of declining Asian enrollment has occurred at most of the other Ivy League 
universities, while at meritocratic Caltech, Asian enrollment has increased along with the size of the Asian-
American population. 
 
Racial discrimination against Asian-American students has no place at Harvard University and must end. 

 



 
 

Harvard Should Be Free 
 

As Harvard Overseers we would demand the immediate elimination of all tuition for undergraduates 
since the revenue generated is negligible compared to the investment income of the endowment. 
 
Over the last quarter century, Harvard University has transformed itself into one of the world’s largest 
hedge-funds, with the huge profits of its aggressively managed $38 billion portfolio shielded from taxes 
because of the educational institution it continues to run as a charity off to one side. 
 
The numbers tell the story.  Each year, the investment income the university receives from its private equity 
and securities holdings averages some twenty-five times larger than the net tuition revenue from its 6,600 
undergraduate students.  Under such circumstances, continuing to charge tuition of up to $180,000 for four 
years of college education is unconscionable. 
 
Admittedly, Harvard does exempt from tuition families earning less than $65,000 per year and provides 
some financial aid to families with incomes up to $150,000.  But relatively few less affluent families even 
bother applying because they assume that a Harvard education is reserved only for the rich. 
 
If Harvard abolished tuition the announcement would reach around the world, and soon nearly every family 
in America would be aware that a Harvard education was now free.  Academically-successful students from 
all walks of life would suddenly begin to consider the possibility of attending Harvard.  Other very wealthy 
and elite colleges such Yale, Princeton, and Stanford would be forced to follow Harvard's example and also 
abolition tuition.  There would be considerable pressure on all our public colleges and universities to trim 
their bloated administrative costs and drastically cut their tuition. 
 

 


