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w . THe Yecortaitis at the Applied
Electronies Laboratory provides.a
contextin which the current state
“ofl politice at. Stapford may be-

. 'Piesident Denis’ Hayes

" saw the sitin as a way to speed
[ mlters through *iheie - broper
“¢hantiels. He had hoped that those -
“dittingdn would | declare, . an
Wedniesday “night,  April 9 that
wiihd lenve 2t Frida
. If this had happened,
conld "hive' been a
in Hayes's arsendl, to be
- used while' nafotiating with ‘the'
administration, faculey
.-Tepresentatives, and the trustees.
L. I the sitin wete tecognized by
[ deryoue As am &8t AT sHidént
© ¢oncern which would be over by -
eiday, April- 11, it would mean

YRt

Trustses, administenfors,
~ faculty leaders would use these

“autherization -

University’ Advisoty Commitiee

{Denis Hayes, Michael Sweeney, &

Patrick Shea) would be consuited
on’ any top-level decisions and

“would: wield influenee with regard
. to thé content of thoge decisions, - -

These' important students would

. be the touchstones of legitimacy.,
g, . and’

students to provide ‘student
of whatever

comprise vould be worked out) .

. THE enbrgy  whith ™ went into
- the sitsn bubbled up from below,
“rather than filtering down from

the tdp.- The “student . politicians

" hoped ‘that the sit-in wotld be no

act of fese majesty. The best thing
these students thought that could

meas MALW P ST LA T BrEa

tudent | government
. polificians ‘and merbers- of the

: Be: dﬂm&w:th the energy: of the

sit-in was to. use, it in institutional ;
channels;

oS LerﬁNames
- For the student politicians the

sit-ity-had rio inhierent virtue in ity
Very. existence as- g
eobnter-community., They - lent

their _names (o -the Aprl 3

Movement; gnd they hoped. that .

in “thé ensting- crisls. trustees,

administrators, and facully leaders
would ‘defer -to them ag student
consiituency representatives. . ..
I T this light Bhat one’ 6l
best -understand Denis Hayes'y

. speeches urging that .the sit-in

come £0.2 cloge, his April 17 letter
of resignation from ithe Aprit 3
Movement (g letter which was

bastily “withérawh* and* remaiis .

- lehdership;

‘unpublistted),” and -his call for the
“student body o meet together the
afternoon of . Friday, Aprit 18,
~ That convoeation might well:have
created 'a  situalion in  which

community - support weuld_have -

withdrawn frém the sit-in.

Caliing a general mee ting of. the

student - body was .8 move

reminiscent:of Charles DeGaulle’s
Ploy of ‘calling 2 general election

as a way of ending France's May -

1968 - rebellion,. With. the. _surrogatesrthk'ﬁ_’_- ui__:;iyersity;.‘s
groundwork. already Iaid for. administration and itz
- DeGaulle by France’s-trade union . federally-empiloyed  researchers.

" all' the French
students’ potential - aflies were
integrated  hack into the system
_through the election, B sy &
L Reensivi
- ASSU president  Hayes and.
university.- ‘president - Kenneth
Pitzer: were ‘worried throughout

the sitin about the. possibility of

intervention by - federal

authorities’: Ta. gvoid  this .
intervantion, the Stanford Judicial -

| Couneil recomamended that Pitzer

. L
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- that studeni

asume emerginey powers, powers.

which Pitzes: desceibed to the

faculty as s%ﬁmntmg to “internal -

martial faw t LG Y SR

I “the féderat authorities had
intervened, # would not mean
that the uiiversity was unable to
govern itself, Indeed the existerice
of a threat ¢F outside intervention

meant that the university does not .,
#8 own destiny, The -

ruly govern §
-existing ° sfruciure’s " delegated
anthority lasle a5 long as it acts in
line with il system's national
goals. Whin the university
president  falts, outside forces

move in the ?oviets did in
Czechostovalia, - &+ - -
President’ Pitzer was disturbed

efused Lo give their
names to™ certain specially
deputized facuity members, These
faculty ‘mimbers were not
standing .~ up - for university
‘self-détermidigtion, The guestion
is not whether the faculty
members had food intentions; the
what did they do with

question is wha
" their power, - e Tant ig that thay.

‘were a.'cting"--"-'s'i_mply in liew of .
. putside forces. . G

. the sitin thréatened the people
. Who make up. buman sogiety. Sut
~ rather the sjt-in threatened the
authority . of. the federal.

|, came sround asking mames were

‘network  policés” Hself internaily
“authorities (the FCC

"and - praetice of ' bensvolent

. urniversities like Stanford. Fortune
- magazine deavoted much of its

e By Bill Evers :

: Threat to Feds

- The federal authorities saw the
sit-in as a threat to the security of*
their secret files, It was not that

—od

governmest, and, in this case, the |
authovity of their  designated -

To understand the natuve of the
case, remember that Lenin had
struck s blow againgt the Creat

Powers of the world by’ publishing

the secret treaties relating io

World War I, T

The' faculiy members who.

then - acting’ as  the ipternal
adminisirators of a system that
many of those sitting-in regarded
23 illegitimate, So the students did
not give their names, - :
Even _the CBS television

Bsez & Smothers Bius))
believing it ean. do |80 ‘mive
efficiently “than . the  higher
) _ OF crusaging
senator John Pagtore of Rhods
Istand), It is part of the theory

{Joan

despotism. -

: Ch_ar;.ﬁ:éi'i.né. and’ séci_éi enantrol
functions are an’ intégra! part of

January issue to the public service
funetions of modern universities,
gs - the  proving grounds.. -of |
federally-sponsored ‘research and’
the fraining grounds for the
executive suites of hig busineas,
American universitiés are part of
the American system, and the
system takes eare of its own, if
necessary with federal marshals or |
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