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News Analysis

3 o .
egotiations:
L]
By BILL FREIVOGEL,
‘Third in a Senrs)

Stanford’s sole negotistor with the Defense Daparcment on ROTC

was lhe aulhor of lhe Minordty HOTC Heporl which Lhe Faculwy
Senate rejecled in February, 1968,
The negnsiator, Vioe Praovost Tloward Brooks, voted agoinst the
Majority Report’s roeommemdations during  Faoulty  Senste
deliberslions; neverthaless President Kenneth Pitzer chose him w
implement those recommendalions.

Pilewr expluios Lhe Brook nomination as “cssentially o mntéer
where T needed somonne oo do the job who was fully knowledeeable
about  the Unisesity admbiisteative elruclure and who wae  bigh
anough in the University Lo conunand pesonyd atlention.””

Asked whether Brooks' opposition o the recommendations he wis
implemenling leinled the nomination, Pitzer responded: T respeer
lbul cumment, but I can't regard it 2 adequate to disqualify hom,

“He was @ member of the Senate unbke the other members of the
administration,” he concnued, “and be fully reslized thal his
objcctive waz to obtaln approval [or Lhe Senale plan or Lo come as
close to it a3 possible.”

: Early Sammer Negatiations
Braoks begnn his negotintions early in the summer. In a June letler
o membars of the President's Advisory Conunilies be ex
optimism that “moat If not all of Lhe revisions desired by the Senate™”
would ba included in an Army propossl,
Fator, amplifying this siatetnenl Brooks explained, "“We wore close
to the Senste reconunendulions then, and wr got cven claser,” This
indicales thul o vardy as Juoe Brooks ennsideved limitad credit and no
change in Lhe punilive clnuses as allowable departures from (e Senale
puldelines.
The resuli vl Brooks™ work was the Avmy's October 22, 1969
reeommendation (or “revision of Army ROTC institutional and
seudent conlracts. " This is the proposal that Pitzar later recosun=nded
to the Sensle und which it adopted after & few clanges.

The President’s Advisory Committes begsn ils exsmination of the
Army pruposal on November 20, lu thsl sod luler mectings the
academic credit issue bacame the leading point in dispute—or, as the
committoe minutes desceibe il, the “crunch issue.”

For this reason, lhe committee members’ attitudes lowsed Lhe
aredit question were criticnl; and, since five of lhe members entered
the deliberstions in favor of some accredilalion, the “erunch ismo®
was virfually settied bafore It wae discussed.

Studeats Not Ohjective?

The report in yveslerdayx Dally focusad on the three sludeols on
the commities, and showed that all shree enlered the deliberntions in
favor of giving ROTC some eredit, Therefure, tbey disagrond with the
crucial recommendation of the proposil they wore implementing.

The appointment procedures that put these students on the
cuommittes ramain in doubl. In fact, Councll of Presidenls mieoiber
dohn Grube who is lbe only person who admils baving u role'in the
selection of the students, stoted yvesterday thal he was not sure sny of
the roughly 15 students who applied were inlerviewed,

Some elements of the appoinlownt proecdures for facully also
#eent L be in doabt, though lhe doubts are philosophical mibier than
prucedurnl, :

Of the five facully members appoiuted, lwo, Lyman Van Sivke,
and Alan Maone expressed some opposition to parts of the Artny
propoeal; Lwo other members, dean Bayeoss and Fugene Webb entered
the deliberations in favor of soma ROTC credil; sod unother
professor, J. Kaith Maou, slarted his sommitles work completaly
ncommilied. « - : S .

Veiled Bias?

Like all other fscully sppoiniments, these men wara chosen by Lhe
Faculty Senata’s Cotomilee un Committees chaired by G.L. Bach.

And, like owobers of all other committeas, profegsorn: were chosen
without reggard lu their mterese, or views on the ROTC issue.

Bach explains, “We trind to avold pulliog eithér extrome on the
coounitiee. We tried very hard o get people who were jodicious, sod
as we dn on all committees we Lried Lo el dilTerent people involved In
te committes system, and sllempied Lo gee a rensanable distribulivn
ol seniarity and oplhion va il. '

"Tut, with most of Lbe people we didn’t know whether they were |
for or againsl il, and irankly we did not care.™ he suid. i

On the isua of acadenic credit the committee’s facuity menbers
consisoantly voled 3-2 in favor of limited sceditation. Pechaps the
majority of the members of future commiliess chacged wnith
impleruentation nf n decicion should aio be judged by whesher they
agree wilh the deeision,

Attention to Credit

As the commiltee meelings continued, attantlon conlinued s
canter o0 the credit problem. The views of lhe members of the
copunitles are summarizod in this exerpl (com the November ¢
minutes: “Professors Mauae and Van Slyka  held the view Lhst
il {the propesal flor limited credit), i coalrery lo. Seonte
Recommendstivon No. 1 (enlling for the lerinimstiun of eredic for
participation in programs of military training und eduention. )’ '

The minutes continued. “The ovpposing argoment was  thal
Recommendation No, 1 dell primadly with coutses taught by |
military in 3 militaty depariment with ecredic delermined by the
militars,™

Proponenl ol limited nendemic credil also argued thot 8 campaigi
adverlisement in the April 4, 1969 Daily, substantisses cheir armusent
because it mentions the peesibilily of credit heing manted by lhe
Committes on Undargraduate Bludies,

Opponent: of Limiled credit discount this add as cam
propapanda and chacee Lhat some of those who sigoed it had never
read it. They also reler to pavagraphs of Lhe Mujority Repors from
which the ROTC recommandations were made last yoar.

Il reads: “A grent anbu ol changes have baen suggested Lo bring
e ROTC programs closer conformity with aecwpled practioe . . .

“Tut even Jf all Urese alterations ave I fucl made, there will still
remsin & residuuc of anomaly. In the Mujoritys view, the crueial
questiobefure Lhe Smanford conununily s whether or pot Lhis
residuum is compntibla with Stanford Univessity—or at least
compalible enough to be soceplable. 4

Majority Canclusion

The conclugion ol lhe Majority aftar weighing lbe cvidenec is that
ns & formal on-camopus program, sponsured, sunctioned, and partially
mpported by Stanford Univemity, the ROTC program i aol
compulible with tha Ubiversity. Morcover, this incompatibilicy i
inherent n the very oulure of the ROTC programs. and therefore
eannot be removed by various changes which are from time 10 line-
rroposed.*  ° . .

But the credil isaue returned to the Senale vo lup of Piszor’s
recommendstion for limited accreditation. The importance of this
recommendation in causing the Sepale lo aHey Wts previous stund
remains in doubt--and, to thal we will turn an Friday,




