(First in a verles,)
By BILL FREIVOGEL
The story of why the

Academic Senate bas granted
ROTC limited credit after taking
iL awsy last vear 8 Jargely told
through the words and actions of
President Kenneth Pilzer.

On February 13, 1969, the
Academic Sennte voted that
“there should be no academic

eredit received for participation in
programs of military training and
l.'h.\.k,f;un .

But jusl over & month ago, the
Senate modifGed that stand In
adopting the Army's proposal of
“eredit for (ROTC) courses Laught
on Lhe swme basis as olher courses
taught at the University."

On Monday, the Academilc
Council will review this position

What happened between Lthe
somewhat coolradiclory Senate
aclions s entwioned in Pitzer’s
establishment of the President’s
Advisory Committee on ROTC
Affalrs and In the action of the
commitice itsell.

It was the Advisory Committee

that considered adminkstration
negotiations with the Defense
Dopartment. And il was this

commilles which recommended

to Pitzer in early January thathe
scoept the Army propossl subject
to modification by the Senale on
the issue of academic credit.
Key Questions

In analyzing PFitzer’s actions
and those of lhe commitiee, a
number of key gueslions arise,

Were questions of academic
credit still npen.to review by the
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Advisory Commitiee, or was [t
wmpposed to be restricted to
solving administmtive problems
such as allocating facllitien?

-Was the commities
repressntative . of community
opinions?

-Did the Felwuary 1969 Senate
sction eliminste credit for all
milltary jnstruction or only for
those courses lLaught by ROTC
officers? 4 '

‘Did the Advisory Committee
recommend acceptance of the
credit provisions of Lhe Army
proposal in January, or did it only

ask the Senate whether the
provisiona were soceptable,
without indicating a
reconuoendalion?

-Was it appropriate for Pitser
to recommend the Army's whole
ROTC plan when serious doubts
existed as 1o whether the
Advisory Commitlee made a
recommendation on the credit
aspects of the plan?

‘Did  Defense  Department,
alumni, or Trustee pressures cauge
Ptmr to back away from last yoars
Senate vote, or did he disagree
with that vote when it was taken?

Credit Question Cruelsl

Whether or not the Advisory
Committes had jurisdiction over
credit problems 18 in many ways
the crucial question

Controversy over this point
arises from a March, 1969,
correspondence  between Pltzer
and two faculty Senate members,
then chairman Leonard Schiff and
G. Lee Bach, head of the Senate's
Committee on Committees,

Tn describing possible tasks of &

Pitzer’s ROTC Stand "
Still Leaves (Questions

commitlee, Pitzer seems to
consder the credit queslion
seltled. He wrote: "In my view,
there is a real difference between -
on the one hand decisions

| concerning academic course eredil

and faculty status - and on the
other hand, arrangaments for an
extracurricular activily.

Facully Dominant?

“In the first area the formal
faculty deecision s &8 dominant
factor, wheress in Lhe second ares
sludent views are of compirable

weight, and practical factors
require special administrative
input.

“Tous, If the Academic

Council action leaves open the
consideration of academie -eredit
for courses taught by military

officers, clearly an Academic
Council committee should be
estublished.

“However, if no questions of
scademic credit or facully statue
remain to be considered, [ believe
2 Presidential cormmittee would be
mGre appropriate.”

Presidentisl Committee

A Presidentinl Committee was
eatablished thereby implying that
“no questions of scademic credit
.« remain to be considered.”

This implication seemed
confirmed by a May 5 memo from
Schiff and Bach:

“The main issues remaining are
administrative ones, though the
problems of transition of & new
ROTC status, will Involve some
scademic matter,"

By June, Pitzer scemed to have
changed his stance slightly. In his
charge to Llhe newly formed
Advisory Committee he asked
them, “To insure, on behalf of my
office and of the Senate, thit such
revislons ss may be negotiated
with Lhe Department of Defense
and the military services are
consisient with the spirit of the
Senate actions and of the faculty’s
views 23 expressed in the April
refarendum with due
conslderation slso of the student
and lrusle¢ view points as
expressed by their  respective
resolutions. ™

(Continmed on page 3)
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(Continaed from page 1)

The new stress on studenl and
Lustee resolutions atlowed the
Adrisory Commitlee to undertake
a broader range of inquiry than at
firit  seemed possible in  the

Pitzer-Schlff, Bach
correspondence,
The importance of this

phmmg in the charge is amplified
in light of the minutes from the
first meeting of Lhe committee on
Oclober 14,

They read: "Mr, Brooks (Viee
Provost Howard Brooks) read an

exchange of memoranda between

the President and Professors Bach
and Sohiff, . . The Bach-Schilfl
letter indicated that the *main
"ssuee remaining are administrative
ones, though the problems of
transition Lo & new ROTC status
will  involve pome academie
maliers.’

Any Question

“The commiltee concluded,
howeser, that nothing in the
charge Lo the Committes prevents
il from considering and rendering
: advice on any question il deems

nppropriate,”
Commitlee member Lyman -
Van Slyke criticized the

commitiee’s broad interpretation
! during the proceeding. Rellecling
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PIIZ(‘I' s ROTC Stand

on the  delibarations yesterday
Van Sly “ka said, *'1 think th
President just bad a hroader view .
of what the committee should do
than L

“I think lbe purpose should
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have been to implement the
Senate's six resolutions ( on
February 13, 1869)," he
continued. “But the letler of

commiseion of the Pregident was
somewhal broader and the
comtnittee conatrued it broadly,

Back To Senste

"The President - hoped to
moderate the action that the
Senate took last = spring,
presumubly by taking advice that
would allow him to go back Lo the

© Bennte.” he said,

Mot disagread with Van Slyke,
however. Their views and the
other questions ubout the ROTC
actions will be considered in an
article on Monday.
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