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STANFORD The Sfanford Academic Council today cpproved a pmposal permmmg Army ROTC
courses to quahfy for limited academic credit on a one~year trial basis,

The mail ballot vote was 390 to 373. '

- University President Kenneth $. Pitzer had s#rcngly endorsed the proposal which was qpproved
Jan. 22'by the Foculry Senate, 23-13. : 7
In accord with the Senote oc*lon, the Commitiee on Undergrqducte Studies "will consider each
;Ann)? course prepesal for academic cradit on i¥s ccodemic merits, with no presumption ‘that any such
proposal will be accepted.”

_in January, Pitzer told the Senate that the Army is p"epared to let the issve of credit stand or
. fall on the committee's decision on each course proposol.

The new plan will take effect this fall. It eliminates Academic Council membership for ROTC
instructors and reduces the number of ROTC course units from the present total of 27 to a possible
maximum of six or nine. Stanford requires 180 units for graduation . |

Admmisl’mhvely, Army ROTC will be shif+ed from a department in the School of Humamhes
and Scuences to a Center for Military Studies, reporting the University Provost. '

The Army prcposal has been regorded as a possible prototype for similar changes by the Navy
and Alr Force, which also hove ROTC units at Stanfonrd There was no immediate indication whether

they would, in fact, submit similar proposals. -

o Stanford currently has about 250 students in ROTC programs, down.about |00 from Iust year. The
: Army alsne has 100 cadets, compared to 160 in 1968-69 . - :
| Pitzer said he waos pleased that the Senate position had been sustomed He emphos:zed that the
‘ prﬁgram would be thoroughly reviewed after its initial year. "1am still very much concerned about
~_the puritive: ‘clauses i in mdwndua' student contracts and intend to do everything possible to call '
~ attention to this problem and urge co-rechve action, " he added. _

L VPml_"'. William Clebsch, Senate chairman, said the results of the referendumi "are as narrow as the
issue on WHiéh the vote was taken. i have thought all aleng there was little difference between the

Senate's 1969 action opposing credit and the 1970 action specifying the single channel through which
credit might or might not be givent to ROTC coutses. The vote shows the faculty has no strong preferences
ese two actions, but the 1970 acticn stands. It is clear that this faculty does not want to kick ROTC

- off campus. ‘It is also clear the faculty does not want ROTC as a regular academic program. Nothing
" else is very clear.” Clebsch voted with the mfbrity . e

Prof . Harold Kahn, who led. oppesition to the Senate action, scnd the vote was "very unfortunate,
though expec’red " While he did not anticipate the results wolild be quite so close, he said it "suggests
fhg fsascgl |§eketl‘iwm“ its.own r‘:asfrgttlon" in retainin confl‘oL over the Umversﬂ’y s ucadel"ttnc program .

Eol"ranley Ramey: head of Atmy ROPE <iMd"he Sipectod f A0GITRY ABSPIRITS Wredlf odded
before fhe Army ROTC course proposals were in tinal Form for submission fo the Committee on Under-

" graduate Studies. : :

The mq;onty vote murgm narrow ly exceeded the number of ROTC instructors who are members:

-of fhe Academic Council at present. They totol 1!,
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