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STANFORD, CALIFORNIA

Faculty Will Review ROTC;

Pitzer Rejects Open Forum

By FRANK MILTER

President Kenneth Pitzor has
rejected & request for wn_open
community forum on ROTC, but
the entire faculty will review st
month's Acndemic Senate
decision.

In a_seven-page letler relensed
yesterday to the Stanford
Community (printed in full
Below), Pitzer denied that he had
acted with “haste and seerecy™ in
dealing with the ROTC question.

After outlining the history of
decisions affecting ROTC on the
Stanford campus he said, “In view
of the extensive discussion which
preceded the Senate vote and the
vpportunity for [further debate
and deliberation in the event of lts
review by the entite Arademic
Council, 1 believe no constructive
purpose would be served by
calling a separate mecting on this
issuc nt this time,"

Also yesterday, a petition wns
submitted by Ivofessor Harold
“Kahn, history, signed by many
more than the required 50
members of the Academic Couneil
asking for a spocial meeting of
that group to review the
Academic  Sennte decision on
ROTC. Prof. Kahn claimed that
146 faculty members had signed

the petition although Donald
Winbigler, academie secrelary to
the University, hes not yel

vorified that nurmber.
Another pefilion was also

submitted by 28 members of the
Acudemic Senate proposing that a
mail ballot be submitied to the
faculty nsking for approval oc

e Seoule's decision.
. hcullv members,

action and
wants  the

opposed,
Council meeting lo concentrate
on discussing ROTC rather than
haggling over procedures.

Restore Decision

special

The petition circulated by
Kahn asks for s speeial Council
meeling Lo consider the decision
of the Academic Senate and '
the very minimum restore the
prior decisions of the Academic
Council and Senate, announeed in
1969, with respect to ROTC at
Stanford.”

Three weeks ago the Academic
Senate voted to allow Anny

TC to grant limited credit Lo

ROT(‘.
appro
|’ndm-9r|dualo Studies, on a
one-year triol basis, A year sgo the
Scnate voted to deny credit-lo
ROTC courses nfter a goneral
phaso-out to he completed in
1973,

A Council meeting of all
faculty members of the rank of
assistant professor and  higher
wust be held within four »erh
since there is oot A regula
scheduled meeting before Apnl
Kahn asked Winbigler to eall a
mecting "‘before or no later than
March 5 so ss to avold the
prospect of the (‘ouncu convening
itsell during Dead Wee

Not Daring Dead Vlnl

Kahn feels the evenl ig of such
importance that any action should
be conveyed (o the Stanford
community by the news media
which is bot possible during Dead
Vicek ( the Daity does not publish
duﬂnr Dear Week

Winbigler did oot
yesterdsy  when  the
would be held.

The two pelilions assure that
the whole matter of ROTC and
the pomibility of having a mail
refecendum of the faculty on it
will be discumed al the Council
meeting. According 4o Winbigler,
“anything regarding ROTC
up for discusion sl the meeting.”

Auy Action Passible

The Council conld take any
action on the matter it deems
proper although it is unlikely that
it will do more than reject or
reallirm the Senate’s decision,

The Pilzer letter was in
response to requests of February
5, by the New Morntorium, the
Sludent Mobilization Committce,
the SD8, and the Now University
Conference o  have an open
forum on MOTC. In a letler to
Pitzer, the groups sid “‘many
members of the com
confused about ROTC
place on the eampus.” They ciled
“widespread public concern with
the ' presente of ROTC at
Stanford" in asking for the forum.

Pitzer said, “1 believe thal a
review of the recent hislory of
decisions affecting ROTC on this
campus will show that I have not
scted  arbitrarily, with  undue
haste, or without advice from the
faculty and students.”

know
meeting

Carswell Opposed

Februsey 12,1970

To the Stanford Community:

| have recelved a lettar bearing tha
nemes of the New Moratorm, the
Student Mobilizstion  Corm
Students for o Democratic Saclety,
the Mew Uniersity Conferance as
signutors, It dewls with ROTC at
Stonford, chorgss me with “naste and
screey™ in relering recommendations
of the Advisory Committee 00 RO ©
Affgirs 1o the Feculty Senaty, and
requests & “ecommunity forum™ on the
subgect. Becausa the letter carried no
peesanal signatuees and first sy
in the Dally, | am addresing this (aply
o the community in @ineral =o thet
the same sudience may heve my full
mmonse.

| believe that & review of the recent
Nistory of decisions stfecting ROTC on
this campus will show (hat | have not
acted srbitrarily, with undus haste, or
without sdvice from the fsculty and
studnts.

Thare have been nudwrous events
and discussions ower the past vear and
o half, nesrly oll of which heve been
roported in full of in summary form.
Informal talks and orgaized panel
premntations on ROTC took place
earty in the fsil of 1968. Thwsa
culirinatad in o report by 1en merbers
of the Academic Countil entitied
“ROTC st Stanford: A Faculty
Proposal.”

This was foliowed by the creation
of s #d hoe Commites 0n ROTC by
the Faculty Senate on Sept. 26, 1968,
In ernating the Committes, the Seat
resohvad  that “the OTC  progrom
should Le sitered, but that proper
relations betwéen the ROTC
depaimants and Stenford may be
established by review snd retorm of
the present ralations.”

On Jan, 16, 1969, the Serate
Committee held an coen b
“ROTC and the Unkersity,
meeting comsiswd slimost antirely of
statements offered from the floor by
1hose Interasted in the subject.

On Feb, 7, the Senata recaivad the
report of the Commitiee on ROTC,
The full reports of the msjority snd
minority recommendstions  were

34 Plea

Thirty-four SRI-Hanover
demonstrators entered pleas of

““Molo  contendre™ o charges
resulting from last spring’s
prolests. Many are Stanford
astudente

published a1 Campus Report

Supplerment on Feb. 11, The mejority |

caport recomvnendsd  #n end 10

scadermic oredit for reguist ROTC
alz

adoption of volutnery status for |
ary training  progrems in  the
rity; it did ot recommend the
o 0f ROTC »t Stanfard. {
On Feb, 13, the Faculty Senare
endorsnd six of the eight maority
recommendations of It Commities on
HOTC by A vote of 25 10 8, including
the propossl that no scademic cradit |
ba glven for paricpation in proorAMR
of military trsining and edycanion. It
called tor further committes study of
recomineadations  that ROTC  be
changed 10 an extracusticular activity,
n action which later led 1o the 4
formation of the Adasory Committes
on HOTC Aftalrs, '
In an ASSU referendum on Feb.
24, stucents voled 2,106 10 1, 307 that |
. ROTC ho 8 legtimots place an |

the campus and desnves zuoport and |

erndit fram tha University for all thos
peris of the program ther are of |
nuine arademic interest.”

On March 11, the University Board |
of Trustws acopted & resolution |
conceming ROTC in which @ urged |
“the Presdent of the Uniwrsity to |
continug  his comsultatian  with the |
Degartmsnt of Defwasa, leading 1o |
gopropesste sctions which will imarove |
and vitalize thie impartant program,”
The full text of the Trustee's |
rasaluion wes published In  the
Camaus Aepart March 19. |

On Apeil 8, the Acuiomic Councit
dobiated thy Feculty Senst's Fob, 13
ROTC oecision. At the conclusion of |
its discussions, the Council voted 249
10 139 for 8 mail ballot of the full
Acsteric Council,

To sncourage any wamber of the
faculty who wished fo &0 50 to place
his arguments, oo of con, on the
AOTC matter tafora his colleaguss, 8
ecisl Campus Report Suaplement for
thes purpase was snnounced and the
premniwtions reocived were published
on Apeil 22,

On April 30, the mil balloting of
the membses of the Acsdemic Council

(Continued on Page 5)

‘Nolo Cort

perhaps a5 much s two years of |
parole.

The uuwlcmm deals which
n the pleas filed Tuesday ,
nd Wednesday inchuded dropping
charges of obstmcting  free
passage, disturbing Lhe peace,

1 Of Pitzer’s ROTC Letter

0 e Facuty Semuty wmes dso
publishsd in full In the Jar. 23 Camps

. Regort,
At 3 pruse corfenos in my office
on Jan, 27, the ROTC rwaiiar was ans
of iha Aubccts consdured snd fasly

(Continusd from Page 1)
the Swnate’s NOTC dacision
by avote of 400 to 366,
On .dure B, | zppainted the
President’s Advisary Committoz on
NOTC Alfsies, et/ rosponsibility,

and tha
conmmittins,
Oct.

facuity nominstion

22, & propesal far the

revision of the Army ROTC progem

weas submitted by Colorel Namey 1o

uu Uniwrsity, 1 formseded the

Propos¥ (0 e Adulory Comrittee
©n AOTC Alfuirs o0 Oct 30, 1969,

The recommandations of tha

mestivg of Jen, H, 1870, ty cha
Chairman of e W!y Sarata .
Prafessor Clebech, snd reported on i
tront poe of the Daily on Jan. 12.
Prafemar  Clebsch  nated  that

Sanetn v Aapectad 10 corsider the

raportal ity Ja, 22 vaating, and vegsd
| members of the Council to ke their

| represcatatives.
Cauncsl wes reponted an full in the
Guwm s Rupart Suppiement of Jan,

_ The official report of the
Cominittey wt ant ta e on Jan. 12,
| and 1 transmitted it with 3 covering
\erter surmenarizing ry MRSHONSE 0 it to
e Swering I:u-mmn of 1he Senate
| @n Jan. 16. Capies of iz

discussed, My comm v
sumvrmei & in he lacal press wid i
the Campu Aason of Feb. d.

As the chrunology inmeates, the

question of ROTC wi Sieatard nas w

it diGclased O MUMErOUS DUASONS
and in numerous fares, rangicg frorm
meeting of the Feculty Senate and the
Acadzmic Courdil-whara jurisdliction
in fuch matters 33 wcwdvmic oadit
propaly msides to a student body
refersadyny Thasa  discussiors  and

molew af te Ssnaie's declsan on
scadnmic crenit remaing paning,
My aan postion an ROTC has
bezn made oladr  on  numerouy
nccasiors: | shars tha deap concern
axpmised by many  Tscully  and
stycmnts abour the need for revision of
individusl #uient contracts with the
military wrvicss, e0d inrend to work
1or sueh chonge through Congrrisanal
. Ia otker respects, | Fnd the
Army propasal reamaabl  Erd
xnephhh, wid wary sz indeed to
recommendutivrs slosited by the
F-ww Scnate 3 yeer ag0.
Thy posivon of ROIC on cmpus
vall be sulstsrilislly aitered under the
Amy progosal. In sbolishing taculty

actions provide  leakground far the rank and  Acad
el a0w bring for ROTY
wonwidarae By the faculty. Acny  propoml

Feb. 13 adopted six
repammendstions from he majority
rmport of 15 3d hoc Commites o0
AOTC and referred  tao Ot
mGorEn RTONS 10 5 committes to be
establishwd suhsegasntly.
ecommendation  Six that
“‘University author shoukd

pev tnttiste action lesding 16

primary  vbjecions wolced ta  this
RO 3 year wy. |1 COAMAT 13 the

aureed 10 suBOIT conrse prozossls up
0 2 coribingd 101l nor o Excred nire
units ta the Committes an

detarmining whether

l,pmn Stanfard and  the srmed
vaes ' On my instructions, Vice
Provot  Broaks bogen  negotiatior
with (ha (hrea sacviess for revisean of
the cantrects 10 bring ROTC as clasly
‘a3 pomible into gonfonrmnce
recommendstions of* (e Sanate, In
kacing vith this reslution | el
appointes the Aduisory Committus on
nu;;::-m #s almady nated,

corr
dml-ma- ard other buckground
meteriul wara sent on NMonday, Jur, 19
| to mambers of e Serste, ta studets
{including 1 ASEU and

HANT T80 months
the Army  proposal
Colonel Rarwy. Al
this extended discussion the

zonzidering
subimitied by

the student Seaatel, s 19 The sampus
|- mede (Tne Daily, KZSU and

ta :Iurmm' Tavulty
Irstructors; and to crsste & Cantar far
Militery  Studies i place  of 1he
Degartment ot iliary  Sciros,
Faculty and slucants from the HOTC
| Cammitme perticipssg in the debate,
which wae transinitted five 1o Blshop
| Auditorium to an sudisnce of students
| and faculty.
Adwsary

and my memarandum trasmiting i«

by asix to
two vty lﬁulthAm
propossl with minor chungie {which
wera made] ang sublect to cbtining
1ha “ackice and cansent of the Senat
on the peoposs! for yranting of
academic

accordance
and  smrdards  of the
an  Uadergradaate

basis In
readimes

Commi
St

In accordence with ihe

P ¥
agned with the Army while 3 potentisl

with the  shant,

£aursEs MY rHCeive
wedi; RAOTC courses would recwive

committee’s davision, Thers iy, in
no guerantes (har any couse |
will mecaive any cred t.

The only rmaining oot e 1S
e suestion of whether of nol At
NOTC hall haws a0 o3portunity 16

submil coLre propos’s which may.
cwalify for liited acssuniic amdit an
the samm Lekis 2 other spadal,
non.decartments!  programs.  This
qusation peaperly renieins within the
faculty's  jursgiction.
Senate and e Academic Council are
the approsriate  decisiormsking
badies.

[0 vive of the satarsive discussion
which puaccded the Sensta vate and
the opportuaity tor further dsbaia and
deliberation in e event of its raview
W th: eatme Acalemic Coundil, |
Dwliavs N0 constructiv (xirpase would
b s by caling & seperate meeting
or Wi istur &t This time.




