CALL IT WHAT YOU LIKE

. The Stanford Anti-ROTC Hovement

The current situdent movement at Stanford 14 addressing ilssues much
vroader than those suggested In auch narrow comments as "Stanford Univer-
fity - is no place to'train soldiers,” though such comments are widely
approved, A the movement to Off ROTC expands into its second active
week on campus, & number of immediate gquestions need 'to be anawered.

Something else, however, should be dealt with first. There exists on .. ..
. this-campus-and -atross thesnation a po putar mentaIity which 1 4 both agutely
analytic and conslstently myopic. It is characterlzed by Deniel Bell's
BEnd. of Ideology world view which takesn the American soclal system for
granted, and which treats 511 contradictions in that systen as though they
were mere ripples on its plastic.surface, aimple and separate and easily
absiorbed. From 1t emergen Compartmentalized Thinking, the ability to
cerutinize a given objesct of roncetn while gomehow ignoring its position
or function in a more embracing fabric of reality. From it, specifically,
come such arrvogant responges as "You can't justify smashing Business
school windows in your efforts to eliminate ROTC!™ This critique will not
attempt a detaliled demonstyration of the complex connections between
Stanford, ROTC, the war, The military in seneral, blg bualness, U. 8.
imperialism, and the American power elite. The writer{of this)accepts
these connections as a foregone conclusion, Should the reader{you)be )
confused at this point, however, he might read for detalls the ROTC lusue
. of the Stanford Chaparral(Feb. 16, 1970) as well as the BDS booklet
Maggie's Farm(fall, 1969) before dismissing such a conclusion ag groundless,
Tt requires a yadical departure from the popular method of locking at ’
things--a method nurtured and cheriahed at Stanford--to arrive at a more
unified view, Movement.people tend to forget thia and become impatient.
For our new peoble, appreciation of the goals and tactics of the Off ROTC
. Movement.really beging with a new appreciation for the overall texture of

fmerican life. Should you decide that obedience 0 & repressive power
atructure is as much a part of atudent and civilian life ag it is of

nilitary life, and that you are in fact surrendering to that egocentric
and dehumanizing gtructure until or unless you fight it, the rest comes |

eanily.

What are the immediate objectives of the Stanford liovement? The most
obvious objective is the total elimination of ROTC from the campus. Faculty
members on both sideas of the lasue contend that, for better or worse, &a
final decison hag already been made. For 1ts part the administration has
demonatrated its readiness to invoke a court injunction against any student
ar teacher who challenges the validity of that so-called decision. In
addition, a new fixture on campus(the writer(me) proposes to call it Pitzer's
Fig Patrol) consisting of a large number of uniformed and plainclothes
police and self-appointed vigilanteg continues to demonsitrate its readi-
neasa to bust anyone who acts in violation of sald injunction. Obviously,
of fing BOTC means defying the injunction. fnd it means dealing with the
pigs, whoever they are, because they are acting ag the only tangible
forece standing between the people and the power. That power, in the
people’'s hands, would move to eliminate BCTC.

.From -this dema. a corollary_objective.gThe_movement_intendﬁ to imprefis
upon the Stanford power structure that the ésritifination of ROTC-will -be
far more cogtly and bothersome than it 1is worth., In February, 1969, the
Stanford faculty voted to remove all academic credit from RBOTC, abolish
the punitive clause in atudent contracts, and deny faculty privileges
to ROTC officers—-—-three decinive atepn toward the progranm's ultimate

abolition. Too declisive, in faoct, for the Department of Defense to toler-
ate, Iaat October, Preaident Pitzer sot the word., Stanford’'s 17 miilion
dollars in DoD contracts sttood in gevere jeopardy unless something a bit
more satisfactory could be worked out for the Army. It ia reasonable to
assume that the DoD was bluffing--it needs the resesarch. But that didn’'t
matter to Pitzer and the Academic Senate. The bluff worked, and the rent
ia vecent history. Our current movement proposes, as a final recourse, to
fight fire with fire. How nmany windows add up to $17 million? At the same
time, by disrupting ROTC clasnes and drawing continued attention to the
1 aaues we hope to discourage students from further participation in the
Progran.

Finally, dlasent against ROTC is both symbolic and substantive at the



national level. Symbolic in that it reflects active and growing concern over
university complicity in the war effort, complicity which ranges from the
production of military officers to the ongoing research in weapons technolo-
gy and counterinsurgency methods. Subutantive in that 1t serves further
rotice to universities nationwlde that ROTC -1s a loning gamble, that rather
than wait for the final confrontation they might eliminate it now whlle
looking to sources outside the DoD for financial support. They've got to
learn, Booner or labter,

Once these objectives are undersatood, tactics remain to be discussed.,
Ta there a place for rational dialogue in. this struegle? Within the movement
itgelf and between the movement and the greater Stanforé community, yes. The
movement 1o pressing its effort to esgtablish such dialogue by making its
objectives and concurrent activities public, and by openly inviting discus-
gion in affinity groups, mesy meetings,; and campus living quarters., Between
the movement and -the adminidgtration.with which it must finally deal, however,
the answer 1g apparently ro. The movement did not dreate or provoke this
aituatlon. Pitzer himself declared the -lssue closed to further debate as
early as laut February. No “conatructive purpose” could be served by a
community forum on ROTC, he told the Paily. ‘ T

Meanwhile, we have thus far witnesued botha peaceful and a militant slde
to ‘moveément actiong. The peaceful march through campus, past ROTC and to
Pltger's mansion last Thurgday evening drew over 1,000 participants., The
movement's peaceful attempt %o participate "in last Friday's Academlc Council
meeting ended abruptly when Pitzer inatructed Dan DeYoung to read the .
injunction, #pontaneocusly snet to the tune of "We Shall Overcome.” Movement
members walted outﬁideifor“the meeting to end, voting as a body to reject
s last minute administration offer’to allow three "repregentativen? to ;
apeak for the group, then engaged several dezen faculty members in rational d
diglogue aft they emerged from the bulliding. Mlongside such peaceful efforts,
however, have come the militant actions .arising out of our coat-benefit'
analysia, In the end, it seems that the lsaue will have to be resiolved ~
through force,. We already know that Pitzer.is prepared to crush us with hia
Pig Patrol. How this challenge can he met remaing to be reen. But whether
it means breaking windows, taking buildings, or shutting down the campus,

___the objsctive remaina: we must make ROTC boo costly to keep., This cost is
incurred in many ways, perhaps the least of which fa Purely finaheilgl. Ob-— "
viously we won't have to break $17 million worth of windows. Every disrTup-
tion threatens the overall stability of the university machine, Stanford
becomes further enmired in the losing battle to nave face with its own -
community and the Pentagon. The truntees apply inecreased pregoure. Ken Plizer
has nightmares about David Packard and red paint, Alumni and parenta scream
that their aid and their children will be withdrawn from. such an unhealthy
environment. And the prestige of this universlity hits the akids. We are
assured that BOTC cannot be Tetained at such a cost, We aTre prepared to .
inflict that cost if necessary. B -
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