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i he B ily C i night Is Name 

. | Basketball Coach 
- University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin 53706, Thursday, April 25, 1968 PY ee tater 

t 
i VOL. LXXVIII, No. 124 5 CENTS A COPY _ gobert M, Knight, head basketball coach of the United States Military 

| Academy at West Point, Tuesday was named head basketball coach at k 
e the University of Wisconsin. 

tu a nt tri = n n Knight, 27, was appointed by the executive board of the University of 
Wisconsin Board of Regents, according to a spokesman for Pres, Fred 

Harvey Harrington. 
i @ A graduate of Ohio State University in1962,Knight played varsity ball 

t 5 for three yearson Buckeye teams that won 78 and lost 5 in 1959-60, 1960- 
61 and 1961-62, The Buckeyes were NCAA champions in 1960 and runners- 

| : up in 1961 and 1962. 
| By Cea Sree the ne scheduled at the Capitol The march will be dedicated to Knight became assistant basketball coach at Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio High 

Oe ee dave Maurice Zeitlin, Dr, Martin Luther King, Jr. School in 1962 andcame to Army asan assistant basketball coach in 1963. 

es oleate fe ee a eee eo The rally Friday at the Stock Ip his two years as an assistant coach at Army, the Cadets had a com= 
| picketing and leafleting of all ma~ y.grad, student), Mrs. Pavilion will feature Muhammad  pjined record of 40-15 and finished thirdinthe National Invitational Tour- 

be jor classroom buildings, a rallyat Betty Boardman (recently return- Ali, General Hugh Hester, and a pament twice. 

___the Stock Pavilion featuring Mu- = ea mee beret Larry live performance bythe Milwaukee As head coachat West Point the past three seasons, Knight had records 
: pte ee es a — _ Ce Se Commandos Drum Group. Tickets of 18-8, 13-8 and 20-5, Army was invited to play in both the NCAA and 

itol grounds are the major ee the Madison cman (continued on page 11) Be ee ee Beco rn ne EE ay ee 
| planned for the National Student e deny, eX om semantic j 
| Strike onthe Madison campus April S d M F d Army finished in the Top 20 in "ae re y finishe e Top ~ 
| 25 to 27, e econ an ine both the AP and UPI wire service #9 : 

es oe oe ‘ Pil auch Ba of eat eoat } News of Knight’s appointmen a i 

at home and abroad, and to ex- / M st he Ca e came in mid-afternoon, Tuesda ' | é . s Y; | 
| onan Dae n U ac Ss before the announcement was made 2 ; ; 

O° - - i . F ty or the poole of cn By PETER ABBOTT he was “hazy”? about what hadhap- Pup th ns ve | 
Africa, and Latin America, : Cardinal Staff Writer pened andthat he hadbeen drinking. 1.0 <6 ‘until Coach Knight reached Pe 

Nationally, marches are planned University graduate student The incident began when Stark West point.?? Wisconsin Athletic ‘ “he i 
in New York, Chicago, Philadel- Robert Stark pleaded guilty today and McKnight entered Sommer-  pjrector Ivan B, Williamson said Vee : 

P phia, San Francisco and Los An- to a battery chargestemmingfrom vyille’s apartment Sunday atl a.m. «so he could notify officials there. bs Ries ’ i} 
; geles, Internationally, students an accusation thathe andbartender They did not leave until 4:30 a.m., pe has biened naicontracest one ree 7 t »// 

| will coordinate activities insym- Gerald McKnight beat and forced sommerville said. taruent ver cnde(lielen ahs ‘ eed 
} pathy with American demonstra- two University students at gun- ‘ year contract here.” ly be 

tion in Britain, Japan, Mexico, point to shave off their mustaches, h et eee — ‘ : 4 S se a 
Africa, Canada, Ital d s County Judge Russell Mittelstadt 5a! re ie Ee i =o eee 3 
ae ee fined Stark $207 plus $200 court ment because they had heardthere sean quentee rages ist a 5 : 7 
Billed by Madison’s chapter of costs, and will sentence McKnight was a party there. Sommerville May 1 to become general manager | __ 4 ES ¥ 

! the Committee to End the War in May 6. McKnight pleaded guilty Was alone in the apartment, Stark Gr’ tne Milwaukee NBA franchise, j" ~ ae ie 
Vietnam as a “political strike,? | Monday to assault and reckless Said, and then an argument over 4: ing athletic Board had been \- ue 
the three days of activities will use of firearms. politics began. Hoffmaster was 4 04g with a very difficult decision ne a Lawes 
culminate with a march from the Detective Lt. Roy Holtzman told Called to the apartment during the choosing a new coach, j 1 Sere aNs 
University’s Library Mall to State | the Wisconsin State Journal Tues- 7! gument, Rie a sun tremiendosly diel | e pe 
Capitol grounds beginning at 1:00 day that the 6 foot 5 inch Stark  gqmmerville maintained, how- ult decision for the Board to ; Ace 
p.m. Saturday, The twenty anti- had turned himself in voluntarily j : | a PAAR E 

: ever, that it was unlikely that they np id Tuesday. “Of ss) feiss a. 
war organizations sponsoring the _ that day. Paneeomenda looking for a party me ya eee ou Ge UesU aye Ee! Bok Ace eeAt 
march have announced that the fol- Stark told Judge Mittelstadt that because, before they had entered, ne - gma ce ae tia —_ 1 : 

. : te is lowing speakers will be present at Hoffmaster ‘made a disparaging they had peered into the window fant coaches, and feels disap~ ROBERT M. KNIGHT 
remark about my country” when the ? 

i | S li fudee. asked “lin why he had fit where they could see him alone pointed for them when they don’t get the position. 
; Facu ty p ifs on Hoftmaster, Hoffmaster is now Y2'cune television. “Bob Knight is an outstanding young coach and young man,” Erickson 

R ’ Decisi wearing 30 external and internal “Only one or twosentenceswere Continued, “and I have the highest personal regard for him.” 
egents ECISION stitches. “He said he was a com- exchanged,’ Sommerville said, _ Junior forward Jim Johnson seemed pleased, although alittle stunned 

By DENNIS REIS munist and a socialist, I just got “before they beat me up.” Som- Byte suddenness of the decision, i 
Cardinal Staff Writer mad and I hit him.” merville was treated for stomach pone Erickson said CoachKnightis avery fine young man,” Johnson 

ihe viatudeincetins etihe Board Hoffmaster told The Daily Car- and face bruises at the University said. “He’s only 27 and should make a real wonderful coach for the 
; Sr esenteeh e ad dinal: “The statements by Bob Hospital. players. We thought the job would be kept here at Wisconsin because 

gents has produced among Stark in defense: of Bob Stark are Coaches Brown and Powless had recruited us, coached us and had always 
7 students and faculty various re- lies His Wersionscof what 1 -adid “Hoffmaster was called in be- been so honest with us. : 

3 actions whose significance slowly °°" 1:06 ‘That's all I can say.” Cause they forced me at gunpoint —_ «People here are basketball fanatics,” Johnson added, “and want a good 
- arises from the somnolence of . * to do so,” Sommerville added.The team. I think he will be a good coach, and we will do all we can to have 

spring break. Student discipline Sommetvilio: added. that Stark?s gun was Sommerville’s 12 gauge a good team at Wisconsin.’ 

—_— aoe housing regulations— count contradicted an earlier Shotgun. Knight’s style of play resembles that of Ohic State, where he played 
| neither was approved—are of im- a ; under Fred Taylor. mediate concern since both have Statement he had made to Som~ As soon as Dick (Hoffmaster) «ey, * ith Taylor.” : 

been recommended for adoptionby ™erville’s and Hoffmaster’s law- came, I told him to cool it. Dick Teecek Saat areca ee IEEE CORRE a Qty ieee 
j the faculty, yer. “He said then that he had did nothing but agree with every- ae nein reese 38 show for it. Taylor’s ideas are pretty much 

When he ti been too drunk at the time to re- think Stark said until Stark punch- # 
less ee ha pais the imei berinGn canal hadelicopenedss ediehim and knesd hii above ie Knight’s teams at Army have been very strong defensively. The Cadets 

ge not approved the in- ; finished third in team defense in 1967 andlead the nation in defense last 
terrim disciplinary policy, Law The attorney, Floyd Brynelson, right eye, knocking him clear lowi I ¢ 59.9 point inst . 
Professor Walter Raushenbush, 2gTeed that Stark had indicated across the room,” FSi CDS OULY 2 ouney race: Che 0sy pole agetneh ent ere 

7 
| who is most directly responsible 
| for the Crow report, responded, e . e e ® 
| “Basically there are three factors s ru Cc ive & mi n Gi s © U m ia i affecting the Regents’ vote. The 

first is the personal prejudices of ~ 
the individuals. Every ‘man has By ROB GORDON Truman. Kirk, a former Wisconsin professor, is on a business trip in 
them; they cannot be tossed aside, Ass’t News Editor Latin America, the College Press Service reported. 
The second concerns a need for ; h ae The students, some 100 innumber, took over five rooms of the building 
the Regents to assert their role ; a = a LL anG fa chee eens eG: tat ries including the president's office, As dawn broke city policemen guarded 

2 in the University, That is, they are nae He ae = Saabs Hees our major east coast universities the building and prevented more students from entering, although some 
the ultimate on-campus authority MG CO;e8eS *UeSCay and eee say : reportedly were let in through open windows. There were no attempts 
an may Consider this th The scenes were: Columbia University, New York; University of Mary- to disperse any students already inside, sources disclosed 

tite: t wel S the proper — jand, College Park; Trinity College, Hartford, Conn.; and Boston Univer- 3 } 
Th o 0 remind the faculty of this. sity, At Hamilton Hall, black protestors continued to hold Coleman for 

i however, is most At Columbia students who barricaded the office of Dean Harry Cole- a twenty-four hours stretch until shortly after 2 p.m. Wednesday when 

ae ant. The Regents are di- nan to protest the construction of a gymnasium and a national defense they released him, maintaining their grasp of the building. 
the 7, ee to the people of program that Columbia participates in escalated their activities in the Students at Low Library were said to have “wrecked” Kirk’s office. 
eee on = to es _ legisla- second day of demonstrations. 5 A Rembrandt painting valued at over $100,000 was smuggled out of the 

mines Bees, Create The gym, they say, being built in Morningside Park in west Harlem, office by university officials. 
eeeeioaets e bait oF Boe iP S would take needed park area away from the black community. The de- | Some 500 counter-demonstrators stood in the spring rain to heckle 
mental t eee DBA etri= fense program, the Institute for Defense Analysis, is charged with sup- protestors at Low. 
maa ‘0 ; paces of the Uni- porting the United States war effort in Vietnam. All evening classes at Columbia were cancelled and buildings were 
wiih Re - pene in connection : At 2 p.m, Tuesday some 300 students—both black and white—took locked. Sources at the university say that school may be called off today 
Be . ow incident. The Regents over Coleman’s office in Hamilton Hall. There they heldthe dean as in fear of further demonstrations from the near-by Harlem area. The 

a ee ake into account the atti- hostage. gates to the campus at 116th Street and Broadway may be locked to all 
esses oe fair she bere The student demands included the following: but students and faculty with identification cards, 

some detail Scie a a * that the people (students and other members ofthe city community) At the University of Maryland, about 80 black students interrupted 
line tee : “ar for’ on who were arrested in the last few weeks for obstructing the gym’s con- 2 convocation service speech Wednesday afternoon by the schoo]’s pres- 

Rae nok enactonc aon nary ol; struction be aided by university intervention in the civil offenses; ident, Wilson Elkins. He was reportedly speaking on civil rights. Twenty 
that the s ae Henne ce * that probation sentence of six students, who were disciplined last students, who initially rushed the stage as the president addressed over 
Sines jae ah - ees week for their protest against IDA, be lifted; 7,000 students were met by about a dozen policemen, 

ed's ee the. Revents a * that a ban placed on demonstrations inside university buildings be ¥ oe abi a the student government at Marylandrevoked the 
lifted: registration of SDS, 

more carefully examine them, It * that construction of the new gym cease; and At Trinity College more than 200 students took over the administration 
(continued on page 11) * that the university sever its ties with the IDA, building Tuesday night, they locked the doors and refused exit to Pres, 

The sit-in continued into the night and next morning. At 5:30 a.m. the Albert Jacobs and the board of trustees, who were meeting at the time, 

4 ‘ ERMIN REPORT black students in the office requested all whites present to leave on Their chief demand was the implementation of a program for disadvan- 

grounds that it was first and foremost a local-racial issue which they taged students. The students released the officials shortly after 1 a.m., j 

faced alone. At this point it was reported that many of the black people after administrators guaranteed 15 new scholarships a year, 

a PART ll present were from the local community and Harlem, At Boston University black students took over the administration build-  — 

i The white students, led predominantly by Students for a Democratic ing Wednesday morning protesting the dismissal ofa physics instructor, 

a Society, marched to Low Library, the main administration building on Steven Newman. It was reported that an agreement was reached that f y, y> : 
a campus, office of Columbia Pres, Grayson Kirk and Vice-Pres. David night. No further information was available. 

vas p
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. . . a " 

*, . . that Continual and Fearless Sifting and Winnowing by which alone the truth can be found...” 
a a a a a 

Che Baily Cardinal — , | . 

| A Page of Opinion , J | 

Support the Strike . 
Esl = 

Tomorrow and continuing through Saturday student anti- : . 7 : 
war groups here and around the world are having mass ‘ . 
demonstrations to protest the War and racism. ' , ' rs 

Foremost on the agenda of activities is a mass student- : ' - . . t 
faculty strike planned for tomorrow. The Daily Cardinal 4 Pee ss 1 
supports this strike and the other educational and protest ; 4 3 tae -_. 
activities. ; ~~ ; a , 

As with most student demonstrations of this sort, the q ae 4 
whole show will have little immediate concrete effect on mn ae bi, 
the course of world politics. a ‘ 4 . b 

| This demonstration, though, can be very important as a : x 4 ’ 2 
an gesture and symbol of worldwide student consciousness and , ~~. 7 4 | 

identity. Students in Madison, Berkeley, New York, and ; q " : : , 
Boston must become aware of their common problems and 7 a 4 j - 4 

| goals. These students must also show the outside world and 4 ’ a wre ’ 
ei the current establishment that there is a growing common ¢ 4 > = ; 

il identity among students who are determined to radically ; t — - y 
| change the attitudes dominant in their society. ' 4 oa | ‘ | 

is That the college press has become highly concerned and : ' , se 2 : ” m ee aware of this identity trend is obvious. Through news wire : ] ‘ ee 4 
services, active newspaper exchange programs, other inter- Z ; . campus communication, and a national student press asso- 7 : ee > y | 

feat ciation, the college press has greatly expedited the dissemi- : ; : ; a ‘ | nation of information among students across the country. : - 4 : en In the future, college papers will devote more coverage to ee j - 
international student activities. Be d F ] Aside from its impact and significance for the student -_ g P Be 
movement, this weekend’s activities are very important in  - e } terms of the total peace movement in this country. ee = | Despite Johnson’s non-candidacy and the administration’s ; , we 
“peace overtures” to Hanoi, happy, harmonious, and draft- ee og “ S | free days are not likely elements of the American diet in the ; nn UC US ” } near future. = » — . 4 

In the days and weeks preceding any peace talks both fe P 
sides will make an all-out military effort to gain the best . j 
possible bargaining position once talks begin. Such brink- 3 4 ad i F i manship politics could easily lead to an unprecedented es- — : . 
calation of the war and could scuttle any hope for peace. e , F Consequently, the vitality of the movement which pre- me r 2 ome e 4 cipitated Johnson’s withdrawal must now be used to sustain: a 4 , i | the movement and promote anti-war candidates in national, See 4 state, and local elections. ek eg 2 

| Keeping Our House in Order ges TSS : | 
| 

% 5 
. 

4 

. To the Editor: thing we are increasingly cogni- - _— (8 '. a =z | 
| In this period of tragedy we zant of. ia ao a a & 

| find rioting, looting, arson, kill- The America which wasto keep se - . — 3 | 
| ing and; paradoxically, introspec- the world free and purported to on 8 : Bee 
| tion to be the order of the day. preserve the existence of demo- ~~ lS 7 . & >. : 
| The unconscious, unconcerned and _ cracy has most assuredly turned , tee sg = yo 

unfeeling among us are taking the into the poorest example of a sup- we es . oe . = ‘ 
j above physical actions, while the erpower unable to keep its own | ig oe | : 
| conscious, concerned, perceptive house in order, SS es oy i 2 

| men are reexamining themselves, There can be no question that . — 2” o : 
the world, life. Senator Frank the American psyche is under- ~ —* | _ . — 3 

| Church (D-Idaho) called it the going a definitive rearrangement, aut cat ee . Z | 
| “good guys’’ versusthe “badguys.” but one that is beyond, or out- oe PURE 2 p i } 
| This unfortunately is not goode=- side, our ken at the present time. a — . vos F 5; : 
| nough, yet tragically it represents We are indeed on the brink of a ao wea d ot . : | | a classic American forte: over- monumental precipice—may God — 2a ~.. ae ‘ Hoi simplification and unreality. In help us if we fall off into theabyss — bs : : 

. | these days following the Rev. Dr. of anarchy, ge Z a . 3 Le ‘ 
: Martin Luther King’s assassina- Name Withheld ee . mae = a . 
. tion, the scisms and divisions in e 8 - - 

today’s American society aresur- 77 Fa — : | 
facing amid the most insane, fana- bogie ee -_ - ° a j i 
tic events in our history. Where ee. Sl Oe E | 

| else es ane, at k tees aus 
eit while res? s incre= AS % ‘A ( 

dible, pearchitts and devoid of ey oasis recgnk TH E MAN MADE TH a BARS | 1] any possible justification. ARTE AS wee ceges tev. a 
| Almost 107 years ago, the Uni- GEESRE Eton gation : 

. | ted States of America underwent See Me seman eta : A k R e e school; perhaps you felt a duty to a het Re a ee ee ee Ss S esignation tr a a ve were ; 
me | ere , 

rigu WI) CF: C: I is, until today. The domestic war The D ailp Cardinal Of Mili N eae Serer raise your Maal 
Held today is far more dangerous, frigh- 

I itary urses tified with the cardboard Army hol] tening and destructive than the Ci- “A Free Student Newspaper” nurse (that smiles’ out ar the ree 
i vil War. Whereas the latter had FOUNDED APRIL 4, 1892 cruiting office on State Street, 
| Pen erte) raw) Sides chosen: = Oficial) student newspaper of the: University of Wisconsin, owned «At opendetter to nursing Students; sa aes acntipce ofr Hed 

war declared, an identifiable ene- and controlled by the student body. Published ‘Tuesday through Sat- We are preparing for a profes- services to helping soldiers get Hl my and a distinct purpose, only a urday mornings during the regular school session by the New Daily sion which is dedicated to helping ell-to tratultl sends kuisotneree = semblance of a purpose remains Cardinal corporation, 425 Henry Mall, Madison, Wisconsin 53706. people respond capably to the de- Is that reverence for lite? D6 oun | today. . .and that is merely re- Printed at the Journalism School typography laboratory. 3 mands made upon them. Our phil- a LepuaEtO aa ek 
| an Subscription rates—$6.00 per year, $3.40 per semester, by carrier or osophy is based on reverence for actions contribute to he: e | _presentative of the many factions py mail, Single copies 5 cents each. t t for the life of World or death and misery? | present in today’s Great Society, “second-class postage paid at Madison, Wis. life and respect for the 2 Yes, the military needs nurses in that its aims and purposes Member: Inland Daily Press. Association; Associated Collegiate ¢Very human being. I believe very forsifthey didnt have nuseée they 

4 cannot be consistently discerned Press; College Press Service. strongly that when a person is couldn't fin Fen inte battle again 
f over any length of time. Today one EDITORIAL STAFF sick and requires the complete ahdragaini A nasthatGais Wey to cto 

if knows there are no boundaries, no Gregory G. Graze ...........................:.....4.. Editor-in-Chief care and concern that I give he 7 Relwoeneien 1s = ee Senda 
cides to be taken, no ‘declared’? Matthew Fox .............................+...+...+. Managing Editor still has human dignity because ing men and supplies into war war, no consistent enemy (a white Lawrence Stein Bere Seer nae Canam k PeTiah oe ae a CTT News Editor of the way I look at him, with re- igi es yout toshesten youy mitt 
youth allegedly shot a negro No- WteVven: ReMOP cic. ccc Gs ea oa deca ee .: Associate Editor spect for his life and his human- tar ositions and direct your om inner), It is a Rob Gordon ....................0ee eee eee Assistant News Editor ness, Y Pi ect y ; bel Peace Prize w Stevie Twin ........................0:s++0+.+. Assistant News Editor Some nursing students belong to forts as nurses to jobs and careers | hapless affair to have tolookagain pat McCall ............--.----.--.-----........ Editorial Page Editor : : which decrease the violence with at what the song says: the worst [Larry Cohen...) Baise BisarinegArtecbaltons: tic cat yecery Coon erabs YOU a casiiin iar aed F 

| of men will live and the best of Steve Klein Bec ie GRC ee hai} ak ee ee a OM RDORES Editor thought it was the only Way for Mrs Elaine Mary Olson B q men must die, but it is some- Allen R. Swerdlowe ..........................:..+..+.. Night Editor you to have your way paid through : Nursing al
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Clay Shaw C iracy Trial 
P MODEL OPEN TONIGHT 

- To Remain In New Orleans eae aks 
3 By STEVEN J. BURTON Defeated in this round, the defense called a pro- : 

} LIBERATION News Service cession of witnesses that included author Mark Lane, ll 
New Orleans—Judge Edward A, Haggerty, Jr. de- comedian Mort Sahl, witness Perry R. Russo, a | eaten |] og 

nied a defense motion to move the trial of accused number of television newsmen and engineers andthe RTT EE = | a Peel a 
| presidential assassination conspirator,ClayL.Shaw, editors of the two New Orleans newspapers (both of ue ut Slee talus aif sujet Comet) 

| out of New Orleans because of pre-trial publicity. - which are owned by Samuel Newhouse), While a great bo tel le able olf ro Pe = \ 
r Attorneys for Shaw contended during the hearing geal was learned abut the method and extent of news Ror rors ae eh = 

that publicity in New Orleans makes itimpossiblefor gissemination in New Orleans, little was established eee bdr kr a th es ; 
Shaw to get a fair trial here. They asked that the trial pertaining to the immediate purpose of thetrial. The ab ol | none Sy ies ; 
be moved at least 100 miles away from the city to testimonies were heavily peppered with state objec- ie a jas Poe Nd net 

| as remote an area as possible. They charged that tions to defense questions that were judged to be ir- iz ) ee baBell J Tih! a y i 
District Attorney Jim Garrison’s public statements relevant or improper. to I la Aa i! Ww bh 1 

| were designed to prejudice prospective jurors against Having established nothing tangible so far, Shaw’s, al i rn Ain pat} boa | I] Ty fy 
Shaw and that Garrison had participated in a con- attorneys charged that Garrison’s statements vio-' I) ‘lia Pehla ie po fl f 
spiracy with authors Mark Lane, Harold Weisbert, jated the publicity guidelines set down by Judge Hag- i ee Rie th 
and William Turner to mold public opinion against the gerty last year. Haggerty replied that the question Sail a Sie ess basal Fi a \ lite : 

defendant. currently before the court is whether or not Shaw Poe ft poe Les al wal ba LNs 
| Early in the hearing, Judge Haggerty madeitclear can get a fair trial in New Orleans. He said that the SEAS Sk La Oe Si a Clee eee 

that statements about the Warren Report or the Ken- question of the guidelines would come up at a later So tS af te as betinl| ee ip 

e nedy assassination in Dallas would not be considered time,* (Previously, he had warned that he may cite pS ~D 3 i ea 15) | ese B 
| 3 prejudicial. ‘‘You could have had 50 conspiracies several principles for contempt of court at the con- —_ al al pet ea 

| throughout the United States that had nothing to do clusion of the trial for violating the guidelines.) _ ee Mp 
| } with what happened in Dallas,”” he said. “As long as_—_ Defeated again, the defense asked Judge Haggerty — Swe A 
| there was an overt act connected with each, the law to subpoena all 1300 names that comprise the jury ; i I (iL VA 

has been broken, panel to determine if the jurors can giveShaw a fair = 
Haggerty went onto, say that the defense must prove trial, Haggerty said that it wouldtake weeks to ques- i 
ee en Ce eee eae tion so many people and decidedto questiona sample 

endant,” an a S impossible to findan impartial of 80 prospective jurors. ; 
gel in oe oe eticety eld Ten witnesses were chosen by each of the eight COMPLETELY Studio for 1 

an attempt to prove that this Isthe case, the de- criminal district judges from their jury panels. i 
fense entered into evidence the January, 1968 issue of Fach was Rone haa any possible jury duty after FURNISHED Studio for 2 

; Ramparts Magazine, the January 22,1968issue ofthe being questioned. At the conclusion of two days of APARTMENTS One-Bedroom | National Observer, several television interviews, and questioning, only 13 out of the eighty people ques- 

. a poe ey woe of the ao Hace ee tioned said that they had a fixed opinion as to the 
ress (in which Garrison's speech before Southern guilt or innocence of Clay Shaw. They werenot allow- 

California newsmen is reproduced). ed to say what their opinions were. COMPARE THESE LOW RATES! ; 
| Jim Garrison was called to the witness stand and = The defense was defeated on all sides. Judge Hag- Sen ee fe th | 

questioned about the interviews. He acknowledged gerty refused to grant a change of venue. It is the tudio Apartments, twelve-month lease 
them and said, ‘‘If you readthem, you’ll see that I re- ‘ $s $ 
fused to comment on the case of Mr. Shaw.” (continued on page 10) 130 - $1355 per month 

| ($65 - $67.50 per person 
when occupied by two) . 

ha 

| oe ee Two-semester lease — only $5 per month 
| BY LG more per apartment ($2.50 each) 

wf ; 

hy YE. COMPARE THESE 15 EXTRA FEATURES 
‘ 255 g ae The wild ones. -... Mee 4 \ for complete carefree living 

ae “ad Q 1. City’s foremost apartment location, within 
b ff, oe De four blocks of Capitol Square or Memorial 

: i Pe i Union ; 
EL GREKO. f joy ; bd ; 2. All-electric_heating and Frigidaire air con- 

| : : f Ey U, j ditioning. Each apartment individually con- 
| Pe sSley ee wy = |" trolled by tenant 

Fay ey, H 3. Large private balcony for each apartment 
| ° By er, g yi) : : (two for one-bedroom apartments) 
| Extraordinary ‘Fy t g 4. Closed-circuit television cable connection to 

: i H ; see visitors in lobby without leaving your 
Hy i apartment 

| ip A A \ 5. Security lock system to admit visitors 
ie a 6. Master TV-FM antenna connection to every to be dug Hes : . ene é partment 

f i 7. Four-burner Frigidaire range with large oven 
} ; F ey) 4 S 8. Frigidaire refrigerator with 10 full cubic feet | 
| E ef { of space, large freezer 

by the cool : i j 9. Large bathroom with marble-top vanity, wall- 
; F i to-wall mirror, glass-enclosed tub and shower 

5 Bos, i i 10. Spacious in-apartment storage plus protected 
c e } : a Pa storage for every apartment 

| ‘é ‘7 = 4 . Surface and underground parking 
in mind. Eo f5 3 12. Heated indoor swimming pool for year-round 

| 5S a enjoyment 
L 2 NY 13. l.arge outdoor-indoor patio attached to pool 

i oe ; area 
2c. be hig 14. Twelfth-iloor private roof solarium 

| Cut out for yours bo les i ‘ 15. Private pier on Lake Mendota 
t a [eee yi 

go eo) i MODEL OPEN 7 DAYS A WEEK 
ae UY Mo: Hours: 10 a.m. to 5 p.m. daily, . iy a 5 I 9 j i i | in Harness, f Lg a i" : plus 7 to 9 Monday, Thursday and Friday nights. 
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|} . is ee i t nS - 

WS Sf he | Ey APARTMENTS 
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re 9 ‘ Ww 
ey 

‘ ’ F y es My X : 

ny ff Ue a | I~ 
a Rs e _ 

ot 3 =| FRIGIDAIRE 
et . D, Fir) ’ a 

2 5 : e ages ile 
. oa S, ¢ ie ie AS total-electric air conditioning, range and 
ur : Sete ‘ & 
he a () . : 

E Sen AO *\ refrigerator are standard in every apart- 
Ss, = 

7 S S ment at Henry Gilman. 
= 

op. 
# 

g - ‘- J’ 
r 11 south pinckney yoo a ie f} > fan | dw| FRIGIDAIRE 
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5 We're small but mighty good oF and University of Wis- A RS SUS UES GONE : 

a fay AIT EROS - 
| : consin through and through $2 same academic stand- FS apa SEE ROR Or 3 

a eater He hae eh tahen Saha ons eS A | eee 7 
a 

| ~ ards <a same high-caliber faculty a same course listings x eH . = 

| ' - - - - a ' 3 
| : game all credits are nay transferable. : The University of Wisconsin : 

a BOs - 

_ If summer school Cin is on the scene for you, give us a try . B . S, 

ie. s = CENTER SYSTEM 7 
Sa : at the UW Campus nearest your home. " | 

5 a 
= a f 
: a | B = 

7 *FOX VALLEY CAMPUS **KENOSHA CAMPUS MARATHON COUNTY ROCK COUNTY CAMPUS . | 
- Midway Road, Menasha 54952 3700 Washington Road, CAMPUS Kellogg Avenue, « 

. Courses Credits Kenosha 53140 Courses Credits | Janesville 53545 a 
s Art 100 2 Courses : Credits Economics 101 3 Courses Credits & 

i H Art 131 3 Anthropology 204 3 Economics 464 3 English 212 3 : 
eet - Art 132 3 Art 100 2 Educational History 357 3 = 

| a Art 151 3 Chemistry 102 5 Psychology 330 3 Music 101 2 : 
5 Art 201 3 English 101 3 English 101 3 Philosophy 101 3 : 

ik - Arte211 5: 7 3 English 102 a English ‘102 3 Sociology 101 3 - 
ee . Chemistry 102 5 English 205 3 English 210 3 Speech 100 0-1 : a 
ee : Computer Science 132 3 English 211 3 English 212 x3 Speech 344 3 § 

- Economics 101 4 English 217 ai : Genetics = : Zoology 160 3 . 
a English 101 Economics 1 German s. 
: English 102 3 Geography 110 3 History 120 3 SEB oan COUNTY : et : CAMPUS, P.O. Box 719, a . English 205 3 Geography 514 3 History 357 3 Sheboygan 53081 5 
oj English 211 3 History 111 3 Mathematics 112. 3 aoe Cee 
: Geography 110 3 History 357 3 Mathematics 417 3 Act 901 3 . 2 
7 Geography 120 3 Mathematics 101 2 Mathematics 541 3 : oa . : : Art 211 3 Z . Geography 124 5 Mathematics 112 3 Music 101 2 i 7 graphy 2 : Economics 330 3 . 2 Geology 101 5 Mathematics 113 2 Music 201 2 English 101 3 . 
i History 202 3 Mathematics 115 4 Philosophy 101 ee ‘English 203 3 : 
‘dl History 634 3 Music 101 2 Sociology 101 3 English 209 3 : | 
: Mathematics 112 3 Political Science 104 3 Sociology 446 3 Enelish 212 oe i 
' Mathematics 115 4 Political Science 222 3 Speech 231 3 Gengeaphy- 115 3 s + 
- Music 101 | 2 Psychology 202 : Speech 348 3 Geogranhie 514 3. : 

: politcal Geienen 2 : Esvenp lone a00. *MARINETTE COUNTY Mathematics 101 eo, 
Sociology 278 3 Physical Education 205 2 : : 

= CAMPUS, Bay Shore, Mathematics 113 2 sa 
| a Spanish 216 2 Physical Education 211 2 ' ? Math tics 115 4 x | 

| : Speech 100 oe Sociology 102 3 Marinette 54143 : athematics . 
: Pec i : 3 Courses Credits Music 101 2 . | a Speech 101 cs See 260 : 06 2 Music 201 2 : 

! 4 eae a 3 ace Fe 2 Chemistry 104 5 Political Science 104 3 a 
: ee E English 206 3 Political Science 175 3. 

i 7 Geography 120 3 Speech 101 4-3 7 
| = *GREEN BAY CAMPUS *MANITOWOC COUNTY Mathematics 112 3 Sociology 101 3 s | 

ee | 7 1567 Deckner Avenue, CAMPUS, 705 Viebahn Street, Mathematics 113 9 Sociology 278 3 = 

. : Green Bay 54302 Manitowoc 54220 Mathematics 115 4 Se 
| : Courses Credits Courses Credits Mathematics 417 3 WAUKESHA COUNTY 7 

- Anthropology 100 3 Art 101 3 Music 201 2 eran ot font - | 
| 2 Anthropology 200 3 i Art 261 3 Psychology 202 3 rive, Waukesha _ =a 
| Z Art 131 z Botany 240 at 2 Speech 130 3 re, hoe Credits 
| = Art 151 Chemistry 1 

= Botany 100 3 English 100 0 MARSHFIELD-WOoD Art 100 3g 
| : Chemistry 102 5 English 101 3 COUNTY CAMPUS Art 101 3 : 

| = English 100 0 English 212 3 2000 W. Fifth Street, Art 201 3 . | 

| a English 101 3 Mathematics 101 2 Marshfield 54449 Art 211 3 2 | 

{4 4 English 102 3 Mathematics 112 3 Courses Credits Chemistry 108 5 : 

| Z English 203 3 Mathematics 113 2 Chemistry 108 5 Engineering 101 3 | 

- English 206 3 Music 101 2 English 101 3 English 100 : : | i English 210 3 Music 201 - English 209 . Se a s sf 
} a English ait 3 Sociology 101 Geography 514 oh ye : s | 

{ = French 215 2 Sociology 260 3 Mathematics 113 2 gli 5 
. French 216 2 Speech 101 3 Mathematics 115 4 English 211 3 [ 

: Geography 115 3 Speech 231 3 Psychology 340 3 Geography 350 3 - : 
| a Geography 514 3 Sociology 536 3 Geography 514 3 a P 

Hei a German 103 4 MARATHON COUNTY Speech 100 0-1 German 103 4008 
| = History 120 3 CAMPUS, 518 South Seventh Speech 232 S History 617 3 . 

| 4 i. Mathematics 101 z Avenue, Wausau 54401 a History 359 ‘i 2 5 | 
| a Mathematics 115 4 Courses Credits RACINE CAMPUS Mathematics 112 ; : 

| 7 Mathematics a : ee 105 3 we Bir oh og Street, Baek a 2 a 

Aes] a Mathematics i 0 115 a 
fl : Philosophy 102 3 Art 221 3 Courses Credits | Music 041 ee 
j= A - Political Science 103 3 Art 222 3 Anthropology 204 3 Music 042 2 : : 

a Psychology 560 3 Astronomy 100 4 Art 100 2 Music 101 : 2 5 
: Sociology 102 3 Bacteriology 101 4 Art 121 3 Physical Education 211 2 s | 

/ Sociology 260 3 Chemistry 102 5 Bacteriology 101 4 Physical Education 265 2 a 
| = Spanish 103 4 Computer Science 132 3 English 101 3 Political Science 104 3 5 
iu 7 Speech 101 3 Counseling and _ English 102 3 Political Science 222 3 a 
ij — Speech 130 3 Behavioral Studies 600 3 English ne : Bey ; 5 

= a cee pay amin ee ene Laon me ly eee Se PISCOLY, ociology a ; 
= See ipme Le | Mathematics 112 3 Sociology 260 3 E 
a PLEASE PRINT Return this coupon to UW Center System ! Mathematics 113 2 Spanish 103 4 = 
a | Room 216 B | Mathematics 222 5 Speech 101 3 - 

. = | Oo? Flale Sree aa ee et 2 Speech 130 3 Sa 
| 5 Send for | Please send [ application ne, Oreo j Music 201 é cee 2 1 

mT = rend ( class schedule | Physical E lucation * Will be part of UW-Green Bay a 

4 er picating | (CO additional free information | Political Science 104 : effective July 1, 1968 . ; 

: weet | eae ae a 3 ** Will be part of UW-Parkside b sycholo i : a 
5 | IRR ea eet he APP OG earch Bes ences csltcee EO | Sociology 101 3 effective July 1, 1968 : 

| s Home Address.............. ei pee Ul as ata GONHE rt ies oe : cee ete barnes a zeae : 
| ~ | Sanyo plan ; (Zip Code) | P' subjec adequate enrollment. 5 

4 . | a ee ; 7 3 | 5 
a a 
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i > Campus news briefs —=(|[“ove. open TonicHt| ff 
See it from 7 to 9 p.m. 

ookeoke oe a oe hs he oc ofc ake fe aes oe ate ahe he ae ofeach ae aR aI He aa A OR ok aK ok 2 2 ea ae oe ok ae ae ok 
1 meetings will be held in the Pla- | | Interna Ta ent Ow To a za Room from 3 to 4p.m. on the 

following dates: May 1; May 7; | foe fae 

The annual International Festi- rium club on campus today at 7 END oe ea Ra aC TT aif a0 es 
yal Talent Show will be held today p.m., in 110 Birge. SP ANISH CLUB ee are ee oe 
at 8 p.m. in the Union Theater, ciU ei pol a lel Farad Pal | Le ld ea i di d i The Spanish Club will hold its —— 0 ere") ue aut 
Folk. dancing, drama and music SUMMER OUTLOOK April meeting today at 7:30 p.m BS ee le le a 7 Ee will be performed by students from A summer outlook meeting will in the Twelfth Night Gon of the 5 ae OY arr breeds tog oly 
eight nations. Tickets on sale at be sponsored by the Employment Unione Mr Gear will ae pH a lll A it et iS on a 
the box office and the door are75¢ Section of the Office of Student 1 g"inich om the toloe Mee pT np eee me 
for Internatonal Club members Financial Aids. The meeting will eiennee in th Sine aie a nee poe Lal ie Mm ll 
and $1.00 for non-members. be held at the Memorial Union in a are ean © oe ere an Pett bl an a an i + 9s the Plaza Room from 3 to 4 Sa ea age Pal Ont Q es ja x CORRECTION - p.m, today. ; ; ot TT 

“The Dimension of Sound” a Several employment counselors - yonm eo, ae ? i] tal baat ne La Hi i 
lecture by Peter Yates, will be will be available to answer ques- pyonch at Oberlin Colles wit ee ina Heal st 
given today at 8 p.m., in the tions pertaining both to full and jecture on “Rabelais” at 4°50 Dy Poe Rel etl Ns eat a oe 
Wisconsin Center Auditorium. Ad-° part-time summer employment. ogy 4 rode Sg oes Na ih eae lS a | wer it yea 
mission is free, While attempts will be made to a ee f ee eee oo. en <a Ll [ay lis) jer a, j 

*  * * answer questions, no specific job *P° Eee pyar unen [PS i af A ; of French. UT had Ss Y PS ——s«éDESIGNER~CRAFTSMAN listings will be available at the : eg | Py fs FZ ne ; meeting. Future Summer Outlook (continued on page 8) _ ee a ff A 
Earl Krentzin, an artist whose = See eX 

silver sculptures incorporate cha- > ; ~~ is e OL, VA 

racteristic moon-faced little men, CS = = 
will speak on the craftsman’s point t 
of view of his art today at 8:30 mes 
p.m. in the Union’s Tripp Com- gS : COMPLETELY Studio for 1 
mons. ; 

Krentzin, a member of the UW HT ‘a FURNISHED Studio for 2 
Art Dept. from1956-60,nowworks | hs 
in his studio in Detroit. His work | APARTMENTS One-Bedroom 
was featured early this year at A eeavy ro steve Y 
the Kennedy GalleriesinNew York. | 
A special display of 12 of his sil- i Free Delivery Call | rer spray are on cole y Call 257-0666 COMPARE THESE LOW RATES! 
re Pema ees CHICKEN DELIGHT DINNER Studio Apartments, twelve-month lease 

eee: / SHRIMP DELIGHT DINNER $130 $1 35 per month 
INNER CORE j = 

A weekend in Milwaukee’s In- RIB DELIGHT DINNER ($65 - $67.50 per person 
| ner Core will be held Frida; hi ied b Hy 
| is Subdey. L6G by the Rey, De PERCH DELIGHT DINNER ee ee 
: Gid Gwen of Milentkee, the trip Two-semester lease — only $5 per month | 
) will cost $10.00 for food and trans- ASK ABOUT OUR CHICKEN SHRIMP & RIB SNACKS more per apartment ($2.50 each) 

portation. Students will leave from MEDIUM OR LARGE PIZZA 
1 the Methodist University Center 4 

at aed pa = oe ALL KINDS COMPARE THESE 15 EXTRA FEATURES 
p.m, Friday. Bring a sleeping bag. a ! May okevations Be dey 1 for complete carefree living 

calling Bane. : | OPEN ee ee tee 4.12 a et cee en eee al lero HN : } ae our blocks of Capitol Square or Memoria 
b - AGUAPHINE: ira SUNDAY TILL 10 P.M. 3 ree a ae ae 

: ere Ww e a mee ‘or - : -electric heating an rigidaire air con- 
: all interested in forming an aqua- 257 gl : 316 ae St. z ditioning. Each apartment individually con- } 
: . eres ns SHIR BRS RSS Se a ee 3 oo by tenant \ 

4 . Large private balcony for each apartment | 
: Maa M138 2 * (two for one-bedroom apartments) 
7 q tet de 4. Closed-circuit television cable connection to | 
a RL see visitors in lobby without leaving your | : apartment \ : 5. Security lock system to admit visitors 
“| 6. Master TV-FM antenna connection to every | 
: apartment 4 
3 7. Four-burner Frigidaire range with. large oven ‘ian : s 8. Frigidaire refrigerator with 10 full cubic feet 
| of space, large freezer | 7 rg 9. Large bathroom with marble-top vanity, wall- | 

to-wall mirror, glass-enclosed tub and shower i ¥ f ‘- 10. Spacious in-apartment storage plus protected 
= a tenant storage for every apartment . ae 11. Surface and underground parking 
= | 4 12. Heated indoor swimming pool for year-round 
= enjoyment = 6 13. oS outdoor-indoor patio attached to pool | 
= 

. | ai at 14. Twelfth-iloor private roof solarium i 
7 ; 15. Private pier on Lake Mendota } 
a 

| 

. mt MODEL OPEN 7 DAYS A WEEK ) 
2 a Hours: 10 a.m. to 5 p.m. daily, 5 oF plus 7 to 9 Monday, Thursday and Friday nights. ) 
7 
H ac 8 5 s | ‘ 3 | 
a * ag SH int | CMY GiMNAN a |s§ 
a 
s é itl % APARTMENTS 
= ne : 501 N. Henry e Madison 53703 © 251-1600 
: ? oe , CORNER OF HENRY AND GILMAN i 
. ; i | / A a ; ian 
a : i { 
a ; an | 
a ; é in | 
a ° 2 © 

a ; in | 
a | : FRIGIDAIRE | 
. : ee et im | : total-electric air conditioning, range and i | : | | | . Y oe GAS Gre gs refrigerator are standard in every apart- | | 
a :, 5 i 

a a fe | 

: COUNTY ie . | 

. | 3 TONIGHT !! gy [ww] FRIGIDAIRE v 
: L 35.50 54.50 $3.50 °250 | Ee PRODUCT OF GENERAL MOTORS ' | 

7 [ TICKETS NOW ON SALE AT THE COLISEUM TICKET OFFICE Or Montgomery MARK OF EXCELLENCE 1 | 
2 Wards (Downtown), a 
a | a 
F GOOD SEATS STILL AVAILABLE . 
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| Part in Strike 
5 By MARY JANE SPLETTER 

Cardinal Staff Writer 

In a newsletter releasedto some 

le 4 2000 TAs today, the Teaching As- 
4 (} sistants’ Association asked mem- 

| bers to take an active role in 
4 this weekend’s International Move- 

Q : ment against the War, Racial Op- 
pression and the Draft. 

I : The letter, discussed atthe TAA 
2 executive meeting Wednesday eve=- 

\ ning, suggests TAs participate in 
the Friday and Saturday move- 

A N At ment by cancelling classes, turn- 
re OW ing them over to relevant discus- | | 

sions or participating in a teach- : 

/ in. Other suggested activities in- 

The Cork Room of Yost’s Campus clide recognizing the rally at which | 
Muhammed Ali will speak, inviting a 

speakers from the Draft Resis- DB 
Shoe De artment = : tance Union or showing films. # 

a p TAA is sponsoring three films du- 
ring the strike. 

Our getting involved will be good 
if it only lets the campus know 

. the TAA exists, Secretary Jean 
. Turner of the English Department 

‘ said. 
One reason the association feels 

fs ; it may not get full participation is 
that two Friday classes have al- 
ready been cancelled this month os 
because of Martin Luther King’s j I 

| memorial service and spring va- t t 
cation. ek 

The newsletter also announced t t 
that letters have been sent to | t 

‘ department chairmen asking them 
to define in letters of appoint- te 
ment the academic freedom and t s 
responsibilities expected from | h 
TAs. Wording has been left to the } h 

i individual departments. | b 

Two motions mentioned in the e@ 
newsletter that were passed at a 

the April 8 meeting include the pl 

association’s support of a na- he 
tional organization of TAs and a ne 

continued stress on education pro- 
blems and improvements at the 

graduate and undergraduate level. \ he 
ere 

=. ge f pr 
ri 

airline Px 
1 » . sic 

| stewardess oo 
ees a rewarding ee 

TT | aE career for you | ve 
ey ‘ We invite you to apply | ; 

| : be ; for a stewardess Be) 

p Na position with North | i 
| = he) ® @ 8 Central Airlines. | 

l Age: 20 or over — single | i 

| rm J Height: 5’2” - 5'8” i | 
} Weight: in proportion “} 

| to height } 

| } M Vision: normal. Contact 
| i lenses acceptable 

| 4 1S Education: H.S. grad 
C1 with 2 years business | 

experience with public f 

contact or 2 yrs. college | 

JN } Five-week training | 
‘ Program. Starting | | \ Start 

a p base salary $305 to | 
$439 monthly, based | 

i Los on hours flown, | 
| | \@ ; Liberal employe b 
j mm benefits. & 
| PEGS <5 5 } 
i Sein eeu 

Hs | aS # IMMEDIATE a 
| a INTERVIEW 3 

Rie ‘ ‘ 
A , Call Miss + 

4 d biog Dee Wisnauskas 2 
He rns Madison $ 

is 3 ; ee Inn s 
| ; : 257-4391 3 

4 Rt . 
. . 2 

| ‘ ae Fri., April 26 = 
i ty eh 10 AM — 6 PM 

4 a FR: i 
SRY A Sat., April 27 $ 

te Bc \ ’ 10 AM — 4 PM + 
| Bac ; * 

Bt , i‘ 6 zi 
| | zs 4 = or write — 

| ay S John J. O'Keefe 2 

65 NORTH | 
. mt rf ENTRAL é 

; 
also featuring the latest styles , AIRLINES | ~ 

6201 34th Ave. South 3 

e S d I A TI | Minneapolis, ¥ 

In Sandars, we Nave all colors ores 
| : OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER a 

= 5-67R3W : 

} = ; a pee
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atter o onscience: rart [wo i s @ | i 
(continued from page 12): game in Camp Randall Stadium, many players were glad a man for whom he has no regard. | Hl 

are caused by lack of tact and an abundance of stupidity they were finished with football and really didn’t care There is a great lack of respect between the players and Hh} 

on the part of the coaches. about the meaningless contest between the Cardinals and coaches on the Wisconsin football team. Many athletes Hh 
Last season during the spring football conditioning White teams. stay on the squad only because they need the money to | 

drills held beginning each February a coachtold his group Such attitudes aren’t conductive to winning football, continue their educations. Several Bay, that if they could | 

to run wind springs inside the Camp Randall Memorial but if the coaches would have realized their stringent afford to pay their own tuitions, they’d give up their ath- Ha 
Building. Several players asked if they could loosen-up practices and weekend scrimmages were mentally ef- letic scholarships. These players, who could be made in- | 

first since the coach wantedthem toruntheir hardest. The fecting the players, perhaps the ambitions of the team to winners with proper teaching and peycnoivelc pans | 
coach denied the request, and as a result five or six members might have changed. ing, have little respect for the Wisconsin football staff, HI 
players pulled muscles because their “teacher,” a man There are other incidents which have angered the Until the coaches realize every player must betreated 

who allegedly knows techniques of football and physical players, but one of the most glaring concerns a squad differently so they can perform their best on the field, | i} 
conditioning, didn’t have sense enough to realize muscles member who walked into the Brathaus with a person there will be no championship football teams at Wisconsin. 1 

can be damaged if not treated properly. who was wearing long hair. A prominent Madison alumnus The coaches must be aware of the players’ feelings and he 
Another incident of stupidity occurred when Coatta and happened to see the football player andmade an unneces~ have to know when to use specific psychological coaching { 

his staff decided to hold their spring scrimmages in sary comment to him. Later in the week, the alumnus saw techniques. New innovations in coaching policies or per- 
various sections of the state. The purpose of the venture the football coaches and told them he sawa team member haps even changes in personnel are desperately needed at i] 

was to increase season football ticket sales and to do associating with people who have long hair, In turn, the Wisconsin. Wh 
public relations for Wisconsin’s athletic department. coaches spoke to the player and told himthey didn’t want | 

Almost every Saturday during spring practice the Wis- him seen with people who didn’t conform to the ‘All- Wh 
consin players awoke early in the morning to make trips American Boy’’ image. i 
to places like Eau Claire and West Allis. They rode on A coach has no right telling players with whom they Gah Y / 
busses, and by the time they reached their destinations, should make their friends. A coach must accept an ath- ather our i 

many were exhausted from the traveling and also from lete for what he is and shouldn’t try to tell him how to run a Orange Blossom 
their hard weeks of practice before the scrimmage, They his life off the field. Ifhe does so, it’s easy for an athlete 

7 played poorly every Saturday, mainly because they were to lose respect for his coach—an immediate forewarning Wi 

"too tired to do well. By the time of the annual spring of a losing season. A player will find it hard to work for W Fa 

Lectures Honor Retiring Curti . i ring WUrt CAMPUS CLOTHES SHOP : \ ! 
By PHILLIDA SPINGARN “divergent mode of art and the : ss | 

and TIM GREENE humanities.’? ‘ 1 | 
Prof. John Higham, a former Sree ane fj oe AN é ay 

student of retiring Prof. Emeritus Dr. Howard Jones, Pulitzer- »» <a f 
Merle Curti, history, emphasized Prize winning Prof. Emeritus of an ee “3 

the need for anew moralapproach humanities at Harvard, claimed Se til 
“to history which will reconcile that the Genteel Tradition in Am- Rak FESS HI 
the scientific versus the humanis- ¢Yica, spanning the period be- PL is ® j 
tic view. tween the Civil War and World ; 3. 
Higham discussed the his. War I, has been falsely catego= ft — § 2 {i 

torian’s dilemma withthenewper- ized as ‘decaying idealism and Vi ea 
spective gained since he published ‘alse optimism.’’ dX \ = gn | 
his book “History” three and a _ Today’s cynical scholar might eee Mh 
half years ago. When writing the find the unabashed loyalty of the Ny 4 > <= ah 
book, Higham said, “I could not Genteel Tradition rather “naive?” J ON = = \¥ \¥ = =  -™ ; Ui 
escape from being hopeful,’”? He Considering the capitalist exploi- —\ \,.x i= | 
admitted that he had failed to tation, political corruption, and —— SS i EC  —  hvh wy 
predict the new radicalism which imperialism practiced by the U.S, . |. ek &°& &38&28Q™: > | 
has erupted since President Ken- during this period. However, to- fe << Ss Ti 
nedy’s assassination. day’s protest movements also ~ YC ~ = i 

: might be considered “naive” in . A << $j$-® a) 

“The Kennedy administration,” their devotion to Jeffersonian de- ~_ .. CN | | 
he said, ‘seemed to establish a Mocracy, Jones argued. YA a i 

{| reconciliation” between past and Jones described the Genteel Era 4 fe, | 
7 present. The recent protestingve- to be the Golden Age in Amer- WS f 4 i rifies there was no stabilizing, ican Arts, when it fused the lof- CN . ff ii 

Yet if students “erupt in pas- ty idealism of romanticism with os f @ Hw } 
sion, ..weourselves aretoblame.” technical perfection. The rapid mm 4 (-— j | 
The “Mandarin” class of histori- growth of American Universities S51) f° JF SN i 
ans has failed to reconcile” mind during this period also influenced nf A f ,, Ni 
with passion,” he said, the demand for “scholarly exper- gf lk iq 

History stands betweenthe“con- tise* which today, according to FF i \ 
vergent mode of science” and the Jones, is going out of style. 2 fe, 5 ia 

whey 7d FEATURING KS i 
uf Nes er Italian Food, Steaks, | | 4 

: saa ie * YY ie WMI Cocktails and so 
rhe vA fl Gllgaeaa Imported Wines sl 
pS, Ne reg _ : 

Pree pee | S. © Lowenbrau 7 
ig nN PSI WR ee ® Whitbread Ale | Ht | 

OH ® Guiness Stout CF 

Pend a Or ea aut on prarr: Lt | 

| a | 
Also ALF & ALF (% Stout and % Ale) STA- ' 

ATMOSPHERE ART NOUVEAU PA | 
Open for Lunch, Dinner and Cocktail EST. SS} i 

Seer TRIMGUTS | 

SEPTEMBER, 1968 
ege . . # 

aes Traditional Ivy model. Classic ivy cut - a 

in contemporary fabrics and colors, a 

SEVI Ee: APARTME NTS with a crease that stays in forever. \ / I 
. . f 

Tae ee Never need ironing because they’re y~. . Hf 

e : ig Sta-Prest. Remember — only Levi's H | 
ONE BEDROOM APTS. "i makes Sta-Prest | i 

® TWO BEDROOM APTS. i 

| aa) 
at @ SINGLES iM 

Completely carpeted and airconditioned. Stop 1) 

i in at our office today for more information. = aoe M, 
e 4 

C/R PROPERTY MANAGERS—505 STATE ST. Barry Sweet's 1 
; QS Kazakh 4 UK Ml 

|. bese Pu Wy CAMPUS CLOTHES SHOP KH. recrige4 ] 
% WITH FRIGIDAIRE APP 5 . i Baa Se Scat University Avenue at N. Park Street JEWELER H. 

: 
it 

| ® STOVE MARK OF EXCELLENCE MADISON = 551 STATE ST. a 

- @ REFRIGERATOR PHONE 257-4191 4 
al 

| | 
i |
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Cc pia or is spon- _ and 7p.m., in the Union. MEMBERS OF THE TAA Friday at 8 p.m., at the Union ' 
ampus ig Seeene ES ve Peg If you would like to participate Theater by the Houston Sympho- 

Tracie eee in an evening’sbrainstormingses- ny Orchestra, conducted by Andre 

News ART CRITIC SPEAKS sion on educational objectives dur- Previn. & The LEA Film Committee will The Departments of Art, Art ing the week of April 29-May 3, 

e show “The War Lover,” starring History, and Comparative Litera- please call Margaret Blanchard The orchestra will play Rachma- 
TIETS eve McQueen today at 7:30 p.m. ture will sponsor a lecturebyN.Y. 255-3488, before Sunday * ninoff's “Symphony No. 2 in E and Friday at 7 and 9:30 p.m., art critic, Max Kozloff Friday at ok ee we Kees Minor,” Benjamin Britten’s “Sin- 

- (continued from page 5) in Lit carp nmerces. Admission, “7:80 p.m., in the Historical So- HOUSTON SYMPHONY fonia da Requiem” and William 
y ara Only ciety Auditorium. Tickets are currently on sale at Walton’s “Suite from ‘The Wise 

AGRICULTURE IN INDIA Pee Jee The lecture is entitled, “The the Union box office for a concert Virgins.’ ”” 
Kusum Nair of New Delhi, In- PUBLIC RELATIONS cigs Att of Jasper Johns.” Kozloff is : 3 

dia, currently amember of the A- , There will be a Public Rela= presently teaching atthe American z 
sian Study Center at Michigan tons meeting today at 7:30 p-- Federation of Arts in N.Y.C, He | 
State University, willdiscuss “The in the Union. All members are 1 Contriputed to The Nation, reen US ar men S 

| Agricultural Situation in India To- urged to attend, Commentary, Art News, and Art | 
day” at 4 p.m. today in 114 Van oS * Forum magazines. 

| Hise, ’ WSA 2 Rentals For Sept. ‘68 to June 10, ‘69 
See The Wisconsin Student Asso- Nes eal HOOFERS SAILING ciation change-over banquet will AWARENESS IN 1 BEDROOM APT. 2 BEDROOM APT. 

| The Hoofers Sailing Club gen- be held today at 6:30 p.m., in DEMOCRATIC SOCIETY 
eral membership meeting for new the Old Madison Room of. the Polygon Board and Engineers FOR TWO FOR FOUR 

and prospective members willbe Union, The Student Senate will and Scientists for Social Respon- $800 ve $700 PS | held today at 7:30 p.m., in the meet afterwards. sibility are presenting a lecture on Person Person 
| Union, MORE ET “The Social Awareness Required 

Sore nat TRYOUTS AND CREW CALL of all Men in a Democratic So- FOR SCHOOL YEAR | FOR SCHOOL YEAR 
| GERMAN MOVIE Tryouts and crew call for ‘‘Vol- ciety” by Prof. E. F, Obert,Mech. | } 

There will be a German movie pone® will be held today at 3:30 Eng., Friday at noon, in 1227 Eng, SUMMER RENTALS AV AILABLE i 
te ds te — | Apartments Showing From 1 P.M. Daily ; * 

| : “Mm. . 
| ee ead be the film version of Faust star- ARE YOU CONSIDERING THE FIELD OF AT ! Eng eases Grandes Wi 104 So. Brooks or call 256-5010 | | i Quadflieg with no sub-titles. The DATA PROCESSING O. or Ca . 

film is in color and is free, 
| ; + are AS PART OF YOUR CAREER PLANS? | FURNISHED WITH APPLIANCES 
1 ae Or itr? an We are ready to offer an opportunity on the “ground floor’ of : 

i the bacneride development of Aus- automation as a programmer trainee or systems trainee. If le ee eS LG STEER SA SE 

| tralia, will discuss that develop- you are interested in accepting the computer challenge accom. CTT 
a re | eee celeray ontact Geli, - «. #2. | His title is “How to Become MD, State of Illinois, Department of Mental Health, H. Douglas | F i  #.. 

| Wealthy Without a Growth Rate,” |} Singer Zone Center, 4402 N. Main St., Rockford, Illinois 61103, | i... | jsuys : \ and he will discuss it at 4 p.m. phone (815) 877-0292. [tak wet | 
i in room 5231 Soc. Sci, The UW |  . AT wateif >t | 
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Look your best for all sports events in 

| an. an I Ca. 

Because as soon as he got back—in a fever of crea- WH IT E E 
s tivity, he began designing the Bounder. : : @ 

A He made it brash and dashing—like a Lon- : 
| don ankle boot. He made it rugged and supple, S L | M F i T S 
| soft and durable—like a moccasin. 

| And when he finally revealed the Bounder The pants with the famous fit 
| to us, it was just that—half a moccasin, half an 5 ee : 

| Bake boot. Drcaghalt NOE tos Tondese mass E 
zhi With top grain leather from ankle to heel @ Double stitched throughout with strongest thread 

| to hand-sewn toe. A buckle or twin eyelets. And @ Sanforized fabric 
| smashings colours. ° See yeran 98 

| Ingenious! We wonder what’lkhappen S Case at Soke White, Sand from 
when our designer visits the Continent. More Faded Blue, Cactus or Black 
savoir faire? A new Weltanschauung? a : ie Who knows? But we know he’ll be hard Open Mondays *til 9 p.m. 
put to top the Bounder. MMe Mes o 

| Weinbrenner Shoe Corporation, Milwaukee, Wis. LEVI’S® HEADQUARTERS 4 
Available at: 419 State New Phone: 255-2927 : 

She Ray’s Shoe Box, 4108 Monona Drive, Madison, Wisconsin 53716 | BNACAS oF Ficat, Witcansitts Char ae Catds ate -— 
C. W. Anderes, 661 State Street, Madison, Wisconsin 53703 a 5
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. Ee MODEL OPEN TONIGHT 

_ Unity, Enjoyment, to All ee a7 7 4 
N y 

| By DEBBIE BUCHANAN Carnival will launch its two-day fund raising the Campus Carnival I a Cardinal Staff Writer happening, which is a charity fund Committee, headed by Jon Otto, i 
i raising project as well as anex- has coerced, cajoled, and other- 5 ise leer] In the guise of Blue Beard the is J iS ; 

Pirate and various madcap cha- Periment in campus participation. wise persuaded campus organiza- TR al | Ld a: Boe: Ee | racters, the Campus Carnival is “We are trying,’’ said Bob Otto, tions into sponsoring forty-nine aie Fee ~ a = | | Gttempting to blow down the Walls Publicity Chairman, “to make this booths for the Carnival. SUBS ee el eo | of Jericho which separate theUni- the biggest thing on campus this Set up all over campus, these bell ed nooo q gS | versity from Madison and which Year.’? Unfortunately this Univer- booths will cater to practically mi oe Pr eer bec ueinty cn 5 s into quarrel: sity is pretty welldivided.Wehope every whim of its customers. A Se ah ay divide the campus into q ing Wh bun rT 2 factions. to promote greater unityamongits fifty cent oo eee oF = aad non i TE arn i ns | i ing ¢ various organizations by getting and a ten cent charge at eac Lol eer m r ry Beginning Friday evening the people to talk to one another while booth will allow indulgence in palm a le a nT it p 
OMMIMOMMOMMMTMTIHAMHOMMMMOMMTMMHOMGH. me they?re involved in a common task reading, car smashing, ferris pk L] o> 5 A an fl SLEEP-IN of raising money for charity.” wheel rides, and a burlesque show sas nye baled or | rif 

A student sleep-in will be held By providing entertainment and among others. =a: bos La [ ry arity it yt op, | nm Bascom Hill Thursday nite Closer contact with students they All the money raised from the 0 Eee oss bole ie Silk 
from 10 p.m. until dawn. The 21so hope to remedy some of mis- Carnival will be deposited into Pee pt Ae bens : athe Lee 

t sleep-in is being held for the dual understanding and fear which now a general fund and then divided Seaaa8 See S r mpl : a Rt 
\purpose of commencing Friday’s characterize university-com- equally among the booths. Each = Se S ar Sf } 

* ‘International Student Strike and munity relations. will then be able to designate what es a Sih ! a | AY B | <~ simply releasing tension piled up To initiate this involvement and charity to which the money will go. UF peal Y) |) fia ‘ \ during a week of teen cham: fi D2 A 
Prominent campus fo! gers g : : ee Say’ 

; are peorilenis, to be present. A “ae el Aga Y : 
spokesman for the group organiz- 3 = 5 J 
ing the sleep-in said it would hope- Tuesdays and Thursdays ; fully be eneroue ie - pone la 
which will be hel ashington 
by the SCLC Poor People’s March 10:0.m en COMPLETELY Studio for 1 in May. uden participating - 
are encouraged to bring either P- ape FURNISHED Studio for 2 sleeping bags or blankets, food, 
guitars, tambourines, harmoni- | APARTMENTS One-Bedroom : cas and kazoos. U en appy our 

1 aud AAA EAAS UMA eee eA 

| HILLEL INSTITUTE 
: | “Jewish Power: Real or Ima- COMPARE THESE LOW RATES! gined?”” will be the theme of the i : Midwest Hillel Institute, Friday to B 0 B & G E N E i S Studio Apartments, twelve-month lease 

_ Sunday. More than 100 students 
$ $ from 15 Midwest Universities will 130 = 135 per month _ join Madison students at the Uni- i as ($65 - $67.50 per person ; versity Hillel Foundation for three 619 University Ave. x when occupied by two) days of study and discussion. UW 5 a + _ students who want to participate | Reduced Drinks Two-semester lease — only $5 per month _ in the programs and attend the | : Paikine ta Be ; more per apartment ($2.50 each) 

meals are askedto register imme= Fool. — Dancing =— PIAINE 1 AVCAE. 
diately. - Soom rmten ence nna - 

ee COMPARE THESE 15 EXTRA FEATURES 
i 2090 Atwood Avenue for complete carefree living 

AY) ZT y our Parking Lot ‘Ls ey seoempst rere est ae 
aR 244-5833 . : our blocks of Capitol Square or Memoria 

oy) ; TIMES 2 Al sleet heating and Frigidaire air con- an ? aS Open Daily sake ; es “ hone Each apartment individually con- f j Take the Fair Oa :00-8:00-10: trolled by tenant 
I ie or North St. Bus 3. Large private balcony for each apartment | BEST (two for one-bedroom apartments) ; WINNER Direct 4. Closed-circuit ace cable connection to CANOE TRIPS : il -e Director see visitors in lobby without leaving your 2 Cruise and explere the oa ACADEMY dl Ad apartment iperior wilderness by way e e 5. Security lock system to admit visitors Oitbway and Voyageur. Fish. vir. : S a 6. Master TV-FM ‘artenha connection to every tin Inked, relax, and have fun! AWARD Supporting Actress eee ent 

groups of 10 eats, Write: BILL 2 Screenplay 7. Four-burner Frigidaire range with large oven ROM, CANOE COUNTRY OUT. NOMINATIONS! oe 8. Frigidaire refrigerator with 10 full cubic feet FITTERS, BOX C, ELY, MINN. \ x Cinematography : o ee cs Heecer cee. . i 
. : SS BYE EAR amet . Large bathroom with marble-top vanity, wall- Tl bs — oe = JOSEPH E. LEVINE ncsure to-wall mirror, glass-enclosed tub and shower MOVI EF iE | WV Pade pee + ee kkk" 10. Spacious in-apartment storage plus protected ; 1) Gawe-  eee THE SUN-TIMES tenant storage for every apartment 

oP BEN Bek. RSS cc : 11. Surface and underground parking . . . 1 eae eet DU TE 12. Heated indoor swimming pool for year-round Sek tee ] poe enjoyment 3 s Soe tm eT Pe 13. l.arge outdoor-indoor patio attached to pool } 3 Se A Leet? ANNE BANCROFT SneP ee ; : | one ry noes er eS Fe omens ne 14. Twelfth-‘loor private roof solarium 

| oe BS rg MIKE NICHOLS +4 covor 15. Private pier on Lake Mendota . 
| GS a een a ; le 5 | # be Seas MODEL OPEN 7 DAYS A WEEK 

f° NE oe Hours: 10 a.m. to 5 p.m. daily, 

| . oe se ACADEMY AWARD plus 7 to 9 Monday, Thursday and Friday nights. 
ce ek ee _ i ie & % WINNER , 
=) "he M “BEST FOREIGN FILM” Cy Vf, Wah 
col PS a ‘ THIS IS ‘THE’ CZECH FILM EVERY- 
wee oe ee \ Fs ONE’S TALKING ABOUT. APARTMENTS 

5 ee eee, ere. a ee : 501 N. Henry ¢ Madison 53703 e 251-1600 

ELIZ ws To" 4g | CORNER OF HENRY AND GILMAN 
E ay By es oe ; 4 ; af : ne : 

rae Me a 2G 8 : Rene Saree oe CU ~ PL Co 

IN ERNEST LEHMAN'S PRODUCTION OF . G % ie a oe > 4 ~*~ FR I G - DAI R EE " UE Bde, a q EDWARD ALBEE'S | Ft: #, ye ’ eee 
" ee seg ‘ : total-electric air conditioning, range and 

fiecorrcsare LOOSELY refrigerator are standard in every apart- 
oe 

: : ment at Henry Gilman. Vom || WATCHED | WoeoLr 

? TRAINGS Gu [Mu] FRIGIDAIRE 
: Directed by Jiri Menzel - A Carlo Ponti presentation |= ! EF PRODUCT OF GENERAL MOTORS 

iP 
| pars . ADDED—ACADEMY AWARD NOMINEE MARK OF EXCELLENCE : eee Majestic: siento sie hon Arey: | ; d Picconmrs Eom es AC, OPEN DAILY AT 1:0 PM. 

< UNION PLAY. CIRCLE ~ FINEST IN ART, CLASSIC, AND FOREIGN FILMS! « Park Behind Theatre — Doty . Ramo ; i 
a nae Rcausukey Pima Suaa i 

> ‘ P!
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APA RTMENTS Liberation News Service mn CAN’T FIND A GOOD JOB IN YOUR FIELD siege hehpe te Cla (continued from page 3) 
| WITHOUT AN ADVANCED DEGREE? . oo oe most observers, oe eet ee | 

at Shaw’s attorneys never expect o win the 2] DON’T BELIEVE IT! : RENT NOW FOR change of venue motion, but were only interested in 
We are looking for action oriented young people with BA de. SUMMER & FALL Shaw or gas ee eS Nie a eran ie grees in the behavioral sciences to be research assistants in mental Pee a rere a 3 judge panel. Every delay has been due to defense | health. Here is a chance io grow rapidly, have your creative wpe a deo ik are gL te motions. When trial was scheduled for last Septem- . talents appreciated, and earn a minimum $610/month, Contact ber, the defense asked for a six month delay or a =] Dr. W. G. Smith, State of Illinois, Department of Mental Health, PROPERTY e change of venue, H. Douglas Singer Zone Center, 4402 North Main St., Rockford, R MANAGERS rla They received a shorter delay, andtrial was sche- Illinois 61103 - phone (815) 877-0292. Fi duled for mid-February. They then fileda motion for (aaa 505 STATE ST., 257-4283 a change of venue, which had just been denied, 

| 
Haggerty gave the defense 15 days to appeal his de- | 

cision to the Louisiana State Supreme Court, After DAILY CARDINAL CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING — Siizz:esem coset atser | 
the United States Supreme Court. : fel] 250 2 3d It is now up to the District Attorney’s office to set aera] per line per day up to ove a tentative trial date. Garrison will probably namea 1 | RATES: 20c per line per day 4 days to 20 days MINIMUM CHARGE 75¢ date in mid May although more delays may come, _15c per line per day 20 days or more a een 

| rr ge ene rs Ae eee SR ea ee | —_—_—————— ei FOR SALE FOR RENT FOR RENT : FOR RENT HELP WANTED Oo. | | ee EP WANTED 
| CAMPERS. Madison’s largest se- | NOW Renting for Sept. on al yr. | ROOMS Kit.“ priv, « Men. “Fall MEAL JOB. 256-9351. 5x1 | lection. Tents, Sleeping Bags. lease basis. Very attractive 1 summer rates. Parking Study DELTA TAU DELTA Kum. & | Stoves. Lanterns. Coolers. Cots. bdrm. units for mature persons. rooms. 231-2929/257-3974. XxX FRATERNITY WANTED y are Lowest prices in town. Wes $145/mo. 256-0419. xxx | SUMMER Apt. 34. Reas. Ex. 616 Mendota Ct. SS a Se | Zulty, 1440 E. Washington Ave. | HUGE Apt. for 45. Summer sub.| loc. 257-7471. 10x4 Grad. & Undergrad women. 2 GIRLS to share w/1 for sum. 249-6466. XL | et, Wisc. & Langdon. 256-6475 SUMMER Sublet. Across from | | @ NEWLY DECORATED mer. Air-cond. $47. 257-7549. | "65 HONDA. Superhawk. $375. Call] 20x26 | “ Birge House. Furn Apt. 1 bdrm, | | @ ON THE LAKE— A Ese 262-8595. 4x26 | SUMMER Apt. for 12 men. All] kitch. bath for 1-2 or 3. 255. PRIVATE PIER 1 MALE (to share w/2. Own | | | HELP Please! Must sell contract} new, fully furn., kitch., w-w] 1085 aft. 5. 231-3231 aft. 9. 7x1 || @©1 BLOCK FROM CAMPUS. bdrm. $52./util. incl. 255-2410, Be | ated clones cal Ceaay. ck | come eens Peed, 20881 Tay 'No. ORCHARD St Rina, dar | | § EXCELLENT MEALS aie a , I) BeSaIOS ato Sardine °* | SEXY, summer sublet for 46] “men avail. for sum & fall. Sin. | | ¢ MAID SERVICE oe eS ‘| 255-2195 aft. 6. $35/discount. Block from lake. 255.4162. 20x2] gle & doubles w/kit. priv. Call fall. Own bdrm. Washerdryer. | 1 | eee. Se | FALL & SUMMER RENTALS. Tom Atwell betw. 7 p.m. & 8 Address inquiries to: __Near Kroger’s, 257-8740. 7x27 Be } $-90 HONDA ’66. 256-9303 Dan. 9x3 11 E. Gilman & 135 Langdon. p.m. 255-1017. 20x11 RESIDENT DIRECTOR 3 GIRLS to share 3 bdrm. apt. i bid 164 VW. Exc. cond. Extra tires, tires, Furn, apts, Rms. w/kit. priv. | 606, UNIV. AVE. ApL for women Apt. for women 120 LANGDON. ST. w/1. summer and/or fall. Ideal 1 radio, seat belts, ski rack. $900. | _ 233-9535. 20x27] for sum. Special rates. Call Ph: 255-9695. Bad. |i} 2 0G: Sante oS Neen eae maar ! 262-1585/249-8175. 4x26 | SUMMER. Furn 7 rm. apt. with George Colletti aft. 7 p.m. 836- —————! | GIRL to share apt. w/2. for sum- : 66 TRIUMPH 500cc. 262-9181. porch for 4-6. 255-9528. 20x11] 5767. 20x11 fee Apt. 3 tn ioe 2 peak pees June’s rent paid. ae 5x27 | SUMMER. Lrg. furn. apt.2 bdrm. | FURN. Studio Apts. stadium NO event aces od: ores ec nee ene ee cee eno Oe s | 62 FORD Galaxie 47000 mi. Good | "255.2607 after 5. 10x27) area, $90-115./mo. Yrly lease, | campus ee ghee. Call | GIRL to share Apt. w/erd, Sum- G shape. Avail May-June. Util. pd. Srs/ | —296-0419_ days/255-5830 eves. 7x3]. mer and or fall. B. Jones. Days E ape. 238-2361/238-8343. 4x26 | SUMMER Apt. 2 Irg. bdrm. Furn. | TRIUMPH TRAA Suite OETalaT ' - : 2 grads only. 233-3570. 7x1 | SPACIOUS 3 bdrm. house for 262-3238, Eves. 256-9986. 5x30 s TRIUMPH TR4A. Spiffy. 257-9141. parks “epace savail: Porch.) 15\| 8° S08 OY: cosmo ee Sted. summer. Stadium area. Close | Fal] > onc Do 5x27] min. fr. Bascom. Breeze Ter, | STUDIO Apt. Exc. location. Lease to Vilas. 5 girls. Util, incl, 255. gees = ao share 2 bdrm. | C ; 65 HONDA 50. 257-9730. 10x4 | _ 262-8563. Oe ee. ace we cee i 3x21 | 573/262-5074 900/mo. 262. 4 HARLEY-CH 67. 3000 mi. Cus- SUBLET summtr-act > tam | SUMMER Sublet. Lge. furn. 2 SuGIRLS “tonehare ante wae tom Chrome & paint, 256-4072. WANT TO RENT FOR Ohare Wh ae tle tren eens’ | | bdem, On campus, Uti incl, | > cee, © gute apt w/t tame 4x26 SUMMER ONLY? enete Nien bliks. from Park Will take loss.  256-2133/256- er oe ie 257-3467. oe } li 

BLACK HONDA Scrambler w/ | | Luxurious new building within || sopppr-auete dpe oe | 1680. BE I rn tack, 255-7927. 3x25 | | walking distance to campus. E Gotham: New t eit e200/no: LGE. Apt. for 1 man to share LOST MGB ’64. 1 owner. A-1. All extras. | | @ Efficiencies & one bedroom. 257-8782/256.3985 ‘5,07 | w/1. Summer only Own bdrm, | ———————____. F $1,500. 256-4607. 8x2 @ Air-conditioned EL W. Wash. 257-8763 after 8 p.m. | MAN’S black trench coat. Label: a 8 RAMBLER Sedan Red & Sedan Red & | | @ Indoor pool. aa Sees at beraaia. eee ei /wkdays. 5x1 Hirmer. Reward. 244-6028, 5x27 S i . i ss ° SImMmmmMED Loi. hu WHITH 1) Gul D.. Dh ' black, Cheap. Call Eric 255. ehtee  tacas (iS nero pee Rah living | SUMMER. Furn, mod, apt, 2 air- | WHITE 10 Spd. Boys Bike Mon, it 4779. 5x30 Be es Tait kite’ @ bike “Rei camvas cond. outdoor pool. 15 min. Front of Union. It is not a UW D SIAMESE Kitan Sein Minimum number of units 2 g ‘ pee walk to hill. 255-2558 eve. 5x1 Bike, it is mine! Please return fo SIAMESE Kitten — Sealpoint. 1] | available. 9 mos. & 1 yr. leas- Take over fall contract. Call to Union or 256-7388. ci | male. 8 wks. old. $15. Call 244 | | 2s ache : Larry 256-7201. 5527) |S oaemare a WANT ie Se : = a | 
e—_—_—————— 

1647 after 5. : s 4x27 HOUSE SUMMER SUBLET lige. 4 bdrm. | —————_——— MISCELLANEOUS | BUICK Convertible °62 Invicta. ae ie x 2 porches, washer/dryer. Reas. | PART-TIME 10-15 hrs. weekly. | ——_——qui i. 8 cyl. automatic, pwr. steer. Se GHG ee Wp avton near Kroger’s. 257. | Guaranteed $2./hr. plus comm. | AIR FRANCE. N.Y. — Paris ing, brakes, acces, ex. cond. adhe 8740. 20x18 | Cordon Bleu Co. Call 257-0279 & | N.Y. Plus Lisbon—Madrid. June °° $950. Ted 233-7571. “27 | MUST Sublet summer 6 mmo g| SUMMER. 1 bdrm. apt. aircond.| 222-0314, 9 a.m.9 p.m. xxx] 12-Sept. 11. Jet $280 Se moe, SCE "6 HONDA 150cc. $295. call 257. | MUST Sublet summer 6 rm. 3] New, carpeted, garage avail. | }ATURE Male Graduais Stu. | _Club. 251-1079, 257-7231. 23x21 HH) 6621 or 255-3784 aft. 10. Can be | bdrm. w/scenic porch. 1 blk. | Call 238-9971 after 6. 10x7 | dents to staff State operated] BADGER STUDENT FLIGHTS seen at 224W. Gorham. 5x30] from lake 256-8267. 10x25 | SUMMER Apt. Lge 4bdrms.Good | group residence for older ado. |  RORDE PASSENGERS. Re. _—P ti | HONDA 150 Call Pat 256-8214. 3x26 location. $216/mo. 121% State. lescent boys. Room, board & member if you’re on the BOAC | Ba hi. | FARFISA Combo Organ. Fender COOL rr! NO 2 eve B Ss Camere 10K7 of aes een Dis-} flight, your balance is due by | ™ li Tremolux Amp., Shure PE 54 . SUMMER housing for men. Kit. ict office Division of Family this Wednesday. If you’re on mike, must sell. 262-8570. 3x26 Relax this summer at Priv. Right on lake, priv. pier, Services, 1206 Northport Dr. the PAN AM flight it’s due by _ iti HONDA Superhawk. 65. 3,500 mi. COLONIAL HEIGHTS $35/mo. or $75, for summer | _Ph. 249-0441, ext. 41. ___'10x4 | Monday. 5x27 To} ey $420/best offer. 262-8463. 2x25 One om session. Singles/doubles avail. SS Sees SOR OHOS XAG bedroom. 1h | 66 VW. Exc. cond. Extras. 257- x Outdoor pool. tee ee for SUMMER EMPLOYMENT STU ee ages ON BADGE | Ek | He Tennis’ Courts, ‘ATTRACTIVE Apts. Avail Sept "||| Bow ponpon ine eae WANT WHEELS? Suzuki 120cc. | | * Resort atmosphere. 1 onl eeeisase Rane National Manufacturer FLIGHTS ARE NOW Oona | o tee jcond. Runs soreat. * Air-conditioned. Bdrm. Call 255-3931 after 5 p.m. needs young men to For Information on These | | eer eaten’ 49-3389 aft. Bor | | Units available for summer XXX ii a Spaces on Regularly Scheduled 760 VW $100, 238.6008 Eves 207 | | Months. Now leasing for fall || SUMMER: 1 Bdrm. Mod. Apt for supplement its summer BOAC or Pan-Am Jets at $245. lz ‘60 VW $100. 238-6028 Eve. 2x27 occupancy. 2. Furn., carpeted. air-cond. work force. Round Trip. : ZEISS-IKON 120 Twlens. 238-6028 1900. blk. U. Ave. $140./mo. 233. CALL ANDY STEINFELDT ie Eve. $140. 2x27 620 ‘eae Rd. 0133 eves. ; 2 Sat [19S gros oorwns sal at 222-0346. 6x1 | 200 WATT /SEC. Photo Flash 08. || SUMMER: 4 Bdrm. Hse. On shies pS | strobes. Color Organs. Audio | ———————————————— campus. Furn. Screened porch. @ Extra bonuses. SERVICES | Control Cubes. 251-0801. 10x8 SUMMER RENTAL oes Singles / group. ae © Travel Incentives Se a en eee 1 MO. old Sony 350 Tape Deck AT THE SAXONY. See THESIS Reproduction — xerox 1 | w/mikes & splicer, Sound on 305 N. Frances St. LG. Inexp. Apt. 3-4. Sum. only. | | © Scholarships up to $800.00. multilith, or typing. The Thesis | li sound, sound with sound. 251- Accommodations for Women. —Wangdon area, 2565705. _1 ae @ Complete Training P cone oi. Kors King aa | Hi 0808. 10x8 | | @ $100.00 FOR SUMMER. ee Sumer Sublet. Blk off ies ae roepere by ie pet al Sa Special | mI i ‘ . . e fi ist. es i C= 
oe ee) Black See. i ae ia oho men. $63/mo. ba gy ee For interviews or information curate work, 22 a exp, Cond b : » 249-6505 aft 5-1 | @SUN ROOF SUBLET for summer. 2 Bdrm. | | meeting —Call 257-4419. Bus. in anytime. 8:30-6 p.m. Mon © a7 HONDA OI | | @ AIR CONDITIONING Furn. Parking, roomy, reasona- | | Admin. or Econ. Majors pre- thru Sat. Truman’s Tailor Shop | 1] 67 HONDA CB160. Like new. | | e GARBAGE DISPOSAL ble. 255-9719. 4x27 | | ferred 232 State St, Above The Pop: | ii $475. helmet, rack, mirrors @ WALL TO WALL SIME Shine Ao ee corn Stand, 255-1576 XxX at incl, 244-4895. 3x27] | CARPETING Ok of Le ee 3x25 || EXCEL ‘Typing. 231-2072. xxx _ 
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| 

xxx 4 RM. Apt. summer and/or fall. 1x25 Wall” this weekend. Are $75. 257-7008, 255-9671. 4x30 going to be there? ES



7" vestigating committee, setupafter their own lives at stake, a Faculty the Dow incident, has made clear es 
2 the desire of the legislature to act The University housing propo- 

(continued from page 1) it'the Regents do not.” sale, including women’s hours, MODEL OPEN TONIGHT cannot be concluded that the bills Much ofthepresent concerncen- evoked a similar response. In de- : 
} will be rejected,” ters about the lack of action on fense of theRegents’ action, Kauff- See it from 7 to 9 p.m. 

ar, Although Chancellor Sewell was __ residence hall policy, Admittedly, man said, “The requested changes 
he unavailable for comment, Dean of in Regent James Nellen’s opinion, could have been defeated. Defer- 
in Student Affairs Joseph Kauffman he would vote for the measure “if ring will help understanding. There 4. , 
ths commented on the Regents’ deci- there was some reason for the are two meetings ofthe Board’s ed- 1 bas 
ind sion. Concerning the new laws to change. But this looks likeanother ucation committee before the next 
ise regulate obstruction, hesaid,“The way of going along with student meeting on May17. AWS is planning & | ES ee 
m= Board of Regents has an obliga- power.” Students have expressed a full presentation ofthe proposals. ee eR) cnr as | a4 B 
ra tion to govern this University. If distrust with such an attitude, for Then the Regents may consider the boer ene rrr ore ipo Comer 

they do not accept this responsi- they do not consider student power bill with a better understanding of be el il haber i | Lr 4 a y 1e= bility, higher authorities such as a game. They reason they have all the issues involved.” once (poe re 
for the legislature will step in. The Be eee de i Ly Pm 
ed. measures that were passed are [yy “ el en 7 a 
je- quite reasonable and geared to have LARGE PHOTOGRAPHIC POSTERS a on ee f LI Bi ru 
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| (Editor’s Note: This is the first of a three part series The main problem with the Wisconsin football coaches The situation is the same at other BigTen schools, but 
written by former Associate Sports Editor Mike Gold- is that most of them do not have the abilities to handle —_ the coaches are men whocan put their players together as 

hors man. Goldman has covered Wisconsin sports for the players and gain their respect on the practice field. a unit and make them perform their best on the field, 
| Daily Carae es core. apenas been an out. Again, I wish I could be more specific when discussing A coach like Duffy Daugherty at Michigan State doesn’t 
| ane sppt ag pre ie Wisconsin Athletic Department. this subject, but it isn’t fair to a player to include his use a Bryant system of football, A good coach isn’t con- | presses Goldman’s opinions of Wiscon- ¢ sin’s intercollegiate athletic system.) name without his permission, and none of the athletes cerned about the image of his players and doesn’t try to 

| By MIKE GOLDMAN -nvolved wish to publically use themselves as examples. regulate their lives. Naturally a player must obey certain 

} Copyright ¢ David Mann 1968 Since I came here in 1964 as a freshman, incidents _ training standards, but Wisconsin’s Walter, for example, 
| have happened on the Wisconsin football team whichhave _ will not try to tell an athlete with whom he can or can’t 
| April is a significant month for the Wisconsin football hurt athletes mentally, Some were used and mistreated associate, Walter could care less about the political atti- 
| staff, During this time, scholarship tenders are mailedto to the point where they left Madison very bitterly and tudes on his team. His only concerns are for the athlete, 

the high school prospects whom the Wisconsin coaches transferred to other schools. Such incidents happened and he wants his team to be happy on and off the field. 
| want on next fall’s freshman team. There are some im- under Milt Bruhn, and they are stilloccurring under John Unfortunately, the football coaches do not think the same 
| ? pressive names on the list, All-state players from Wis- Coatta. Many players who quit felt that the coaches had no way as a man like Rut Walter. Their influence over the 
| consin, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, and Texas have visited | concern for them as human beings or students but cared _ football players is cruel, and the most disheartening as- 
1 Madison since the 1967 season ended. only about their abilities on the football field. pect of the system is that they don’t show concern for 

Such recruits aren’t hard to notice on campus, It’s The football coaches lack the psychological techniques a player when he is not at Camp Randall Stadium. They 
a common sight to see a coach escorting the athlete used by men as Rut Walter, Norm Sonju, or John Powless. think of him only in terms of his appearance in a football 

| around Bascom Hill and the lakeshore area, showing him Coatta’s staff does not know howto psychologically handle uniform. 
| various points of interest, The hustling process canbe a player to make him feel wanted or happy. Instead of Football players have been hospitalized and after their 

amusing sometimes. focusing their attention on an individual player and his operations were completed, needed to spend time on ; 
The Brathaus, for example, is often the site of such _ personality, they attempt to make an athlete conform to Crutches or in hospital beds, The Wisconsin coaches dis- 

comedies, A coach, wearing his emblemed blue blazer a system or pre-set behavior pattern. play an amazing lack of concern for a disabled player, \ 
and sporting a rather nervous grin, frequently will take It seems Coatta’s staff is trying to model their team and it’s-rare when they'll visit him in the hospital. At ¥ 

aa a recruit there on a Friday or Saturday night. It’s the after Bear Bryant’s squad at Alabama. A football player other schools, whenever a player needs surgery he’llal- i 
Le coach who does most of the talking. Heand his prospects at Wisconsin has his life controlled by his coaches. He Ways have one of his coaches by his bed trying to give 
| sit together and eat their brats or steaks, watch students is judged according to his political attitudes, bythe people him comfort or bring him items like books or magazines 

enter and leave, and the coach tries toimpress his pros- _ with whom he associates, and by his personal interests, to ease the misery he’s undergoing. This doesn’t happen 
pect, Bryant can do this successfully at Alabama because his at Wisconsin. | 

On Saturday afternoon the recruits gotooneof the win- _ players are from Southern backgrounds and basically have Another sad fate is that of the athletes who don’t play | 
J ter athletic events, At track meets the coaches and high . the same political, religious, and socialviews.Thereare regularly. The football coaches concentrate their atten- i; 

school athletes sit together in a special section next to also no Negroes on Bryant’s team, and thus, he hasno tions solely on their first and second strings, and if a | 
the press section, The coaches stillsmile andtry to make __ worries of interracial conflict. player is on the lower units, he’s ignored, It?s a common | 

’ | the prospect feel at home. However, the environment is completely different in lament of a player to say, “The coaches don’t give a damn | 
1 Yet, the athlete seems rather tense as he watches the | Madison, Wisconsin than in Tuscaloosa, Alabama, andI about me, They hardly know I exist.” 

| meet and listens to the words of the blue-blazered man _ honestly feel that Bear Bryant could not use his Southern T have often noticed a tense attitude on the practice field 
1 next to him. The prospects often have bewilderedlooks on coaching techniques were he at Wisconsin rather than among the players. As a result, many are not mentally 
1 | their faces, When the coach puts his armaround him and Alabama, Athletes on the Wisconsin team come from prepared to play their best and this is mainly the fault 

says he’s wanted at Wisconsin, the athlete wonders if he’s small, rural towns in Wisconsin, from cities in the Mid- of the coaches. Ihave seen players yelled at during warm- 
really going to be happy if he decides to play football in west, from ghettos in Chicago and in the South, and from up drills for doing the wrong kind of push-up, Many have 
Madison. large, northern, suburban communities. Wisconsin ath- 4 fear of their coaches, and instead of respecting them, 

My word of advice to any high school football:player _letes are a diverse group politically andsocially.One can members of the football team hate or laugh at the men 
thinking of coming here: stay away fromWisconsinif you _ find alltypes—radicals, conservatives, extroverts, intro- who are supposedly their instructors. Such situations } 
want to be treated fairly as a player anda person. verts, and the other labels used to view society. (continued on page 7) ; 

| \\ P d Stadium Astrot f 
Se oA @ e e 

on the spot % Shown To Cut Grid Injuries 
LETS A Monsanto Co. physician ree diums with artificial turf been would have been about 30 injuries 

c ETERS ported this week that his studies covered with natural turf, there instead of the five reported, 

@ by steve klein oe beige a ee mae | on ar C: ur: an on na= 

H | tural turf 7 CYCLE INSURANCE | | Dr. R, Emmet Kelly, Director om | 
| e of Monsanto’s medical department, es i 

0 cotts an in S said a survey of 185 colleges and aT H eadquarters | 
universities showed there were | \\ | 

la only 1.6 serious ankle and knee | J f 

Wisconsin’s track team competed in an invitational track meet ee ay ereactea wi ' Zs \ Mi DW E ST f 
| at the University of Texas-El Paso last week. The meet, scheduled 9.6 per school on natural turt | : pouicy = IN S$ U RANC E } 

for eee, eet oni to be postponed a day when student black | 9/14, ih | J CRF } 
power advocates flooded the track, : ; - : . 

| On the day of the meet, two events, the 440-yard relay andthe . Wisconsin’s athletic board re= G ¥ s\ O AG E NCY | ‘cently voted to examine the pos- @ VN > 
| 120-yard high hurdles were interrupted when Negro students blocked sibilities: of using Astroturf in‘the } 7 = | 
| the track. The meet was able to continue only under the protection Camp’ Randall Tee Stadium ( f We i\ SINCE 1923 : | 
| of uniformed El Paso police, Dr. Kelly said his survey in- . as Mt ] : 

| The incidents at the UTEP track were used in order to force track ‘dicated that more than 50 per cent (WD om a) : ; 
and school officials at UTEP to re-instate nine Negro athletes onthe Of all serious knee and ankle an MIDWEST Best Company with the 

, Texas squad who left the team in protest of a meet at Provo, Utah, injuries are either definitely turf : best rates 
with Brigham Young University. The athletes refused to compete, Télated or possibly due to theturf, i | 
because they had been told that BYU, a predominantly Mormon school, _ 1hé Physician said there were : | 

| considered Negroes inferior and “Disciples of the Devil.” no surface-related ankle and knee 410 S. PARK BUILDING 255-4585 | 
injuries on three fields covered 

| é » | 
The source of this information was Harry Edwards, 25, leader of Tey eae eee ae Sane, — — ; x 

the Olympic Project for Human Rights, Edwards, a Negro, is a socio- erie & } 
ii] logy professor at San Jose State College. He spends his off-campus aoe oe Spucted aretntie Hous ‘ | ha ston Astrodome, the Seattle 

| hours advocating the boycott by Negro athletes of the summer Olym- Washi Municipulsstadi d t ail 
hh pic Games to be held in Mexico City this October. tdiate Beate Universi and at G | 

| Kelly said on the basis of the | 
| Edwards, a speaker for hire at $1,000 to $2,000 an appearance plus 1967 experience with Astroturf, he k 
| expenses, is making quite a personal killing making speeches advo- calculated that had the three sta- * 

oo Olympic boycott and pee power, " j } 
| Earlier this year, he called for a Negro boycott of the New York ° , | 

| . Athletic Club’s 100th Anniversary track meet at the new Madison Square Golf at. Night | 
‘Al Garden. He set up a picket line outside the Garden, challenging any | 

| | Negro who had not already pulled out of the meet not to cross the AT 
| line. He threatened that any black athlete who crossed the line would 

| | “be in trouble,’? GOLFLAND 
. ss, ‘What value is it to a black man to win a medal if he returns to TO 

44 the hell of Harlem?” Edwards says. “They are only being used to 
. | further the racist attitudes of the U.S.A. We’re not trying to lose the Sa ; | 
ea Olympics for the Americans, What happens to them is immaterial.’? @ 9 Hole Golf Course 

| Two years ago the NCAA track championships were held at UTEP. @ Driving R * PRO OR BEGINNER 
Pe Negro — who competed in that meet remember El Paso as a Snes *& MADISON’S LARGEST SELECTION. 

1 pleasant place where they experienced no discrimination, © Miniature Golf 
t | There had been no reports of racial unrest at UTEP until Edwards’ (Clubs furnis! * MEN OR WOMEN * RIGHT OR LEFT 

yo) he appearance and remarks. Then, seven Negro athletes, instead of si hed free) %& NEW OR USED, TRADE-INS ACCEPTED 
A Ai first discussing the situation with their coach or school administra- | Brine your dates * N S Cc } ; 
r | tion, bluntly stated that they would not compete against BYU. OPEN 9 A.M.-12 P.M NEW ALUMINUM SHAFT LUBS 
ea The situation at UTEP is indeed unfortunate. The seven athletes ane one » 

etn been Deer by = eee and are no longer associated with DAILY = LOWEST PRICES IN TOWN - ; 
. | the team, despite their efforts in the meet against Wisconsin. With ; F : i, til .m. 
{ iS those nine athletes, UTEP possesses what Wisconsin track coach 30. 50% Reduction on ee ee 

vf Rut Walter considers the finest dual meet team in the country. on all Clubs and Bags C 
Wisconsin’s track team is a tightly knit group, Any problems, Coach (pro-line equipment) 2 , / 

ie Walter states, are talked about among the group. There is no lack of : 
| communication that was evident in the situation at UTEP, GEORGE VITENSE Pro. s Nak 

The tragedy, of course, is not UTEP’s lost track status. Sports, Lessons by Appointment “ < 
especially collegiate sports, offer the Negro an equal opportunity in | - 
competition, an opportunity many feel is not present to Negroes in Located just off West Beltline : 

: other fields, The nine UTEP athletes should have given their school Exit at Whitney Way and — 1440 E. Washington Ave. © Phone 249-6466 4 
an opportunity to solve the dispute. Instead, they chose a meaningless turn left. ‘i ‘ 

|| |) and damaging publicity splash, ; _ s 

a | - °
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In the course of our deliberations on the mode of response to 

obstruction, we have given considerable attention to the subject 

: of disciplining students, a problem to which the Crow Committee 
devoted two subsections of its report, viz., Section III, Sub- 

section 1, University Power to Discipline Individual Students, and 

Subsection 2, Structure and Procedure for Disciplining Students. 

In this, Part Two of our Report, we are concerned with those same 

a issues, and in some respects recommend amendment of the Crow Com- 

s mittee proposals. 
| 

|
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| I. CHANGES IN THE STRUCTURE AND PROCEDURE FOR DISCIPLINING 2. We are impressed by the fact that in the larger commun- — 
STUDENTS ity, banishment is no longer acceptable. It is a relic of the 

| days when such "cruel and unusual" punishment characterized many BS 

| Under this heading we have three changes to suggest in the a i Ae aes eS oS oe oo ee Crow Committee proposals: social problems is a mark of progress © > - : 

| A. Faculty Election, Rather Than Administration Appointment, 3. If expulsion is improper for society as a whole, it 

| of Four Faculty Members of the Committee for Student Con- is much more so for an educational institution. The academic 
| duct Hearings sanction formula of "suspension or expulsion" is essentially an 

| anachronism, long overdue for reconsideration. Rather than create 

| The Crow Committee has recommended that "there be established 4 repressive atmosphere in the relationships between the Univer- : 
| a Committee for Student Conduct Hearings to replace the present sity and the student, we should strive for understanding and Bs 

Administrative Division of the Committee on Student Conduct and respect,-without which our proper business cannot be conducted. 

| Appeals. The membership is four faculty and four students, plus We have no wish to pamper the lawbreaker; on the contrary we urge 

| a chairman from the Law Faculty who votes only in case of a tie". that University policy be consistently directed toward instilling 
| in its membership a proper respect for the law. But we insist 

| A new appeals body, called Committee for Student Conduct Appeals that such respect must be separable from fear. We are inclined E 

j (CSCA) would "assume the present appellate functions of the Com- to believe that the ultimate legitimation of institutional 

| mittee on Student Conduct and Appeals". authority can be measured by the sanctions it believes it requires 

for its preservation. i 

| The Crow Committee recommends that the four faculty members 
| / of CSCH, as well as the chairman, be appointed by the Chancellor. 4. We note that expulsion has been rarely used at this 

This replaces a system in which administration personnel made up University--in large part, we suspect, because it is so offensive 

| the trial body. We strongly support the principle that at least as to us all. In our judgment it is even offensive to have such a \ 

| , Long as the administration plays a "prosecutor"! role, its role as adjwi- repressive symbol in our regulations, even if we never use it. Ss 
| cator should be minimized. But we think the principle is better Yet so long as we retain it, there will be those who will exert bs 

oe served by having the four faculty members elected by the faculty pressure on us to use it, and we may not always be able to resist. 

Keo: rather than appointed by the Chancellor. That is, the rule guid- 

; ing the selection of the CSCA ought to govern the selection of the 5. Any justification for the retention of expulsion anata 

four faculty members on the CSCH. Four of the five faculty mem- sanction would seem to rest on a premise of human incorrigibility 

i | -bers of the CSCA are to be elected by the faculty from among which is rejected in modern penology. Even a willful murderer, 
nominees provided by the Faculty Nominations Committee. We recom- goentenced to life imprisonment, may become eligible for parole 

LAI mend that the four faculty members of the CSCH (exclusive of the within a decade. It would seem especially incompatible with the 

chairman) be chosen in the same manner. We suggest that the Wis- ature and spirit of any educational enterprise to hold a view of | 
i consin Student Association consider a comparable procedure of nom- incorrigibility which society rejects, We are indeed committed as 

Has ination and election in the choice of its four members for the an institution to the corrigibility of young persons; to expel is 

trial body. to admit complete failure. 

B. No Option to Have the Case Heard by Faculty Members Only 6. What then is the case for suspension, as distinct 
from expulsion? Two important points may be made. In the first ; 

The Crow Committee has proposed that "In any case referred to place, it is obviously possible for the institution to make a mis- 
CSCH, if the student whose case is to be heard so requests in take in a particular case, especially in light of the strong 

i writing at least 24 hours before the time set for hearing, the passions associated with occasions calling for extreme sanctions, | 
case will be heard and decided by only the faculty members of CSCH, and the possible pressures from outside to impose the ultimate ; 
with three faculty members required to constitute a committee discipline. If we confine our sanctioning power to suspension, on 

; quorum."" (p. 27). We question the wisdom and justice of any pro- the other hand, we are provided with the saving grace of a system- 
posal like this which provides the opportunity for the defendent atic review, in a more objective context, and for redress if 
to choose the panel of judges to hear his case. We know of no appropriate. In the second place, the employment of suspension, 
reason to permit it in obstruction cases, nor have any reasons as a period within which rehabilitation may occur, provides an 

been supplied for permitting it in other cases. incentive for good behavior during the interim, on the part of the 
offender. With expulsion there would be no such incentive, and 

C. Limited Scope of an Administration Appeal to CSCA indeed the expelled student could continue, in the capacity of 
non-student, to threaten the operations of the institution. i 

The Crow Committee has indicated, on pp. 28-29, that either 

| the ee ee ace the student may appeal a decision of CSCH, 7. We anticipate the point that abandonment of expulsion | 

We] and that CSCA has. "authority to review (the: matter as completely as an ultimate sanction would represent loss of a deterrent to F 
| as seems necessary, change the findings of fact, make its own judg further misbehavior. We share the concern for the consequences 

ment as to the seriousness of the conduct, and change or disapprove 4¢ crimes against the university, and recognize the importance of } 
i the penalty, and, on an appeal by the administration, may increase co rricient, albeit humane, deterrents. But it is our considered ; 

the penalty." opinion that this function would be fulfilled more than adequately 
Brie 3 : by a sanction of suspension for a maximum of three years. Such a 

oil Perhaps the introduction of student representation at the trial sanction would represent ample protection of inctitutional inter- | 
| | hearing level prompted a desire for some counterpoise through this ..4,_ Moreover, we remind the faculty that serious offenses remain . 

provision for an administration appeal. Nevertheless, bearing in punishable under criminal law, and by heavy sanctions, quite inde- 

mind that the possible sanctions can have a heavy impact indeed ‘on pendently of the University system of justice. F 

| the future of the person involved, we recommend (following one 

| facet of the philosophy of Wisconsin criminal cases) that the only coe : 

appeal by the administration should be on certain questions of 

"law", i.e., alleged deviations from any applicable requirements 
1} of constitution, statute, regulation, or committee rules. In Accordingly, we recommend that the possibility of imposing the | 

| particular, CSCA should have no power to increase a disciplinary sanction of expulsion be removed from our regulations, and that | 
| penalty. the maximum period of suspension be specified as three years. | 

} Furthermore, we propose that, whenever the sanction is suspension | 

for more than one-year, the student shall have the right, after 

1] the lapse of one year, to petition the CSCA for reinstatement, on 

\ i the ground that his future conduct can be expected to be free of 
i] TE. SANCTION POLICY those aspects of his earlier behavior which gave rise to the sus- | 

2 : pension. We suggest that procedures to this end be established inet 

|| A. Suspension, Yes; Expulsion, No by the CSCP, (Committee on Student Conduct Policy). b 

: ae 
| he fee a eee oe Nad oe page sunt 24 (twice) ano, We are confident that this will be widely viewed as a pro- 

| page. (twice), refers to the sanctions o suspension Oc expul gressive and inspiriting step, and a reinforcement of our image 
\} sion". They present no argument on behalf of these sanctions, but Bete iter ete ich R a b fA the £ £ t OE dente : 

| ; : y which has always been in the forefront of academi 
Ss 1} understandably take them for pean as, in a sense, a time-honored Bnd eet al Vatorn. 

| \| formula. Since this University's mode of response to obstruction a‘ 
1} has specifically included the sanction of expulsion, we have given 

| 4 careful consideration to the question of the desirability of this Bre Whanl ace Universal euisancts onus dustibied? 
ad sanction as a way of coping with the problems with which our own A IEE SS ‘ 
|} committee is concerned. More generally, we do not consider that k 

yy the sanction of expulsion (as distinguished from suspension) is an BS 

| I] appropriate response for any disciplinary problems which confront 1. MAJORITY STATEMENT j 

| an educational institution. We have come to the unanimous con- 
i clusion that no argument justifies the employment of this academic : ae 
! i equivalent of banishment, and we recommend that the University a. Modes of response to obstruction Be 

relinquish this power. oe 
ee Our committee has been charged with consideration of modes of 

| ! 1. In our consideration of the question of mode of response to obstruction. In the aftermath of October 18, 1967, 3 

| response to obstruction, we have examined carefully the proposi- there were many responses, and virtually all of them concerned the 

Hy tion, advanced by many in the surrounding community, and even by appropriate kinds of punishment to be meted out, and the tighten- 
Py some within the University, that the best way to cope with a ing of regulations to ensure that there would remain no legal 

ie crisis like that of October 18 last, is to single out the ring- loopholes for offenders to slip through. The threat or actuality 
leaders, bring them before the bar of justice, and eliminate them of punishment, verging on vengeance, was by no means confined to 
from the scene by expulsion. The theory behind this, in the minds those who participated in the debacle at the Commerce Building; it = |. 

of many, is that social problems are caused largely or solely by cast a pall over almost all constituent parts of the University-- 1 

evil individuals, that these individuals are hopelessly evil, and over the students and faculty who protested the actions of the : 
| that the problems can be solved by permanently rooting out such police by a one-day strike; over the non-resident students, who : 

elie individuals. We believe this approach to social problems has been Were identified unhesitatingly as the true source of the trouble- : 
A completely discredited. : makers; over the Chancellor, especially when he exercised a 

1 + ; eTod ‘| 45 fons sarod sxe hej wo tihytoi. 4 j bs odd pid no Lis sl ven ilgijuos 20. ,o%ptontte At bas Sola 3 a: 
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Be discretion in deferring the return of Dow intil the faculty hades _Cational community on matters of community-widesd nificance,» = 

nee debated the interview policy; over the Regents, charged by the The Crow Commit teé report includes-several useful. recommendations + - 

= legislature with* relinquishing too much af their power tothe «in this regard. -Welview with considerable concern the Continujng 
q faculty; and over the University as a whole, through a comprehen- evidence of- failure on the part of-the Regents and the adminié- 

; sive punitive threat to reduce the budget. tration to consult with representatives of the faculty and the 

: Aen ; 267 ‘ student body on matters of such importance for the entire academic 
~ wthus the predominant reaction was that~somebody--perhaps community as» rules governing the conduct of political’ activity on 

, ; ' everybody--had to be punished... In considering the scope. of our the campus. If consultation among all members of the educational 

~ . péSponsibility,-.we have givén much time- tothe question of academ- -commuhity is tovhave a convincing meaning, it must “continue during 

es ic sanctions, because we believe that the quality of am institu;--)..crises as well as if not more tham’in notmdl times. And never et 
: tion is judged in part by the spirit and temper of*its system of should the University allow itself to lose contact with dissidents 

4 justice, and we«find our faith in the liberalism of that system. regardless of the provocation. ae i 3 
rudely shaken by the way it has operated at our University during é 5 

; this year of crisis. And yet we have been unable to devote the Furthermore we need flexibility in the University's response 

time “it: deserves to the question of a reconstitutitn of.the rela- tO demonstrations and obstruction. We have been too prone to 
; ‘tionships between the University and the ‘student membership, even “‘Operate.as if the sole available response to obstruction is force. 

; in the judicial area, because our attention has continually been In hindsight it is clear that massive confrontations do great 
8 diverted by the possibility of the passage’of repressive légis-.. .. harm to the University. We must remind qurselves that a great 

b lation. university must be a resilient institution. The consequences of a 

We regret most deeply that circumstances have impelled us to delay in some particular scheduled activity, or its relocation, 
} consider the problems of our campus so much from the standpoint of are far less serious than those produced by forceful confrontation. 

the university and the student as adversaries, and particularly The spectacle of the University set against a substantial segment 
‘ the question of how to regulate and restrict the expression of ofits faculty and students is an ugly and unnecessary one, and 
i moral outrage. In our judgment, the entire academic community, we must be more zealous and energetic in avoiding it in the futur. 

and this committee as a reflection of it, has been forced into a We have spoken only in general terms of several kinds of 

; massive distraction from its reason for existence. It is most un- response to obstructive demonstrations. It would not be possible 

likely that the moral dilemmas of our nation which were the root to list all possible responses, nor would such a list be consis- 

E cause of our campus crisis are soon to be resolved, and we find ent with the flexibility that is important to the University. 

i intolerable the prospect of any choice by the University to retreat Surely the University does not suffer from a shortage of the 

from its proper responsibilities in the struggle for a #ust reso- resources of ingenuity or inventiveness. Our concern is not to 

} lution of those problems. Somehow we must learn to commit our- list alternative responses, but to emphasize that the use of Uni- 

selves to these challenges, and grow as a consequence of the versity sanctions is at best an extreme response, and one that 

; encounters, rather than find ourselves shaken and demoralized by should be employed infrequently indeed. S 
each new issue, pitted against one another, and forced to com- 

promise the principles of our existence merely to ensure material Another way of responding to the problems of student member- 

survival. ship in the academic community is to establish the position of 

University Ombudsman. Mingled among the more substantial issues 

The primary function of a University is to provide the physical involved in campus demonstrations are discontent and frustration 

: E and spiritual basis necessary for significant participation in a stemming from the administrative complexity and bureaucratic 

meaningful educational process. Any intelligent discussion of the impersonality that are associated with the modern multiversity. 
; proper modes of response to obstruction of University functions Although we recognize that there are already various channels of 

must be informed by the overriding consideration of the nature of | communication through which problems of this sort canki treated, 
1 the educational process whose furtherance the University is and various University officers who have attempted to amelior- 
: designed to protect and encourage. Rather than attempt to antici- ate some of the unfortunate situations that have arisen in the 

pate all possible kinds of obstruction that could conceivably past, we believe that the entire University community would 
arise, rather than strive to articulate a detailed list of punish- benefit from the appointment of a University Ombudsman. 
ments fitted to a table of crimes of” diverse degrees and magni- 

: tudes, rather than treat the eoncept of obstruction as.if it were The University Ombudsman, an,office that might best be shared 
separable from the moral needs that underlie its employment as a among several faculty members, :provided with student assistance 
political tactic, rather than attempt to pinpoint the very mean- and secretarial resources, would be charged with the investiga- : 

i ing of obstruction by means of sterile definitions that ignore the tion of alleged unfair treatment, acting upon complaints brought | 
reasons why mén sometimes feel the ethical imperative to engage in by any member of the educational community. This office, which 
illegal acts, we think it far more constructive to formulate basic might be established for an experimental period, would require 

: principles that may serve to delineate that mode of response which from the administration the authority commensurate with its respor 

| is proper to a University. Perhaps the most important principle sibilities, but in order to function effectively it should remain 

} is this: A University that loses the confidence of a significant separate and distinct from the University administration. The 
t proportion of its student and faculty members has lost its reason focus of its attentions would be very inclusive, but problems more 

a for being, the protection and encouragement of a meaningful edu- appropriate to the Faculty Advising Service, or to the University 

cational enterprise. ; Residence Halls, or to some other particular agency would normally 

| be referred to the agency involved. The major function of the s 

ny During the course of our deliberations, we have reviewed Ombudsman would be investigative, but his powers would be sufficient 

: numerous reports dealing with these problems, prepared at the Uni- to intervene on behalf of an individual entrapped unjustly within 

f versity of Wisconsin and at other major educational institutions the bureaucratic thicket. 

' across the country. We found many of these efforts disappointing. : 

t In most we detected such concern for the protection of institue Although further study is needed to establish the detailed 

; tional interests that academic questions were neglected. Little structure of the Office of the University Ombudsman, to delimit 

attention was devoted to individual growth, maturation, and its powers and responsibilities, and to determine the composition 

development or to ways of encouraging responsible social action on of its staff, we believe that the creation of a University Ombuds- 

| the part of members of an educational community. And we found man would be a major positive response to some of the student and 

little discussion of the fact that universities--their students faculty discontent and frustration rife on the campus of the Uni- 

| and faculties--are asked to assume a role of leadership in our versity of Wisconsin. 

| society, an omission which is especially striking in this time of Accordingly, _ 

ineféased access to higher education and of pervasive social and ’ 7 i i 
I political turmoil. Protection of the interests of the university Recommendation 1:, We recommend that there be created a Uni- » 

pole" at the cost.of stifling the forceful challenge. and response, the...’ ..versity Ombtdsman, and that the University Admitistrationy = 
r “*-eommitted and critical interchange that are so important to,an-... + in consultation with the University community, takesim-  - ett 
hk » educational institution, is no protection-at all. To destroy what mediate stéps bkeading to the esteblishment of the structure, 

a weevalue in the name of protecting it is*to fail as professors, as the..delimitfation of the power and responsibilities, and the 2 

i _~“sttdents, and as°citizems..- Our response to the dilemmas of our — «determination of the composition of the Unit¥ersity Ombudsman. 
2 o campus must not.be the short-sighted-one of safeguarding the insti }. University sanction policy’ °*+ — ees 
3 tution whatever the cost and whatever thé means, but-father the oe Se 3 i e 

: reestablishment: of a shared Sénse. of valyes and goals, the restora After the events of October 18; a great. deal of the attention : 
/ tion“ of understanding and trust, and the reaffirmation“of the... of the educational community was directed toward debate over the 

; cooperative nature of our endeavor... e : legitimacy and-appropriateness of the imposition of University | ‘ 
er tees i : eS ecene fem _> academic sanctions (probation, “suspension, expulsion, and refusal ~ 

ei _ We..are firmly convinced that the University should not rely ‘Co readmit), ana tt was to this matter, sanction pelicy.at -thd « x 

BS primarily upon’ the imposition -of academic sanctions as a response niversity of Wisconsin, that the Committee devoted a large part ~~ 
.. to demonstrations, even when those are obstructive. We note WEEN OR Ges attention. Although our primary consideration was the HA 

a regret that the problems*at the-root of obstructive demonstrations  jiposition of Upiversity academic “sanétions in cases of obstructive 
|. * 80. often seem to be evaded and ignored by. most of the: faculty, the. damonstrations,.our deliberations have Ted us.te recommend a policy 
a ~ students and the administration aslong ass the efforts to bring that~-has widersreaching. implications. Accordingly, the discussion ~ 

stem Out in ‘tie -apetiefox: discussion eae vespectabbe  and=peace. . that Follows; is not strictly confined-t6 situations of obstruction 
: ful form. The first preventive response to an issue which may ; be ee etic e : 

ea PEewoue obstruction is confrontation of tite dese Ltsghb, ater The events 6f the past soverdiesemesters have made it bluntly 
2 than. ¢onfrontation of thepersoms raising the apenas we ag obvious to the University, Ror ro whe public-at ‘Tavee, eat “eirrent 

’ e . gat ae /University-sanction policy is, at best, confused. The very nature 
Another response to demonstrations should be provision of a and. sources of authority “ate in dispute.. Even within the Univer- 

‘meaningful role in its decision-making processes for all members ~ sity. there is continuing discord over the standards for acceptable ~ 
of the academic community. In this regard, we support the state- behavior, over the formulating body for such standards, and over | 

La ment in the recent report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Role of: the interpreting body for such standards. This imbroglio has | 
; Students in the Government of the University (Crow Committee), increased the strain on the University's relations with the Wis- j 

favoring "an increasing student participation in policy discussion consin Legislatpre, the Federal Courts, Madison administrative | 
* and decisions." And we concur, in’ this regard, with the Wisconsin and police officials, and the’ general public. { 

_ Student Power Report, which moves further in the same direct.on. 

— The standards and enforcement procedures currently in use 

-_— A third response should be the reinforcement, both in princi- were designed for a much more Limited range of violations than 
‘ “2g le and in structure, of continuing consultation within the edu- that for which they are being emploved. Thev were formulated to J
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provide a firm-but-gentle paternal guiding hand for students and for defense of it in court, because of.its broad and vague 
involved in antisocial behavior. The presumption was that in most character. "University function or process" would seem to encom- 

| cases the unacceptability of the behavior will not be in dispute, pass all activities to which a University label might be attached. t 

that the student involved by and large prefers to cooperate with The formulation "seriously obstructs" is also troublesome, in that a 
the University or can be coerced to do so, and that all interests it may be taken to mean merely obstruct in the sense of definitive : 

are best served, including those of the student involved, when the prevention, or to mean that there were serious acts associated 

| matter is handled within the University and when both the Univer- with the obstruction, or to mean that the obstruction was con- } 

| sity and the student involved are shielded from sanctioning sidered serious because of the character of the activity being 

| agencies external to the University. They involve a confusion of obstructed. The addition of the category "impairs" would seem f 

| the role of counselor with that of investigator-prosecutor, and to create even more difficulties; even the presence of a legal | 

| the confusion of both of those roles with that of the judge- demonstration might be considered by some to impair an activity. | 

. enforcer. The underlying sense of these rules is to treat the 

i student-citizen in all cases first as a student and only second The Crow Committee Report differs from the Remington Report, | 

as a citizen. In addition, it has become apparent to the Commit- the source of the recommendation cited, in one important regard: 

| tee that several of the improvements recommended in the Remington the scope of the activities to be protected from obstruction by | 
| Report, a document with not insignificant influence on sanction academic sanctions is enlarged from "the educational process" to i 

| policies on other campuses throughout the country, have not been "a significant University function or process". The minority of 
implemented on own own campus. our Committee, in discussing this point, leave the impression that, 

had the Remington Committee addressed themselves to the problem, } 

It is perhaps pertinent to mention here several of the more they would have recommended likewise. On the basis of a careful 

outstanding difficulties of our current sanctions policy. The reading of the Remington Report itself, we doubt it. Problems 
limited variety of sanctions available make it difficult to deal of violations of the law in connection with political activity 
with situations in which a slap on the wrist (probation) is in- are specifically discussed in a subsection of the Remington k 
effective and banishment (expulsion) is inappropriate and overly Report separate from that dealing with offenses for which academ- s 

harsh. The increasing importance of higher education and the ic sanctions are permitted. Indeed they specifically state that ‘ 
ea trend toward much freer access to it render even temporary banish- such violations, on or off campus, ought to be dealt with "by 

ment less desirable. When harsh sanctions are available to the University, public authorities", and again "by duly appointed investigation, | 

there will intimes of crisis te strong pressures, bah from within and with- prosecution, and judicial agencies which are equipped and com- 

out, to employ them. On occasion, this indeed puts the Univer- petent todeal with the very complex issues which may be involved". j 
| sity into the position of acting as an agent of social control for [It is quite clear from their text (as well as from the events of 

the larger community. When students engage in political action this past academic year) that the University is not considered to 
f on the University campus, situations of exposure to double juris- possess such agencies. 

dictions with duplicate sets of sanctions become more frequent and The reason for discussing the Remington Report here is that 

political expression is consequently inhibited. Chancellor Fleming, in the spring prelude to the incident of 
| October 18, declared that Report to be the basis for administra- - 

| Our present sanction policy is one of the many contributing tion of academic discipline. In our opinion, the imposition of 
factors leading to the current turmoil in which the University academic sanctions on obstructors of the Dow interviews has not 
finds itself; its application after the events of October 18, been defended on the grounds that they interfered with "the edu- 
1967, has exacerbated the tension, the lack of communication, and cational process". Here we have a case in pqint of an improper 

\ the risk of recurring crises, felt at the University. response. The Crow Committee has appeared to be responding 
favorably to the WSA insistence on abondomment of the in loco 

: The current period in our history, is not only one of sharp parentis posture, but in fact it has introduced a specific change 
division over national policy and university policy, but also one which would move the University back toward such a posture, in the ss 
of testing and experimentation, of challenges to traditions and sense that it would restore the all-pervasive character of the Uni 
norms. Increasingly, universities, especially large public insti- vyersity's relationship with its students. In specific response to | 
tutions, cannot afford and are not willing to segregate themselves the problem of obstruction, the minority of our Committee has 

from the larger community. They are both encouraging and becoming chosen to support the Crow Committee amendment, and enlarge the 
centers for commitment and social action. No one any longer scope of academic discipline to cover all political activity on | 
defends an in loco parentis posture for a modern university; nev@~ the campus which is obstructive. We regard such responses as | 
the-less there is a residual paternalism in many responses of this regressive and repressive, and urge that they be reconsidered. ; 
university. = 

All of the documents which we have examined concerning the 
In this period of challenge to traditions and norms, indie direction the University should adopt in this area have purported 

| viduals seeking to challenge authority structures have rendered to abandon the in loco parentis posture. Thus the minority 

| civil disobedience commonplace, and they have begun to make of our Committee proposes that we think of the University not as | 
| extensive use of the legal machinery available in our society. a family but as a community. Appealing though this sounds, the 

Litigants have already successfully challenged the lack of due particular community turns out on reflection to resemble a family 
i process and the imposition of unconstitutional conditions in uni- in several crucial regards. Our University community is in fact 

versity sanction policies. It is likely that the behavior of an authoritarian structure, like the family, whether or not the 
inquiring and critical students will be aggressive and occasion- authorities choose to act in a benevolent manner. Legislation | 

eli ally intransigent. is the responsibility of one part of the community; the object | 

oii of the legislation is another part. The minority advocate the I 

Clearly, a university committed to the encouragement of "community" model "for all the reasons that responsible self- 
responsible criticism and decision-making as a fundamental part government and relative freedom from outside interference...are 

| of the educational process and to the promotion of social and desirable in an educational institution."' We assert that respon- 

civil responsibility, must face squarely the problems resulting sible self-government for all citizens of our community does not 
from the political action in which some members of the edu- exist, and we offer the evidence of the past academic year for } 

| cational community are engaged, and must do so with something the further assertion that our freedom from outside interference 
| better than a system of sanctions created to deal with panty- is quite inadequate. 

| raids, boisterous pranks, and minor theft. 

| We find the following statement from the Report of the Study 

c. Recent discussions of University sanction policy Commission on University Governance, University of California, 
| Berkeley, to be compelling: "When students bow to the qualitative 

Recently at this University, the Crow Committee, in response judgments of their instructors...the premise which induces and — Seal 
| to the initiative of the WSA Student Power Report, has sought to justifies such submission is a scholarly one which rests upon the 

| deal with some of these problems. Since the report of the Crow subject-matter expertise of the evaluator... Such natural author- 
Committee has been distributed to the University community, we ity does not extend beyond the limits of the scholar's specialty... 

| have thought it appropriate to comment on some of its findings. We think students today distinguish, intuitively at least, 5 
We were unanimous as a committee in suggesting several amendments between the natural authority which stems from scholarship and the ‘ 
to the Crow Committee Report (see I above), including the unani- misuse of that authority which stems from status. One cannot } 

| mous recommendation that the sanction of expulsion, based on a expect academic status of administrators or the claims of academic 
1h 14 notion of incorrigibility wholly inappropriate in an educational or administrative expertise to provide legitimacy for decisions 

setting, be eliminated in favor of suspension for a maximum pdariod in such areas as lock-out hours for a dormitory, the penalty for 

of three years. stealing a book from the library, or the size of a political 

4 We comment here on Section III, Subsection 1, of the Crow poster allowed to be displayed on a plaza or bulletin board. 
: 345 Committee Report, dealing with University power to discipline f 

| individual students. The conclusion of that report, a conclusion "If the authority derived from academic or intellectual } 
| essentially supported by the minority of this Committee, was that relationships cannot be used to justify authority imposed upon | 

| ~ students in these auxiliary areas, the only other possible source | 

| University discipline should be imposed only for intentional of moral authority stems from the fact that students are younger 

} | conduct which (1) seriously damages or destroys University than faculty members and deans, and that administrators may there- 

lh property, (2) indicates a serious continuing danger to the fore stand in loco parentis for these not-quite-adults whose 
personal safety of other members of the University commun- capacity for responsible judgment is not fully developed. We 

Ir | ity, or (3) clearly and seriously obstructs or impairs a believe that such paternalism is anachronistic and should be 

| significant University function or process. Individual forthrightly disavowed...We find it strange that college students 

behavior that does not come under these restrictions is as a class are treated as if they require a longer period of 
~ J not a matter for University discipline. maturation in a protected environment than do non-students of the 

4 same age. 

, In defining those situations appropriate for the imposition of 

University sanctions, the Crow Report emphasizes the interests of "A Canadian commission has declared that ‘University students 
the institution to the point of neglecting the interests of the ask to be treated as adults, and it is fitting and fortunate that - 
student involved. in recognizing the interests of the institution, this should be so.' We agree with this statement and we believe 4 
the Crow Report fails to give adequate attention to the availabil- there are compelling reasons to act upon it, reasons which far 
ity of alternative means for protecting those interests. outweigh the risk that students will act improvidently or that a 

Vy uit e 2 : ; the University will thereby alienate that minority of parents who 
The wording of this recommendation in the Crow Report would wish it to perpetuate their own supervisory role. ... If we are ‘ 

| seem to create problems for administration of the sanctions policy, asking the student to question, to substitute reason for habit or iis 
1 i 
a < x
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prejudice in the determination of how he is to use his life, then exclusion should be only a last resort, and, in any case, should 

it seems unduly suspicious and aggravating to subject him to be considered a serious failure of the educational process. 

> restrictions on either his private or political life more onerous 

‘ | than those applicable to his peers who are not in college." d. Alternative bases for a’ sanction policy 

The second broad difficulty with the sanctioning system pro- In searching for alternative bases for a University sanction 

posed in the spirit of the University as a community, which again policy, we have found it useful to differentiate the various 

makes the community look suspiciously like a family, is the roles of the University. In many circumstances, the University 

breadth of discretion the authorities have available. At present is a landlord and restaurateur (as well as social organizer, ath- 

it is for them to decide whether or not to use academic sanctions letic coordinator, and so forth). In this role, the University 

against an offender, and also whether or not to bring a civil offers its students and faculty many valuable services difficult 
| complaint which could lead to criminal sanctions. The discretion to obtain elsewhere, and in doing so its relationship to its 

resembles that of the parent faced with an unruly son, or the students is that of an agent to a client. In other circumstances, 

judge in juvenile court. A substantial proportion of the students the University serves as a licensing agent, certifying that indi- 
exposed to such discretionary authority are in fact adults, and viduals associated with it are competent to assume a variety of 
many of those who are not yet 21 are exposed to the adult respon- roles within the larger society. This, too, is an invaluable, 

sibility of compulsory service in the armed forces. and indispensable role for the University, but in this licensing 
role the relationship of the University to its students is 

| The minority applauds discretion because it permits the characterized by bureaucratic formality and administrative 

injection of wisdom into the process of judgment; they fail to impersonality, characteristics very different from the challenge 
| perceive the extent to which the problems of our campus are con- and excitement of the academic relationship. 

: tinually aggravated by the circumstance that the students see this 

discretionary role as placing them at the mercy of the administra- In many other circumstances, those with which we are most 
> tor. Furthermore, the availability of discretion provides a concerned, the University is a provider and manager of educational 
y tempting opportunity for pressure groups, apprised of activities experiences, and it is in this role that the University is differ- 

‘on campus of which they disapprove, to bully the administrator entiated from all other agencies in our society. It is in this 
into a tougher decision than he might otherwise make. We should academic relationship that the University is a community, and is 
anticipate attempts at interference whenever the offense is ill- most competent to judge acceptable and unacceptable behavior; : 

| defined, and the appropriate punishment left to the discretion of these characteristic activities are the ones that can be best 
| the administrator. We think it not unlikely, moreover, that the protected by the use of University academic sanctions. ; 

| interests represented by those pressure groups will be predomin- 

ately nonacademic in their emphasis. We doubt that the strident To differentiate among these roles is not to say that we 

| insistence on expulsion for the obstructors, in the days follow- regard any of them as unnecessary, irrelevant, or necessarily 

ing October 18 last, was motivated by concern for the interests harmful to the University. But we do differentiate among them 

of the University. So long as we retain the discretion to employ, to note that in each of these roles the University has a somewhat 

5 against unpopular political expression, sanctions which are different way of operating, and a different way of relating to 

unavailable to the surrounding community, we will feel pressures its students. In light of all of the above comments, we believe 

to use those sanctions, whether or not they are appropriate to the that this differentiation enables us to delineate more clearly | 

| situation, and whether or not the response is appropriate to a those areas in which University academic sanctions may judiciously 

university. be imposed. 

We are not suggesting, of course, that discretion ought never 
| to be exercised by the University in dealing with offenders. We It seems clear that the interests of the University as land- 

} _ are merely pointing out that discretionary power can be dangerous, lord and restaurateur can be adequately protected by existing : 

| and indicating the wisdom of limiting its use if at all possible criminal and civil law. Theft, destruction of property, non- 

to do so. The University is not required, under our recommenda- payment of bills, gate-crashing, homosexuality, and neurotic and 

tions, to deal with complaints against members of its community psychotic behavior are not problems peculiar to a university, 

in a mechanical fashion. Not every case that brings the accused and are commonly dealt with in our, society. While it would seem 

under the law's shadow is a prima facie case against the accused. perfectly legitimate for some service unit of the University, such 

as the Residence Halls, to deny an individual access to its 

One area of discretionary judgment is left completely un- services when his behavior does not conform with its standards, 
specified by the Crow Report, and by the minority contribution this should not, in our judgment, have any reflection on his 

t to our Committee: the criteria by which the University decides continued association with the University. We see no need, } 

whether or not to bring a civil complaint when there has been an therefore, for a special category of University sanctions to 

infraction on campus of civil law.| The minority of our Committee protect University property or the safety of members of the Uni- 

| propose that use of University sanctions be permitted in an versity community. 

| aggravated situation "regardless of whether criminal sanctions 
| ‘are also sought" but does not say when the University should seek We believe, also, that for the most part the University's 

| criminal sanctions. They propose that University sanctions not role as a licensing agent is adequately protected by the grading 

| be permitted in unaggravated situations, but recommend that the system, by the power to confer degrees, and by certification to 
| University "rely upon and cooperate. with criminal law authorities’; licensing boards. Destruction of University records is analogous 
I again it is not clear what the University should do about bring- to the destruction of city and county records, and both can be y 

| ing a civil complaint. In defining the University's options of protected adequately without the use of University academic 

employing academic sanctions, it is clearly insufficient to sanctions. 

identify those actions which may call forth such sanctions if the 

University also has the option of bringing a civil complaint, and What, then, are areas appropriate for the imposition of Uni- 

} the latter eventuality has a bearing on the likelihood of the versity sanctions? We believe that there are several aspects of 
| former. This is a clear-cut case of a general failing of the the operation of the University in which only the University is 

Crow Committee Report and the minority contribution to our competent to judge acceptable and unacceptable behavior, and we 

Committee Report: neither give adequate attention to the availa- recommend that University academic sanctions be limited to these 

bility of alternative means for protecting the interests of mem- areas. 
bers of the University community. Such vagueness, in association 

| with the broadness of the proposed regulations, can only exercise We regard the classroom, the laboratory and the lecture (and 

a chilling and intimidating effect on students who feel morally other forums, debates, and the like) as the activities most ‘ 
Sf impelled to engage in political activity. critical to, and most characteristic of, the educational process. 
ay We believe that in these areas the University is most competent 

| We support the general trend embodied in the Remington and and best equipped, by use of the range of academic sanctions we ; 
| Crow Reports, and in the WSA Student Power Report, toward the discuss below, to safeguard the educational process. We assert 

b limitation of the intervention in the individual activities and this in order to maximize the latitude of behavior deemed 
3 conduct of students. We suggest that the University should be acceptable while protecting the opportunity of dhers to learn. . 

concerned, in the imposition of academic sanctions, only with For example, in a public lecture, the University is best able 
| its academic relationship with its students. And further, we to ensure that vigorous challenge from the audience is not con- ‘ 

I suggest that in considering the adoption of some specific policy fused with disruptive behavior, that the former is protected, 

or rule to protect the educational process, the University must and that the latter is prevented. 

| bear in mind the following: that rules and the machinery used 
to enforce them must be reasonably related to the protection of 

: the educational process; that the importance to the individual @ * Recommantations { 
4 student of the activity forbidden him by the policy or rule Sea crnecy 5 gas Ronn a: 

must be considered in relation to the interest protected by the We urge, therefore, that University academic sanctions be 

policy or rule and in relation to the sanction imposed upon hin employed only when it is necessary to do so to protect the 
if he violates the policy or rule; that alternative means to access of all members of the University community to. the edu- 
safeguard the interest in question may be available; and that cational process, and only when alternative safeguards to this 

} higher education is of such incalculable value that only SO CIs access are demonstrably inadequate. It seems to us, further, \ 
treme situations should it be denied to a qualified individual. that an individual should be excluded from the University only 

fi : f when his presence presents a clear continuing danger to the 
Too much of the current discussion of University sanctions access of members of the University community to the educational 

has concentrated on their deterrent and punitive effects. As a process. We recogrize that there may be some cases in which 

: consequence we are in danger of losing sight of the basic goals activities not directly part of the academic relationship may g 
of sanction policy. Our concern must be with the growth of the need to be protected by the use of* University academic sanctions. h 
intellectual and critical faculties of our students, with the For example, if the University is to have a judicial system, it 

encouragement of inquiring minds and critical attitudes, and with must have available some contempt of court procedure to insure i 
: the maturation and self-realization of individuals. It is in- that the system se benablentonfunct kone 

consistent with these goals that a University be punitive; and, aa 

certainly, there are agencies in our society far better suited to Some further clarification is in order. We believe that the | 
=a that task. : University should use its sanctions only in those areas in which i 
2 : i Se tol it is most competent to differentiate acceptable from unacceptable F 

a _. Sometimes a university may be required to exclude some indi- behavior, and in which other available safeguards are inadequate a 
@ye. als in order to protect its educational process, bat such | to. protect, those: interests, peculiar, fo, the, University. i ae 
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| In order to expand the variety of sanctions available to the involve some risks to the University, but we believe that they 

| University, we propose that University rules be altered to permit involve fewer risks than alternative positions. The likely 

. the exclusion of individuals from units and services within the benefits to the University are sufficiently important to warrant , 
| University without necessitating exclusion from the entire Univer- the risks involved. 

| sity. That is to say, it should be possible to exclude an indi- PS hen Cie tam oer e se pc aimeddatione 

vidual, when necessary, from a particular university activity such Ste et ee er eee ae 

pe aes aeeeess rey Hem eur pCa pene a eee GIES We have ourselves suggested and discussed a number of possible 
ment or college, without suspending him from the University. Since objections to these recommendations. and ve think it appropriate 

the behavior from which we need protection is specific to these to discuss the major objections Hees 

situations, we should have some way of dealing with such behavior ‘ 

at the appropriate level. Only the infrequent occurrence of Tt ie argued by the minority of our Counlttce that cour (pros 
repeated infractions threatens, and, therefore, need concern the posal ack deupoer be cncnecotters uno have becueeranining waiver. 
entire University. Just as a student whose academic performance gity sanetion policies. While we do believe. aa we Have already 
is not satisfactory in one department may succeed in another, so eres hae ate Senos moana ote Pa Os qauetesseas 

i nea ee ene ose not seameprm Pcacie Stanger ds/0f Behavior pacer cra institutions, we should also note that proposals of 

| aoe ee re ESE ee aly. ee ee this sort have in fact received substantial support. In its 'State- 
| evidence of continuing unacceptable conduct, and when there is HOLE Onin Acadenl co Erse lel Cee rndeni el Ch Aner cam Resear ae 
| clear likelihood that such behavior will continue, need an indi- Elonvcf University) evetecceralacceuce fat Npecules menbere: and 

paddal berseparated from the entire University, administrative officials should insure that institutional powers 

Reece ee are not employed to inhibit such intellectual and personal | 

He POLS BAY Pe eRe eee erent ea) Dearne Fess of students as is often promoted by ince exercise 
adequate in many areas of concern to us. For example, obstruc- of the vights of citizenship: othe A.A UP alap asserts thar 

puoe Cebleviul assenbly) mayibe subject to a maximm penaity’ of = footed authorit should ever ped merely to F & 

ene veer in jail anda fies of 2500." Surely the: University need duplicate the function of ceca laws. Only where the insti- s i not add its sanctions to these to safeguard placement interviews Cieuone Goin erate acannon ee “rewiiet inet stron 
ae y 

/ pe eer eee ivaty obstmucted: those of the general community should the special authority of 

eu? : = ee the institution be added.'' (Emphasis added) The A.A.U.P. fur- 
__ We must presume to deal with a community of rational indi- ther suggests that "...such vague phrases as ‘undesirable conduct 

Paciaae Ut Biopesed sanction spol icy. should: be iadequate.t¢ or ‘conduct injurious to the best interests of the institution' 
) pEobece ie ERtGr esis Of Ene Unversity 10 a ee EN Ey aN should be avoided. Conceptions of misconduct particular to the i 

Bey eect on policy can protect the pi vergt ty Jae ae institution need clear and explicit definition." This language 
i gece Lonal ee who ney ore ere Bee sac tone nor cy 5 is almost identical to that in the "Joint Statement on Rights and 

directed primarily toward such individuals would surely do in- Freedoms of Students", approved by the U.S. National Student 

gestae en ye ga a ce ea ned whom wae Association and the Council of the American Association of Uni- 
| Bebe versity Professors. That statement asserts that "...the student 

And we note, finally, the need to consider the protection of ee ee te Sone he ee coud ethane or heechave 
University interests in the light of our guarantees of equity and : 

freedom of expression to individual citizens who seek to challenge, ewe eesreeed: erie eaeencan BCLin elec ane ece ee 

| ee Cpe carey ee ere nate Sve ee Be eee ene are clearly essential and dormitories and athletic events clearly 
environment is by nature a somewhat chaotic one. Intellectual “ 5 5 : 

; ses 5 peripheral to the educational relationship, there may be some 
| ferment and turmoil need not and must not be sacrificed to main- activities wiich come between the two. We recosnize thae con- 
Ae ih tain order on the campus. Under the policy proposed here, ; : ‘ | 

5 : 5 sidered judgment (as by the panel of students and faculty recom- | exposure to duplicate sets of sanctions would be very rare, if mended in the Crow Comittee Report) will be necessary to inter- 
they ever occurred; consistent with this policy would be action pret en policy veccmmer dat ton We are paviliine in onder co 
by the University to ensure that individuals in such situations ne oe aeoe cae yideice: eae ee all Cece 

Boss of double jurisdiction not be forced to contest charges in both and processes of the bce, re protection of academic 
jurisdictions simultaneously. Accordingly, sanctions. Whether or not some activity disrupted were more or 

F less central is a question of only modest importance when  rep- 
3 (Recommendation 1: See under "a! above) etition of such aienactin (not seh ieee to criuieat law and : 

4 ‘| f en ee coupled with the clear likelihood that such disruption will com 
Recommendation eye eee ene ee eye cep e tinue) necessitates proposing the suspension of an individual i 

| be imposed only where intentional conduct clearly and aendede 
|| seriously impairs access of members of the University com- f 

| munity to the educational process, and alternate safeguards It may be argued that civil and criminal law provide insuf- | 

| oe ane oe ee acs Be ficient protection to the University's interests. At best, the i 
Fe suspended from the University only when his behavior question of deterrent effect, which may vary with attitudes and 

and attitude are such as to indicate a continuing circumstances, can be determined only by expe rience. We note, t 

| threat of impairment of access to the educational however , poet a possible $500 fine and one Toes an jail would 
| process. seem sufficiently severe to deter obstructive activity. Further- 

| more, the machinery of criminal courts is perhaps better able to 

Recommendation 4: We recommend that Faculty Rules GoLWSene op co mens eas heen Pint ne wl nel fatuce Corts 
| be amended so as to permit the exclusion of students campus; to put him in jail would certainly do so. Moreover, we 
1 lil from units and services within the University without must consider deterrence along with equity, and we should adopt k 

| necessitating exclusion from the entire University. a posture which results in similar treatment for student and non- 
{ s student demonstrators. To do otherwise is to suggest that stu- 

Recommendation 5: If some particular behavior is dents, simply by virtue of being students, have a greater obli- 
i prosecuted in a criminal court, the University shall gation to obey the law or to refrain from protesting than other 
i normally accept the court's judgment as full dispo- Citicenee 

j sition. 
k 

“ i Some may argue that students have responsibilities | 
Recommendation 6: We recommend that in those rare beyond those of other citizens, and that these responsibilities 
instances in which an individual is liable to the include obeying the law more carefully than other citizens. 
imposition of both University sanctions and those of Students indeed have responsibilities in addition to those of 

1 another authority for some particular behavior, Uni- other citizens, but these relate to their academic performance, : 
| versity policy be that he not be forced to contest and not to their public behavior. f 

simultaneously both sets of charges. ; 

; = It may be argued that parents, and citizens in general, wish i. We emphasize again that sanctions are to be considered as the University to take its students in hand and to maintain their b 
1] only one, and the least desirable, of several possible University discipline and decorum in non-academic matters. This, of course, i 
{4 responses to obstructive demonstrations. We assume that our prefa- is the position of in loco parentis, and to surrender to it is the r 

“Wy tory comments and these recommendations will be interpreted such very antithesis of encouraging maturation and the assumption of 
that, when the imposition of University sanctions is deemed responsibility. To provide special protections for students 
necessary, they will be imposed at the level of the smallest involved in illegal activity would be unjust. To add sanctions : 

i appropriate unit within the University, and that exclusion from on top of those of the criminal law is equally unjust and would 
Pi the entire University will be, as it has been in the past, very unnecessarily restrict the behavior of one group of citizens in <i rare. We also assume that University policy on admissions and our society. 
i readmissions will be made consistent with University policy on 

| panStTenss It may be argued that the imposition of University sanctions ; 
| for certain kinds of behavior will protect students from the 

\ ( We note in passing that, should it be discovered that there harsher treatment they may expect to receive from municipal and F 
i is some activity that takes place on campus, not directly related state law enforcement officers and courts. This is, of course, 
f= to the educational process, but not adequately protected by exist- the other side of the coin of in loco parentis. The reasons 
i ing criminal and civil law, it is possible to formulate rules, for adduced for special protections for students from the criminal 
} approval by the Board of Regent Rules, subject to enforcement in law are precisely those used to urge special restrictions on 
i county courts, with monetary and jail penalties rather than academ- student behavior. They assert that students are not quite 

sr ic sanctions. This course of action would permit the University adults, that they cannot be expected to act like adults, and that 
He to deal wisely and equitably with campus political activity, for they are therefore not to be treated as adults. We believe that 

example, since it would not discriminate, either in conduct this view is an anachronism. Moreover, this sort of shielding 
permitted or in sanctions imposed, between students and non- may in fact be a guise for a University posture even less con- Ss 
students. sistent with our educational goals. When the University alternates : 

between friend and enemy of the student, when, in return for non- 
We believe that our proposed sanction policy will place this prosecution of misdeeds, it encourages spying and reporting on A 

feat University in the vanguard in dealing with the complex problems other students, it undermines the trust necessary to the educa- ig ; 
5 arising from the changing role of students in university and com- tional interaction for which a University exists. And finally, a. 

3} munity affairs. We realize that changes of the-sort we propose since our, society determines at what.age an individual becomes: ----« e 
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i an adult, it is inappropriate for the University to insist that 1967-68, p. 11 puts it--a standard which is described as being 

an individual considered by our larger society to be an adult "invaddition to the civil code and specific regulations of the 

: be considered otherwise by us. University". (Probably this provision was thought necessary 

: because there are so few specific University regulations; a 
Some may view these recommendations as leading to a greater University code of student conduct is yet to be written.) 

role for Madison police on the campus. We have been discussing 
the imposition of sanctions, and not procedures for arrest, We should note that "in loco parentis'' is sometimes also 
forcible removal, and the like. Unless instances requiring applied to situations where the University is playing the role 
arrest and forcible removal increase, University police (the of indulgent parent by making itself a "sanctuary" from law 
Department of Protection and Security) will continue to be suf- enforcement officials (i.e. persuading them to forego criminal 

ficient to police the campus; when instances of mass demonstra- sanctions, either regularly or in particular instances, pursuant 

tions requiring arrest and forcible removal do occur, to the understanding that the University will apply its own 

supplemental force may be needed, regardless of the sanctions sanctions--which then turn out to be inconsequential). Where 

subsequently imposed. the University does not use such an arrangement to allow serious 

misconduct to be followed by inconsequential university responses, 

It may be argued that our proposals would call for a more the use of the term "sanctuary" in criticism of the arrangement 

. f extensive and complex University judicial system than presently is less appropriate. i 
exists. We are in agreement in principle with the recommendations 
of the Crow Committee regarding improvements in the University (2) The other extreme is represented by the WSA view presented 
judicial structures, and we have offered some amendments to their in the "Student Power Report 1967". This rejects the notion of 
recommendations. We strongly agree that counseling and prosecuting the “sanctuary'', and it rejects the strict approaches as well. / 

| must be separate functions,and that students must be represented Viewing students as adults to be treated the same way as non- 
on judicial panels. Therefore, we believe that a considerable student adults, it asks both that there be no special favors and | 

4 ~ refurbishing of the University judicial system is in order, that there be no special burdens merely because they are students— 
- regardless of alterations in sanction policy, and we believe that except in one respect. The Report regards University 

the structures envisaged in the Crow Report will be adequate to administrative sanctions as proper in the field of "'academ- 
handle whatever cases may arise under the policy we recommend. ic participation"--presumably in such matters as deficient grades 
We would regard it as unfortunate for the University to commit or academic cheating or plagiarism. In this view, student conduct ] 

; substantial resources of time and energy to the process of violating the criminal law is not to be the subject of separate : 
adjudication, not only because it is a substantial diversion University prohibition and University punishment; and "the Uni- 

; from our main task, but also because it threatens directly the versity may only take sanctions against the student based on his 1 

accomplishment of that task, by continually counterposing the academic participation", says the Student Power Report. 7 
University and its students in adversary relationships, a posture ; mm 

; which is inconsistent with the most elementary principles of _ A more sophisticated variant of this position takes account 

effective educational interaction. of the fact that pertinent criminal law sanctions include not 

only those in the state statutes on unlawful assembly or dis- 

It may be argued that our proposals would encourage greater orderly conduct but also those in the state statutes which make | 

external interference in the affairs and governence of the Uni- violations of Regents' rules subject to criminal misdemeanor 
versity. In fact, however, rather than restraining the impact penalties (to be imposed, as in the case of the other and heavier 

- of outside interference on campus, employing academic sanctions criminal penalties, by a court). Some would say that if alleged 
to protect all University processes and functions may have the obstructive conduct is covered by Regent rules, these lighter 
opposite result. If we assert our ability to deal with certain criminal penalties applicable to violations of such rules should 

kinds of behavior and are then unable to do so effectively generally be the criminal sanctions to be invoked, in preference 
through the use of academic sanctions. outside influence is not to the heavier criminal sanctions. And there would be no admin- 
restrained, but invited. In other woids, if we have the capacity istrative sanctions (e.g. probation; suspension) except where 
to discipline individuals who obstruct CIA recruiters on the academic deficiency, cheating or plagiarism is involved. 

: campus, and if even our most severe penalties or the penalties 
we decide to impose do not deter that activity, we invite inter- (3) In between the two extreme positions described, more 
ference. We suggest that there are many kinds of activity that than one middle position is possible. While there is considerable 

it is neither advantageous nor possible for the University to and growing agreement that the "in loco parentis" approach in its 
: deal with. The sooner we accept this fact, the more rational, extreme form should be rejected, and general agreement that admin- 

t and, therefore, the more protective of the University's inter- istrative sanctions are permissible on matters of academic com- 

ests, our responses will be. We should not demean ourselves by petence, there is real disagreement on the extent to which con- 
bowing to fears of outside influence in transforming the Univer- duct already covered by the criminal law should be subject to 
sity into a general agent of social control. Unimaginative administrative sanctions. 
responses to legitimate challenges, even if they succeed in ' 
momentarily minimizing outside interference, will be of little Some argue for example, that this area for possible applica- 

use if they foster conditions that devalue the educational en- tion of more than one type of sanction should be confined to the : | 
deavor and lead to continued confrontations and crises. It is narrow category of conduct affecting the "central" academic 

7 just and appropriate that the Wisconsin Legislature and the activities of the University, such as classroom, library, 
: Board of Regents concern themselves with University and campus laboratory and lecture activities. Outside of this category only 

’ activities, as is their mandate in state law. And it is just and criminal law sanctions would apply. The views of the majority 

F appropriate that the faculty and the students concern themselves of this Committee seem to be close to such a position--though 
with the nature of the academic enterprise. in their view even conduct in this marrow category would not be 

subject to administrative sanctions if adequate criminal law 

provisions applied to the conduct. 
Gary L. Baran 5 

Haskell Fain 

Andrew H. Good A second middle position agrees that some kinds of miscon- 
: Roland Liebert duct covered by the criminal law should be subject to administra- 

Hugh T. Richards tive sanctions, but this category is broader than in the previous 
Wendy K. Rifkin view, because it is not confined to central academic activities. , 
Norman B. Ryder The category includes all University functions and processes. 
Joel Samoff However, the apparent breadth of the category has less consequence 

than may at first appear. For while recognizing the right of the 
: | For the Majority University to make prompt use of its own sanctions, some adherents 

to this second middle position would recognize that the Univer- 
k : : sity need not (or should not) also press charges with the public \ 

e= authorities, though others might. And if the public authorities 
are already prosecuting or have disposed of the case, some would 

say that the University should, at least in the “ordinary" or 
"less serious" case, choose to forego or to moderate its own 

2. MINORITY STATEMENT sanctions. Variations within this general position are possible, 
E as we, shall see below. The Crow Committee proposals fall, we 

; believe, within this general position. 

F This Committee has an interest in sanction policy because sae 
Sanctions are part of the "response to obstruction". We are not Sere 
Specifically concerned with sanction policies applicable to the 

F whole spectrum of student misconduct (theft, narcotics, sex b. A summary view of our own position 
5 offenses, etc.), but with those applicable to obstruction--though 

some of the principles we consider may well have broader applica- The position we recommend falls within the second middle 
: tion. position just described. Intentional conduct which obstructs “ 
c. or seriously impairs a University function or process would be 

a. The diverse views on sanction policy subject to University discipline. The obstructive conduct would 

be clearly defined, and the range of sanctions specified. The 

The sanction policy we recommend for @aling with obstruction types of aggravating circumstances which would make the higher 
; falls between two undesirable extremes. range of sanctions applicable would be listed. The highest 

sanction would be a 3-year suspension rather than expulsion. 

(1) On the one hand is the extreme form of "in loco parentis" 
approach which would give the University the all-encompassing The fact that the same conduct was subject to the law applic- 3 

\ disciplinary role of a parent toward a minor. This approach would able to the larger community would be no reason for foregoing 
: include such University attitudes as these: emulating the strict University sanctions designed to maintain the integrity of the 

a "disciplinarian" parent and adopting a policy that University University community. If the case were not an aggravated one, 

a Sanctions will automatically apply whenever, and because, the stu- then (a) if the criminal process had already or was about to be 
{| dent has been convicted of a criminal offense; or playing the started, with or without University help, the University would 

= PeAttict role again by applying sanctions to deviations from an forego its own sanctions, and (b) if the public authorities s 
3 _ undefined "high standard of conduct", as our Student. Handbook, .....were notutouprosecute,:the University could seek an adminis. \--...: /
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| trative sanction less than suspension. On the other hand, in community that are pertinent. In any group we call a community : 

i the aggravated cases, whether or not the criminal process had we expect interchange among the inhabitants. In the university Re 

| been invoked, the University would have power to remove the setting we think of intellectual and social interchange amon 3 de 
| ? & 8 & Pe 
| student temporarily from the University community. Simultaneous students, and among students and faculty; the phrase "community 2 

| prosecution of the criminal and administrative proceeding would of scholars" comes to mind. Finally, as in other communities, we ce 

| be avoided. think of a consciousness of mutuality of relation, a feeling of Re 

the inhabitant that internal order or stability is dependent upon bo 

| We begin the ensuing analysis with why it is important for acceptance of enforceable "rights" and "responsibilities". of 
| the University to retain, for application to all obstruction F po 

cases, its power to prescribe and impose sanctions. We reply to The community model of a university is of course not the only a 
the miscellaneous arguments against it, and show the weakness in possible model. We believe, however, that it comes close to a 

alternative positions. We show finally that our position is in picturing the kind of institution that the University of Wisconsin 
general harmony with the conclusions of various studies of the has long striven to be. If so, it is important that the feelings 

problem in recent years, at other universities as well as here, we have pictured as to rights and responsibilities (at least as _ shi 

oH as well as with the attitudes on University sanctions and they.pertain to the continued carrying on of University activitied ae: 
| | obstruction held by a number of organizations vigilantly inter- should be implemented by university enforcement of those rights oh 

| ested in student rights. and responsibilities. 2 
| un 
| * Ok 
| 3 Why is the "community" model so desirable, and university : Th 

enforcement so important? For all the reasons that responsible f th 

Th 2 l f Z oi £ ee ei self-government, and relative freedom from outside interference mo! 

ce pee ee Vee ey Sane PLU eet or Opeeruces on ob . o ae “ps ee oe BM Eee with the cooperative pursuit of truth and beauty, are desirable ob: 

i eee in an educational institution. We are speaking of goals which th 
H 2 , universities have won only after a hard struggle, and which many \ as 

Before concerning ourselves with the relative merits of, or have not yet won iret erect incites eH Se. 
‘i oad : Fi Sits i ies w ve won them or come > 

4 the relation between, ee oe, = close to winning them should do all they can to preserve them. Po 

od ‘a eet ve wish first Eo ts a. 4 bien eee Sus Grete y. This University serves these goals when it prohibits, and imposes 4 

Sere pcee rte 2eDCELOUS Comet dere Ve GVeneelVe s: its own sanctions against, intentional obstruction of University- F ; 

ki x fo7 lik run or University-authorized activities. If it failed to do so, | ho 

We She oped poe enow ek SUE Dens EON: ai Cees sencC hous 2 ce it would invite external controls. Thus, the legislature cannot _ ber 
} loss of privileges, or probation which can ripen into suspension bid expected to do nothing when fa to do nothing when faced with the image of a univer- | ey 

| if the conditions of the probation are violated. (This is a sity unwilling to "take care of its own affairs". The power pre 

fete oe ooe tr Cal which had: some Eon ecs poe Pople ton vacuum will be filled--with possibly irreparable damage to the un! 

whe chethepmajority. characterizes as 4 v slap on the wrist”. ) sWe ideal of a relatively autonomous educational community. Legis- aul 
| do not include expulsion. As indicated elsewhere in Part Two of Tabiva: chance: Ponenbere ne eb fined bo th bi - pr: 

: i i zi = 2 ‘ = ge, : y not be confined to the subject o 
this Report, our Committee is unanimous in rejecting expulsion maintaining order on the campus ty 

and accepting a three year suspension as the maximum period of : nev 

| bie von; rom the university with @ ripht te petition for It is no answer to our position to argue that even with this ve 

| reinstatement after the lapse of one year. University's present system of administrative sanctions, it BE 

Wes RRL deere oe etiyaa suffered--as a result of the obstruction at the Dow Chemical inter ee 
Sines a re © . oe x8 pita ° snes Lowe views on October 18, 1967--a drastic intrusion by the city police eo 

objectives: deterrence; "remedial" protection of the university eos : : stt 
teow Ae ete folator: hetol abate thi and a near-drastic intervention by the legislature. There are 

1 eo yy. oie ¢ e na es e ea meat on © eye two deficiencies in this argument. The first is that intrusion he 

| aD pncnoNs eu ice BONCre He (CHAres pe eae e y community; or control is likely to be worse when continuous then when cy 
| and avoiding dependence on criminal law whose prohibitions or eal codicl the seccadbie thet the Uaivearsit Re i ae Reena e st Uni 

| enforcement may be unsatisfactory. E : See 2 Scones UA acre tenn ec aaa cat 
18 was not typical of what we believe its posture will be in the b 

| r 
i) bet future if our recommendations are followed. The intrusion and - 

| eoeorrence intervention occurred in circumstances where the University had 
‘ f t 

| E not presented a clear image of autonomy--of being able to take 2 
That administrative sanctions are a powerful deterrent is a Gaeer oh he ain AE tai S oe tok ite system of prohibitions and . of 

point which needs little ekaboration. We believe there are some, sanctions had not been perfected. Its rules pertaining to i ex] 
7 Wages é . es 
ay sae Cy a ne ina poaes o eee obstruction and to disciplinary hearings were in such state as ent 
case. See. ste : eat y ie : ete ae a i. aes a to invite court litigation; its system of meeting obstruction did ; 

|| more a SO Celerren ne e rie oe u : = Ene, not function without violence or without the use of riot-equipped 

| te te ee oe ne a eee oneae YS oe city police; and in the resulting situation, legislative inter- 

|| 4 eed i Pap ne a ee hs: ois Be. 2 aoe peaks vention was to be expected. We believe as is partly evidenced 

a Bic cese a ae Boy ae y oar eee pee oe ‘ ae 4 elsewhere in this Report, that improvements can be made in the 
| pp et on, ey exert pressure on students to conform to faculty University's rules and its methods of handling these problems, eo 

Roe so as better to maintain the integrity of the University community on 

: : and minimize the possibility of external intrusion. oe 
|| The corollary is that if the deterrent were removed, there y ee as 

|| would be more violations of regulations, including more obstruc- Neither is it an answer to our position to say that the dis 
I} R 2 a 

Pe ee and ree se eae, BoE Vity ep he alternative positions we have described at the outset of this orc 

| Coils eet ee we, WOUL CG Fepek ce 62 most. untorrunate: Minority Statement are also capable of maintaining the character- 
os , ; ; 3 ay 

| 7 ‘a istics of a university community. So important to us, because 

2) Remedial" “aspect of its consequences, is the image of a university that is master a 

| What h fd bapeacherdce é b Hevtont in its own house, that alternatives which blur that image carry a 

| in Et asta ae ae doe de dO ca cit ot aaiate. © a heavy burden of justification. We feel such a blurring occurs = 
i er . Thi : t P i ; < 4 when a university declares itself to be powerless to exclude 

| sat es ras £ ere i gees aoe fee ok. ehiese ee: members even temporarily from its community, no matter what the : ae 

oe ti ese Seer canis 2 vas . Sty ee oe My >. Sven danger to other members of the community and to the normal = 
} foes a oe ns ros oer. Be ters cee i i eee oha functioning of the university. Each of the alternatives being oe 
| beaks ve Sta he Ae a Serine. i ve 2 nese me e ees a now pressed upon the University would involve this declaration of aa 

| ear tect oe 1 re Pace S, roe S i Te aa bere thee powerlessness--either as to all conduct outside the area of a eo 
} roker claims tha e proceeding is so penal in nature tha ' : ; 
| certain elements of priniiee procedure should be applied, he is oe = Se ee es a Be es “| enf 

' | likely to lose on the theory that while the proceeding has penal Dee ee One eo ee ce Site er rs eS ce (elas 
ey aspecte it.is also, :and perhaps primaril gereaial Ee nase university activities like classroom activities (majority of this 

| 's : ae 4 committee). And the latter alternative merges into the former in k 
| purpose, in other words, of protecting investors from the danger < 3 Boe pie _& obs 
| ; z z obstruction cases. For while the majority would use administra- # 

represented by the broker's continued operation--a danger which : ; : ; ; - A cut 
b ‘ 5 : : tive sanctions if the interference with central university ati 

| can reasonably be anticipated from his past violative conduct. €Gnctionsia aE a tet é ae iminstod th a 

In the university setting, we would be dealing with the kind of pee ae RO Ree ee crear pee reac ee Ss wit 
eH Mantes Eerch : fe 85 i hats & Rie ine bl majority states that interference with such functions by an sid 

is “Bites tinue aha ieliteg nee a : 7 reat ee y oe e obstructive demonstration is adequately covered by the unlawful i 
| udent 's past conduct violating faculty regulations. assembly statute. Thus, even as against aggravated conduct (e.g. ; 
| And just as not every type of violation would be deemed to * Sig : the 7 . 7 substantial and prolonged obstruction; resistance to arrest; x 

a justify the broker's suspension or expulsion, we believe that prior similar conduct) by a participant in an obstructive demon- of VF not every violation of faculty regulations would reasonably ¥ - 2 . S C ~ stration, which conduct, let us assume,would have been viewed by ii give rise to the inference of such danger to the university 2 - ee 3 g | MONMEnL Eee se would ustt eye Ene ehadedn © cue canet on the Committee on Student Conduct Hearings as requiring removal 
| i y J y P “ from the academic community for a year,tte University would be 

} ‘ we powerless to move in that direction. The criminal case, with d 3) Maintaining the cha isti i y : : 2 7g | | (3) Rep onGiGus che Sharacteristics of a relatively : its heavier burden of proof, and its tribunal less sensitive to 
| hi Sueenomous, Sena —foverning university community university needs, may result merely in a fine. Even a jail 
I = een : - ‘ sentence ma d th i i : 

h } Certain characteristics of a "university community" would Sartes sare eet eee involve release during the a 

‘sala be endangered or weakened if the University gave up its power 2 E SS Eas 
iid to control obstructive campus conduct injurious to its interests, Ops 

by faculty regulations established and administered with student To emphasize the image of a university able to take care of : a 
| | participation. its own affairs is not to emphasize authoritarianism. The image ' . 

is : is consistent with democratic self-government. Our system ; fai 
= By a “university community" we refer to a university popu- of administrative sanctions is one which is appropriate’to, and all 

lation with certain characteristics, outstanding among which is which helps maintain, an autonomous self-governing community 4 
a considerable autonomy in relation to the larger community--a much more than the criminal law system--under which students % 
freedom from unduly hampering external controls. It is this auc subject to the rules have little or no role in their formulation : 
tonomy, together with a form of self-government in which faculty or in imposition of sanctions for their violation. This is true 
(and to an increasing extent in the present period, students) even of the criminal law system for handling violations of the Te ney 

| have substantial power in relation to administrators, that con- "Regents' rules", earlier described. Of course anyone, including er mai 
Arie stitute a good deal of the concept of "academic freedom". faculty or students, can present views to the Regents before the s an 

ed There are certain additional characteristics of the university _ . Regents issue final ryles. But neither the formulation of.a = sys tid eH ARON ans hY et 64 TV05..o1) TOL sotieoup od. bogisn etisninu ylinsisdar ,sist vos js ,er 34 jsd3 (%) bas. .oe Che , i = ek 
Ay
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Regents’ rule nor the court process of imposing a criminal mis- smacking of "double jeopardy" and discrimination. We discuss 

2 demeanor penalty for its violation has either students or faculty below why these are misconceptions. 
? at the heart of the deliberative, decision-making process. In 

contrast, under the student discipline provisions of the Crow : (i) The prevalence of multi-type sanctions in the legal 

Report, already adopted by the faculty on an interim basis, system 

both students and faculty play a vital role in the formulation 
of student conduct rules and in the hearing procedures for im- To begin with, one must realize that the sanctions utilized 

position of sanctions. The majority of this Committee overlooks by the modern state are diverse not only in their form but also 

_ or undervalues this when it belittles our community model as in the groups to which they apply. Some apply to all persons 

"authoritarian" in character. within the state who engage in homicide, theft, battery, disorder- 
A ly conduct, sex offenses, arson, etc. But others apply only to 

Finally, our concept of a university community can be more those who enter into special relationships with the state--e.g. 
sharply etched if we consider an argument which is based on a those who enter into business or employment contracts or licensing 
quite different conception of a university. The argument has been arrangements with the state, or become an inhabitant of a munici- 

made that higher education by the state today must be viewed in pality to which the state has delegated broad governmental author- 
the same category as the welfare benefits it dispenses--the ity. 

_ university playing the role of a service agency or facility. 

That being the image of the university, it becomes easy to argue The special sanctions in these situations apply even though 
| that just as obstructive demonstrators at a welfare office should the conduct involved has been, or may be, subjected to the general 
' not be met with a deprivation of welfare benefits as a sanction, sanctions applicable to all persons in the state engaging in that ; 

_ obstructive demonstrators at a university should not be met by conduct. This is because the general sanction by itself does not 
_ the deprivation of educational benefits (suspension or expulsion) sufficiently serve the purposes of the special relationship. 

as a sanction; rather, sanctions should be narrowly confined, 

Ye.g. to the category of academic competence, as the Student FOR EXAMPLE: Suppose a business corporation enters into a 
_ Power Report argues. ; contract to supply goods to the state. The state discovers that ! 

the bid which enabled the company to get the contract was made es 
F The analogy of withholding educational benefits to with- pursuant to a collusive bidding arrangement with other companies, 

_ holding welfare benefits might be attacked as inept (e.g. welfare which arrangement was in violation of the anti-trust laws. The 

benefits can be literally a matter of life and death tb their state, let us assume, prosecutes for violation of these laws. But 

recipients; suspension from a university does not absolutely the state feels that these prosecutions don't sufficiently serve 

preclude a student from higher education; the welfare office, the purposes of the special relationship. So it protects the 

unlike this University, would have acted without statutory integrity of the government-contractor relationship by rescinding s 
authorization to sever the relationship in question). But our the contract and putting the company on a "black-list" of those 

_ primary objection to the argument is that it is directed at a violators who are ineligible for a specified period to bid on 
| type of university which this University is not now and hopes state contracts. The fines or imprisonment obtainable from the 

never to become. We can imagine a university with no campus as anti-trust prosecutions served the state's interest by offering 

we know it, situated in the middle of a metropolis, attended by a general deterrence against anti-trust violations; rescission 

students who do not live at, or close to, the university, and and suspension serve not only a deterrent purpose but also the 

in which the factors of relative autonomy, of interchange among "remedial" purpose of protecting the special relationship of the 

students and faculty, of mutuality of relation, and of faculty- government to its contractors. 

student power are minimal. This would not be the "university 
community" to which this University aspires. This would indeed So too with the state as employer. Suppose that a man has 

be more like a "service facility". We view the citizens of our entered into an employment relationship with the state as a pro- 
University community as not being at the receiving end of edu- bation officer working with wayward girls. He then commits a sex 

cational largesse from a detached government which in cases of offense with one of the girls. The state will prosecute. But 

obstruction unexpectedly and without legal authority withdraws this prosecution does not sufficiently serve the purpose of the 

the largesse. They are citizens who are part of and close to special employment relationship. Those purposes are served by 

the relevant government, and whose acceptance of the possibility the state's severing the relationship and substituting an 

of government severance of the relation, upon violation of employee believed to be more trustworthy. | | 

express obligations, should be viewed as implicit in their entrare 
© into the relation. Similarly, one who enters into a licensing arrangement with 

the state--whereby one conducts a business or engages in a pro- 

(4) Avoiding dependence on criminal law that is incomplete fession--and violates a criminal statute, may find that the 
or ineffective or inadequately enforced state regards criminal prosecution as not sufficiently serving 

the purpose of the licensing relation. For instance, the lawyer 

: A final element in the rationale for university sanctions who is convicted of embezzling his client's trust funds is not 
against obstruction of university activities is this: dependence thereby immunized from disbarment. So too, the man whose driving : 
on the criminal law may mean dependence on provisions that cannot of an auto has subjected him to criminal penalties can also ‘ 
or will not be applied to the misconduct involved. Suppose that have his driver's license revoked (or have demerits recorded 

a student (and this we are told has happened here) deliberately - against him that may eventually lead to such revocation). 
disrupts a classroom by shouting and constant interruption in 
order to prevent a professor's ideas from being heard by the Another illustration, which is closer to the University 

class. This is-not an "unlawful assembly" under the criminal because of its community aspects, is the situation with respect 
law. Is it "disorderly conduct"? The disorderly conduct to sanctions by Wisconsin municipalities. One who becomes an 

statute is now under attack in the courts on-the ground of uncon- inhabitant of a municipal community in this state becomes sub- 
stitutional vagueness. Even if it is upheld as applied to the ject to municipal sanctions (which under the almost unique Wis- 

situations involved in the litigation will it be upheld as applied consin rule cannot include imprisonment) for conduct whichmay 
to the classroom situation we have pictured? and to othas that also be subject to state sanctions. As the Wisconsin Supreme 
may be imagined? If the statute is held inapplicable or uncon- Court stated a half century ago and has since reaffirmed: ''No 

, stitutional, should the University then seek legislative amend- rule is better settled in Wisconsin than that a prosecution under 

ment for application to specific University situations, and run a city ordinance does not bar a prosecution for the same act 

the risk of getting more extensive legislative controls than it under a state statute...'"' (City of Milwaukee v. Johnson, 192 , 

would like? Why shouldn't the University use its own sanctions Wis. 585). 

: rather than run such risks and depend on such uncertainties of 

-| enforcement? (ii) The lack of ''double jeopardy" or discrimination 

4 Even if the statute did clearly apply to such things as In the illustrations we have given, there has been no running 
"= obstructions of classrooms or guest lectures, will the prose- afoul of the "double jeopardy" clause, since that clause applies 

cuting authorities be geared to handle, and be willing to handle, not to doubling of any sanctions for the same conduct but to 
‘t what to them will seem like minutiae and which in conjunction doubling of criminal punishment for the same legal offense. 

| with the non-obstruction campus offenses will amount to a con- Here we have only one criminal punishment, and different legal 
siderable mass of minutiae? The total of University disciplinary offenses--one under the criminal statutes and one under non- 

»)| cases during the 1966-67 year amounted to 225 cases handled by criminal University regulations. (Where two criminal punishments 
the Division of Residence Halls and 167 by the Office of the Dean for the same conduct are involved Wisconsin has a statutory 

“| of Student Affairs. policy placing certain limits on the possibility of prosecution { 

: eng for the additional offense. See Wis. Stats. Sec. 939.71)+ More- = 

over, as we shall later elaborate, we urge a policy of deliberate- 

ly restricting to the most serious cases the possibility of both 

As henlies 68 obiections criminal sanctions and the University sanction of suspension. 

mepercs to objections But what of the alleged unfairness which stems from discrimina- 

__ While we have from time to time presented some refutations fion: i.e., subjecting a 21-year old student to the possibility 
|| Of arguments against our position, we think it would be well at of both a state criminal prosecution (e.g. disorderly conduct) and T 

this point to treat more concentratedly the major additional suspension from the University, whereas a 21-year old non-student 

x objections that have been made, either by this Committee's engaging in the same type of conduct downtown is subject only to 

j Majority or by others: the alleged unfairness of ''double the criminal prosecution? Can the student claim this to be an 
$ Sanctions"; the alleged inappropriateness of University sanctions improper, perhaps unconstitutional, discrimination? Not any more Wh 

‘ where the obstruction is of non-central functions; the alleged than the government contractor we have referred to can claim = | 

failure to consider responses other than sanctions; and the discrimination because non-government contractors who violated 

| allegedly over-broad discretion lodged in University authorities. the anti-trust laws by collusive price-fixing would be subject 
‘ only to anti-trust sanctions and not to the administrative sanctias ! 

SS KByaeAllecad unfairneds of "double sanctions” visited on government contractors. Nor could the government | iE 
employee, or the licensee, or the inhabitant of a municipality i | 

i The view that conduct covered by the criminal law should claim discrimination because people who had not attempted to i | 
| f€ver or rarely be subject also to University sanctions rests receive the benefits of these special relationships were not being : 

E. _ mainly On two misconceptions: (1) that the use of multi-type subjected to their burdens. When different classes of people are a 

q _ Sanctions represents a unique or rare phenomenon in our legal : being treated differently in the law, and discrimination is i 

even System, and (2) that it is, at any rate, inherently unfair, “““ “charged, the question for the courts is whether there is a9 ~*~ Dy
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i tational basis for the classification. The rational basis is just which might possibly influence the-ddministrative. hearing, body's 
| _ as clear inthe case of the University student’ as tt is in the judgment as to severity of the sanction to be supakoecat hee they any 
| sittiations just mentioned: he has entered intowa special relation- should: not form the basis for deciding whether conduct ‘should or 

| eship involving responsibilities as well as rights, including the should not be subject to university sanctions at»all. wa 
| “responsibility of abiding (under pain of community penalty) by ‘ : f 

| the rules of the community he is entering. The non-student did (3) Alleged failure to consider responsés other than sanctions — 

not enter into such a relationship. .- . ; rae : ee 
. | is The majority, of this Committee seemg-to suggest, particularly ~_ 

he The response to the discrimination argument can be made even in its-initial observations; that the’ minority is’ toe much, con- | 

stronger than this. For we have: not ‘bothered to deny the assump- cerned with sanctions; that the-issues raised by obstructive 4 
- tion that the non-student downtown would be subject only to the activity must be confronted by discussions; that there. should be - 

| state criminal statute» In fact he would also be subject to the a meaningful role for all. members of the academic community in | 

| city ordinance covering the same conduct. (If his conduct policy discussions and decisions; that confrontations should be 

| occurred on campus-he would be subject to the same state criminal avoided; that creation of an Ombudsman would help; that the Uni--~— 

| statute plus*- if his conduct violated Regent rules - the versity must not’ Lose the confidence of a significant portion of: . 

| criminal misdemeanor penalties applicable to violation of such its student and faculty members;~that "the use of University | 

rules). sanctions is at best an extreme response and one that should be | 

— employed infrequently indeed". . f 

: (iii) The restricted use of University sanctions, under 

| our proposed policy Let us say, first, that under our own proposals, any sub- 

stantial University sanction (suspension) for obstruction will 

| We have been arguing that University sanctions are not made indeed be employed infrequently, since it would not be possible 

| improper by the fact that criminal law sanctions may be applied except in an aggravated cdse of obstruction. Secondly, we have : 

| to the same conduct. But this is not the same as saying that never denigrated the above-mentioned alternatives to sanctions. 2 
Pete University sanctions should be used whenever the conduct is On the contrary, a letter from this Committee to the University | 
r covered by the criminal law or whenever criminal sanctions have Committee early in this Committee's deliberations communicated ; 
| actually been applied. We remgnize the heavy impact of suspen- our collective thoughts along these lines--with some specific j 

| sion upon a student's life. It may immediately make him subject suggestions (including creation of an Ombudsman) to implement | 
| to military service; and his admission to other universities, our common goals. We have chosen, for more than one reason, not 
| while not impossible, will not be easy. We are also aware of the to go into these matters now. (a) The Chancellor in early April 
| possible harshness of "double sanctions", even though the legal announced plans for a new office which apparently will fulfill 

| concept of double jeopardy is not involved. the functions of an Ombudsman. The announcement also seemed to 
| suggest another objective which all of us on the Committee Spport: | 

We therefore favor, as does the Crow Report, a careful ; separating more sharply than has hitherto been done, the counsel- 

. limitation of the suspension sanction to those instances of serias ling and prosecutorial functions presently joined in the office ) 
| misconduct which really do injure the interests of the university of the Dean of Student Affairs. (b) On the point that students 
| community, and which would justify an intra-community response in must be given a more meaningful role in the policy discussions 

terms of at least a temporary forfeiture of community membership. and decisions, the Crow Report has already taken great strides | 

| in this direction. (c) The whole subject of what can be done to © 

| We have considered what might constitute, in a case of inten- attack the sources of discontent, alienation, or non-communi- } 

tional conduct that obstructs or seriously impairs University cation on the campus, if it is to be treated with more satisfy- 

functions, the necessary circumstances of aggravation that could ing specificity than appears in the majority statement, requires 

| justify imposition of the University sanction of suspension. We more time than this Committee has been able to give it. This is | 

| believe the following circumstances to be relevant: (a) the particularly so because the difficulties in the problem include a © 

} magnitude andr duration of the obstruction or impairment; (b) the deepening student disenchantment with our educational methodology 

| fact that the conduct was accompanied by physical resistance to itself, and with the society whose values students are expected to 

authorized personnel efforts at lawfully terminating the conduct serve. The subject, in short, is one which needs comprehensive 
| or lawfully making arrests; (c) the fact that the student had on thoughtful study by a broadly-based committee, and one other “ 

one or more previous occasions engaged in obstruction or serious than the present Committee. aad 
| impairment’ of University-run or University-authorized activity. ; ; : ‘ 

(4) Allegedly over-broad discretion of University authorities ; 

Students should be informed by our rules that circumstances f 
| of aggravation falling into one or more of these categories ; The majority of this Committee has stressed that the minority’ 

|| would permit suspension regardless of whether criminal sanctions position involves lodging excessive discretion in University 
| are also sought (though care would be taken to avoid simultaneous authorities. They refer to discretion on whether to provide a 

proceedings), and that the suspension period would vary, depending "Sanctuary" for the student by not filing a criminal complaint, | 
ie on the extent of such aggravation, up to a maximum suspension and discretion on whether to invoke University sanctions (except _ 

period of 3 years, with an annual right of review after 1 year. in the unaggravated case which is prosecuted criminally). } 

| Our rules should further inform the student that, in cases Yet the majority seems willing to ignore the extent of dis- 
where there are no elements of aggravation falling into any of cretion involved in its own proposals. Its heavy reliance on k 
these categories, the University will forego its own sanctions the criminal law means that the University will have the same | 
and rely upon, and cooperate with, the criminal law authorities, opportunity as under the minority proposals for the exercise of 
or may, if the public authorities choose not to prosecute, seek discretion as to filing criminal complaints. They apparently do | 
a sanction less than suspension. 5 not expect the University to exercise its discretion itv such f 

manner as to afford a "sanctuary" for the student. But neither 
| (2) Alleged inappropriateness of university sanctions where have we suggested that the University should so exercise its dis- | 

the obstruction is of non-central university functions cretion. - | 

This position is essentially the first of the middle positions The argument has sometimes been made (an argument disclaimed 

| described at the outset of this Minority Statement, and is close by the majority) that the University should have no discretion to 

| to that of the majority of this Committeé. The majority seems te” withhold filing a complaint whatever its doubts may be about the 
think for exaniple’, that the placement” function being not a central  case--thus leaving it solely to the discretion of the district 
function, any obstruction or serious impairment of it would not attorney.whether a student is to be faced with a criminal prose- — 

bé subject to University .sanetions« (an added.reason being cution. Even if this were otherwise deemed desirable,. iti would | 
et that the unlawful.assemblystatute would apply to a demon- be questionable for imposing a-limitation oy. the University not 

stration obstructing placement). applicable to anyone else. All who have studied the operation of « 
4 5 d ors me the criminal law system are aware of the enormous extart to which #« 

Yet, oncé it-is decided thatthe university should undertake _ people choose, quite legitimately, not-to file a criminal com- ~ h 
_ the campus placement function, why should not administrative oplaint.. The choice. is evep.more lépitimate where, as Here, the ~~ 

' sanctions apply fo obstruction or serious impairment of a furiétion rYesult of the choice is not to free the potential defendant from: ~ 

: thus officially undertaken? All the values and purposes analyzed .all. sanctions but to subject him to administrative sanctions” ~~~ 
: earlier as part of "the rationale" for university sanctions are ~ instead. And the choice.is-still further legitimated where the 

more fully realized where university sanctions apply to all univa- system of adminstrative sanctions and hearing procedure meet all | 

Nic sity-run or university-authorized activities. . Moreover, we think tests of fairness,.as we believe the amended system does. sy 

| it ,wnwise to let the important issue of liability vs. non-liability. “ i tee ee, 4 ' 
fa to university sanctions depend on the impracticable venture of As for the majority's stress on the discretion we permit to 

drawing a line between a central function and a peripheral ~-« invoke University sanctions,. we must observe that: the majority's © 

; function, -. between "the educational. process" and other univer- ~* own position countenances discretion in this area as.wéll. For / 
I sity processés. The placement function, for instance; has. some their-position involves a discretionary determindtion of whether ~ 
a tiesto thé educational fuliction; and obstruction to placement University sanctions are."necessary to. . . protect.the access < 

has sometimes interfered with classroom activities as well. of all-members of the University~community to the educational is 
iq Listening to a lecture by an outside political candidate sponsored process!'; whether a particular function is-propérly régarded as 

i by a campus politfcal- group in a university building may seem like part of the "educational process"; whether criminallaw or other =i 
} . less than a central educational activity, but how much- less "alternative safeguards to this access are demonstrably. inade-", © 

Py central is°it than listening to a lecture on a similar topic in quate"; whether in a case where suspension is contemplated, the: » 
- the same building, either by an outside lecturer sponsored by student's presence can be.said to present "a clear continuing 

, the University Lectures Committee, or by a professor in a regu- danger" to such access. In short, on the subject of discretion, 

larly scheduled class? Is dramatic art to be viewed as so removed We are prepared to concede a certain unavoidable blackness of the 

from the educational process that obstruction of a University kettle, but must observe that neither is the pot the color of the Ex 
Players performance offends no educational interest of the Univer- driven snow. : 
sity? Or consider a football game: If obstructive activity delays 2 “e “i 

| the gene for an hour, thereby upsetting the planned schedule of Furthermore, no apology need be made for the existence of a 
1 the day s events for 60 ,000 present and past members of the uni- discretion in administration of sanctions. Being an inevitable, © 

} versity community, is this to be viewed as no poset. to univer- legitimate element of the system, the possibility of its abuse a 
i | sity interests because athletics are labelled a peripheral" is co be approached not by advocating abolition or undue restric= J 

Nii activitv? These auestions raise elusive considerations of desree tion hut hv en ctructuring the evetam and colactina ite eet
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oa trators as to minimize the possibility of abuse. not to press a criminal charge, and to be satisfied with impos- 

=a : ing its own sanction (though an individual such as another student } 

: a A final aspect of the majority's argument on the uncertainty would be free to press charges). Our own Recommendations at the | 

Fad of the use of criminal and administrative sanctions, is the con- end of this Minority Statement build upon the Crow Report's | 
: tention that "such vagueness, in association with the broadness standard of conduct and illustrative examples, and is basically 

: of the proposed regulations, can only exercise a chilling and harmonious with them. 
intimidating effect on students who feel morally impelled to 

ore engage in political activity." This is puzzling. We believe (3) At Columbia, the unenimous Nov. 1967 Report on Recruiting 
a our rules should be free from the kind of vagueness which leaves Policy stated (p. 14, Columbia Daily Spectator Supp., Nov. 13, 

Ba a student uncertain on whether his conduct will be treated as 1967): "It is a very serious offense for students to interfere, 
a legitimate "political activity" or as illegal "obstruction". For in defiance of University regulations, with the freedom of action 

that reason we have formulated, in the Recommendations at the of other students--especially with respect to any approved 7 

gee end of this Minority Statement, a definition together with function at the University . . . Your committee [approves] the 
illustrative examples, that delineate the meaning of "obstruction invoking of disciplinary sanctions--such as warning, probation 

” or serious impairment" more specifically than does any university and suspension--in the case of students who deliberately obstruct 

oe we know of in the country, for any comparable standard or pro- University activities or who physically attack other students. 

fall hibition. The majority is really objecting that the offending We recognize that penalties such as these are not trivial. They 

. student (like other offenders in the legal system generally) may interrupt students' educations, form a part of their records 

may be in doubt as to how severe the actual sanction will be that may disadvantage them later, and--at present--increase their 

after adjudication. The student does know in advance what the chances of military conscription. We agree, however, that in view 

{ maximum is, in addition to knowing the standard of conduct of the gravity of these offenses, such sanctions are appropriate 

| itself. and should be applied." (Emphasis added). 

& Moreover, while the majority is critical of the "broadness" (4) A Cornell Commission on the Interdependence of University 
Ss of our proposed regulation, they decline to be specific themselves Regulations and Local, State and Federal Law (Sindler Commission), 

: They scorn the "attempt to pinpoint the very meaning of obstruc- which reported unanimously in Oct. 1967, was composed of 5 pro- / 
| tion by means of sterile definitions that ignore the reasons fessors, 4 students, 2 administrators and 2 who were both adminis- 

why men sometimes feel the ethical imperative to engage in trators and faculty members. They concluded that the University 

illegal acts", and express a preference for dealing in "basic could apply sanctions when student conduct had "an adverse effect 
: | principles". ‘The inconsistency, o this statement with their on distinct University interests, namely: (a) the opportunity of : 

a professed antipathy to broadncas is apparent. The statement all members of the University community to attain their educa- 
| also fails to recognize that while ethical motives for illegal tional objectives; (b) the generation and maintainance of an 1 

: conduct might have some legitimate influence on the adjudica- intellectual and educational atmosphere throughout the University 
- tory tribunal in limiting the severity of the sanction imposed, community; (c) the protection of health, safety, welfare and 

" such motives are properly excludable in the definition of the property of all members of the University community and of the 
1 illegal conduct itself. University itself." 

2 kK Where the misconduct was also in violation of law, this 

pe ecnort cor uns lows troneothicn ronene cendies : fact would only be "relevant to whether the University will choose 

BERNESE TRS EE Ree 5 to exercise its jurisdiction. With respect to student conduct : 

= Recent studies both at this University and elsewhere are PECL Os ee eo oeee Ede and ne ees se univer ety wie} echete 
| 11S Hasan ous WiEh Oue aebEodch Ul OvPhe TehIGa of bane” to the following practice: (a) Ordinarily, the University will 

} BeuerS y PP P not impose sanctions if public prosecution of the student is 

oa peCUS 2 anticipated or after law enforcement officials have disposed of 
4 Gi) ike Aubuer 1u65“Gamutoas vepore of aur oa) Roatan cn the case. (b) Exceptionally, the University may impose sanctions 

gy Committee on Non-Curricular Life of Students (presented again in ee ae Snes PReCett Be STeepec’ ore A 
eee summary form in April 1966 as Fac. Doc. 57) concluded: "Con- Se eee cee oc te 

duct which creates danger to persons or property in the Univer- ao 
at sity or which disrupts the educational process, is properly (5) pe santa £208 ee De Jorat SoC oe 

a subject to disciplinary action by the University regardless of as comm Ue ese GIST SN ee ages at Does 
H whether the conduct is a violation of city ordinance or state cence the Peco ere Reports. -@ face which tee a Bepest s 

ies criminal law and regardless of whether action, in the form of from gue lengthy Rooters op trem ttt Report: ‘by the me ort yee 
mh prosecution, has been taken by city, county, or state authori- this Committee. Conduct violating the criminal law, according 

ty's ties..." (emphasis added) (p. 53). Inquiry of Professor to the Berkeley Report, is not subject to University sanctions \ ; 

3 Remington reveals that, in his opinion, the Committee in using unless at (1) yEotaees ea ee Se aoe pee 
the phrase "educational process" had in mind the general or cheating, (2) phyercally nares OF imminently, BEER ODES physical 
functioning of this educational institution; it had no occasion hacm te a member ot We oa community.» (or directly attects ‘ 

tot to consider any differences between, e.g., classroom functions the PEOpEXEY. oF Ene PE eon members or guests of the ; 

| and other functions. The disrupted placement interview, for WE ees By poet aaon et Henage, Ae 
example, was not then a problem. So too when "political activity" lates a regulatory pena of the University. These latter 

was mentioned there was no occasion to discuss it in relation standards are detined se those embodied an othe: provi sions: p= 

to the kinds of issues that have since arisen. The Report says the Campus Rules which regulate one aoe Coes Of neu ee 
| that "student political activity, appropriate off campus, and other forms of student expression, the right of srudee es to 

ought to be allowed on campus unless it is carried out in a way Sosecnate ore ee peeeutzse One) cod eee oboe 
priehs (ovandalyland Unacdescariiy dieraptive of theopciiery facilities to hold meetings or organize or plan activities. The ; 

Pdneational recponcibilicy otthe university and) that viola: purpose of the regulatory standards is to facilitate the freest 

t tions of law through political activity on or off campus should protec e ote eee eo Sous SLED eee ROSEN IS PEt eC 
i Pe cou jeck <6 prosecution by public eichoritics? 16 doce ok of the normal educational functions of the University". And on 

as ; fas the same page (p. 71) the Report recognizes that one of the ‘ 
r say that any politically-motivated activity must be free from pisces eee Rul oe uber dteeipli : . 

: University sanctions; and the phrase, "primary educational Cea caine Doce ete reas ee Sear oe chan ene | 
d responsibility", like the earlier phrase "educational process" imposes pal foe oeeeusee Hee eB bee or ees y funct cae 

, was not intended to have the delimitin hrase-of-art signifi- See ey - (Emphasis added). It is further stated that 
toe hi yee : pees Tai ey se when an act violates both the criminal law and the University's 
e cance which the majority of this Committee would give it. standards in one of the above three categories, and is prosecuted 

= | (2) The Crow Committee Report substantially follows the ae fe ceimtnal ponete she UDEverstty ee h ES seta eee ' 
: Remington epoch eaeecocies of Gonduce: subjece to University court's judgment as the full disposition for the offense. 

} discipline by listing (a) serious damage to University property, ‘ i s i eee 

of... (b) serious continuing danger to personal safety of other es oe ale oo Eevee ea ee of ue | 
che # members of the University community; (c) intentional conduct PEOPE PEE): ot MOLVEtS ty .cane gee poe Reuse te UUs tee | 
2 j Glearly and seriously obstructing or impairing a University university interests through political or other forms of student 
ae function or process. conduct, and MCcepEante of flexible use of university sanctions : ia 

: BS so as to avoid addition to criminal law sanctions in less serious 

ee More explicitly than the Remington Report it recognizes cases =—we believe our own position is in accord with recent Uni- 

We. the amenability to university sanctions of interferences with versity studies of the sanctions problem. 
tee university functions or processes other than the strictly edu- Ae : 
cg cational ones. As for the nature of the interferences, the x { 

adjectives and adverbs in the above Crow Report criteria do not 

; Trepresent a substantially more severe attitude than that of the We further take note of the approval of university sanctions a | 

gus Remington Report. For in addition to the above-quoted statement against student obstructive conduct voiced by some extra-univer- ’ 
ae from the Remington Report on the three basic categories for sity organizations which have always had deep concern for the 

oo Student discipline, there are other passages in the Remington rights of students. Thus, a November 17, 1967, Statement of the ‘ : 
ae Report which make clear that the interferences must be serious Wisconsin Civil Liberties Union endorsed the following policy A 

2 ones: "a serious danger to others" (p. 52); "seriously damages statement of its parent body, the American Civil Liberties Union: > 
aay University property" (p. 53); "unduly disruptive of the edu- "In light of recent occurrences on some college campuses, ... 

ae cational process" (p. 53). the American Civil Liberties Union considers it important to 
‘sal emphasize that it does not approve of demoastrators who deprive 

4 others of the opportunity to speak or be heard, or physically i 
The Crow Report makes clear by examples that its criterion obstruct movement. Guidelines on demonstrations should be deter- “A 

. of "clearly and seriously obstructing or impairing a University mined by the administration and faculty in consultation with 

he « function or process" includes not only obstruction or impairment students, and should be called to the attention of the students; ‘ m | 

He ~ of classroom activity but also of speeches or programs on campus, and due process should be observed where infractions are charged." % | 

— and Meetings of university committees, as well as denying entry 4 | 

Te to or exit from a university building or room to anyone authorized Similarly, an October 28, 1967 Council Resolution of the : i 

a to enter or leave in connection with a university function or American Association of University Professors declares: "In view { 
oo Process. If the conduct has been, or is about to be, handled of some recent events, the Council deems it important to state : i 

2 | . by criminal law sanctions, then according to the Report this its conviction that action by individuals or groups to prevent A | 

ume. 2° require the University to abstain. It has discretion Speakers invited to the campus from speaking, to disrupt theorem. o 
+ ee es sis See ie Seas ee Pere en naa sf nn tt Sores, V5 sno itera tanon avicuia sates saotisarn apalt  Svti rites : dad
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| ations of the institutions in the course of demonstrations, or to g- Recommendations 
| obstruct and restrain other members of the academic community and 

campus visitors by physical force is destructive of the pursuit (1) Rule against obstruction or serious impairment _of pni- : 
| of learning and of a free society. All components of the academ- versity-run or University-authorized activity 

| ic community are under a strong obligation to protect its proces- 

| ses from these tactics." Students shall not engage in intentional conduct that 

| This organization was joined not only by university adminis- obstructs or seriously impairs the carrying on of University-run ; 
| trators but also by the National Student Association in a 1967 or University-authorized activities on the campus. This includes 

Joint Statement on Rights and Freedoms of Students which included activities either outdoors or inside a classroom, office, lecture 

the observations that students "should always be free to support hall, library, laboratory, theatre, Memorial Union, or other place 

causes by orderly means which do not disrupt the regular and for the carrying on of a University-run or University-authorized 
essential operation of the institution", and that "educational activity. 
institutions have a duty and the corollary disciplinary powers 

to protect their educational purpose through the setting of For purposes of this rule, one engages in intentional con- B 

standards of scholarship and conduct for the students who attend duct that obstructs or seriously impairs the carrying on of an 

them and ErOUs iste regulations of the use of the institutional activity when one engages in conduct which by itself or in con- 

facilities." This statement went on to discuss the relation of junction with others' conduct prevents (and which one knew or / 

_university sanctions to other sanctions: "Students who violate reasonably should have known would thus prevent) the effective z 

f the law may incur penalties prescribed by civil authorities, but carrying on of that activity. 

institutional authority should never be used merely to duplicate 

the function of general laws. Only where the institution's Examples: (a) A student would violate this rule if he 

interest as an academic community are distinct and clearly participated in conduct which he knew or should have known would 

involved should the special authority of the institution be prevent or block physical entry to, or exit from, a University 
t asserted. The student who incidentally violates institutional building, corridor, or room to anyone apparently entitled to 5 

i Eeeulations in the course of his off campus-activity, such as enter or leave in connection with a University-run or University- 
pe Sica those relating to class attendance, should be subject to mo authorized activity. 

| greater penalty than would normally be imposed. Institutional 

action should be independent of community pressure." (Emphasis (b) A student would violate this rule if, in attending a 

added. ) speech or program on campus sponsored by or with permission of : 

: ee a i the University, (1) he engaged in shouted interruptions, whistling, Be 
} re Be UpontaGe Bae oe Dee PEL Peer this yl angusee sc LCiS derisive laughter, or other means which by itself or in con- ; 

OE saying hat institutional eancrseny cae to apply only where junction with the conduct of others, prevented or seriously inter- 

| the ptere eh involved is uniquely or peculiarly Ehat ef a caus fered with, a fair hearing of the speech or program, and (2) this 

cational institution, DUP TBCher Ou ly Wete & ondverst ty tnters occurred after the chairman's bona fide effort at the outset of F 
eau. 8 eSuince ang ese and Wha Etec sarap yer se cee the speech or program, or after the bona fide effort of the 

| oink; Cree cs Buen erey +e moe Eo aay eee chairman or an authorized University representative at some later 

Ss epudent s conduct violates the ones! law, therefore as point, to communicate a reminder to the audience of the Univer- ; 
versity sanction applies; that would be "merely to duplicate the sity rule against conduct of the type described. 

function of general laws."' Rather, there must be a distinguish- 

Bee pn veue ity eee bee aniury 69 fhe university popes (c) A student would violate this rule if in a classroom 

Betton jor university prepare ys Ceo Some UNS reat) function (1) he used techniques similar to those specified in the preced- 

8 peceesa We therefore find: this post tion Gee poner eter ingparagraph, or filibuster-type tactics, or other tactics, which 

goth oe owas ee give: the cogeed Tanguage ee ee oan by themselves or in conjunction with the conduct of others, 

| wotch me ogemaj or ky OP gene sc omay ee cacceme (Forgive er nat prevented or seriously interfered with the carrying on of the 2 
only eee eee noys PUEET Ese 7 peculiarly educational functions teaching and learning process, and (2) this-occurred even after 

| me tobe protected by university sanctions would make the language the instructor's bona fide effort to communicate a reminder to 
f inconsistent with the unqualified language of the virtually the class of the University rule against conduct of the type 

| simultaneous Council Resolution quoted in the preceding para- daserioed. 4 

ij graph. -The institution's obligation to protect its "operations" 
| and "processes" from obstruction is there recognized without @) Lintes on sanctions 

| any limitation to peculiarly educational operations or proe- eae aes ee 

| See: (a) Suspension periods shall be for periods ranging up to 
i 3 years, depending on factors detailed in (b) below. Wherever the 

(| | ieee suspension imposed is for more than 1 year, the student shall 

| have the right after one year has elapsed, to petition annually : 

| ; for administrative reconsideration, on the ground that his future 

Ht) conduct can be expected to be free from those aspects of his 

$5. nh earlier conduct giving rise to the suspension. 

\| f. Restatement 
} (b) In order to constitute a case where the suspension sanc- F 

i| Our position is not properly viewed as a conservative one; nor tion may be imposed for obstruction or serious impairment of a i 
1| is it accurate to label it reformist. . Not because it is neither-- University-run or University-authorized activity, circumstances 

1 | but rather because it is both. of aggravation in one or more of the following categories would 

Hil It is conservative because it conserves the values of a system have to exist: (a) the magnitude and/or duration of the obstruc- 

Will of university sanctions for injury to university interests: (1) tion or impairment; (b) the fact that the conduct was accompanied 

Hi deterrence against conduct injurious to such interests; (2) direct by physical resistance to authorized personnel efforts at lawfully 
protection of those interests by temporary removal of the offen- terminating the conduct or lawfully making arrests; (c) the fact ; 

i} der; (3) promotion, through the democratic formulation and imposi- that the student had on one or more previous occasions engaged in 

liiH1 tion of group sanctions, of a relatively autonomous, self-govern- obstruction or serious impairment of University-run or University- ; 

| ing community needing no new intrusion of legislative controls; authorized activity. 

{i} and (4) avoidance of dependence on criminal prohibitions or 
i] enforcement that may be unsatisfactory. The position of the (c) Where such cirmumstances of aggravation do exist in one 

i majority of the Committee obviously does much less to conserve all or more categories, the University will be free to seek suspension 

Hil of these values. regardless of whether a criminal prosecution will also be brought. 

The University will make every effort to see that the criminal 

Ha On the other hand, there are reformist elements in our posi- proceeding does not go on simultaneously with its own proceeding. 

ii tion too. First, along with the rest of this Committee, we have : 

| rejected the expulsion sanction, as distinguished from suspension. (d) Where such circumstances of aggravation do not exist in + 

| We do this primarily on grounds of unnecessary harshness. So too one or more categories, (1) if the public authorities choose to 3 

1h we have rejected the "in loco parentis' position under which Uni- prosecute, the University will not seek to impose a sanction; (2) : 
\\\] versity sanctions would become applicable to conduct on the ground if’ the public authorities do not prosecute, the University may 

eal that it violated some vaguely phrased requirement such as "a high seek to impose a lesser sanction than suspension (e.g. reprimand, 

Vik standard of conduct" or "not bringing the good name of the Univer- loss of specified privileges, probation). 
1 sity into disrepute"; or merely on the ground that the conduct E 
5 violated a criminal statute, whether or not the conduct was on 

+e campus and whether or not it seriously damaged a university J. Ray Bowen 

itil) interest. Rather, we have attempted, in our Recommendations E. David Cronon 

4 below, to formulate with as much precision as the nature of the Stephen C. Kleene 
i} problem permits (and with more precision than any comparable James F. Marty 

| effort we have encountered) a rule with accompanying examples, Samuel Mermin (Chairman) 

fi concerning obstruction or serious impairment of University-run Toni L. Walter 

' AS or University-authorized activities. 

f= | Simi 3 2 fl For the Minority 
j | > imilarly, we have found it unnecessarily harsh to permit any 

| + University sanctions in a situation where the public authorities 

| | are prosecuting for conduct that obstructs or seriously impairs a 

lia University activity, unless one or more designated circumstances 

Win of aggravation are present. If it were not an aggravated case, 
I> and the public authorities were not prosecuting, the University 

I would be free to seek a sanction less than suspension. In other d 
words, while we have argued at length for the retention of Uni- S 

versity sanctions for obstruction or serious impairment of Univer- 

| sity activities, and rebutted the alleged unfairness of so-called e- 

| "double sanctions" and other alleged defects in our position, a 
4 ae we have also argued for more restricted applicability of Univer- if Fe 

Wil sity sanctions, and have attempted to formulate some guidelines : u 
4 y me a gs! i 3 
ii. eo mene Et Se sak 5 ; - 
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