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A Contingency Plan}@g Thwart SDS Disturbances at Fullerton
Junior College

In his last "Yelcome address" to the Pullerton Jr. College
faculty, President Ho Lynn Sheller warned that in the 1968-1969
académic year there was a grave ‘vossibility of a campus explosion
at Fullerton Jr, College: wnd he counselcu that dttempts to
organipe a chapter of Students for a Demoeratic ;ocmety would
pProbably be made as a first step to loeal campus chaos. OQur
retiring President also contended that Students for a Der o=
cratic Scciety was permeated with radical and revolutionary
elements.

Dr. Sheller's remurks wepre poorly received in sonme quarters
of the gathefing; there vias even an unprecedented challenge

from the floor during the course of his address. at that.
Particular moment, it seemed that Dr. Sheller was nnduly
concerned about what might happen on our conservative campus=
and ill-informed on the salient ¢haracteristics of Students

for a Democratic Scclety. It has taken less than one full

semester, however, to coafirm that his apprehensions were realistiec

and well-founded; and more of us are aow coming to realize that
his chéracteriZationS of SDS were true,
Sheller's prediction regarding the attempt to form an
SDS chapter has materialized, not only at wullerton Jr. College,
but also at her sister instituticn in the North Crange County
Junior College District-- Cypress Jr. College. Each attenmpt has
heen abortive\9 however, because the Board of Lducation refused
the applicants a charter on the grounds that °DS objectives are
not commensurate with the educational goals of our district.
Tactically9 this was a sound move, for with lack of official
recognition sSpg is brandea from the outset as renegade=-without

sanction or credence. In a community with strong middle-class
traditions, this will be important. Particularly, if, in the
long run, our administration (1) identifies and isolutes the

radical Spg organizere, and (2) cuts off the supoortive element
of SDS by instituting needed reforms.
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The atiempt -0 organise an PJC-SES has involved the following

astivity: (1) Or sampus meetings which featured discussions of a
student movement <o boyegott thie bookstore, a pégiﬁion to recall
members of FJC stulent governnent, a petition teo velieve Dean of
Men, Ivap'C. Malm of his duties, possible disruption of instructiar

and other topisss (2) Distribution of mimeographed sheets out;mg;gg
S80S _goals for Fullerten Jr. College.

RIS S Y,

The stated goals are:

1. Factual Student control of all policies, issues and activities
concerning the student. We therefore will strive to establishs

a) a non-profit booistore

b) more direct student control of ASB funds and activities
‘e) a student review board

d) abeolishment of the drasz code

@) more adeguate parking facilities

T) student employment iz more campus jobs

11. Greater student involvement in sosial and political issues.
In this regard we shall work to obtaing

a, on-campus draft counseling

b) frecdom of the press on campus

¢) an open center for community-student interaction

d) a centrally located fres speech center

e) an unrestricted outside speaker policy (See aAppendix,
" Document NHo. &)

In the abortive attempt to implement these geals as a re@agniaed'
campus organization, FJC-SDS organizers submitted an ill-prepared
sonstituticon which, even with lideral spacing, fills only =z 2/3

portion of one page- (Sse Appendix, Doc. No. 3)

with this  inauspicious beginning, however, nosice has been served.
OQur eampﬁsg too, can become a battloground along with countless others.
Dr. Sheller's warning at the outset of the 1968-69 academic yesr about
SDS attempts to organize on cur campus was prophetic. And now Clay N-
Mitchell, Orahge County Superintendent of Schonls; has alerted local

| roa¢danta to the very real dang-r of SPS campus take-overs in the

area achaalac (36:5)

with the hope that SNS "talk" at Fullerton J.G. navar gatg %=anslated

into action-- with the faith that student unrest can be anticipated ang

averted-- your author proposes to examine sode of the challenges posad
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by Students for & Demosratis Society, historically. As a result, %
special insighis should emerie conseraning the character of the ' ¢
movement . An attempt will then be made to combine these insights

with an xamination of the myriad causes of student unrest-= for the
purpose of formulating a contingensy plan to quelil student activism

at Full:rton Jr. College,

S.udents for a Demoeratic Sceiety was founded by about 60
peopl. at Port Rurem, Michigaa, in 1961. The founders meeting
prod.ced am £D5 credo, the "Port Huron Z3tatement" dyrafted chiefly
‘by 1 student from the University of Michigan named Tom Hayden.
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Th.s document is the basic rationale for the leaderless. decentralized,;
Upartiolipatory demogracy" in which 8DS chapters give every member's

. view equal wslighting. It states,

"...We seek the establishment of a democracy of individual
participation, governed by twe central aims: that the

individual share in those social decisions determining

the quality and diregtion ¢of his 1ife; that society

be organized to encourage independence im men and provide
the media for their common participation. (12:23-2h)

Supplanting the Students League for Industrial Democrasy, SDS
i has "opun off" to a (fall 1968) membership of 7,000 dues=paying ]
etudents on 300 campuses. ¢ 1% boasts support of 35,000 other students,
publishes New Left Notes (cire. 30,000), and electis a governing
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baard or Rational Council ir an annual esavention. National offices
of SDS are located at 1608 West Madison St., Chicage, Ill., 60612, _
In 1963 a philesophy fer SDS was set down in twe papera co~ 3
authored by Tom Haydem- One dealt with the military-industrial
3 complex in the United States as a threat to peace. The other . é
é ' proposed that SDS should help the poor im white and hlack ghettos. "é
: | By 1964 SDS was involved in welfare and rent strikes in chiefly ]
ﬁ white ghetton in 17 cities. SDS also teamed up with SNCC in the &
: :'cummer of 196# ‘to assist in the Missiaaﬁppi Negro voter registration

3 (3b353-4348:81)
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1 In th: same year, Mario Savio was leading the firet major student ~%
fi revolt of the 1960's at the University of California at Berkeley. Ia ]
% many w.ys it was the prototype of campus explosions now oscurring §
é% all over the worid. In 1964, however, this "Free Speech Movement" %
é war non-violent: Eight hundred students were arrested in the protest. .
? ¢ took policeman $hirteen hours to drag”the niimp" students off to %
§ Jails (45:60) but more importantly for SDS, an important new tactical %
f approach was in evidence. ;
% By 1965 SpS erganized the first anti-Vietnam war teach-in at the _%
University of Michigan; in the same year it led the first antiwar
7 ~ march of 25,000 to Washington D-C. and organized "Free Universities" %
%ﬁ on many campuses. At this time, J. Edgar Hoover warned of many eampus %
] Reds.  (18:84 see also Appendix; Des. No. 5) §
i In 1966 SDS set up counseling services on campus to help students 'g
?- avoid the draft. It also passed a black power resolution in support f
§§ of SNCC. In the same year, J. Edgar Hoover testified before the House :

of Representatives Committee on Appropriations, making the follewing
salient points about Students for a Democratic Society:

1. "Communists are actively premoting and participating in

the activities of this organization.” )
2. "A Mational convention of this organization was held at

a camp near Kewadin, Michigan, in June, 1965. Practically

b R TR N T A e B e by i
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every subversive organization in the Unlted States was |
represented by delegates to this convention...Also .
represented were the Communigt Party, UoScA..." .

3. The leadership of SDS is strongly pro--Communist.’ A

4. The activities of SDS have been, and will likely continue 3

" to be, planned and directed to help eatablish a Communist . 9
America. (See Appendix, Doc. No. 6) | ]

In 1967 SDS began demonstrating against R-0.T-C. ynits. They .%
harassed Dow Chemical Company (makers of ‘apalm) on various campuses, 4
and attacked C:I.A. and the Inatitute for Defense Analysis. (48:81) ‘?
SDS delighted in exposing facts and figures comparable to the ones ?g

published in Esquire, September, 1968, on defense contracts,

classified contracts, Atomic Energy Commission contracts, and NASA
contracts for the major universities. (49:88-90 or see Apoendix, Doc:
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In 1968 SU3 1led a series of explosive campus take-overs.

. By the end of June, 18 major universities had experienced
g partial occuvation or sit-ins. (41:31-32) During Muay alone;
] the following events transpired: (1) Four hundred studentsa | E
occupisd the 0ld student union at Stanford in protest arainct ,
the CIAy (2) Five hundred students marched on Nassau Hall at 3
Princeton, demanding that (a) the authority of the school :
trustees be limited, (b).school ties be broken with the
Institute for Nefense Analysis, (e¢) dorm visiting rules be
suspended, and (d) a draft counseling program be inctituted;
ttudents barricaded the administration bhuilding at Cheyney
gtate College in Pennsylvania demanding a better faculty and 3
currieulum; Roosevelt University, in downtown Chicago,
expelled or suspended forty-five students who participated in
9 a sit-ing the president of Florida State University resigned in
4 the wake of a student pretest; feurteen black students were
arrested at Miami University after they had taken-over the
president’s office; and studenta suscessfully banned goierument
agencies and corporations from recruiting on campus at Oberlin.
(37:72)
The most serious campus disruption of 1968, however, was
at prestiguous Columbia University. The SDS led revolt shut
down "the entire school, caused ah estimated ¢$300,000 damage
and led to a general student strike and the arrest of 720
peOplec“'_(M?gal) And more alarming, still-- "In recent months
student revolts have erupnted in more than a dosen major
industrial nations around the world." Student radicals in the

capitalist countries seem to agree that capitalism must be
overthrown. (&2:42-43; 40:278-279) And syndicated columnists
Drew Pearson and Jack Anderson have linked Columbia University
SDS president Mark Rudd with Rudi Dutschke in Germany and
““Danny the Red" Cohn-Bendit in Prance. {12:25)

4hy have dangerous student radiecals garnered so much support

on our nation’s campuses? Is it because of the general appeal

of its critique of our society? SDS maintains that "the present




American corporate capitalist system manipulates und oppresses
the individuale...(and) a eorporate/military elite...profite
while thes rest of the citigenry are only depersonalized pawns
in “he game....The nation's universities are key ascomplices
in this process, furnishing, research and ideas to the military-
industrial complex and psychologically conditioning students to
take their places submissively in the corporate slots that
await them." (12:25) Perhaps this anti-capitalist raticnale
sufficss to polarize that vague sense of anti-bureauncratic
sentiment umpon which students arcund the world agree.

come interesting hypotheses have been advanced conceraing

the causes of student unrest in the United States. S« L. Halleck

has examined come of them which seem pertinent at this time,
He speaks of a "Critiecal Aypothasis," and cites soume of
the current easy judgmeats of the elder generation about the

lack of diseipline and purpose in youth; the "Permissive ilypothesis"

i8 a closely relatesd thems; the "Jon-Responsibility Hypothesis"

tends to malign Freud and insist that individuals are vesponsible

for their actions, and behavior should be cxamiaod in the

context of good or bad; the "iffiuence Hypoth951s 'stresses -

atudent disenchantment with materialism and a life devoid of

meanings the "Family-<Pathelogy’ '‘Hypothesisg" emphasizea a disturbed

familys the "Sympathetic Hypothesis" insists that youth is
victimized with unbearable pressurej the "Two Armed=Camps
Ay pothesis" c¢cites pressure from competition in the cold war as

the source of student tensions the "Deterioration in the Juality

of Life Hy pothesis" emphasizes overcrowding and ugliness; the
npolitical Hoplessness nypothcsis" explains that students feel

socisty is too complex; checks and balances frustrate meaningful

political change, pressure groups cancel one another out, and
4t ic impossible to make meaningful change in the system] the
ncivil Rights Hypothesis" relates student unrest to their

empathy with Negroesj the npechnological Ey pothesis! stresses
and student distrust of the future

rapid environmental change
with its attendant enphasis on the need to live for nowj; the
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"Media Hypothasis" draws from Marshall M&Jluhan's theory of

a global village in which frustrations are communal or sharsdj
Haileck prefers the "NMoutral Hypothesis" which claims student
unrest derives from impersonal processes and "changes in
righly complex society (which) crsate (a) need for new modes
of psychological adaptation.” (1432-9) 1In a ssnse Halleck's
view is eclectic, since he gave measured support %o all
hypotheses.

According to Joseph Shohen, Director of the American Coundil
on Edusation's Commission on aeademic affairs, "An analysis of
71 of the student disturbances which have occurred since
October 1966, indicates that 68 of thaem woere related either %o
the Vietnam yar or to the race problem, or to both." (3:1205)
He further explains that students are most apt to revolt

1. When a faculty or an administration is considered

to be‘unroaponaivo to students® expression of concern.

2. ithen students fesl they have been excluded from

participation in decision making that affects their

own conduct or ireedom of expression.

3., $hen institutions are accused of injustice because

they contract to perform war-related research, offer

facilities for government-spcnsored speakers to talk

about Vietnam, or fall to show eagerness to enroll

Negroes.
4, waen a student rebesl achieves some form of "martyrdom"

such as expulsiocon; suspension or arrest.
5. When a sizable number of liberals are willing to
join revolts tc force reforms. (52;38)

Jo L. Walsh explains what today's student wants by care-
fnlly listing what he hates. Where society is concerned, it

is
1. depersonalization,
2. bureacratization,
3. gradulism,
4. Vietram War, and '
5. living in the most organized, technologized and
bureacratized society the world has ever known. (48:209)

In place of all this, ineistse Walsh, the student wants

ndemocratic participation" and contrel over his life. (48:207--208)
Kats and Sanford list the following causes of student unrest:
1. Tightening of standards since Sjutnik
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2. work demanded of students can‘t be filled .

a 40 hour week. N

‘2o & laek of sommunity on sampus

4. deversonalization

5. university preoecupation with technology

6. ntudents are more sophisticated as a result of

travel; modern communications, and increased opportunity.
They demand their right to share in the decisions of
their own education. (21:64-66)

Bill vard, Associate professor of Journalism at Syracuse,
believes student unrest is caused by

1. 3elf justification to compensate academic failure.
2. Qemagogues,

3. the excitement of demonstration, and

4. 3Joss of identity. {50:81-82)

Norman Cousins writes of impersgonality, disconnection and
dehumanisation as causes of campus disturbancess (10:20) And
adds, students are seeking "workable guidelineé for their lives;"
they are also engaged in a quest for individual self respect.
For those of us who would lecture this generation on violence,

O

Cousins believes, the "basic causes of violence can be found in
the mirror..." Says he, our socliety sountenances violence in
Vietnam; vioclence can be perpetrated easily with puns obtainable
by anyone. We have cut down some of our greatest men.,...'"the
basic causes of violence can be found in the mirror and will not
yield to dismay, disgust, or despair." (11:28)

It seems fitting to close the segment of this paper devoted
to causes of student unrest with some perceptive comments in a
Time essay. Studeants are protesting, says Time ;' becauss they
demand relevance and involvement. They have taught us two
important lessons: "(1) some of the changes they want are
really improvements, and (2) the way to deal with student power
is to anticipate it; to initiate changes before the students
demand them." Students and elders need to learn more mutual
respact. ({56:24-25) |
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One would be led to suspect, for many reasons, that full-
scale student demonstrations will never develop at Fullerton Jr.
College. The root causes of student demonstrations seem to be

Jlacking here. The school is not involved in war resesrchi a

two year student tenure seems insufficient to build either
serious attachments or grievances; we lack the Xegro enrocllment
to make possible the kind of black/white radical alliance which
has caused such great disturbance at San Franeisco 3tate; (51:70-%72)
we are not faced with responsibility for regulating students lives
in dormitories; our instructors; for the most part; relate closely
with stadents in seminars, field trips, and informal discusslonsj
zglationships between faculty and students are warm and personals
and the strong tradition of middle class respectabllity still
prevails, Yet-- the attempt %o organize student activism has begun.
@given this hard fact of life, it seems reasonable to plan for any
erentuality.

The contingenecy plan to thwart SDS disturbances at Fullerton
Jr. College hereln presented is based on a number of assumptions.
First, it is assumed that eventually SDS activities oh this
campﬁs will follow the familiar patterns of mass sit-ins, mill-
ins, disruptions of speakers and ceremonies, and disruption of
classes., Second, it is assumed that the people at the vortex of
these disturbances will be radicals and anarchists. Third, it is
assumed that if 5DS organizers are to successfully lead such
activities, they must have a substantial following. The first
problem, therefore, is to isclate and discredit the organizers
before they have built a substantiul following. Information
about the character of SDS should be widely shared.

Only a small minority of students will be interested in identi-
tying with a movement which openly boasts that it is a coalition
of "socialists, anarchists, communists, and humanist liberals."
(34:4=5) Most students will not support an organization which
harbors, in the worde of FBI Director; J. Edgar Hoover, "a new
type of subversive...financed by the Communist party.” (iZgZ})

Humanist liberal students should be reminded that men with liberal

credentials-~ syndicated columnists Drew Pearson and Jack anderson=

s e




have also pointed out the subvaraive nature of the £DS leadership.

SDS corganlizers have been identified with drugs in the past.
7om Hayden chided President elect Rishard Nixon recently on network
television (CBS Face the Nation, Dee¢. 8) for speaking out against
drugs: Many SDS organizers aretvulnerablé to arrest on possession
of drugs; this tac has been employed to break hard=core £DS
activity elsewherey and it shoﬁld be employed wherever feasible.
(38:60) |

The Mulford BRill, passed by the California legislature and
signed by Governor Brown, June 2, 1965, makes it a "misdemeanor for any
non=student or any non-employee %o reméin on 2 state university or
state college campus after he or she has been ordered to leavea.o
(as a result of) an act likely to interfere with the peaceful
conduct of the campus." (44:154-155) If this bill does not apply
to junior colleges, we need similar legislation now-- and should
work for it immediately.

It might be well to alert students in advance of an expected
~attempt to disrupt instruction. It is claimed by kdwin E. Willis,
(Derm- Lao.) Chairman of House Committee on Un.gmerican Activities;

that if one publicizes an expected student strkke in advance,
the planned propaganda effort will be scifled. (36:10-11)

If the situation finally deteriorates to"demonstrations" -] ]
eampus, it seems that the best approach is "hard line." It is
instructive that the horrible confrontation at Columbia resulted
in 178 arrests (Mark Rudd, Pres. of SDS too). All whe were
arrested were suspended from Columbia and now face expulsion.(53:8)
Columbia has seemed te quiet down as a result. At San Francisco
State, in the same Spring, the administration granted four of
the radical students five demands~-~ and faced greater problems
this fall. It is best, it seems; to deal harshly with the
hard core SDS. ‘

As important in dealing with potential stu.decas nnrest; however,
is cumpus reform. Radical agitators ean be isolated, discredited

and destroyed through effective faculty-student-community relationehips¢1 ‘
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Qt In the r=cent Joint Student-Faeulty Report on how to avert future

! disorders a%t the University of California at Berkeley, the following
points were made in support ef students: (1) a decentrulizatien
proc:esis is needed " in order to interweave siudentSQ faculty and
administrators into a community seeking commem gZuuls....Students
shouid sit on the key committaes within departments to help shape
pelicy and would also help evaluate the teadhing of their professors.
These local constituencies weuld then feed intoc a mere representative-

1
+ 3
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and entirely reorganized- student governament and faculty aeademie
4 sensie. (See Appendix, Doc. Ne:. 2) |
gf Michael Regin, Aesistant Prefessor of Politisal Science at the
1 Unlversity of Califernia at Berkeley is convinced that this
stud:ont generation has great sophistication, As he puts it, "To
get to learn from them, as I was fortunate enough to de during the
year of the Berkeley revelt, was a remarkable experienge..." (32:99)

and he seems disposed te share peligy making decisions with them

3 new.

4 Professer Garbarine, Direstor of Business and Esonomics Research at
Berk:ley. writes of a near future when professors may have ne other
cheolvce. "Administrative authority will be increasingly limited in

all Lypes of orgsnizations," he asserts; and "The ‘consent of the

governed’ principle will be extended to empleyer-employee relations,
3 and vargainiag eut ef deeisiemns will be generalized over most of

%; our vrganizatiens.” (28:171-172)

1 A recent articie in School and Soclety polmrts out that "Ia the
last 40 years, the Harvafd Student Council has produced 12 printed
3 reports on specific issues. Thie is one of the reasons we hear less
about Harvard disorders than we do at many imstitutions." (15:56)

y Many are saying, at this juncture; if we would save our
educational institutions, we must relform Shem. Sludeni guvernment

musi be sirengincied and givem a sigaificant voice ia the governance..."
(821208 See alsc 12¢32-33) |
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- Even the trustees of some institutioms are salling for more
; wgtudent power." Thomas L Boardmam of QOberlin has gone so far
£ as to "welcome some form of student representation on the Board

of Trustees." (46:59) |
At the junior college level it seems that a number of

imaginative programs im community service can be developed

with student participation, Exciting speaker series with first-
rate talent should be developed through the community service tax.
*' A program comparable to the one at Monterey Penimsula College,

i 1959-1961 should captivate student interest. 1In one acadenmic
year at Momterey they had Eleanor Roosevelt; Joha lason Brown,
Normaa Cousins, William O. Douglas, Clement Atlee, Martin Luther . :
1 Kisg, James Baldwin, Aldous Huxley, Margaret Meade, Santha Rama é
i Rau, William “inter, Felix Greens; Peter Odegard, and others in
? their eveming lecture series-- fimanced with the commuaity

] gervice tax. Studemt morale amd commitment to the imstitution

| was pheaomenal,
5 A relevamnt curriculum is meeded to avert studemt unrest. This

é will entail programs amd studies in which Negroes can find identity.
4 Other mimorities meed programs which are meaningful for them as
well. 4
it is imperative that we now prepare to listea, leara, and adapt. E
We must be willing tc work with poteatial supgortive elemeate of |
SDS and acede to reasomable demands. ‘e must try to avert further
violeace before it prepares the way for the police state. liore | %
thaa omse perceptive analyst has cautiomed us about the violent
backlash which could result from wholesale disorder. (24:39 see also
; 13313) | | :
] The urgemcy of the task is described by C. G. Austin, | f

1)

Recent sileat gemeratiomns of studeats have prompted those
who administer colleges and uaniversities to hope that we i
are going through asother phase of student life which '
will scoa pass, and comsequently, to adjust thelr mode
3 . of operation as little as possible in the face of

i protests. We suspsct, however, that studeats are

3 defining a mew awd permameat place for themselves ia

2 affecting policy dscisioms; and that those who aow

i govera our colleges awnd universities would be wsll

4 advised to work with studeats im creating a pattera

in which thers are effective alteraatives to demunstra-

tions. (2:“)
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‘deeper issues remained.... of the generational rift and the reiection.of
 American society by increasing numbers of young people -- feelings which

. ‘personalized, unresponsive bureaucracy. We have encountered the organized
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Document No, I_ .
The Berkeley Student Revolt 1964

Student protest became a prominent feature of academic life, for the
first time, in the 1960's. The first major studeamt "revolt," and possibly
the prototype, wae the Free Speech Movement at the University of Californis
at Berkeley; led by students who had worked in the civil-rights movément
but involving, at its peak in December 1964, large numbers of undergraduates.
The immadiate pvecipitant of the rebellion was an order of the university
administration prohibiting various forms of political agitation on the
campus, but the scope of the protest widenmed uatil it became an attack on
the impersonality, excessive specialization, and prostitution of knowledge
which the students associated with .the "multiversity" ~- a concept of the
university of whi¢h Clark Kerr, happened to be the leading spokesman. The
following speech by Mario Salvo, an. undergraduate philosophy mejor who
emerged as the leader of the FSM, was delivered during a sit-in of eight .
hundred students in Sproul Hall during the night of December 2, and it
shows that much more wae involved, for the students, than a narrow issue
of university procedure. - ' '

Eventually the faculty voted its support of the program of FSM, but the

would soon be further stiried by the war in'Vietnam, which subsequently
became the principal focus of student demonstrationms. |

‘Mario Savio-- “An End to History" December 2, 1964 (Humanity,
December, 1964) - | )
~ eeeln our free speech fight at the University of California, we have
ééme'dp against what may emerge as the greatest problem of our nation-~ de-

status quo in Mississippi, but it is the same in Berkeley. Here we f£ind it
impossible uéualiy to meet with anyone but %écretaries. Beyond that, we find
functionaries who canrot make policy, but can only hide behind the rules.
We have discbyered total lack of rgéponsé oﬁ the pert of the policy makers.
To grasp a sfiuaiion whieh is truly Kafkesque, it is necessary to undér-
stand the bnfeauctatic mwentality. And we have learned quite a bi:,abqut
it this fall,more outside the ¢lassroom than in. |

As buieauctat, an administratér beligvés that nothing new happens. BHe
occupies an a-historical point of view. In September, to get the attention
of this bureaucracy which had issued aribtrary edicts suppressing student
political expression and refused to discuss its action, we held a sit-in on
the campus. We sat around a police car ané kept it immobilized for over
thirty-two hourg. At last the administrative bureaucracy agreed to negotiate.
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.Document__}:g_,_!____

The Berkeley Student Revolt 1964 (continued)

:

But inrteed, on the £ollowing Monday, we discovered tbat a committea had : ;
been sppointed, in accordance with ueuel regulations, to resolve the diSpute.
Our -ttempt to convince any of the adminietretors that an *;event had oecurred,
tha. something new had happened, failed. They saw this simply as eomet‘\ing .
to be handled by normel University procedures. SR T : 5
’i‘he same is true: of all bureaucracies. They begin a® tools, meene to
(ertein legitimate goels, and they end up feeding their own existence, The
sonception that bureaucrats have is'that history has in fact come to an end. ,
No events can occur now that the Second World War is over which can ehange |
Amerimn society subetentiel ly. de proceed by etenderd procedures as we

.reo ‘o0
| This free speech £ight points up a fascineting eepect of contemporary
cespus life. Students ere permitted to talk all they want so long as their

jpeech hes no coneequences. | |
~ One conception of the university, suggested by a classicel Christian .
formulation, is that 3t be in the world but not of the worid. The conception.'
of Clark Kery, by contrast, is that the university is part and percel. of tliis
perticular stage in the history of American Society, it stands to serve the:
need of American industry, it is a factory that turns out a certain product
needed by industry or government. Beca.uee speeeh does ofien have.conse- |

quences which might al ter this perversion of higher education, the university

 must put itself in a position of censorship. It can permit two kinds of
speech, speech which eneoureges continuetion of the status quo, and speech . ;
which advocates chenges in it so redical as to be irrelevant in the fore- 3

seeeble future, ,
...The University is well structured, well tooled, to turn out people

with all the sharp edges worn off, the weil-rounded person, The University
| is wel.l equipped to produee that sort of person, and this means thet the n
best among the people who enter muet for four years wander .aimlessly much of ' |
the time questioning why they are on campus at all, doubting whether there _
is any point in what they are doing, and looking toward a very bleak existence
efterwerd in a gawme in whieh eu of the rules have been mede up, which one
cannot. really amend,

L5 o s s i
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Document No, I _
y The Berkeley Student Revolt 1984 (continued) -

R

It ie a bleak scene, but it is all a lot of us have to look f&tward
to. Sociéfy’pfdvides no challenge. American sceiety in the standard

conception it has of itself is simply no lonner exciting. The most ex-
citing things going on in America today are movements to changé America.

America 18 becoming even more the Utopia of sterilized, automated con-

tentment. The "futures" and "ecareers" for which America students now
prepare are for the most part intellectual and moral wastelands. This
chrome~plated coneumers paradise would have us grow up to be well-be-=
haved children. But an important minority of men ahd women coming to

the front today have shown that they will die rathexr than be standgtw
dized, replaceable and irrelevant. ' o

-Henry Steele Commager, ed. Documents of
- American History. 8th ed. New York;
Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1968. pp. 720-21,
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Document No. -

How to Prevent Riots: University of Califiornia at Berkeley

Joint Student-Facuity Committee ho Study Ways ¢o AvertFutuwve Disorders.
Aftey a series of éampus uprisings, the Uniweyvsity uf\Gaiifmfnia
at Berkeley last January (1967} set up a joint student-faculiy aoﬁmittee »
i to study ways to avert future disorders. This waek the committee«- 5
headed by Law Professor Caleb Foote and graduate student Henxy E. Mayere-
released a 250 page report that charged almost averybody involved iu

past troubles with pursuing "partisan ends” but also recommended soma

3 sound proposals as to how the sehool should govern itself.

9 The rveport was quite indiseriminate in its ecriticism of the present
university setup. It argued that Govermer Roneld Reagan waz "consistently E
unfriendly" and that the regents had proved "ineffestual in protecting f
the freedom and integrity” of the sshoole-- both propositions that are E
open to debate. It blamed the university presideat for failing to give Z
each canpus encugh autonomy, and Berkeley Chanczlleor Roger Heyns for not
developing a meaningful dialogue with the faculty. The professers, in

turn, operated in "a milieu of confusion and uncertainty’o- not Lo mene

tion indifference~-with respect to their powers, Too many students,

the report said, displayed "an appallingly high rate of disaffection and

disinterest toward” their own zdusation. The result was "an atmospheve
of distrust and suspicion," :

The committee’s basic solution to the problem 18 decentraliza'ion

o mi b Ly e e

in order to inteyrweave students, faculty and administrators into a come

e

munity seeking common goals. Thus it urged the regents to confine theme

selves Lo setting broad policy-« something proposed by the regents' own

Byrne Report (Time,May 21, 1965)-~ and vecommended that administrators
delegate as much authority as possible o local vampuses,
At Berkeley, the report proposed breaking up sush vamanageable

units as the Freshman and Sophomorz years of the C‘ollege of lLetters and

i alierheem it

Science, which has some 6,600 students, into small eclleges grouped
around related disciplines, each with power to hire and promote teachers. .

Students would sit on the key committees within depavtments to help shspe
policy &and would also help evaluats the teaching of thelr professors.

These local "econstituencies' would then feed intc a more representativese o

and entirely reorganized -- gtudent guvernment and faculty academic senate.
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Docyment No, __
How to Prevent Riots....(continued)

o the key issue -of how the upiversity should maantain order at Berk-
eley == assuming that dialogue will not resolve all tensions -- the raeport
p=posed that the chancellor should not get directly involved with adminisal
taring campus discipline., Under the present system, it argued, the chan-

- cellor appeais to be both prosecutor and judge, which inavitably mskes him

seem like the studenns“ advexsary. Inatead; the committee suggested that a
new set of campus regulations. subject to the chancellor's veto, should be

drawn up by a rules committee vepresenttng £acu1ty, students and administra- -
'rion. ‘Violators would bs brought té a judguent before a student-conduct

court cumposed of Eour students and £our faculty'membets. 1£ convicted, a
etudent could sppeal to the chancellor for a mitigation of punishment. As
for clear violations of criminal law, that would be left entirely in the
handa of offocampu: eource.

l‘4
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Document No, % _
Proposed FIC-SDS CONSTITUTION
(fejected by the Student Commission)

Article 1 SAME

The name of -his organization shall be the Fullerton Junioxr Collsge
Chapter of Students for a Democratic Society (FJC-SDS). |

1 Article 7o  MEMBERSHIE

. Member-hip is open to all students and faculty members of Fullerton
i Junic. College who share the basic aimws of this organization.

St s B O

Ar.icle 111  PROCEDURE

3 fhe principle of "participatory democracy" shall govern the conduct
3 of all meetings and activities. '

Article 1V PURPOSE

The purpose of FJC=SDS shall be those expressed in the Preamble to
the National SDS Constitution:

i ugtudents for a Demoeratic Society is an association of young people
i of the left. It seeks to create a sustained community of educational
;. and political concern; one bringing together liberals and radicals,
activists and scholars, students and faculty. It maintains a vision
of a demoeratic society, where at all lewels the people hawe contrel
of the deeisions which affect them and the resources on which they ave
dependent. It seeks a relevance through the continual focus on real-
{ties and on the rroprams necessary to effect change at the most basic
levels of econonmic, political, and social organization, It feels the

urgency to put forth a radical, démocratic program whose methods emboc'y
the democratic vigion."

The above is a copy of the Constitution FJC-SDS submitted for recognie
zation as a campus club. This document along with a list of tw:nty
students must be approved by the Dean of Women, the Student Coumission,
the Committee on Student Affairs, and the President of the Coilege.
FJC-SDS would much rather see students and not the administration have
the final decisicn on the approval of student clubs. Unti) that day
when students control student government, we will attempt to work
through the "“proper channels." And hope the administration hes the
 wisdom to decide the bast for us.

nStudents are niggers. When you get that atraight, our schools begin
to make sense.”

..Jerry Farber 'The Student a8 Nigger"
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Document No. 4

SDS Goals for Fullerton Jr. College:
(mimeographed sheet) -

is -an association of young people of the left. It seeks to create
a sustained community of educational and political concern; one bringing
together liberals and radicals, activists and scholars, students and
faculty. Lt maintains a vision of a democratie society, where at ail
levels the people have control of the decisions which affsct them and
the resources on which they are dependent. It seeks a relevance
through the continual focus on realities and on the programs necessary
to effect change st the most basic levels of economic, pelitical, and
social organization., It feels the urgency to put forth a radical, de-
mocratic progra: whose methods embody the democratic vision.

Preamble, SDS Constitution

It is with this vision that we ave forming a SDS chapter at Fullerton.

‘We will begin by working for changes on our campus in the following areas:

1. Factual student control of all policies, issues and activities con-
cerning the student. We therefore will strive to establish:

a) a noneprofit bookstore

b) more direct student control of ASB funds and activities

¢) a student review board

d) abolishment of the dress code

e) more adequate parking facilities

£) student employment in more campus jobs

11. Creater student involvement in social and political issues.
In this regard we shall work to obtain:
a) onecampus draft counseling
b) freedom of the press on campus
‘¢) an open center for community-student interaction .
d) a centrally located free speech center
e) an unrestricted outside speaker policy

Our first step toward these objectives will be the publication of a
series of newspapers composed of student articles, announcements, shs
positions, and other items of imterest to the student, Those wishing to
join FJC-SDS, help us, contribute articles to the paper, or who simply
desire more information should meet in room 1002 of the Home and Fine
Arts Building, at & PM today. National SDS policy and our confirmed cone
gensus dictate that our membership shall be open to all who share the
commitment of the organization to democracy as a weans and as a social

goal.
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Document No, »5

From J. Edgar Hoover: A Report on Campus Reds, Testimony given
before a subcommittee of the House Committee on Appropriations on

March &, 1965. A transcript of his report was made publie on May 17.

Following are excerpts from Mr, Hoowver's testimony:

Demonstrations at the University of California were initiated
October 1, 1964, by a small group of students who formed an oxganization
called the Free Speech Movemente-FSM-- which demanded the right to en-

~ gage in political activities on campus in loecal, State and national

electionz, in violation of uniwversity regulations.

Demonstrationg continued through October and November, in spite
of overtures and concessions by the university administration to the
demand2 of the demonstrators....

On December 2, 1964, approximately 1,000 demonstrators gatheved
in Sproul Hall, University of California, and refused to leave, resul-
ting in Governor Brown of California issuing orders to arrest those who
refused. Accordingly at 3:45 a.m., December 3, 1964, over 600 pclice
officers arrested 780 demonegtrators who refused to leawve Sproul Hall,
The arrests were without violence or injuries.

Mario Savio, student leader and spokesman for FSM and the demon-
strators, has a previous arrest record for sit-in demonstrations.
During the pericd November 10-14, 1964, Savic was on a speaking tour
of colleges in the Midwest and East seeking financial support for the
arrested students., A close adviser who a¢companied him on this tour
was Bettina Aptheker, member of the W.E.B. DuBois Club of Berkeley--
a Marxist-oriented youth organization--and daughter of Herbert Aptheker,
publicly identified in the Communist newspaper 'The Worker,” in its
issue of July 30, 1961, as a member of the national committee of the
Communist Party, U,S,A.

Individuals with subversive backgrounds who participated in the
demcnstrations included five faculty members and 38 individuals who
were students or connected with the University of California in some
capacity. This is another example of a demonstration, which, whil:
not Communist-originated or controlled, has been exploited by a cew

-
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Document No, 9

From J. Edgar Hoover: A Report on Campus Reds (continued)

Communists for their own end., In this instance, a few hundred students
contain within their ranks a handful of Communists that mislead, con«
fuse and bewilder a great many students to their own detriment.

Communist party leaders feel that, based on what happened on
the campus of the University of California at Berkeley, they can ex-
ploit similar student demonstrations to their own benefit in the
future....

On February 8, 1965, about 1,3000 demonstrators (at the University
of California) protested U,S5. intervention in Vietnam. Speakers,
condemning the United States for starting the war in Vietnam, included
Herbert Aptheker, a member of the National Committee of the Communist
Party, U.S.A., and other party members who 'just happened to be there,"
All speakers urged their listeners to more direct action and called
‘for a demonstration at the New Federal Building in San Franecisco.

At Madigon, Wis., at the University of Wisconsin, a similar pro-
test meeting held by students and faculty members, some of whom have
Comnunist backgrounds. One of these was Daniel Friedlander who is
active in the DuBois Clubs in Madison.

The major lesson to be learned from all this is that the Communists
and their supporters in this country are not a weak, insignificant
element on the American scene,

The wave of demonstrations which erupted on a nationsl scale
immediately following news of the U,S. counterstrike against Communist
forces in Vietnam demonstrates how unified, organized and powerful an
element the Communist movement in the United States is today.

While many of the demonstrations were organized by legitimate,
sincere pacifist groups; Communizts and their supporters also organized
a number of demonstrations and are attempting to exploit to their own
benefit the activities of the legitimate organizations.

«U.S. News and World Report, (May 31, 1965), p. P+.
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Students for a Demoeratic Society
February, 1966 testimony of
J .EDGAR HCOCVER, Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
before House of Representatives Committee on Appropriations

Mr. Hoover. Cne of the most militant organizations now
engaged in activities protesting U.S. foreign policy is
a student youth group called Students for a Democratic
society. Communists are actively promoting and partie-
ipating in the activities of this organization, which is
self~deseribed as a group of liverals and radiecals. This
organization currently claims a membership in excess of
3,000 in over 100 chapters throughout the United states,
and its members are most vocal in condemning the American
way of life and our established form of government.

This organization sponsored a march on Washington to
protest U,>. action in Vietnam whigh took place on April
17, 1965. Communists from throughout the Nation partic-
ipated in this march and over 70 past or predent Communist
. Party members f£rom New York City alone, including several
1 national leaders, were observed among the participants.

1 A national convention of this organization was held at
a camp near Kewadin, Mich., in June 1965. Practically
every subversive organization in the United States was
represented by delegates to this convention, There wexe

3 delegates from the Young Sogialist Alliance, the youth
% and training section of the Trotskyite Soeialist Workers
Party, which has been designated as subversive pursuant
to Executive Ovder 10450,

Also represented were the Communist Party, U.5.A. and
the Spartecist group, a Trotskyite splinter oxganization.
Cther delegates represented the Progressive Labor Party,
a MarxistoLeninist organization following the line of
Communist China, and the May 2 Movement, a front group
of the Progressive Labor Party.

At this eonvention, a number of proposals were made to
fucrther oppose the U.3. action in Vietnam. Cne Students
for a Democratic Society leader called for deliberate
violation of the sedition statutes by Students for a
Demoervatic sSociety members which it wag hoped would result
in mass arrvests and a "politiecal trial" of the organization.
; Members were urged to attempt to enter military bases to
i persuade soldiers that they should vefuse to fight in
E Vietnanm.

: At a meeting of the national eouncil, the governing body
3 of the students for a Democratic soeiety which was held
1 over the 1965 Labor Day weekend, 20 of the approxinately
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Dogument No, 6 3

students for a Demoeratic Society 4

February, 1966 testimony of ;

b J.EDGAR HOCVER, Director :

3 : Federal Bureau of Investigation A 4

4 before House of Representatives Committee on Appropriations f
(eontinued)

4 100 participants had past or present affiliations with .

3 the Communist Party or other subversive groups. A 2

vigorous antidraft program was proposed at this meeting, 3

_ which included plans to counsel draft-age youth on how to :

4 avoid the draft, This proposal was later submitted to the 3

E students for a Democratie Soeciety membership by referendum :

i for approval but was defeated by a narrow majority. i

In spite of this, Studenis for a Democratie Soelety 4

leaders recently announced thai each local chapter would b

make its own decisions as to whether an antidraft program

3 . would be undertaken by that particular chapter. E
b During the last week of Deeembexy 1965, the antidraft -
1 program and the Vietnam protest movement again were sube |
4 jects whieh dominated diseussion2 at a national membetrship | :
conference of this group held at Urbana, 111, Heated ex- E
changes took place between variocus factions, some of whieh 4
wanted to continue with a "hard line" and others wanting 4

to retreat entirely from all protest aetivity in eonnection
with the Vietnam issue, Although no foreign policy de-
eisions resulted from thie conference, the students for a
Demceratic Society hae continued to sponsor and participate
in demonstrations throughout the United States protesting
U,S. action in Vietnanm,
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Document" Noo .. 7

Var Research at the Univers:lues-e Germ Warfare, Psyehological Warfare,
. and Rockehry .

o (Mraeted m _.Q__ES X€y Saptamber; 19680 pp" 3 8"90 v.
wﬁaﬁ Classified

Stanford Un.lvmity &5,&92,000 . 916.500,000 .
I11inois Tnst. of Techo $u,7oo,ooo S $ 4,000,000
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Univ. of Veshington

Geo, Vashington Univ.'

- Univ. of Texas .

John Hopkins Univ,

Upiv. of Pennsylvania'

American Univs. -
Univ, of Michigan -
Mass, Insto of Tech-
Columbia Unive = .
Ohio State Univ.

Univ. of Illinoss e

Fern., State .

Univ, 0f Gal.if-
Cornell Univ., . . '
Calif, Imst. Of Teoh.
Frinceton Un!.v.

Calif. Inst. of Tech.

$ 49500,

$ 4,600,000 -

$71,041,000

-9 4,833,000

- § 2,668,000
817, 700, |
$92 423,000

' $16,416 000 <

$ 45795,000

$10,960,000

$12,000,000
$17,353,ooo

523,824,000
-$ 4,189,000 R
$ 4,831,000 ..

AFC Gontmct

NASA Contrmcts’

$200, 000,000

$3 »100,000

$-2, ooo,eu‘.;_»- |
-855,100,000
Qe

§'2,200,000

£10, 300,000

$46.000,000
8,757,700

2, 387 176
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