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Signer outliz

By Paul Schindler

Dr. Ethan Signer, Professor of
Biology, returned from the
International ' Conference on
Medicine and the Indo-China
war with some sharp words:
about US involvement. Signer
delivered his comments to a

sparsely attended press confes- .

ence in 16-820A last Tuesday
afternoon.

He began by briefly outlining
the high points of the confer-
ence, including a paper written
by a US surgeon, Dr. Gordon
Livingston (who was not present
at the conference, but had the
paper read for him). .

Liwingsten noted that he had
served in Vielnam, and described
the situations faced by a surgeon
in a war situation which calls for
the use of medicine as a potent
political weapon, both in the
stlective application of medical
care to civilians, based on Army
policy towards the civilian popu-
lation, and its selective applica-
tion to prisoners of war.

In his paper, Livingston de-
scribed omne situation ie which
the Army’s chief anesthesiologist

suggested the use of a compound

which, when injected in 'the
proper dosage, witl make a pri-
soner feel short of breath. It is
so effective that most prisoners
fear imminent suffocation. The
anesthesiologist suggested this as

mation, and even offered to ad-
minister it himself if Livingston
did not care to.,

Signer went on to dwm'be
the technological war which the
United States is cumently fight-
ing on the electronic battlefeld,
as it was put forth by the dele-
gates from Souiheast Asia them-
selves (North Vietnam and. the
Provisionary Revolutionary Gov-.
ernimenf{ had representatives,
although Saigon did not). He
outired the cumrent evidence
which points to defoliants as a
likely canse of a substartial in-

Crease in birth defects, and
noted the increasing use of anti-
personnel weapons. that cannot
distinguish between civilians and

The anrnual Christmas Con-
vocztion will be held mext
Tuesday, December 14, at 11 §
am im Kresge Awditorium. |
Contrary to previous |
anpouancements,  however,
dasses will officisily be held |
during the time period of the |
ceremony. The celebration §
g will featwre Dr. Vapnevarj§

2 method for extracting infor-

soldiers, mc!udmg cIuster bombs
and gas.

Signer mentioned bombing
damage: “In one day, just as a
result of ordinary bombing {(and
I puess you can call bombing
ordinary in S.E. Asia), 300 peo-
ple are killed, 3500 pew craters
are formed (and these craters fill
rapidly with water, and breed
diseases, especially mosquito-
born diseases, such as malaria),
and 630,000 cubic meters of
earth are moved. All of this by
just the bombing.”

The conference also ad-
dressed itself {0 American corpo-
rate cooperation with the war:

“The Westinghouse Corporation,

which on the one hand owns the
Hilton Hotels, and on the other
hand is making sophisticated de-
Every systems and detection
systems, is' in part responsible
for the war, or Honeywell,
which makes cluster bombs and
thermostats. This is rapidly lead-
ing to the day, which the mili-
tary magazines are viewing with
pride, in which there will be no
personal contact with the

enemy. . . in which you will go

Fhoto by Dave Searis

les conference

to war from 9 to S, sit at a
‘computer console and operate
that way.”

Delegates to the conference
claimed - that there was' what
Signer termed “a deliberate,.
planned, ‘'systematic success by
the United States in bombing
hospitals. There is very lttie
doubt that hospitals are con-
sidered legitimate air bombing

-

- targets. There was a great deal of
evidence presented to this
effect.”

 When asked about MIT s role

“in ‘the Vietnam war, Signer
‘noted that,

“A lot of research
for the technological war has
been going on at MIT and similar
institutions, . . MIT’s complicity

is very deep, and very serious,

and also very calculated. The
modern concept of the techno-
logical war was basically crigin-

“ated In a proposal made...

during the Johnson administra-
tion...by two scientists from
Harvard and two scientists from
MIT, all of them highly re-
specied physical scientisis, one
of them recently eiccted presi-
dent of MIT.”

Rogers Report caps
look at MIT education

" By Alex Makowski

The review of MIT's educa-
tonal mission begun three years
‘ago by then-President Howard
Johnson . ended this week with
the report of the Rogers Com-
mittee, the Special Task Force
on Edncation.

Formed last spring to follow
up on the work of the MIT
Commission and prepare specific
proposals for faculty action, the
Task Force has proposad:

1) the expansion of current ex-
perimental undergraduate re-
search programs to form an
extensive part of most sindents’
regular curriculum;

2) administrative reorganization
to create a Dean for the Aca-
demic Program respomsible for
providing an “educational focus
for the faculty’s exercise of iis
undergraduate educational re-
sponsibility;”

3) a more formal commitment

“of MIT resources to programs in

educational research, including
specifically the establishment of
a separate. “Educational Divi-
sion”” to provide the needed or-
ganization, coordination, and
support.

Thke repori and its recommen-
dations will be a major topic of
discussion at the faculty’s regu-
lar monthly meeting next

~ Wednesday. From there if will
go to the Committee on Educa-

tional Policy (CEP) for review;
their recommendations should

be available early next term.

‘Faculty chazirman Hartiey Rog-
ers, who chaired the Task Force,
expects faculty action by March
on . his body’s proposals and
whatever the CEP submits.
Aithough the repori’s essen-
tials were aired publicly as long
ago as the Inaugural discus-
sions early in Octobdber, there has
been little reaction from either

- students or facolty. One admin-

istrator pointed out that the
faculty is accustomed to waiting

for a final, written report before
debating the merits of proposals,
while the lack of student inter-
ests fits the pattern evident
when the Commission report
was released a year ago.

Because so few faculty mem-
bers have considered the report,
few predictions of how the
faculty will react to the Task
Force’s suggestions are available.
Should opposition develop, most
of it will be directed at the
proposal for an Undergraduate
Dean. Such a change would chip
away at the discretion depart-
ments now exercise in planning
undergraduate programs; there
are reporis of serious criticism
fromr department chairmen who
saw a limited-circulation prelim-
inary version of the document.
The “seminarfresearch experi-
ence” portion of the recommen-
dations is a formalization of an
experimment already judged a
huge success by faculty and
students involved, and, while
there may be some gquaims from
humanities and social science
professors unfamiliar with the
method, passage of some form
of the proposal is likely. As for
the Educational Research Divi-
sion, few will dispute its leg-
itimacy and value for MIT. What
remains to be seen, though, is
where the faculty will rank the
idea among MIT’s other pri-
orities.

‘The report winds up seven
months of deliberation by the
Task Force.  The MIT Commis-
sion itself recommended some
sort of follow-up bodies, and
Johnson, Jerome Wiesner, and
Commission Chairman Ken Hof-
frnan chose Raogers and five
other faculty and administrators
to do the work. Input from
students was limited to a
meeting with several Student
Committee of Educational Pol-
icy members last spring and
mdivndual contacts.

Science loses face in government

By Storm Kauffman C
In the first
discussions presented in associa-
tion with the Federation of
American Scientists, Dan Green-
berg, Washington correspondent
of Science concentrated on Sci-
ence Policy in the leon Admin-
istration.

that “it’s a small subject.” Nixon
has rarely made statementis con-
cerning scientific matters and
typical of what he has s2id is a
remark at the awarding last May
of the Natiomal Medals of Sci-
ence. It was to the effect that he
had read the citations and did
not understand them and this
indicated - how important the
work must be.

Nixon is apparently not very .

interested in science. He has not
made the usual gestares that past

B Presidents have-made. The diffi-

culties that the scientific and
engineering community are
now experiencing have not been
mmpressed upon - him. Admit-

tedly, he has inherited a lot of

the troubles, but he is making
the worst of the situation. It is
not at all like the heyday during
the Kennedy years when it was
“the more science, the betfer.”

Important scientific posts

of a series of:

- budget. However,
Greenberg began by statmg E

such as the directorships of the-

‘Nationa! Science Foundatmn

~{NSF) and the AEC have ceased
" to be apolitical. After the veto

of a supgested appointee for
Jpolitical reasons, Nixon assured
the NSF that it would not hap-
pen again and promptly added
$10 million to the Foundaiion
it has hap-
pened again; at least once to the
NSF, and also with the AEC.
Nixon has correctly judged -
public opsmon to be cool to
scientific issues and has accord-
ingly stayed away. This is espe-
cially apparent in the public’s
loss of interest in space flight.
‘Greenberg saw little chance of a
quick come back for NASA
‘noting that, although those in

the know may worry over the~

Russians advancing past us, it is
next to impossible to get the
point over to the layman,

As for unemployment of sci-
entists and engineers: Nixon has
practically ignored it claiming
that only two to three percent
of these are unemployed as com-
pared to a six percemt natioms)
rate. Unstated is the fact that
these ont-of-work techmclans do:
not constitute a powerful minor-
1ty-

James Magruder has been be-
come a “super scientific advi-

‘sor” to Nixon as the White

" House Sc:ence Advisor — Ed

David' — - and  his office
have beer declining in stature.
David missed an opportunity in
choosing “options over advo-
cacy” and thus opening the way
for the Magruder Initiatives.

" Thses Initiatives (for which

Nixon has allowed only three
months preparation as he wants
them for the State of the Union
Message) are supposed to be a

-wide ranging package of scien-

tific programs in health, trans-

portatlon and most of the other -

major areas.

. The future for basic research
is not too bright. Nixon has
increased funds for only cancer
and drug-abuse research as these
are very popular issues now.
Physics especially; has been left
in dire straits and the full opera-
tion of the Batavia particle accel-
erator will eat wp $60 million a
year of the already over-

-stretched budget.

' Greenberg poointed out some
interesting Nixon footwork on
the cancer problem. When a
Kennedy committee decided to
present a new approach in Con-
gress, Nixon increased the funds
for research by a hundred mil-
lion. The morning of the vote on
the Kennedy bill, he called 3
special mnews conference and

stated that as he was commander-
in-chief in times of war, he was
going to lead the attack on
cancer, He brushed off a report-
er’s question as to the timing of
his statement.

Not all of Nixor’s politicalism
is turning out poorly. Although
AEC Director Slesinger tried to
jump on the ecology bandwagon
at the start by agreeing that the
radiation standards were noct
good enough, he has now
stepped in and had construction
on the Chesapeake Bay power
station begun again. A court
order had halted work and
brought most other nuclear
plant consiruciion in the coum-
try to a halt as well. Way behind
schedule as it is, the work is at
least progressing again while a
final court decision is awaited.

The Defense Department still
shells out about two hundred
million a vyear for academic
research, but many of the other
programs do not provide nearly
as much as they appear to. Some
of the funds are diverted into
noascientific . channelss while
some more is “held in reserve™
rather than  really paid oaut.
Despite this, the government
does play a large role in US
research and  development.
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famous
california makers

usual $1300
flare jeans

By Leon I’ero
Why ‘would anyone want to
- experiment with a nearly-dead

art form such. as radio theatre?

After all, the audience migrated
to TV years ago. Successful ra-
“dio formats today. are limited
almost exclusively to news, talk
and ‘music. So why bother pro-
ducmg radio plays?

WTBS® second IAP Radlo

" Theatre Workshop will grapple
- with those questions, but pri--

marily ‘it will be acuvety pro-
_ducing radio scripts — _some by
student authors. .

Paul Schindler *74. and Bruce

In bonded acryhc knrt

SPECIALLY PRICED!

A boon to your pants wardrobe and your budget,
too. These great-fitting jeans are fashioned of a

_S works}mp td
revwe radio theater

venturc they have not yet bom
ered to give themselves htle;,
However,  Schindler will fil] 4
executive' producer role, may:
aging the engineering and othy:
_physical ‘aspects® of the Prodyg
‘tions;” Schwartz will coordma
writing and dlrectmg.
Engineering will be provm
by WTBS staffers; the most pre
sing need, explamed Schwart;
for scripts, “writers and Voicy
(and the people who have them):
The Radio Theatre:Workshq:
will be a somewhat éxpandefs
version of last” year’s “WTBI:
Presents,” which produced foys
plays for broadcast in March and-

Schwartz ’72 are organizing the
: e e April; theéy were “Dr. Jekyll any:
. Mr. Hyde,” lbsen’s “The Wil
. Duck,” “*Sam Patch,” an origina-
" farce written by Schindler, any:
John Synge’s ““Riders  to the
Sea,” which ‘was performed bya
group from UMass Boston. They
received mixed reviews.
Schwartz and Schindler wanté
to produce as many shows a2
possible, “within the time avaﬂ»‘

smart acrylic rib knit that’s washable and' bonded

with nylon ftricot to keep its shape perfectly.
Chogse brown, blue, charcoal or camel. Waist sizes -
28 to 38 in mostly medium lengths (31*32” leg).

Plain & Ribbed Knit
Cotton Turtlenecks
available in many
fashion colors at
2.58 and 3.98.

‘NASSAU FROM $149

.deluxe beach-front hotels.

All-inclusive tour~Kitzbuhel, Innsbruck

Very limited space on all prime dates
for both tours. You must apply im-

360 Commonwealth Ave_{at Mass av,

able and the standards we hope=
to establish.” Probably this willz
mean four or five productmna—
“We want to try a variety of-
styles, and we want to experis
ment with music and format,"$
said Schwariz. “We also wam’i
scnpts — any length, any subg
ject.”

An organizational meetmg of
WTBS Radio Theatre Workshop&

XMAS/Spring Vac. packages-

OPEN ONLY TO MIT-WELLESLEY{ .

SKI THE ALPS - 15 DAYS
$325 |

t. Anton. DEC. thru MARCH

N

mediately! , " will be held \donday night - De--
12-16'\;';'8 F;QV_E'- CORP., BOSTON cember 13, in Student Center-

. room 491 at 7:30 pr. All perE

sons in the MIT Commumty-

DON McLEAN
The Retkinger
‘AV”* RICAN l’"’i‘ ?
- ThesongséThe A\bum |
on Uru ted erhsts Recoz!s éTapes

_ ~interested in any aspect of theE
Workshop are invited to attendZ £
People with scripts (either fox_
radm or adaptable) can submﬂg
copies at WTBS, 50-030 (Walker-
Memorial).

PICTURE YOURSELF AS
A PAULIST. o

) First,
i1 picture a re-
I8 ligious Com-
Iy munity. A
' Community
founded by| |
W an, Ameri-
i can.convert E
i} in, and for, the '}
it benefit of R4

ica,

i founder who
I was a century ¥
ahead of his §
Y time. A man ),
I§ Wwith a vision 2\
il thatcametrue. SR~
I8 A man with #@F. -

| a behief that W

il a Commmunity could be modern
H and flexible enough to meet the
i needs of the Church in every age
. as they arise. A Community that
{ . wouldn't lag behind the times on
if leaden feect. A Commaunity that
| would communicate through the
i} spoken and printed word and one
8 that wouldn’t be hampered by
spemﬁc activities when new needs
arise.

Next, picture the men in this
new Community. They would be
flexible. Each one wonld use his
own individual talents in his own
§ way and would be gwen the free-

It dom to do so.

These are the Paulists. The
il modern religious Commumty
I Keeping pace with the times.
¢ Concerned. Involved.

" If you can picture yourself as -
il a Paulist, why not write for more
| information to: Rev. Donald C.
il Camphel, CS.P, Vocaﬁon ™m-
18 l'eﬂw,Rnom Ne. 400 .

415 West 50 Street
New York, N.Y. 16019

s !Ilrfllmilllllwlﬂll'llll\IIHMIIIIIIIIIIIﬂmm-mm‘nmmllllmmlmlllmnmmmmmmnmmnmmmmmmmmll'ilmllllllumuIMI!Inmllmnmmmmmlnlnnlmmmn\llmlmmmlnmmmmmmmmlmlu
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g The effort to conserve energy - though .in leavmg your office in
8 nd enérgy costs by the MIT. darkness, your visitor may think
N community over -the last seven you bhave left for the day, the
f months: has' shown outstandmg - fact - that your office was dark
R fesults, - “notes Donald Wluston
peputy Director for Plant Sys—
Development c
R According to Wh:ston during - dn*ec%ed by. the Physical Plant
ﬂ]e first four months of this ’ Department toward saving fuel
& fiscal year (1971-72) .there has’ "heating costs by control of air

-e1gy conservaﬁon.

Power cohsumptzon drops

md1cates your concern for en-.

-Efforts are presently being

community can assist in this | #

endeavour and contribute to ‘
substantial savings by operating
laboratories and office space ata -
cooler temperature than m the

past

variety of liquors, -
. .. 924 Mass. Ave. in Cambridge

S P

et — e 4

' GREEK FOOD AT ITS BEST !
The Parthenon Restam;ant

pamm—— 3

[

_ - New -authentic. Greek restaurant o I
Modest prices, superb European wmes B F

Open 11 am, - llpm Dally |
Phone 491-9592 o

- Whiston also mentloned that
he and his office are open and
~ welcome recejving any com-
ments and suggestions on this -

Technology and Culture

@heen a. decreased -use of more-
¥ (han one million kilowatt hours":
® of electric power under that for
f the same period-of the previous

8 ents a decrease of 3.1 p.rcent
8 reversing” the budget mi=gictio
8of an increase in powsr con—
¥ sumption. At curfent unit prices;
Bihis indicatés - a euvmgs ) of
® ¢15 thousand so far.

® [t must be realized, however

W rates are 21 percent higher than
B: yéar ago. This reflecis in-
g creased fuel costs to the power
¥ company as well as the effect of
§increased costs from use of fuel
% having a lower content of sulfur. -
¥ This price increase amplifies the

 erzy consumption.

#l  With the earlier advent of
8 darkness, it is urged that the
B institute famﬂy continue their
Yefforts and be even more frugal
Rin their use of lights and other
Belectrical appliances. Even

i‘ %Jassmed
advertising

g extra bed; study under eaves, fire-
¥ place, living room, formal dining
#oom, modern eat-in kitchen, TV
N oom, basement playroom

yard, gatage $42) 900 Call owner:
g -469- 1172 ,

B WANTED: Used compact Frost-frce
g reftigerator.  Contact Bob Elkin,
3 x1541 ' '

* “LAW SCHOOL WILL 1 LIKE IT"
# CAN I MAKE IT?” A new book by a
§ recent law graduate for prospeitive
g bw students. - Send *$2.95.. Kroos
g Press, Box 3709A  Milwaukee, WI -
g 53217, o :

£ COUGAR °69. 4 speed, AM/FM,

% heavy-duty suspension, excellent con-
dition, active watranty. Good pnce

525-9456 evenmgs .

TRANSLATORS thh scientific
training required. All languages and -
disciplines. Freelance. Send resume
to Box 5456, Santa Barbara, CA
93103 : - -

WANTED old radios, crystal sets
wireless equipment, radio magazines,
‘atalogues pre -1923. West Roxbury,
325-6653.

tompacts, and TV’s. All new in-fac;r
tory sealed cartons, 100% guaran-.
teed. All major brauds available. Cal!
Mike anytime: 491-7793. -

good condition, heater.- Best offer.
Call Jerry P, x3788 or 261-1759.

ventilation after hours and week-
ends- in buildings where such

program from the MIT commu-
- mity.

¥ fiscal year (1970-71). This repre-

% hat current unit’ electrlc power

mportance of the reduced en— :

f Belmont: Winh_bmok'-, 3BR, 1% bath,

large

0%-50% OFF ON ALL STEREO -
EQUIPMENT," stereo components,

% VW. BUS FOR SALE. Radio,

ABORTION
that is safe,
legal & -
inexpensive
can be set up on an
“outpatient basis by calling

Educatlona! Serwpe
{215} 722.5360
. © 24 hours — 7 days

for professional, confidential
.and caring help. - _ -

A professional

~ The Problem Pregnancy

procedures .are fea51ble The

w

112 BRIGHTON AVE,

"BOSTON / 787-1233 'AAMCO FLOOR MATS
o | CARELLO DRIVING LIGHTS
274 BROADWAY

STEERING WHEEL COVERS , -

-CAMBRIDGE / 868-0160 ABARTH EXHAUST SYSTENMS
FBEE CAN OF CLASS!IC CAR WAX WITH EACH $10 00 PURCHASE -

ol

Beyond Freedom and Dignity
By B.F, Skinner, Harvard

In this profoundly disturbing new book, the
~ most influential behavioral psychologist of
our time, the author, sets forth his analysis
of the human condition. and the need to
‘move beyond the demonstrably . anti-
scientific—and unworkable—concepts of
liberal humanitarianism that are preventing
the achievernent of a rational organization
of human society. 6.95

Problems of Knowledge
and Freedom
By Noam Chomsky, M.1.T.

Invited by Trinity College, Cambridge,
- Noam Chomsky gave the first lectures in
honor of Bertrand Russell, The lectures,
published with a new introduction, not only
offer Professor Chomsky's thoughts on Rus-
sell, but a tucid and succinet introduction to
the linguistic and political aspects of Chom-
'sky’s -thought: A masterly. work of excep-
tional interest to the general reader. 4 9§

b SFGNEFICANT RANDOM HOUSE BOOKS

WRITTEN BY

| HARVARD and M. IT FACULTY MEMBERS

Ll Ascian

Beyond the Stable State -
"By Donald A. .Schgn, M.IT.

“An intellectual time bomb,” said the Ob-

server. ""He sets out to examine the impact
on society of modern technology. . . he ends
by exploding aimost every established con-

_cept of government administration and busi-

ness management.” I it is to survive,
government must learn to cope with: the
permanent instability that has replaced the
stable state. 7.95

HARVARD SQUARE
M.1.T. STUDENT CENTER

. CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL
' MEDICAL CENTER

Harvard Square Coop
OPEN TO S P.M.
MON. thru SAT.

Now “ti{ Christmas

A

Qualitative and Quantitative Thoughts

Between Science, Technology, and Society

O
on the Relations

Derrick deSolla Price
Yale University |

Friday, December 10 y

JI

‘Discovery of our Galaxy
By Charles A. Whitney, Harvard—

A book about the mystery, passion; :magm-
ation, religion, philosophy, and the people
that have created the science of astronomy

With authority and charm, the distinguished
Harvard astronomer Charles A Whitney
recreates the personalities of th’e"-;great
astronomers and retraces the arguments by
which they have come to an understanding
of our place in the universe, 10_{)0

B AA VWML

KT TIREIEIND? TR A SOHNA BT FFTN

(3

The Myth of the Gueriila
By J Bowyer Bell, Harvard

Dr. Bell, of Harvard's Center for Interna- -
‘tional Affairs, analyzes the mystique of
guerilla-revolution. Juxtaposing the experi-
ences of African, Falestinian, Bolivian, and
other guerillas with the revolutionary theor-
ies of Mao, Giap, and Ho Chi Minh; the
author provides an eye-cpening—and con-
troversial—debunking of one of the primary
motifs of contemporary political thought.

7.95
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“December 10, 1971 }-

Boston,

+ REGISTRATION MATERIAL IS DUE

this Monday for ail second terin students.

:.*  Maxwell's eguations sweatshirts will be.

. distributed starting Mon., Dec. 13. There
will be' desk delivery to dormitories. Mem-

.. bers of fraternities and those who live
- off-campus may pick them up at Semor

' - House, Room H-401.
* There wili not be a Tech Model Railroad |

-Club open house. on Dec. 11 as announced
in Tech Talk.

"~ :* Open forum to discuss present needs

‘and future of women ai MIF: Tues., Dec.

.. 14, Senior House Crafts 201, 7:30.

i *  Tutors needed — all subjects, al! grades.
. Cambridge Community Cenier, 5. Callendsr .
. St., Riverside {walking distance from MIT).

Cail 547-681 1

e There is stsll time to enter a team in the |
MIT bridge intramurals. Call Ken Arnold at

261-8279 for details.

*  Christmas Convocation: Vannevar Bush,

main speaker; caroling and refreshments

- after. Kresge, Tues., Dec. 14, 11 am.

» 'Well;'.SZey-MIT Enohange applxcétmns
for the spring 1972 oros-registration pro-

L " gram are due Friday, Dec. 17. Applications-
and mformatton are available in 7-101, -

x1668.

* Environmental graphics sale — original .

silkscreen posters. Sponsored by the Re-

~.. . cycling Revolution Cooperative. Bldg. 10
" lobby, Wed.- Fn ., Dec. 15-17. All posters §2

and under.

- * The Alexander von Humbolt Founda-

. tion of Germany offers post-doctoral re-
search and teaching fellowships of 6-12
months for research projects of the candi-
date’s own chossing. Applications are con-
sidered from schoiars of all nationalities and

all ‘academic disciplines. Requirements in-

clude: a doctorate; proof -of at least two

years independent teaching or research at a -

untversity or research establishment; scho-

lastic or scientific publications on the results
- of their work; a good knowledge of the
- German lagguage (although language courses -

are. possibie}; candidates should be between
the ages of 25-38. Applicaticns can be
submitted at any time direct or through a
German diplomatic or consular mission.
Further informsation can be obiained from
the Foreign Study Office, Room 10303,
x5243.

* ERC Colloquium: “Needs and Direc-
" tions in MIT Educstion: Hartley Rogers,
Jr., chairmsan, Special Tzsk Force on Educa-

tion. Today, 12 noon, Bush Room (10-105). " §
* Teach-in on Angels Davis, Malik Hakim

and all political prisoners, with: Haywood
Burnz, chairman of National Conference of

Black Lawyers; and Michiss! Shabazz, minis-

ter of education, Malcolma X Foundation. At
. Boylston Aud., Boyiston Hall, Harvard, to-
night (¥ri.), Dec. i0at 8 pm.

* ERC Colloquium:
Attica, Prison and Justice™ TV tape of
speech givent at Harvaid last month by. Tom
Wicker, Associate Editor, New York Times.
Fri.,, Dec. -17, 12 noon,
{10-105).

.-%*  Signup for Creative
_ €4.051), spring term, ends this Sun., Dec.

12, in the Creative Photo Lab, W3i-310.

The lottery is Dec. 15.

| UROP

A local aer&sﬁpace company is interested in
. finding one undergraduate to survey materi-
. als and fabrication techniques for new lami-

' . pate materials in marine applications. Initial
‘- project I8 -4o write report on frontier of

" .current capability, then to begin research
"into materials, including ferro-cement appii-

G ‘cations in light commercial boats. For more
©information, call or visit D. Burmaster, :

: 20(3-231 x4849

“Reﬂeotio‘ns on -

Bush Room

Photography

. ‘experience would be. . .’
| of a’paragraph on what. it would not be:
- unpaid laboratory drudgery in exchange
- for credit; the passive student-professor
.-interaction of the classroom; or work
_“outside “the supervision of an - involved
: ..i-_faculty member.

By Robert Fourer

_..“Rogers Report Due for Fail,™ ‘ran the
s headkne on a front-page article in our .
- issue last summer, and again. in our first-
" paper in September. The. report, more
- formally the “Report of the Special Task
"“Force. on Education” headed by Chair-
- .man of the Faculty Hartley Rogers, Jr.,
| - had been the subject of intensive work
-} . during much of the previous spring; the
- essentials of its proposals were already.
- established ; and specifically, according to
- “the Task Force’s charge, proposals were
¥ *“to be brought before the faculty early in
.,the' 1971 Fall Terra.” :
"Needless {o say, our story was a bit’
r premature when the Task Force report-
" finally appeared in Tech Talk last
Wednesday, fail was only two weeks from
. winter. The reason for its dalay was, it
~.-seems, N0 more exotic”than overwork —
Prof. Rogers does have other duties
- besides writing and rewriting reports —
““'but in any case the matter is no longer
- worth carping about. The report is here,
- and- anyone whose daily routine depends

to some degree on what MIT chooses to
label “education” might be well adv:sed
to read it,

Unfortlmately;, it is likely to put

_-people off. For despite the forcefulness
. of its general recommendations it leaves -
-pumerous crucial specifics open to future

negotiation; what’s more, the generilities

- are often presented in a sort of verbose
‘jargon which must be pondered over for a

- 'while before its implications can be fully

1 understood. To make things even worse,
- the end-of-term rush is likely to precludc

. “much serious consideration on anyone’s
-part in the next few weeks.

. §till, nc one should be foo ‘bush to

-save the middle four pages of Teck Talk
- till he has some free time over Christmas.
" As an-aid, there follows below a critical
. summary, organized into the same sec-
‘tions (though in shghtly different order)
‘as the report itself.

o Historv

The Task Force reprmts in full "its
charge from the faculty, and offers a

summary of when it worked and who it
- worked with—an exeinplary. model hope-‘_
{ fully to be followed by future commit-
tees. Some of the material is important .
" ‘but hard to interpret (names of the four .
" people who appointed the comrmttee:
- members); some is straightforward hnt_
.must be taken with a grain of salt
- (effusive praise of the Commission on
- MIT Education). There is one modest
.-revelation: Associate Chairman of the
Facuity Robert Halfman joined the Task

Force as a seventh membér, ostensibly to

act as a liason with the CEP (although
* Chatyrman Rogers is, ex " officio, CEP .

chairman as well).
Also listed is 2 ten-member Student
Advisory Committee; those of its mem-

_ bers who showed up at its meetings to

discuss the work in progress imay have
had some effect on the final product.
“Then again, anyone sufficiently con-

cerned (and with enough time on his

hands) to bring his views to the attention

‘of a Task Force member could reasonably
- count on having an equal effect.

The Seminar-r’enatdl experience
This “experience,” which is tc be
“zvailable” thoughout a student’s under-

graduate years, is apparently a euphe- ‘

mistic reference to what a professional
calls “work.” Since to the average
undergraduate work is an entirely differ-

. ent sort of endeavor—it’s what keeps you

from flunking out—this proposal might be

_'seen as an attempt to give students a

better appreciation of the word. (Unfor-
tunately, we are probably stuck with the
Task Force’s name for it, which will
doubtless go the way of all euphemisms

. to become an acronym. SRE?) -

-To evaluate the Task Force’s sugges-

- tions on this point, one must first
.. condense them into plain language, to

wit:

{1) “.. would normzlly occupy

. about 23% of a student’s time during a
"~ term. ..
" place of an oxdinary 12-unit course..

” means that it would tzke the

(2) “The criterion for, and characteris-
tic feature of, the . seminar-research
"is the beginning

(3) “It wjll be in many respects,, an
. open-ended -learning process | for. the'
“Institute.” Read: there wﬁl be no imrd n
-and fast rules until there’sa chance to see‘

how thmgs work out.

- (4) *“We- do mo~ e:éi»ect that’ every,_;'rl?
.however,. ...
the program should be encouraged for as_ -

student would take-part .

words

convinced to part:cmate
“Expenment does’ not accutately:
describe the proposal in fact. As -the

report ‘makes partzally clear, the mdjor__‘
" innovation is -one of -organization: two " -
UROP (Undergrad
Research Opportnmtles Program) and the
' Undergraduate Seminars (called frestiman .

present programs, -

seminars in . the " report} would: . ‘be

‘absorbed, combined and expanded by a’
new dean’s office—whose creation: is the--

_central recommendatlon of the next

“section of the report. Anything students_
" are likely to do under this new program
they can already do now; the difference

will be in what they have ‘to do to go
about it, and in how possible changes in
- regulations will be explored. -

This propesal alse acts to ex-tend the l
‘? approach to Institute requirements typi-

fied by ESG and USSP. In these two
“experimental freshman programs a stu-
- dent- may satisfy a requirement’s inten-
‘tions in_any way he can devise; there
results a-certain liberalization of the basic

program. It is to be expected that certain _

seminar-research experiences could . like-
wise be substituted for standard core

courses; one valuable side-effect of this -

approach is that certain proposesd changes

_in Institute. vequirements can be ration-
ally experimented with before being

formally brought before the faculty; an

expansion of the lab requirement is the”
- most likely effect. (However, elimination

of requirements—a possibility the Task

th.tsarrangement)
Taking all of the Task Force s

- explanation into account, one can see
. their proposal in either of two rather

distinct lights:

First, they can ‘be seen as moving to

consolidate and strengthen scattered
responses to recent trends. Specxﬁcally,
~rapid changes in the world aré requiring

an increasingly general technological

education which is at the same time close
to specific outside-world  situations;
UROP and frosh -seminars and USSP and
ESG are being recognized as varying
responses to this common problem. -

Carrying it to a logical extreme, ong

can even see this program contributing to

the vaunted “humanization of scientists = -

-and engineers” which MIT intermittently

strives for. (Before any such effect is to

be seen, however, the myth that there is
some “humanities program,” which pro-
vides this huranization on service apart
-from the rest of the curriculum, must be
abandoned. The Task . Force report is
hardly encouraging: it never menticns the
evident science-humanities dxchotomy at
the Institate) -

Alternatively, the proposal can. be

described as a clever - admmmatxvo
solution .to the probiem of science
education in a reasearch-oriented institu-

tion. The Task Force puts some emphasis

on increasing - “efficiency” by combining
teaching. with research, or advising with
experience-supervising; they

more popular with faculty. But it is a
moot point whether this is the heart of
the proposal, or just a selling point. ~

Will it sell? The educational aspects
should prove uncontroversial: the pro-
gram neither creates nor eliminates, it
merely pemmits students to ‘“‘vote with
their feet,”” as Dean Snyder puts it. As for

the organizational aspect it depends_

entlrely on the faie of the new dean.

The dean for the amdomlo program

This is an unabashed orgamzatlonai
reform. As’proof of its desirability. the
Task Force cites “increased diversity,
current needs and continuing innovation
in the undergraduate curriculum™; in

other words, they believe that students .

are now oifered so many options there’s

no longer any good way to keep track of

what’s coming off. In that, they are
certainly right. - -
" The proposal is phrased as a solut:ton

to a management problem the CEP has ‘

the “experiment will not com-_v‘
‘mence-on a small scale; as soon as-it is -
~fully -set up it will be big enough to
accomodate every student who can be.

| educatxon It creat&sﬁ bastard acade i

personal influence,

- Force puts great faith in the power of this

_imiportant people, and in “focussed and :

-Will a dean for the academic program i
' mean more money spent helping stu-

¢ 4 ~ also note -
that this sort of instruction is likely to be -

.and .decisions face the. Institute at the

- these problems by proposing new policies -

“Fhe. proposaT ‘itself, on closer cxamm
tion, is' an- exceedingly clever means o
_giving - a department-independent” fo ce
some control over general undergraduate:

will keep track of thmgs hardly beloved“;

- by the deans of the school anyhow: co

: :eqmrements research and seminar p
- - grams, nondepartmental educational ex.g
- periments. This dean will not be saddled?

though with a bastard academic, depart.$

-ment, which .the Commission’s Fnrstg
- Division mlght well have been; ‘his power;

will derive from his money, and mﬁ

e

Inﬂuenoe may . be: cntloal—the Task :

new dean’s _persuasiveness., But to justify
this faith it retreats mto jargon: we are to :
believe in “‘access” to the CEP ang:

_continuing intellectual concern.” The fact
that executive power has had considerabl :
influence on the CEP in the past is more :
reassuring. - :
The relationship of the new dean and

-the old dean for student affairs is another :
substantial problem which is glossed over, :

dents? Or will it take money from the '
student affairs dean (whose budget is °
already suffering cuis) to pay a new S
executive, and his staff, to adnmuster :
only academics?

Will ‘the academic dean help pay for &
expanding counseling services which have :
been necessitated 'in part by the expand- 3
ing academic program? For the cost of :
compiling a lucid handbook explaining £
the options to fresimen? For the labor ®

_".needed to coordinate the advisory system -
Force does not take up—gams little fmm- -

with thé seminarsesearch. experience? :
For athletics, subsidized student activic

ties, resideace programs—all supposedly .
part of Institute “education™?
" The report doesn’t say: it speaks only *
of “interaction” and “responsive and :

~ fruitful partnership.” The prospects fora -

single office for undergraduate education, -

. & merger. instead of a partnershlp, goes £

unmentioned.

‘What sort of person will the new dean
be? The Task Force leaves little doubt as
to its vision: someone who has done

- respectable research in the past, and who

is willing to give it up now to become an
educational administrator in the future; :
someone not unlike Ierome Wiesner or
Paul Gray. 'E

Who approves it? The admzmstratxon '
creates the office, and regulates its power |
by setting its budget and supporting the
dean it appoints. The faculty exercises a
partial veto, in ‘its decision to make the
new dean a CEP member ex officic and
to give him certain discretionary powers :
in behalf of the CEP.

consolidation of efforis aiready underway £
around the Institute, coupled with the
hope that. it will facilitaie the sort of .
sensible evaluation of educational experi- |
ments that the new dean’s office is
envisioned performing. It would be a soit
of mini-school with a director somewhat
below the level of a schoel dean.
Summary of conglusions

“A ‘number of educational ‘questions

present time,” the Task Force declares,
among them ‘‘early admission and the
grading systenmi,” and, one would add,
general Institute requirements and the
unit credit system. Rather than attacking

N N o A ian

or regulations, tire Task Force has chosen
to work less directly, through admmxstra—

 tive changes.

Task Force member Dean Bensot
Snyder has written persuasively of the
corruptive power which hidden. educz "

" tional realities often have over self-serving §

educational systems; the 'system he has’
helped demgn is set up, we are: told to

make  this “Indden cumculum its

business, while serving the rest of the
. Institute’s educational system. One car
-. not deny ‘the cleverness of much of what
is proposed but its w:lsdom has yet to be
shown .
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Copviight © 1971 by Michael Feirtag

I HE FACULTY MEY at 3 pm on

K ursday, January 15, 3 hours after the takeover.
Calling together a large group in a crisis, when such a

i broup will not be allowed to dictate a2 detailed course of -

@iction, is a curious matter. For some, the reason behind
$uch a meeting i1s simple enough.
Ehen-Chairman of the Faculty William Ted Martin
fimathematics): “President Johnson called it, and he was
gin touch with me about it. We both wanted to get the
Efaculty together as soon as possible so that we could
flave the facts and have his judgement.”

§ The purpose of the mecting is: for Paul Gray very
gimple as well: Jobnson wished to give the faculty
finformation. ‘“The thing had happened. It was clear that
fthere was going to be wide coverage of it in the public
Bnedia that night, because the place was crawling with
greporters, television crews, and we felt an obligation, 1
'think, to tell the faculty about it ... I think the intent
§vs simply to keep people informed as to what was
fiappening, and what the posture was on it.”

i For Howard Johnson, the expressed reason for a
ffaculty meeting becomes somcwhat more complicated.
ghe recalled recently:

4

¥ We had stayed, in 2}t of these things, in close communication
Nit) with the faculty, and (b) with as many other groups as
fiseemed interested and involved. And I called the facalty meeting
§vithin a half-hour after I had hesrd of this.

5 And the purpose: First, when you have something like thar,
Hte danger always is that information i distorted. We had
Elarned, earlier in the year and the year before and certainly in

mymtakep!acc Wehadcxsmplecofthat TUIorS,
Moverstatements, and deliberate distortions, mostly uncenscisus

deal with the problem of communication is by face to face
tontact,
g Well, lhupedmdcxpcctrddlatbythatumetheremght
gemerge 4 move on the part of those people to move cut of there,
Rt we had a situation to deal with; the question of what do you
de about it; I was responsible for any action there was going to
taking place, but it was my practice to stay in dose touch
with the faculty as well as other groups to make sure we were
ficPerating on a basis that was (a) understood, and (b) supported.

They can be informed and they certsinly must approve policy.
pecific points, no large group can act on, bat cxitical policy
g ies, I felt, always felt, should have been worked in that
[Decision making] rests on philosophy, and the sense - of the
gvorld that the people who are invelved have. My own view of it,
y lhnugh was: sdministrative decisions should be based om
Eprinciples, principles that are stated in sdvance, that sre by and
acecptable to large msajorities, not 51 percent, but large
majorities, in the semse of being important in an educaticnal
Mstitution,

When you talk principies, you could be talking very vaguely; |
or’t mean it vaguely. You're talking a plan, a plan of where the
j Nstitution is going, that is supporteble and supported by all the
jPeople and groups mvelved.

i -And ﬁyouhaveptmuplesmdyonhave a plan, then finally
#70u get to relatively minor questions during that period. Those
ftiinor questions became very important—questions of tactics,
j'2d there 1 was guided by the notion, as I had often said, that 1
E{d 5ot want to see a situation in which police were necesmary on

ggard it. Some institutions rose and fell on thet,

§  And on the tactical lewel freguently you can't cither take the
‘“ﬂcﬂrhavethetmemhavehrgemmmnmm:mmdmm
85t in general, I think the largest amount of consultstion and
gﬂtmtoanmtwnswympnmt.mm:tbewnym
, todolt. ’

In the view of

Bihe Novembe: before that distortions in communicstion are very .

dnon-deliberate distortions. And so the essiest most effective way

They [the faculty] can’t make s decision in terms of votes.

ﬁl‘*mmyus.Butthstsaimostatthemcuu!kvd 1 would

The picture that adminisirators assert emerges is 2
trusting tableau in which administrators come before the
faculty to provide them with accurate information, and
have the faculty approve z set of principles which will
guide the necessarily small administrative group that
assumes responsibility for kandling a crisis. Among these

principles, presumably, are unstated notions of academic -

and intellectual freedom in the university. It is this set of

guiding principles that johnson asks the faculty to -

affirm, and it is this virtually universally accepted set
that somehow guides any decisions made to deal witha
threat to the university structure.

What actually happened is rather different.

Exactly what the president was requesting from the

faculty, both in January, and in the meetings of

November 3, 4 and 6, 1969, during the November
Actions, was kept, perhaps purposefully, rather nebu-
lous. No explicit appeal ‘was made for support by the
faculty of a set of principles. In fact, the only principle

ever enunciated was the declaration that the president
would not negotiate with a group that presented -
- ultmatums and used force and violence, and this was -

not stated as a proposition for the faculty to affirm:
Johnson simply announced that he would not talk with

the office occupiers.

_The minutes of the faculty meetings for November '3,
4 and 6 and January 15 never expressly indicate that the

~ president requested any manner of support by the
faculty. In the minutes for November, 3, for example, it _

is an obliging Prof. French who,

persuzded that all this {the November Actions] is 2 biow at the
process of resolving hard and complex problems in 2 civilized
way, and belicving that the officers of the Institute must have
the support of the faculty and the community in mhngsteps to
counter a direct, symbolic threat to the principles of our society,
moved: ‘thattlusfacuhygoonmcordasmpporﬁngﬂ:e
president in the actions that be aznounced to:hy

Those actions had consisted largely in obtammg a

temporary restraining order against the November

Action Coalition. The mimutes of the November 3
meeting continued:

To a question as to the meaning of the restraining order, the
mezsine of our control over its application, and t'aculty
jurisdiction in the matter, the president said that it was
specifically temporary and clear in its specification of unlawful
acts; that the reporting reporting responsibility is ours but the
court could act on its own if we “chose not to report; but that if -
the faculty said it did not approve, be would be in an awkward

#

position but violence and coersion cannot be tolerated, [ltalics

ours.}

The president himself was finally implicitly requesting
support of an action he had already taken.

After a report on a confrontation at the Placement
Office involving recruiters for the General Electric
Corporation who had come on campus during a GE
strike,

Professor Greenspan deciared that the time had come to stop
talking. He soid we are dealing with fanatics to whem omr record
of appessement cannot but have given encouragement. Stressing

‘the need to counter s barbaric onslaught from the lefi, he

concluded with an expression of hope that we havcrhecomgc
to act, Professor Léttvin, per contra, pointed out that this is s
university and the power of the university has Lin not in

adopting the route of the state, but in =rguing, discussing,
eduocating. Bxpremg his dissppointment at the Institote’s

- getting an injunction, hemgedmd:cfoﬁowmgdtymmvem

do precisely this.

propose

In fact, Lettvin had said cql_zsidetably more, but tbc - Leacock during tbe November Actions.

Secretary of th'e Faculty, Prof. E. Neal Hartley, had not

so indicated in the minutes. (Similady, Johnson’s pleas
that he needed to have the faculty behind him had been
eliminated or hidden, leaving in the minutes the pleasant
illusion that faculty members had spontaneously risen to
' motions of support for their beseiged
administration. For, s Provost Jerome Wiesner insisted,
“humiliation of the president [was] humtliation of the
Institute.”)

Letwvin had expressed himself as fearful of giving
administrators a blank check, of affirming the
administration’s power to make the decisions in a
crisis—power the administration doubdess had regard-
less. And in 2 slow monotone, he had mentioned
historical examples of leaders given mandates to exercise

. the powers they were aware they could already exercise.

He had named some Medieval pope, and a soft groan had

_been heard, the groan expressed by the colleagues of a

man whose rambling peroration has wandered just a bit
further from the point than is tolerable. And then the
largely uninteristed group of 428 members of the faculty
heard Lettvin say “Guif of Tonkin.” Another subdued

" sound issued from the group, tlus time an angry
. murmur. . - 5 ‘

(On August 2, 1964, the dcstroycr USS Maddox was
ostensibly attacked in Tonkin Gulf by North Vietnamese
patrol boats; a similar atrack allegedly followed on the
C. Turner joy and the Maddox. President Lyndon
Johnson authorized air strikes against patrol boat bases, -
a considerable escalation of the war; these stnkes were

. carried out on August 5. The President briefed the

leaders of congress on the supposed attacks, “and had a

‘resolution of support for US policy introduced,” as the

chronology given in the Pentagon Papers phrases it. On

‘August 7, 1964, “it is passed with near-unanimity by’

both houses.” The President would later interpret the
Tonkin Galf resolution as giving him broad powers to
conduct an undeclared war against North Vietnam.)

' It had occurred to some of the faculty in November
that what they were being asked to affirm was in
some sense similar to the Tonkin Guif resolution. After

. all, the administration obviously had the power to get an

injunction—they had already done so before the
November 3 faculty meeting—and could similarly act in.

- any manner they chose to meet a crisis. What they were

apparently requesting—some sort of vote of confidence—
would, in the minds of some facuity members present at -
that meeting, cripple the only real power the faculty had
to maintzin its nebulous infleence in crisis management.
All talk of the puissance of the faculty aside, this power
consisted only in the administration’s knowing that
bitter debate, and public schism in the faculty, might
follow the execution of administrators’ decisions. But the
faculty would look rather feeble questioning the use of
police, for example, after they had offered some vague
cxpressioh of confidence o the administradon ia the
midst of 2 crisis. '

And it appeared that a vague expression of
confidence was what the administration was seeking, -
though their stated reasons seemned honest enough: their
continued appeals for a united faculty in the face of a
challenge, their plea that they needed—what? Why were
they so vague?

Howard Johnson:

1 think Prof. Lettvin often was vexy hetpful, and I think that
question of “Was I ssking for a hiank check™—that’s a reasonabic
point to raise. Was I or was ¥ pot? I didn'c think I was, I think we
were working within a vexy ressonable frame, I thoughtitwas a
reasonable point to raise, Andldm‘t‘dninkmanypeoplelgced
with him,

Pboto: Howard Jobnson and ]erome ersner @t an

academic council meeting, from footage sbot by Richard




"The -faculty meeting of November '3, 1969 had -

continued:

Profeasor Gamy, Mmmmsm
bad fft him wowblad, maa through 2 recond, begiunine with

mhmMsmm&eﬁmM‘

mimdammmtomﬂmytmhﬂdmmw.
Some time, he s2id, penteed nuivete mast end.

determined by dmwofhlndsthltﬂ:eﬁmkywas
ready for the question, the president asked Professor French
again to present his motion. Put €0 vote . . .ﬂ:cmotaenm-sl
‘bymdmgmaf.ﬂ-twl»s

I O THOSE WHO MADE A HOBBY of

observing the territoriality of the facuity, the way in -

which different areas of a meeting room were occupied
by different factions, based loosely on departmental
lines, the meeting in 10-250 on Januvary 15, 1970, the
afternoen of the takeover, seemed to be developing
much as usual in the matter of seating.

Taking as a reference point the lectern where the
president would stand, the left side seemed to be ﬁilmg
with rightists, prominent among them a large contingent
from metailurgy, and, in their midst and out of place,
Prof. Chomsky of Linguistics. The middle section was
appropriately occupied by moderates, mechanical
engineering the prominent group here. Further back, the
seats seemed increasingly filled by scholars in the two
sciences which had had in recent history an cbvigus and

overwhelming power in human affairs and progress:

physics, now losing its hold, and biology, rising to take
its place. Those who had worked in these fields hiad been
touched by a sense of the human consequences of their
work that was in some way more immediate than any
such sensation felt by those in other fields, and it had
somehow affected them; physicists and biologists were
largely liberal, very much so in relation to the other
fields of science and engineering. Nobel laureate
Salvadore Luna sat in the center section. about 20 rows
up; physicists tended meore toward the right aisle and
were closer to the rostrum; physics department head
Victor Weisskopf sat about eight rows up toward the
right.

At the front of the center section clustered a group of
professors informally associated with the provost’s
office. Wiesner, Rosenblith, and Gray sat together.

Typically, the right sections were occupied by the
lefrists—humanities and linguistics. At this meeting,
students occupied this area. In fact, students sat or stood
in a crescent edging up the right side of the hall and
around the back, where they mingled with late-arriving
facuity. The humanites department was gathered
further back than usual. Prof. Louis Kampf of"
humanities sat in the right section, far, far back,

The student politicians, largely general assembly (GA)
representatives, had managed to occupy the first three
rows of the right section. In the first row sac Steve
Ehrmann, Gary Gut, Wells Eddleman, Karen Watzel,
David Mcllwain; in the second and third rows, GA
representatives, among them Tom Gorean.

About half way up on the right hand aisle sat George
Katsiaficas and Mike Albert.

Surrounding the GA group, sitting on the floor not
very far from Johnson, were many students dressed in
the radical, rather than the respectable manmer. The
tongue of people sitting on the floor came almost up to
Johnson’s podium from the right. \

There was a strategy session going on among the GA
representatives. They were deciding to.somehow get the
GA motion presented to the faculty, and to ask that
nothing be done to forcibly remove the occupiers;
further, to ask that the GA resolution be used as 2 basis
for negotiations. Many in the cancus disagreed with this
strategy; in fact disagreement came from radicai,
conservative, and middle positions alike. Perbaps only
five or six of those present agreed on the strategy.

Albert came down to where the student politicians
sat. He wanted 70 know if they thought he had any
chance of speaking to.the faculty; on top of evcrythmg
else, someone pointed out, he was no longer a student.

Katsiaficas was siill 2 student, however, and some
humanities professors, it was thought, would doubtless:
be willing 0 speak or read documents on the occupiers’
behalf.

Administrators gathered in small groups te Johnson’s
left, where faculty members were entering. The
administrators gravitated slowly toward the W'mcr
bench.

Johnson opened the meeting with a short speech,
presumably in the line of 2 statement of principles. The
minutes summarized him:
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minutes choose to state explicitly oniy

Pointiog to a recoind of tolerance of ditscnt end willisgaces
change, be noted that the latier must come fn 8 rstional

! process,
_with. whidch the oltimatem from the - dissidents md the

oicopation were 2 odds, snd that these iavolved had been
mdastncdpﬂhyformmdﬁdﬂnymm

He mqnes:cdammmaxyofevcmsfmmthepwvost.
All this tine, Eddlcmanwasharamng]ohnson.!k :

fépeah:dly stood ‘and traversed ‘the twelve or fiftcen feet

tojohnsontoaskhlmxfsmdemswnldspcak,zf,

ex-smdents could speak. Initially he received a sort of

.gmnt as answer fmm Johnson, ‘and returned to his .
seat”’—lying down on the floor in front of the first row. '

Soon. he rose again and came back. Yes, Johnsen

" muttered now, he would allow some students to speak.

Which ones? Radicals? Another grunt, and 4 grimace of

. "sorts. A grimace, signifying 2 breakdown in comnyunica- '
“don, as if for Johnson the word-“smdents™ ‘did not,

could Dot, include those students. The lack of mueual

understanding  of the word “student™ was, when’,

translated into a common language, a refusal.

Finally Johnson told Eddleman to go away, that he‘
‘could speak to the faculry later.
‘Wiesner had been at the podium, summa.nzmg events.

At some pomt m his delxvcry, doubdess m rcfercncc to

. the length of his lecture on radical actvites, he
“remarked in his even voice, the usual grin playing across

his lips, that he was not a poetess;—this 2 reference te an
incident from the faculty meeting held the previous
November 6, in the wake of the November Actions.

- From the minutes of the November 6 meeting:

Denise Levertov, visiting professor “in the husrapitics

department, was recognized and received the chair’s permission

to read, in behalf of RISDS, the full text of “s wply o

 President Johnson.” Drpartures and occasional voices of protest

bdthepteaﬂmttoas&fmapmthmmgofd:dom&

At its conclusion Professor Iszncs indicated that the
had just had an exceilent example pointing up the wisdom of the
facalty’s having chosen not to hear students,

The “occasional voices of protest” had consisted “of
lusty shouts of “shut up!” from one or another of the
scholars in the meeting, while others squirmed with
chagrin and presumable embarassment at the eutbursts.

Returning to the minates of the January 15 meeting
on the takeover:

Professor Kampf, nsmgonapomtofpasondpnvﬂegc -
mkmmwﬂhmmmmm
pml&amfumecto:mungpmfemwhosa

ldﬁlﬂglllﬂlﬂi poctess, in the provost’s remarks.

. Jobnson spoke again after Wiesner’s summary. The

that Johpson
wished discussion:

The president, noting that in the past we have gained from
staying together, saw the occupation as an attack on the facolty
apd stoadent body as well as on him and the administration, snd
as tending toward forther polarization. He ssked for people’s
considered views on the macter. He said we will not negotiste on
the basis of an altimatum or the occupation of an office.

- Three professors had duly given “considered views™— -

Chomsky, to the effect that he felt that those who had

.taken over. the office should be heard before anyone

could come to any conclusions; Schein, that the garb of
the four who broke down the. president’s door was
evidence of planning; Berg, that it would be appropriate
to begin considering “the basic question of how to
respond to threats, to blackmail”—when Professor
Baddour (head of chemical engineering) spoke He sat
close to the front of the hall in the center section, in a
loose group that included seéveral department heads. He

moved thar these MIT students who could be identified as
hmqhmmmmdmmmcmmﬁmmtsoﬁee
be expelled forthwith,

The minutes may be mismkcn in the choice of the
word, “students.” Some who were at the meeting
remember that Baddour used words whose meaning was
meant to include any persons associated with MIT who
were connected with the takcover.

Professor Kampf was immediately heard on a point of
information. He wanted to know if the expulsion of MIT
people connected with the takeover included expulsion
of the discipiine coxmmttce The incident is not reported
in the minuates. -

At the lectern, Johnson promptiy indicated that the
Baddour motion was “‘inappropriate in view of the
stated responsibilities of the discipline committee.” A
truculent motion such as Baddour’s could publically

" divide the faculty, perhaps bitterly. And such a sitnation

would be intolerable during this crisis.

Professor Lamson, chairman of the discipline
committee, read excerpts from a statement he and his
commitiee had prepared. |

Eddieman was -becoming disgusted. It was not so

' much that the faculty under Johnson was speaking only

of the circamstances of the office takeovcr, -but rather
that the discipline committee chairman was speaking. In
fact, Lamson was reading a lengthy statement that
essentially justified the decision to expel Albert.
Although Johnson had claimed that he was interested

‘ phone-—]ohnson s.

only. in &einmdmaisis,omsdc,zndoncsidconly,

of the evmus-whiehpmipium the tzkcover mas being

Eddknmhadhemamngwnhhslundwaghtup
forthcduumoflmsspcech.ﬂcthnkspcthaps
Ehnmnnﬁnzllywcntm&rto]ohnsonandaskcdthzt

Eddleman be recognized. Jobnson had been managing to

dssmgatdmeemrmoushandpcﬂnpsﬁfmfutaway

;frmnhmfotﬁfmm

After Lamson’s exocrpts and a discussion centering
on spemlmononﬁlcnumbuofpuscmmvo!wdmthc
takeover, Johnson fimally recognized him. -

- Eddleman rosc: and moved to_ the nearer micro-
Why dont ym use ﬂne other
nucmpbone JohnsonsauL

Eddleman went to the other mmephonc. Hcsmd that
he and dmbﬂcss a nnmbcr of smdents were upset that

" the facalty was discussing the fact that the office was

occupxed without a thought as 1o why the office was
occupied: The expulsion of Alberr did ot look
deferisible. "Eddleman recited the GA resoiotion from
mun&r}. The issue of the takeover itself, he concluded,
should notbedmdedbyadrmnmmﬁztoran

emergency faculty meeting.
What, Johnson intenupted fmm the :mcmphonc he

--had kept, did Eddleman suggest.

Eddleman, slightly startled, suggested a meeting of
‘the community ‘to discuss the “entire issuc™ from the
Albert hearings on; before such a meeting, nothing could
or should be done. _

Professor Sichert requesied that Professor Lamson

- read the full text of the statement the committee on

discipline had prepared. Johnson called on Lamson to do
sO. ) :
Lamson retumed to a microphone. Now he read the
“Statement by the Committee on Discipline, Jamuary
15,1970,” in its entitety.

Included in what he read:

In cases brought to the committee, the stadent’s rights we
protected by procedurzl due process. The followiny procedures
normally apply-

1. The committer on discipine consivis of fnculty, students
end administration. No member of the committee who is
‘involved in the particalar csse other than as a member of the
committe, will sit in judgement .. .

And from a second section of the docoment,
“Narrative of the Case of Mr. M. Albert™:

The first case considered i Decernber, 1959, which iavolved
Michacl Albert, developed our of the events at the Placxanent
Office on Qctober 29, 1969, which was examined by the Special
Panel (the Rogers Panci} on the November Events: snd the MIT
Community. The condusions of the Pancl 25 concerps the events

‘utheﬂamtOﬁummmudbyﬁnfnﬂmng

quotation:

*%e believe that the demonstrators p-uapatzd n 2
distarbsnce whose level may have been such that disciplinary
action is warrsated. We therefore recommend an appropriare
Beci eview.” . ..

One: student who appesred before the conmitiee was found

" not to have actively participsted, cven thongh he wis present,
and the charpe against him wis Fsmised. Two other students,

incltuding Mr. Albert, woe found to bave conwibuted to the
violent pushing ‘and shoving that occurred at the Placement
Office. .

The sccond cawe involving Michael Albert arose from the
disuption of the committre’s besring brld on the evening of
Wednesday, Demmbal?-()f!hmpumwﬁdmldlx
ldmﬁiedtssmdmtsmdwtmnmwdy n the

In the course of an exchange with the commitece chairman,
Michael Albert onder [sic] the dmiman to st down, and
genecally ignored the chainman’s feguests (o return to ressonahie
order. This exchonge, which peecipiteted a diwrmptivn and
subsequent adicuramnent of the bearing, forracd the basic of the
charpge against Michael Albert mestioned shove—“@xrespect to
to the disruption of the commitree.”

Some studenis viewed the proceedings differendy. ¥
ore did not respect the chairman of a committee that
had no right to sit in judgement, or to rghtecusly
determine justice and propricty in the midst of an
institntion thart purszed war zescarch, it would seem
only a heightened farce that the committee would
prosccute if respect . was not shown, and that an
instimtion that claimed to be open and free would expel

"those who expressed 2 lack™ of respect for such a

committee by disrupting the burlesques that they called
hearings. To cxpect that a defendant would willingly
play the game, and contribute to the “dignity™ of the
committee that had no right to be nvestigating the
correctness of the defendant’s action, was mad.
.Lamson’s statement refrains from mentioning that be
bad shouted at Albert to sit down, producing the retort
from Albert which is given in the statement. Lamson’s
demand carried with i an implied challenge: play my
game and be respeciful of my hearing, or saffer the
conscquences. Doubtiess Lamson had no coasciousness
of what his actual stance was; he probably was so

_immersed msomcbaroque concept of academic dignity

that he remained oblivious throughout of how onc with
perceptions different from his cwn might be homified at
the procecdings of the committee.

TN T I R AT A mmnrmmmnnnmmmmm-llmmmurmmmmmmmlnmmunimmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmlmmimmmmmmmmmmmmmm
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From mecommmeessumnt, read at the faaxlty
meeting by Lamson:

Thcmmmm:maagmuﬂeum!wZimmm(u
closed seasion) the hesring reganding the events at the Placerment
Officc and the charges regarding: the mecting of December
17... . The commitiee concluded that Michael Albere’s hehavior
mddntofdnemuh:rmdum:tihchmmgaflbumbu
17 merited action,

mmmmﬂmummm
belicved that the three students meniioned shove bhad, by
disrupting the committee hesving, hmomuudmtfu
“the behavior notmes of this or any other mmmny for
reasonsble hinits of dissent aid protest, and for
pmmofdnelmmwﬂntmuﬂmbepud.m
commm zsscrts, however, that ncither particlar pelitical

of the defendmnts nor use of vwenacolar in iself
influenced the committee’s decisions . .

In recomunending that Mr. Aﬂ:en be disqualified - for
disciplinary reasons, the commitize cupresged the vicw that Mr,
Abert had, on tiaee stpazte ocomivns ower a fourmonth
period, demonstrated his unwilingness t abide by reasonable
nmgnmmgdmmm,nddmmmm;

Perhaps the majority of the undergraduates had

expected Albert to be expelled eventially. But it was, if -

" anything, the nature of the circamstances that ax:tually
got him expelled which angered them.

The most disconcerting fact in the entire sitwation
was that Albert was expelled largely. for not showing
respect for the persons and the process that expelied
him. Further, it seemed that in prosccuting for lack of
respect, Lamson had violated (among other things, some
cliimed) the - first of the committee’s “procedures,”
quoted above.

From a letter sent by Albert’s father to Johnson,
made public by the father:

The defendant (2 kgsl teyen used by professor Lamgon, the
chairman ofﬂ)ecommime)wasdn:gadwithdiueqncttmad
professor Lamson, When chalknged to disqualify himsclf . . .
professor Lamson surrendered only his position ax chatrman, but
continued to sit in judgement. Such litle disqualification i no
more adbverence to the mandate of the principle and the rule
(that no committee member involved in the cise can sit I
judgement) than 2 claim of 2 wanton to chastity becawse she =
only s littic pregnant, That Professay Lamson i a gentie man 25
urged by you, docs not relicve him of the bnperative duty of not
judging . ..

The list of procedures of thc,disci"plimry process that
Lamson read to the facuity on January 15 included:

7. The committee acts with power i the czse of admonition
or disciplinary probstion. In the case of recommendation for
disqualification, the finsl decision rests with the president, w
whom the student maxy appeal,

Johnson recently commented on his review of the
committee’s decision: -

That wasn't the first-discipline case, and it wasn't dhe tast, It
happened to be one that-had a lot of Emelight on it becaase of
Michael Albert in the middie of it, and because of the whole
tone and tint of the time. 1 bad often said-—¥ think I'd said long
before that the puarpose of my revicw was to sec that all of the
evidence had been available, and that the procedere had been a
reasonable one always, and in talking to the person involved, if

he exptcmed strong feelings on this sabject, then § would ke it
especizlly into account. In other words, it'’s ridiculons to have 2t

] that kind of review level a retria! of the case.

And in this particaisr ome, I tulked 0 2 ommber of the
members of the discipline. committee, I tefied to other people
than that, on the edges: mdiuding, as ¥ remember 7T, Mr. Albert's
fuher.Whichmsdmm&ud.lhadahngakai&AM

It's a tough kind of a decision. it seemed to me that—and this

is 2 question of judgemeni—thar the procedures followed were
the procedurcs then specific, a2nd thar dhe majorities Tvolved

| were mpornntenoughtoma!n:adlﬁ’am

Thcrc I1s a very simple political way in which thc
presidential review bf discipline committee decisions can
be considered. An administrator is not in a very good
position to overturn the decision of 2 committee of the
faculty in calm times, much less during a crisis. When a
faculty committee had come to its conclesions, in this
case led by a professor whose justifications seem: to have
centered more on concepts of dignity than of freedom,
an administrator who overturns the discipline commit-
tee’s decision is stepping on' the dignity of the faculty
committee, and by associztion, the dignity of the
faculty. University administrators are not the rulers they
would be in irdustry; they are supposed to be servants of
scholars, doing the grimy work that must be dese to
keep a university running for the bcneﬁt of researchers
2nd educators.

Faul Gray’s view might be interpreted as showing a

pragmatism somewhat apart from any concept of j ]usuce '

ing vacuum

Iflhadhempmukntntbnpomt.igmlwanh!hwwt
felt 1 could have overommed the discipline commitice, The
committee had been sabjecnd to cxlnmdinn'y pressmes and
indignities, if you will, associated with that , ksd tried to
funcmnalongﬁnelmuofwhatmmasmchage&umths
B faculty, and iti mode of operstion, smd had come 0 a2
conciusion, and I think any president would bave had to go very
cationsly in terms of overtmning it.

But Gray approved in gepers! of the Lamson

committee’s work:

ld:mkhe[hnsnn] ﬁdaﬁumpb,bymdhge.ldﬂn‘t
see thar 1 was at nonc of those

up. But my impression i that ke persevered in the fuoe of grest
difficuley. Andlthmklhemuuit.whd!mmdw&mﬁ

mare difficalty, in Mgy, to mnd-dcthstutefh::‘np.
winich I vne at godshmedhw.ofit. long they
ran, the whele week, right trough the night, ene u#t'—m
coaciode those beings, and forthersere to comduet them i
way which gove the students whe woac dovelved e-uy
memm&nm,nﬁe&c&ﬂhﬂsdm
to waste tine, deley, divert, disupt, browght grest aedst tn
meamdlhemmnu

Giwen the tcrms of reforance umder wincb they were
eperating, to have contitmed to fenction that in the face
of all thazt uproar, to axrive at 2 sct of decision shost this affice
which scem: to e to be intcrnally consistent and scwsible, ¥
think was an enonmounsiy dEfficolt task, and cne well worth
achicviag, in the sense that it restered 2 sense of confidenoe, s
keast ia some groups, in that committee, which &t probehly was
at the vexge of not having back in November.

ft was after Lamson had finished reading the
statement of the discipline committee in its entirely thar

Johmson “asked that the meeting not become a retrial of
_ Mr. Albert.” '

' Prof- Luria “moved that the faculty empower the
chg;_‘_rm_m of ﬁ;p F-xntlhr the f&--!'}" advisery group an

. representatives of sl:udent government to act as a body

with the occupiers.” Johnson was unable to comment
immediately; Prof. Greeley, apparently desirons of
considering a2 motion not dissimilar to Prof. Baddeur’s
motion, which Johnson had swept aside when it had
been introduced, rose on a point of order to ascertain if
Baddour “had the privilege of bringing in his motion_in
another form.” He did. Johnson now replied o Prof.
Lauria, rather emphatcaily indicating that if Luria
intended that 2 group be formed to negotiate with those
who had taken over the offices, he was very much
opposed.

Professor Greenspan proposed the plan of isolating
the area, doing nothing, and expelling any students who
eventually emerged. Prof. Grecley now rose to remark
once more that Baddour had the right to rephrase his
maotion, and that this new motion could claim priority
over any other discussion. -

At this point, Prof. Baddour asked whether his
motion -
could be clﬁ:mdnfbrm of a2 faculty recommendation to the

p!mdenn‘ﬂwpmsﬂmttephedmgmvdymdsmdhnm-
concern was to determine whether the facolty condemnued the
occupation and whetier it stood ready w support 2 measured
opproach, with fow level of action, on the part of the president,
provost, and cheirmean of the faculty.

The choice of the provost and the chairman of the
faculty, seemingly as a troika (with the president) in
ma.kir[g decisions, was a good one. Wiesner, at least, had
an academic stature, and a respect among the faculty,
that Johnson did nor—Wiesher was “one of them” in 2
way that _Johnson, from the Sloan School, could not
possibly be. And the choice of the chairman of the

“faculty was an obvious one, although it is doubtful that

faculty members cared about their political organization
enongh so that the office of chairman was anything
more than- a parliamentary inconsequentiality. Most
professors would rather be in their classrooms or labs
than at 2 faculty meeting.

While it was very true that Wiesner would have
considerable power in the decisions that would be made,
the same could by no means be said of the chairman of
the faculty, who would sit at the meetings as nothing
more than “an input in the decision-making process,” to
use the nebulous management terminology beloved of
Johnson and those zround him, words borrowed from
technelogy that were curiously inexpressive in their new
context. i

Prof. Baddour now moved that. the action be

. condemned by the faculty and that the participants be

brought under the review of “appropnate discip*inary
authority.” )

This was probably not exactly the motion Johnson
desired; the first part of the motion was needed, bur the
statement did not give the president the explicit support
of the faculty. And Johnson’s “measured approach, with
low level of action™ sounded far better than a command
that the disciplin;ry apparatus be invoked again. This

would not '‘go over well with the undergraduates,

éc?tainly- Even if there would be a, new series
of disciplinary hearings, now that this had bappened, it
would be better if the facuity did not loudly demand
them; that seemed almost the demarcation of a
battie-line between students and faculty. ’
The meeting was becoming increasingly a showcase
for those -professors who wished to give orations of
severai minutes’ length on one aspect or another of the
crisis. There is something of the soap-box orator in all too
mazny facuity members; perhaps it is an occupadonal
hazard. In the midst of 2 series of such speeches, in
which one professor or another did litde more than
attempt to dc[ivcr his sentimcnts as eloqucntly as he or
was offcrcd and scconded tbat proposed the elimina-
don of the second clause of the reworded Baddour
amendment, the clause that proposed referral of the
participants to ‘“‘appropriate disciplinary authority.”

Following another series of speeches by various faculty, -

on such matters as the need to support the president in

.o

this crisis, the dangers of overreacting, and so on, the
amendment to climinate Baddour’s second-clause was
defeated.

An amendment was now offered by Professor
Zsnnetos calling for “‘the faculty’s endorsement of
recourse to civil anthority such as had been voted in the
case of the November Actions . . .” Prof. Luria expressed
his fear of faculty action that could be seen as vindictive;
Prof. Weisskopf his fear that such 2 motion could “stand
in the way of scttlement of the difficolties.”” Somebody
asked Johnson if he conld not call in civil forces anyway.
Did he not in fact have that authority already? Yes, said
Johnsen, he supposed ke did. The minutes report this
exchangs as culminating with Johnson’s expressed
“fecling that the action was not needed.” Again a
pleasant bit of reporting somewhat removed from the
reality; stating that one does not presently require
authority to call in police is not untuthful in this
instance; but it expresses rather less than the statement
that one can call in the police anyway, with or without a
fresh mandate to do so. At any rate, the amendment was
withdrawn.

Following another spate of speech making, Baddour’s

moton “‘carried by a huge majority.” Johnson had
obtzined the condemnation, but he did not have any
sort of vote of confidence. Perhaps it seemed to him that
asking explicitly for such a vote now would be divisive;
it seemed that at very ieast there would be long orations
by many faculty members on over-reacting, vindictive-
ness. Perbaps a bitter argument would erupt on the
disciplinary process, an argument Jchnson had avoided
thus far by his repeated pleas that he had a crisis to deal
with, and no time for philosophical discussions. Perhaps
there would be something said about Tonkin Gulf and
blank checks. Many faculty members would be
infurtated, for one reasom or another.

The meeting continued:

Professor Laria moved that the cheitman of the feculty, the
faenity advisory group amd ecpresentatives of the student
asmsembly Jpresumably the GA] be asked by the peesident o
help him in specding the cvaoustion of the occupied offices,
Asked by Professor Hagea if this meant negotiating, Professor

_ Loria replied, “Really, yes.” Put to vote, the motion failed.

Johnson's principle of refusing to negotiate had been

: upheld.

.Seme fairly deft maneuvering followed the introduc-
tion by Professor Modigliani of a metion that the faculty
commend the discipline committee. Professor Weisskopf
asked that the motion be withdrawn. Prof. Morrison .
moved thzat the motion be tabléd; the minutes refer to
Morrison as acting “prompdy.”

The motuion was tabled.

Johnson znnounced that he would not allow any
representatives of those who oceupied the offices to
speak at the meeting. At some time during the meeting,
Albert and Katsiaficas had risen from their seats and
moved down an aisle, presumable with the intent of
attempting to speak. The faculty’s eyes had followed
their motion; Johrson had continued the meeting,
seemingly oblivious; Katsiaficas and Albert had backed
off.

The meeting adjourned at 5:39 pm.’

Simonides recalls:

My impression s that the president was given—I don't want to
use the word “mandaiz’; it may be strong—but was given the
responsibifity, let- us say, to deal with this In the quickest
possible way, in order to climinate the infraction and do what is
necessary. And 1 don’t know Bow much was sasid about what
waould happen aftrrwards-trespassers, and so on, I den't vecail
that. Bat X remember it was theiz [the faculty’s] responsibility.
Axa there was concern of some students at the time sbout what
thst meant, and whether the facolty was swinging very much,
and this wouakd be rash, and whether police would immediately
be called. And § renrember engaging in conversation, coming out,
about the ilea that, Jook, we had been through this, we hawe
worked with stedent and facalty groups together before, and,
you know, if there is » little hit of trust here, one can expect
that there will be some kind of process, of understanding, and so
on, aml of lack of imunediate and rash reaction, and that the

president’s judgement should be relied vpon in this time.

% g IESNER AND SIMONIDES were eating

dmner in the Faculty Club on Thursday night when it
occurred to one of them that a costly piece of secretarial
equipment remained in the occupied offices: a device
manufactared by iBM which allowed a typed rough draft
of a2 docitment to be stored as encoded lerrers,
punctuation, spacing, and carriage returns on a magnetic
tapeike material; backspacing would erase errors on the
card, and the copy of the letter that the typewriter could
peck out from its magnetic memory would then be as
error-free as the corrected encoding had been.

Whatever encoded document secretaries had processed
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in thxs way would remain on the magnetic ¢cards after the
readout, until erased by its rcplac:cment thh 2 new-

L e o

encoding. ’ -
‘or pnnmples

In the Faculty Club, Wiesner and Sumomdes thought
only of the cost of the machine.

Returning to the buffer zone, Johnsons office,
Simenides advanced to the door to occupied territory,
only to be rebuffed. He returned to Wiesnér's side.
Wiesner was staring through the door.

The machine was in fact being used. For a while, it
had been the plaything of a small group of youths,
friends of Katsiaficas and another RL member, Pete
Bohmer, who had been amusing themselves by a
running waterfight through the offices until they came
upon the device. ‘

Eventually, others decided the apparatus - had
potential for turning out error-free leaflets (originals for
offset printing), and had taken over the exploration of -
the device. They discovered a few cards that seemed
designed to fit into the machine, and, being MIT
students, rapidly figured out how to operate it. A few
buttons pressed, the IBM machine dutifully began typing -
out Howard Johnson's personal correspondence, to the
delight of those who toyed with it.

Outside, in Johnson’s office, Simonides and Wiesner
could hear the-machine loudly typing.

Suddenly, miraculously, Wiesner, a campus patrolman
behihd him, forced his way into the offices and to the
machine, which he somehow disabled by removing a-
part—the IBM type ball seems the only possibility. Here,
said - someone, pulling the plug, take your damned
machine. Wiesner wheeled it into Johmson’s office.
Everyone—in the occupied offices and in Johnson’s—was
shouting: Tzke it easy! ;

Wiesner absently handed the part he had removed
from the JIBM machinery to Benson Snyder. Snyder, in
turn, was to absently leave it on his desk, amidst a
confusion of art objects and bric-a-brac, wherc it would
sit unrecognized for a'month. ‘

On the following day, Friday, January 16, 1970,
Thursday would distribute 2 special issue, on page three
of which would appear three letters signed by Howard
W. Johnson. It appears that they were genuine; “The
trespassers removed card files and correspondence,”
wrote Johnson in a statement “To Members of the MIT
Community” distributed on January 18, “and thre_cr
stolen letters were published by Thursday . .." And he
included in a list of possible charges to be brought
against the occupiers who could be 1dennfled “theft
and publication of Institute files:” ~ ) '

From the Thursday text of a letter dated, curiously, -
December 21, 1968—that is, a year before the office
takeover;—curious, unless the IBM magnetic card had
lain unused for a year, or a copy of the letter was found
elsewhere in the offices:

I am of course deeply sorry that you have come to the
conclusions you heve expressed in your recent letter te me. I
think that you would find that the lovalty of MIT students and
faculty to this country is at the same high level it has always
been. You should be aware that the level of research and support
of US government aims carried on by MIY is higher now tha.n it
has ever been in its history . .

This letter was apparently intended to pacify some irate
patriotic citizen, as were the other two. This one goes on
to discuss the Sanctuary:

On the issue of the AWOL soldier who was present in the
Student Center for several days, I would make only 2 few points. .-
The number ﬂf MIT students whoe ware mvelved in this effost
was never more than two or three percent. of the student
body. .
types who did not add to the attractiveness of the affair, but you
must remember that - the Smdent (‘mm:er is a semi-public_
building. .

.We mformed the FBI and the military and civil audmrmes
zmmedmtely after he appeared in the Student Center . .

. we had moved to throw out the people mrroundmg
h:m, I suspect we would have made marryrs for his cause.
Instead, this group dwindied to a pathetic few, and eventually
the mihtnry came and picked him vp with our who!e-henrted
cooperauun

.No one regrets more than I that these demonstrations
occur in this country. As you can guess, a great many pcople
outside MIT would like to make MIT look bad since.it is so
closely aligned with the continuing -defense policies of the
country. I simply hope that you wili not aid them by supporting
us less in this critical dme in history,

The publication of the letters tended to be more
embarassing than damaging. Johnson’s image was not
one such that it' would be expected that he would show
the same face to everyone..As a manager, he seemed to
have only the manager’s amoral desire to keep his
institution going. From the man's image, at least, one
would not expect from him a stand on principles, if that
stand did not further any amoral interests of the
.organism. War research helped to kéep the Institute
financially solvent, or kept it from drifting hopelessly far
It seems possible that johnson never
understood what the successful conclusion of war
research meant in human lives; nor would he, in his
position, have to do so. The essential mystery of the
politician, the “leader,” is the mystery of what he

. They bmught in and attracted 3 _good many hippie _

- R

Z‘.tr;

B e e M e e i — em o m mem

. believes. His decisions for the life of the social organism

he leads are.the amoral decisions of a living organism
itself; the amoeba lives etemaliy wzthout appeal to ethlcs :

From a letter dated Janua.ry 9, 1970

At no time have we stopped work on US Government
research projects except for the brief period of one hour and a
half in front of one of the cleven buildings of the
Instrumentation Laboratory when access was prevented by the
November Action Coalition pickets. That action by the pickets
was soon stopped by the calling in of the police . ..

“Calling in” the police is 2 much stronger statement
about the breaking up of the demonstration in front of
iL-5 in November than others would care to make; John
Wynne, for example, insisted recently that it was more
or less entirely the decision of the police themselves to
move on the Albany Street obstruction, whick was on
public property. Apparently,‘the MIT administration’s
comments on use of police covered the entire range,
depending on the liberalism or conservatism of the
person ‘they were commenting to, from strongly
asserting that MIT brought {or was going to bring) in
police, to strongly asserting that the police came (or
might have come, but did not) on their own volition.

At the end of the letter of January 9, johason,
seemingly replying to a suggestion that education in the
humanities be discontinued because it bred revolution-
aries, took on the Voice of Reason:

I agree that engineering students in general tend to be more
conservative and less prone to radical activities than do students
in the humanities, but students in the pure sciences are more
difficult to classify in these categosies, and msany of our
problems have come from students in physics, biology, and
chemistry as well as from students in the humanities, We would
be hard put to end our concentratiens in these basic fields of
science.

E ARLY THURSDAY EVENING, FAG/
SAG met in the dean of engineering’s huge conference
room, which had become known to some SAG members as
the war room. The advisory groups, this evening, had
mustered. about 20 faculty’ members and about six
students. Their numbers were - augmented by the
presence of, among others, ‘Simonides, Nyhart and
Snyder.

The meeting began w:th lengthy statements—the
appropriate statements. Everyone wished to express how
awful all these things that had been happening were.

You all know why we’re here, began one, and that
was tme;everyone did—but he told them anyway. These
preliminary-sentiments lasted some ten minutes.

Three members of SAG——M‘.arv Keshner; Gary Gut
Marvin Sirbu—had developed a three-point proposal over -

" dinner at Twenty -Chimneys in the student center:

Nothing should be done about the people in the office;
ieave them alone and they would go away. The discipline
committee’s activities should be immediately suspended,
and .2 thorough revision of the judicial process begun
lmmedmtely Albert should be reinstated and gwen a fair
hearing.

Early in the mecung. nthcsc three pomts were chalked
on a blackboard.

 Somehow, point ‘one—the immediate ‘crisis—was not
much discussed. The group moved rapidly to the second
point: the judicial process.

“"For at least three hours, the discussion centered on
the judicial process, why students distrusted it, why it
should be remade. Faculty members were defensive:
their committee had acted justly against those who had
mocked the principles upon which the University stood;
why should students mistrust these good men and good -
principles? The discussion became largely a debate
between faculty and students, one which was moder-
ated—as the meeting was chaired, more or less—by
Simonides and Snyder.

This discussion was what some of the students on
SAG had desired, a discussion of the causes of the
occupation, and thus of student disaffections. The
discussion was in a sense counter to Johnson’s wishes,
since Johnson had made an emphatic point of refusing
to discuss any issues of this sort while ultimatum-issuing
radicals occupied offices. Here, they were discussing one
of the points that had been on the ultimatum.

‘From the standpoint of the student politicians, the
matter of overriding importance in ali this mess was the
inequity of the discipline committee. From a radieak
view, the student politicians had missed the point
entirely: the discipline committee and its actions were
piddling evils, but representative of a university that,
hiding behind “the spirit of free, open inquiry,”

“rarional dxscassxon, and the “dlgmty of man, upheld

a murderous, repressive smmus quo, and meant to
continue to uphold it. The unwcrs:ty was 2 mockery of
freedom and humanism. - -

But it was student pohtlclans who spokc herc ‘who
had been brought in to participate in decision making,
and whose perceptions would be considered here. And
their perceptions were that the discipline committee was
the issue of supreme importance. In this, they thought
themselves representative of the student body.’

It is impossible to say what the concerns of the
student body were—war research, the discipline commit-
tee—or if they did not care about any of that. But the
only vote at the student body meeting that would take
place the next-day w&uld be one that condemned the

development of the MIRV.

At about 11:30, Howard Johnson appeared with Jim
Nichols, his public relations coasultant, and six members
of the MIT Corporation, among them James Champy,
Jeptha Wade, and Gregory Smith, then chairman of the
Corporation joint advisory commitiee on' Institute-wide
affairs. They all took seats and listened to the discussion
for perhaps twenty minutes. ‘

As Johnson sat, he began to look visibly ‘upset over
the emphasis of the discussion. Snyder and Simonides
had beer conducting 2 meeting for well over three hours,
and there had been no tactical discussion.

Snyder asked for summaries for the benefit of these

late arrivals. Amazingly, each person had a small speech -

mentally prepared. Students emphasized their belief that
the judicial system was bankrupt. '

Johnson spoke after the summaries. All this was no
doubt important, he said, but what was he to do about
the occupation? One student at the meeting imagines
that he saw Johnson.cast a2 short glance toward
Simonides: What have you been doing here for three
hours? .

Gloom descended on the war room. They had
occupied themselves with the discussion guasi debate on
justice and academic freedom and dignity and such, but
they had a crisis to deal with. And their president, their
crisis-manager, wanted to know what to do about ir.

It was a student who managed to be first to speak. As
there were few students in the meeting as compared to
faculty, students bad done a dmpropomonatcly large
share of the talking.

What were they to do? Why, nothing. The-
- demonstrators had had no support; they would vacate

eventually.

No, said Johnson 1 don t thmkl can do that.

The discussion of “tactics which he had requa;ted
foilowed for perhaps thirty-five minutes, in which time,
with faculty members in large numbers wishing to
cicpress‘ their opinions, very little concrete could be said.
Someone was sure to open this discussion with a
soliloquy on how obvious it must be that everyone
wished to see violence avoided. Someboedy did.

During the November Actions, no one could have
predicted “the level of violence,” whatever that was
supposed to mean. It had been an exuemely serious
matter to apply to the courts for an injunction with that
uncertainty of how serious the confrontation would be.

“Now, it seemed, there was no such problem: the door

had been smashed and offices occupied. An injunction
did not scem to those at thamecting to be'a last resort

‘before Armageddon. Obtaining one would be a serious

move, but it iacked the dread it had possessed in
November. )

Yet.no one seemed willing, here; to fommlatc any
‘complete strategy; to pursue, for example, the matter of
obtaining an injunction to its possible consequence—the
use of police. No one even raised the questions: How
long might we do nothing before obtammg an
injunction? How fong might we wait, after? .

Johnson stopped the discussion. It was getung late.

He still had a decision to make. Johnson asked thatr the .

group reassemble at nine the following morning.

SAG member Marv Keshner was talking with Nancy
" Wheatley and Tracy McLellan, both MIT students, after

the meeting, when it occurred to one of the three that
the student body should meet to discuss the issues that
had led to the takeover. All three, immediately accepting

. the importance of such a meeting, decided that they

would hold it the following day, Friday.
silkscreened posters through the night. .

They

The number of people in the buffer zone dwindled to
perhaps "two campus patrolmen as Thursday night
progressed. At some time dunng the night, 2 few persons
entered Johnson’s -office - from the secretarial ares,

picked up the bartering ram {which had iain on the fioor -

of the buffer zone without having been moved while
virtually every administrator, high ranking facuity
member, and most of the campus patrol had stood
within 2 few feet of it at one time or another dmmg the
day), and carried it into occupmd tcmto:y.

Second of 3 parts. Part Il will appear in Tuesday's issue.
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By P.E. Schindler

Snique
3 mch should not be nmssed

There;
Bractly why -Godspell-is ‘prob-
gy one of the freshest; most
ficlightful muacals to Iut Boston'
§ quite 2 while, *

& Matthew, and was begunasa
@laster’s - thesis at- Carnegie-
Blellon (in Pittsburgh) by- John
Blichac! Tebelak. He took . the
Bospel story and weaved it to~
fether into - a fascinating play-
Bype piece which he then took

frich Viliage. N ,

§ Just like in the’ pictures, two
iz time Broadway producers
bow it, and took it under their
Bing for a full-fiedged 'off-
fioadway  production.

By Alan Razak
g The astounding thing about
8/0e Hill is how Tommy Beggren

Eihey’d have it made. This is a
§tar vehicle picture, so where’s
fihe star?

¥ The director, Bo Widerberg, is
Nwedish; that explains it;
Biwedish director, Swedish actor.

2 So what’s Joe Hill, anyway?
EA blo-pic, in that it is a true
fstory~a Swedish immigrant be-

sindusirial Workers of the Worid

traveling around America in vari-
Jous capacities. OK, weli; fine,
ghut it’s not a bio-pic completely.
gAha! It’s a film with a moral,
Qin’t it? All filmns have a moral—
jlon’t they? Certainly—men are
tupid and cumbersome and in-
gronsiderate and refuse to change
the better. So what else is

Eiew?
f Well, there’s an interesting
a!ightment on a cultural awaken-
ying theme —somebody’s always
frlaying a musical instrument, or
gvtiting. Joe meets his one true
giiown-cyed love at the opera
E(‘La Triviata™). A .*hobo™ de-

sting, but not carried through
Stnke Three.

) Enter “Easy Rider.” Without
£ motorcycle Or Jack NlChOl—

Godspell -is a - positively -
- theatrical. - experience

It  had to "be sald'
Buickly: now thm is time to say’

B The story of this play is the'
giory of the Gospel according to -

8o the Cafe’ LaMama in Green~

Binded the lead. Betcha if Dustin_
glioffman or Elliot Gould or even -
Siohn Wayne spocke Swedish,

dcomes involved in the short-lived -

gmovement around 1910, after

' .Abrought in Stephen Schwartz to

write new lyrics for the, play ‘but

did npot tamper with much of
‘Tebelaks cast, which was made
. up largely of his classmates from
ACarnegle

o

The critics have been as

> nearly unanimous as it is pos-
sible for them to be in their
- praise of this musical, and with
-good cause. If was an amateur
‘production” to start with, and it
. has ‘-managed to maintain many

of its amateurish good points,

- while developing the gloss of a

professional show.

It cannot be easily cate-
gorized, but it does make use of
the whole theatre as a stage, and
there are several scenes during
which the cast attempts to get
the audience involved. This is
done by talking to the audience
walking and talking and singing
in - the aisles, and generally
acknowledging the existance of a

Ioe Hlﬂ DOA

- son, Or Denms Hopper. (Yawn)

Enter IWW_ Enter a Cause. Enter
Emotion, an attempt at plot and
Luigi Mazzini. Hi, Luigi. So
where’s Charlton Heston?

Cnly Charlten would face the
firing squad to preserve his one
true brown-eyed love’s reputa-

tion. But here's this young Tom- -

my what’s-his-name doing it. OK

Tommy, so Charlton’s not the

only one (Sob).

Let’s face it—Joe Hill is a
movie without a soul. The story
is fine, upstanding, undeniably
in the right. But it has no soul.
Joe is a Swedish immigrant at
the beginning and Joe is 2
Swedish immigrant at the end—
or might as well be (He's just
been around for a while). Wide-
berg provides no insight—we
know nothing about Joe as a
person, only as a means for a
purpose, and so there is no real
commitment from us in his mar-
tyrdom. Indeed, there is no sur-
prise. Joan Baez tells us in the
title song:

I dreamed 1 saw Joe Hill

last night

Alive as you or me.

Says I, but Joe

You’re ten years dead. .

1 never died, says he...

tepell of St Matthew

_group of mterested observers.

The play itself is a series of

‘vignettes taken from Matthew’s

story of the life of Christ. All of
them are familiar, indeed, some-

~‘times too familxar but they have

certainly not been told as well in
recent times as they are told
here.

Several styles are used to tell
the stories including the Story
Theatre style of having actors
serve both as narrators and char-
acters in the story. Another
method used by. the young, en-
thusiastic cast in the telling of

.the story of the good samaritan,

Yup, Joe’s dead. Joan sings. |

So does Lwigi. Hi, Luigi. Joe fill
is dead, I don’t care what he

.says. As a cinematographic ef-

fort 1t was ne'ver really alive.

_'_‘ hite’s 'I B~NS5 puts the bishop on an
iocomfortable square. Probably P_KN3

USSR 1964
Albin Counter Gambit
Tatoev Naglis
- L. P-Q4 P--Q4

- . 2.P-QBa P-K4
3.PxKP  P-Q5
4. N-KB3 N-QB3
5.P-QR3 P-B3 .
6. PxP QxP
7. B—-N5 QN3
8.B-B4 Q—-B2!
9. B-N3 B—-Ns5

10. QN—-G2 0-—-0-0
11. P-Ng N-B3.
12. P-NS§ N-~QR4
13. N—-K5 Q-—K3
14.Q-R4 P-QN3!
15. P—-B3 B-KB4
16. N-N3 B-B7
17.N-B5 Q-B4
18. P—K4 PxP ep
19.8--Q3 Q=xB!
Po.mzon after 19 B Q3 20. N/BxQ BxQ
2i. N—-N2 B-Né6 .
22. N—~-B7 R-Q7
23. NxR  RxN
24.0-0 BxBP
25. resigns

fesigns for if Black is umable to queen his pawn, ke can simply play

-K N4 followed by B—N2 and BxN.

—Walter Hill

4

was similar to ‘hand puppet, .
" without the puppets. It must be-

seen to be believed, but it is
entertaining, and it works, and
that is all that one must ask of
theatre. :

.There are occasions when it
seems as though Godspell does
not work. At the very start of
the play, it is a little hard to
accept Jesus and the disciples
dressed as clowns. But, as the
play progresses, the audience
comes to accept this as the
convention within which the
story is told. The story, on
occasion, is hard ic take how-

ever: the transitions might work..

well as jummp cuts in a film, but
on the stage, they are ragged and
abrupt, and occasionally the an-
dience gasps when, instead of
slipping from story to story, théy
are dragged, heels first.

The set is visually intruiging:

it is a chain link fence, filling -

center stage. There are no cur-
tains or backdrops behind it, so
one can see the back wall of the
Wilbur Theatre behind it, {(a la
Thomton Wilder and Our Town)
lit from above with cclors that
fit the mood of the scene being
presented. Because of the semi-
transparent nature of the chain
link fence, stage hands can be
seen at work behind it, adding a
note of the unusual to the pre-
sentatmn

The performances are all out-
standing, but even among the
great, there are those who are
greater, and two of the men in
this play deserve special credif.
Ryan Hilliard, who plays Jesus,

v ARTS

is put through the largest range
of emotions, and handles the
central role with the aplomb of a
seasoned professional, which he
is not. Jerry Sroka, as a man of
many voices, could give Mel
Blanc z run for his money. Time
and again, he proves his versa-
tility during the plav. The two
of them are a pleasure to watch,

and the entire cast i$ unuseal in
its uniform gquality.

The sound system on occa-
sion leaves something to be de-
sired, but it will hopefully be
shaped up by the time tbe pre-
view week is over, and ure “reg-
ulas™ performances begin. That
happy day will be tomorrow.

DON'T WAIT!

TRAVEL YOOTHARE WITH HERTAE]

NEEDS.

Pian your holiday and vacation travel now, at Heritage’s new travel office in Kendall Square
We have the latest information on youth fares: Both Domestic and International,

Heritage’s new office represents all airlines, and will suggest the fiight best suited to your needs.
You may purchase your youth fare tickets from us and save time at the airport.

Herstage is just one bleck from the Sloan campus,

in Kendall Square. Call or visit our office; we're

open from 8:30am until 5:30pm, Monday through
Friday, and from 9:00am until 1:00pm on Saturday.
SEE HERITAGE TRAVEL FOR ALL YOUR TRAVEL

Heritage Travel, inc.

One Broadway, Cambridge, Mass. 02142

Tel. 868-2666




PAGE 10 FRIDAY. DECEMBER 10/1971 THETECH?

Chomsky: again

By Alex Mzkowski not only the style but the

Noam Chomsky, zlong with content follows Mandarins. Early
the rest of MIT’s once-noted  in his lecture, Chomsky chcoses
radicals, no longer looms as an - a -theme .of pressing for' the
imposing figure on the MIT liberation of man’s ¢reative im-
campus. Studént (and faculty) puise. Before too long, however,
interest in political affairs has he loses.track of his original
tapered off, and with it has gone  perspective to lash.out at Amer-
the attention of the men who, ican foreign and, to a lesser
by their writing or speaking, had. extent, domestic policy. As in

sharpened the important issues = Mandarins, he begins with the

for the campus. Chomsky hasn’t
spoken to a large audience at How:
MIT since his speech in Kresge porting evidence, suitably foot-

broad, - sweeping charges, then

he a

follows them up with the sup-.

noted for the skeptical, and’
always including .the one inci-
dent or quote so ludicrous or

‘incriminating "as to destroy any
semblance of sympathy for the
.Establishment position.

For those already convinced
of the hypocrisy or foolishness
of our country’s policy, Chom-
sky never fails to” be enter-

-taining. For those not yet swung

to-his point of view, the material

_can be a powerful proselytizing -
agent. :

gluring the Cambodia wuprising .
two years ago.

But Chomsky’s appeal never
had been limited to the MIT
campus (my father first discov-

That wildly -
ered him on the NBC . Today iv :

Show) and early this vear by hilevious
invitation he went to England’s . e
Trinity College to deliver the |+ satireof TV

first of the Bertrand Russell ‘ ; N
lecture series. Random House’ ‘RETURNS!

was sufficiently .. confident in
‘Chomsky’s popularity to publish
the two talks in a hardcover
edition. -
Froblems of Knowledge and

Freedom, stylistically at least,
strikingly resembles Chomsky’s
well known A merican Power and
the New Mandarins: the loose
essay form, whether delivered on
paper or from the lectern, suits -
his method of tackling subjects,
freeing him from the unity,
consistency, or parallel structure
a bock ‘format might enforce. |
-But this plan of preientationcan -
“have iis drawbacks; since the-
reader ‘may’ find himself tanta-
lized by  the-.possibiliti€s for
further exploration of a subjsct
‘only to see it pushed aside ta -
make 'way for a- short, biting
attack in a different.area.

In Problems, the first piece is .
‘an analytic philosophical piece -
on one of Russell’s pet questions. ©
—do we know anythingindepens |-
dent of experience? Or, to.-
phrase the question in.a manner - |
more ~ suited to  Chomsky’s’
thoughts on the subject, will two -
humans subjected to rather dif-
ferent sets of experience from:
different knowledge structures?
Chomsky’s field is linguistics
and he uses examples from his
and other ‘experts’ research tfo.
show that certain invariant prop-
erties exist among all human
languages, properties. that have
no functional significance. More
likely than not, some physiolog-
ical property of the human mind
predisposes us to these language
constructions, and _by exira-
polating we could hypothesize
that man’s ability to extend his
sphere of knowledge is Lmited
by a requirement of matching up
some similarly innate capacity to
create theories with an aspect of .
the structure of the world.

Certainly an interesting idea,
with implications in a number of -
social science, religious, political,
and philosophical fields. Bound
by his form of presentation |-
though, Chomsky could only
sketch the beginnings of the
necessary  arguments, before
moving on to the next topic.

Part two is an essay where

Work for
THE TECH
aver |API

Relax and Divert

CAMPUS CUE

590 Commonwealth Ave.
{Opposite B. U. Towers}

Pocket Billiards

- “Great for ¢ Date”

2 NIGHTS ONLY !
" Dec. 10 and 11
8:00,9:25,10:50 pm
. AN tickets $2.50
’ Camnbride
Livingetone Stabbins

Aundroram Zero
Chwrch St Harvard Sq.

y FRIED, RICE , MVE. EUTERTAIVRIERT

“

MONDAY NIGHTS .
THE BEST HAPPY HOUR IN THE CITY
2-4-1 BEER: ROCK. MUSIC
COUTINUOUS ENTERTAINMENT

ALL THIS AND MORE AT-.. . -
KEHHBEATY kenviore cue
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& pion fencmg team began s

8 20-7 victory ‘gver Brandeis. The
¥ victory is impressive because
g after the first round. leading 8-1,

® with . freshmen ' fencers, who
B went on to win the gext two
: rounds. 6-3, §-3. This is the first
time in years that MIT has had
so many experienced freshmen
fencers, and the added depth

Brandeis nips cagers;
Hudson toprebounder,’

@ MIT suffered iis first set-
8 back of the season Tuesday
B night in Rockwell Cage, in' a
B heart-breaking 91-86 overtime
fl loss to Brandeis. The ~defeat
® brought the Engineers’ record to
B 2-1, but the team played well
B and showed promise for a win-
8 ning season — Brandeis may well
# be the toughest college division
¥ -team MIT will face this year.

E The Techmen got off to a
B slow start against the Brandeis
Bl 23 halfcourt press, slipping be-
B hind 17-8 in the first five min-

B utes. Co-captain Hal Brown *72
8 then got a hot hand and poured
i in nine field goals in fourteen
@ :ttempts in the first half. Bran-
8 deis rooters in the well-popu-
% lated stands must have thought
i Brown was using radar, hitting
B 20-foot shots over the out-
8 stretched arms of amazed de-
8 fenders.- Hal’s 23-point outburst
R eft MIT down only two at
S halftime, 42-40.

® After 4 slow start in the
8 fist minutes of the second peri-
l od, MIT began to match baskets
W vith Brandeis, staying within
¥ five untii midway through the
W reriod. Balance was the key .as
M lerry Hudson 73 and Bill God-
2 frey 72 scored when” Brandeis
g adjusted to iry to stop Brown.
f When Brandeis could prevent the
8 front-court men from getting the
g ball, Minot Cleveland 72 hit
3 from way out.

4  Brandeis {inally began io

g pull away as their hotshooting
@ fuards got the best of their

# foul-laden opponents. With

M dout six minutes remaining,

§ Brown came up with an inspired
@ steal which he. converted into
B thrce points. By the two minute
g mark, MIT was in the lead,
79 78 Brandeis sent the Engl—
3 teers to the charity-stripe several
gl imes  during the next minute
@l but the freethrows wouldn’t go
¥ down. With about twenty sec-
§ onds remaining, Brandeis tied it
%3282, When MIT missed its
B chances for a last-second bucket
g the game went into overtime.

N After both clubs -failed to
% find the range early in OT, Bran-
i deis took command as each of
dtheir guards canned FGs. The
§lrandeis zone contained the
fVeary Engineers who were able

B muster only two fieldgoals in
the five minute overtime period.
Bihe last minute saw Brandeis
glirading to the lime as MIT
fouled in a desperate effort to
Bt the ball and score.

i scason on Saturday with i solid"

8 MIT replaced half of ifs team

Fencers foil Bra.ndez

Ml’l‘ New Bngland Cham- -

ahonld lead to another v:ictonous
" season.
The team has a new coach

this year, Eric Scllee, 2 Harvard

alumnus and weil-known area
fencer. His emphasis on tactics

should strengthen one of MIT’s

weak points and produce a more
developed team,

" In Saturday’s Brandeis com-
petition, Mike Asherman 72 led

-

‘and Greg Rothman"ls each

~ picked up one victory. In sabre,
‘Jon Abrahamson 72 went 2-0,
with John Tsang 73 and Mike
Wong winning two each. Fresh-
‘'man Dong Park fenced very
nicely to win his only bout. In
epee, Marty Fraeman ’73 went
2-0, with Bill Rae also picking
‘up two wins. Bob Lukens *73,
Pete copper ’75, and Ed Delvers
*712 all won one bout each,

‘CHINA

CHINA CINEMA

Featuring Chinese Films (With English Subtitles)

. Mon - Fri
2:30, 4:30, 6:30, 8:30, 10:30
Sat.
12:30, 2:30, 4:30, 6:30, 8:30, 10:30
Sun.

1:00, 2:45, 4:30, 6:30, 8:30, 10:30
EXCL USIVE SHAW BROTHERS PRODUCTION

STARTING 0 |MSON CHARM SEW PICTURE

TODAY: EVERY FRIDAYH

" the foil team with a 3-0 record;

¥ MIT was down 77-66 when Hal

._ Telephone; 423-7415 84 Beach Street CHINATOWN
Bilt Parker’74 Nick Lazaris 72,

o

----- .‘ i :.'.‘:;. '.;I;-;:’?;.'.'
BRZEREE On Deck SESEEiEE

Low DiSCOU"T[ Prices

Today
Squ 'ash {V} Penmsylvania, 7:00
Darkroom
Tomorrow
PENTAX Equipment
Guard, S
e FT e TP Plstlozl {)g:c);onat Coast Guar SPOTMATIC Lensss
. : < Film
White 2 0 6 4 Wrezs.%gg (JV,F) Lowell Tech, $165.00
Cleveland 8 1 3 17 o pm and Up
Hudson 8 3 23 19
Brown 14 6 10 .34 EXPERIENCE R
Godfrey 4 4 13 12 ‘ ~ the Lowest Discount Prices on ALL Photo Equipment and Supplies
Amsead 0 0 0 o |ALPHA/THETACYBORG NEW ENGLAND PHOTO
TOTAL 36 14 56 86 Bio-Feedback of Cambridge 436 Mass. Ave. Arlington Center
3540851 - Only 7 minutes from Harvard Square Tel. 6431463

“l worked hard all summer |
0 get enough bread for a down payment on my
new bug. So I'm going to baby it”

Py

You worked hard for that new car of yours. Now all you've
got to do is take care of it. Part of it's using the right
gasoline. Amocoe. The type most new car owner

manuals recommend.

Amoco is specially formulated for your new car’s anti-
pollution engine. Made to help it run better, fonger. And
Amoco can double the life of your tail pipe and muffier
compared to fully leaded-gasolines; spark plugs last
longer. too.

- Amoco Super-Premium gives you all these benefits plus-
better mileage than other premiums. It's the only anti-
pollution premium gasoline you can buy.

‘That’s one reason why more new car buyers switch to
Amoco and other gasolines at American than any
other brand.

So now that you've got that.new car, use the gasoline
you can count on.

You've got a new car We've got a new car qasol:ne.

You expect mere from American and you, get it
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Swimmers win opening two |

The MIT swimming team Paster finished fourth, but fresh- Pete Hadley ’72 swam to a
opened up its 1971-72 season. man Peter Schulz salvaged the second place finish in the tough .
with wins in ifs first fwo meets, face for MiT, taking first with a 200 butterfly, as RPI closed the
as they defeated RPI on Satur- time of 11:56.3. gap to one point, butin the 100 .
day and Tufts on Wednesday. Ed Kavazanjian *73 and Ken free Kavazanjian and Epstein

Against RPI the Tech mediey Epstein *74 took 1-2 respectively reversed their earlier 1-2 finish,
relay, with two untried freshmen for MIT in the 200 freestyle, but  as this time Epstein friumphed.
on it, lost the opening-event as. RPI countered with a 1-2 sweep Freshman Dave Deacon fin- .

Bob Paster 73, the engineers’ in the 50. in the 200 individual ished second in the 200 back-
anchor man, closed & halfpoo! medley, freshman Pete Simonds  stroke, followed by Simonds, as T L :

gap to one body lemgth before triumphed over the two RPI MIT moved out to a 43-36 lead. - o - _ o - ‘
running out of pool to swim in. entries, with teammate Kim Kavazanjian came back from the In Saturday’s game against Norwich, MIT’s varsity cage squad won
Paster then tried to repeat in Bierwert *72 placing third. - 100 to win the 500 free (he their second contest in a row, defeating the Connecticut contingent &
the grueling 1000, but such a - Divers Chip Gronauer 72 and holds the varsity record in this = 7768 Harold Brown 72 led the squad with twenty-three points. :
repeat, tough enough when one - Ed Rich.*72 put Tech ahead to event) and wrap up the meet for Above, Ray White 74 lofts a jump shot over the Norwich defenders,
is in shape, is virtually impossi- stay with a I-2 finish in theone MIT, as Schulz took third g own (91) and Minot Cleveland “72 (5) look on.
ble this early in the season. meter required dive. Captain Simonds, Paster, Hadley, and : S " Photo by Sheldon Lowenthal
o S Epstein scored a hzif-lap victory ' -

Shenkel plugs MIT: LS end p g o P
] - K ' " ~ the final score 65-48. - P st I d d f f
111! PIUGS VAL 1, ot ey L ASTOL SQUad dereats
‘t tt-t . I - d night, the Tech -swimmers ‘ : : S
, TrT £ o coasied home to an easy 75-38 AF' i’ - d :
SPOILSs atll U.de a.‘ude L St MITs divets carmored, L, SeiS new r e‘cor ',
: ' ‘ SRR ' ,. 14 out of 16 points in the - ' : : : ) L _
By S. Hollinger Shenke! and his fellow diving, as Gronauer won both By Jack Cater _ the conventional matches in the
 MIT sports received some sporicasters, then, of course, cvents. Rich placed second in : _ last  Saturday the varsity NECPL. MIT was also victorious
unsolicited national publicity 6n  went on to patter about “that the optional dive, while Jim PiStol team opened itsseasorin ‘i this event, ‘as Good came
the Saturday after Thanksgiving old football factory, MIT”, a Ia - Knauer *72 edged him out for ¢ Northeast Intercollegiate Pis- within one point of tying his
during the television broadcast Sports Ilustrated, but mention- third in the one meter required - tol League (NECPL) Wlﬁl vic- -own naional collegiate record of
of the Army-Navy football ing the Institute is better public- dive. . tories over the US Air Force 265 out of 300. Gibson fired
game. During the halftime inter- ity for the NCAA than it is for The MIT contingent got off Academy, Boston State College, 248/300, followed by a new-
mission, “Sportscaster of the MIT. That a well-known academ- | and Newark College of Engin- comer to the team, freshman

Year” Chris Shenkel, of ABC ic institution is associated with oo Sooa S22 e"&gﬁﬁd}g ecring, the latter a newcomer to Karl Seeler (who holds the Na-

Sports, was discussing the varied . the NCAA obviously is £00d for _ retay, " 25  freshmen Deacon, - Conventional Pitol Couse 246300 Rusegeor - fived
athletic opportunitics that col  thelr image. - . Simonds, and Dan Bethencourt pojches have usially been. de- 241/300 to complete a team
leges belonging 1o the Natioma On D loc.ml, level, a caller 359 captain Hadley triumphed in cided by a few points and this total of 999/1200, Air Force was
Collffglate Ath:letxc Association . on Wl;’.Z r‘adlo s e:"em“ﬁ talk the time of 4:00.6. Paster and s o5 0 encoption. 1ot 99911 mth 97411200
pmgade;ic;{ th;gi- :ggenﬁt that gow,u ‘t_fiaglmg n?aljléSporgs . e\;;gn ‘Schulz swept the 1000, and Teck’s four-man feam, se- Nmew ark third with 895 “200:
MIT leads the nation in the ing remmark with rewerd o MIT ZviZaniian and Peferson fan  yooieq pefore the maich from amd Boston State fourth with
Tmber of spomsored VAIStY o e repard 10 MIT  the score t0 232 by placing 12 goq snooters, consisted of Al 830/1200 '
number _of sponsored varsity sporis a couple of weecks ago. i the 200 free. Epstein won the Amen can John Good ™72, who 7 o
teams thh’ 21, follo:red :;Y ‘The caller mmtamed“th_z;t‘ _ool~ 50 freg,.and"'liierw;cr.t'and-Rdn' lead alf .oompeu(‘;tm‘lms th’h art Last : -lfoni" MIT
Dave 19 cach. Sinoe the Ay themoelves loday and not (o ¢ 300 ingividual medky- 173 ety 82801 1e, ToA RuSoRRtt oot Sion b v
with “the “estimated “iuinbér of  recruited and’ reoelvi scholar- Alter the ¢ bé‘;” Hadley Tin-" "":72;“32111‘2#3.' aﬂdﬁeﬂiﬁkwlﬂef with a score of 1677 out of a
viewers in excess of 30 million, ships,. and the -spectator must  ished second in the 200 fly and T4, 813- l,_.?a_x, .toltalhn_g possible 2400, breaking the old
this was probably the biggest pay to see them compete. Then Epstein and Kavazanjian placed = 3312-62x. They beat the Air jecord by a phenomenal 132
plug ever for MIT athletics. the caller contrasted this with 1-2 in the 100 free. Frosh Farce fours 3300-59x; Newark points. Seeler led ihe team with £

- wrar wroRis

= WF I
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MIT where there is no recruiting Deacon won the 200 backstm’l;e,‘ placed third with 3213-47x and 479, just seven points under the %
or athletic granis-in-aid, all the and Paster and Al Efromson '74 Boston State was fourth with' National Jumior individual re- -
events are free, and yet MIT Swept the 50CG free, Paster 2989-23x. .~ . cord..Shannon Hill fired a 417, B
manages to support more varsity - touching  first in  5:42.1..  Beginning this * year, a Pop’ Meesook 414, and Richard 5
teams than any other college in = Bethencourt stroked in first to 39—ronnd‘ I_ntemat:onal Slow McCarthy 376 to complete the §
the country! Mainella agreed. = Wwin the 200 breastroke. ‘ Fire Match is to be fired after team’s score. With the exception

. = — ‘ S } of Seeler, who began shooting
o _ ; this summer, the freshmen have §
| . Thisis the course | - | beginning of the term. ;
- John F. Kennedy told his Chlefs-of-8iaff to take. ——————— %
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