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FIVE CENTS

By Drew Jaglom
te: The BDiscipline Commit-
report which is the basis for
grticle was obtgined Iast
dck by The Tech Fis rext
vears beginming on page three,

ed in this issue, which gives
majority opinion and verdict
uilty with no punishment for
3

of the four RO’E‘C oCcuDE-

s

grently been kept under wraps
% the Chairman of the Faculty,
Eofessar Hartley Rogess, Jr.,
e Faculty Committee on
%catxonal Policy, of which
%Bgers is ex officic Chairman.
%s, In trying %o ascertain who
ﬁs responsibie for the fact that
? report was not released, des-.
,,{r-

a Discipline Committes vote
i do so, and what the reasons
ddre for that decision, a preat
$hctance toe discuss the issue
ﬁs found among the facu]ty
0

Holved.

Professor Elizs P. Gyftop-
silos, the Chairman of the Disci-
Hine Commitiee last spring, dis-
%med all responsibility, saying
@t since he was no longer to be
Chairman of the Committee,
2 “turned the whole affair over
! Chairman of
% Professor Rogerss>
%‘}e‘l asked why he did not
3 ke a decision himself as to the
skase of the report, Gyftop-
‘%afios replied that he had done:
:;%t that: made & decision io
#in the raport cver to Rogers.
ﬁRogers zefused to comment
§§why the repo.  aeu wot been
:‘tjhsed saying only that there
ws an issue, involving certain
?éesnons of procedure within
2 judicial process. He empha-
¢ that “there is no issie of
shpression of a document. The
wevant documents will,  would
%ect become available.” When
#ed directly why, if there was
iomxm*tee vote to release the
: inion and mail it to the defen-
ts involved, this was not
, Rogers would ordly say

%%t there were several inaccur-
ﬁes in the Thursday report on
% document, and would not
%"mment on why there was no
ease. He added that the re-
se of the report was entirely 3
ﬂu}ty issue, and that the MIT
E%mmstrauon was not at aii

:ﬁsolved

mThlS was corroborated by Pre-
;gent Jerome B. Wiesner’s state-
#nt that, although he had had

%‘ ropportunity to see the report,
gdld not read it, as he has iried

53

2

oot

N

AN

%remam as uninvolved as pos- -

€ in the cases, since he is the
Rl judge of any appeals from
§‘a‘3 decisions of the Discipline
Ymmittee,
iSeveral possible reasons have
i%:n advanced for the with-
Hding of the report. First,
1e may have been a feeling
it what was ofiginally an inter--
i Discipline Commitiee doc-
2ont chould not be made pub-
gSecond it has been reported’
Y, since the majority of the
tive vote approving the opin
@}\vas apparently made up of
% faculty member and the five
Ment members of the Disci-
gg Committee, some of the
Honty did not feel that the
Kument was truly a majority
Dort; the faculty Opinion was
:?‘01’1? against the document.
t‘d, in a letter to Gyftopoulos
Unsd by The Tech, Roger
@mssed the feeling that parts

&

"fn were dr@pped) has ap-

the .

of the repori might be inter-
preted by the faculty as a vsur-
pation of its Iegislative powers
by the Discipline Commitice.

None of the facuity involved in.
the decision would give an offi-

cial reason. ,
The opinion, an eighteen page
text, is a six-five majority report

of the Discipline Commitiee

which examines the validity of
the charge against the ROTC
occcupiers, the extenuating cir-
cumstances under which the oc-
cupation took place, and the
administration’s role in the mat-

ter. It is the final verdict in three
of the four cases heard before,
- the suminer, the other three

defendanis being found not
guilty,

The report first conszders the
facts of the case, and concludes
that “ithe accused was present
without right in the place and at
the time alleged by the ag-
grisved,” Ef then goes on to
decide whether the charge is 2
valid one;

The report states that “‘we
believe that an individual ought
to be charged, if at all, with
specific actions and not with
membership in a group that, asa
group, is alleged to have violated
the mores of the Imstitute com-

munity.”” It finds, however, that

in this case the accused is
charged with *“‘an individual act
of trespass,” since ‘‘each mem-
ber of the assembly {was) free to
disassociate himself from it by
leaving the interdicted ares.”

in examining the question of
extenuating circumstances sur-
rounding the occupation, ihe
opinion cites a section of the
Rogers report, which says “. ..
in exercising its right and obliga-
tich to defend its operations, the
university has an obligation 1o
consider the content in which
each challenge to its operations
occurs, and to consider the ex-
tent of any dissent which is
associated with such a challenge.
This’ content can include circum-
stances in the surrounding so-
ciety ... " -

The report then cites Presi-
dent Nixon’s May 8 speech am-
nouncing the mining of Hai-
phong harbor and the intensifi-
cation of the bombing cam-
paign, and a quotation from a
letter written by Congressman
Robert F. Drinan of Massachu-
setts, which the authors of the
report belisve *‘accurately des-
cribed the moral and spiritual
context in which the accused,
finding himself in an ‘incredible
situation,’ acted.”

By Sharon Zito

In an effort to make MIT
more appealing than it already is
for would-be students, MIT Ad-
missions spomsofed an *“‘Award
for Excellence’’ program in the
years 1968 and 1969 as a re
cruiting device.

After being accepted to MIT,
the “‘most outstanding” appli-
cants were given further recog:
nition by this Awazd (“in recog-
nition of vour persomnal achieve-
ment and of the excellence of
your high school in iostenng
your accomplishments . .. as il
so eloquently siates). In the first
year of existence, the Award
included an mcmased scholax-.
ship, but in the second yeus,
studlents were miven $75 (uAdey

It then concludes that “the
Instiiute’s ROTC presented a
singularly legitimate symbolic

_target for a demonstration

which . . . was itself legitimate to-
the point of being a moral neces-,
sity,” since “the ROTC on this
campus. .. is... engaged in no-
thing e¢ise but the training of
young techaologists to officer
the American military.”

The repott emphasizes that it
is not justifving ‘““every possible
demonstration with ROTC as its
target. Rather, the authors say,
“we look with special tolerance
upon a demonstration that ex-
hibits. a very high degree of
restraint. By Presi”znt Nixon’s
definition of ‘restrain{’ as mani-
fested in his speech, our opinion
cortld be construed to mean that
we would tolerate the burning of.
the ROTC building and the mur-
der of all ils occupanis. We
therefore hasten to add that our
standards aze higher. We note
that the demonstrators caused
only ‘minimal damage’ to pro-
perty and certzinly no injury to
persons,”

In light of these arguments
the report concludes ““we there-
fore find the circumstances un-

der which the accused as chaxged.

to so mitigate the charge againsi
him as to justify not imposing
any punishment on him.”

The report is also critical of
the administration’ role in the
occupation. It denounces the ad-
ministrators for approaching
“the demonstration. .. mainly
wilth the purpose of terminaling
it. They thus foreclosed from its
verse D, uning the possibility
that it develop inte an educa-

iional event.” Insiead, says the

report, the demonstration was
forced to become a confron-
tation. between administrative:
authority and its defiance. It

rebukes the administrators on
the scene for being “‘busy wri-
ting names,

not exchanging

The MIT Peace Cc
sponsoring a week
raising on campus fo
Aid for Imdochina (M. -
has organized on a n:

basis ““a week of act:
protest the war and pruviuc
assistance to its victims,” Tables

-will be staffed at Kresge during

Ramsey Clark’s speech, and all

no obligation to enter MIT) to
present to their high school.

MIT has never had an abun-
dance of freshman applications
— 30 this program was designed
to entice more bright students to
consider MIT for their future
education. Of the 65 students
given the Awards for Excellence
in 1969, 30 entered the Institute
the following fall. What has hap-
pened to these “brilliani” stu-
dents? Since no follow-up has
ever been compiled, one can
only assume that they have be-
come absorbed im the mass of
brilliance and geniue that typi-
fies MIT. After only two years,
the program died as a result of a
tightened budget.

By Mike McNamee

and Pau] Schindier
in am award ceremony held
last Thursday zt MIT, both the
Institute and Harvard were pre-
sented with one million dollars
in endowment by RCA in com-
memoration of General Pavid

- Sarnoff.

The two teaching and re-
search chairs will receive an en-
dowment of $100 000 a year”
s the million dollar toial has
been reached. They are in the
business schools of the two uni-
versities, and will be used for the
study of management of tech-
nology. The first two recipients
were Professor Richard Rosen-
bloom of Harvard and Professor
Donald Marquis of the Sloan
School.

The joint award marked
another expansion of coopera-

week in the Building 10 lobby. .
In addition, volunteers will can-
vass many academic departments
and student living groups. A
similar canvass of the faculty last
May raised $2500.

Assistance from Medical Aid
is sent to the Liberation Red

‘Cross of southern Vietnam, and

te the Vietnam Red Cress for
use in northern Vietnam, Laos,
and Cambodia. Supplies are sent
by means of both air and surface
transport.

The purchase of medical sup-
plies for the ‘“liberated™ areas of
Indochi.a serves two important
functions, points out Medical
Aid for Indochina. “Fisst, the
US has intensified saturation
bombings, search and destroy
operations and mining the har
bors. The increasing numbers of
severcly wounded casualties
makes the need for medical sup-
plies more urgeni than ever. At

the same time, sending medical s

supplies is a tangible expressiofi¥ comments to the cooperative

of sympathy for the Indochinese
people ...~

Funds are utilized for pur-
chase of 1) medical supplies
(anti-malarial drugs, anti-biotics,
vitamins, etc.), 2} medical equip-

ment as requested by hospitals,-

and 3} medical textbooks and
journals.

. From fefz to right, Donald Marguis, the-MIT-Samoff Professor and -
Dean Pounds of the Sloan School.

Photo by Cris Cullen

tion between Harvard and MIT
which already included joint
work in urban studies, data pro-
cessing, and health sciences. In

addition, according to some
officials, it marked a significant
continuation of 2 years long
effort at the Institute to tackle
important social issues which
spring from ihe use and misuse
of the kind of high technology
. Which ic its specialty. “The en—
vironmental labs, the inter-
disciplinary work, the joint pro-
grams with Harvard, the upswing
in pre-med work, ate all part of
the same kind of changing prieri-
tiss, And there will be more,”
according to one Insiitute
source.

The award ceremcny was
held at MIT, according to
officials, because there was zmn
available dining room for the
lunicheon here, and none at Har
vard. The press release placed
Rosenbloom and Harvard presi-

.dent Derek Bok first; durng

actinal introductions Marguis and
Wiesner spoke first. Rosenbloom
and Harvard first proposed the
idea, and included MIT only at a
later stage, when it became cleas
that parallel efforis along the
same line of mqun'y would be
wasteful,

The importance of the pro-
ject, in the eves of RCA was
described by Samoffs son, who
is now chairman of the board at
RCA, Robert Sarnoff. He said,
“How we manage itechnology’s
awesome tools will determine
how we live, even if we Live.” He
pointed out that both techno-
iogy and management are under
attack these days, but that our
problems with both probably
stem from undermanagement
not overmmanagemeni.

Most of Wiesner's comments

-2t the award ceremony were

words of praise for the senior
Sarnoff, and his ability to “cut
to the heart of a problem with a
fresh approach,”™ something
which he hoped the new joint
program would be able to do.
Bok addressed most of his

nature of the program, noting
that “Two of the world’s great-
est universities are within a mile
of each other... One of the -
most important questions facing
Jerry and 1 is speculation on the
shape of relations between our
two universities. Many forces are
{Plzase turn to page 11)
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. .. there is no career that can maich B«US!NESS&: "
drvers;zy of intellectual interest . . . A vigorous, free society
calls for the highess type of business leadership . . .~

(The following letter, writien by
Professor of Electrical Engineer-
ing Joseph Weizenboum fo sthe
. members of the CEP, details

. some of the guestions surround-
REPRESENTATIVE ing an opinion (see page 3j
@@Mﬁﬁ@ TO CAMPUS prepared by Weizenbaum for the

Discipline Committee. It was
given to The Tech by sources
outside both commitiees.)

To Members of the CEP:

I ‘have been told that a con-
troversy arising out of the recent
proceedings of the Commifttee
on Discipline has been putf be-
fore the CEP for adjudication.
As 1 have not begen informed
what the specific guestions are
that the CEP is to confront, {
take the liberty of writing whatl
helieve to be the question it
ought to face, if any at ail.

The Committee on Discipline
heard four cases arising out of
the occupation of the Institute’s
ROTC facilities last May 12 and
i3. Of the 13 members of the
Committee, two were disquali-
fied from passing judgement;
ong because of his infimate in-
volvement in the evenis surroun-
| ding the occupation, the other
| because of hin failure {o attend
the hearings. A majority of six
of the remaining, ie., qgualified,
cleven members eventually con-
curred in an opinion supporiing
the decision reached by 2 still
| greafer majority of the members
of the hearing panel. The Com-
mittee subseguenily voied (se-
ven te five) to transmit that
opinion plus any other concur-
ring or dissenting opinions which
might be writien to the siudents
to whom such opinions woeunld
respectively apply. This trans-
| mittal was to be in the same
envelope as fthat in which the
decision letter was to be trans-
mitted to the respective stu-
dents. Moreover, tlie entire set
of documents was to be trans
mitted no later than September
i, 1972. The chairmzn of the
Tt mitttos on PMscipline, Pro-
fessor Elias Gyftopoulos, wuane-
mitted the decision document,
but not the opinion documient,
te the respective students on
September |, 1972,
in & letter dated June 28,
11972 and addressed to Professor
Hartley Rogers, Chairman of the
Faculty, Gyftopoulos explained
““The way things stand now, the
opinion will accompany the de-
cision letters the Commitiee has
agreed upon {sic} to send to the
students in guestion.” But,
baving acknowledged his recog-
nition of the duty to which his
committes legally called him, he
goes on to ask for “advice” from
the CEP. He explains thai other
members of the Commiitee on
Discipline object to the opinion
and that “the objections are
addressed first to the incorpora-
tion in the opinion of personal
political views by Commiitee
members as factors in the adjudi-
cation of cases brought before
us, and second to the evaluation
made in the opinion of the role
of the Administration in the
event under review.”

Since the dominani guestion
is whether or not Prof. Gyftop-
oulos should send the opinion to
the students to whom it applies
(together with a tally of how
many members concurred and
kow many opposed it), I must
assume that that is the guestion
before the CEP.

The following facts appear to
be not in dispute:

a} The Committee on Disci-.
pline acts with power except
when recommending expulsion.
(Statement of Discipline Com-
mitiee Procedures, April 27,
1970, Section 8.)

b} A quornm consists of a
majority of the Commiitee’s
- members. Hence the cleven gual-
ified members . who heard the
cases in ¢uestion. acted legally
for the whole Committee, i.e.,
" constifnted a guoram capable of
. acting with power. {op.cit., Sec- .

A representative of the Stanford Gradudte School
of Business will be on campus to discuss, with inter-
ested siudents, the exceplionai educational oppor-
tunity of the Stanford MBA Program.

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 18

Appointments may be made through
The Placement Bureas, .

The Stanford MBA program is a two-year general
management course designed for highly gualified
men and women who have majored in liberal arts,
humanities, science, or engineering.

THE STANFORD UNIVERSITE

CRADUATE SCEIQOOCL OF BUS]
STANFORD, CALIFORNIA 94305 -

Choose from comfortable jeans, €argo pants,
casual and dress styles.. See straight legs,

flares or bell bottoms. . Sizes : 27 to 38.

See this distinctive selection of sofids,

stripes and fancys. Sizes : 14 10 17
Steeve lengths: 32 to 35. :

tion 1.)

c). A mazjority of the querum,
indeed of the whole Commitiee,
voted to transmit the opinion
(and others, should suéh have
been- wntten) to the stedents 1o
whom it applies.

d) The reason given by Prof.
Gyftopoulos for not simply
obeying the command' of his
Committee fo transmit the opin-
ion -is that certair dissenting
members objected to the opin-
ion’s comntent. No other issue
whatever is raised in Prof. Gyf-
topoulos’ appeal to Prof. Rogers.

¢} 1 raised the question of the
propriety and utility of writing
an opinion in the cases then
before us in 2 lengthy conversa-
tion with Prof. Gyftopoulos on
May 26, 1972. It was on the
basis of his enthusiastic support
and encouragement that { wrote
the {first draft of the opinion in

- question over the following
three days.

£} The so-called Searle Report
on the judicial process at MIT
states: “i{ is important as a basis
for public trust in the judicial
process, as a siatement of ‘com-
mon law’... that the judge-
menis and reasonings of the
Panel be made public.” (Seciion
D.4, Par. 2, p. 19) That siate-
ment was signed by, among
others, Prof. Charles Myers, one
of the dissenting members of the
Commitiee on Discipline, chair-
man of the current Committee
on Discipline, and now an op-
vonent of the transmiteal of the
-opinion in question,

g) In the many weeks of
debate over the opinion that
took place in executive session,
dissenting Commitiee members
were repeatedly and often ' in-
vited ic write dissenting opin-
ions. No dissenting opiniocas
were written.

What omerges most cleasty
from a contemplation of thess
facts is that there wouild be no

‘controversy had the content of '

a4

the opinioh il quwuw. 2
those who now oppose its trans-
‘mittsl The question posed in its
starkest terms is therefore one of
censorship and of suppression of
.ideas.

One fact has been brought up
over and over again and has
served mainly to cloud the issue:

,this is that the opinion is that ¢f

only a minozity of the whole
Committee. Three responses are
in order:

a} The Committee on Disci-
pline voted (by an absolute ma-
Jjority of the whole} to transmit
the opinion together with a clear
indication of how many mem-
bers heard the case, how many
concurred in the opinion, and
how many opposed it.

b} Even if the opinion were
the opinion of a minority of

»nly one, still the Committee’s -

vote would demand its trans-
mittal fogether with the count
of one supporter.

c} A quorum is “such a num-
ber of officers or members of
any body as is, when duly assem-
bled, legally competent to trans-
act business.” (Webster’s) No
one has ever questioned the legal
competence of the hearing panel
of eleven to reach decisions in
the cases it heard - and righily
so. The voting on opinions is
also ““business’ which requires a
quorum in order that it be legal-
ly and competently transacted.
It would be absurd to argue that
the Commitiee on Discipline
may reach a decision by a
majority of a legally defined
guorum, buf that that same ma-
jority of that same quorum is
incompetent to vote an opinion
supporting that decision. Note,
for example that the Supreme
Court of the United States trans-
acteqd business with a quorum of
only seven members from Octo-
ber 1971 through January 1972,
No cne challenged the legality of

any decisions or the force of any

opinions it reached during that

period of time, .
The opinion in guestion
be wrong, stupid, misgnided §
- fensive, and. otherwise subje
sericus and gilly objections,
first opporiunity to record ¢

jections exists while the opi
is being debated in execuy
session. The proper form of s
a record is ihe diszenting o
ion. This may again be wig
stupid, misguided, offensive,
otherwise subject to serious g
silly objections. So be #t. T
second opportunity fo recy
objections exists after the op

“ion has been released as an o
_ion. Then anything may be
about if by any one who
read it or heard about it.

But there can bde no ps
restraint on its composition,

If nothing clse, prior restry
wouid mean, at least in this cay
that one of the parties to
dispute, i.e., the aggrieved 4
mintstration, would take a ha
in the formation of the judg
ment on the accused! Surg;
that is intolerable on its vy
face.

A controversial opinion ¢
dorsed by a majority of an
sembly does indeed raise
thorny and difficuit questiong:
the protection of the r;egg,l'lisgl;v
tbe minority who dissent fro%

This, I would argue, engaglt
what is p&rhaps the deepest pEf
blem in the theory of democ
tic governance., Surely the n
nority has a fundamental rig
te express its dissent with
same degree of privilege and
visibly as that with which
majority expressed itseif. Ry
just as surely, the failure of f
minority, their refusal in
ponse to ofi repszaied invil
tions, to exercise that right, is
to write and submit dissentiy
opinions, cannot have the eff
of robbing the majority of
right and of staying it from i
duty. :

I would ask esch member
tha CEP fo again read P
Gyftopouios® letter of June %
1972 to Prof. Rogers and to th
come to clearly vnderstand th
those who oppose the -t
mitial of the opinion do
because they disagree with
content. They are, in effek
asking the CEP to “advise” the
that their attempied suppressiof
of this document is officily
sanctioned. But if, as we a?,
rmaintain, the most fundament
and sacred function of the u
versity is to seek truth in
ree-flowing stream of ide
then the exclusion of even ¢
idea from that stream gravefy
damages that function and th
insulis the very idea of the u
versity.

H, as has sometimes bet
‘represented to me, the attemp’
to prevent the opinicn doc
ment from being released is o
intended to suppress its ide
that there is merely official insi'
tance that those ideas be pr
sented in a form different fross
that of the opinion documen
then cemsorship is being adv

sion. For the form in wh
ideas are represented is usualif
and certainty in the presenti
stance, inseparable from
ideas themselves. Were that ndl
s¢, there might not be a
novels, only essays. The insult t{
the idea of the wniversity woull
in no way be diminished by i
tactic of substituting this kindd
cemnsorship fer outnght Suppres
sion.

I ask each individual membd
of the CEP to place his or I¢
zood name alongside those ¢
the many sing and unsung Wi
have, often by placing princifl,
ahead. of their own and e
institutions’ immediate practict
ities, tilled the soil in which ¢
free university can still hope
flourish even taday

Joseph sz.enbau i
Prof. of E.E.{On lea}

—
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he following document is an
inion supported by six meni~
rs of the Discipline Committee
& ncerning ROTC hearings held
fore the summer, It is part of
group cf documents released
The Tech by sources outside

e Committee. See also page 2.
-Editor}

%
gi}acma! Fiatters
The accused is charged with
ng present without right (tres-
sing) in the ROTC building
or after May 12, 1972 after
, K.R. Wadleigh proncunced a
mal trespass declaration. Mr.
dleigh is a vice president of
%e Instifute and, as such, a
sson authorized to make such
nounceinents. The saccused
mits to being present at the
gme and in the place charged.
i testimony to that effect is
aroborated by at least two-
Htnesses. .
The,. aggrieved, Mr. K.R.
adieighi, fited with the Com-
sittee two documents: )
1) A copy of Tech Talk (), a
pewspaper published by the
1 Institute Information Services
and dated May 15, 1972.

72) A deposition emtitled
“Further on the May 12-13
| ROTC Occupation.™ -
he aggrieved’s deposition states
in part) that “The resume {of
den ROTC occupation] con-
ained in the lead article ‘ROTC
itin Ended’ in the special edi-
on of Teeh Talk Vol 16, No.
5, May 15, 1972, is, to my
nowledge and with one excep-
ion, an accurate overview of
rents which took place. (The
§§ae inaccuracy appears on page
iree under the sub-head ‘Cfiice
ake-over.” That is — the door
hich was burst open was that
Eading from the- corridor to
woom 20E-122, not to Room

0E-120 as stated.)”

i The first two paragraphs of
ne resume submitted in evi-
ence by the aggrieved are:

Ar overnight occupation
of ROTC offices and e hall-
| way in Building 20 of MIT,
begur at approximately 2 pm
Fridgy, May 12, after an anti-
'\ war rally in front of the MIT
Student Center, was ended
volunzarily by a group of
. gbout 60 voung people, many
of them students, at 11:20
- am Saturday morning, May
13,

During the incident, the
building was secured by MIT
adniinistrators and campus
police, who were present in
- the building at all times dur-
- ing the occupation. The de-
 monstrators, dfter voiing to
- end their cecupation and join

i

@ lerge anti-war vally planvedy

~ for later in the day in Boston,
- Swept the hallway and of-
~ fices, tidied the premises and|
 left the building in reasonadly
- §ood order. Although [iles

had Been .opened, they ap-
- peared not to have been disar-

fanged. Damage to the build-

ing was minimal, ,

We find that the accused was
iTesent without right in the
lace and at the time alleged by
he aggrieved. :

. The Validity of the Charge

The so.called Rogers Report
f Decernber 1969 strongly im-
lies that an individual’s mere
Participation in an “obstructive
iction” should not be consid-
el grounds for disciplinary
iClion” should not be- consider-
d géounds for disciplinary ac-
Hnf2) we agree with those

Mémbers of the Rogers Panel
who

o2 . articvlated that view.
:2;2 specific actions and mnot

membership in a2 group

B0, 25 2" group, is alleged to
¥ viclated the mores of the
Bhitute community.

&Gi}fﬂ!& this, our belief,” we
Biined the present case very

“nefully to determine whether

i seized upon the trespass charge

 less severe than those wusually

. accused

.identical charge of “presence”

"a group, and that each of the

-altogether or whether milder

the charge against the accused is
in fact a charge of mere member-
ship in the group that obstructed
the ROTC building and is there-
fore insufficient, or whether he
is charged with a specific individ-
uval act giving rise to a justifica-
tion for disciplinary action.

It has been argued among us

that the issue is clouded by two|

facts: First, the very charge of
“presence” has, in this instance,
about it a connotation of mem-
bership in a group that was
present at a certain place and on

a certain occasion. It may there-}

fore appear that the aggrieved

38 a mere device to circumvent
the necessity of charging the
with mere “member-
ship.” This interpretation is bui-
tressed by the second fact,
narnely that 27 other individuals
are brought before us on- the

identically worded. If would
therefore appear that the very
uniformity of the charges against
a plurality of individuals defines

many accused is in fact charged
with mere participation in the
activities of that group. Shouild
that be so, then our interpreta-
tion of the Rogers Report would
demand of wus that we dismiss
the case before us on the
grounds of an
brought charge.

improperly -

We reject that line of argu-
ment on fhe following grounds: '

There exists no gquestion in:
our minds that the Institute,,
threugh its officers, has under:
certain circumstances the legal.
and moral right t{o declare cer-'
iain physical areas of the campus
as .interdicted to unauthorized-

persons under penalty of dis-.

ciplinary action. We do not noew
comment on the wisdom of the
Institute’s use of this right in the
matter before us. We assert our:
belief, however, that the Insti-.
tute acied Iegally and well with-
in its power to act in this matter.
Once the trespass declaration has’
been read to an assembly, each’
member of the assembly is free:
to disassociate himself from it.
by leaving the interdicted area.,
Those individuals who remain in
the area finally constituie a
group that rhey, not the Insti-

ifute Administration, have im-1{

plicitly defined. The trespass
charge that falls on each indi-
vidual member of that group is
necessarily an implicit charge
that each such individual is a
member of the offending group.
But that is noi the offense with'
which he is chasged, He is ac
cused of having performed an|
individual act of trespass. Werel
that not so, trespass could no!
ionger be byought as a chargablel
offense where the action alleged
to be trespassing involved more
than one individual. F
We find the charge brought
against the accused to have been
validly brought and substantia-
ted. - ’ ‘
3. Extenuating Circumstances -
In ordinazy criminal cases a
defendant is sometimes found to
have committed the act of which
he is accused but, because of
extenuating circumsiances sur-
rounding his act, found not
guilty or found guilty to a
degree less than implied by the
charge. If found not guilty, he is,
of course, discharged by the
court without sanction. If ex-
ienuating circumstances merit it,
he may be sebjected o penalties

associated with the original
charge. It therefore behooves us
to search carefully for extenu-
ating circumstances in the case
presently before us in order that
we may determine whether, even
though the accused commitied
the act with which he is charged,
his- case -ought to be dismissed

penalties than usual should be wrote in a zeceni letier to his'
applied to him in the present |-

instance. Imdeed, we conduct)
this search not only in the ser-
vice of our own sense of justicef
but in-obedience to the com-
mend given us by the Rogers:
Report (p. 10): _ !
.. . IR exercising izs right and |
obligetion to defend its
operations, the wniversiiy has
an obligation o consider the '
context in which eech chal-'
lenge to iis operations occurs,
and to comsider the comtent:
of any dissent which is associ-
eted with such ¢ challenge.
This context can include eir-
cumstances in the surround-
ing sociezy . .,
Because the case before us is.
poiitical in mature, the “*circum-

stances in the surrounding soci-

ety that are relevant to it are

necessarily also political. Indeed,
we believe
which brought the accused

before the Committee can be

understood only in the context

of the continuing American par-

ticipation in the Indochina war
and, more specifically, in the

context established by President

Nixon’s Mav 8th speech and by .
the military actions he then an-
nounced, '

Mr. Nixon said that night that
he elected to take “decisive
military action to end the war.”.
The actions he announced were,

: the mining of North Vietnamese

poits and the initiation of an
even more savage bombing cam-
paign against Vietnam: than that

. which he had been carrying on

for over three years. He took his
decision without-the advice, let
alone consent, of the people’s
elected representatives. In so set-
ting himself above and against
constitutional procedures and in
thus immunizing himself against
these resiraints, it might be said
that he virtually defiea those
who disagree with him to them-
selves -seek ways to inhibit his

.actions outside of the normal

political process. As if {o flaunt
his immunity even from reason.
itself 'and at the same time to
taunt his opponents, he said that
“Threughout the war in Viet-.
nam, the United States has exer-
cised a resiraint unprecedented
in the annals of war.” This in
face of the fact that j

Between 1965 and 1972, the:

United States hes expended

over 13 million tons of ord-.

nance, created over
23,000,000 bomb creters,
and dropped over

160,000,800 pounds
cides which have d
an estimated 5,000,
of crop and forest 1
cording to the Sem
commiitee on Refus
United States bears te g
responsibility for the creation.
.of over 6,000,000 refugees in,
South Vietnam (end 2.7
million more in Laos and
Cambodia), the death of
325,000 civiligns, the maim--
ing of 700,000 more, and.
generating 700,000 or-
ham.ﬁ"’ > i
n attempting to evaluate the
effect of the President’s speech!
on the accused, it might be.
juxtaposed with the foliowing!
rvemarks of Senator Gaylord'
Nelson of Wisconsin: |
There is nothing in the his-|
tory of warfare to compare)
with (what we have done in;
Indochina). A ‘scorched,
earth’ policy has been a tactic
ef warfare throughout his-
tory, but never before has a
land been so massively altered;
and muitilated that vast areas
can never be used again or
evenn inhabited by man or
animal .. .(4)
Congressman

cussed the plight of those inthe
mnosition of the accused when he

that the actions

-constituents: oo
In talking and prayving with
all of the groups that I en-
countered in the past iwo,

weeks after the Mgy 8 address
of the Pregident:, F became
more and more awave ¢f the
incredible situation in which;
the American people find
themselves. .. I am fully
aware of the intense frusira-
tion which almost everyone
in the peace movement row
experiences in an intensified
Jorm. In all probability that
frustration will become even
more intense as the President
carries out his implemenia-
tien of ‘decisive military
action to end the war.’
Against that type of deler-
minetion only the most re-
sovrceful, heroic and persis-

tent political, moral end spiri-

tual - endeavor can possibly

sitceeed. (5)

We ©believe Congressman
Drinan has accurately described
the moral and spiritual context
in which the accused, finding
himself in an “incredible situ-
ation,” acted. We recognize
further that the accused, as a
member of the MIT community
and searching for a means appro-
priate’ to express and -demon-
strate his -outrage over the
American conduct of the Indo-
china war, took into considera-
tion the increasingly techno-
logical nature of that war. The
Institute’s role in developing the
technology of death currently
being applied in Asia is very
large, perhaps decisive. Its role in
training the tschnologists who
apply it and who teach others to
apply it is surely non-negligible

.as well. The ROTC on campus,

especially the "Air Force ROTC,
is -this very day engaged in
nothing else buf the training of
young technolegists to officer
the American military.

Regardless of how we may
feel about the role of ROTC asa
recruiting ground for ‘““civilian
officers” for the military and of
the rele of such officers to act as
a “civilizing” influence on an
otherwise professional military
establishment, we must conclude
that, under the circumstances
regnant in the case before us, the
Institute’s ROTC presented a
singularly legitimate svmbolic
target for a demonstration
which, again under the circuin-
stances, was itself legitimate to
the point of being a moral neces-
sity.

Still, we would find great
difficulty in appealing to the
above argument as justification
of every possible demonstration
with ROTC as its target. We look
with special folerance upom a

demonstration that exhibits a2 °

very high degree of restraini. By
President Nixon’s definition of
“restraint™ as manifested in his
speech, our opinion could be
constred to mean that we
would tolerate the burning of
the ROTC building and the mur-
der of all ifs occupants. We

therefore hasten to add that our -

B

-standards are higher. We note
.that the demonstraiors caused
only “minimal damage™ to prop-
erty and certainly no injury to
persons. Furthermore, the {ime
of the demonstration was such
that the normal work routine of
the Institute was hardly inter-
upied. .

We weigh very heavily, almost
decisively, given the circum-
stances already discussed, the
fact that nothing the accused, or
-any other demonstrator brought
-before us in connection with the
events of May 12 and 13, is
charged with interfered im any
way with the free exchange of
ideas, with learning, teaching, or
with the pursuit of scholarship
at the Inslitute.

We therefore find ihe cir-
_cumstances under which the ac-
cused acted as charged to so
mitigate the charge against him
as to justify not imposing any
punishment on him.

4. The Administration’s Role

We recognize the enormous
burden of responsibility on the
shoulders of the Institute’s ad-
ministrators on the scene of any
campus demonstration. They
must always entertain the possi-
bility that an ‘“‘action” will es-
calate in intensity and may cul-
minate ifi viclence. Should they
fail to avail themselves of pacific
measures designed fo ensure a
peaceful resolution of an on-
going conflict and should that
conflict then result in disaster,
the burden of self-incrimination
they would subsequently have o
bear could well be intolerably
heavy. Surely their safest course
is to apply pacific measures,
such as reading a trespass decla-
ration, under even the least
threatening circumstances. They
cannot know what would hap-
pen o¢therwise and neither can
we know that.

Notwithstanding our deep
understanding of and sympathy
for the difficult position of
administrators, we, in order to
fully and fairly discharge our
responsibility to adjudicaie the
case before us, must examine
their actions no less deeply than
those of the accused.

We believe that the adminis-
trators approached the demon-
stration of May 12 mainly with
‘the purpose of terminating it.
They thus foreclosed from its
very beginning the possibility
that it develop inio an educa-
tional event. The action was thus
transformed into a demonsir-
ation of administrative authority
on the one hand, and of the
defiance of that authority on the
other hand. Given that situation,
no one could hear another’s
plea. We were saddened, for
example, to note that the very
lengthy official account of the
demonstration that appeared in
Tech Talk (6) did not list the
demonstrator's demands. Ad-
.ministrators on the scene were
busy writing names, not ex-
- changing ideas.

Another consequence of the
transformation of the demon-

(Plegse turn ta page 6}
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By Lee Giguere
t  Today, The Tech is publishing a docu-
‘ment which is perhaps the most amazing
piece of work to emerge from an Institote
committee in recent years — it contains
no plans for “creative renewal in a time

. of ¢risis,” ne highly-touted educational or
administrative innovations, but rather
tries to describe what appears to have
been a complex and difficult process of
decision. And it is for this, its revealing
account of how the decision was reached,
its forthright discussion of motives and

- aftitudes, that the opinion rendered by
Professor of Electrical Engineering Joseph
Weizenbaum is to be lauded.

While for the immediate case at hand
the contents of the statement may be of
the utmost importance, it is its style and
character that could well have the most
lasting effects on the judicial process at
MIT. For while in the yeass to come the
precedents set in this opinion may be
overturned, the arguments invalidated by
changes mthe Institute’s social structure,
the form of the document, a detailed
explanation of the reasons behmd a deci-
sion, should %hever become outdated. And
it is this form of activity, the responsi-
bility of every member of the “academic
community’ to attempt to offer a ratio-

nal explanation of his decisions, that we .

musi act to encourage and if need be,
defend.

The opinion raises a number of ques-
tions about the judicial process at MIT -
questions about what is and what is not
an offense, about what sort of “charges™
may be validly considered and about the
right of the commitiee to examine the
full context in which an alleged offense
occurred - as well as a number of equally
interesting gusstions about the action in
question, the occupation of the ROTC
offices at MIT, and political protest in the
university context in general — questions
about what is and what is not ‘‘legi-
timate” protest, about what are valid
targets, about the relationship of the

university to the iarger society in which it
finds itself and about the relationship
between academic freedom and protest.
Some of these questions are never taken
up fully in the opinion, others are given
careful and detailed consideration. How-
ever, in any discussion of the meaning of

By Paut Schindler
These are somewhat troubled times at
MIT and it is difficult to remain dispas-
‘sionate when discussing the academic fate
and future of as many students as are
now before the Discipline Committee.

Bui it is vital that certain mattiess of
fact be cleared up, to allow everyone a
‘better understanding of just what is going
.on here.

| Take the entire issne at hand; some say
‘it is Institute properiy righis, or MIT’s
ability to further the US war effort, or
the student right to protest. It is most
emphatically not any of these,

The sole issue at hand, at least.as far as
MIT is concerned, is the questicn of a
student’s right to use coercion to express
his opinion. The only available mecha-
nism for deciding whether a student has
used excessive coercion is the Discipline
Commiitee,

No matter what else may be said about
the ROTC occupation, it is undenizble
that the intent of the occupation was to
make the offices unusable by the normal
occupants, and that is coercion, plmn and
simple.

fthe document, it is its form, and not its
content, that must predominate.

The central question raised here is:
“What sort of judicial system is MIT o
‘have?” The answer, implicit in-the very
jexistence of this complex document, is
ithat the Institute should have a rationai,
ipublically accountable judicial procedure.

in Loco Parentis
It would not be possible to give a full

‘account of the development of the jud&}-'
cial system at MIT at this time — that

would require, in all likelihood, several
years of detailed research. Howevez, there
are several strands that are gpite clear in
the recent development of MIT’s disci-
plinary procedures.

Until quile recently, it appeass that
MIT’s discipline sysiem was based on the
concept of in loco parentis. the faculiy,
through the Discipline Committes, acted
in the role of the wise and loving parent,
meting out punishment when it was
‘necessary, but only in the best interests
of both the Institute and the individual.
At least that is the impression to be
gathered from the ‘‘aocrmal” way the
Discipline Committee is supposed to op-
grate. Meeting behind closed docers, the
Committee appears to have operated un-
der z set of informal and largely unwrit-
ten rules, although a set of procedures has
evolved, (There was never, until recent
yvears, any sort of “codified” set of rights
and responsibilities to guide the would-be
offender — instead, the system seemed to
have operated on thé basis of tacit under-
standings - with the exception of explicii
canons concerning cheating.) .

In the past, secrecy was maintained to
protect, .as it were, boih the guilty and
the ‘innccent. What went on during the
Committee’s hearings was considered a
private affair, In fact, this is still the
‘practice in “non-poiitical’” cases. When
the system wozked well, no one, by
design, would ever know about it.

However, when. it failed, it failed
spectaculasly, '

Disciplining dissent
A little less than three years ago, when
‘UAP and RLSDS-member Mike Albert
1’70, was charged with being present at a
'demonstration where violence occuired,

ROTC's sights

What about the question of ROTC’s
right to be on campus at ail? Shouldn’t
they be tried for “murder” before the
occupiers are tried for “presence without
right?” Indeed, if “murder” is the word,
‘then they should be. They have.

Before anyone but this vear’s seniors
.were here, but ceriainly at a time when
‘nearly everyone at the Institute conceded
‘the vile mnature of the Vietnam war,
'"ROTC was “tried,” by students and
‘faculty alike, in a series of public hearings
1wlnch were well reported in The Tech
ldtmnu April and May of 196%. The
iculmination of ail this was a faculty
‘meeting on May 14, 1969.

According to pecople who were there,
‘the meeting was unusually well atiended
«(several hundred people were there) and
;the final vote was about four tc one in
‘favor of retaining ROTC. The faculty did

vince a great deal of concern about such
.things as who should hold the title of
‘professor, and the standards for courses
which would receive Instituiz credit. But
they evinced almost no concern ai all
about the actual presence of ROTC on
lcampus. Indeed, according to one Facuity

, (Plegse turn to page 5)

the system faced its first major crisis.
Albert, and many of those who have since
followed him, were not simply violators
of a generally agreed upon norm; they
sought to challenge the very legitimacy of
the MIT adminisiration to run this insti-
tution as it did. Their challenged extend-
ed nof only 1o research policy but'i{o
internal governance as well — they de-
nied, many of them, the validity of the
charges that brought them befoze the
Discipline Comsnittee. Albert’s refusal to
offer the committee the sort of “respect”
it feli it deserved from accused students
ultimately led to his expulsion.

But the seeds for the gradual decline
of the Discipline Commitiee’s supporting
concensus i5 to be found not with Mike
Albert but within the very administration
he chalienged. When the Institute decided .
to abandon the concept of ir loco paren-
tis it implicitly abandoned the basis for
the kind of disciplinary process that it
then supported. {it should be noted that
at one time, the disciplining of studenis
was considered the respomsibility of stu-

;dents themselves — the role of the Facul-
ity Cominitiee on Discipline was apparent—
[ty targely supervisory.)

- In the judicial process, as in so many
¢ther sectors of the Institute, the move
from the concept of the university stu-
dent as 2 minor (in the legal sense a
person not “competent” {o commit sexi-
ous crimes) to a full parinér in the
inteltectual enterprise, from the belief in
the concept of community to acceptance
of the reality of the university as a social
system, was never complete. As a zesult,
while the “‘charges” brought against indi-
viduals took on a more and more formal
tone, as their justification came more and
more to rest on statemenis of rights and
responsibilities, as pressure mounted for a
more formal and well-delineated judicial
system, the Commiitee continued to act
in iis uwsual, informal manner. Hearings
continued to remain closed, except under
pressure from “defendanis’; decisions

public justification.
internal consistency.

A new logic?
What is needed now at MIT is 2 new

internal logic. The concept of the faculiy

acting in loco parentis with unlimited

“ipower over the student body is one that
Js nowhere acceptable — neither faculty
‘nor students, it would seem, desiresuch a

system. Rather than a sort of limited and

seldomn required accountability to the

facuity, the new system should be based
on public accountability.

Authority within a seciety of sup- i
posedly intelligent men must come to [

rest, not on the ability of one group,
through the use of the brute force at its
disposal, to intimidate the rest, but on
the ability of those with authority to
explain, to the satisfaction of reasonable
men, their decisions. The opinion printed
in todayv’s The Tech is just such an effort.
Complex issues need not be hidden be-

hind the prose of consensus. -

The issue bere is indeed the question

of the right of 2 few to impose their [

morality on others. At its base, that is the
guestion posed by the ROTC occupation:

lit is the occupiers, claiming a greater right
in the context of a society that encom- &

passes MIT,; and it is the administrative
structure of MIT, claiming its.right to
define the nature of the MIT “communi-
ty-!‘}

The new logic towards which MIT
must move is this: if the administration is
to claim that “law’ governs MIT, it must

not shrink back when the working out of
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law proves distasteful. For whatever rea.
sons, the opinion issued by a majority of
the Discipline Cominittee has never beep
officially released. Its publication here
only pariially rectifies that error. If the
rule of law is to govern this society, then .
it must apply to evervone eguaily. The
tule of law implies that the law is made
public, and precedent — the resulf of past
decisions — is certainly part of theé law,
There is no reason that the work of this
committee, a regular and standing com-
mittee, should be acorded any less impor-
tance than the work of fwo other com-
mittees — the Rogers Panel ofr the
November Actions and the Searls Work-
ing Group on fthe Juditial System — that
were nothing more than specially ap-
pointed committees. The work of the
jatter two groups has been published and
is considered, by the administration at
Yeast, as part of MIT’s common law; why !
can’t this work of the furst, the Commit-
tee on Discipline, also be added to the
[ public record of MIT’s “commeon law,”

1 ey

The Superior Court Appeais irials of
the 18 students, one employee, and
' lone alumnus who were convicted for
trespass as a result of last May’s ROTC
sit-in are being heid in Lowell The
first group of six defendants will ap-
pear Tuesday, October 17; busses will
leave from 77 Mass. Ave. for Lowell
that morning at 9 am. For more
information about the frial or trams-
portation, -visit the SDS booth in
Building 190.

: i " Continsous News Service
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were considered secret and not reguiring |5

judicial system, one with a new sort of
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«Frem Tech’s of 9f26 and 9729, and
gsperience [ put fardend thres theses

(1) Aernstive  mweans of changing
MiT's war complicity are largely ineffec
“tive due to the admminstration’s power.

{2} The MIT administration concem
trates on the violated-rights paragraph of
the Rogers FPamel repori, ipnoring the
sdministration’s responsibility to {(a) in-
volve the comnunity in decisions; .(b)
gefine the goals and means to them that.
MIT uses; (c) re-examine homestly amy
policy challenged by protest; (d} provids
an atmosphere [for] the fiee extchange of
ideas; ey respond openly to dissent; and
(f) restrain violation of protestors’ righis
The MIT administration cannot enforce
the ganel’s strictuzes without fulfilling ite
conditions, including the six cited.

{3) The Discipline Commiitee’s with
hoiding of duly earned degrees, anid Prof.
Myers' association with keeping ROTC ox
campus, indicate bias. Myers should not
'participate in these cases, since he was g
member of the ROTC Study Commiitee
which served to preserve ROTC at MiT in
= the face of facuity moves to drop it.
- : Myers' remarks also show bias.

9” What are the ziternstive means of
protest against war research? To guote
‘. the Rogers Panel — appointed entu‘ely by
¢ Howard Johnson, contravening the “‘nor
i mal” procedure of naming student mem:
bers — appropriate means of protesi
- include:
% (1) *“Organizing and jmmmg groups’
 The existence of anti-war groups has
e gidently mot stopped MIT war research
+ nor curtailed it.
i (2)*°. .. conducting meetings” Again
| minimal effect.
g (3) “Petitioning. ..”” Of five cases
= where 60 to 70% of from 1000 to 160(
%istudents voting petitioned MIT to (3]
5stop MIRV research (b) reinsiate Mike
e: Albert, declaring his expulsion void (¢}
%nat try occupiers in court {d} not try
: people already tried in court before the
and (e} provide

o discipline committee,

more rights to disciplinary defendants,)

(Continued from page 4),

Eﬁmember who was here at the time, the
ﬁ agument that carried the day was that
?@ : ROTC wzs a “humanizing” influence on
:the armed forces, providing them with
college trained officers who had been
tXposed to something more broademng
%than military life.

gf The decision, then, was made by the
ﬁenure faculty of the Institwie {or at least
by those several hundred who cared
a@ ¢nough to show up and vote} and not by
}’ ‘any handful of adminisirators. -

Discipline legitimacy

Then too, there is the question of the
Discipline Committee’s legitimacy. This
might most easily be determined by
¥amining its nature and powers.

The Discipline Committee does nci
tind alone, It should be considered in
“conjunction with the facuity Comimnittee]
*011 Admissions and Financial Aid and the’
ﬁ Committes on Academic Performance. st

<MIT, the faculty is cherged with determi-
fa“ﬂhon of who should be let in (admis-

,mons policy and financial aid policy),
iwho should be let out {the CAP makes
rcommendations about who should grad-
Lﬂdte based on student academic perfor-
< Mance) and who should be asked to leave
ibEfore graduation.

: To ask for a jury of peers in a
?DISCiphne Committee hearing is to ask
1the faculty to give up ome of their basic
\Tights at this or any other institution; the

tf
.:.
4

;

iMudent body. In point of fact, the
| Uiscipline Committee is and should be a
faculty committee, albeit one which has
Wrse!y decided to include students, for
¢ insight which they can provide s’
!st motivation, pressures, and prob-’
afmchng smdems
3 deed, /xs the same committes’
éu‘“ listens to4bs cases of chesters and

Foie. of war. comg,ah}‘

arint: “$Culliton:] -
s lots of works B¢ 80 tosts {sic] of | .
at MIF " Thatls, 1t's 0K to protest’

B cﬁgs - Bawe s&m -Bav

- police; R@@wﬂ@mai

(poisidis ﬁ%‘ﬂw} Joh
wlevaiit to currest é:m@immy hearings: - :

Vlight to determine the nature of the -

‘a%mmﬁg the presen'é
tee, ‘not omnaf these
14 “MadeHiss, pic

effoets: -« o
{2} Hewm@@x Acti
Wﬁs‘t war. yesgarchs %ﬁ@ﬁé&m beate

te publish on ch seéfm

.“d.vestma,” Etzaper Labs under an all Het
‘board - of directors. War _tesearch kel
7ight on.: T
(h) S,éQC marchies agamsf: D—Laﬁ%
Johnson seis up a comsaittes. It rece@:w
mends ceaverting labs to peaceful Fe-
segrch, No -‘such conversion accom-
plished. War research Oes Of.
" {c) Mareh on war sescarch review com-
saitiee {SCSL) to protest lack of promis-
ed information on contracts: Committec

refuses to release any information on

proposed contracts; later, news on new
weapons contracts s dropped from ad
rinistraticn newspaper.

{d) Protest march against wage discri-
mination against three faculiy club em-
ployees: Trespass charges threatened. Dis-
ciplinary hearings are held for black
students; Siouffer's takes over E”acu]ty
Ciub; wages are raised. Note the issue
here is et war research.

Cleariy, marches do aot work.

S0, Rogers-approved protest has 2 mi-
nimal effect. Likewise, other protest has
little effect. But when other means fail, it
is reasonable to take militant action. If
war research is to end, it appears that
militant action wili be required, due to
MIT’s intzansigence.

What azbout MIT's oblizations under
the Rogers Panel report. Reading the gist
of the report [The Tech, Sept. 29, page
five], we see that there is a long state-
ment of principles preceding the part that
prohibits “violation of rights.” To quote
from this statement:

“First, it is desirable that every mem-
ber of the university participate, in some
form. .. in the decision making proce-
dures of IMIT]” (my emphasis). In war
research, Howard Johnson and the Cox-
poration made the divestment policy. No
one but the Provost, President, and oceca-
sionpally the Corporation must approve
war contracts to commit MIT to carry

ouf war research. There iIs no student
input, no employee input, litfle faculty

petty thieves, but in light of ifs basic

function and purpose, it is probably most -
appropriate that it also hear these politi-.

cal cases 100. The sole funciion of the
Discipline Commiitee is to determine the
accuracy of the allegations about a siu-
dent’s actions which it hears, and then to
decide whether someone who acts like
that should be allowed to coniinue as a
student of MIT. That’s it, that is all it can
or should do.

Since that is the committee’s charge, it
desezves its wide discretion and informal
procedure, Its chairman, Professor
Charles Myers, is well within his responsi-
bilities when he allows any testimony
which bears on the behavior patierns of
an individual. Behavior and degrees of
guilt are what the committee is there to
determine. Endeed, it is impossible tc be
moze or less “present. without right,”” but
it is very possible to act more or lessin a
way which should exclide one from
future membership in the MIT communi-

ty. !

Since the purpose of the committee is
to determine membership in the com-
munity based on past behaviocr, it is
legitimale for it to consider all past
behavior, not just the immediate past
behavior which is under consideration at
this time. Thus, testimony about a defen-
dant’s conditions of readmission is rele-
vaut, even if administrative error vesulted
in ne written notice of probation.

The committee, by action of the facul-

‘ ty, really is the final arbiter on communi-

ty iores, in cooperation with the pres:
dent of the university, who makes the
final decision in cases where the most
drastic availzble punishment, expulsion, is
decided, _

" And it should be made clear that there
rezily is only a small, restricted range of
punishments which can be meted out.
The student car be admonished, put on

 more 3Waﬂt (as s&ww@ %y m@ %%ﬁ}

drastic case,

then alff “other rescarch gnd tewching?
from wvagee “service to socwtg" bro-
rouncements, MIiT has not made this
clear. . Likewise for RQTC on-Campus
rmhtaxy training,

“Third” Rogers continues, MIT in
defendmg r&s activities "“has an obligation

to comsider the comtext [ofl each chal-

lenge, and the content of an [asseciated ]
dissent. .. This comtext [includes] ciz-
cumstances in. .. society, grievasces of
individuals {e.g. failure fo get their views
responded to, I notel... {and] acts by
particular members of the community.”
The Discipline Committee has in the past
igrored context of dissent, grievances
against- MIT by defendanis, and acts of
the administration which rule out alterna-
tives to protest. For example, the admini-
stration did not respond to the General
Assembly’s request to reinstate Mike Al
bert. Then protestors seized Jehnson’s
office over the same issue. Petiticns and
formal student government resolutions
had had no effect on the administration.
By not responding to “normal” protest,
MIT asked for further protest.

Rogers also says that “in response to
such a challenge [protest]” the university
would do well to include a searching
re-examination of the policies and op-
erations that have been the object of
dissent.” In the disciplinary charges and
cases brought by the MIT administration,
to my knowledge MIT has never included
any examination of MIT’s ROTC policy,
war research policy, or disciplinary poli-
cy. They do not “do well” — inmstead,
they do anything we can’t stop t‘lem
from doing!

“IMIT] must provide an atmosphere
in whick free and open exchange of ideas

. - is encouraged,” says Rogers. Admini-
stration secrecy contravemnes this spirit on
issues of what MIiT shouid do. For exam-
ple, when the Corporation Executive
Committee ruled in 1970 that MIT wouid
support GM in a proxy fight, Howard
Johnson refused to discuss the rezsons for

probation, or be recommended to the
President for expulsion. Even in the most
there is never any time
constraint placed on how long the stu-
dent must stay cut, and it has rarely been
the case that a student expelled for
political activities has not been allowed
readmission {certainly, no radical has ever
been more unpopular with the adminis-
tration than Mike Albert, who was re-ad-
mitted and quietly finished his degr=e).

Trial and hearing
There are iwo major rationales behind

" MIT’s decision to go both to court and te

internal hearings. First, when the trespass
warming was given, the administration did
not really know how many of the people
inside were students; they sather suspect-
ed it to be -2 minority. When it came
time to make good the threat of frespass
action, they felt they had to follow
through, to establish their credibility.
Secondly, many of the same people in-
volved in the ROTC action have been
involved time and again throughout the
spring, according to a top administrator,
in similar actions; the use of coercion to
express their opinion. “There comes a
point when you have to' draw the line,”
according tc this source, “and we drew it
at a building occupation.”

Most administration sources, obvicus-
Iy, feel that the question of double
jeopardy is a red herring. They base this
both on legal opinion, which they obtain-
ed during the occupation of the Presi-
dent’s office, and the concept of the
types of “‘punishment™ involved in the
two proceedings. “1 just cannot see where
it is two trials for the same offense if one
is a criminal trial involving a fine or jail

sentence, and the other is an intermal .

proceeding involving a maximum punish-
ment or nonpermanent expulsion,”
opinegone facv!’y member..

%é‘ft—wmg actmt&m

Chomsky - told tE;u &iﬁ

(SAC), that it was mﬁ&k te &u%é :
anti-war meetings at MET because right-
wing studenis would bresk them up.
Campus police and adneinistraters did not
intervene, he seid, so the meetings had to
be moved off campus. :

More recently, I saw anti-Castro Cu-
bans disrupt a2 semimar on Cuba while
campus police and deanms presemt, did:
nothing. ! also saw Zionists disrupt a
teach-in on Palestinian Arabs” plight, in
the presence of deans. The Deans did
nothing, All this in 1971.

“At the same time [MIT defends its
operations]. . .”” Rogers states, “It has . . .
the responsibility to respond clearly and
openly to dissent.” MIT’s response has
been clear, all right: Fuck dissent!, ustal-
iy phrased as “We cannot tolerate such
actions.” If MIT cannot tolerate these
actions, it can certainly tclerate inaction.
Judicial reform that would replace the
Discipline Committee has beem swept
under the tug. That’s a clear response to
dissent about discipline. Non-militant
ROTC protesis produced no ROTC re-
view since 1969. That’s inaction, but a
clear response.

Finally, Rogers says MIT must protect
the rights of members of its community.
As shown above, leftists’ right not to be
disrupted is violated in the presence of
MIT officials who do nothing to protect
these people’s rights.

Finally, the Discipline Comimittee has,
we are told, withheld earned degrees
pending hearings. This was not done to
1970 defendants. Academics and disci-
pline were kept separate when Louis
Kampf got tenure while under threat of
administration charges.

Why the change of procedure? Why
pressure defendants to early trial (waiving
defendants’ right to 10 days to prepare a
defense)? The Discipline Committee has
ne statutory authority to withhold de-
grees anyway! That it did so, and the
administration cooperated, shows bias
against current defendants.

Prof. C.A. Myers, Discipline Commit-
tee Chairman, served on a committee to
revise ROTC. He is thus in part respoen-
sible for ROTC’s existence now at MIT,
and not unbiased in judging anti-ROTC
protest. He should not judge these cases
nor participate in them.

in the light of above evidence that the
MIT Administration f{rusirates protest
legitimized by the Rogers Panel, and
igrores MIT’s responsibilities under the
Rogers Panel Report, Myers’ citing the
Rogers Panel as an alternative to protest
shows failure to consider context — a
bias. His alleged comment “We're still
waiting fto hear why you were in the
ROTC building” during a statement that
there was no other effective way to end
military projects such as ROTC, shows
the same failure to consider context.

Dean Sorenson, who [ saw state that
Tom Goreaw’s “writing a resclution to
reinstate Mike Alberi... and being pre-
sent at disciplinary hearings™ was evi-
dence that Goreau {(a Thursday reporter)
was present without right in HoJo’s office
even though Goreau had a Dean’s Office
press pass, is up for being on the commit-
tee. Sorenson is biased against protest, or
he wouldn't say that Goreau’s involve-
ment in student protest or presence at
hearings, was enough to invalidate
Goreaw’s press pass. The Dean for Stu-
dent Affairs post is for the Dean anyway.
Not for Associate Deans. Possibly higher
Administrators fear Dean Eisenberg may
vote to acquit the defendents, so they
want Sorenson instead fo judge.

Add Dean Sorenson and there
are eight votes the administration can
count on for conviction. 84, But put on
Dean Eisenberg. Now 7-5 is possible. One
faculty “‘defection’” and a 6-6 tie can
happen. On ties the defendant goes free.
Disqualify Myers and again chances for
acquittal go up. So acquittals are possible
in these hearings.

Possible justice. Probable injustice.
That's the whole story of MIT political
discipline
Wells Eddleman 71
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+ {Continued from page 3)
siration into a test of administra-
tive authority is that it counter-

therapeutically limited .the
degrees of freedom available to
the Administration. It requized
Vice President Simonides, to cite
an example developed before us
by his testimony, to urge one
demonstrator {o leave the inter-

dicted premises on pain of dis-
ciplinary action, even though.

that demonstrator was playing a
conciliatory and calming role.
Mr. Simonides himself testiffed
that it never cccurred to him fo
ask that particular young man to
stay rather than to attempt to
expell him undez threat.(7)
Finally we were very troubled
by the fazet that the charges
against the accused were identi-
cal to those brought against a
large number of other individu-
als. We wrestled at length with
the thought that, while an in-
dividual is brought before us on

a trespass charge, we might, in’

the course of gur inguiry, dis-
cover circumstances surrounding
that individuals case which may
tend {c increase the seriousness
of his offense in our eyes. We
might then feel that penalties
‘inoze severe than those associ-
ated with irespass may legiti-
mately be applied. The validity
of our concern in this conmec-
tion was confirmed by the state-
ment contained in the ap
grieved’s deposition:

In fiting these charges, we

have not attempted fo dis-

criminate as -to ifie degree of
the accused’s involvement.

Rather than aitempling fo

exercise this form of judicial

review, we have filed charges
against all of those unagutho-
rized persons whom we were
eble to identify as being
present at the lime frespass
was declared (3:35 pm, May
£2) and beyond. The ag
grieved leaves to the Disci-
pline Committee agnd the
courts the determination of
the range of judgements perti-
reent {0 the range of actions

{emphasis added} of the in-

dividuals charged. (8}

This appears tc us {o create a
situation in which an area inter-
~ dicted by the reading of a ires-
pass -declaration becomes a judi-
¢ial free-fire zone. Any individy-
al who can be shown to have
been in the area becomes subject
to a searching judicial examina-
tion of his entire conduct while
there. He may then find himself,
though formaliy charged with
only irespass, effectively being
tried and comvicted for aquite
other offenses. He will certaindy
then have been denied the ele-
mentary right of hearing the
charges against him before being
brought fo trial. In this we can-
not cooperate. Note that we do
not assert that the charge of
trespass is vague. It is Quite

specific. We note oniv thai if the "~
aggrieved feels the accused to

have violated the mores-of the

Institute commmanity - ‘beyond '

merely trespassing on interdicted

zround, he should have so ¢harg-.

ed and we wonid have adgudwa‘b
ed accordingly. '
.5, This Decision as Precedem

A superficial reading of our-

decision and of ot opinion may.

‘mislead the reader to believe
that we have eliminated trespass
‘as a chargeable offense. We have

not done s¢. To the contrary, we -

have set aside doubt surrounding
the validity of that charge, 2
doubt cast on it when it is
applied to many members of 2
group engaged in a unified
action. We have, however, found
that the charge of trespass must
be adjudicated, as must all
charges, in the light of the con-
text in which the offending act
is alleged to have been~cvasried
out. in so finding, we believe

that we have not in the slightest’

degree rendered the threat of
disciplinary action following a

declaration of inferdiction of an -
area of the Institute less credible:

than it has been hitherto. Mor

have we in any way reduced the

authority of the Instifuie Ad
ministration toc make such, or
any other, legal declaration. We
adjudicated a specific case sur-
rounded by circumstances
specific to it

We again call special attemntion
here to the fact that we do not
‘believe this case to involve any
aitack om academic f{reedom.
Hence our present decision can-
not form a precedent to 2ny case
in which 3 violation of zcadetmnic
freedom is an Important ingredi-
ent. We single out academic free-
.dom as an issuc because ires-
passing may be, under ceriain
circumstances, an attack on
academic freedom. We certainly
do rot wish to imply, nor do we
believe, that only offenses that
tend to attack academic freedom
are chargeable before the Dis-
cipline Committee. Nothing
decided here is io be interpreted
as diminishing in any way the
Rogers Repoit as one of the
bases of the Institute’s common
law.

Finally, our insistence that
individuals brought before us be
tried only for offenses which
they are actually charged with
cominitting, appears o us
merély a repair of a judicial error
that has wrongly and harmfilly
crept inio the Commitiee’s pro-
cedures. We hope that repair to
be permanent. '
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Post Seript
Readers of this document
may wonder whether or notitis
proper for judiciz! opipions and
rulings to include quotations
from the speeches of public
fisures when {hose speeches
were not in evidence in the case
being decided. Even more, is it
permissible for a judge to ex-
press personal, especially contro-
versial political, opinions in his
rulings? We cite two examples,
both taken from the New York

Times, June 20, 1972,
Justice Lewis . Powell of the

' Etias Gyfioponlos, Chairmar,

. © . case, wrote: - -
9} Report. of the Panel on the .

‘November Events and the '
MIT Community. . December

United States Suprem.e (,ourt in may be a st:mng argument
his opinion on. a recent wiretap made that the time spent, the
. efforts spent by you (the -
. Given the dzfﬁculty of defin- defendants), the action taken,’
‘ mg the domestic security would indicate that your love*;
interest, the danger of abuse " of ‘country is above that of
in actifg to protect that inter- wmost” other citizens bécause
test becomes apparent. Seng- you had the moral outrage to
tor Har¢ addressed this di- . put inte action that which
. lemime in ﬁze ﬂaor debate: you believe, If people had the
. “same sense of morality as you -
CeAs F read it — dnd this ismy  did, it would seem to ine that'-
fear — we are saying that the the war would have been over
Presgident, on his motion, along timeago. = -
could declare — neme yowr -
favorite poison — draft
- dodgers,” Black Musiims, the
- Klu Khex Klan, or civil rights
. -gctivists to be a clear and |
. present danger to the struc- -
‘ture  6r - existence of the [
Governrent.” '
United States District. Court
Judge Jehn D. Curtin of Buffalo
said in ruling on the cases of five
peace activists convicied of at-
tempting to destroy ' dg”.
records: )
... It sgems to me that there 5
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‘wozk. I remnembered the faces around me,

every ome. For grasp as we might, the
Slider had slid away, allowing no .one |
 Acess to his private fantasy world. He

lyrics, and finally it dawned on each one
_ Were stealing.

_ thinking sbout Marc Bolan as. 2
m?‘@i%@nge;npa is that he is, above ali else, 3

He was first in line. Pacing nervously,
he clutched his ticket of admission. He
was slight, his. Hawkman nose and stringy
dark hair giving him the look of-2
scaled-down Alice Cooper. Sad, sguinty
eves glowered from behind his circus
whiteface. His dress, chunky high-heeled
shoes, zqua satin trousers, shimmering
biue jacket splashed with timy
tose-colored strawberries, mirrored that
of the crowd. Tonight was dress-up night:
nec-Fifties, R. Crumboids, motorcycle
king bitches, intergalactic drag queens,
and assoried anglomorphs, franvestites,
and gambisexual sylphs mincing in the
decaying twilight, as far as the eye could
see. But somebhow, of ail the wild and
weary dudes and dudesses, he seemed o
deserve to be first, somehow he had gone
further than the lot of ’em, his threads
and whiteface proclaiming that he had
brought himself 25 an offering to the
surly Metal Guru, the terrible Rabbit
Fighier, the BoogieMan Marc Bolan. Lost
in the sea of satin jackets and silver eve
shajow, ong couldn’t help feeling ﬂ‘l.lS!
was going to be less 2 rock comncert and’
moze an andience with a godchild. - :
So I waited. The fey poupee paced and;
waited. The androgynous swarm waited,,
anxious for the moment when they.
would be hustied into the presence of thei
Mad Priest, or rather, the moment he'
would be hustled out to see-them. What
opial truths would his quivering Les Paul;
impzrt? Moments later, I was inside and;
had found my seat. On the stage, an
ouifit called the Doobie Brothers wa
busy boring my ass off, as I fixed by
blurry vision on that person E was later to
conclude was the real star of the show.
Her name was Maureen, she was a
flashiight-and-*“Can [ see your ticket™ girl.
Tait and thin, a ringer for Jennifen
O’Neill, the last time I saw her was as she
descended into the pit area with
member of the Modern Lovers. As 1
stumbled home‘_a_;';_'houx Iater, § {ried to
reconstmict just what had happened. No
sooner had Maureen disappeared than the’
Cosmic Dancer, Main Man Marc pranced!|
on stage, turmed the decibels up to
arouend Avogadro’s Number,.and began
the show. Save the two acoustic bits, all |
could remember was 45 minutes of
blazing white noise, Marc’s rasping voice
indistinguishable from his leprous guitar

taring, unicuched, Children of the
AT

Mare Bolan |
Damned 'ffiéhjtifziéto stein the crashing tide
of disappointment that touched ihem

ssshayed and preened, wiggled his bum
and stuck out his tongue, sang unfamiliar

of us, T.Rex weren't playing music; they

Marc Bolam is perhaps the psime
tocker in England today, Together with!)
h:s. minimal accompaniment, T.Rex, he's
MUt cut ome mumber) one single after)
inother, amd the level of exictement|
elicited by his personal appeasenices has
Semt  journalists scusrying to find
Synoryms for the word “hysteria” But]
the impostant thing {o consider when

a8 a spell or incantation, where economy

‘Two of the easiest spells to weave are also

1 Joe Young) and, ves, rock and voll. Thkey|

product of his own imagination. That he,
doesn’t seem to care whai he sounds like
on stage, that he seems perfectly willing -
to fart around for 45 minuies, take the
money, and rua, and that he goes so far
as to aciually warm us on his Electric'
Warrior album, the cut called “Ripoff,” ¢
all these things seemn strange in view of :
the fact that his more recent recording;
efforts have been such powerful,:
enchanting, bare-assed rock. His ability to+
manipulate even the most banal rock riff”
intoc a thing of wonder and delight s
uncanny, transcending the relative;

sieccesses of other bands who were able to F

-make something. out of nothing, whose

keynote was simplicity, bands like
Creedence Clearwater Revivial, Stoosges,.
and Sir Douglas Quintet. Marc Bolan is 2.
pop genius. Period. The disparaging,
aspect of T.Rex is their failure on stage.
it can in part be explained away by the
considerationn that before amplification .
came along, music’s primary medium was
simply people sitting there and singing:
and playing. Records, at first, were a
crude attempt to duplicate the “real,
thing ™ Recently, the situation has done
an about face, the primary medium now
being recorded music. The first band {o
realize this came from Liverpool and
there were four of them, and it’s little |
wonder they never again played together
before a live andience. Thus, with few |
exceptions, and T.Rex is not one of'
them, the on-stage performance is at best
a frvitless attempt to reproduce the
magical things done down in the studio. .
It’s technically impossible in most cases. '

But there’s more. Ultrastardom is
Marc’s own private movie, a fantasy
world he is unwilling to share with
anyone save the closest confidants. For it .
is indeed part of the uitrastar’s rcie to:
ripoff the adoring throngs that come to!
pay him homage, to be 1ich and!
outrageous and inaccessible. It is indeed |
uanfortunate, for the fantasy land thai
seems hinted at- in Marc’s music is an
intriguing one. Marc’s concept of the role
and function of the rock ulirastar, as fax
as can be gleaned from his records, is a
curious blend of the far past and the
distant fuiure. I'll discuss briefly some of
the more obvicus ideas.

Marc Bolan’s music is elementary and
uncomplicated, for each song, as he once
stated in an interview, can be thought of

is e¢ssemtial to the magical effectiveness.

T. Rex

. mnore easily described. McCoy’s thesis is

* United Siates itself.

the simplest: “Peace be with you” and
“Go to Hell.” Marc is well-steeped in
necromancy and pagan lore, not pagan in
the sense of raping and pillaging, phallic
worship and howling heathens, dut pagan
in terms of Pan, woodland spirits, elves
and dragons, sorcery and dinosaurs.
Marc’s message is that the paganism of
old, of druids and nymphs, unicoms and
Atlantis," while not irrelevant today, musti
be of secondary importance to the pagan!
manifestations of our own fimes:
automobiles, flying saucers, movie
monsters {(Marc was weaned om Mighty

. (Continued on page. &)

The Politics of Heroin in Southeast Asia —
Alired W, McCoy (Harper and Row)

If anything in the world is more
addictive than heroin, it's the money to
be made selling it. Criminal empires have
been built on the preceeds of this profi-
table plague, which now claims over half
a million victims in the United States.

But the affliction does not end with -
addicts and the crimes they commit fo
support their habiis, nor even with orga-
nized crime. For if there is a moral in
Yale historian Alfred McCoy’s painstak-
ingly detailed account of the heroin
trade, it is that heroin — and the opium
from which it is made — corrupts almost
everything that touches it or tolerates it.
That includes governments, and whole
nations.

The subject matter of the book is

stmple in cutline: the bulk of the world”
opium supply is grown in an area of
Burma, Thzailand and Laos known as the
“Golden Triangle.” From there it flows
through a pipeline of smugglers, criminal
syndicates and corrupt officials to refin-
eries in Bangkok, Saigon, Pnom Penh,
Hong Xomg or the hills, where it is
manufaciured into heroin. Then it goes to
feed the habits of American junkiss in
Vietnam and, since 1970 or so, the

The United States supports corrupt
dictatorships in Southeast Asia as a bul-
wark against communist North Vietnam
and China, McCoy states, at the cost of
seffering the consequences of their deal-
ings in hercin. Thus the CIA pays off Meo
mercenaries in Laos by flying their opium
harvest to market, and General Ky is one
of the biggest pushers in Saigon.

The documented facts in this book —
over 1200 footnotes atissi to the guality
of the scholarship — if made generaily
kKnown, could drastically alter the course
of this year’s Presidential slection. This
may, in fact, be the most important
political book written this vear. Yet, even
though. McCo¥’s findings have been re-
ported and amplified in two NBC decu-
mentaries this year, the public seems ic
have missed, or ignored the message.

But if the cutline of the heroin scandal
is simple, the details are subtle, and only
if followed in deteil is McCoy’s thesis
persueasive.

He -develops the argument by first
beilding a firm historical foundation,
guiding the reader from the introduction
of opium smoking into 16th ceniunry
China by Portuguese traders, through the
subjugation of Asia by European colonial
powers, past the Opium War of 1839-42
and the synthesis of heroin in 1874, up
the establishment of the modern narcot-
ics trade by Mafia and Corsican syndi-
cates and the switch to Asian cpium

“‘supplies as Turkish poppy cultivati
cut back.

Separate chapters are devoted to ke

toles of the Mafia and Corsican gangsters
in-the heroin trade. A third describes the
lcolonial legacy  that developed the iradi-
itions of -opium cultivation and official
icortuption that make it so difficuit te
‘eradicate either poppies or bad govern-
“ment in Southeast Asia today.
* If the colonial British, French and
'Royat Thai opinm monopolies weren't
‘appalling enough in their callous exploi-
tation of drug addiction {the French
financed their colony in Vietnam partly
ion the proceeds of opium sales), then the
cavalcade of our sorrier cold war “allies™
‘in the next chapiers ought {o be.

For here we encounter “Operation X,”
in which the French intelligence agencies
financed the First Indochina War with
profits from opium, even while the
French government was trying to eradi-
cate opium use in Vietnam. Or Thailand,

“where “Government Corruption is not
just a problem, if is a way of life.”” And
the mercenary Nationalist Chinese armies
who settled in Burma after the fall of
China in 1949, financing their operations
by smuggling opium across the border to
Thailand.

Here also we encounter Gen. Vang
Pao, commander of the CIA’s Meo merce-
nary army in Laos, repuied to be the
biggest pusher in Indochina; Gen. Ky,
whose exploits as Vietnam’s Air Force
commander included quite 2 few flights
transporting ZLaotion opium, and
President Thieu, whose 1970 campaign
funds seem to have included some heroin
shash.

And on the way, McCoy finds the time
for a side excursion to debunk the myih
that Communist China is an exporter of
opium in some fiendish red plot teo
subveri American morals. Quoting official

On Was

- U.8. Government sources, McCoy very

guickly makes it clear that even the

THZ SOUTHENTT ASIA 0PI TRAIL
CRUG TRAFRC COUTES (TR0M THE SRIPATNG AREAS
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Bureau of Narcotics doesn’t believe this'
! Nationalist Chinese-promulgated lie.
" The 1970 outbreak of heroin use
ramong American GI’s in Vietnam is ex-
[ plained, ironically enough, as a by-
i product of the Cambodian invasion,
'which made previously inaccessible Pnom
"Penh heroin supplies readily available to
-Vietnamese Navel units, which shipped
them back to Saigon, where they could
then be distribuied by — officers of the
Vietnamese Army,

The most ominous development of ‘all
dates back scarcely two years: the estab-
lishment of ties between the Mafia and
Corsican gangs of Europe and America
with Asian sources of opium supplies, via

the Corsican underwozid figures that re-
.mained in Indochina when the French
left. This “Asian Connection,” with Hong
Kong as a principal refining and distribu-
tion point, bas alreadv replaced the
Turkey-Marseille route as the principal
source of hezoin in the U.S, McCoy says
1— and the Golden Triangle can produce .
enough opium to keep upr with any
conceivable demand,

McCoy sets the blame for the U.S.

heroin epidemic on the shoulders of the
{Contirzued on page 9)
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Over the past several months, there
‘has been a marked re-emergence of 8

- disappearaence — female solo vecalists,
Oaily the likes of Judy Coliins, Fost
Difechell Linde Romstedt, Carly Si--
mes, and Carole King seemed to be
cerryimg om in that vem, ang the
‘musical{singing talent of some of them

-Bew ladies, known o varving degsess, .
that have given that group % meé@&
shot im the arm. ]

Eflen Mcllwaine has ¢ fine, low-key
‘record ont on Polydor, Honky Fork
Angel. Doing mostly cover versions of
tunes like Hendrix’s “Up From The
Skies,” Bobby Gentsy’s “Ode To Billy
Joe,” and Stevie Winwood's “Can’t
‘F"md My Way Home™ with 2 few
originals tossed i in, her sometimes smo-
key, zaspy go:ce, amazingly strong
guitarwork, and tasteful arrangements
(a rarity on 2 first album like this)
combine $0 give new life to those old
SOTES, pmducmg a vezy, very good
record.

Over the summer, I caught two
cther songstresses at the Passim —
Renee Blakley and Pemela Polland. As
opposed to Elen, both Ronee and.
Pamnela dwell more on original writing.
The former sings in a manner guite
teminiscent of Joni Mitchelt in the
wey she jumps .octaves, but with a
much stronger, richer voice. Her Elek-
tra album, Roree Bizkiey, is a good:

i
|
&

1 sonmgs are varied inm quality, but num-

duation Tune” indicate this West
Coast-er will be arcuad for some time
to come. FPemele Poliand (Columbia)
shows tha? ledy’s predilicticn for
rocking and rolling. Citing people like
Dave Mason, Taj Mahal and Leon
Russeil a5 imfluences and favorites, she
plays a powerful piano with her strong
voice fayered on top. Though both are
lost a bit in the mix on vinyl, great
numbers like “In My Imagination” and
“Cut Of My Hands™ mark Ms. Polland
for a place amongst the best.
Al of which brings us to local lass
Bonnie Raitt. With iwoc Warner Bro-
thers records t¢ her credit, along with
innumerable local appearances, she is
probably the most well-established of
these four. In 2 heavily blues-
influencedfosiented medium, she cuts
"through unkike any other female in
recent memory. Discounting abomin-
able songs like her version of “Blue-
bizd>® en her first record, Bonnie Raitt
the level of that record and her new
one, Give It Up, is very high. The
smooth clarity of Bonnie’s voice is
almost unegualled, as she sails effort-
lessly through a few of her own works,
‘along with others by Chris Smither,
E Eric Kaz, and Jackson Browne. Give [t
Up marks the refinement of a style

and approach that was rough ané, at
times, flawed in its initial display. The
production is excellent, as Bonnie
rekindles thoughts of a torch simger
fronting a versatife blues/dixieland
banrd; her guitarwork, particulatdy on
bottleneck, is of the same excellence
as her backing musicians; and there
can be no faulting her choice of
material and its execution. Bonnie
Raitt is only a mite short, if that, of
joining the ramks of Collins, Mitchell,
et. al. Live I't Up will certainly not be
a hinderance to that end.

~ With ladies like these four coming
;along, it seems the ranks of female
soloists will be far from bazren. Star
dom is none too good for any of
them. |

|

ey,

A few of those well-established lady
singers have some new things in the
works, as well. Jori Mitchell and Linda
'Ronstadt have aibums due out this
month on their new Iabel, Asylum, Judy
Colling is recording in New Yok, tak-
ing a bit of dime off Iast Tuesdzy to

‘Kersy Benefit Concezt.\*

e 7

‘breed that seemed on the verge of

‘is glesstionable. But row there are foug.

effort, but it is marred in production,
compared to her Yive performance. The

‘bers Like “Gabgiel,” “Dues,” and “Gra- |

‘come to Boston and play at the John .

I'&}ﬁ. The- W@Q ﬁf %‘"
'mmhmmémﬁmmfwmf

'Eiecmcﬁy, @ i tho
utilization {hemee massh
influcnces thet can be hasmy
Barik iiself. What conid. k&fﬁa@m RRg
than elecinmty@a‘ 2s. & wmom specific ]
example, & ielovisiea? OF Zhose rock
records you buy. Sez M@ﬁcm’&m 0ng
“%aiﬁmem of Mass™:
You tglk abowust day
“F'm telking "bowut night time
When mongters call out
The names of rmen
Bod Dylern Enows
Arnd F et Alan Freed did
There are things in wighs
That are betier noz to behiold.

Then there it the guestipn of cars.
Nearly every song Mazc doss nowadays
has _references to chrome and - steel
beauties. One might conclude that Marc
thinks of cars ac the New Dinosaurs
awesome beasts who have taken overs the
jworld, much as the giant saurians ruled
miflions of years ago.

Analysis could go on and on. The
point is, Marc has contextialized the
ulirastar as the shaman or warlock of
teday, the fearful powers of the Earth
‘and the Cosmos are his to command at
- the flick of a toggle switch., Whether this
is all satiric commentary or nonsense or
_the lost truths of the Aztecs if for you to
decide. The fact remains, using his Les
Paul “ig wand, Marc Bolan canrock on
with .tove power-and magic than amy
other poseur that comes o mind. But the
magic wasn’t there when T.Rex plaved
the Aquarius 2 while back. Sometimes the
magic works, I guess, and sometimes . , .

Two T.Rex records you might like+o
look into are The Slider and Belan
Beogie, The former is his new release, and
it’s like volume iwo of Electric Warrior;
more clever, straight forward melodies,
;more zlluringly seductiye lyrics, simply
the neatest thing out this year that-

. Lonesome Dave,

i doesn’t have the name “Dave Bowie™ on

Mare Botan :nd Mickey Finn

t

Holly; sew"he's the pew Reiz |
Eo{:i&a‘m. Whiclk brings me ta
“Seremertime Blues,” which was the ﬁz@
sidts of “Ride a2 White Swan” and is
fea@mﬁfsé en Boelen Boogie, a British im-
port L® which is sort of a greatest hits’
set Loads of gooed T.Rex, provicusly
‘umavaitable in the States, are eaclosed in |
the packegs, including “Ride a White
Swan,” “Hot Love,” “Raw Ramp,™
» “Woodland Bock™, material off Efecmw
Wamor and a faw tenes from .old
' Tyrannosaurus Rex records. Well worth the
‘extra bread, believe me.

oot '?3‘5;52.&?35! RS "“..‘-ﬁ‘i Bark Astolfi T

Foghat — Miscelfaneous F

Foghat (Bearsville)

The strains and conflicts that would
break up the Savoy Brown grouping of
Kimm Simmonds on lead guitar, vocalist
Lonesome Dave Peverett, bass-player
Tony Stevens, and Roger Earl on drums
became evident on theiy late 1970 effort,
Looking In. Various musical directions
were being explored on that disc, with
sgme gooed individual results. But in total
the product was s rather fragmented,
somewhat boring, disoriented record.
Shortly therecafter, the band
disintegrated, only to reform wunder
Simmonds’ Iead with an otherwise totally
new persomel structure — Savoy Brown
became muck mose a rocking and rolling
group through Street Corner Talking,

Bui, at the same time, ex-members
“Tone™ Stevens, and
Roger Earl were teaming up with another
excellent lead guitarist, Rod Price,
resulting in Foghat, In the process, they

. got ensconced in Albert Grossman/Todd

#l be expecting z lot from ¢

ot o

Ramigzens Eemvﬂla Records, W
%leng;d@ %z;mg;tzma Bmmk mckezv

-3 m&ihmg dﬁgzziza;
;awﬁ: g Mg dog
jmm@mmﬁm .

3 Desgite ﬂw @&Wﬂ @ﬁ mumc
tFoghat, the. w oo with Bean
and mb@@@mﬁy Warmer Brothers,;
fprove fo be a hméamnm rathier thy
asset, to the @enp ’s striving for suyg
IThe 2bum is not flashy eacugh tos:
out amidst the masses of WB recordst
monthly glat the maskel, and
unlikely to receive much promot;
pmh The packaging &5 aby
inappropriete and hiamﬁy nondess
it cewxtaimly won’t . ¢catch s
record-buyer’s eye. ki’s too bad thatw
Savoy Brown’s Jatest, an anemic Crezsie
Clearwater rip-off, Hellbound. Train;:
prominently displayed, Foghar
rejegated to a spot in the bin 3
“Miscellaneous F.” It deserves a far ber
fate - :

ﬁﬁmd Funk Derails {Again]

Phoenix - Grond Pusk le::f
{Capitol} :
© Hearirig Graad Funk’s
seductive new single, “Rock
‘Soul”, on the car radio, you might
tempted to think: Hmmmm, if w
appear that Grand Funk hawe tlghief
things up since the last time & heerdt
KMaybe 1 oughta buy- i
_ Pon’t. .
i wilk give Iiark, Mei and Dong
they Aagve had a couple of moden
listenable AM hits; “Closer To Hox
“Heartbreaker,” and “Upsetter” spm%
mind. Bug that can’t change the faclt“%
they are three of the most Ruridly
ented one-dimensional, -utterly tasiﬁ;
“musicians” ever {0 become tock anif
demigods. Phoenix was a malhon»sé
before the boys feft the. studio, anl
makes me wonder why I don't chmk
this, purchase myself zn electric g
and boogie tili the cows come hotne, \%
udders “bursting with shiny new
dollars. E could use the bread And G
Funk make it seemn so easy. Phoeni
really no wosse than any of their i
efforts; i.e. it’s awful, ‘

L e o e o T o M 'G"G'.'-
H O et & L B Lo ots O )

crut
and k
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| Mike Nesmith Keeps On Comifl

AR ST

VAnd The Hics Just Keep On Comb
Michazel Mesmith (RCA)

I'm willing to wager that {here ang
some among you who have yet to

TR

Monkees. But here we arve, &
Wessnith’s Sth album, and while g
weakest effort to date, it it so o

{ the nth National Band. His ouly helpt
is pedal stesl jounrmeyman Red Rh?
There are no drums, and nominalk
lines. Mike explains in the lirer notes!
he did the record o plesse hing
linstead of us, the record-buying fots
America. The material is pretty %
and low-key; no rock and roll, no hat

Rmdgrevz singing ‘“‘Different 4
“Harmony Constant™ i3 the pick o} b
Yitter, -

“Pape Nes,” as he signs the liner b
is in effect taking & musical breathen}
while § suppose he deserves it, he#
to put so litéle into this afbum %
might as well be Red Rhodes solod

Nmth’s next album. And odds &
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and knowing look speak of a hardness
that might come from years of taking
monsy from people who probably did
inot have it to give.

If the film has a fault, it is this: the
humor which makes it easy to watch is all
based -on an almost unbelievable cynicism
about God and the pecple who believe in
him and preach his word. If you’ve got it,
the film is a2 masterpiece about God and
the people who believe in him and preach.
his word, If you've got it, the film is a
masterpiece as it exposes the seamy side
‘of things. People who take their religion
seriously need not apply. Or as Marjoe
put it while rocking on his waterbed,
. “Glory gee to besus.” At the Exeter.
FrERRRERreRassd P.E. Schindler, Jr. %

but he makes no glaringly obvious mistakes
_ His main talent seems to-be his song
writing. e will be appearing with David
Brombesxg in a Passim-sponsored concert
at Symphony Hall on October 15th.

What I was waiting for that Thursday
night, however, was McLauchlen’s master-
_piece,“Child’s Song”. As if telepathicaliy,
‘be obliged, and gave us all a mellow,
flawless version of the song that Tom
" Rush recorded about three years ago. It is

a poignant song about leaving home and
nommy and daddy and how the “same
old crooked pictures just don’t look the
same...tonight” and not knowing how
hard it is yet to realize you’re growing old
just knowing -how “‘hard it is to be
voung”. McLauchlen captured exactly
the correct words to express a feeling that
cbviousty happened to him, as it seems to
happen to all of us.

McLauchlen finished with a brisk car-
icature-type song called “Billy
McDaniels”, which tells the story of a
puny little guy who never made it too
well with women uniil one day he met a
gitl at the Lonelyhearts Club. The name-
sake of the song had lived with only his
“hand as his lover” until he found fhis
girl. People laughed at Billy and the girl
tecause they were an uncenventional
couple. But, McLauchlen recalls, “She
cand Bilty grew happy not swallowin® the

) ,(Contz‘nued from page 7)

Nixon administration. The President’s re-
cent statements -about cutting off aid to
governments that abet drug trafficking
sound rather hollow in light of the
administration’s uncritical support of
regimes in Vietnam, Thailand and Laos
that are heavily implicated in drug traffic.

McCoy’s implication is that with the
establishment of the *“Asian Connection,”
the Politics of Hergin in Southeast Asia
has become the Politics of Heroin in
America.

But there is a2 dimepsion to M<Coy'’s
beok that takes it beyond expose and
makes it more than a political tract; a
sweeping sense of history as more than an
agglomeration of events that, along with
the taut writing style of 2 well-paced.
trriller, makes the book an enduring work
of historical literature.

There is more than bitter irony in the
sentence, ““The Vietnam War seemis to be
fathering a generation of junkies;” there
is also a2 sense of Greek tragedy, an
awareness taht in striving so hard to
vanquish a half-mythical enemy — Com-
" munism — America may have irrevocably

No Fear of Virgina Woolf

The MIT Community Players opened
its new Experimental Theater Series this
past weekend with an exceptionally suc-
cessful presentation of Edward Albee’s
Who's Afraid of Virginia Woolf. A brillant
play, fine acting, and smooth directing
coibined to furn a2 complex, volatile,
long play into a coherent performance,

ry Sandler, ex-drummer for Or-
us turned singer/writer, shared

bill a few weeks back at the Pas-
with Peter Thom. Harry can usu-

v be found singing and playing his
es around Boston or Cambridge.
itch him if you can. ‘

. line that swallowed up most of their

sustaining its hold oa the audience for the RERDIN AR TPILM SEUGEUNG 4 _m s
- friends”. - -+ | full lengtk of two and a half hours. T ST ETIRSE -
es and Mclauchlen at Passim Hmm... The stenario for the play is basically PRR

simple. it is built around a couple, George
and Martha, living in a college com-
munity. He is a history professor and she
is the college president’s daughter. She
has a background of ‘taking out her
insecurities on not only herself, being a
chronic alcoholic, but on her husband,
through continual infidelities and vicious

I Vistnamesy Ay Fores brse

Fastt week Passim’s - coffechouse
sented  a  fransplanted left-kanded
ixan and a mixed-up Canadien — Bill
hines and Murray McLauclilen.
sether they contributed to a fine,
axing evening of enfertainment that
uld be difficult to duplicate.

e Hation by

e m e e = WliltAry Corpn batndery

Marjoe — Glory gee to besus

‘Bill Staines plays the guitar upside
iwn and backwards — he’s left-handed.
t this unigueness does not interfere
it his talents on the guitar. He in fact
25 several fine complicated instrumen-
that have a classical flavor. He per-
med two such numbers during his.
sim gig, “Music Box,” which he says
s stolen from a Swiss music box, and
taines’ Trumpet Concertoifi E flat,”
ich he gives an orchestral feeling to by
ing his own voeal trumpet imitation,
Staines, who has been a Boston favor-
. for as long as I can remember,
nonstrated his abilities as an overall
former at Passim’s. His voice is clear
strong but not overbearing. His guitar
1k is flawless. He imitates truimpets
25 even yedels well. And his stage pres
ie is pleasant and believable.
iEvery song that he did was well
fitten and consciously performed. The
in highlights of his set included “I
st Be Going Home”’, “January Snow™,

ither amusing version of “Tennessce.
iz’ that had just about everyone
i;..ging, perhaps mockingly, like an old.
i Page record. And he fulfilled a
idard requirement for all contempo-’
iy folksingers: he did a song called
ilroad Blues™, a rambler’s song about
ving on,
sdtaines tried to finish with a yodeling
aber called ““Mabel’s’, which is about
s:country-western  bar he used {o
%ronize. The audience, however, was
2 finished listening to him, especially
#r the fine yodeling he had just com-
#led, and Siaines returned to the stage
¢ more. He offered a superb rendition
t)esse Winchester's “Yankee Lady” .
ch, even though it’s ons of those
%hﬂ’ou”re~a—nice—girl-and»l’]l-leave-you-
G/ Way-eventually-but-you’li-
Ptys-be-in-my-memory somgs, profited’
ey from the Bill Staines gentle touch.
%ﬂumy McLauchlen, not to be out-
=%, soon followed Staines to the stage.
iopened with a nice vession of “I Just
: Oldes™, foliowed by an equally com-
5 dable renditicn of “The Farmer’s
2", Then something seemed to ham-
%hxm during his next few songs. He
=ed some thin yodeling on “Sixteen
¢ Highway” that failed miserably, per-
128 only because Bill Stajnes had put on
5 a fantastic vodeling display previous-

2

o

o

“McLauchlen lifted his spirits somewhat

3

R he sat down at the Passim pianc
dﬁl,d “Jesus, Please Don’t Save Me 'Till
¢". The piano was noticeably out-of-
» but McLuchlen didn’t seem to
‘d- He palyed the instrument ade-
4tely and with genuine feeling.

tcLauchien has an unusual yet strong
2l style. He looks quite a bit like
2ovan Leitch and really doesn’t have
to say while on stage. His puitar

ing is nothing to write home about, |

iy

wniamin®, and “Happiness Is”. He did- |

i

i

1
¥

]

“Hallelujah brother dog, doa’ you
feel the spirit of the lord, don’t you feel
him now,” asks Mazjoe, as he demon-
strates his healing routine on a dogin the
middle of some green forest. His'black
girifriend (how's that for rebellion!) looks
on, and smiles, and laughs, as the audi-
ence roils in the aisles.

Marjoe is the name of a new film that
will delight and entertain most, but revolt
you if you have the slightest belief in
worshipping God, evangelist style. It is a
semi-documentary, inspired and partiaily
directed by its central character, Marjoe,
whose name is an amalgam of Mary and
Joseph. From age 4 to 15 he was an
ordained minister, performing weddings
and preaching the hell out of, or into, the
overflow crowds that came fo see him in
revivals al! over the nation. His parents
Were cagev managers, and did everything
very business-like, with the exception of
putting aside encugh money for Marjoe
when he grew up. At 15, the boy ran
away and learned about sex and dope and

‘the other things in life that are more

importan{ to most of us than God. Then,
within the last few years, he dscided to
get back imto it, then decided to get out
of it again.

Fortunately for those of us who view.

moving pictures, Marjoe’s lifetime pubii-
city-hound iraining convinced him that

.he shouid get something out of his

retirement {o help him afong in his old

‘age. He decided to make a movie of his
“last swing. Cenirived in places, downright

dull in places, most of the film is an

-entertainment masterpiece that [ have

seldom seen duplicated on the screen, and
which I have never seen duplicated by a
fitm which is mostly an edited version of
reality.

The film alternated between interviews .
- with Marjoe, who explains his side of
. things and what is really going on in his

mind, and cuis of his preaching, with

. occasional scenes of his girl “romping

through the woods with him {one such

scene included the hezling of brother dog

with which the review began), and shor{

cuts of the people who hire Marjoe.

The last appear to be god-fearing men

for the most part, pale imitations of the
electric orznge. and blue rock star aura

that Marjoe exudes. They talk of their

ranches in Brazil, and their dissapoint-

menis with pagt shysters who “didn’t
reaily care,” combined with their hopes
for a big take at this revival. They wear

wide ties and loud suits because their §
foliowers want to think that the man at
their spiritwalt helm is ““with-it.” The
image that appears on screen is pretty [
absurd, and often iaughable. 15,

The lonpgest single segment was in §

“Sister Tayior’s” temple, which caters

{ mostly to Black’s. Tight cldse-ups of five

and ten dollar bills are intercut with even

tighter closeups of the blcated face of

Stster Taylor, whose tight lipped grimace

R R AL AR P R W R T I T Y TN M
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word game-playing, as well, all of which
he bears stoically. The play takes place in
their living room, starting at 2am just
after one of Martha’s father’s faculty
parties and she has invited a2 new faculty
couple over for drinks. He (Nick) is
handsome and muscular and his wife
(Honey) is described as “‘sort of a mousy
type with no hips.™

With Nick and Heney present, and
their midwest morality obvicus, George
and Martha mianage {c coniinually
harangue each other as Nick and Honey
are moved from observers to participants
to subjects in the vicious game, The
George and Martha, it is merely a segment
of their game, they are calloused to much

-of its hitting. But for Nick, it simply

builds up his confidence. He goes from
withdrawn to assured to a point ehere he
is downright cocky, only to be knocked
ridown in this most dangerous game. For
Nick and Homey, it" is a traumatic
experience; for George and Martha, it is
the end of the game, perhaps for good.

There is no doubt that the highlight of
this production is the brillant
performance turned in Ly John Camera as
George. In a part where the dialogue can
degenerate into meaningless screaming, he
blends mannerisms, control, and a near
perfect sense of timing into a creation of
a tragi-comic part. Normaily, the
emotions of the audience would sway
between characters but his performance
makes them more sympathetic towards
George as he outshines even the excellent
jobs turned in by the rest of the cast. As
his wife Martha, Diana Iohnson is fine,
handling a difficult part well, missing
only through some slight overacting in
some of the really tough scenes. Lee
Barton hdndles Nick well, albeit a little
erratically; Xaren Matson plays the.
supporting role of his wife as well. Lewis
Morton deserves credit for molding this
cast into a coherent working umnit that
sustained the tragicomedy of this fine
play, creating- a smooth and believable
effort, We lock forward to future
preseniations in this series.

G o e oe
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poisoned ifs own soul in a2 manner that is
capable of assuming physical dimensions.

And there is also a stern moralistic
tone to the book — indeed, the cenfral
theme is that he who tolerates evil must
inevitably suffer it — that is manifested in
statgments like: ‘“The involvement of
Saigon’s Binh Xuyen river pirates was the
product of a type of political relaiionship
that had been repeated with alarming
frequency over the last half-century — the
alliance between governments and gang-
sters.”’ : '

This single sentence evokes not only
instances mentioned-in the book itself —
such as Charles “Lucky” Luciano’s war-
{time collaboration with the Allies that
resulted in the Mafia aiding the invasion
of Sicily, and Luciano’s subsequent re-
lease form prisci, whereupon he set up
the heroin trade — or the CIA’s use of-
Corsican gangsters to break up Commu-
nisi-led strikes in postwar France — but
aiso those most terrible times when gov-
ernment and gangsters were the same:
Hitler and the Brownshirts. Stalin and the
Secret Police. McCoy’s message is clear: a
nation that employs or condones evil, for
whatever ends, will rot iiself hollow from
within, Or, indeed — .

“In the final analysis the American
people will have to choose between sup-
porting doggedly anit-communist govern-
ments in Souiheast Asia or getting heroin
out of their high schools.”

%% Bruce Schwartz g

ey

Interdisciplinary Environmenta! Council
Community Services Fund Board
Talbot House Committee

Admissions and Financial Aid Commitiee

Thursday, Qotober 12
8:30 PM Room 400, Student Center

For more information

i
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Ramatam — April Showers|

Rametarm {Atlantic)\ *

April Lawton, isn’t she that girl
guitarist who's supposed to be the latest
dark horde in the Flashfinger McDazzle
Memozial Who's-The-Most-Killer-
Riffmaster-Of-Them-All Contest? Ab-

- golutely. And she plays in a band con-

sisting of Mitch Mitchell who wused to
drum with a famous ulirastar of whom
you may have heard; Mike Pinera, whose
claim to obscurity is that, while 2
member of the Blues Image, he penned
“Ride Captain Ride;” bass guitarist Russ
Smith; and Tommy Suliivan, keyboards
and reede. They are collectively kniowrn as

'Ramstam. And tbzey are, simply stated

great.
A mainstream rock band in the most

favorable semse, Ramatam is at the same
time not a tight, carefully-programmed
band; they rock out fearlessly and ener-
geticaliy. What’s true of the band is
especiaily {rue of Apiil Lawton. She is
neither a smooth, discrete, nor merely
tastefgh. guitarist, but rather tempestuous,
feisty, and slightly: chactic. Everyone can
write, and does; vocal chores are also
shared throughout. My favorite selections
include . the LedZepesque “Ask Brother
Ask,” a sharp showpiece song foz
Lawion’s awesome taleats; “Whiskey
Place” and “Wild Like Wine,” twc
amiable rockers; and “Heart .Song”
powerful yei inspiringly beautiful tune,
heavy " guitar licks interspliced with
Tommy Sullivan’s excellent {lute work.
Rorratam is as an exciting a debut
album you're likely to hear in quite a
while: gutsy, rantcous rock and roll, with
no serious flaws. You see, guys, what can
happen when you lat gxrl., play?
2 Wi Mark Astolfi=es

Cat Stevens — Cat Nap]

Catch Bull At Four — Cat Stevens (A&M)
It is truly disappointing when an artist
peaks early, never being able to recapture
the guality of a first or second record.
Such is the case with Cat Stevens. Dis-
counting the very primitive efforts that
have come to lght in post-stardom 71e-
leases of old work, he now has iour
albums to his credit; yet his first, Mon:
Bene Jakon, remains his best. Tea Fos
The Tillerman was, without question, a
fine disc, but the first signs of a tending
towards commercialism began to show
through. These tendencies developed
through Teeser And The Firecat and now
predominate Catch Bull At Four,

Catch Bul! At Four marks the addition’
of the synthesizer to Cat Stevens’ insiru-
mental make-up, but its use seems tc¢ .
characterize the whole album. Rather
than siriving for some novel use of ‘the
electronics, Stevens adds them mor¢ as ar
afterthought, as if to just get on the Moog
bandwagon. Sadly, the songs themselves
also are deprived of that spark of original-
ity that so marked Mona Bone Jakon and,
to a lesser extent, Tea For The Tillerman.
Omnly a rare tune approaches the sparkling
magic of “Katmandu,” perhaps the best
single effort by Cat Stevens, “Boy With A
-Moon & Star On His Head” has moments
that hark back to better times, but that
number drags on and on far oo long
Virtually all the other songs are instanily
forgettable, obnoxiously commanded by -
Stevens® screzming replacing his singing
or lyricaily pandering to a Top 40 mental-
ity, “Freezing Steel” is one exception, as
it~ possesses an intriguing nucleus of-
smence—ﬁcttom {atthough the development
of that core becomes insppropriately
self-rnocking), reminiscent of the flying
saucer theme in “Longer Boats,”

it has been a year since Teaser Amil
The Firecat, Unfortunately, that time '
doesn’t seem to have been well spent, if
Cotch Bull At Fouwr is any indication.
Perhaps the lushness of superstazdom has
taken Cat Stevens ioo far from the
post-tuberculosis period of stark
loneliness and emptiness that spawned
Mong Bone Jakon and which has proved
to be his most creative and productive
time.

SRRt Meal Vitale!

o,
D'Q.G'

Vigrass & Osborne — Breadiines?

Queues — Vigrass & Osborne (Uni)
Queues is a very unsettled album:
creatively Yesian tunes stand side by side!
with incredibly boring mood pieces.:
Sometimes the

or “Two Of Us,” off the Iast Beatles
album. On the whole, this eclectic collec-
tion is well produced and gracefully
arranged, if on the slick side. Paul Vigrass
and Gary Osborne sirike me as poets first,

that their vocals are their strong point,
clear and potent, 2nd at leasi as appropri-
ate to the particular mood they strive {o

is consistently good. Jeff Wayne wrote:
and arranged the music and has managed
to produce some frighteningly beautiful
melodies, along with a minimum of.
dreary clinkers. Sidemen include Caleb
Quaye of Elton Johin and Hookfoot fame,

Chris Spedding, and Pete and Barry

boys remind you of
Simon & Garfunkel, a Grade D rockabilly :
ensemble, a Kodak TV spot, the BeeGees, '

singers second, notwithsianding the fact

set. But the lyrics are pale and ordinary,
despite the intentional poetic veneer;
they are as consistently bad as the music’

~ Morgan. The best cuis are, in my humble
estimation, the CSNYish smgle “Men of
" Learning,” “Sail Away” and “The End,”
;‘both szaortmg Yes influence, and “For-
“ever Autumn® and “Don’t You Worry,
“wimpy but enjoyable. To sum up, Quesies
is an honest album, displaying its faults as
_ prominently as its virtues, and succeeding
more often than not. We should expect to
hear a good deal more fmm Messers
Vigrass, Wayne, and Osborne. -
SIS SR Maﬂc Astcﬂfi?::'i'
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e

Rod Stewam — He Wears lt Well -

{(Mercury)

record. Yeah, I know everybody will say,
“It sotnds just like Every Picture Tells A
Szory.” But that almost ‘goes without
saying — wou don’t change a winning
combination. Anyway, Never A Duil
Momene s much more 2 refimement than
a simple rehashing. Where Every Picture
was very rough and texturaily uneven, the
new record is much smoother and more
uniform & bit of music.

Stewart is great; that fact has become
almost zssumed in regard te any of his
discs. And the back-up band, culling the
best of the Faces and Mz, Stewart’s
“solo” group {Mick Waller and friends), is
the perfect, tight support for Rod’s
raspings. Ron Wood’s metallically sharp
Les Paul-work is outstanding, alternating
lead ‘honors with that distinctive
mandolin/fiddle sound that has camied
through all the Stewart/Faces records.
Unquestionably, a superb zlbum; need

up to the Sam Cooke-er “Twistin’ The
Night Away,” there is never a dull
moment.

O
-'-'-"n’-'

22 Neal Vltaie

George Caddin (Little

Class Clown
‘David)
There is an old distinction in show biz
between a comic and a comedian: a
comedian says funny things, a comic says
" things funny. George Carlin is both, and
therein lies the one serious flaw in his
latest album, Cinss Clown. Not only dees
George say funny things, but his delivery.
the way he cocks his head or rolls his
eves, adds imineasurably to his overall
aura of idiocy. His humor is video as well
as audio. As a result, many of the
routines on Cluss Clown suffer, not be-
cause they’re not funny, but because
you're missing half the show. The title
- cut is a good example: T've seen George
do it a couple times on TV, and you’d

'better believe that the weird catalogue of

Never A4 Duil ﬂf‘“amem — Rod Stewart |

This is nothing shoxt of a stupendous '

Gé&rge Carlin — Head Of The Class |

i

one say more? From “True Blue” right | &

its George "Carlin at ‘his best. He’s by

“WING” skits from back before they kng
. who George Carlin was. The man j
-gone through many changes, compri

 he should want professionally was g

‘drug routines are quite telling (he clay

‘to

noises he used to employ to disrupt ¢
is accompanied by some equaliy ings
faczal choreography. 5 :

- But hell ite still a- g,reat album ca

doing comedy for a long time: everyby
seems to remember his ““Wonde

;

x

mainly of realizing that what he thoy

zeally what he wanted. Now, despite
long “hair and demim work clothes, |
humot is not overbearingly hip. He &
do some counter-culiure material:

io have never appeared on TV s‘traigh
and the bit about dirty words, whichy
the wrag-up cut on Class Clown, o
which is probabiy the same oné thatgﬁ
him arrested in Milwaukee a few montl
back; is delightful. But his hurmor te}
to gravitate towards things more copf
monplace to the average schmoz inig
street,. subjects like chitdhood weirdn
TV and radio, sports, fake vomit, a
rehgmn His bit about Catholicism shog.
ring true for all papists, practicing andg
alike,

Clacs Clown is one of the best of
genre, the live comedy spiel. Even so, i

Wmm

" not like, say, the Firesign Theatre, wh@

slowly unfolds its many layers of da':

‘zyingly programmed insanity after my

Hstenings. Listen to Class Clown twigr
day for & week, and it just won't hold :
Who would expect it to? One side ev
few weeks ought to keep George freshf;

Mark Astolfif

ucem o,
B

Silvarhead — Let Us Fey 4

Silverhead (Signposty 4

Michael Des Barres, vocals. He is n%’_
the new Mick Jagger. Nor is he the
Marc Bolan, Alice Cooper, Dave Bow:
Rod Stewart, Lou Reed, Ray Davies, )&
Morrison, or Iggy Pop Stooge. No dOﬁE
he likes to think he is, for so must all 1eeé
singers of 4th-gen eratxor
heavy-metal-thunder rock bands. Suff_
to say that Mike and Silverhead scuré
something like the Blue Oysier Culi, d‘i
while this latest aggregation of az azly
anglogynes isw’'t reaily all that good, th¢
do exude a ceriain naive sincery
They're visually a shade fruitier than ﬁi.
Faces, but can’t touch the Flaa}
Groovies for downright punk audacity
the face of disintegrating musi
relevance. Evervbody should get a chatt
be killer, and this album ;
Siiverhead’s. :

--------------

Nexa‘*' ’
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You've listened to them on WCREB and WGEEBH.
You've seen them on Channel 2. You've collected
them on Deutsche Grammophen and RCA.

And, now, you can join them for one of the most
exciting seasons in the history of Symphony
Hall, for there are subscriptions stillavailable.
For as little as $12.00, you ecan have conductors
such as Leonard Bernstein, Colin Davis,

-——au._u—-—.—_-—.—.—.u--—.-——-—-—.—_._.___

Subscmptmn Office Department 106 B’

Michael Tilson Thomas, and Seiji Ozawa, Live.
With a subseription, you can enjoy your own.
seat in one of the three perfect sound systems
in the world: Symphony Hall. Thisis thesesson
to commit yourself to one of the finest musical
traditions in the cousntry. In person..

Join the Boston Symphony.

 Symphony Hall, 251 Huntingion Avenue, Beston, Massachusetts 021 15

Please send me the programof the_Bcstan Symphony Orchestra for the 1972-1973 Season.

Name

City. State

Zip

Telephone

Please ¢all the Subscription Office, (617) 266-1492, for the latest subscription mfomatwn and for

immediate reservatwms. -

. w7 ¥ iy
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".‘

. 'THES ISTHE SEASGN TO JOIN THE BOSTOR SYMPHONY
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(Continued from page 1 }
nirg us to look for more
stive methods of inter
sion.” Bok characierized the
d for cooperaiion as arising
m a fesource problem, not
of money, but of space in
bn‘dge, znd eoxpressed 4
¢ that by working together,
two schools would get a sum
ter than the paris, “We must
to do together what we
ot do alone,” he concluded.
ke physical momento of the
d was of special inferest.
eral Sarnoff fifst caught the
lic eye when, as 4 voung
otelegraph operator, he re-
o4 the first word of the
nic disasier and released it to
world. Ee maintained a life-
s interest in telegraphy, to
an extent that when he had
ble speaking on his death-
i he asked for a key znd an
_ u’iia%:m‘ to use for some of his
comsBunications. Thus, the
ento given to both profes-
was a combination telegraph
-asciliator and bitane cigar-
lighter.
Prior to the luncheon cover-
in the above pavegraphs, ¢
s conference was held to
w the Seraoff Professors to
lair some of their resegrehes.
following report by Mike

nce. —Editor)

The field of Management of
ology is what 7 is today
y due to the efforts of the
we are honoring here,” said
Wiliam F, Pounds of the
School at a press confer-
prior to the official an-
cement of the appoint:

?é

m

g‘iﬁce lot of fine likenew SLR
ras, lemses, 5.5, devel. sink, film,
of 35 mmn camerss, $20 ea.;
n, Mikkormat, Mamiya, Pentax,
iflex, 16 wun cameras $35, eic.
famous portable, manoaal & elec-
typewriters, Al at tmly ridicu-
prices, Priv. home. £A 7-031L

4 for rent — Watertown three
é‘mms modern Idtchen and batiy,
to wall carpet, panelled family
| with large deck, washer and
:g% $350. 924-6293

ICIAN for mixers, birthday
ﬁ;es receptions, cocktail
23, .. Expesienced, satisfaction
i teed‘ For free demonsization,
lim Weingich at 4984216 early
lings. Pezfommance in short
25 af no-extra cost.

RSEAS IGBS FOR STUDENTS
h‘@%\asuaha Bugope, 8. Amenca,
25, ete, Al professions snd oc-
intions, $700 to $3000 monthly.
m“wnsea paid, overtime, sightseeing.
7_,_ icformation — Write Jobs Over-
i Dent. F6, P.O. Box 15071, San
0,CA 92115.

J

F*‘%G RINGS. 3000 ring selections in
3tyles at 50% discount to students,
» and faculty. Buy direct from
Hing manufacturer and SAVE! ¥
5; @ $179, % carat only $299. For

larnee covers the press con-

ts, “This event is deﬁmteky a

" milestone in the field.” The en-

dowment will be used to sponsor
the chairs, t0 expand research in
management of technology, and
to establish a joint seminar, open
ie students of both professional
schools. This seminar will be the
first joint teaching venture of
the two business schools.

When “asked if research or
teaching would dominate the
new program, Dean Pounds
pointed out that the field was
relatively new, and research had
to be done before material
would be available to teach. He
said that every effort would be
made to involve students in

~ every phase of the program, bui

there are no specific plans vet as
to how the endowment would
be used. An advisory commitiee
will be appointed to aid the
Sarnci{f Professors and to assure
that the program’s resources are
effectively employed.

An authority om organiza-
tional psychology, Margquis has
been on the Sloan. Schoc!
faculty since 1859, as Professox
of Organizational Psychelogy
and Management., He received
his Ph.D. in psychology from
Yale in 1932, and served on the
faculties of Yale and University
of Michigan, heading the Psy-

‘chology Departments at both

schools. He has served many
public agencies, and is the co
author of several books, inclu-
ding Conditioning and Learning
(1940}, Psychology (1947), and
Successful industrial Innovations
(1969). His activities have made
him imternationatly known as an
authority on psychology an¢
management.

rte

20% — 50% OFF ON ALL STEREQ

-EQUIPMENT. Stereo Componenis,

Compacts, and TV’s. AR new, in
factory sealed cartons. 100% guaran-
-teed, All major brands amﬂabie. Call
Mﬂ'e a,nytzme, 491-7733.

Tve been typing Master’s and PhD’s
fuil-time for thiee years (and stiB
love i), I’'d be happy to help vou.
894-3406. (Weston)

.

Unigue service for PhD or MA can-
didates, Professional experienced edi
tors work with you to prepare your
thesis for accepiance by department
or publisher. All topics. Personal ser-
vice, pick up and delivery., Caﬂ Livia

Rosenbloom of the Harvard
Business School has been active
in technology and business ad-
ministration zesearch since he
joined the faculty in 1960. Be-
sides serving as the Sarnoff Pro-
fessor of Business Adminisira-
tion, he is the Director of the
Business School’s Doctoral Pro-
gram. He received his D.B.A.
degree from Harvard in 1960,
and has become an authority on
the mamnagement implications of
gocial and technological change.
His books and articles include
Technology
Transfer (1970), Social Innova-
tions in the Cizy (editor) {(1569),
and New Tools for Urban Man-
agement {1971).

Since 1961, when a phone
call from Jack Webb of NASA to
the Sloan School iniated re-
search in management of {ech-
nology at MIT, Marquis has
headed the work in this area.
“When we first staried to survey
the field, we found that it barely
existed,” he said. “Management
was traditionally concerned with
production, and has branched
off intc the fields of marketing,
advertising, financing, and use of
information systems, -1t hadn’t
been concerned with technology
as a manageable commodity
entit NASA realized that only
half of iis ‘management’ prob-
lems were tradifional man-
agement problems — the other
half were technological.”

Management of technology
research at the Sloan School has
included studies of contract rela-
tionships between governments
and industries, of the factors
that influence success in com-

tract proposals, of difficulties in |

technical communications, and
of the “spin-off™ efiect — peopie
who leave established companies
te form their own technigal
companies. (Marguis stressed the
importance of practicality in the
research: “In all our work, there
must be some measure of use-
fulness in the results, against
which we can ineasure present
processes and develop new sian-
dards.” Rosenbloom added that
“at both schools, there has been

'a concern for what gets dome

with sesearch.”)

and Information -

* tion because it poses both a

"Roszenbloom.

‘produce it in such a way that it

—CE

EXPERIENCED TRANSLATGﬁS’]'E:‘—é
‘EDITORS NEEDED: Well paxid free-
dance work, drranged to -suit your
schedute. Knowledge of scientific,
legal or business fields in any foreign
languages. Please send postcard with
name, address, phone no. for further ¢
mfoxmaucn_ {0 Linpuisiic Systems,”
Inc., P.O. Box 31, Cembridge MA
02139, ’ N

“Technology attracts atten-
promise and 2a threat,” said
He pointed ocut
that more public atfention has
been focused on the threat in
the past few years, but the pro-
mise should not be forgotten. .~ 51 Ay IT AGAIN, SAM 3:10
“Firms must broaden their 8. 4:25 - 9:40 CASABLANCA B
decision-making processes. Al J@Humphbrey Bogart and Ingrid b
thongh the business world has i?efsmﬂ 1:30 - 4:40 - 7355
been worried for the past few
years about a production crisis,
this is not the real problem. The
problem is to produce more of
what. we reéally need, and to

864-4586 Thre Tues, Woody AL

¥

3 8 P6-4226 Thrie Tues. V:ttano De ,
Ak Sieg’s THE BICYCLE THiEFR!
1 6:00 - 9:3¢ Roberto Rossellini’s
OPEM CITY 7:40 Weekend Mat:~ ;
nees 4' 15

doesn’t endanger our society.”

864 0426 88:#: weer. 13 Broca’s
THE KING OF HEARTS €:30 - L
9:45 Weekend Mastiness 3:10 &
GIVE HER THE MOON 8: 15
Weekemi Matmees 4:558 ;

864-0426 Thru Tues. Two films i
by Jean Renoivr MADAME BO- B
VARY 6:00 - 10:00 LA MAR- &
SEILELAISE 7:30 Weekend Mati- &

Jobs Are Available. . . !
For FREE information
on student assistance and
placement program send
setf-addressed STAMPED 4
envelope to the National §
Placement Registry, 1001 ¢
tast Idaho 5¢., Kalispell,
MT 59901 :

- NO GIMMICKS -

'the former US Attorney General, will speak about his recent visit
to North Vietnam in Kresge Auditorium Tuesday, October 10
'(mmqht) at 8 pm. The event is sp@nsm’ed by the MIT Peace

S T e

TRl

i

OND ENGAGEMENT & WED-

Fanyone,

492-3255, Anyvtime.

We are two-people looking for ¢
small vard or lot (within five
miles of Bost-Camb} on which tc

s'g build a geodesic dome to live in

¥ for one year. it's feasible and
'lecal net to mention beautiful. 14

[ you have a little land or know of

niease please call

«Ecolor folder write: Box 432,
avood, N.J, 07023,
Columbia
ﬁ : University
- e Graduate
B:é::’“ Sehool of
N ©  Business

Mr. John Barch wiil be on

1 cAmpus October 18 to

; Speak with students

; tom all disciplines in-
terested in a graduste

; business education.

For details, contact the

4 Plcement Office.

[ 254-9193.
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| A professionall)

that is safe,
%@gﬁg &
inexpensive

can be sat up on an
cutpatient basis by caliing
The Problem Pregnancy

Educational Service
{218) 722-5360

24 hours — 7 days
for professional, confidential
and carmg he!p

: ’C@aﬁaﬂcn.

W @EN@

Authorized Dealer

Service - Sales - Parts
European Delivery Specialists

DALZELY MOTOR SALES

329-1100
205 Providence Hpwy,
Rie. 1, Dedhiam
(off Rte. 128)

We major in Perfect Service

You will HEAR a lot about life insurance.
while you are studying here.

LISTEN to the various presentations.

COMPARE the cost of the benefits.

i

CHL’CK the cost of Savings Bank Life Ensurance Then

Endowment, and Renewable Term

policies.

SEE for yourself. While others talk about Lo
tow cost, we have it right here?

Come in to talk with our expeérienced peopfe or give us a
ring at 864-5271.

- LIFE INSURANCE DEPARTMENT

889 Massachugstis Avenue
Right in Centrel Square
Within easy walking distz=ncs of MIT
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By Michael Garry

The Enginger baseball team
triumphed in all of its three
games last wesk, as they defea-
ted Boston College twice and
Quinsigamond Community Col-
lege. In doing so, the Techmen
brought their fail schedule re-
cozd to a highly successful 6-1-1,
with one remaining game against
Holy Cross. Their success in
these games can be attribuied to
several cluich hitting perfor
mances along with respeciable,
and in some instances outstan-
ding, defensive play and
pitching.

On Monday, MIT achieved its
first victory over an exiremely
disorganized Boston College
team, by a score of 6-3. BC’s
troubles began in the fousth
inning. The opposing pitcher
blasted z 450 fi. drive {o cenier
field {(which, with the absence of
a center field fence, was preven-
ted from being a home run) and
then, in 2 mad dash around the
basepaths, failed to touch
second base. The miscue was
detecied by Tech pitcher Dave
Yauch *75 who aleriiy fired the
ball to shortstop Roy Henricke
son '76 at second base and the
batter was out. Yauch was given
credit for the victory as heheld
BC scoreless uniil the sixth when
they scored opme run. Yauch was
relieved by Bill Billing °73 in the
seventh inning, who picked up
the save by lmiting BC to two
runs in the final frames.

MIT°s hitdng attack was dis-
{ributed evenly between the first
and fourth impings. En the frsi
inning a sacrifice fly, a walk and
a hit batsman, all coming with
the bases jammed, produced
three runs. In the fourth, Vince
Maconi 76 led off with a single
and guickly stole second base.
An error moved Maconi to third,
and he scored on Ray Hendrick-
son’s sacrifice fly. Herb Kummer
75, who continues to establish a
seputation for clutch hitling,
singled home still another mn.
MIT’s final run came as a result
of a mishap involving the Engi-
neer second baseman, Dave Tir-
rel *74, and the BC catcher. With
Tirel on third and Kvmmer on
second, Rick Charpie °73
walked, Tirrel, thinking that the
bases had already been laoded
and that Charpie’s walk should
therefore force him im to score,
started walldng itowards home
plate. the BC catcher, apparenily
under the same impression, gdis-
regarded Tirrel and started to
walk to the mound, probably fo
calm down his pitcher. But then
- ‘Tirrel and the catcher simull-
" aneously realized their mistskes
. and Tirrel, with no recourse but

‘opposition.

g

« Photo by C. Cullen

to attempt to score, byoke into 2
desperate sprint for the last 25
feet and managed to score. Un-
doubtedly discoucerted by his
blunder, the catcher thenm al-
lowed Kummer, not neted for
his speed, to go from second to
third without even attempting to
throw him out. BC finally got
out of the inning, but not before
the Techmen capitalized on their
inept piay.

The Engineers met BC again
on Friday and handed them
ariother defeat, this time by a
4-2 score. Herb Kummer once
again sparked the offense s he
drove in Henrickson and Tirrel
with a long iriple to rightcenter
in the third. Kummer came in o
score on a perfectly executed
squeeze bunt by Charpie. BC
scored its two runs in he top of
the sixth on 3 walk and 2 home
mun to deep centerfield, beyond
the grasp of Steve Reber 74
who had been doing an excelient
job of hauling in other such
drives. Mike Roval 76 went six
innings in recording the victory.

On Tussday, the Techmen
iraveled to Worcester to meet
Quinsigamond Community Col-
lege. MIT prevailed again by a
score of 8-1. The Engineers got
off to a shaky start in this one as
Royal gave up 2 firiple and a
single to accoumt for Quinsiga-
mond’s only zun. Thereafter
Royal ang reliever Rick Chace
*76, who cvame in duzing the
seventh, combined to prevent
any further damage from the
The pitching was
packed up by superb defense
which turned in three double
plays in crucial situations. MIT’s
hitting atiack was handcuffed
for the first time in three
innings. In the fourih, Dave Tir-
rel broke the ice by leading off
with an infield hit. Two walks
loaded the bases, whereupon
Steve Reber singled to drive in
two runs, MIT picked up two
more ns in the sixth on two
errors. In the seventh Henzick-
son led off with a singie to

e o
CoITer.

He then stole second and
third and ran ali the way home
when the catcher’s throw io
third base landed in left field. -
Two more rune followed to ac-
count for the rest of the hitting.

The game was significant for
the fact that the Techmen were.
abie to get good defemse when
they needed it. The poise thai
MIT . displayed in this game,
coupled with their clear superi-
ority over BC, is an encouraging
indication that the Eagineers, as
they near the end of the fall
schedule, appear to be 2 team to
be reckoned with in the spring.

_in slightly over 24 hours.

By Fred H. Butchison

In the fina! match of the
second annual MIT invitational
water polo tournament, MIT was
defeated seven to four by a very
tough Harvard squad, Both
teaims had entered the contest
with identical three-zero won-
lost records.

Harvard, who cleasly domi-
nated the first two quarters, led
the entite game and it wasnt
uitil the middle of the third

-period thkat MIT got om the

scorzboard.

The first half saw MIT with
only. one shot on the Harvard.
goal, while Dan Bethencourt *75,
MIT goalis, was kept dusy par-
rying vicious Harvard shois. Har-
vard, swimming hard and setting
up a biting offemsive attack,
scoraed fwice in the first quarter

with shois by Jonker and Kellog -

and four times in the second
period on -aftacks by Graff,
Jonker, and White,

The second haif stasted very

slowly as both squads were:

plagued bY inmtercepted passes,
poor passing, and-misaimed shois-
on-goal. The oniy score of the
thizd quarter came on a penalty
shot by Alen Efromsen *74 after
the pericd had ended

The fourthk quarter was
mostly s defeasive battle until
near the end of the pesiod when
four goals {one by Harvard and
three by MIT) were scored in
guick swueccession. Harvard
started the scoring spree with a
goal by Kellogg. Then MIT's Ed
Kavazanjian *73 fired a penalty
shot past the Harvard goalie,
Dave Kose *74 blasted a goal
into the Harvard net and Rose
scored again on a penalty fry.

The game was marred by
numerous fouls, with two MIT
rlayers fouling out early in the
second half. 12 should be poted,,
however, that this match was the
‘exciting conclusion of a thrill
packed tournsment, with both
MIT and Harvard {eams playing
four very fast water polp games

rr
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MIT’z intramural tenmis sea-
son is three-guariers over and 2

singles and doubles single elimin- .

‘ation is on deck for next week-
end. Seedings for the tourna-
ment zre to be based on the
résuits of the three weeks of
team play. ‘

Four men from each group
arg reguired for each t{eam
match. A team match consists of
three singles maiches and two
double matches. Any team mem-
ber can play in both one singles,
and one doubles maich, with
gach match being decided by 2
tep game pro sel. This means
thai any maich can be decided
by g 10-9 score.

Results of the weekends of

- September 23 and 24 and Sep-

tember 30 and Cotober 1 are as
follows:. ’ .

Saturday Sept 23

£ Leaghe
TDC‘A”4 Baker ‘A’ |
SAE 4 PGD i
FBE (forfeit) DP
AEPI4¥SE 1 :
MacGregor T Ashdovm 4
Math (forieis) LCA

B Leogee

. Baker ‘B4 Matk 1

Baseball team 4 Baker Racketeer 1

C Lengne
NLF 4 Baker T’ 1
MacGregor § FDT &

1st Qtr.
2nd gtz
3rd gtr. Efromson
4th gtr. Rose (2) Kellogg
Kavazanjian )
" SAVES
13 1
MIT vs. Northeastern
- MIT U
GOALS )
ist qir. Rose Hart
Epstien Schein
Solberg
. 2nd gtr. Rose Hart
3rd gtr. Kavazanjian Hart (2}
Sofberg {3)
4th qiz. Xavezanjian (2) Schein (2}
SAVES
iz 5
[FINAL scma;a
12 5
MIT vs. Bowdoin
MIT Bowdoin
GOALRS
ist gtr. Kavazoniian 4]

By Donald Shobrye
1ast Saturday the MIT har-
riers lost a 31 to 28 decision to
Coast Guard, as Westevan for-
feited to both teams.
While the tain stopped during

"the meet, the course was a wet,
“slippery mess. This fact was 12-

flected in the times. Despite the
poor conditions Captain John
Kaufmann 73 won easily with
Al Carlson 74 ftaking second.
Pete Borden *72 took fifth, with

Coast Guard rumners taking’

third, fourth, and sixth through
tenth. This fine example of team
running won the meet for Coast
Guard. MIT ziso felt the loss this

Supday Sép‘é. 24

. A League
Chineze 8.C. 4 Baker '74 1
TC (forfeit) SC
DU (forfeit) BSU
Chem. Eng. 3 DTD 0
independent (forfeity PMD

‘B League
Chinese 8.C. 3 TDC“B° 2
Burton 4 3 Hydros 2

C League
PXT (forfeit) Club Latino
Saturday Sept. 30
A League
Math ‘A’ S TDC A0
Baker ‘A3 LCA 2
Buston IV4 BSU1 N

B League
Independent 3 Baker ‘B’ 2
Math ‘B’ (forfeit) AER]
Hydzes 3DU 2
Baseball Team 3 TDC ‘B 2
Baker Racketeers vs, Chinese 5., *B”
|rzined out oo

C League .
SC 3 Baker ‘C" 2 .
WEF2TC2

Sunday Cetober 3

A League
Ashdown 5 SAED '
MacGregor *A” 4 PDG 2
Chinese §.C° A5 DIDO

- Chem. 'Eng. 3 Baker*74 2

' Leagme
MacGregor ‘C" 4 DP 1
PEETCI’SPRE ¢
PXT'CZ 2807 2

" Hagvard 13

- HIT 10

lost to Coasti Guard 31 to 26.
i

" [Cosst Guand: 3) Tie, Bohlayer and

an by

" Efromson
Bentiey - 1]
Bentley
Epstein
Molopy -
~ BAVES
"14 L .4
INMAL SCORE
9 yl

- Final Regults .
MIT Water Polo Tournament

" Friday
NU 4
MIT 190
Hazvard 20 Bowdein 4
MU 7
~ Bowdeoin 12
Baturday
Bowdoin &
Browa &
Bowdoin 2
NU 13 . Brown 8
Hazvard 7 MIT 4
Final Standings

WonR

Brown 34

Ny 21
Harvard 26
MIT 9

o

Harvard
MIT

NY
Brown
Bowdgin

@wmw#

L
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week of Terry Biumer "73, whe-
fell in last week’s meet and
suffered injuries that reguired
thirteen stitches and prevented
him from running this week.
Cross couniry meeis are
scoted in ine following manner
The first five men on each icam
can scote points for the team,
and the first seven men can
displace runners from the other
teams. To total up the team
scoze, you add up the first five

places for each team. The team- ;

with the lowest score wins.

The team’s poor showing so
‘far this team has been due t0
fwo teasons. First, the top three
runners — Kaufmann, Carlson,
and Blumer — have yeitto runin
the same mest. Seccndly, there
is a large gap betwesn the first
three or four rupners and the

 rest of the team. This was de- §

monstrated very clearly last
Saturday.
On a junior varsity level, MiT

Yarsity meet resizifs: ‘
MET: 1} Kaufmann 26:12 23 Cazlson

28:10 172) Davison 28:19

Thacker 26:49 &) Sultzi 27:22 T
Baszrie 27:36 8) Bellona 27:45
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