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By Storm Kauffman

The Commitiee on Student
Environment (CSE) reported to
the faculty on the closing of
Ashdown dining room (at the
end of the fall term).

CSE noted, “The objectives
¢ of the dininmg system appear io
he, in no necessary order of
priority: to provide a suitable
social setting for students and
other members of the com-
munity: to provide adeguate
nuirition of members of the
community; to provide certain
standards of service: and to
achieve these objectives as econ-
omically as possible.”

Socially, the effects of the
dining halis i not known. Nutri-
yjenally, the CSE noted that
»practically nothing is known
aboutl what MIT students actual-
jy eat from day to day -
whether they are getting bal
anced diets that contribute to
their educational perform-
ance ... " Possibly conducting a
UROP sponsored survey was sug-
gested.

Standards of service - insur-
ing all who wish to dine that no
undue overcrowding will occur
- was a partial reason for the
closing of Ashdown. It was not
known ito what extent this or
other attractions such as variety
of selection are relevant in 2
aniversity atmosphere. Economi-

By Paul Schindler

When it started in 1935, it
was the Instrumentation Labs.
In June of £970, it became the
- Charles Stark Draper Labs, an
independent division of MIT.
When the MIT Centrex tele-
. phone system was installed last
: August, it got its own phone
number. On July I, 1973, it got
and became, for
© the first time in its 38 year
history, an independent entity.

There wiil still be connections
with MIT,; the Institute’s Vice
- President for Research, Albert
. Hill, is Chairman of the Board of
Draper Labs. And the press re-

- lease announcing the final divest-
.. ment

stated that ‘‘necessary
organizational changes [to re-
move the labs from the adminis-
tration of MIT] have been ef-
- fected with a minimum of in-
ternal disruption.”

N poes om to add that ““the
" relationships with MIT are cor
dial.””

Such was not the case, at least
in the eyes of many students and
facufty when the decision to
separate D-Labs from the Insti-
tute was first announced by MIT
President Howard Johnson in

>+ June of 1970,

Al thai time. Johnson kicked
unsuccessful secarch for
nop-defense rescarch that could
he used to convert the Draper
Labs into a form accepiable to
the MIT faculty, He stressed thal
the labs were doing work that
had to be continued.

At that time, Johnson an-
nounced that a five month
search by the labs for non-

defense work was unsuccessful,
and, that in any case, they could
not continue to do their unique
and valuable work as part of
MIT. So, they had to be spun-
off,

There were some objections
by members of the MIT com-
munity then that divesiment wars
a bad way out; that the univer-
sity would then lose what smali
restraining effect on the labs
that it had at that time.

.

. amic

cally, CSE recommended that
alternatives be explored,

*These alternatives should in-
clude not only the reduction of
standard dining service in favor
of other patterns but also the
increase of dining services by
means of a return to compulsory
undergraduate commons. What
is reqaired is that the range of
alternatives be explored and that
the economic costs of each of
them be estimated and presented
to the community ... In any
case, lhe current apparent econ-
standard for the dining
services, that they be run with-
out any operating losses accord-
ing to present accounting prac-
tices, appears to be too crude a
criterion.”

E. Harmon Brammer, Direct-
or of Dining and Housing Ser-
vices, noted that no plans lor
immediate changes in the pres-
ent status of the system are
planned. He did stress ibat a
return to compulsory commons
would result in a lower contract
cost (presently S720 per year),
s “‘it takes essentially ihe same
staf{ to feed 50 people as it
takes Lo feed 500,

The CSE report continues

that sufficient information must
be accumulated to permit ade-
guate decisions on dining prob-
lems.

On Ashdown specifically, the

Regardless of conflicting pro-
test: some said get rid of the
labs, others said pull in the reing
the decision was made to sepa-
1aie them from MIT. Slowly, so
as to aveid any damage fo on-
going personnel or programs.

The sudden economic down-
turn in the defense industry that
hit in 1970 and 1971 took the
Institute by surprise, and greatly
slowed divestment. But there
was never any diversion from the
path of eventual separation, even
when the Department of De-
fense threw up flak, objecting to
any increase in its contraci costs
as a result of divestment. Nego-
tiations eventually cleared that
block.

What had the Draper Labs
done, to earn the enmity of
some academics, and the love of
the DoD? Guidance systems for
Polaris, Poseiden, and Thor; ad-
vanced flight contro! for VTOL
craft; and some radicals claimed
that the labs developments were
used to make it possible to shoot
accurately from helicopters in
Vietnam.,

The jaboratery is mission ori-
ented, and conceives, designs,
tests, and supports “‘eperational
systems.” Its work has been in
instrumentation, guidance. and
control of serospace and marine
vehicles,

Al least partially av a result of
the dehate over ihe iabs (hrec
years ago, & motion was intro-
duced to, and passed by the MIT
faculty, this May to the cffect
that not all cperational weapon
systems to which MIT might
make a contribution were worth-
while.

The founder of the labs, Dr.
Charles Stark Draper, now 71, is
an Institute Professor Emeritus
{a position of honor) and Pro-
fessor Emeritus of Aeronautics
and Astronautics. He continues
to serve as a consultant and
board member of the D-Labs. He
was department head from 1951
to 1966.

Draper started the labs in
1935 to build anti-aircraft gun-

CSE reported that it was cog-
nizani of the loss in the qualily
of social interaction for former
Ashdown devotees, but that the
number of diners who so suf-
fered appeared to be small. Also,
the hall would “face heavy going
economically because of the re-
quired renovations and compet-
ition from the kitchens to be
installed in the renovated living
areas. On balance we are not
persuaded that there is a strong
case for the reopening of Ash-
down dining room in the near
future, especially since Ashdown
House itself will not be full due
to renovations for at least one
more year,”

© Finally, the CSE offered its
recommendations:

" ... the Administraiion
I‘I"dk(‘l an assessment both of the
objectives of dining services at
the Institute and of the extent
to which alternative dining sys-
tem configurations contribute to
the attainment of those obhicct-
ives,

“ _ .. pending the completion
of such an assessment no major
changes be made in the status of
any unit of the dining system.

. the assessment, that we
recommend, if started this sum-
mer, can be completed by 31
December, 1973

sights for the Navy. At thai

- time, and for many years there-

after, there was unanimous ap-
proval of ““Technology’s War
Record;” the Institute’s service
to the United States in time of
war,

Draper, and his lab’s associ-
ation with MIT, became the vic-
tims of changing fimes, proving
once more the old maxim that
“if you maintain a consistent
political position long enough,
you will eventually be accused
by some of treason.”

Certainly not by employees;
of the 1800 people who work
for the lab, omnly five refused
jobs tendered them by the new
corporation.

Certainly not by the Depart-
ment of Defense, which provides
a big chunk of the lab’s $61
million research budget for this
vear.

Certainly not by those faculty
who have steadfastly maintained
that the Government {or the
Administration} has the sole
right to decide what is good for
the US, and that MIT has no
right {o decide foritself,

No, it was oniy those few who
thought the government in-
capable of deciding what is hest
for this country that felt that
what the D-Lab did was only
guestionably ir the best inlerests
of America.

They will continue joint edu-
cationsl and research actlivilies
with MIT. And lab statffers still
have access Lo MIT facilities.

One  administration  official
expressed second thoughts about
divestment, after supporting it in
1970. “They've gotten betier.
They really do contribute to an
MIT education now, which they
didn’i then. And the loss of the
lab will cost us dearly, in terms
of finances. If only we could
reverse the decision. I don’t
think the protest now would be
that great.”

But the decision was irrevers-
ible. And now, the Draper Labs
are, metaphysically if not phys-
ically, gone from MIT,

{Continued from page 1)
Telephone Directory.
E) A telephone, gas, or elec-
tric bill in your name,

zoning plan

{Contirued from page 1)
Marsh Warehouse, which wus re-
placed by a new facility in
Squantum. MIT has never owned
the plot, although they own the
land on either side of it. The
announcment for the hotel was
met with ‘“not unfriendly”
comments.

The rellback, which was
made, in parl, to avoid an early
court fight, points to one of
several problems with the River-
front project.

As detailed in the Milne state-
ment to the hearing committee,
the plan “has iegal flaws . .. is
unfair and discriminatory .
[and] will probably be countel
productive tc achieving the goals
that it is meant to achieve.”

The legal question arises over
the bonus alternatives, which
allow greater densities only if
the developer provides certain
public facilities — for example,
the pedestriam access to the river
— which are vsually supplied by
government funding. Should the
City Council approve the rezon-
ing, they are almost certain to
have it tested in court.

“We know of no precedent
anywhere for reducing values so
drastically in one district only io
force landowners of that district,
and no others, to subsidize pub-
iic developments by write-downs
of their lamd costs,” states the
Milne report.

MIT has joined with 21 other
organizations from across the
city to form The Cambridge
Planning lobby as a result of the
Riverfront case and others simi-
lar to it. The aim of the lobby is
to encourage city planning on a
city-wide basis rather than in ad
hoe, crisis-to-crisis manner.

It was the Riverside-
Cambridgeport Community Cor-
poration, one of the Planning
Lobby "members, that got the
Riverfront District off the
ground, It was this group that
had the first feasibility study
done, with §16.000 of Cily
funds.

The City Council has taken
its teave {or the summer without
taking final action on the River-
front. The plan will come before
the Council at iis first meeling
of the fali, to be held in Septem-
ber.

lnstit
for

A chair has been eostablished
for distinpuished women mem-
bers of the MIT faculty.

MNo one will be appoinied to
it., however, unlil  another
$350,000 i» added to the
§400,000 seced money provided
by Chancellor Paul Gray.
$750,000 is the full funding
level for an Institute Chair.

The Ellen Swallow Richards
Professorship was announced by
President Jerome B, Wiesner
during ceremonies commemorat-
ing the 100th anniversary of her
graduation from MIT. Mrs,
Richards was also the first
woman to serve on the MIT
faculty,

When the chair is funded, it

o
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WOMSR'S

EY A lease or deed in your
naime,

G) If the lease is not in your
name, the lease and a nofarized
statement by the lessee that you
live at the address claimed

HY A notarized statement
from the landlord or building
superiniendent that you live at
ithe address claimed, or a slaje-
ment 1o thalt effect on his busi-
ness stationery.

D A cancelled check made
out to the landlord or a rent
receipt  showing  the address
claimed.

3 If you pay vour rent to a
lessee or principal tenant instead
of directly to a landlord, a no-
tarized statement from the lessee
or principal tenani that vou live
at  the address claimed. plus
prooi of physical presence by
the lessec or principal tenant,

Al present MIT  students
should qualifly under “A.” Once
they have permansnt rooming
assignmients, incoming freshmen
may go to the Office of the
Dean for Student Affairs and see
Molly McBride« to obtain the
statement described in ““B.”

The first two proofs of resi-
dence indicate that Cambridge
will no longer obstruci the regis-
tration of students who live on
college campuses within the city
limits. Last fall, former UAP
Curtis Reeves organized a regis-
tration session in the Student
Center,

At that time, 82 students
were turned away, The registrar
for Cambridge, Commissioner
Edward Samp, went beyond the
thirty day residency requirement
in his interpretation of voter
eligibility, He asked questions
about financial ties to parents
and intent to remain as a domi-
ciler in Cambridge. Such intent
was considered to be shown by
possession of Massachusetis
drivers’ license, Massachusetts in-
come tax, Massachusetts draft
card, or indication of more than
student status. Then, enrolied
siudents were not considered
residents of Cambridge without
some other indication of intent
to make this city their perma-
nent residence,

Such difficulties apparentiy
arose from Cambridge Election
Committee officials’ refusal to
register students on the basis
that they do not maintain
“domicile,”” As defined by Aft-
torney General Quinn, ‘1o main-
tain domicile is to have no pres-
ent intention of changing resi-
dence to another city.” The dif-

ficulty of proving this somewhat

subjective intent, and the recal-
citrance of the registrars, forced
many students to give up. (The
Tech, September 22 & October
6, 1973)

Subsequent court rulings have
evidently led Cambridge to ease
its stand on student registration

ks funds

I} f;:{my]
qi {‘
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will  bhe avallable lor appoint-
ments  in oany ol MUT s five
schools. and will he supervised

by, the Provost, according o
Wiesner,
Wiesner  expected  that  ap-

pointments would be drawn tirst
and primarity from MIT alum-
nae.

Wiesner i1s quoted in the of-
ficial MIT news organ, Tech
Talk, as saying ““This professor-
ship is intended (o recognize the
national importance of contribu-
tions by women to research and
education at MIT, to honor the
picneering achievement of Mrs,
Richayrds . and to strengthen
the role of women in the Insti-
tute’s faculty,”




