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,AHY CAN'T THE ADMINISTR.TION TOLERATE PAUL SCHIFF?

mE AR SOGRY TO INFO3IM YOU THAT YOUR READMISSICN HLS BE N
DENIFM  read the lotter to Psul Schiff, cditoer of LOGOS,
Accordiag to Vice-Prcsident Fuzaks "Schiff acted to disrupt
the cri;anizatior® of the Uriversity..He urged thc violation
of University rcgulations in LOGOS..The decision against
readmitting Schiff wais aot bascd on any single incident,
but wuvhon a pattern of disruptive bchavior (State'News,
July 1). :

THE INDICTMENT: How did Schiff act "to disrupt thc organ-
ization of the University?" In fact, what docg it mean to
dsrupt the organization of. the University? Did Schiff pre-
vent any classes from hoin, held, or stop anyonc from using
the faciliti.s? Or di? hc ccomit th. mcre heincus crime of
interforing with "th: administration" of the University,
(whataver that mizht mean)? Did hc yell "fire" in the aud-
itorium? or l.ad a sit-in on the basketball court? If ad-
ministrators.at MSU arc going t¢ take action against stud-
cats for M"disrunting the owganizatio-n of the University,!
Just zxactly what docs this mcan?

JUSTIJE MSU-STYLE: Students at HSU ar.. deprivcd of mest of
the constitutional frecdoms they have Icn: been taught to
cherish. The Schiff Casc is just & good example of this:

TRTAL BY FIIT: Schiff u~s told .of a decisicn notto readmit
him, not advised of chaorges brou;ht agaiast him. When he
requested a hearing Before the Faculty Committee on Stu-
dent Affairs, it was denicd by Fuzak. When Schiff made the
same request of Professor Titkemeyer, chairman®of the com-
mittes, "he was told thet the committee has only, "advisory"
power, and that such a‘hearing would be futile,

UNIVESTIY REGUL:TIONS —- THE MIZE CRLZE: What did Schiff
actually do Twrongl® Isidc from boing Vdisruptive,” he al-
legedly advocated "the violation of University regulations
in LOGOS." -In oinversaticn with officials of the American




/
SIS

Oévi].Liimxties Union, Fuzak cited the following nassafie
from the April 23rd issue (no.5): : ‘

uTN THE INTEREST OF A FREE ACADEMIC AND POLITICAL AT=-
HCSPHERE AT MSU,CSR WILL RFFUSE 7O RESPECT THYS R-GULATION
(prohibiting door-to-door distribution--ed.), AND APPEALS
T0 THE FACULTY CC¥ TTTEE ON STUDENT AFWATRS: TO RESCIND ITS
D+CISICN B 7OR* IT CAN BE IMPLIM"NTID," :

Docs this ur:e students to violate the regulation, or does
it exprese the positicn of the Committee for Student Rights?

Schiff has also been accused of viclating this regualtion,
by nassing out LCGOS in Case Hall on April 22. Schiff was
aware that the Facvulty Committe~ had approved the new rule,
tut did not interpret ttis to mean that it had thus become
official University pol:lcy. :

Schiff was not alone in his interpretation, On May 11--
more than two weeks after the jhecident--the State News ran
the following ne-s item:

"President Joan A. Hannah apnroved Monday the new
printed material distributicn prlicy in a letter %o the
chairman of the Faculty Committee on Student Affairs.

"The proposals by the Men!s Halls Associaticn and Wo-
ments  Inter-resident Hall Cevncil ¢an now be considered
official University policy, said Charlss Titkemcver, asso-
ciate professor of anctomy and committee chairman® (emp-
hasis adcfed),

Rather peculiar situation: The State Wews artléle makes its

clear that Harhah's anjroval made the prule ofticgial. Yet
Fuzak insists that Sciiff violated the rule before Hannah
approved it. Fvrther, even though Titkemever Te, arded Han-
nah's apnroval as hecessary for the rule to beccme Univer—
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have known the rule wag official noli¢y hefore Hannsh ap-
proved TEC . | T
Which all. goes to show that the a2ttitude of MSU administra-
tors is that students should intvitively know what the Uni-
versity thinks is right and wrong (no confusion th-t way).
For those that don't trust their iatuition, the message is:
"Do what other students doy Don't do things that
'arcn't done.'And if you'rc mot sure what 'things!we mean,
we have hcad advisors and R.A.'s eroudd to guide you."

In this connection it is ironic that one of President Han=-
nah's four "fundamcntal helicfs" is "a rccounition that, .
we arc best served when poverment is by law rather than by
men. Written lay arvived a2t by the will of the majority. .
protccts us from the jeonardy of our rizhts, privile es,
and frecedoms at the whim of one man or a grovp of willful
man." (Not A Thing Apart: "State of the University address,

Jan.25, 1965)

Until sonie fundamental values like these are put into prac-
tice, thc arbitrary will of administrators--not clearly cs~
tablished rules--will continmue to . overn the 1:ves of MSu
students. ' :

K

We don't feel capahlc of fully analvzing the role of the
faculty at MSU. But the Schiff Case revezls some intercst-
in. things, both ne ative and prsitive.

ADINTSTRATIVE VETO: Schiff had heen admitted bo the his-
tory depsrtment as a  radvate student. He had previously
ben a gradvate stuldent in . ood stoading in the cconomics
department (with a minor ia history). The Office of Student
Affairs then refvsed him readmission m non-acadenic grounds
without cven bothering to nctify the history department.

Non-academic eritoria ohvionsly tke precedence over.acade~
aic at MSU. Strange situation for the faculty to accentl
The fact that th. converse is trug--that a person's exemp-
lary behavior would wot moke up for his deficiconb seadomic
status--is irrelevant. This is still a Univereity in some
respocts, disa't it? Aad a University's raison d'ctre is
still academic, isn’t it?

But vhen an administration is permitted to say thet the

: re
arc more importaut--ncn-acadend c--mattirs

which it alene




has the: right-to judge, a University is in trouble: it is
ol conflict with its only reason for existeuce: ‘

FACULTY W ERNING: It ic encouraging to see that faculty
members have not lost’ sight of their responsibilities to
'students aund to academic freedom on campus, despite the
T urgings of the admiuistretion to remain silent. Two issues
of the Academic Freedom Newsletter have been distributed
among faculty members. Hcpefully itis here to stay and will
contribute to getting more faculty to discuss 1ssues which
they have ignored too long.

The MSU chapter cf the Imerican Lssociation of University
Prcfcssors (ZAUP) has written a letter to President Hannah
requesting that the University reconsider its action in the
Schiff Case. The letter cited three reasons for the LAUP's
concern: first, the admiristration acted unilaterally;- sc-
" cond, the decision seems to have hecen predicated con very
vague and arbitrary trounds; third, te publicity from this
. action will be demaging te the academie reputation that the
University has bcen tryirg to build in the nation.

UNITE! The significance of thecse faculty actions should
be fully understcod by all students. The prevailing fecling
at MSU (and for good rceson) is thnot once the administrat-
ion acts-~that's it: nocne carcs, no one will stand up for
you if you've becn wronged. But when a portion of the fac-
ulty comes alive with discussion and action--"the tlmes,
they are a'changing"--for the better.

We would also stress thet most of the administrative pro-
cedures and practices trat are being called into question
because of the rcfrsal tc reardmit Schiff are very general-
affecting all studeunts, rot jugt the political -activists.
It is important, now that faculty members arc shedding some
of their time-dishonorcd apathy, that more studgnts do
likewise. The future statvs of studcnts at MSU will largely
-depend on whether students stand up for other students who
have bcen treated unjustly. ;

STATE NEWS CLAIMS SCHIFE CASE 15
"100 CONTROVERSIAL”
REFUSESTO PRINT ANY LET TERS

UN THE MATTER




