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- PUBLISH AND PERISH

A frequent cry uttered by universities in re-
cent years has been "hublisia or perish,'" osut your
"ideas on tne linz. Peonle have yueried whether ‘un-
pubiished professors were as canable as tneir vo-

~cal colleagues. The silent men, so tne argument
goes, also may be inactive intellectually. at
least we know what the vocal ones tunink. So tne
professorial staff has been goaded to vpublish:
sromotions, citations, and sundry forms of glory
resting on productive, nopefully imaginative crea=-
tions,

. Juxtaposed against this squeezing of the intel-
Lectual granes, nowever, arc those whn desire the
city dry, e.g., tne #.5,U, doard of Student Publi=-
cations. [neir working pnilosophy, evidenced by
the rules tney enact and enforce, can be sumnariz-
ed as "mrish if you nublish," fhneir business has
been to restrict student nublications and to quash
independent )ubtications (excent large city news~
papers and commercial magazines).

within the last few years, a recurring plight
has befallen those daring to be controversial. A
series of articles by Mary Bssing in the 3State
dews in lusl describing the guestionable practictes
ol the Jepartment oi DPublic safety and an wast
Lansing realtor resulted in restructuring tnhe edi-
torial system and the removal of the paper's ad-
visor, Mr. George .ough, a professor in tne scnool
cf journalism. The apvointment of the present ad-
visor, .lr. wouis serman, occured at that time, Jne
wight speculate whether anyone coming in on the
eve of such an event could fee! froe to he liber-
al.




tuven the mild-eyed State News_bonsciously felt
the sinch of the regulatory vice. Four editors,
having previously overlooked censorship of all
Letrers to tne mditor concerning the Schiff case
(the cose was regarded "too controversial), walk-
ed out in protest wnen they were refused the right
to print Schniff's rebuttal to tne -University's
chargzes as had been planned. ’

sn1ile now The pPaper, armed with ideas and a
good set of eyes (a ninderance to anyone in a

nearsighted university), has taken a stand on its:

oan existence. and as before, the in loco parentis
atmosphere with its red tane apron strings is suc-
cessfully strangling 7The Paper's attempt to sur-
vive. The laper cannot exist without funds, and it
may not exist witn advertising, doubly damned.

I'ne i;aper, nhowever is not entirelv without sus-
tenance. It may beg for ten-cent donations .... to
sell it would be aczainst University »olicy. It inay
have fund drives and parties. (nvote that tihis ap-
proach is not widely used by wetropolitan newspa-
pers!) In short, it may stumble along from issue
to issue, hoping that by sowme fluke 1ts readers
will have "donated" enough inoney to keep the tape
off its mouth,..taere is certainly nc nope for fi-
nancial stability.

But tne issue 1is not whether one newspaper
show ild survive., The issue is whether freedom of
the press ‘includes not only the freedom to speai,
but the right to be neard, esnecially if the ' two
are one and the same ‘thing. The more particular
issue = is whether a university snould encourage
free discussion - and creative inquiry. What is the
essence of "pubiisn or perish" if it is not to
bring new ideas to the warket, if it is not to
broaden the scope of thougznt, if it is not to dis-
cover hidden or lignhtly veiled knowledge? If pro-
fessors should be goaded, why shouldn't students?
ideas often get stale after years of sunpression,
and eyes become glassy.

@ THE ANSWER @

Thursday the Board of Student Publications will
meet. T[hursday zggfpaper will again seek vermis-
sion to sell on campus. and Tnursday, it is rumor-
tions for imnroving the policy. As usudl tne air
is being glittered with taitk of re-evaluating sys-
tews, redefining systewns, listing the components
of systems and finally wmaking new and grandiose
systems, infallable and eternal.

‘ed, the students on tune Board will make sugges-

Risking simplicity, cne mirht sugzest that the
same System shich has ‘vorked for metropolitan
newspapers be extended to student publications,
i.e., tney sho.uld be allowed to sell on cambous re=
gardless of advertising and witnout editorial or
advisorial ccatrol. They should also be left to
get out of their own scrapes. Recognizing however
that even metropolitan newspapers have not been
following the .systewn (Secretary Sreslin was not
contacted for permission to sell), it might pe
pointed ocut that no serious incidents have occured
tnis far, so peraans a system is not necessary.

Unly groups nurtured by the Uni#ersity are starv-
ine to deatn.
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ON THE RECURRENCE  OF NIGHTMARES

In darch 1938 a decision was handed down by the
UsS. Supreme Court in the case Lovell v, city of
ariffin, The following in an excerpt of the onin-
ion of the Court delivered by Chief Justice Hughes,

v

“Tne ordinance in its broad sweep prohibits the
distribution of e;rculars, handbooks, advertising,
or literature of any kind. 't manifestly asnlies
to. pamphlets, magazines and neriodicals. :lhe evi=
dence against aprellant was that she distributed a
certain pamphlet and a magazine called the "Golden
age." whetner in actual administration the ordi

nge," whetner in actual aduwinistration the ordi~
nance is ‘ apnliied, as apparently it could be, to
newspajers does not apvear. lhe cCity Manager test-
ified tnat "everyone aonlies to me for a license
to distribute licerature in this City. ivone of
these peonle (including defendant) secured a per-
ait from me to distribute literature in the City of
aritfin." rhe ordinance is not limited to litera-
ture that is obscene or offensive to public morals
or that advocates wunlawful coaduct. Chere is no
sugestion that the pampnlet or maga:ine distribu=-
ted in the instant case were of tnat charucter.lhe
ordinance eisbrances "literature" in tihe widest
SeNnses s

e think that tne ordinante is invalid on its
face. whatever the motive whicn induced its adop-
tion, its character is such that it strikes at the
very foundation of the freedom of the vress by
subjecting it to license and censorship.[ne Strug-
gle for freedom of tne press was primarily direc-
ted azainst the power of the licensor. It was
against that “power that John Milton directed his
assault by his 'Appeal) for the Liberty of Unliden-
sed Vrinting.' And tne liberty of tiae press becae
initially a right to publish . without a license
wnat could formerly be pubiished only with onz."
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THy QUASTIUN O Chak itiS Y

The Student Board is apgain‘faced with a choice Wh ”h, in
essence, is no choice at all. It will decide within the
next two weeks, its pelicy on issuing charters te organ-—
izatioms. Since, however, the "silent charter" of
4sSMSU binds it to the administration's coattails, there
is no real choice for the soard.

The new chartering precposal concerns itsclf with ‘member—
ship. local.anc nati nal cunstitutions, faculty adviscrs,
affiliati ns. By dissecting the problem int. these cate-
ceries it is casy to consider ané criticize the value of
each subproprsal-—and it'is alsu ‘easy te overluck the
question of charterin: as a whole. why sh uld we have a
charter,in the first place?’

If chartcrs are estaplished tc inventery the cxisting or-
canizations on campus sc an indivicual can be directed

to clubs which interest him, charters may provide a be-
neficial secrctarial service. If, however, they beccme
the weapon »f a censcrship board, freedom on intellectual
inquiry will be supressed.

The propnsed charter suppresses freedcm. By requiring

a group te submit its lecal and, if natimally affiliated
its nati nal constitutions, the Board is asserting that
it has “the rirht te decide whether or not certain ideas
shall be discussed on campus. It is also attempting

tc decide what acticns shall cccur on campus. In shert,
it is tryin- t» decide the future. oy attemptin k to
restrict future events, however, the board will nct only
‘he protecting itself asainst sume as yet unrealized evil,
but in its paranocia it will.also restrict growth. If

we may do only that.which we can _recict in advance,

why cdo anything? Why not just sit and know?




The pruposed charter recks with the in l.co parentis atti-
tude. An organization must have an acadenic advisor in cr-
der to he rec. nized--as if the siznificance of an issuc
increased whenever a faculty member was present. CSh feels
tant while faculty nay add gpood idceas te a discussiun, fa-
culty ~re n.t nccessary for 2 discussiocnr. 4 charter might

o

instead, susrest the sencfits >f o faculty advisor.

The propesed charter w uld also Lave us belicve that the
wv.rth of an syi~mization can be debtermincd by the lerpth
of its EEership list., If .me—tonth of one percent of
tize Uniye®sity students jein an orpanization, it can be re-
copnized By vhe Studont Beoard-——excludin, honoraries for
nich tiis restriction is waived. Cow feels gll iceas are
as honorable-as honcraries, anc it o greoup of incivicuals
of nmy size foels the nced tu umite interests and ideas,
they shulé be allowed recurmiti:n arnd the bonefit of meet-
ing 4 pether publicly.

€

Let us ot allew attention paid to academic advisors s
nembership lists, however, keep us frim the real questicn
¢f the chorter itself. Im relotiorn tc the Constituticn of
the United States, a charter should not restrict freedon
~f speech or ass:iciati It sh.ulé n.t block communica-—
tion. Thus, recoraiticn: of any orcanigetin should not be
bascd upen the foals or ideds express:d by that orpaniza—
ticn. Cherters sh uld remain sécretarinl scrvices.

pr]

CSii can point -ud whot the Constitution dictates, but essen
tially the Student soard is free to. ignore the Ccustitu-
tion——unless sou. wealthy individual challenges it in
ccurt., e, therefore, must urge the Beard not tu try to
"ret awny with" iga rins the Cemstitution, but rather to
attempt to further the ponls of the Constitution by putting
the charterin; system wherc it bolongs——in the filing cab-
incv. =
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WHZN IS A STUDLNT GUVORNMENT NOT A STUDLNT GUVeadNi=NT?
by Brian Kelcher

This yeor tho students of Michiran State University haove
been blessed with a new "student ;>vernment'"-~ the "Assc-
cinted Students of Micuigan State University." Beyond its
title, huwever, enc moy wonder what ASMSU actually is.

Most coverning b.dies ot least pretend to be representative
of those whom they suvern. vhy, then, has MSU failed to .
respect this critericn?

A student government sh uld nt be o vestiginl appendag
that is formed upon the establishment of any University and
is inherited by cvery student body thereafter. 4 student
sovernment sh uld indeed be the governiang body of the stu-
dents. Wwith respeet to this, the following peints should
be raised cencerning the present sc-called student govern-
ment @

1. The ASKSU Student Board neither pussesses nor sceks ac—
tual poewer to sovern: the student body and repulate student
affairs. Its competency is m.stly restricted to arrange-
ments for such events as Homecoming =nd water Carnival.
Mcreover, oven in those matters which fall within its juris—
dicticn, Student B.2ré cannct act with ut specific author-
ization frei the respective sub-group of the University Ad-
ministratisn.

2. SMSU derives its suppert n t from the student budy,

but from the Administroticm. It is able to exist financizl-
ly only becsuse the administration levies a tax cn its behalf
on each student as hc registers. It scems clemr that ASKMSU
is well aware of who suppsrts it, since it is far mure sen-
sitive to suspgestions fr.m the Administraticn thon to ideas
from the student b dy.

3. 'The members of the ASMSU Student Scard are chosen in a
hizhly undemocratic manner——the Student Beard itself elects
two of its members. That must be rather unusual ameng the
world's major legislative bodies!

4, The Student Socard ceommenly takes action on the matters
which come befure it without making any sericus effort to
ascertain the wishes of the student body——th ush they ave,
of crurse, very careful to find sut the wishes ‘of the Ad
ministration. -The -recent disaifiliaticn with the Natf -nal
Student association is 2 case in point.




5+ lMany meetings of the Student Board which discussed
re 1«t1v»1y impertant issues are closed to the student
body at the whim .2 the scard. ( It misht be pointed
out that meetiu s of the CSu Cocrdinating Committee are

cpen to-2ll students and any student mey speak--as a rule,

thoy arc als. far better attended than mectinis of the
Student soard.)

6+ Graduate students do not have even the fracti nal
franchise in 4SiSU that under;rads possess, but in scme
matters they are subjuct to its repulati ns, and deci-
si.ns; an example is the area of student orzanizati.ss

The Committee for Student wdghts is wurking to cstablish
o demcecratically constituted student government, as de-
fined ir the CSK program, on tuis campus. It does not
claim t¢ be such & ,«vernment, because it is n-t endowed
with thc power to povern, Lowever, it misht claim
that, were the backing of the uunlnlstr ticn withdrawn
from Aol SU, a far larrer base of student support would
be founc. to bel ng tc CSK than te AuliSU. Light now,
it is clear that CSi possesses two attributes that aSMSU

conspicuously lacks: demceracy anc freedim £ action.
The CSR Coordinating Committee is chosen by interested
students (i.e., anybedy wh: wishes t= come and vote,)
not by the inter-Fraternity Couneil, iHi, WIC, or cther
unrepresentative bureaucratic bodies. is for freedem of
actli n, while csk may lack the plush offices and paid
secretaries that ASPSU enjoys, it alsc lacks the paid
University administrotors breathin: down its neck and
telling it what it may discuss and decide.

.

CorlLICTING 1NTeiSTS

Paul Schiff's hearing will continue Tuesday, Nov. 16.
haovirg heard the University's testimeny, he will now
present his rebuttal. what is the University's testi-
mony? Wwhat is Schiff's rebuttal? Conveniently, the
Alministration scheduled a closed hearing, so no-one
may listen to the actual priceedings. Closcd hearings

arc said tc be ih the intcrest cf the student, yet when
Schiff asked for an open hearing in his interest, it
was denied. for everybody's interest, the charges again-
st Sctiff and his rebuttal will sppear in OnGaNON which
is scl eduled tn go on sale iriday, Nove. 19.
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'T wanted to write of the transcendent im—
portance of safeguarding and preserving in-
tact all of our civil liberties, and of my
deep conviction tihat whenever government
infringes on any of these rights, it begins
with the weak and the friendless, or the
scorned and the degraded, or the noncon-
formist and the unorthodox.'

~iidward Bennett Williams
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alnst American forelon policy by declaring themselves
mpalnst the war ln‘Vletnam. Thby chose to alr their views

f Ll"f"IBuﬁlnL it nesr a synbol of the wml e£f0rt' A_E;ﬁ.

| lerine recruiting booth.
CSR does not concern itself with international issues. It
restricts itself to student-centered problems. These in-
clude the rizht of the minority to express itself. Yester-
day five students were denied these rights.

Howard Harrison, Bert Halprin, Peter Hornbeck, Jim Dukarm
and Fred Janvrin, members of the MSU Committee to End the
War in Vietnam, began distributing material at 10 a.m., and
were uninderrupted until about 3 p.m., when they were given
10 minutes to cease distributioni .

The five continued to pass out their -literature, and were
subsequently placed under arrest by, the campus police.
Phree of them "went limp", and were dragged to the police
car, while the other two were escorted to the car.




At 5 o'clock yeésteréay evening the ca wmpus police chief made

a2 public announccment: all were charzed w1th violating a Uni—
versity déisiribution ordinance and the state trespassing law.
The three who "went limp" were also charged with resisting
arrest. All five spent the night in Ingham County jail, hav-
ing refused beil.

ing UNIVanSiTi'S LIS nIdUTIUN PULICY

Alleﬁealy, the Unlverslty'or inance prohibits distribution
and display of materia l without prior aLtu0r1ZathD by "the
University". rHowever, as is well recoznized by anyone who

has attempted to finéd cut what the regulations pertaining e
distributicn of literature. are, tiiey are nowhere cliearilhvizng
fully defined. University distribution policy was clarified
last spring, again last summer, and once asain this fall,

But major ambiguities still exist. There zre apparently cdif-
ferent rules governing ¢iffsrent areas of the campus. oome
rules are made by student groups like mA, wIC and 4SHSU;
others by tie University administration. Some are listed in
student publications; ovhers are mimeographed and filed in the
drawers of deans. Some can be found 2t tie campus police sta-—
tion; and others are mystically procuced te¢ fit the occasion.

zwven if these rules, regulations and srdinsnces were grouped
together and were easily accessible tc students, we would
still insist that they be in accordance with the first and
fourteenth amendments to the United States Constitution.
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Moreover, the poliecy of 2 Un1v0r31ty should be to :encourage
free and diversified discussion of all issues, no jmatter how
controversial. Hopefully we come to a University t6 be stimu-
lated to think inde ependently and creatively. =ules which ham-
per the free expression of ideas camnot possibly facilitate
this goal. hy should any'llteruture distributed in a public
place like the Union have to be app roved oy Qnyone9 What do we
mean by a free society? :

STUDENTS THSF.SS IN STUDENT UNION

Is it possible that MSU students were arrested on the charge
of trespassing in the MSU student inion? The State of Michi-
¢an's trespassing law under which the five were arrested ;
states in essence that no person shall interfere with the nor—
ma Sl e business in a public buil@ing.

If the five interfered with the normal bu51ness of the Union
(the Career Carnival?), who complained? DMarine Corps recruit-
er, Captain John Dailey, said: "It doesn't bother us, we're
not gzoing to complain., - Everybody has a right to be here."

WVho complained?

lioreover, who conducts the normal flow of business in the MSU

student Union? " 3tudents or Marines?

IMPLIC. TUNS

The question is not whether the administration believes in
free specch., The question is whether beneath the venszer of
self-righteous platitudes the acministration has any concep—.
tion of thekmeanlnﬁ of free speech. Experience has shown us
the dichotomy between their words and actions: principles
always give:way to security and expecdiency. ‘
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' T wanted to write of the transcenfent importance
of safeguarding and preserving intact all:of our
civil liberties, anc of my deep cenviction that
whenever government infringes on any of these
rights, it begins with the weak and the friendless,
or the scornec and the degraded, or the nonconform-~
ist and the unorthodox.'

—fdward Sennett Williams
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Michnigan State University acted unlawfully by denying re-
admission to Paul Schiff. This was the decision handed
down by the Federal district Court in Grand Rapids today.
srnest Mazey, executive secretary of the dmerican Civil
Liberties Union, said, "This is a landmark decision, in
that for the first time a Michigan college or university
has been judicially required. to give a student a hearing
before denying him the right to continue his education.”

The importance of the Schiff case was further indicated
by the fact that three federal judges presided over the
hearing and all three partiwvipated in the decision.
(Legally, one judge is sufficient.) The judges expressed
the view that this case could have important nation-wide
implications.

The spirit of the hearing may be summecd up in an incident
from the proceedings: Carr, the lawyer for Hannah and
Fuzak, as an explanation for the position of the Univer—
sity, cited some long-standing laws in relation to the
broad powers of universities over students. The court
asked Carr to procuce some more recent examples.



The official cecisions of the court included: (1) +to deny
the Bniversity's motion to dismiss Schiff's suit, (2) to
dény o temporary injunction to Schiff and instesd to (3) in-
struct the University to send Schiff 2 list of particulars

as to his denial for readmission within 10 days, (4) +to in~
struct Schiff to reply to the list within 10 more Zays, (5) to
" instruct the University to hold 2 hearing to decide the ade-
quacy of the denial of Schiff's readmission within the follow-
ing 10 days, (6) to retain jurisdiction over the case for

90 days to insure these orders are carried out.

Today's Cecision puts the University in an awkward light: it
must get specific. The ambiguous proclamations which it us-
ually issues must become relevant and cefencable. Faul
Schiff must be found guilty‘of rules which were put into writ-
ing and which were available to the public. It cannot hide
behind terms like "disruptive behavior.":

In sumparizing his reaction to the hearing, Paul Schiff saiq,

"I think the reason why the court did not grant a temporary
injunction was tu give the Alministraticn a chance to save
face. But there was clear implication that if the Adminis-
tration ¢id not change its present arbitrary ways, the federal
courts would feel compelled to issue more severe orcers than
the one issueéd today."

THE NORMAL FLOW

Tucsday five students chose to take a dissenting stand
against American foreign policy by delcaring themselves a-
gainst the war in Vietnam. They chose +to air their views
publically by distributing literature in the Union, and by
distributing it near a symbol of the war effort: A U. S.
Marine recruiting booth. :

CSR coes not concern itself with international issues. It
restricts itself +to student-centered problems. These in-
cluce the right of the minority to express itseclf. Yester-
cay five stucents were denied these rights.

Howard Harrison, Bert Halprin, Peter Hornbeck, Jim Dukarm,
ant Fred dJaunvrin, members of the MSU Committee +to End the
War in Vietnam, begen distributing material at 10 A.M., and
were uninterrupted until about 3 P.M., when they were given
10 minutes to cease distribution.

The five continued vo pass out +their literature, and were
subsequently placeé under arrest by the camsus police. Three
of them "went limp", and were dragged to the police car;
while the other two were escorted to the car.

The 5 were charged with violating the following: a Uni-
versity distribution ordinance, a state +trespassing law, and
an ordinance prohibiting activities which interfere with
the normal flow of +the university, namely, "panty-raids".
411 five spent the nisht in Ingham County Jail.

THE UNIVERSITY'S DISTRIBUTION FPOLICY

Allegedly, the University ordinance prohibits distribution
and ¢isplay of material without prior suthorization by '"the
University." However, as is well recognized by anyone who
has attempted to find cut what the regulations perteining to
distribution of literature are, they are nowhere clearly and
fully defined. University distribution policy was clarified
last spring, again last summer, and once again this fall.
But major ambiguities still exist. There are apparently
diiferent rules governinz different areas of the campus.
Some rules are made by student groups like MHa, WIC, and
ASMSU; others by the University administration. Some are
listed in student publications; cthers are mimeogra hed and
filed in the drawers of deans. Some can be found at the
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Even if these rules, regulations and ordinances were grouped
together and were easily accessible to students, we would
still insist that they be in accordance with the first and
fourteenth amendments to the United States Censtitution.

Moreover, the policy of a University should be to encourage
free and diversified discussion of all issues, no matter how
controversial. Hopefully we come to a University to be
stimulated +to think independently and creatively. Rules
which hamper the free expression of ideas cannot possibly
facilitate this goal. Why should any literature distributed
in a public’ place like the Union have to be ap.roved by any-
onec? VWwhat do we mean by a free society?

STUDENTS TRESPASS IN STUDENT UNION

Is it possible that MSU students were arrested on the charge
of trespassing in the ¥SU student Union? The State Of Mich-
igan's trespassing law under which the five were arrested
states in essence that no person shall interfere with the
normal flow of business in a public building.

If the five interfered with the normal business of the Union
(the Career €@arnival?), who complained? Marine Corps re-
cruiter, Captein John Dailey, said: "It doesn't bother us.
We're not going to complain. Everybody has a right to be
here." Who complained?

Moreover, who conducts the normal flow of business in the
MSU student Union? Students or Marines?

IMPLICATIONS

Thé question is not whether the administration believes in
free speech. The question is whether beneath the veneer of
self-righteous platitudes the administration has any concep-
tion of the meaning of free speech. Experience has shown us
the dichotomy between their words and actions:  principles
always give way to security and expediency.

KX K K K KK X KK K KR KK KK KK KKK E KKK KKK
LOGOS : The Voice of CSR
P,0, Box 651 Bast Lansing, Mich.

Martha Aldenbrand « . + « « » « + . . editor
Gary Sommer . « « « « « » .« .8Xec. Secretary

% k %k kx * * % *
¥ k Kk sk ok kX

XK K X K KK KK XK KKK KKK KKK K KKK KX XK




7SR

CHTFE Y5 THE ADMINISTRATION

eI A fer

Vol # 1L @ Nokl THE VOICE OF CSiv Sept. 27, 1965
. BCHIFY vs THE ADMIVTSTaoTTUN: GRAND iicIDS, (OCTOBLG 4

On Monday, October 4, the MSU administration will be called
upon in U.S. District Court in Grand Eopids to explain its
denial of readmission to Paul Schiff, editor of LUGOo and 2
formar graduate student.

On June 20, Schiff was debiod reacmission Yo ASU Ly the 0f-
fice of Student Affairs. sccording to Vice-Fresident Joha
Fuzak: 'He urged the violation to university rogulations in
LOGOS," and violated a new distribution rule by passing out
L0GOS in Case Hnll on Aprll 225

e ——

Schiff was informed of these charges and. the decision not +o

readmit him without ever having the chance to defend him-
self 1he administration, acting-in its typically arbitrary
way, refused Schiff a hearing © efore the Faculty Committee
on Student iffairs when he requested one.

A graduate student in economics through winter +term, 1965,
Schiff applied to the history department and was accepted as
a masters degree candidate on June 3. when two weeks 13 'ax
the Office of Student Affairs made its decision, it negleci-
ed to even notify the history departmsnt.

Faculty reaction to this administrative action was mixed,
particularly in the history department: Some folt that +the
administretion was justified in making decisions on "non—
academie" questions, while others wished to preserve the
right of an academic department +to choose its own students
without administrative censorship.

The MSU chapter of the American association of University
Professors wrote a letter to Presicdent damnah asking him to
reconsider his cdecisicn. Other faculty members attempted to
express their opinions .in the letter column of +the Sti.be
News, but were informed that they would not be printed bo-




cause the Schiff Case was "too controversial." In response
to this censorship, an indepencent group of faculty members
published two issues 10 an Academic Frecedom Newsletter, and
further issues are expected,

The Greater Lamsing chapter of the imerican Civil Liberties
Union investigated the case and declared that & "substan—
tial civil liberties issue exists. The ACLU voted to grant
Schiff legal aid in his attempt to re-enter the University.

On September 22, a complaint was filed on Schiff's behalf in
the United State Dlstrlct Court in Grand kapids. The motion

named John 4. Hannah, John Fuzak, and the Board of Trustees
as defendents, and directed the court to grant 2 preliminary
injunction. The injunction would order Schiff readmit ed un-
til the case could be heard in full. It wculd enjoin the de-
fendents from interfering with S€hiff's sidudies, would pre-
vent the defendents from restricting Schiff in the exercise
of his constitutional rights under the First and Fourteenth
Amendments, and would grant Schiff such other relief as
equity and justice may require.

The Schiff Case will have far-reaching consequences. At
stake are the rights of students as citizens: the right to
basic American freedoms of speech and press and the right to
fair hearings before disciplimary mezsures can be taken.
All students have an interest in the outcome of this case.

CIVIL RIGHTS MOTIUN AFPEAL:D

A motion to quash the charges against the civil rights dem—

onstrators, who were arrested in last springs abbott LKoad sit
in, was made in Last Lansing Municipal Court. Defense at-—

torneys Dunnings, Burns, and Abcod based their motion on the

followin:; grounds...

1. The loitering ordinance, which the demonstrators were
charged with violating, is vague and unconstitutional.

2. The students were, in fact, not loitering but demonstra-
ting.

3. The ordinance 1is illegal in that it does .
specific penalties as required by the City Charter.

Jud e Harmon denied the moticn and it is being appealed to
the Circuit Court.

ORGANON

The Cormittee for Student Kights is proud tc an-
nounce the birth of a new publication——OnGANON. Tt
will hopefully provide 2 forum for the expression
of icdeas abcut anything relevant to the life and
experiences of the University community. Copies
are available at registration and in Iast Lansing.

%***%************************%*%****%**%********%*****ﬁ**%***

LOGOS: The Voice of CSk
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INGHAM CUUNTY DEMOCHATS SU. :ORT DISSET

"Since the right of any pérson to distribute literature, to
state and jublish what he believes to be true less than li-
bel or slander, and to advocate action less than criminal
action in an attempt to demonstrate what he - believes to be
true, is at worst a cloudy right and at best an inviolatable
right, o

and since the exercise of a right in such a statis can in
no way be construed to be cause for donial of further rig phts
of a person,

and since the right +to obtain a graduste education at a
state uniwersity, providing that aszademic qualifications
have been met, is such a further rizht,

and since the administration of richigan State University
did invoke +the cxercise of a right in +the aforementioned
status as sufficient cause for denial of readmission of Mr.
Paul Schiff to Michigan State University,

and since said administration é¢icd subsequently and summarily
deny Mr. Schiff the right of a hearing on the aforementioned
denial of readmission,

Bis IT nisSOLVED that the Young ‘Demoerxté of Ingham County/
Democratic Committee of Ingham County - deplore(s) the action
of the central administrubion of iichigan Stvate University
in the denial of readmission of Pzul Sckiff, and strongly
recommend that the administration of Michigan State take im-—
mediate steps to readmit Paul Schiff to iichizman State Uni-
versity as a graduate student with all the rights and privi-
leges connected with this status,

Wi 88 IT +ULTHS (HSOLVED that the administration of Michi-

gan State University recognize in the future the right of
all persons connected with the university to dissent."

Jim Dart n T 3ARE S Pem Steinfadbt tt il L

Chairman, Ingham County": . +...Chairman, Public Affairs
Young Democrats Committee,

Ingham County
Young Democrats

for the Ingham County Democratic Committee and the Young
Democrats of Ingham County.
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A DECLARATION OF PURPOSE - JAIUARY 1965

We students of Michigan State University have formed the
Committee for Student Rights (CSR) to defend and promote our
legitimate interests as students, We unite to affirm an edu-
cational phllosophy that is fundamental to the needs of stu-
dents and consistent with the rights of man,

We state our firm belief in ''the doctrine that man is meant
to live, not to prepare for life;" in democratic part1c1pa—
tion, not "training for democracy;'" in the understanding

that there is no conflict in being a man and being a student;
in an atmosphere in which there is no True Value, but one in
which there is an unencumbered Search for Values; in a soci-
ety in which the Administration serves the vital and changing
needs of students and faculty, not one.in which the scholars
are subordinate to "The University.”

Inherent in this doctrine is the conception of the student as
a human being fully capable of agsuming responsibilities in
the here-and-now, quite prepared to suffer the consequences
of making mistakes; not as a child to be pampered, and
spanked when he is naughty; not as an incidental and trouble-
some element injected into an otherwise smooth-flowing pro-
cess; not as an apprentice training to take his place in a
strlctly 1y defined society,

The University 'is not a 'nice setup" as administrative per-
sonnel have quaintly put it, It is exploration, it is ten-
sion, it is confliet; it is the peaceful, but intense, reso-
lution of common problems by those who are most immediately
concgrned with the given society.

Our beliefs imply the need for the University to facilitate -
but not control -~ the development of each individual student,
Facilitation involves devoting primary attention to the in-
dividual student's academic needs, to the material and in-
tellectual resources at his disposal; not to the winning of
government contracts; not to projecting a favorable public
image; not toward the creation of a Multiversity.

- continued on page two -




When we distinguish between facilitation and gontrol, we re-
lentlessly obJect to the pollcy that students can realize
their potentialities when they suffer special deprivations
because they are stuaents. In essence, what we resolutely
oppose is the doctrine of in lo¢o parentis, which asserts
that 'the college stands in n the same position to its stu-
dents as that of a Paront . and it can therefore direct

and control their conduct to the same extent that a parent
can," _ ;

The University Administrstion will -quickly point out - and i
correctly so - that the doctrlne of in ‘loco parentis hHas re-
mained substantially intact when legally challenged, But we
deny that this is the paramount issue, Rather, we ask: DOES
THIS DOCTRINE SERVE A BENEFICIAL ZDUCATIONAL PURPOSE? Does
it express the most desirable relaticnship between the stu-
dents and the administration of the University? OUR REZLY
IS AN EMPHATIC NO! This doctrine permits an Administration
to formulate a True Value and impose it upon a diverse
group of students -~ forcing them to conform or to forego a
University education, Arbitrary rules and regulations which
enforce conformity in the personal and social aspects of
life inevitably dull individual creativity and an inquisi-
tive spirit in the intellectual sphere,

Thus, CSR arises not only te change the most ofrenslve pa-

ternalistic regulations, but also to challenge the Univer-

sity's claim to be paternalistic, and to initiate a fresh

dialogue regarding the student, the University, and society,
23 * *

THE EXCEPTIOI! PROVES THZ RULE. . .

"BY AID LARGE, ESTRICTIONS ARE THE MARK OF SMALL
CHURCH-AFFILIATED COLLEGES INTENT O SERVING IN LOCC PA-
RENTIS, WHILE FRMEDOM FOR STUDENTS, DEEINLD ROUGHLY AS THE
RIGHTS AND CURBS OF CIVIL LAW, IS THE GOiL AT 3IG, OLD,

AND SCHOLASTICALLY HIGH-R/NKIHG STATE AMD PRIJATE UNIV“RQI-
TIES,."

-_Tlme Dee. 18, 1964

L0GOS: THE VOICE OF CSR
P.0. Box 651, East Lansing,gmich.
' .Schiff .

Editor-in-chief: Paul M,

‘WHAT IT'S ALL ABOUT (from LOGOS #6, June 3, 1965)
‘In February a demonstration was novel; today some people

think there have been too many. During fall term it was
debated, whether to establish a '"Hyde Park" at:Beaumont
Tower; this past term four outdoor rallies of various
types were held, because people had something'to”say.'The
war in Vietnam became a vital issue foér M3U students and
faculty; both sides initiated discussion and debate and
took action conSLStent with their belLeLs. The civil
rights forces in East Lansing exhibited greater strength
and militaney than ever before, And the once all-powerful
administration has been forcefully challenged, In laco
parentis is still a reality - still to be disposed of -
but somewhat more temperate and less assertive.

CSR began with a statement of principles (see p, 1) to
which it has remained loyal; but perhaps if that declara-
tion were to be rewritten today, it would be a little less
abstract, and reflect the experiences of the past few:
months, How much of the activity and the- change in atmos-
phere is attributable to C5R is hard to say, A great deal,
cartainly. But the important thing is not "who gets the
credit" - be it individuals or groups - but the fact that
there is now a -student movement alive at MSU - a movement
which will act and one which is growing continually more
confident in its own power to affect change.

CSR is more than an organization or a specific set of
goals; it symbolizes the splrlt of change that is permea-
ting the American college campus and imerican society. It
i's the spirit of impatience, It is the spirit of challenge,

What becomes of CSR per se is not important: it is the mo-
mentum that is has generated that counts - and that momen-
tum is not about to disappear.

CSR is not a membership organization, so we have no record
of how many people consider themselves "CSR." But we do
know that moré than two hundred students have been active-
ly involved in GSR activities - and for a previously apa-
thetic campus, this is Slgnlflcanu. ‘

On the other hand, two, or even several hundred out of
30,000 is a small percentage. Why so few? Those outside
GSR might present a multitude of answers, but we would
like to offer some speculation from our ‘perspective,

= continued on page four -




First of all, the issue is not beards and ‘sandals vs. ma-
dras and cranberry, but what role we students‘are willing
to assume in the campus society today, and what | role we
envision for ourselves in the larger society tomorrow,

Basically, most students are '"satisfied" in one sense or

another with their lives at MSU. They are here to obtain

degrees, or perhaps spouses, and to make their futures in
the image of society's current values, They are concerned
with personal careers, with getting ahead, and thus with

conforming to the norms that society has established,

In contrast to the "beatniks'" of the 1950's, today's
"rebels" no longer aim to escape from society, but to
transform it into a better onme, We are not content to
dissent in a passive way, We are determined to fight for
our convictions, Optimism has replaced pessimism, Acti-
vists have replaced cynics,

This more than anything else has been the meaning of CSR
at MSU and of the student movement in America,

* * *

'ONCE UPON A RULE (from LOGOS #3, March 3, 1965)

"Catch-22," the old woman repeated. .- "Catch-22 says
they have a right to do anything we can't stop them from
d01ng "

"What the hell are you talklng about7" Yossarlan
shouted at her in bewildered, furlous protest, "How did
you know it was Catch-227?"

"The soldiers with the hard white hats and clubs,
The girls were crying. 'Did we do anything wrong?' they
said, The men said no and pushed them away out the door
with the ends of their clubs, 'Then why are you chasing
us out?' the girls said, *Catch-22,' the men said, All
they kept saying was 'Catch-22, Catch-22!' What does
it mean, Catch-22? What is Catch-22?"

"Didn 't they show it to you?'" Yossarian demanded,
stamping about in anger and distress, 'Didn't you even
make them read it?"

"They don't have to show us Catch-22," the old
woman answered, '""The law says they don't have to,"

"What law says they don't have to?"

"Catch-22."

~-Joseph Heller, Catch-22




