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W H A T  H A P P E N E f :  
d a y  b y  d a y  

O n  m a n y  c a m p u s e s  a l l  student 
groups c a n  use equally the offices, equip- 
ment, secretarial staff and other facil-  
ities provided by their student govern-  
ments. At Cal these privileges are r e -  
served f o r non-controversial g ro u p  s 
such as the hiking and  yachting c lubs .  
The groups concerned with political a n d  
social ques t ions  have been relegated to 
a s t a t u s  c o n f u s i n g l y  called ' ' o f f -  
campus. '' B y  tradition, these  tho roughly 
student off -campus g roups  have used the 
entrances to c a m p u s , par t icu la r ly  the 
c o r n e r of Bancroft and Telegraph, to 

disseminate  their info rmation , obtaining 
a permit f r o m  the police for setting up 
card tables to display literature, collect 
signatures, donations , etc. 

(Continued on page 4) 

T H E  A G R E E M E N T  
W h a t  it says. . . How i t  s tands now 

The agreement of F r i d a y ,  October 
3 ,  was a first s t ep  to victory f o r  f r e e  
speech on the Berkeley c a m p u s .  But the 
administration has b e g u n to in te rpre t  
this agreement  a rb i t ra r i ly  and to vio- 
late both its let ter  and its spirit. 

Below a r e  the six points agreed  to 
by the leaders of the student protest and 
the admin is t ra t ion .  Below each point is 
an explanation of its meaning, as ag reed 
upon during the negotiations,  and a sum- 
mary of the way that the adminis t ra t ion 
is keeping its par t  of th i s  b a r g a i n .  

1 . "The student demonstrators shall 
des i s t  from all forms of their i 11 e g a 1 
pro t es t  a g a i n s t  U n i v e r s i t y  regula t ions .  " 

This does not restr ict  future pro- 
t e s t s ;  the admin is t ra t ion  would violate 

(Continued on page 43 
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\ I . l n v  ubjertirrns , same sinccrc, have been r a ~ s e d  about 
o ~ ~ r  nzrrhntls of i i ~ h t i n e  lor  I r e e  speech. Mfe will t ry  in thls 
smal l  spacc  to Answer them honrsriv. 
DON'T  YOUR METHODS ALIENATE THE ORDINARY STUDENT 
W H O  ADVOCATES FREE: SPEECH? 

Slnce we beean  our  demonst ra t ions ,  many have signed 
pel1t;nns a n d  passed scsol~rlronr w h ~ c h  support our  demands .  
~t not our  m u l h o d s .  These  e f f o r ~ s  were  not forthcomlna the 
i l l - s t  I r w  day5  aftcr the  f r e e  speech  ban .  A t  that time I L  w a s  
qulte d~if icul t  lo enlist  faculty and student support .  Unfortu- 
n a l e l y ,  extreme tac t ics  a r e  somet imes  neces sa ry  i n  o rde r  to 
awaken s l l i e s ,  a s  we11 a a  to srart le opponcnLs. 
W H Y  D I D Y I T  Y O U  GO THROUGH NORMAL CHANNELS IN - 
STE..LD O F  PRACTICING CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE7 

What a r e  the "normal" channels for redress ing grievances 
h e r s ?  Wo one p r e t e n d s  that this u n ~ v c r s i t y  i s  a democracy.  
The Chancellor can suspend  all t h e  students and f i r e  many of 
the tac~rlLy; w e  cannot i ~ r e  the Chancellor.  When the admims- 
Lratlon opens doors, they o f t en  lead nowhere.  W e  a r e  invited 
to petition, bul thcrc  rs no cuaranlee  that we can in sp i r e  admin-  
i5l r a r l v c  action.  W e  a r e  most directly aiiected by university 
recul.~tions but wr have no g ~ ~ a r e n t e e d  r ight* of redress. We 
t ~ s r .  r . tv i l  d~hulrredience a s  the mt ldes t  effective means we can 
find. 
W O U L D  YOU COXDONE SUCH ACTION F O R  A L L  GROUPS? 
HOW ABOUT SOUTHERN RACISTS, WHO ALSO DEFY THE 
LAW FROM STRONG COMMITMENT 

Thns 1s certainly the hardest  question but it has the s i m -  
p lcs l  answer .  W c  believe w e  a r e  dilfcrent from Southern r ac -  
rsts  llccxusc w e  feel we are moral ly  justified and they a r e  not. 
At Some p l n r  you must makr  a moral  ra ther  than a technical 
dcclsion. N o ,  we do not condone Southern r ac r s t s ,  because we 
abhor their  cause. 

K E R R ' S  
B R I N K M A N S H I P  

To what k ~ n d  of o u t s l d c  political p r e s s u r e  did Chancellor 
Stronq and President K e r r  bend when they forbade strident po- 
l ~ l i r a l  actlulty o n  cumpus' An example of such p re s su re  l s  

Rcrkelcy C ~ t v  Councilman John DrUorus who has  criticized 
Prcsidcru K c r r  f o r  h i s  "appeasinp, attitude" to the demonst ra-  
tors.  A c c o r d ~ r l a  to D c B o ~ u s .  K e r r  should have said to the dc- 
mon5:rators. " W e  want ihaL c a r  to nlvve.  " If they did not move 
1 1 ,  the U n ~ v e r r ~ i y  ~hould have "called out the f r r c  department 
a n d  huseti them out ."  t i  thst f a ~ l e d ,  t he re  was  always the Na- 
tloi:;il G u a r d .  

' I h r  p r o b l e m  i s  not DeBoms who fortunately r ep re sen t s  
only thc prcss . l re  oi a smal l  rnlnori ty political in teres t .  T h e  
d ~ l f ~ c u l t y  i s  that K e r r  and Strong responded to such p re s su re  
.rnd c:imc v c r v  close ro uslnq the type of tac t ics  advocated b y  
D r . R o n i s .  The O a k l ~ n c l  pollce,  never hesitant to u s e  such 
mcthods,  had bern  c a l l e d  in. It was only tho responsibil i ty of 
thc P ~ L I ~ C ~ J L S ,  p~ r l l c t t l a r lv  h o s e  negot~ating whth K e r r ,  which  
k ~ p z  the d u ~ n o n s t r a t ~ o n s  l r o m  becoming a blood bath. 

R c p e ~ t e r l l v  durlnf i  the negohatlons.  Ker r  threatened the 
~ ~ l l d e n t  Peyotlators with a r io t .  He told [hem he m ~ g h t  be un- 
able tu ho ld  Inck the pollce--they had to sign the agreement  
~ m n ~ c d ~ a t e l v  o r  he (ollld not be rssponslble for  the resul ts  t 

S n c l ~  n,rkerl t h r e a ~ s  i n  mcqnt~ations a r e  unforgivable: the 
studrnt rrpresen la t lvrq  had eood reason to walk  o u t  on these  
nleetlngs. Fortl~rmtely they  renlained r a t ~ o n a l  and deliberately 
nego tn t ed  each polnt of t h e  agreement .  They refused to be 
stampeded into slcnlne a watered-down agreement  which would 
have been unacceptaLle to the students ga thered  around the c a r ,  
and they r e f u s e d  to he stampeded into walking out by taking pcr-  
son21 oflencc nt K e r r ' s  p r e s s ~ l r e  t a c t i c s .  Their rationality and  
rcsponslb~l i ly  contras l  sharply wlth the behavior of  the adminis -  
tral ion.  

W h e n  rhe adm~ni s t r a t i on  applied yet another res t r ic t ion  
on the f reedomof  politicaI and social  action groups a t  the s t a r t  
of t h i s  semes te r ,  it seemed at  f i r s t  a s  i f  the smal l  number of 
students who a r e  members  of these  groups would, a s  usual,  
fight alone.  

Then, a s  the protes t  became a rally and the ra l ly  became 
a demonstration.  thousands o i  students realized for  the first 
t ime how many r egu la t~ons  there  a r e .  Many had never known 
that students cannot e x e r c t s e  their  f r e e  speechw~thout  pe rmi t s ,  
hlred policemen. and a host of  other hureaucratlc restrict ions.  

When the political groups flrst opposed the new regula-  
tion, they did not know khat student support would swell  into the 
F r e e  Speech Movement. Thrs movement has  a s  its goals, not 
just implementing the six-point ag reemen t ,  but true f r ee  speech 
a t  the University of California. 

1. The students s h a l l  have the right to hear any person 
speak in a n y  open a r e a  on campus  a t  a n y  time on any subject 
except when it would cause a traffic problem o r  in ter fere  with 
classes. 

2 .  Pe r sons  shall  have the right to p a r t i c i p t e  in political 
activity an campus by advocating political ac t ion  beyond vohng, 
by joining organiza t ions ,  and by glving donations. Both students 
and non-students shall have the right to se t  u p  tables and pass 
out polittcal l i te ra ture .  The o n l y  r ea samble  and acceptable 
basis for permrts  is traffic control .  

3. The unreasonable and a rb i t r a ry  res t r ic t ions  of 72 
hour notice,  student paid-for police protection,  and faculty 
modera to r s ,  required for speakers  using University buildings, 
must be reformed. 

PEP TALK 
The t e l eg ram sent by James F a r m e r  to Clark K e r r  can 

give u s  d e e p  satisfaction as well a s  remind u s  of the impor- 
tance of our f i ~ h t  and i t s  relevancy to the overall  struggles 
for  freedom golng on i n  our  country today. 

The telegram reads: 
Strongly protes t  suspension of eieht students rnclu- 

ding CORE members for opposing ban on advocacy of 
off-campus po l i t~ca l  actions and collecting funds for  
civil  r ights work in  the South.  Two students have died 
i n  M ~ s s i s s i p p i .  Others  share responsibil i ty to take such  
action a s  needed to make common cause  with their  fallen 
fellows. Education must not be isolated f rom political 
in teres t  and action.  U r p e  ban  to be lifted and suspen- 
s ions  revoked. 

James f armer  
NatlonaI Direc tor  
Congress  of Racial Equality 

This should s e r v e  to remind u s  that we a r e  being watched. 
The att i tudes of various Bay Area  newspapers should not lead 
to the conclusion that we students h e r e  a t  Berkeley are acting 
in a n  indifferent o r  h o s t i l e  world. Our activities he re  have 
provoked sympathy demonstrations at o ther  campuses  and 
heart-warming statements of support .  

UCLA and  UC a t  Riverside, Reed College and San F r a n -  
crsco State supported us in  sympathy demonstrations.  Reed, 
i n  addition, has made a n  offer of bail money. ( W e  may sti l l  
need ~ t .  ) From Cornel l ,  the U n i v e r s i t y  of M~ch igan ,  Roosevelt 
College. Harvard .  Penn State.  P i t t sburgh,  Princeton. Oregon 
State and NYU have come s t a t e m e n t s  of support and sympathy 
demonstrations.  W e  have also received backlng from the 
Asscc ia t~on  of State Col laec  Professors; and a t  o u r  own cam- 
pus petitions have come i n  on cur behalf f rom teaching assist- 
ants  and faculty In numerous depar tments ,  and they a r e  strll 
corning in. 

O u r  act tons  here will s e r v e  a s  an impetus to students at 
o ther  univers i t ies  who a r e  under  s imi l a r  o r  even more cppres- 
s ive  res t r ic t ions  a n d ,  a l s o ,  as a reminder  to m o r e  fortunate 
campuses  of the Importance of safeguard~nq their  f reedoms.  



A N  INDEPENDENT 

I 

Like most of you, I am politically independent. There 
w e r e  many of u s  "independents" who, from the  f i r s t  day of 
demonstra t~ona to the last, were willing to undergo suapensian 
from Cal o r  even a r r e s t  for the F r e e  Speech Movement. 

During the demonstrations I did not consider myself a 
"conservative" o r  even a "libetal" n o r  do I hold membership  
in any  political group. But I pratested as a response to  a threat 
by UniversiLy off ic ia ls ,  a threat which cu t s  deeply beneath any 
political category. I protested because the administration's 

During the first weekof c l a s ses  I attended the Chan- 
celkor's r ecep t~onfo r  holders of the Regent's Scholarshrp 
a t  University House. At this meeting someone questioned 
Chancellor Strong about the cause  of the University 's  new 
policy on  p o l i t ~ c s  in  the Bancroft-Telegraph area. How 
didal l  th is  s t a r t ?  ChancellorStrong r ~ p l i e d  that the Oak- 
land Tribune (a picket against  their  office w a s  being organ- 
ized f rom Bancroft-Telegraph) had called him ~ n d  asked 
i f  he w a s  a w a r e  that the picketing activity was be~ng o r -  

actions were a n  overt  cu r t a i lmen t  of  o u r  rights and privileges 
a s  Americans. I protested a s  a student,  as an American, and 
I protested a s  I did because the University had a rb i t r a r i ly  c lo -  
sed most normal means of legal protes t ,  means that 1 can en- 

ganized on University property.  Strong said he did not 
know that the Bancrolt-Telegraph area was Unive r s~ ty  
property,  but that he would ~nves t i ea t e .  He discovered 

to his apparent su rp r i se  that the a rea  was indeed the Univ- 
e r s l ty ' s ,  and not the city" property.  There w e r e  many 
people at the meeting who must have heard the same thing. 

Bill Miller 

(Bill Miller i s  willing to sign a n  afiadavit to the effect 
that this is what heard .  1 

joy a s  a cit izen but not as a student. 
Beyond th is ,  I would l ike to clarify two specific ma t t e r s .  

Chancellor Strong has  implied that the demonstration was the 
beginning of ". . . an  open,  f ierce .  and thoroughgoing rebellion 
on this campus." as called fo r  i n t h e  SLATE supplement.  f find 
no Iegltimate c o ~ e c t i o n  between the two. The demonstration 
was  a reaction to f r e e  speech l imitations and to the methods 
the administration u s e d  i n  enforcing these. On the other hand, 

C 

the SLATE supplement was concerned with undergraduate 
l e a ~ n i n g  experience and indeed, was wri t ten  before the f r e e  
speech question eve r  arose .  Chancellor Strong's parallel  i s  
unjust and without foundation. 

Secondly, 1 would like t o  bring up a statement by P r e s i -  
dent Kerr .  "Forty-nine percent of the ha rd  c o r e  g roup  (of 
demonstra tors)  are followers of the Castro-Mao l ine ,"  Clark  
K e r r  has said. There  w e r e ,  Mr. K e r r ,  some ten  to twenty 
political groups involved .in the entire protes t ,  groups r a n g i q  
f rom Geldwaterites to young Socialists.  And I ,  a political in- 
dependent, i n  support  of a n  idea ,  in  support  of the protes t ,  
and in support of myself and my r igh t s ,  stood on top of that 
c a r  and lent avid support to the movement. 

At best M r .  Kerr's statement was wrang and a t  wors t  it 
smacks  of the tac t ics  of " r ed -ba i t e r s , "  t y ran t s ,  and people 
whose only rnot~vat ionis  fear. What, Mr. K e r r ,  are the names 
of these "Castro-Mao" followers? I ,  a s  a n  independent, would 
l ike to hea r  jus t  what they haveto say. what they have to advo- 
ca te .  

1 LNSIST, with a l l  the fu ry  I have ,  that I am net a chlld 
who, a s  M r .  K e r r  has put it in another context,  needs to be 
'"made safe tor  ideas!'" 

A5 p u  can see, +here 
are. no st-rin s m-HacheJ. 8 

D U E P R O C E S S O F L A W  ANDTHE CHANCELLOR 
The Arne ricanAsaociation of University Profesaors  made 

this statement on Faculty Responsibility for the Academlc 
Freedom of Students i n  thei r  Fall. 1964. Bulletin: 

Pending action on  the charges ,  the status of a 
student should not be a l tered o r  his right to be pre-  
sent on the campus and to attend c la s ses  suspended 
except for reasons  relating to his physical or emo- 
tional safety. 
Contrast  this statement with the arbi t rary action se t  

forth in  thia letter:  
October 1. 1964 

Mr.  Sandor Fuchs  
2632 College Avenue 
Berkeley 4 ,  California 

Dear M r .  Fuchs: 
This i s  to  inform you that you have been suspended 

indefinitely from the University effective September 3 0 ,  
1964. As a student in this status, you a r e  denied the use 
of a l l  Umversity facil i t ies,  and may not participate in  
University and atudent activit ies.  

Should you have any questions concerning this action, 
you m a y  make an appointment to see  me. 

Sincerely yours ,  
E. W. Strong 

The Agreement (cant.  ) 
It c a n  reasonably be assumed that i f  Pres ident  K e r r  force-  

fully requests the regents to take such action, this part  of the 
agreement  will be me t .  

It was o d y  through massive  p res su re  that the University 
finally recognized representatives of the student demonstra tors  
asbargaining agents.  The FSM i s ,  i n  e a s e n c e ,  seeking to con- 
tinue to act as a bargaining agent on  behalf of the students,  in 
defense of the first amrnedment. The University is not an 
autonomous s t a t e ,  but a n  entity subject to  the laws of the land. 
It has no legal authority to limit those f reedoms guaranteed to 
a l l  American cit izens.  

Dustin M.  Miller 
FSM edited by 

barbara  ga r son ,  stephen g i l l e r s ,  duard haetings 



history-cont.  FSM PAGE 4 
the  agreement-cont .  

At the beginning of the t e r m ,  Dean Towle announced that 
the Bancroft-Telegraph property belonged to the University.  
As of Monday, Sept. 21, she  said, the  c a r d  tablea would no 
longer be permitted because they  disrupted trafflc.  The 19 
organizations rnvolved regis tered  a protes t  with the Dean. 
She then clarif ied her ruling: tables would be p e r m ~ t t e d  but 
only informative and not persuas ive  literature could be given 
out. 

This was unacceptable to a l l  grnuprt concerned. But now 
the r ea l  i s sue  was revealed.  It was Rot the  traffic question: 
It  waa the polit ical  activi ty itself that  the admirustration was 
quashing. 

On Monday.  Tuesday and Wednesday of that f i r s t  week, 
some campus gsoups continued to run their  tables a s  before--  
in opposition to the new regulation. 

At noon on Wednesday Dean Will iams took the M m e s  of 
5 students who refused to l eave  the i r  tables.  He told them tu 

b e  in his off ice  a t  3:00 for  d i sc ip l imry  action.  When told of 
this.  over 350 students signed a petition accepting equal res- 
ponsibility and asking to s h a r e  i n  the penalties and 400 atudencs 
reported to the Dean'g off icea t  three o'clock. He refuaed to 
s ee  them. They waited; m o r e  students c a m e .  By the t ime  
Sproul closed t he re  w e r e  500 students in the building. 

Late  Wednesday evemry: they receivedword that  the o r i -  
g l ~ l  5 students plua 3 l eade r s  of the demonstration w e r e  inde- 
finitely suspended.  

Then c a m e  the unpredictable. At noon the following d a y  
a rally was held to proteet  the suspensions the f r e e  l imi -  
tat ions.  Tables were aet  u p  i n  o p ~ s i t i o n  to the ban. Among 
th is ,  campus police a r r e s t e d  Jack Weinberg, who was man-  
ning a table for  CORE. He went l imp and was c a r r i e d  into a 
pollce car. When the pollce t r i ed  to dr ive  the c a r  off campus ,  
someone sat downin f ront  of i t  and a moment  l a t e r  the c a r  was 
completely surrounded. Speakers  addressed the crowds from 
the top of the c a r  and so the v e h ~ c l e ,  now Jack Weinberg's  ce l l  
became the focal point of the rapidly accelera t ing  movement. 

From Thursday noonuntil F r iday  a t  7: 30 P M  the c a r  was 
constantly surrounded by  student^, numbering f rom 500 d u r i n g  
the night to 3000 d u r l n ~  the day. 

Throughout the week of agitation P re s iden t  Clark Kerr 
had been refusing t a m e e t  with representa t ivesof  the students. 
As a San Francisco  Chronicle headline sa id .  "Kerr Ruled Out 
Compromise. " However, numbers  and perseverance  prevailed. 
Although capturing a "cop c a r "  s e e m s  a n  irreZevanr argument  
f o r  f r ee  speech. our  Pres ident  s e e m s  to have understood this 
logrc bes t .  During the demonstration IXlstin Miller s a id ,  
"Clark K e r r  has wri t ten  that the University l a  a fac tory .  He 
deals with u s  as numbers.  Well, tha t ' s  the language he under- 
stands s o w e a r e  h e r e  as numbers--hundred0 and thousands.  . . " 

On Fr iday  evening under the pressure of wishing to c l e a r  
off the campus for Parent" D a y ,  K e r r  agreed to negotiate. At 
the s ame  time. however. he surrounded the disputed area with 
500 policemen (including the notoriour Oakland cops.) 

While representa t rves  spoke to Ker r  the demonst ra tors  
prepared for  m a s s  a r r e s t .  They received advice f r o m  a law- 
ye r  and helpful hints from veterans  of the civil  r ights  move- 
ment. to w h o m  a r r e s t  and jail we re  not unfamiliar.  It was an- 
nounced that on ly  those who could rea l ly  afford to be arrested 
shou ld  s i t  down around the c a r .  About 500 sa t  determinedly 
whlle two thousand looked on. 

At thls crucia l  t ime our negotiators returned with a aigned 
aRreement. T h e  document made ce r t a in  conceasions t o the  de- 
mons t r a to r s .  It dtd not guarantee  f r e e  speech throughout this 
campus. 

W e  began to d i spe r se  with mixed feelrngs.  Our r e l ea se  
from tension was expresued as rellef  or as disappointment. 
W e  knew that th is  was just  the first battle. 

force, if necessary .  " 

( las t  week) - -Maj  . Gen.  Nguyen Khanh 

'T say: thank Cmd for the spectacle of 
students picketing. " 

--Governor P a t  Brown 

its verbal commitment  i f  i t  in terpre ted  this f i r s t  section to be 
binding in  the f u t u r e .  The explicit interpretation of point one 

must  be that the students disband thei r  protest  of October 2 
(which they immediately did). but r e se rve  the right to resume 
demonst ra t ions .  

2 .  "A c o m L t t e e  representang s tudents  (including l eade r s  
of the demonstration) faculty and admimstra t lon  will immediate- 
l ybe  se t  upto conduct discusaions and  hear ings  into a l l  aspects 
of political behavior on  campus  and its control ,  and to make 
recommendations to the adminis t ra t ion ,  " 

The Chancel lor ,  without consultation,  se t  up such  a corn- 
mit tee .  In  effect the adminis t ra t ion  took l t  upon itself to estab- 
l i a h a  committee of the admln i s t r a t~on ' s  choosrng to make r e r  - 
ommendations to  i t s e l f .  Such a committee will  solve noth~ng, 
and absurdly violates the spi r l t  of the agreement .  The admm-  
is t ra t ionappointedfour  faculty m e m b e r ,  four member r  of the 
admrnistration and  twa of the student representa t ives .  It then 
stated that the FSM cou ld  plck two people to s i t  on the commit- 
tee .  Dr. Will iams,  chai rman of the commit tee ,  called the 
f i r s t  meeting for Wednesday. Oct .  7, and did not even have 
the courtesyro inform the FSM that the cornmlttee was conven- 
ing.  

The FSM representa t ives  went to the Faculty Club. where 
the committee was meeting.  read  the following s ta tement ,  and 
walked out. 
Ladies a n d  Gentlemen: 

As the duly elected representa t ives  of the F r e e  Speech 
Movement,  we cannot in good conscience recognize the leg>- 
t imacy of the present meeting.  The agreement  reached be- 
tween the student5 and the administration was .  because of the 
urRency of the si tuation,  loosely worded. W e  have s ince  re-  
peatedly requested of the administration that they meet  with 
us to determine  mutually acceptable decision8 o n  the in t e r -  
pretation and implementation of the agreement .  Rather than 
grant~ng such a meeting, the U n ~ v e r s l t y  adminiatration has 
lndicatad that i t  r e s e r v e s  the r ight  to be eole a rb l t r a to r  in the 
dispute between us and them.  This present  meetlng is a r ~ a u l t  
of urnla tera lac t ion  by the adminis t ra t ionandas  such we cannot 
participate.  We were  not evenoffxcially ndtliied of this meeting.  
We request  that this body acting a s  a group of dirrtinguished In- 
dividuals recommend that the  administrationimmediately sche- 
dule a meeting between o u r  representatrves and theira to r e -  
solve our present misunderstandings concertung the in terpre-  
tation and implementation of the document. W e  would very  
m u c h  like to know your response  toour  request  and can be no- 
tified a t  THE-2930. Fur the rmore ,  we respectfully request  this 
body consider  I tself  illegally constituted and disband. 

3. "The a r r e s t e d  m a n  will be booked, re leased on his 
own recognizance and the University will not p r e s s  cha rges . "  

In repeated public s ta tements  the Umversity has  declared 
that it will not press charges, but that the District  Attorney 
may press charges. Their ent i re  emphasis haa been on the DA 
going ahead with the case.  Their s ta tements  have violated the 
spiri t  of the agreement .  

4 .  "The duration of the suspension of the suspended stu- 
dents will be submitted withan one week to the Student Conduct 
Committee of the  Academic Senate. '" 

Five  days a f t e r  the agreement  was signed the FSM was 
informed tha tno such committee existed. The re  i s  i n  existence 
a n  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n - a p ~ i n t e d  faculty committee on  student con- 
duct. The administration has sought to bring the ca ses  of the 
suspended students before that body. The purpose of using a 

.committee of discipline f rom the Academic S e m t e  w a s  exactly 
to semove the question of suspension f rom the hands of the ad- 
ministration.  By insist ing that the students be brought before 
the Chancel lor ' s  commit tee  i s  violatlvr of the agreement.  

5. "Activitymay be continued by student organizations In 
accordance  with  University regulations,  " 

The University and the FSM have h o m r e d  this part  of the 
agreement .  

6 .  "'The Presrdunt  of the W n i v e r s ~ t y  has  declared  h is  
willimgnes s to support  deeding ce r t a ln  University property a t  the 
endof Telegraph Avenue to the City of S e r k r l ~ y  o r  to the A.S. 
'U. C. " 

FSM; Box 809;  Berkeley I ,  Calif .  
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