
WHAT HAPPENED 

At noon Wednesday, November 30, a demonstration Vla~ called by campus Students 
for a Democratic Society. The purpose of the demon~tration was to protest: 

1. The Administration's allowing a Naval Recruitijlg table·in the 
student Union. 

2. The Draft system in America. 
3. The Vietnam War. 

A table was set up beside the Navy table by a non-student anti-draft group in 
consultation with Campus SDS. ,The camws p01ice removed the a,nti-draft table, 
and then stated that no picketing of the Navy table would be allowed, 'Inside the 
Student Union, a protesting student, Willy Brent, was struck by a; student-angered 
by· the demonsb:lltion. An officer ofthe cam{llls police ar11e ed ~ent on charges 
of battery. UJliversity ·police ordered that the area be cleared. Indignant students 
sat down. · · · ' -· 

In half an hour, Vice; Chancellor Boyd entered th area. The students made foor 
demands on the Vice-Chancellor: L · 

1. We be permitted to set up an anti-draft tabl~ neXt to theN y table, 
or ' get 'the Navy table remov.ed. I 

2. The Administration guarantee that it wVI not p ~er chtrges-.o ipitiate 
disciplinary ~ction aga{nst y.'llly Bl-'ent, __ J 

3. The AC\T?inistratiqn ~arant~e that it w~ll noJ:\init ate dii:!ciplin~y actions 
agawst any partrCiRant m or orgamzers of tlie demonstration. · f· Nego.tiations on legit~'macy of the Navy taw;e begi~. 

Boyd granted deniands one a:nd four, but wpuld not gr<~ont (he 6.ther tw • Later, 
Dean Williams told the demonstratd,rs that he personally ~ould not b~ in favor 
of disciplihing students, but. he mada.H clear that e eoul~peak for the :r:est o£ 
the Administration. On the basis of their past experiences, those sitting-in 
believed that the Admillistf.ation•s unwillingness to ~ranree~o discipline ~a.<:> an 
indication that when t\le.action c0ol'~ Off, thosf. invol ed ~~~fdbd disci lin . 
They felt that a move~nent unwil.Ji~fo ~ro~ectlits o i~ a oveJent which is 
condemning itself to death, ;ptd thus dedided tq co th_3U.i si ing-ii{ un~il there be 
guarantees from the Admini$tration that no d1 ciR~efou d be il po, ed. 

Boyd said that in ten milmtes he would 1ave to de~lare th~ ass em ly unlawful. Th 
demonstrators made corridors to allow th}ough traffic. spyd sa d the detrlon
stration was still unlawful. As~ed wl)y, Bbyd-.respon~ed, 'P dec~ared-"it;- When 
asked by the students what they couldldo to make their assem bly ~ tde Student 
Union building laWful, Boyd [ep~ie~, tl\at tHey ~ould dispks • He r~sed to offer 
any alternative. ry this time, 2, 000 sj:udj nts wel e op tlie m~· ftoor. 

~bout 6:00pm the Alameda Slerhf• s, de~ut\'es ente ed ~he ·em nsqratib3en 
rnasse and arrested several demons!rators. Nontshidents w e !Jingled out or 
ax:resf. In the scuffle, policemen brutaily"oeat two f~male stti edts'"and-sev ral 
male students. One student, while offering ne resi-stance w s rrpe~edly. r mched 
by police. 

A crowd of 300 students stood il} front of the bus contaii he p isopers. As th 
bus moved into the crowd of students, a flying wedge o(PQ icemer. s~inging billy 
clubs moved into the f_:owd, knocking students to th gr nd. THis concluded 
the police actions on .wednesday. 

As the demonstration on the firs floor joined :the mas ed studentr o -the-second 
floor, discussion continued, to pecide what aCtion W'f;_ pee ssarYi in he light of 
this, the most recent police riot, reminiscen~ of De~errlper 1964. 

At 1:00am Thursday, over 3, 000 students voted overwhe\ miilgly o s ike today. 



STATEME1'1T BY FACULTY WITI!ESSES l4]IT!-! RES'PECT TO l'!OVEl1BER 30, 1966 

The three sir.ners of this staterr.ent wera, aT)art from administration member11 

and Professor Sherwood ~arker of the Academ".c Freedom committee, the only ree,ular 

faculty w:tnesses to the breakdown of talks between the admfnistration and the ~ro

testors in the Student Un!on bui.ld!.nr en 'Novemoer 30, 1966. ,rofessor Zelni.k 

arrived about 12:15 P.M., shortly be€ore the be:~nntng of the stt-fn, and left 

about ~: 15 P.M. Professor Sto\:k.!..ng arrt.ved shortly after and remained until the 

end of the day. Professor Scott ai.·r!.ved about 1:~5 P.M., but was absent for two 

br:ef ~er~ods before his final de~arture about 7:00 P.M. 

Our own ~ers~ective of the events whtch took ~lace is qu~te different from 

the admini.strat-f.on' s on certa:f.n substant:i.al T')or_nts. The ~'rst two (with res'")ect to 

the ~rrested non-students) are "erha-"'S the most vital. The ~uest'ons of fact bound 

UT) ~n the alleeed offer of an amnesty, and its refusal by the ~rotestors, seem to 

be cructal :n determinine the true merits of the ~rotestor's dectsi.on not to dts

~erse, and the administration's deci.sio:t to ce-ll in T)Olice. And the reasonableness 

of the studeats' later decision to strike can not be considered without ~sktne 

whether there had not in fact been a gr·Jss m!scarri.aze of justice with res,ect to 

the six on whom warrants were served. 

For this reason we comrnunic~ted our vtews on the first two points to the 

chancellor's office on December 1. 

ALLEGEn AMNESTY OFFER 

Vice-chancellor Cheit's statement which faculty received on December 2 says 

that 11Dcan of Students Arleigh Williamn promised them (the protestors) amnesty if 

they would disperse at that time. The group refused." (Those of us present heard 

Vice Chancellor Cheit tell the meeting in Pauley Ballroom on November 30 that this 

amnesty had been "unconditional.") Vice Chancellor Cheit has also cited this refusal 

as a gr~und for calling the police on to this campus. 



As we understood it~ all of the differences between protestors and 

administration except those ~f amnesty had in fact been successfully negotiated; 

and the protestors had agreed to disperse the sit-in
1
leaving only a manned table 

~--------~~------~--------~~--~--~----------·' 
if their demand for an amnesty vre met. At this point however, Vice-Chancellor 

Boyd withdrew from the talks 0 on the ground that he neither would nor could 

negotiate concerning an amnesty as long as the demonstration continued. A little 
' . 

latera and in Vice-Chancellor Boyd's absence~ ~ean Williams indicAted.that ·he per-

son.ally wnuld iJUtiate BO charges. To the 1--eot of our recollection,. he said 'that .. 

as far as he aaG ooacefned he had not aeen anyone vi~late any rules;.aftd he also 

oaid that he would stake his reputation en his. assurances. His languaae was in-

terpreted by protestl9rs as sincerely expressing his personal .intentions, but they 

expresoed d~ubts that his assurances would be h~nored by his sureriors. Specifically 

they insisted on· a guarantee of an amnesty from Vi6e-chAncellors Boyd ~r Cheit. 

Our impress.inn was that Dean Williams showed both energy and understanding in his 

labors to reach a negotiated solution; and that his failure to give the protestors 

assurances of an amnesty arose from his knowledge that such assurances could not 

be given by him. 

However well motivatted, Dean Williams did ~~t offer whaft any of us present 

could regard as an .. unconditional amnesty"s especially in view of the fact that his 

superior in the administration~ Vice Chancellor Boyd. had previously rejected such 

an amnesty and did not return to address the protestrtrs in support of Dean Williams • ...________,_.. 

THE ROLE OF THOSE ARRESTED 

Vice Chancellor Cheit is also repurted as claiming that the six non-students 

were arrested because "th~y were playing 'the key role' in the sit-in and they 

'talked down conciliation efforts.'" (Daily Californian, Dec. 1, p.l) Insofar as 

we could observe matters, none of the six seemed involved as initiators of the demon-

stration. 
""""' 

Although three of them later spoke frequently 1 their role in "talking 

down conciliation efforts" consisted in arguing that the offer of Dean Williams did 

not guarantee those present against subsequent disciplinary action. One of the six 

never spoke or assumed a leadership role at any point throughout the demonstration; 



.. .. 

. two others part i e ipa.ce d minimally i ·: •,1t a l L 

,At a facu1ty meet~ng on Dec. 1 .. ?rof. Sear le, Special As•s i sta nt to t h.e Chan-

: .. . c ellor , . fur ~.her- cl?·r ified the adml n.'.Strdtion ' s understanding of the e vents of Nov. 

30, .in such. 4::lolay .<!S to .a.:c e pt, Ol: ot least no t cP'!lle nge, ou r understanding of the 

t • :-
~ac t s a~, . s et ou~ i n t he fQr,egoing .scatement. In so doing· h.e r a ised four· addi t i onal 

,questions. of fact , with .r,;,ape<;: t to " hi.ch we wish to r-eco rd, no t disag~eeme itj:; ·but 

our dif fere nce of perspec tive . The se re l a te t o r u l e - br eaki ng, d isrup ~ion; · v iole nce , 

and the. cont i·nuing non-studen t-probl em. 

RULE BREAKING 

Prof. Se arle po i n ted ou t thr:a the demons tra tio:n o f Noli•. 30 i nvolved an initia l 

flout.ing. of campus rules by non- s t ulen; s; and added th.at thi s was no .i solated '1'n

,. cident , ,bu t o n l>.' the la te.: t elen~cnt · i n ••hat "'as be1;:omi'rig an intolerable ·pattern. 

To our know ledg~a , the only c le< r c •.tt v i olation ot· rules in t he ·course ·a { e vents 

hefol'e t he a.r·r iva·l o f poli .ce .. :~as t he: ~e~ting up .of thi s table, ·whislt. wa·s qu ickly 

r emoved, from che area with·Jut inciden~, .a lthough it is t rue t h'at ''(·af t e r ·v i ce- Cha n

. · c ell o r . Boyd, and Dea n Wi ll i ams .. wi t t,dre,·> , and i n . the absence o£ an aa)ne·s t y) t here was 

a pro longe d discus sion of various pos si;> le ac t s . o f d i.sobe d1ence s·uc h ·a s· r e.fus i ng to 

s how Regi stra t i on Cards , o:: co l e ave i:hc' bui. l d i ng be f o r e mi.dn ighc. To the be1~c · of 

o.ur knowledge , ·· in the original . r ules v ioa-tioii, and tho.s e·: involveif i n. the· l~ter 

It is ·· f ur ther· c.r ue that tn<!. pr o t estors 'refused · to wi t hdraw ··whe n ·Vice - Chance llor 

. . i 
Boyd decal red tha t afte r . t e n -- mi nut e s t llia meeti ng would cons t itu te an unl a.,ful 

:a ssembly •. The y· ques t i oned his .. a uthority to make such <> legal decla ration, but 

pr esent . .. ' \ . .. ~· ·; :' 

OISRUPTI QN· · Vice - Chancell-c:t!' : t h! ,;t ' s s ta teme nt of· Dec.• 2 . says ~hat "The ar ea 

,-. :was so :seriousl,¥-ob.s.t~ tltat•-even tunl:lj the ASUC s t o r e had ' t o :bE! . clos~d .-'' ·rt --
would · be .fool-ish to . deny: ·an _ultimate ·causa~ pattern l inki ng the demoris t rat f ,;ri to 

t he c los i ng o f t he books tore. 



' 

At a certain moment the administration or police decided to close off the at ~a 

{a decision which may very possibly h.ave been wise). ~nd thiB.; .involved closu ~ al:l 

.tP,r~~ _entrances to~-~ .l:>ook~.~orp._ · At· this time,. however.,. .. Pnly one of the t".l northern 

. entr!!nce~ .. t~ the book~o~~~ w~s ·i;n any lt{ay obstructed, and ·th:i.S. probleJU coulo easily 

hav:e ~~~~::.S..Pl~veq·jif.: the .. a~~~a~ipn had declarep. it was· .. an.·issue. In. fac.~ ~he 

_ st:~d~n~s,._ .. ini_an.e};-fort t~.m~~t Vice ~l:u:Jncellor Boyd's objee.tions to t·heir~;pt:.;~sence, 

volup.~~·ily .7le.?re~ .a. fO}:r~d.~r(. on th4a stairway whieh."t'Ss. th~l·.sole .. remaining.._:out.e 

ofi,a~~ceps .~o.>the~ ar~~· ~. ··:.Th.tts ... co~ridor .was ·n~ither very wid~~ -no~ very. permanent; 

but on the other hand Vice-Chancellor Boyd. did no~ make it·· alrea+ that-.open c.:,rridors 

would diminish his objections to the meeting. Before the arrival of .police:, .we."!· 

... o.b.2!J..~~ed ~P· ... d~l.il>er.c;lte:attemp;b .to di·s:rupt the functions of-:the,uni.vet(sity . .a:m')ng .the 

" ··:~0~ clear .. thlilt .tb.e:: s tu4~JltS int;~nded ~t9 do more th~I.l picket,.~ g.ivenr,.tb.e. appar·.-:nt.ly 

s~o1l.t.~J;l~Ou,&..·natu,;e Qf: .th~ sit~ in· {s,ee.,b~lt'JW). At. :Prof. Ze~nik' s s:ugg~stion,. nome 

-'?~-: t;b~-.~·tuden!!1 a).so started~ to. cle~·i an ~ea in front of .. the .·Navy·· tab·le., p~ : .. t;his 

~f~qrt c':!~ed;·:.!'?.hell Vice-c.h~ellor B9yd. stated such accoQUI14t·dat;.ions· did not cL.mtntsh 

.t~e~u~l~f~~~s~ of th~ ass~mbly. • .: !'. ·. 

VIlLENCE . ',. ,• ,i, 

l'rnf. S~l~ 7e.f~rred ~·'?: the p~esence of vit'tlence ip. thfa: _area.~ ~d ~~e . la~g~r 

that this might escalate. He referred to thr~e .s~~fic. rep,o~~s of vfC?.le!JCe.:~ w~ 

;!: ~.':lc:»¥r·.'~. o~~y ~o~ ~o~~- of w.hieh .. ~c~d very e~l:y in ~e .. Pro~edin,.g.s.; : P:t:~~

Zelnik; ~aw .. th~ e~:is?~e .. i;n wl?J..p,h. a. ;v?c~erous pro.testof (l~t~~'_. ide.t:ltifi~9. ~~·~a::. 

stu~~~t~: .Jtl~+l;r ~!~~) was af.~acke4 physically, and agrees ~~~9::ial~ .. BFhe;- (~.~~~,«?]:111:tS 

that ~~e; ~tac~~ (~t~~ id~n~~fied .. as an ex-footJpall player} attt?cked. firs:~i' . The 

decision of pollee to arrest Mr. Brapdt, and not this assailant, · did much to c.hao.ge 
~ ==--- ····.·--··· 

Da~ly. C~~o~) pQ_lic~r .!flt~!': .. ad~tted. apd eonfe~~d w~~h ~th~r .. footb~l~ E~~ay4!rs, 
. ==' • 

let~~ them. ~h d.<?O'fs .~h 1lad: l.een closed for. sqp!e hour~_ to !tudent_s ':ln~ . 

. ...,........ .· 



. . ' . 
faculty. · Tens:ionl!" werc highes t .· i n . t he·, p,e.rll>d,.i.Jll(n~.d·.i.ately~ ·f.o llo.wi~g·; t~: fig)'t t , whe n 

• . . 
:. ~ r.~e,_ed poss ible to those of us present tha t furth~ . . 9utbre11k.s, .oJ·,,v;i.o.lence might 

occur·.: . .D.eb-pite the fight ·at tne· out;;st, . however, _. _ tne:·trel'\~l.. .throtJ&\1-.:the ;e fFernoon 

was t owards a stab ilizat ion of the, ,s itua~i.snt; ·co.: :the, p,0i.n.t ·i.n<;l,eed ... o f .,an _impas s e . 

It goes witnout saying t ha t a new and far more s evere per i od o f violence 

followed the err ivel of the police. The po l i ce expec ted it would be diff i cult, i n 

a s mall and crowded area, to ar r est t hose agains t whom wa r rant s h8d been i s sued • 
• : : ~ • • ( . • ! " 

Thus t heir fir st act ~<as t o begin to cle8r the a rea, and pa rticularly t he s tairway, 
' " - l .. • , , 

which was j ammed. It took conside rable pre ssure to force t hese people upsteirs 
· · .... . l .:: -~ 

into another area equa lly crow~ed . 
' • ; 

The i'Olice charged with billy-clubs held in 

f ront of them; and as a cons equence many of those pres e nt we r e st r uc k , shoved or 

tr~pled on. Upstairs the s ituet ion became nearly one o f panic when it appeared 

that the plate glass windows might break unde r the strain. Tensions could not ~u t 

increase, especially as the police did no t announce the ir in t entions t o the gather ed 

crowd. 

THE CONTINUING NON-STUDENT PROBLEM 

Prof. Sear le poin t ed out t ha t the e vents must be se en a s part of a cont i nuing 

pettern of provocations, and this pattern is pretty clea rly evok~d by the paragraph 

of Vice-Chance llor Cheit' s sta tement ;,hic h reads 

The deu>ons tration today wa s in i tiated and led by non-students 
in direct defiance of University regu l a t ions, forcing the closing of 
t he AS UC s t ore • • • because of t hiso , .I a sked t he po lice to arrest 
those primarily ·cesponsible for the illegal actions t<hich disrupted 
the univers ity. 

Given the nature of certain events whi ch have d i srup ted the unive rsity in the 

l a st year, it i s not s urpri sing that the Vice-Chancellor s hou l d perce ive and 

charac ter ize events according t o this p<,tte rn. However relevant the pat t ern mD.y 

have been i n the past, however, it doe s no t dis tinguis h between three quite dis t inct 

groups of people involved in the prese nt disturbance . 

1. the s mall group of nonstudent conscie ntious objectors who briefly s e t 

up a t able 



/ 
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2. the students whose picket azt-!inst the Navy table turned,eftcr an ec t . . 
. . ! -

·of ~iolence ,.into a sit~in . ,. 

3. the non-students ariesteci on Nov. 30, -some of whom may have organized 

previ ous demons.trations; lout not thi-s one • 

.. 
. ... . . 

Peter Dale Scott, Engli sh 

George w. Stocking, Jr., Hiitory 

R~ginald Zelnik, History 

:: :•, . 

. ' 
' • ... 

. j 

. . . 

' : 7"" 
)• 

. · ~ 

'. 

·' 
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:~"' r-~:;; ! ' 1 '1 J . .. --·i 
A n ~ l ·~-Th~ ~pp~-es ,. io~_of ye"~terda y' s de=nbnst-rat_io!l ;~iolated th~ 
M: . rights ofJthe University community. The Administration- agam 
~ 1 . , reve~H~dj its solution for student problems: the Alameda County 
\ \.. l - -' Poliqe~ -~ine d~mo~stratol;"S ~er~ arrested/ last rdght, . 3000 
\ . "- students met al'\d v9ted overwhelroi4gly to , I · 
,, .. , t '-; ' . . ~ 

, ~V \ ; ' I strike until noo n !___J 
• . • \ , I \ • I . ul ~ 

. ; J .. l STRifE. fWD TO DET\ERMn-tE FU~URE PRO~ESI; ~~S. 
\..__. · j Our Oeuiands: U \ · .J 

1 
\ [ U 

.....___...__. L .J J ~- ~ -.~ t..__ __ 
~,__,_, lr_'='Tha~ __ PoliCfl'r\en ney~r be called oq~o_the Cil:mpus t~-~~~!v.!" 
r: : ~ . Gampu,s polibca;l probleln.s. 1 • I r J { ,.-1 \ ~- J '\ l . . 

{ .f 1 2. TJat t. ere be nd disc~plinary ~ction taken against p~rticipants 
t! : ~in Wedne·sday' s 'demons trations; and that the Administ;ation seek, 
\. \ publicly and forcibly, to have dropped the charges against'the 
~ "·, nine people arrested. ; J 1 : . t_ 

.j' ·l I : \ -~ I 
l ......_~ 3. That all off-bampus indivicruals and non- commercial groups 

['\'~ I be gra~ted at 1~st the privileges enjoyed'·by governmental agencies. l 
L I 1 t · I ~ L 
i 1\ I 14. That Univer~ity :disciplinary hearings shall pe O,Penf · .\ 
\ \._) J That the~e hea.r,ings shall be bound by canons of., due pr·ocess. o· 
\ '-- . __./ comp'a:?.~able to t_hos~ already.pttblisned by Counc~l of Campus l l 

'1 ·- - - Orgartizations. A legitimate gr ourid 'of defense shall be that ' 
·: ------.. r~-egulations-are incompatible-with Sections .2 or. 3 o!.the .. Dec. 8 

1

/.(.-. Eesolutions dr with_tl)e Unitetl State1s Constituti'on. · 
-- I 1 1 -· 1 5. T~at negotiati~n~ begifl 1which 'will establish a ~ystem of just 

and effective shlderit representation· in formulationlof a new set of f ~c~ • poliCies tegulat-~ ;student activity. ! (The strike Co'mmittee must 
~ '.. be pe':rmitted to ~name a ~ajority :of fhe stud'ent rep~esentativ.es. 
~ ~ \ The nE~p;dtiating fbod.y shall make no substantive dec'isi<:>ns without 

' ~ho :1;j .J' P(~mct!JI.l; \-I.~A H:.,. Jctl \~~ 1:'1\l· 1?n nl Hl[t ~~ . 1 . 
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Pickets; poster-makers, mama's helpe;~ needed: Wheeler Oak NOW ! ! 
' . . . 

1 
YESTERDA:Y I Endorsements in Profusion 

FACULTY: A significant number of faculty has announ~ed support for the 
strike. 

OTHER CAMPUSES: San Jose State, Sa:n Francisco State Experimental 
College, Santa Barbara, Davis, San Diego, starr 
King Ministry, N. S. A. Student Council, Columbia. 

I TODAY I NOONAALLY 
featuring commemoration in song and story of.the 

(YOU KNOW WHERE) 

Bring a professor to lunch to remind him of history. 

I TODAY I Meetings Galore 

G. C. C.: 2:00 P, M. in 1 LeConte (tentative) 

Independents: 4:00 P.M. in 100 Lewis (tentative) 

A. F. 'f., Loca11570: 4:00P.M. in 11 Wheeler 

I TOMORRow I Son of Meetings Galore 

CCO: 10:00 A.M. in Westminster 

Will you work a s well as watch? Wheeler Oak needs helpers NOW!! I 
t . 



On l'rida71 December 2. ChancolJ.Qr .HqmJ :refused te negatiate With the ~~. 

du~ elected representatives of the striking stud~nts at Berkeley. B1s 

refUsal te open a dial0gue with the sttments has prolonged the crisis 0n tim 

Berkele7 campllS. 

'lhe Cbanceller has attcSmpted to justif.)' his iDtl'auigenee on the 

grwnds that a non-student was elected ta thQ neptiating team. We feel 

that Chancell0r Beyns has seized Gn this questiGn tG avoid eentNnting the 

real issues raised by the strike. 

U the Cbanceller is ssriously interested. ill negGUatiDg witll the 

students, be shGuld agree t0 mae\ with their eleeted representatives. !ke 

rwn-student el~cted b7 the students te tha negGtiating team was a former 

UC student whe was mt permitted te reearell only fer political reaseas. 

Students not 1:-rasantq enrelled have a definite and clear interest in the 

negotiations. 

We Mw'ev$r want te neget.iate. In order to brillg tbe Chaaeellor to 
s 

the neg0tiating table, to end his precn;tination and bring the real issues:: 

ot the strike to the fore, we are prepared to assure tbat each et Gur 

negotiators is a presently' enrolled student. 

Oar DQgotiation team reserves the right ts bring to the negGtiatiDg !- • 

table a team 0f silsnt observen wtw Will advise our neptiators. ftd.s 

team tdll have the right to center With the neptiatars. The team of sUe& 

observers may include at the cliscretiGD ef the strike committee and the Unm~ 1 

perdeu wh0 are not students, including. for ~ple, l0gal CGUrJSsl. 

~l:ltical advis0rs. business agent ef the Ameriean Federation 0f Teachers. 

ArL-CIO Lacal lS70. 

Representat1v• of thea Aft presented this prapasal tG Cbancallor Beyns 

today. The Chancell(!)r said h0 would. cansid..- it and notlty the negG>tiatiDg 

eonmd:t;tee tomorrew at Men. 
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Th.e ?cesi.d E>nt: o f. th.c te.<J.~hE>r 1.mion mov<'lme n t ir• C!!l i f orn'!.c 
today is S\te d the t'ol to~i.n~t statem~t: t' n t:hP.: !ii tuat:iot1 .~t the 
Universit y of CaliforniA in Berkeley • 

.At n~'lO~ on t,.,ursoa:" ~ r~ c&Itth-er 1. , ~:"~ t.'.ntnberahi D of ~~': 
Local 15"70 v o t:ec r-o ztttl<~ c.;r,G.~ !.s > t:'heir Pm"l.Oy<'>r , 1:.he Unl.ve"t·~ 
si cy o f C.11± forn ia. 'l'h<' rnt'rn'b«~l"S of the 1.f')Ci'. l , 1olhc are <O:"a duate 
$tudents emolo:>yed as t .,;,ch1n? ana re;;e.rrch fi SfJi ~>t"llfita a t: UC, 
hs~~ t~en workinr, ior chs r~st: rhr.ee monrhs t o ~ain t he bas ic 
tenet;;; of :lCademic freedom frO!!\ t:ha iini.v~'<rsity • :\ adminis tra tion. 
Th.est<> :!ltterrt;>t:s hav e beon 1nrgelv unsucces~; ful end we:r.>e de a l.<: 
a rna,im: setback rm ';lednes<lny, Novrnn'ber 30 . 

On t:hat date t:..'-lE.- Univcrs~ t'Y ur.ed off-camoot. POlice to arr-est: 
s tude nts sit:t:i.n~ in around a l'S 'lavy rec:-..Jlt:ing t able on CtUropua. 
The ~1:\ldent. :; mci.·H:ain t:ha .. OY.l.!!t:..nq; rules co n ot nllow :'!On- student 
<)J.:"P;ard7a tion:; ;:;hP r:l.~ht: to set up a t able o.n camru.<~ ; tl<er efo re, 
the Un:Lvers'l.t:V has nc riC>.h;; to ml\kt~ an exc~..,t:ion of t:h~ US ~av:r 
wi thQu': ~l-.,11= .• , -e:H:!O'"<!I £or other no:1-c~rr:'ll'l o' r "'c E.'Ylpus 
ors,ani.za:r i ons o;:: n•ou,..,r-

:"\~ .o.ssocir.ted 3C>.Joctenr:$\ of ~:.·~.,.. t!nive:csu~y of ·:::ali1'·'rn;a ~ ASUC) 
,o:rlvise.-l t:h<= adn tnisttat: ;.on in <l' ' vancc thr1:: it: flh<'tlld no t RU .ow ll 
r.ocr-.. ~>.t:ing t:ab l<: ..,,, ~"' <;er t.p l.n the ASW; St:udent Vition !lu;..ld i n;.; . 
The l'..S UC w..,.rnecl l:i".l" ,!£dmio1 15Cr1.\t:~.Ol" that t::r.ou~•lC' 'f01Jld t:ll.~Nl.l.y 
foll.ow . Tho c dm i r,J.9trat:·• .. o n did n o t <~i'l1">9~ t:o heo<l the -:!dv1.ce .:»! 
t:htl ASllC. 

Robert M'.kin!<, f-re>~ iden ;: of AfT Loc,. l 1570 . st:ated t hat: i t 
is i.:mf>Osa 1bl.a ~(') r.:eac:h :tr ·"1·· .-.nv'\.rot"J..mep•· -..fnerc t·np lJn iver:-l i ty 
c~tlls upon outs i de ?Ol-!.ce ::o ~-eso !. v;; i r- tex-nal P..'>li-:: lcal diffic1d t i os. 
Academi c f~H,:iom, acco'C'di.n~ reo At'lr.i.ns and t:tw AF'r .i.o c ft l, is ''ery 
def 1.nitel y a worl<i.ru>: c ondi t:i o r. a n<! 1!1\JS t exist: il t'h c: educat ion 
pr-ocess is to be me.:mi nll.f t:i .. 



·: 

a, DE!-WIDS: 

AFT I.oca1. 1570, Un i:versity Empl,yed Gradua-ce S t udents, has 
made the foll owing demands : 

l) That the ;tdmini.st:rat: i on. discont i nue using of f.- cal1!puS 
1~~ enforcement off i cers for t he resolution of on-campus 
political disput e s ; 

2) That all charges be dr.o?ped agau ,st t hose arres ted 
so far, and tha t no d i sciplinour acti on be taken; 

3) Th a t: a l l non-c=ercial oft -campus OJ:'ganizat:ions and 
groups \ i .n c luding tb.c US Navy • Peace Col:'p!: , e tc .) be 
allowed t o set up and men tables in the areas des ignated 
for t hat purpOse; 

'+) That all disciplinary hearings involvi ng s tudents 
be open hearings if t he s tudent: so desiJ:"es , and chst 
such heaJ:"inr,s be c onducted under t:he basic t~)nets of 
legal due PJ:'OCe ss; 

'5) That negotiation s b•l~in i l!l!1ediate1.y on t he e s t a t>li.sh• 
ment of a r ules c omm:\ ttee, and t hat a majority o f voting 
members ~e studen~3~ ~nd 

6) That t:he Uni"lrersity recol'\nize AFT Local 1 570 as 
the exclusive bargaintng agent. f or t he graduate students 
umployed at the Ba r'l{eley campus . 

Il l. STATENENT : -
i.n li~t of the above f acts I. 11ave sent t\ telegram t o tl:H~ 

President of AFT Local 1570 •Jhi ch sa~~: 

"Univer.sit.)' of Cal iforni a officials should not: deny 
students f 1.,ll academi c r ights <md pri vileges . 'l.'hc Ca U .. f or• 
nia FedeJ:'at:ion of. Teachers bel ieves th<~t: all ilrner'l.cuns, 
including students, are ent i t l ed to equal , f a i r, d emocratic 
·trea tment . FurtheJ:' • l ike any citizen of this Na tion1 a 
student should be guaranteed t he r ight to partici pa t e in 
the demor:rat:ic processes . We deplore the action of the 
University a dministra tion in using off-campus police for 
on-campu~l prohlems . 1~e support AFT Lo cal 1570 in i t s 
effort·s t o secure democratic r :l..<>..ht~ f. or un i•.re rsi t y s tudents." 

opeu 29 a.fl -cio 

Mar shall A..'l<e lrod 
CFT Pt:-e sident 
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STRII<E COMMITTEE~ U.C. BERKELEY 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Dec. 6, 1966 
11:45 p.m.· 

THE STRIKING STUDENtS OF THE UNI~ERSITY OF CALIFORNIA VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TONIGHT 

TO PASS THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION= 

"This body reaffirms its coma~ittment td both the basic principles of this 

strike and the five specific demcnds; declnres a temporary recess to the strike; 

impowers the Strike Committee to continue negotiations with the Administration; 

will organize and prepare for the resumption of the strike, or other appropriate 

activities if our demands ai::e not met.'' 

ALSO PASSED tvERE THE FOLLOf~·ING AMEND!-IENTS: 

l. That the period of suspension of the student strike be desig~ated as 

a period to be used for the calm and deliberative formation of an 

autonomous student unio~. 

2• . Thnt to this end all st~dents be urged to consider during Christmas 

recess what form of government they would have for themselves and 

t&hat meetings be held following this recess for the discussion of ·this 

issue •. 

3. That the strike committee provide 15,000 black masks, if possible. 



A 
CHRONOLOGY 

OF THE EVENTS OCCURlNG IN THE LOWER LOBBY, 

BETWEEN THE ENTRANCES TO THE BEAR'S 
LAm AND THE ASUC BOOKSTORE, 

DURING THE AFTERNOON 

OF WEDNESDAY, 
DEC EMBER 30, 

1966 

Introdlctlo:t 

What follows is as complete an account as the need for naste and the available 

information permitted, of the event taking place in and around the Lower Lobby 

of the Student Union on Wednesday, November 30, 1966. 

The Councel of Campus Organizations commissioned a committee to prepare 

and publish this chronology. st nee as accurate an account of the facts as was pos

sible was desireable, it was intended that the committee obtain-- i1 possible-

permission to reproduce unaltered, and simlltaneously, the independent chronology 

already prepared by four faculty ,members who witnessed the events. Permission 

was not obtained; we have since learned that faculty apparently intend to publish 

that document. 

This report is based on the verbal and written statements of student witnesses 

to the events. In addition, there exist extensive tapes o! the events, recorded by 

Radio KAL. which have served as a prtme information source, These tapes are 

open to the P'Jbllc to hear or copy; they may help to clarify the course of events 

!rom 12:20 p.m. onward, which period they cover. (KPFA appears to have tapes 

covering the previous twenty minutes; we have been unable to consult them yet. ) 

Prologue 

In early 1965 the United states Navy set up a recruiting table in the Student 

Union. Students protested the table's presence by picketing. They also regis

tered a formal complaint with the Dean of Students Office regarding preferential 

treatment o! government agencies. The Administration took no action. 

Some weeks before November 30, 1966, Chancellor Heyns was asked on a 



television broadcast how the setting-up of such a table this year could be justified 

in the light o! thlspast protest. He responded that non-students were welcome on 

the campus, so long as they obeyed the rules set for the University commu.tity. 

Wednesday, November 30 

Campus SDS called a demoMtratlon to protest the setting-un of a Navy recruiting 
table in the student Union. The major purpose of the demonstration was to voice 

a protest against the draft and against the Vietnam war. In addition, Campus SDS 

had planned previously, and on Wednesday undertook, to work in conjunction with 

the Berkeley Draft Inrormation Committee (BDIC), an off-campus organization, to 

show the moral and political inequity of the differential enforcement of the Admini

stration's rules. 

The method was to set up a table for the dissemination of literature opposing 

the draft and the war. This table, like the Navy recruiting table beside which it 

was set, was to be manned by a non-student. A 38 year old woman, Mrs. Corrine 

Goldstick, wa4 chosen. Jt was intended that the only substantive differences be

tween the two tables be the content of the positions which they advocated, and the 

fact of the sponsorship of one by (as the Administration describes it) a "cooperative 

governmental agency. " 

Wednesday morning, Mrs. Gol!istick wenl to the Dean of Students to ask per-
• 

mission of the Administration to set up the anti-draft table. She was told by Miss 

McBernie (an assistant to Dean Hopkins) that permission could not be granted. 

Nonetheless, a few minutes before noon sh_e set the table up beside the pro-draft 

Navy table. Shortly thereafter, the picket line organized by students in campus 

SDS arrived to begin their demonstration. 

The presence of the picket line, and also of a number of police, reporters, 

and cameramen, attracted a growing crowd of passerby, including people who 

opposed the demonstration, people in sympathy with it, and people in variously 

neutral states of curiosity. 

At this time, a campus policeman informed Mrs. GoUstick 'hat he had been 

instructed to request that she leave. Mrs. Goldstick protested that she had as 

much right to stay as the non-students at the Navy recruiting table. The officer 
insisted again, and Mrs. Golctstick agreed to leave. During this conversation, 

the crowd drew around the two tables. Seeing that the anti-draft table was forced 

to cease handing out information while no action was taken r egarding the pro-draft 

table, part of the crowd expressed forceful verbal disapproval as the ~able .vas 

being carried away by the police. There was difficulty ir. moving the table thr'YJgh 

" 



the crowd, which wa'3 by this time quite large and tightly packed. In addition, 

several people attempted to grasp the table, causing the police to jerk it from their 

han1s. After this, the tab~e was removed fro':ll the lobby without further incident. 

Approximately at this time, some of the demonstrators removed the several 

dozen pieces o( Utera':ure which were on the Navy table, so that, having no function 

there, it would be removed. The literature was handed back and done violence to. 

As the police led Mrs. Goldstick through the crowd, a student later identified 

as .James Phillips, former captaln of the football team, began pushing people out 

of the way in what appeared to those present as an attempt to clear a way for the 

police. The crowd again expressed a forceful verval protest, against his pushing 

of people. Shortly thereafter, Phillips was reported by several witnesses to have 

lunged .,t !! student la~er identified as Willy Brandt. Brandt appears to have addressed 

provoca~ive remarks to Phillips upon observing Phillips' actions. Phillips claims 

not to have hit Brandt ; other witnesses are uncertain on this point. Brandt's shirt 

was torn in the scuffle. He appeared surprised but quickly recovered, and lunged 

in return towards PhllUps. Before Brandt could reach PhiUips, he was restrained 

by campus pollee, who then led him nresisting out of the lobby. Demonstrators 

and others voiced immediate and lo"Jd disapproval at what appca:-ed to be an inj•Istice: 

name:y, that ~he per :>on a:ta~ 'telJ, and !lo' tho attacker, had been led away by the police 

and apparently arrested. 

Amid confusion and a general fee,ling of resentment, some students yelled at 

the crowd to be seated, that there had been one arrest and that by sitting down they 

would reduce confusion and avoid the possibillty of further violence and further 

arrests. Demonstrators and some observers alike responded; order was restored, 

and calm returned. The chairman of the Draft Committee of Campus SDS, a student, 

rose to ehair the ensuing discussion. A three minute time limit was set on speakers 

and strictly enforced. The initial d.l~cussion ~entered around the apparent inequity 
of the arrest, and the Administration's granting of special privtlege to the Navy. 

At about 12:30, Vice-Chancellor Boyd arrived, and was given the next position 

on the speakers• list. He requested that the protestors disperse. They responded 

by explaining that they felt Willy Brandt had been treated unfairly by the police. 

They also expressed their opposition to the continued presence of the Navy table 

in the Student Union. 

At this point, the protestors noted that several unidentified people -- appar

ently non-stu jen~s -- were tak:ing individual pictures of the demonstrators. Boyd, 

in spea'ting to the group, a:ldressed se-.. era!. students and non-atude11ts by name, 



indicating that he considered them leaders of the demonstration. (See Appendix A. ) 

He then withdrew to another part of the lobby to confer with the campus police, 

several members of the ASUC, and the seVeral faculty members present. 

At Boyd's request to disperse, the demonstrators attempted to ascertain if 

they were breaking an Administration rule, and, if so, what action they could 

take to avoid brea.k:lng such rules. The recorded tapes disclose intermittent and 

inconclusive conversation with Boyd on these subjects. In Boyd's absence, the 

demonstrators discussed and voted unanimously demands, upon the granting of 

which they would disperse. The demands were: 

I) That anti-draft protestors be allowed a table next to the Navy's 
table; that non-students be allowed equal treatment with Navy 
non-students; and that the presence itself of the Navy's table in 
the Student Union be subject to negotiation; 

2) That no charges be brought against Willy Brandt or against anyone 
else; 

3) That there be no Administrative disciplinary action taken against any 
student who organ~ed or participated in the demonstration; 

4) That .hey could return to picket the Navy recruiting table the next day, 
should the negotiations not be satisfactory; and 

5) That Boyd return and discuss these issues with them. 

Boyd returned, and told them that Administration rules permitted tables 

in the lobby and therefore that llQ special sanction from was needed; that he knew 

of no reason why SDS could not set up a table beside the Navy table, provided at 

leant one student manned it; and that he did not know why the table had been· 

removed. The protestors pointed out his mistake about the rules, and indicated 

that, although his offer did not satisfy their first demand, they would stUl accept 

it. Boyd told them he would negotiate the presence of the Navy table in the Student 

Union, not there and with the whole group, hit in his office with a small group 

of the demonstration's "leaders" if they would "identify" themselves to him. 

Boyd stated that he did not have Brandt arrested and could do nothing to 

help him. He was then asked if he would affirm that no student be disciplined 

for participating in or organizing the demonstration. Though the tape's 

testimony is confused and fragmented, the interchange appears to have been 

on the following order: Boyd refused; he was asked why; he stated that he cmid 

not make that kind of agreement; whereupon the precedent for demands 2 and 

3 in the October 2, 1964 agreement was cited to him. 

Boyd definitely responded, "I probably could say that (i. e. , could grant 



condition 3), rut I believe it would be unwise for me to say that under these 

circumstances." He then stated that he would declare the ass embly "unlawful" 

if the demonstrators did not leave within ten minutes. The demonstrators pro

tested loudly. Quiet was restored, and he was asked why it was unlawful. He stated 

that it was an unlawful assembly because, in his opinion, such a decision was in 

the best interests of the Univer s ity community. They asked how they could make the 

assembly "lawful", and, again, what made it ''unlawful", He r esponded that the 

assembly was interfering with the functioning of the University, and added that, 

after all, the bookstore was part of the University. The demonstrators then pointed 

out that the police themselves had locked the doors, therefore obstructing the 

bookstore1s entrance completely. Boyd responded that, even if the doors were 

not locked, the area was so crowded that no one could pass through. 

For quite some time (approximately, since the table1s removal), all doors 

to the area had been locked; police were about tbe main ones, behind which were 

growing crowds; egress from the lobby was permitted, though only through a 

group of pollee blocking the stairs to persons wishing to enter ; and the sixty or 

so demonstrators were cluster ed at the foot of the stairs, leaving the rear part 

of the lobby free. Follow~ Boyd's remark, they formed corridors which 

allowed clear paths from the (locked) plaza entrance to the {locked) bookstore 

entrance, and from the(locked) Bear's Lair entrance to and up the stairs. The 

demonstrators then asked if the assembly were still unlawful. Boyd answered 
that it was. Asked why, and how they could make it lawful, Boyd said, because 

he declared it so, and they should disper se. He offered no other alternative. 

The protestors again pointed out that they would leav e if a general "amnesty" 

were granted, 1. e. their second and third demands. 

Boyd walked away to again confer with the police. The demonstrators con

tinued their discussion. Several students appealed to Boyd to grant "amnesty", 

to avoid further conflict. Several faculty members also appear ed to request this 

of him. Boyd r eturned to the group, said the ass embly was now unlawful, and 

r efused to participate in further discussion. In view of the unidentified 

photo~raphers, the events of the past several years, and Boyd's refusal to discuss 

"amnesty", the students feared subsequent discipline should they have left at that 

point. 

The organized discussion on the draft, the Administration, and the afternoon's 

events continued for approximately two hours. During this time Dean Arleigh 

Williams ar rived to speak to the demonstrator s . He said that he would stake 

his personal reputation on the fact that no participant would be disciplined, 



rut that he could not speak for the Administration itself. The demonstrators, 

although assured of Wllllams' sincerity, felt that his statement did not insure 

that no disciplinary action would be instituted after the demonstration dispersed; 

and they asked for a reaffirmation from Boyd or from someone who could speak 

for the Administration. This was of special concern to tehm, in view of Boyd's 

earlier refusal to grant "amnesty". (See Appendix B.) 

At 4:15 p.m. two demonstrators and one professor went to see Professor 

searle, in his administrative capacity, who said that Williams had been speaking 

for the Administration, and that, therefore, the"amnesty" had been refused. 

Searle was then told that he, Boyd, or Vice-Chancellor Cheit should go immediately 

to reaffirm the ''amnesty", and that the demonstration would then end. However, 

no one arrived at the demonstration to reaffirm the "amnesty". (See ~pendix C.) 

At around 5:30, six football players were allowed to enter the bookstore's 

doors, whJch had been blocked by the police. When asked why they were allowed in, 

a policeman said, "Why do you people get excited over nothing?" He then said, 

"They just came to get some instructions, and they'll be going right out. " When 

asked what tnt ~ructions they sought, the officer replied, ''I'm gtvlng a party, and 

I'm inviting tht• football team." 

Shortly after the ffotball players left, cries from upstairs that police were in 

the basement brought the question of arrests to the immediate center of the 

demonstrators' attention. They felt that everyone in the lobby would be arrested; 

and foreign students and ml nors were advised to leave. 

Shortly after 6:00 p.m., about twenty non~campus police entered the lobby 

and singled out four non-students for arrest. (See Appendix D. ) The first arrest 

resulted in a scuffle between police, attempting to reach Mike Smith in the middle 

of the crowd, and demonstrators, a ttempting to block them. (Smith repeatedly 

stated that he would go quietly. ) Women as well as men were hit and kicked, 

police fell on top of students, and several people were hit by television cameras 

attempting to fUm the incident. The o~her three arrests -- of Steve Hamuton, 

Jerry Rubin, and Stu Albert -- were made without incident. (See Appendix E. ) 

Immediately after these arrests, all doors were unlocked, and the campus 

and other pollee left. n was announced that there would be no more arrests. 

A discussion took place as to whether or not to remain in the wilding. A 

subsequent vote led the remaining protestors to join the demonstration upsirs, 

which by then had grown to several thousands. 



Appendix A 

At this point should be noted the possibility of distinguishing two demonstrations: 

the initial one planned by the SDS, and the spontaneous one provoked by 

the first arrest and the removal of the anti·draft table. The leaders of the first one 

were clearly defined, and not approached for arrest. Those of the second one are 

not so clearly defined. The chairmanship of the discussion changed several times; 

and it seems that the most real sense in which "leadership" could be identified was 

that some people spoke more frequently, and/or were listened to more attentively. 

Of the non-students later arrested downstairs, two spoke very little, and the other 

two might be termed "leaders" in this broad sense. The taped voices are 

identifiable, and reveal that more students than non-students were "leaders" 

in this sense. 

~pend.ix B 

Immediately alter Williams spoke, two members of the SDS Steering Cimmittee 
. ' and the chairman of its Anti·draft Committee tried to speak with Boyd, away from 

the scene of the demonstration. They felt that, by private discussion, they could 

get Boyd to agree to enough of the demands so that the demonstration could be 

disbanded. Upon being Wormed of Williams' remarks :1bout "a'llnesty", Boyd 

reiterated that granting amnesty \\Ould be "unwise". Boyd did not seem interested 

in discussing the point further, an~ the discussion was terminated. 

Appendix C 

At around 3:30, some twenty to thirty students forced their way past police 

lines and down the stairs. They were greeted with loud applause, and the discussion 

broke up. A period of singing followed. At this time the Navy officers left, 

whereupon the demonstrators sang "Anchors Aweigh". ' 'Happy Birthday" was sung, 

in honor of the first birthday of Mario's son. After about a half hour the discussion 

reconvened, and grew heated on the topic of how long to contl.nue the sit-in, whether 

to move upstairs, or whether to ter.minate it. Dean Lemmon then came downstairs 

and said that the students assembled upstairs wanted Marlo Savio to address tehm. 

He was greeted by boos. After further explanations, and assurances that Ma;!::

wo•Jld be allowed back down, it was agreed with Lemmon that Savio ar. · 

Hal Jacobs (who had taken the opposite viewpoint from Savio in the disC\.o:>::.•v· · 

should be allowed to go upstairs. The meeting then continued. 



Appendix D 

Alameda County Sheriff's Department officers, using cll.\ba, JJI,lShed their way 

up the stairs, shoving people out of their way with their riot sticks. Alter 

clearing the stairs, they brought Bill Miller down them. Dean Lemmon came 

down the stairs and was subjected to some verbal abuse from demonstrators, in 

the mistaken belief that he had broken hls word and would not allow Savio ta:k 

downstairs. 

Appendix E 

ASUC President Dan Macintosh was repeatedly told, "R's yoar building, get 

the cops out. " A highly emotional chant, "get the cops out of here, " wentup; several 

of the demonstrators, including Macintosh (who joined in the chanting), seemed 

almost in tears. 

Appendix F: The Outside 

The continued presence of campus pollee at the entrance to the alcove drew large 

rrumbers of spectators, and by 3:00 several hundred students were standing outside 

the Plaza entrance, The demonstrators inside felt that those outside could not 

know what hac.l happened, nor why they were inside. A student was sen t outside 

to explain the evflnts which bad happened. At this point the door to the alcove was 

guarded not only by police but also by a homogeneous group of s~dents who 

attempted to sbo'Jt down the delegated student and others who tried to speak. 

A rumor spread that police wer"e coming, and the crowd moved into the Student 

Union on the main floor, where they sat down and resumed discussion. Boyd was 

sighted on the outside and the delegated student again stated to him that the group 

downstairs would disperse immediately if an amnesty v.ould be assured. Boyd 

respondedto the effect that, if the student had anything to do with the assembly, 

he sho-.1ld get his friends o•Jt of there. The time was 3:10. Soon after, on the 

main floor, discussion reS'..tmed. Attempts were made to find O'.lt what was happening 

downstairs in the lobby. Many of the students, who by 4:30 numbered about 500, 

demanded than an administrator 'Come to discuss the situation with them. Williams 

and Boyd did not come, rut Lemmon came around 5:15. He did not know the details 

of the Administration position and cculd no~ answer the questions put to him. 

He did, however, agree to bring Mario Savio to the group upstairs !or a short 

while. Savio came and addressed the crowd. While he spoke, several members 

of the Alameda County Sheriff's Office appeared at the top of the stairs. &.udents 

urged Savio not to go back down. Savio joined a group of students' who were on 

their way to look for the b.Jses into which the downstairs demonstrators were ex

pected to be placed. On his way with them to the garage, Savio was arrested. 



Meanwhile, those upstairs believed that all downstairs would be arrested. The 

crowd grew rapidly, having inSide the building over a thousand students, mostly 

still involved in a discussion. After sudden screams of "Pollee!", the crowd's 

attention focused on the stairs, where police were pulling Bill Miller towards the 

doors leading outside. Students sat down en masse, .forcing the door shut; the 

police scuffled with them for a time, and then took Miller down the stairs. Angry 

commotion resulted. Hearing a shout that the downstairs demonstrators were 

being taken to a pollee bus. parked in tront of the Student Union, several hundred 

students surged into Bancroft Way and tried to block the departure of the bus. 

A wedge of police using clubs cleared a path .for the bus. After it left, scuffles 

between police and students continued for .five to ten minutes. Most students 

returned to the Student Union at that time to continue the meeting, wntch grew large 

enough to necessitate its being moved upstairs to Pauley Ballroom. At approximately 

1:00 a.m., the several thousand students then present voted to go on strike the 

.following morning. 

Appendix G 

In the course of dragging out Mike Smith and others, several students who 

attempted to block the pollee's path were set upon and beaten by the police. One 

Dick Campbell was thrown to the ground and repeatedly hit, kicked, and clubbed by 

police while lying on the .floor. Angry students surged forward, screaming in 

protest. Three o.f the most badly beaten students were arrested. After this 

strong efforts were made to quiet down the crowd by getting them to sing and 

then sit down. 

• •••• 

Those who contributed evidence and work to this report were: Michael Lerner, 

Wayne Collins, Paul Glusman, Karen Lieberman, Alec Wisner (a reporter .for the 

Daily Cal who took extensive notes on the scene), and Sandy. 

Michael Rossman was assisted by Robert Hill in editing this Chronology. 



Why strike 

We believe that our demands are legitimate. Why do we choose a strike to 

effect them? Most simply 1XJt, we see no adequate system of "normal channels" 

en.tlng to secure their implementation. Given this situation, the failure to 

employ extraordinary tactics would certainly result in the sacrifice of important 

goals. Experience has shown that the Administration does not move to open ef

fective channels until faced with coercion. We strike both to effect our specific 

demands, and to establish as imperative the need for an adequate mechanism to 

resolve conflicts of interest between the Administration and students. 

About our demands. First, there exists no channel through which the Admini

stration may be convinced or compelled to abandon recourse to police action as 

a means of "solving" political conflicts. &!rely there has been discussion of the 

matter. &!rely our wishes, and those of the faculty, have been communicated 

clearly, if not forcefully, long ago. Yet policy has not changed. 

Second, recent disciplinary cases show that students are subject to punish

ment "on the facts'' (as the Administration simply phrases the matter), without 

regard to the legitimacy of the rule violated. Hence the" only mechanism left to 

ensure that no disciplinary action would be visited on participants in the demon

stration was direct discussion with administrators. &lch discussion was SO'Jght 

and held (see Chronology); its re~lts were not reassuring. No other relevant chan

nels appeared. On the other hand, several times the threat or actUality of coercive 

action has proved sufficient to deter unjustifiable administrative d:.scipline. 

Similarly, such action has been the only mechanil!m which has resulted in the 

Administration's opposing the pressing o£ charges against an arrest "non-student." 

Again, a poficy of non-preferential treatment of governmental organizations 

has been sought for some time. Protests have resulted in the withdrawal of tables, 

but the basic policy has not changed. last Sprf.ng, therefore, a group of students 

lodged a formal complaint with the Dean o£ Students Office. They were told that 

the current policy is ''traditional", and that nothing can be done about it. 

Guarantees of due process have also been sought for years, with increasing 

concern as the frequency o£ political disciplinary cases has mounted. The Admini

stration alleges variously that due process already exists or is unnecessary, and 

will not negotiate the matter. Nor will it. even permit negotiations on the prin

ciple of judicial review in wch disciplinary cases. 

Finally, we have been bound since FSM to the principle that government must be 

bJ the coneent of the governed; and we believe also that it must be by the action 



of the governed as well. These principles are not negotiable; and their violation 

corrupts us and ooes us active harm, as persons and as a movement. And since FSM 

we have sO'Jght from the Administration a minimal first step in their establishment: 

a sJgnificant voice and a veto in the formulation of policy governing our political 

activity. Through what "normal channels" will flow the Administration's change 

of heart on these principles? 

And thus we resort to the new, and imperfectly understood, phenomenon of an 

academic strike. We do not see it as a "solution" to any problems. We do not 

lightly undertake the disruption it occas.ions; ~:.It we find the action necessary, 

in the a'Jsence of meaningful channels for change. No~ do we see the action a.s 
one proper for constant use, as some have alleged. Rather, we hope that Its 

Sllccessf-,~1 use this time will result in the Administration's adoption of policies 

which, like our fOIJrth and fUth demands, would make unnecessary future resort 

to /l'.tch ar.tion. 

Better a·1m1nistrative mechanisms of communication and change are certainly 

necessary; we are s~r1ldng for ~hem, and they are legtslateable. Dlt they are 

no~ ll'tfficlent; and what will be s.t!ficlent is not legtslateable. For much of the 

diffic-<Jlty we per:!e~ve spr~:1gs !'ro:n the spirit in which the Administration con

ceives and condlcts Its deallngs with students. By virtue of the continuing crisis 

In the University to w~lch this spirit so heavily contrirutes, It deserves a detailed 

public examination. We mention O!l!Y the most obvious recent facts: 

* Vice-Chancellor Che1t neither spoke with students nor bothered to vl.slt 

the scene of dispute, before calling pollee upon the campus. 

* At the time of this wr1tlng, Chancellor Heyne has been on campus for 68 

hours without condescen~ to meet with representatives the striklng students 

have chosen for that purpose. He has neither Initiated nor permitted contact, 

let alone negotiation. 

* ·Rather, without lnvestJgating the facts of the dispute, he has made pubUc 

statements completely misrepresenting its origins, its participants and dyuamtc, 

and the problems involved. 

* He has made these statements committing himself to courses of action 

before troubling to consult with the faculty who have asked him to speak wUh them. 

* There is no evidence that the Administration anticipated or was cooceroed 

with the results of its actions. And there Is evidence that the AdmiDI.stratton 

understands neither the nature, thoughts, nor mood of the students, wt 18 coo

cerned rather with explaining these away to suit its own preconcepttona ud lUI 

view of Its own interests and the public's predjllclces. 



In short, the entire controversy has been handled irresponsibly, ineptly, and 

insincerely. This response is not accidental, nor is it peculiar to the present 

incident. It is part of continuing pattern of administrative action. &tch an 

Admi.nJ.stration merits neither respect nor obedience. It has left to it only force 

and manipulation as ~o~ls to relate to students. These will be called into play 

increasingly in the future, whatever the strikes outcome, unless some deep change 

occur in the Administration's nature. 
The Strike Committee 

Our Demands: Some Brief Reasons 

1. That policemen never be called onto the campus to "solve" campus political 

problems. 

Clearly, the tactic is inappropriate for use within an academic communlty; and 

other institutions, such as Harvard and Chicago, have more suitable responses 

to unusual internal political situations. We do not mean to enjoin the use of pollee 

when, for example, lives are being attacked. Between these extremes Ues an area 

of judgement. The Administration bas each lime misused its authority in calling 

police onto campus. A mechanism is necessary to decide when the use of police 

on campus is appropriate; the authority for, and establishment of, a suitable 

mechanism properly lies with faeulty and students. We will mention that dlring 

the Black Power Conference such a mechanism existed and was used; and the 

student exercise of this authority prevented yet another mistake. 

2. That there be no discipUnary action taken now or 10 the future against 

participants in Wednesday's demonstrations or the ~:~trike; and that t)le 

Administration seek, publicly and forcefully, to have dropped the charges 

against the nine people arrested. 

As the Chronology makes clear, had disciplinary action been enjoined before the 

arrests by someone clearly empowered to do so, the arrests and subsequent strike 

would not have occurred. It seems imperative that the Administration now demon

strate its intentions by affirming that no students will be cited for rules violations. 

Vice-Chancellor Cheit, who ordered the arrests, said Wednesday night that they 

"may and may not have been a mistake." They were made for political P'Jrposes, 

and are d:JUbly uniair by virtue of many having committed tfte same acts for which 

a few were arrested, which fact the Administration has not attempted to contest. 



3. That all off-campoJs indiviruals and non-commercial groups be granted 

at least the privileges enfoyed by governmental agencies. 

Insofar as the Administration defines a distinction between students and "non-students'~ 

all "non-students" should enjoy the same status. Given the current political situation, 

if governmental agencies are to be allowed on campJs, those from the community 

with opposed viewpoints should be allowed to engage in comparable activities. There 

seems no reason to discriminate against viewpoints not opposed by the government; 

hence all viewpoints should ~njoy the same privileges. 

4. That University disciplinary hearings shall be open. That these hearings 

shaJI be bound by canons of dJe process comparable to those already

published by the Council of CampJs Organizations. A legitimate ground 

or defense shall be that regulations are incompatible with Sections 2 or 3 

of the December 8, 1964 Academic Sena~e Resolutioru~, or with the 

United States Constitution. 

The pubUshed demands of the C. C. 0. explain themselves: 

a:) The body holding the hearings Past experience has shown that the 

shall be an independent body, 

not advisory to the Chancellor 

b) The hearings shall be open. 

c) The hearing shall be an ad

versary proceeding, includiDg 

the right to counael. 

d) The rurden of proof shall be 

upon the Admln1strat1on. 

e) There shall be a schedule of 

J;Qnlsbments commenaurate 

with the offenses to prevent 

grossly unequal J;Qntshments 

for the same offenae. 

Administration is not above reversing 

the recommendations of the faculty 

and students, when called for by 

political expediency. 

A student may be intimidated at a 

hearing, 1f there 18 inadequate pJbllc 

knowledge of the details of the hear

Ings procedures. 

Each side will have to make its case 

with arguments strong enough to 

sustain the attack of an attorney. 

Witnesses will be subject to cross

examination. 

The right to be regarded innocent 

until proven guilty is basic in our 

society. 

In the past, grossly unequal punishments 

have indicated that the Administration 

sought to penalize students 1t considered 

leaders incomparably more severely 

for the same offense that non-leaders. 

The Admln1strat1on bas thus made a 

crime of leadership. 



f) The defense shall have the right 

to compel the testimony of University 

officials and employees. 

g) A legitimate ground of defense 

shall be that regulations are 

incompatible With Sections 2 or 3 

of the December 8th Resolutions 

Frequently the Administration's 

case depends upon the testimony of 

University officials and employees. 

In the past, these have not always been 

publicly identUJed, denying the de

fendant the opportunity to confront 

his accusers and challenge their 

statements. 

This is the ''judicial review" clause, 

which allows students to challenge the 

University regulations in the same 

manaer that U.s. citizens challenge 

or With the U.s. Constitution. laws on constitutional grounds. 

5. That negotiations begin which wUI establish a system of just and ef

fective student representation in the formulation of a new set of pollcies regulating 

student activity. Representatives of the organizations actively p.~rsuing the strike 

must be permt•ted to name a majority of the student representatives. The negotiating 

body shall mak~ no substantive decisions without the agreement of its student con

tingent. 

Demands 3 and 4, U KJ'aDted, caMot be defended Without such representation. 

The present authority for the formulation and implementation of policies regulating 

student activity is illegitimate, residing as it does tn a hierarchial Administration 

unresponsive to the students and faculty (with whom the authority legitimately rests). 

The consent of the governed is a necessary prerequisite for rules worthy of obedience 

And, in the past, the AdminJstration has tried to control the comp~sltion of the 

student com1;10nent of joint committees. (Note that the change from the fJ'lbllshed 

demand -- i.e., "The strike committee must be permitted .•• " -- is (f'Je to a 

broadening of the strike's base. ) 

The Strike Committee 



'l. DY 1' 
FO~T 
IPP!'"J 1~, 1967 

1. rule C:OIHS after tbe UD1ftl'atty, E4cl1lEOaJlo 

Jm..-. ttl the ~ llaYe alradf preju.dked P«J'l)le qa:tnst v • 

powatul 

2. e cannot accept the prece4ed of a Pa rut tbo fewte lD 

poUUcal tl'bls hiH Jt WCN.ld be a.peelall)' Pl"'JUdlcial bcrl:lUN the~ 

alnp atteu:pta to bJdt poUti~l mottwa babtnd lt'£fll la,ncw:~a·•· 

3. ~e arrested as ~ts tn a c ltutJoM1l)' ptoteeted poUtle~l 
de iCD .. ~ DOt beciD18 of 'What did t.b.nt '1 t ~t "ft"Q 

tlan all beat · t1Ye11l dfecttve mcmunata aplAst war, Uftttoraltr mrto-
c:.racJ, aDd radac.. . .. . 

e reasoa for thla press coa:fenoee ta that we a.re rn u attempt lo 
l.uw't ouraeJ.y• a fah• an:S p;.&bllc trtaJ.. .A rec nll.a8 by toe pre me Ca.·rt 

revuaed tbe cODYicUoa of Sam ~ em tho 'lxWs tbat pn·irla.l publieltJ on 

tho part of the prosecution made It h::lpoutble fDr d to eet a lalr t1tl1. 

It ns fell tbat tke pey lmd to be pretadked acaJ.Gst opp:.rd. 

Ju • Drwm, Ia orciei'Jar bolD the proaecutioD BDd tbr. ~~~~~• to dK!st 

from parilctpattag ia pre-trial PllbUc~ a • f el ec:Ung •* rcly In u 
::tte pt to ~ n a !cdr trial. Em tH dfeet of h1s 1'Wtl:u 1a ~ rev a se. 
Tbe . m Qil*rt u Ia Oilre:ld,y dent; \he JQ,fJ Usa alre:Letv preJadlccJ. 'Dle 

UJ:dvaaltJ, both~ and bostil~ cl Jr • fD Use co munltJ bave Clr«ld7 
IJntl to the poop! of CalUonta a false new ol oecurrf.!d. • ba'VI 

paNtca, ~nmt• a ;omail SJ'OUP of GUtst4o agttator , bo lD adwl:lc 

thea provo!lted tho ftta Widell c-.!lmJrpted In t!uf atftke. 1lf th181s tbe 

oa1y Yin t.bat the psbUc Is allcrnd to bar. COilld a SUI'J help but prt· 

Judleed · • lliUt ·~ to tho prQ58. • mw;t giveth ptOple cl tb state of 

wtlhtl 



~ r••nnd Ia amace tu ll·tn tbat oeeurred. U.Dlva'alt)' bad 

Ia tbe permUted pkbt of miliW'f tabl•. How CO\llc'l n bcml 

Ultlt tbeJ l'iOI1l4 ~ up picket &l@w thi.a time How ccaliS ~ w Jmon that, 

wllt!n a football p1.aJcr 11i0Uld strlta a pnJtatot'. the Uolnrelty po1Je W'OU..ld 

arrut tbe ~eoza muck &D/.1 act the atnatrant li wu ct'GU ~dlu tJleM 

~J~"deci the Ill· lA ~ b7 tbtJr nature. tbe, ecald act bet pl:Umed lD 

advaJ:Ic • 

Aa to tU •It· lA &taelf, aode of thou arr«:sted did plaJ lattln; role in 1t. 

Bo1M9er. 

podJ • =o ot e \iVe au..- The reA808 v.oe ore ..... out 11 

t.:au... n ve Ill Uw pu< puticip.Ued iD acUtfttea on the Campa ~.b:lt U. 

Ulliftl'dJ dls.ippl'Ofo4 ol ad folm4 ~mlanuslll;, a.lldl aa Vidlam Il:LJ aD4 

Ekck 1\niv Dq. Tbt. Is, tNm. eltar'ly a caH of pilltkal loL 

Aa to our rJa.IQ to bo aettv poltUCAJ.lJ GD tbe CliUl::IP"UJ, • feel that t 
1H tllllr pt'Otedfld bJ the C~ Tbe rjpt of lree polfHe~ apr a10Ja 

w. ater U.. Cilmpa• of U~ o!. Callfonda, ..-e dD DOt .uT • \AU' 

cJtllealdp. Jl ta thel'efol'C! to s e sureder ou 

poUthl ~1, Come of tbCI eJgnH!cml poUlteal ~a&a m tbe t0ii01:£ry 

• .,. OCCQI'l'ed tot tho Ualva'-ll.tJ of c~ e btiiove \M VC! ad ~ 

al r lllta.Jtllboa~ Jto ~ • 
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