


STATEMER'T BY FACULTY WITNESSES WITH RESPECT T I'OVEMBER 30, 1966

The three signers of this statement werz, anmart from administration members
and Professor Sherwood Barker of the Academ’c Freedom committee, the only recular
faculty witnesses to the breakdown of talks between the administration and the nro-
testors in the Student Union building cn Novemoer 30, 1966. ©rofessor Zelnik
arrived_about 12:15 P.M,, shortly before the b2 ‘nning of the stt-in, and left
about 4:15 P.M. Professor Sto:king arrived shortly after and remained until the
end of the day. Professor Scott airived about 1:45 P .M., but was absent for two
brief neriods before his final de~arture about 7:00 P.M.

Our own nersnective of the events which took nlace is quite different from
the administration's on certain substantial no'nts. The “irst two (with resnect to
the arrested non-students) are nerha~s the most vital. The cuestions of fact bound
un in the alleged offer of an amnesty, and its refusal by the ~rotestors, seem to
be crucial ‘n determining the true merits of the nrotestor's decision not to dis-
nerse, and the administration's decision to call in nolice. And the reasonableness
of the studeats' later decision to strike can not be considered withdut asking
whether there had not in fact been a gross miscarriaze of justice with resnect to
the six on whom warrants were served.

For this reason we communic-ted our views on the first two points to the
chancellor's office on December 1.

ALLEGED AMNESTY OFFER

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

that '"Dean of Students Arleigh Williams promised them (the protestors) ammesty 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 grmund for calling the poiice on to this campus.



As we understood it, all of the differences between protestors and
administration except those 2f amnesty had in fact been successfully negotiated;

and the protestors had agreed to disperse the sit-in, leaving only a manned tab1e7

if their demand for an amnesty wre met. At this point however, Vice-Chancellor

wm—

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

negotiate concerning an amnesty as long as the demomstration continued. A little
N .

iater, and in Vice~Chancellor Boyd's absence; Tean Williams indicated .that he per-

[ —

sonally wnuld initiate wo charges. To the Pect of our recollectioﬁ, he said that

as far as he was concefned he had not seen anyone vinlate any rules;:;nd ﬁeAalso

said that he would stake his réputation cn his assurances. His language was‘in-
terpreted by protesters as sincerely expressing his,personal.intenti;ﬁé, but they
expressed doubts that his assurances would be hmanored by his su}eriors. Specifically
they insisted on a guarantee of an amnesty from.Vine—Cﬁancellors Boydibr Cheit.

Our imbression 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 motivated, Dean Williams did nr~t offer what any of us present

could regard as an "unconditional amnesty'; especially in view of the fact that his

superior in the administration, Vice Chancellor Boyd, had previously rejgg;gd such

an amnesty and did not return to address the protestnrs in support of Dean Williams.
O —————
THE ROLE OF THOSE ARRESTED

Vice Chancellor Cheit is also reported as claiming that the six noh-studenpg_

were arrested because ''they were playing 'the key role' in the sit-in and they
- L menta———

‘télked 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, their role in "talking

b——'——'\

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

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

ggzgg”ggggg_gg*ggagged a_leadership role at any point throughout the demonstration;







® - -

At a certain moment the administration or police decided to close off the ar:a

»

(a decision which may very possibly have been wise) and thig: involved closir.; all

three entrances to, the bookstorg. - At this time, however, only one of the tw, northern
——

.entrances to the bookstore was in any way obstructed, and this problem could easily

have been.solved if the administration had declared it was.an -issuc. In fac: the
- students, in an effort to meet Vice chancellor Boyd's objeetions to their::prisence,
voluggapily g1eared a corridor.on the stairway whieh was. thei:sole remaining. -oute
.. ofjaccegs to the: area.: . This.corridor was neither very wide:mor very.permanent;
but on the other hand Vice-Chancellor Boyd. did not make it.edear that open courridors
would diminish his objections to the meeting. Before the arrival of police, Wwe':

..observed no.delibexate.attempt to disrupt the functions ofqthe,univenSity.amwng;gse

protestors;: they seemed anxious.to avoid this possible charge. against theg».«ﬂhére

~—

_was.of course_e|

of—the-functioning of the Navy. Table, but-it-is
-+not clear that the.students intended to do more than picket, givepr.the appar:ntly .
spontaneous: nature of: the sit-in (see below). At Prof. ZeLnik's suggestion, some

-of .the students also started to clear-ian area in front of\the,NavXﬂtable, bu - this

effort cggsedxyhen Vice-Chancellor Boyd stated such accommsdatioms did not d:minish
u,tye;ugléwfq;nessfof"the assembly. A L. IR
 VISLENGE .
Prof. Searle referred to.the presence of vinlence in the area, and the.langer
that this might escalate. He referred to three specific reports of violence; we
_;knoy, of only two, both of which occurred very early in the proceedings., ; Prcf.
Zelnik saw the episode ip wh}phzg”ypqigerons protestor (later identified as,a.

student, Willy Brandt) was attacked physically, and agrees with all other ac.:ounts

that ghg,g&tackeg (after identified. as an ex-foothall player) attacked. first; The

decision of police to arrest and not this assailant, did much to change
e :

the maod of the ¢rowd, and this.mood was not dispelled when .(ag reported in, :he

Da@ly-Cgligbrn;an) poiicg,}gtgghadm;tted.apd conferred with other football p.ayers,

letting them through dooys which had been closed for sgme hours to students und.
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_ { The suppresslon of ye‘sterday S de-nonstratloq v;mlated the
rights of the Umver$1ty community, The Administration again
revealed its solution for student problems: the Alameda County

s Polloe Nine demonstrators were arrested., Last nlght 3000
Te: stu deknts met and voted overwhelmmgly toid 1
< b
it \1 B
© AND! AT ‘THAT T]_ME TO DISCUSS CONTINUING THE |
J STRIKE AN‘D TO DETERMIN‘E FUTURE PRO"J;ES'I‘ PLANS
+
{; Our Dema.nds. i B E BRwW
SIS | B BEE BN B | S WA e
. L,.That Policemen never be called onto the campus to "§o}vg"
£ ™. Campus pol1t1ca,1 prolf:rlems.= e :
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strlke umli B“mon o
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J 1 |2 Tha.t there be no dlsc1p1mary actmn taken against partm1pants
E &3 in Wednesday 5 demonstratlons and that the Administration seek,

N publicly and forcibly, to have dropped the charges a.gamst the
"‘-.\\ nine people arrested g | | —_—
i N 2 ' |

1 N 3. That all oﬁ-éampus md1v1duals and non-commercial groups

a0
i J4 Tha.t University disciplinary hearings shall be open.
__/ jThat these hearings shall be bound by canons of due process.
b ) / compa" able to those already published by Council of Campus ' |
b Orgamzahons. A legitimate ground ‘of defense shall be that ~
=t hegulations-—are incompatible.with Sections 2 or 3 o.nthe"Dec 8
_ ?‘“:"4\ \ Resolutzons or with the Umted States Const1tut10n.

PYe 2, == Fi b

and effectlve stident representation in formulation of a new set of
policies regulating istudent activity. | (The Strike Committee must

J
|

i | 1 !5 Th at nego’natmns begm which will estabhsh a system of just
i

be permitted to/name a majority of the student representatives.

~J The negotiating body shall make no substantive decisions without

tho mgroemenl G s shident aaabmigent

I“""Fj ' |be granted at least the prwlleges enjoyed by governmental agenoles.
;
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On PFriday, Dscember 2, Chancollor Heyns refused te negetiate with the -
duly elacted representatives of the striking stud-nts at Berkelsy. His
refusal to opsn a dialeogue with the studenmts has vrolsnged the ea'isis on the
Berkeloy campus.

The Ohaneem has attempted to Justify his intransigence on the
grounds that a none.student was elected to the negetiating team. We fesl
that Chancellor Heyns has seized en this question to avoid eenfronting the
real issues raised by the strike.

If the Chaneceller is seriously interested in negotiating with the
students, he should agres to moet with their clected representatives. The
non-student elected by the students te the negetlaling team was a former
UC student whe was not permitted to reenrsll only for pelitical reasens.
Students not i rescntly enrolled have a definits and clear interest in the
nogotiations.

Wo however want to negotiate. In order to bring the Chaneellor te
the negotiating table, to end his mor%imtinn and bring the real issues :
of the striko to the fore, we are prepared to assurs that each of ocur
negotiators is é. prosently enrelled student.

Our negotiation team reserves the right to bring to the negotiating : -
table a'team of silent observers who will advise our negetiators. ¥his
team will have the right to confer with the negotiators. The team of silerdt
observers may include at the diseretion of the strike committee and the Uniew,
perdons who are net students, ineluding, for exemple, leogal ecunsel,
politdcal advisors, business agemt of the Ameriean Federation of Teachers,
AFL=CIO Local 1570.

Representatives of the AFT presented this proposal to Chancellor Hoyns
teday. The Chancellor said he would consider it and notify the negotiating

committee tomorrow at noon.
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STRIKE COMMITTEE, U.C. BERKELEY

FOR_IMMEDIATE RELEASE Dec. 6, 1966

11:45 pum.-

THE STRIKING STUDENIS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TONIGHT
TO PASS THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION: | |

"This body reaffirms its éommiCthnt to both the basic principles of this
strike and the five specific demands; declares a temporary recess to the strike;
impowers the Strike Committee to continue negotiations with the Administration;
will organize and prepare for the resumﬁtioﬁ of the strike, or other appropriate
activities 1f our demands afe not met."

ALSO PASSED WERE THE FOLLOWING AMENDMENTS :

l. That the period of suspension of the student strike be designated as

a period to be used for the calm and deliberative formation of an
autonomous student uniOn.‘

2. . That to this end all students be urged to consider during Christmas
recess what form of government they would have for themselves and
that meetings be held following this recess for the discussion of this

issues

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