
Murphy Charges Wackenhuts with Assault 
By JOHN LONG and HERB FOX 

Student Senate President iX>nald Murphy, in a re|)ort to be 
released ttKlay. has eharge<l that two armed Waekcnhut 
seeurity guards assaiihed him and another student. Francis 
Williams, as they were walking along St. Nicholas Terrace 
towards the i2Sth St. IND station, on the evening of January 
.10. 

He claims that the two guards, identified as Sgts. Barcene 
and Tabb. hit him in the head and side with a blackjack and 
pistol, and kicked and beat him when he refused to get into a 
security car with them. He also charged that the guards made 
repeated threats to his life with their revolvers drawn. 

The Wackenhuts claim, on tlie other hand, that Murphy 
and WiUiams were stepped as possibte burglary suspects, and 
that the city police were called when Murphy ivfused to 
identify himsclfor stale hb business on campus. In an ollicial 
report prepared by Albert Dandridge. chief of the Wackenhut 
security force on campus, it b claimed that Murphy struck 
the first blow of the altercation "with his fist, knocking (.Sgt. 
Barcene) to the ground." (Sgt. Barcene suffered "a serious 
laceration of the left hand according to Dordridge's report. 

The discrepeneies between Murphy's story and that of the 
Wackenhuts also invohre the locatbn of the incident, the role 
of Murphy's companion. FrancU WiUiams. and the reason 
the actual ahercation. 

'We were leaving the Senate office." Murphy stated, "after 
working on the budgets for the spring term with Ken 
(Camngton. .Student Senate Treasurer), as we walked out the 
main entrance of Finley. we saw a Wackenhut security car 
pass by the side gate. We climbed over the fence like we 
always do when it's closed, and walked toward the D train. 

"As we were walking along St. Nicholas Terrace, toward 
130th Street, this . . . patrol car stopped, two guards jumped 
out. guns drawn and asked us 'Are you students from on the 
campus?' I said 'yes.' 

J^^JJjJ^hcMoj^i^hatmcrc had been a mugging on 

campus. We said 'So what?' and the guards told us to gel into 
the patrol car. One of them had his hand on his gun. We 
weren't going to get into any car with guns showing so we 
refused. 

"Barcene and his accomplice approached them, threw Don 
towards the car and started physically flailing him with 
Barcene's 'blackjack' and then his gun. These weapons were 
used on Don's head and side respectively. Tabb momentarily 
released Francis when Barcene threw Don to the ground. 
Consequently. Don yelled at Francis to go and telephone Ken 
(Carrington. Student Senate Treasurer) and members of the 
Finance Committee (who were in Fmley). 

"When Francis left to telephone Ken." the report 
continues. "Barcene and Tabb kept thrashing Don. They 
managed to place handcuffs on him. and with his hands 
behind hb back and held in a taut position by Tabb 
physically. Barcene began striking Don in the stomach region 

rci>eatcdiy. He managed to tear a sleeve from Don's coat and 
threw him to the ground again." 

The report then claims that Barcene stepped on Murphy's 
eyeglasses, and repeatedly kicked him in the stomach. 

The guards then allegedly drew iheir revolvers and 
threatened to kill Murphy, who by then had been thrown into 
the patrol car. "Barcene drove while Taab sat in the back 
with Don. needling his stomach with blows when he wasn't 
Choking him." the report continues, "while Barcene kept 
calling him a 'black mother.' " While in the patrol car. both 
guards made threats to Don's person, and claimed that they 
could kill him and get away with it . . ." 

When the guards arrived at the Security oflice in Finley. 
they met Carrington with Wiliiams and other members of the 
Finance Committee, who tried to stop the guards. "Where he 
(Barcene) thereupon drew his gun and threatened to kill all of 
us." 

"Barrows, the oflicers' supervbor came in. and while they 
were stili being detained outside the oftice. the Finance 
Committee members requested that the handcuff be 
removed (from Murphy) again. Barrows refused, calling Don 
a nigger.' Burehell (of the committee) then proceeded to use 
the telephone to call (former) Vice Provost Sohmer or Vice 
Provost DcBerry or someone in authority in the adminbtra-
tion. Automatically. Barrows p u s h ^ him aside from the 
phone and threatened to kill him." 

B.arrows then called the New York City Police, according to 
Murphy. Carrington produced a letter by Dean Safarty 
grantmg the Executive Committee of the Student Senate 
pennission to be on campus when the school b ckised (the 
incident occurred during intersession). 

Murphy's report goes on to say that the CUj police arrived 
asked for him and Williams ID cards, and then had a 30 
minute conference with Barcene. Barrows and Taab. 

(Continued on Page 9>-
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To Beer or Not to Beer.. ? 
BypJ . RONDINONE 

I admit it. I'ri a beer drinker. No, not an 
alcoholic, but merely somebody who likes to 

I drink a glass of beer once in a while. When a 
; proposal for an on<ampu$ beer parior was 
: introduced last year. I was overjoyed. High 
I time they open a place where sludente can 
: socialize and relax over a «lass of beer. I 
I thought to myself. Many students thought 
simibrly. According to an OP poll taken in 
Fcbruarv 1074. a m.-ijoritvofsludcnls. .S«'',••« 
to bccvacl. iiidkaiod Ihcy wouM like lo sci- a 

beer hall on campus. But the CtAkge doesn't 
(rust us. 

The beer proposal was abandoned in the 
ensuing outcry by College officiab and 
student leaders who feared that on-campus 
beer would present too mighty a temptation 
for the vulnerable City College student, whose 
moral instability and obsession with escapbm 
would certainly lead lo abuse in the form of 
incessant intoxication, not to mention all 
those SEEK students who wouM inevitably 
squander their monthly check on the ydlow 
hrvw. 

HoMHiy, folks. we>€ the neighborty newspaper. Observation Post. Wed like to^^tend a liule down^home 
f'^''b,y'oatty<^ good people in iHis Here college. So come on over ioF^ 
front porch. SMngafew bottles of greased lightning and figure how to get out the next issue. 

Thus the beer parior was transmuted into a 
coffee house, which made its recent debut on 
the College's triste social scene under the 
name of the Monkey's Paw. 

Yes. high hopes were set in the new coffee 
house, but. alas, word has it that the 'Paw' is 
ailing financially. It seems that cake and 
coffee aren't going over as well as expected, 
and. imagine my delighl. there b a rumor 
that President Marshak is again considering 
introducing beer in the hope of making the 
coffee house more popular. 

I decided to kmk into the prospects for a 
new beer proposal and began my investigation 
with the Student .Senate, since last year's 
proposal was defeated partly as a result of 
then .Senate President James Small's 
vehement opposition. Small, a Muslim, 
vowed lo fight "that saloon they want to put 
on campus" for religious reasons. (He did not 
deny, though, that he drank beer himself.) 

To find out how the present Student Senate 
fccb about beer now that James Small is no 
k>nger around. I spoke to Senate treasurer 
Ken Carrington. "With respect to a beer 
park>r." Ken insbted. "I have no opinion." 
He suggested I speak to the director of Rnley 
.Student Center. Edmund Sarfaty. to see how 
he fscls about serving beer in the coffee 
house, tocatcd in Finley's basement. 

.Sarfaty b a short, stocky gentleman with a 
big smile. "I'm with OP." i explained, "and 
I'm fdrflowing up on a rumor that the 
Monkey's Paw migjit be looking for new ways 
to attract students, and BEER b being 
considered." He kxAed at me for a second, 
then leaning way back in hb swivel chair he 
responded. "I don't know where you get your 
leads from, but I can idl yon there is no 
discussion. The Monkeys Paw hasn't been 

'Continued on Pa«e 4> 



Con We Y^ vsi Hie 
Wackenhuts? 

It has barely been two months since the Administration released a report 
claiming that serious crime on and around campus has fallen oiT by 66% 
in the last few years. Praise was given to the Wackenhut security force for 
their effectiveness. 

But within these past four months, three serious incidents—including a 
rape and a shooting—have occurred on the campus, and they raise enor
mous doubts as to the actual safety of the school, and especially as to the 
role of the Wackenhuts on the campus. 
. The safety of the students is in the hands of these hired guards, yet two 

out of these three recent incidents involve guards as victim and as alleged 
perpetrator. 

On the evening of January 30. Student .Senate President Donald Murphy 
claims that two armed Wackenhut guards harassed and physically assaulted 
him and a companion while they were walking on St. Nicholas Terrace 
loward the IND station. 

The Wackenhuts. though, claim that Murphy was stepped as a possible 
buT̂ glary suspect (although no burglary look place) and that he. singularly 
and unarmed, physically assaulted them first. 

As outlined in the story in thb bsue. there are so many wide dbcrepencies 
between the two sides stories that it is apparent someone is lying. While it is 
still unclear as lo who is telling the truth, the Wackenhuts end up on the 
defen»ve. Perhaps the most serious fact in doubt b who assaulted whom 
first, and the obvious question is—are we to believe that Donald Muiptay. 
singularly and unarmed, attacked two armed guards? 

Another incident that rabes the question of the efficiency of the 
Wackenhuts. resulted in the death of one of their own men. Sgt. Harry 
Murray. He was shot while tiying to stop an alleged attempted robbery of 
the Shepard Cafeteria, on October 10. According to a source quoted in OP 
Uan. 23. 1975). Sgt. Murray was left atone to hoM the three robbery 
suspecte while hb partner had to run out of the building for help. It seems 
that their walkie-talkies were out of order. 

It b impossible to say what wouU have h^pened had their equipment 
been in working order, but it is. of coarse, possible that Sgt. Murray would 

Requiem For A iawii,or. 
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Wliaf's An 80 Yeor 
Old Tree For, Anywajr? 

ByPavlRlcfatcr 
I can't say it was a surprise. I mean. I had read 

awhile ago that they were planning to turn the .South 
Campus lawn into an athletic field. But 1 figured I'd be 
long gone when that came to be. I mea.n. spectator 
stands in front of Finley and Ebner. No. I just couMn't 
picture it and I still can't picture it. 

But when I came up from Brooklyn to check out my be alive today _ _ _̂  
Other cfaaiges made against flie Wackenhut security guards include the"' marks and pay some'$S8 fee. I hear these buzz saws 

lack of protection for women at thdr gym lockers and in the library, and which are probably the same brand they advertise <m 
that a guard was himself mugged last year while <» duty and in uniform. TV during the football games- Black and Decker. I 

It is clear that something b dangerously wrong with the methods and hear the buzz saws and stand there looking through a 
efficiency of the Wackenhut force. Perhaps this is partly due to their lack of chicken wire fence and watch them cut down fifty some 
training and km pay. but these are obviously unacceptable excuses. odd trees. 1 watch them cart some mean kwking 

City College exists in die middle of a city on the verge of self-destruction. buUdozeas onto the lawn, which wasn't really that 
Factors such as the declining economic situation, ghettoes and drugs are all much of a lawn anyway, but. well, to roe there was 
well known for their complex interrelationship to street crime. To expect to never any grass greener on any skie of any fence. And 
be free of this crime before these conditkwis are radically altered b a naive these bulldozers do a great job <rf turning the greenest, 
assumption. 

But the students at the collie shouM be able to expect that the security 
fcvce that has been hired to protect them, be free of victimizatkm due to 
their own inefficiency, and be freeof charges of brutality and incompetence. 

Student .Senate Treasurer Ken Carrington has called for an investigation 
of the Murphy-Wackenhut incident, and of the entire security system at the 
school. OP wholeheartedly supports Carrington's request, as it b apparent 
that the sU'dents cannot trust the Wackenhut force to look out for even iheir 
own best interest, let alone the students. 

We also recommend that the now secretive aĥ  about Wackenhut 
opcratkms be lifted (getting information on the Murphy incident was like 
pulling the teeth of the Adminbtration). and that students be granted a role 
in the security systnn of the school. It b for the students sake, after all. that 
the WackenhuU exist, and the studenu shouU at least have a say in how 
they are being "protected." 
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and. in fact, only lawn on the City College campus into 
sad looking brown hilb. 

I foel like I'm watching someone rob me. But what 
can I do? 1 mean. I can't even begin to find some way to 
get past the chicken wire. 

The next day my sister shows me the picture in the 
Times of the trees going down and right away I figure 
they look the shot from the Finley balcony. It's this 
great aerial view of the whole lawn and there's the row 
of trees on each side and it doesn't really look that bad 
in the picture. I mean, only one tree's down and anyway 
that one was always in the way of the fnsbees and those 
aerial touchdown attempts. But it sure was a cool spot 
in April and May when things had a tendency lo get 
hot. and it was a great place to meet friends between 
cbsses. or even during classes. And I even remember 
sitting under that tree, what now seems about a decade 
or two ago. and watching the Eagles finally come on 
stage. 

But it really doesn't ktok that bad in the picture 
because I still see that tree-lined path to those tem
porary huts and I tell my sister how nice and really 
relaxing il was to walk down there in April and May or 
anytime for that matter. And how sometimes these kids 
from the nearby public schools would be there along 
with everybody else hanging out. And when there were 
bfossoms on the trees, there was ahvays this cool little 
breeze there that made the blossoms come down like it 
was snowing. And it was even fun when it rained and 
you dared lo cut across the lawn, which was really mud 
at thb time, and you'd get lo the road and everybody'd 
be looking at you like you were some kind of weirdo 
because you're jumping up and down. slomfMng the 
mud off your shoes. But it was all fiin and it sure turned 
your head from all those damn books. 

Bui my sbter just siiakcs her head as if she can really 
picture all that because even now I'm not sure all that's 
true. But I've got the picture right here in front of me 
and 1 see the iree-lined path but <mly there's that tree 
coming down and those next to it look dead anyway. 
The ground's covered with snow and it looks as if all the 
blossoots from the last eighty yean fell at once and that 
reaHy cool breeze went and scattered them all over the 
lawn. 

But I know that's not true. No one can show me that 
lawn and actually point out the trees with the blossoms. 
I mean. Motisoms on trees at a college campus? In the 
middle of the city? In the middle of Harlem? 

Well, I know it's not true. 1 just passed there the 
other day on my way to a class which I think I'll drop-
because I'm really trying to avoid that now depressing 
Campus ex-lawn because they've turAed it into a 
bulldozer training ground. 

I tell my sbter that they have trees on other narts of 
the campus. And they even have a nice little Kind of 
park up north. But it's really rumored that the 
engineers engineered some way to fool everybody and 
made the trees out of concrete and steel and set it up in 
a little quadrangle and still made it look all so real. 
And I teU my sbter that nobody's fooled at aU because 

everybody hangs out at the South Campus lawn and 
knows what it's like to sit under a real 80 year old tree 
and maybe even fling a frisbee through the leaves or 
maybe Just sit there and watch theclouds fk>at by. 

But she just shakes her head because it's no real big 
thing. .So they cut fifty some odd trees down. Big deal. 1 
mean, she's right when she asks me if i'd still go and sit 
under those trees if they were still there after I 
graduate. 

Bui that's not the pmnt. I mean, sure won't be here 
forever, afthough my mother thinks so. but people went 
through a k>t for those trees. And to some they meant a 
great deal. I mean. I hear J people actually sat in ft-ont 
of bulldozers some five .or six years ago. I think, so the 
huts wouMn't be put up. i mean, sat in front of a 4 ton 
bulMozer to save some trees that were in the back 
anyway and hardly anyone even sat under those trees. 
Bui they tried to save them. 

Well, everybody's a lot smarter these days. I mean. -
they went and cut down the trees when there were no 
more than fifty pe« l̂e on the whole campus. And even 
if the whole campus was there, who'd go and sit down 
in the snow and get their ass wet in front of some damn 
buUdo7«r just to save a tree? 

Yep. that's ihc way it all goes. I mean, why should we 
care. I know they'll engineer some way to put some sort 
of new tree in xb go along with the spectator stands. I 
hear they're coming out with a great line vi trees this 
year. 

Beskles. we've all got a nice little spot we know they'll 
never take from us. where we can just go and sit under 

' a tree and simply watch the clouds float by. 

Letter to 
the Editor 

The scumbag-of-the-year award goes to Presklent 
Marshak who has been active in vetoing a C.C.N.Y. 
Beer hall, and for his failure to halt the destructwn of 
the peaceful south campus atmosphere with hu athlelk 
field. 

As far as Marshak. who lives in a high-priced luxury 
apartment like a king, is concerned, the Chy College 
campus must be radically altered and the trees and 
grass that God gave us destroyed to make room for 
"progress." If this is progress, he can shove it up his 
ass. 

Andrew J. Padlla 



Rally Mobilizes For Boston Forum 
By MATT SEAMAN 

Ten years ago a racial war was raging in 
llib country. Il was being fought mainly in the 
South, in the Black Ghettoes of large cities, in 
(liccourtrooms-and in the schoob. Today, a 
similar war is being faught in Boston, where a 
white majority is violently opposing court-
urdcrcd busing. 

Demonstrations and violence erupted in 
Boston last fall after a court-ordered 
desegregation plan went into effect there. A 
few weeks ago, 130 Black schoolchildren were 
trapped inside South Boston High School 
while a white mob numbering 1.000 rioted 
outside, demanding that they be lynched. 
Days later, a while bus driver was brutalized 
by the all-white South Boston track team for 
being a "niggeriover." 

Among other things, the situation in 
Boston is giving the Civil Rights Movement 
fresh impetus. IS.OOO people demonstrated in 
the streets of Boston in supp<M of desegration 
two months ago, and now a National Student 
Conference Against Racbm b scheduled to 
lake place at Boston University thb weekend. 

To help mobilize support for thb Boston 
conference, a rally was held at Columbia 
University last February 7. The rally, entitled 
"A Public Forum — Little Rock 1957. 
Boston I97S — The Fight for Desegration." 
featured speeches by a dozen well-known civil 
rights aclivbts, among them Kenneth aark, 
the renowned Black social scientbt who has 
played an important rofc in the Black Civil 

RiglMs slruggk since the I950's (Clark is a 
member of the College's Psychology 
IX'parlmcnt.) 

Other speakers were Luis Fuenles. the 
former superintendent of school dbtrict I who 
was suspended because ol his advocacy of 
community control over public schools; 
Johnathan Ko/ol, a former Boston 
schoollc-ichor and recipient of the 1968 
National Book Award for his expose of the 
segregated Boston school system. Deaih At 
An EaHyAge; and Robert Harper, a Harvard 
student who b the coordinator of tlie National 
Student Conference Against R.icisni. 

These and the other speakers presented an 
excellent case for forced busing. They assailed 
the white mkldle-class liberab who. after 
having been instrumental in the im
plementation of desegregation plans in the 
South, oppose Ihem at home. The fact that 
racial integration has progressed further in 
the South than in the North was stressed, as 
was abo the need for cooperation with poor 
whites affected by busing. 

The most eloquent speaker was without 

doubt Jonathan Kozol. He criticized Boston's 
liberal Mayor Kevin White "who was 
twice elected on a pro-desegregation slate." 
and who, as Kozol charged "has turned 

around comptetely." Because Mayor White 
intends to bring the Boston school board's 
case lo the Supreme Court, Kozol is seeking 

the support of Ralph Nader's consumer 
protection organization, claiming that "the 
city of Boston is guilty of consumer fraud. 
They sell us law, but use taxpayer's money to 
obstruct it." Kozol also attacked the Civil 
Liberties Union for lack of suppwt of the 
desegregation plan: "They always dbappear 
when il gels hot." 

An impassionale lecture on the legal 
aspects of the busing issue was delivered by 
Nathaniel Jones. He deplored the Supreme 
Court's ruling against the NAACP in its suit 
against the segregated Detroit schooi system, 
which he sees as an unfavorable precedent for 
fulure desegregation attempts. He argued an 
excellent case for forced busing and 
demanded that the wealthy while middle-
class suburbs be included in city-wide 
desegregation plans. 

Kenneth Clark concentrated on the 
prospects of desegregation in New York. He 
contended that the New York State Board of 
Regents permeates racbm by drawing up 
beautiful integration plans with no intention 

whatsoever to implement them. "Words 
become substitutes for action," he said. 
Because of Republican legblalive pressure 
against busing and integration, he established 
that "the Board of Regents has become a 
political subcommittee of the Republican 
party." Since political pressure on the Board 
ol Regents constitutes a violation of the New 
York constitution, Clark and Nathaniel Jones 
intend to bring a lawsuit against the Board of 
Regents with the aim of bringing about in
tegration in New York. Clark finaUy proposed 
a march on Albany on February 19 and 20. 
because the Board of Regents is scheduled to 
mcci there at that time. 

Finally. Robert Harper in a very emotional 
speech establbhed a relationship between Ihb 
struggk and other struggles for equality. 
"Only thb time." he noted, "the law b on our 
sidel" 

The forum achieved its purpose. Many of 
Ihe over 500 students present signed up for 
the bus ride to Boston. Most abo made 
financial contributions to keep the 
organization going. 

Wei¥s Briefs 
City OKs CUNY Budget 

The City Univer^ty's 1975-76 budget 
request has been certified by Mayor Beame at 
a level of S663-millbn. Certification b a 
process which sets the ceiling on the amount 
of money the University may spend. 

Although the original CUNY request was 
lor S669-million. a 19.4% increase over Ihe 
l«)74-7S budget. University ofTiciab regard 
tlic Mayor's actkm as generous in view of the 
City's financial strife. 

The budget has now been forwarded to 
Albany where Ciovemor Carey must indicate 
whether he will match the aty 's cratribution 
to the senk>r colleges and 40% of the cost oi 
the community c<rfleges. The funding increase 
b expected to be challenged by upstate 
Icgbbtors who regard the CUNY free tuition 
policy as a primary factor in the current 

_ , . , — ; — ^ . M ^ . . . r . . . . . . ^ ^ n H H B V S M K declining enrollment at private colleges 
hrom left: J. Kozol. author; Robert Harper and Marcia Codling. Coordinators of the National across the state. The budget may also fall 
Student Conference Against Racbm. victim to Carey's statewkle budget cuts. 

^ S B ik w^o sso> w 
RuDAIII nikifADIA . . ^^=>' ByPAULDIMARIA 

"What kind of gas mileage will she get?" 
That question was put to the salesmen 

often enough at this year's Greater New York 
Auto Show, but one man. probably an aging 
sheet-metal worker fr<Mn Queens. boMfy 
inquired about the economy of ihe 
S25.00O-plus Stuiz Blackhawk. His wife 
deckled to continue their little fantasy: 
"Listen. Jerry, if you buy one. let me pick the 
color." 

No matter what catastrophe befell the auto 
industry, the extravagant exhibition of 
gimmickry and incredibly bad taste, the auto 
show had to limp on. As usual, the most - -
notabk: aspect of thb marketing-analyst's wet and inCtedibfy bod tOSte. 
dream is not Ihc vehicles on display, but the — ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ • ^ ^ - ^ ^ - ^ ^ — ^ ^ — ^ — ^ ^ ^ 
people who for the privilege of wandering 
around the gigantic showroom. It seems that 
few pcopk come lo the show to actually shop 
around; most of them fook like they hocked 
their watches lo pay the entrance fee. What 
Ihc graying couples and the packs of p o c k 
marked adoksccnts come for b to act out 
their fantasies. 

So they sit at the wheels of the display cars, 
pushing the pedab and fiddling with the 
controls that often come off in their hands. 
They frown as ihey pore over stkrker prices, 
and they banter with the salesmen, for every 
American dreams of outwitting a car 
salesman by making a good "deat' or simply 
knprtssing him with one's automotive ex
pertise. "Hey. this is a LeSabre. isn't it?", 
said one man being shown a Buick Century. 

He didn't realize that you can't beat Ihe car 
salesmen; you can only c»pe with them. 

• • • 
Every year the cars change, but one durable 

fixture <^ the show remains immutable—the 
"glamorous" young women who are hired to 
promote the products by displaying them-
sehres in hoi pants or showing some cleavage, 
according to Ihe marketing theory that sex 
and gasoline is a heady mixture that cannot 
be resisted. Some stand next to or sprawl 

".., extravagant 
exhibition of gimmickry 

ihcmseKes on top of Ihe vehicles, while others 
continually purr about Ihc delights of a 
particular car revolving <M) a platform. Thb 
really attracts a circle of males of all ages, 
who look uncomfortably lustful as they gape 
at the models (the human ones, that b> on 
dispby. Of course, there b always some 
engineering fanatic nearby who prefers to 
peer into Ihc intricacies of the V-8 engines 
enshrined, like the Hope diamond, in glass 
casc( on pcdcsiak. 

• • • 
The Dream Cars are a disappearing lot. In 

past years there wouM always be exhibits of 
Ihc Car of the Fulure. which was simply a 
company's most lavbh model gussied up wnh 
such engineering break-throughs as six 
square headlights. FiremisI paint, silver 

After Carey acts on the budget, it returns to 
the City for inclusk>n in the Mayor's executive 
budget. Before a final figure b approved, 
however, the City Council, Board of Estimate 
and Ihe Mayor will all have an opportunity to 
review it and decide upon any final changes. 

USS Head Re-elected 
Jay Hershcnson. the 26 year-old Chair

person of the University Student Senate 
(USS) has been unanimously re-elected to a 
second term at the position. Comprised of 
delegates from every school in the CUNY 
system. USS b the paramount student 
governing body in Ihe University's hierarchy. 

Hershenson's post makes him the highest 
ranking student in the eyes of the University's 
administration and enables him to sit on the 
Board of Higher Education as an observer. 

Also elect^ lo one year U:rms were Samuel 
Farrell as Vice Chairperson for Legislative 
Affairs; Jay Lunzer. Vice Chairperson for 
Fiscal Affairs; Lenese Lendsey. Vice 
Chairperson for Senior Colleges; Stanley 
Frere. Vke Chairperson for Community 
Cbl le^; Dorb Becker, Vice Chairperson for 
Evening sessfons; and Paul Nelson. Vice 
Chairperson for Graduate Affairs. 

DonaM Murphy, the College's Student 
Senate President and USS representative did 
not attend the session. 

kather seats with eight-way power. Ie<^rd-
skin carpeting and a digital speedometer. 
Yes. Ihe future sure kmked grand. 

Thb year's show fiealured only one such 
Dream Car. a Corvette with the innovative 
Wankel engine, but it b improbable that 
General Motors will ever mass-produce such a 
car. What more could <me expect from the 
company that brought you the hidden radio 
anl<>nna* 

The fringes and side-rooms of the show 
away from the pretentious main exhibits, 
were, as always, the most interesting. Il was 
liicrc that various odd-ball companies and 
individuals came lo hawk their wares simong 
the slol-car races, pinball machines and other 
carnn-al gadgets. An outfit called Roaring 
Twenties Auio had a fantastic collection of 
antique cars for sale. Old Packards and 
Cadillacs may be better investments than 
slocks and bonds in these inflation-ridden 
limes. 

A certain J.T. Freeman, automologist. 
D.O.A.M.D. twhatcver that may be), was -, -, — ^ 
there too. peddling a Uncoln convertible b « n scrapped due to a lack of support bom ^ 

Jay Hershcnson 

Veteran Tutorial Denied 
The proposal that woukt have made use of 

two thousand draft evaders and military 
deserters as tutors ai the City University has ^ 

cust«Hnizcd to rcscmbk what ever>- chic pimp 
motors around town in. Freeman himself was 
rcspkndcnt: his clothes were made of the 
same imitation kather material as the car's 
upholstery. He had not yet sold his super-
pimpmobilc. but I'm sure by now some lucky 
motorist b making a Ing splash every day on 
Ihe Cross-Island Parkwav-

• Continued on Pa^e 4). 

both the military exiled and opposing * 
politicians. ^ 

One major reason given for the program's -^ 
rejection was the fear by some that the men <2 
might be a bad influence on the students. Il 9* 
was also feared that they wouM diq>lace those y 
currently employed in the tutorial program. ? 

The plan was originally proposed bjm 
(Continued on Page 4) *'* 



iriefs 
<Continued from Page 3) 

Senator Jacob Javits (R, N.Y.) in conjunction 
with President Ford's "earned reentry" 
amnesty program. The volunteers woukl have 
provided remedial assistance to academically 
dbadvaniaged high school graduates enrolled 
in CUNY under its Open Admissmns policy. 

At the onset of Open Admisswn. its 
prop4Micnls urged that it include a massive 
tutorial program, but the program p'.oved too 
costly for the University's limited budget. 
The Javits plan would have succeeded in 
arranging for tutorial aid at the expense of the 
Federal Government. 

A large number of exiled evaders and 
deserters have called the President's "e.̂ med 
reentry" program punithre and have deckled 
to boycott it. To date. 324 men have relumed 
and kss than one-half of those are doing any 
alternate service. 

Faculty Parking 
The on-campus parking crunch has been 

eased by the additim of 115 parking places 
leased from two garages on Convent Avenue -
the New York WUUe garage at 128th street 
and Ihe FS&M garage at 144th stteett. These 
parking spots are available only to CoDcge 
faculty and staff; they replace parking space 
knt during the construction of the South 
Campus Athletk Field and new Davb Center 
bunding. 

The additonal paridng spMe is leased by 
th^ Business OITice on a monthly bans and it 
b made available to facotty and sUff at the 
cost of $100 a semester. The Business Oflke 
also has negotiated a shuttle transportation 
servKe for CoOcge empfoyees. 

Even more space nrny become available in 
the fiiture at a third gange. as well as 
thioogh expansioQ of existii^ parking 
facilities on campus, wttb the pocsibilily of 
certain spaces b«ng reserved fisr student use. 

—Mnttr 

The Continuing Saga of 
Campus Beer 

(Continued from Page 1) 
o|>en long enough to tell whether il b doing 
bad or not. It was only opened once before 
Christmas as a preview for student leaders 
and administrators, lite second time il was 
opened Tom Paxlon performed, and we had a 
sell-out crowd. As far as I can tell, and I'm 
the one who knows no matter what you hear, 
we're doing alright." 

"Uh.hu." I said, "but what about beer? 
Would you object to serving beer at the 
Monkeys Paw regardless of whether or not it 
would attract more students?" 

"Well," he said, "lihavc an open mind. I 
try to keep my figure on the pulse of what I 
hear from students. Have you ever been down 
to the Monkey's Paw?" 

"No," 1 admitted. 
"Come," he said, and led me out of his 

office, "let me show you what 1 mean." We 
went down to the Monkey's Paw. 

"You see those students sitting around that 
tabk?" he asked. "You see how they lean 
over to whisper to one another? Thb is what 
the Monkey's Paw has to offer. A place where 
people can sit and be intimate, not sexually, 
but in a friendly manner. It provides a nice 
atmosphere, unlike the other cafeterias with 

mWkMMm QJkWLB 
(Continued from Page 3) 

Van freaks were pleased by The Streaker, a 
Dodge truck converted into a plush mini 
mobOe-home. complete with Brothel Gothk 
interior decor. Harry Chapin used to sing that 
he learned about love in the back of a Dodge; 
now you can live your entke exbtence there if 
you so choose. 

Over at British-Leyland's dbplay. a young 
couple was having a thoughtful discussion of 
the company's products. She (pointing to an 
Austin): "Gee. that's a cute car." He: "Are 
you kidding, that's just a junky Engjbh piece 
of shit." — "Why? What's wrong with it?" 

"Look at that plastk fan. And the dash
board, it looks like a kiddy-car. Come-on. lets 
k>ok at the Jaguars." 

Judging from the cheap gimmkks used in 
the displays. Amerkan car manufacturers 
must be growing desperate. Chevrolet em
ployed a guy lo do auto sound-effects. The 
voice of this human noise-maker pulsated out 
of a pair of »x-foot speakers at an incredibk 
decibel level. I diudder to think what 
quadrophonk woukt have been like. 

Ford invited members of Ihe publk to act 
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in a simulated TV commercial, a serk>us 
strategk error. One guy wanted to do the 
commercial in (Thinese; others just rambled 
on about topics very far removed from 
automobiles. Fortunately, the woman run
ning this operation seemed to possess an 
endless reservoir of patience. 

And of course, who will ever forget Freddie 
. Ford, the robot with more more resemblance 
lo a Wurtitzer juke-box than anything else, 
hb metal hands apparently giving the "up-
yours" finger to by-standers thirty times a 
minute Freddk. the gkrified tape-recorder, 
answered his own burning rhetorical 
questions, such as. "Is the Ford Elite the 
same as the Torino?" Ah. Freddk. you could 
run for assemblyman in certain parts of the 
Bronx and probably win. 

• • • 
By six m the afternoon the spectack had 

ebbed considerably. Apart from a group of 
ten-year olds trying lo see how many of their 
number could be stuffed into a Buick Ekctra. 
the Coliseum was relatively quiet. The last 
exhibit near the exit was the foriom. un
manned booth of the Metropolitan Transit 
Authority. The bus guides 1 obtained there 
were the only usable literature I wound up 
with. Well, at least my conscknce will be 
ckar when I transport my carcass around. 

MaOOOOOttfOOMOOOOOOl 
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their noise and chaos. Now what do you think 
would happen to thb atmosphere if beer was 
served?" 

You know that I've actually been com
plimented on this place?" Sarfaty continued. 
"Tom Paxlon said he liked it; I had a girl 
up to me and say how peaceful she thought it 
was; my secretaries come here on Iheir cofiee 
breaks. 1 wouldn't want beer here. However, 
beer on a Friday night wouMn't be bad 
because that's a ditferent crowd. Even beer 
after four o'clock wouldn't be bad, but no 
beer during school . . . It would sp<nl the 
place." 

I admit that after Ibtening to him I was 
tempted to agree. It's a nke place. The 
dimmed lights, straw walb, pabn trees, musk 
from the juke box. and delkious pastries, 
coffee and tea (reasonably priced) make Ihe 
Monkey's Paw an ideal place lo relax. 

But still, the fact remains that most 
' students want beer, and even beer after four 
o'ckck b better than no beer at all. 

I asked Larry Sisken, the head of the group 
of student volunteers who manage the coffee 
house, how he felt about beer. "Sure." Sisken 
saki, "I'd definitely like to see beer here. 
Sarfaty doesn't know it. but the Monkey's 
Paw was designed for beer. I know." Sisken 
pointed out, "because 1 was one of the 
students who designed it." 

I abo talked to Elyse Klein, another 
student who helps out at the 'Pftw.' "A beer 
partor would be a wekome sight." she sakl. 
"because it could improve the atmosphere" of 
the coffee house and make k a more in
teresting place "for students to get to know 
one another." 

Incidentally, there is a place <m campus 
where one can get been the faculty dining 
rooms. In the words of the CoO^'s business 
manager, Robert Morky. "The FacuHy 
Senate went ahead and got itsdf a Ikjuor 
licence" after the miginal proposal for a beer 
parbr was rejected "as a result of student 
sentiments." It abo seems that the faculty is 
working cm a proposal for a beer parior of its 
own. and the prospects don't look bad at all. 

Robert Carrol, the College's Vice-Presklent 
in charge of publk affairs and com-
munkations (Marshak's PR-man) was asked 
if President Marshak was considering an on-
campus beer parlor. He replied that it wasn't 
up to Marshak to deckk thb matter. He did 
say. however, that Marshak. who had not 
opposed the original beer proposal last year, 
was actually "In favor of a beer parlor." 

"I don't know if he's been interested in it 
tetdy." Carroll added, "but in the past it's 
been Ihe Student Senate that opposed a beer 
park>r and not Marshak." 

So there we have it. The majority of 
students would like to see beer on campus. 
Ihe students who operate the new coffee house 
are eager to introduce beer. Manhak wants 
it. Sarfaty doesn't mind beer after 4 PM. and 
the Student Senate has no opinion. 

I b^an to wonder how one couU go about 
reintroducing the proposal for on-campus 
beer. 

Carroll made it sound simpk. He explained 
that jurisdiction over the beer issue lies with 
the Policy Advisory Council, a body consisting 
of numerous high administrative officials, 
faculty (representatives) and members of the 
three student senates (undergraduate, 
graduate and evening). 

According lo the Colkge catakgue the 
PAC "reviews and keeps under continuous 
study all matters of major policy affecting the 
College, its students . . . (and) its 
facilities . . . " 

Providing you're a representative of some 
student oritanizatmn you can bring the 
proposal fo: a beer parh>r Iwfore the PAC 1̂ -
asking Prof. Michael Arons. Ihe chairman of 
ihR Faculty Steering Committee, to pal yoar 
proposal on the agenda for the Cooncirs next 
meeting. (Arons can be reached in ihe Facuky 
.Senate Oflice. .Shepard 116.) Once your 
proposal is on Ihe agenda of the Policy Ad
visory Council, it is up for scrioin discossi w. 
Beer drinkers, organize! 

s j 
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A NOVEL IDEA 
(CPS/2NS)—Presklent Ford has 

suggested that Americans bĉ cott Ihe books 
written by principals involved in the 
Watergate scandal. 

During a televbed interview recently rni 
NBC last I'hursday. Ford staled "1 wouldn't 
buy the book" of any Watergate defendant. 
Ford made the statement when asked about 
Ihc fortunes being amassed by former Vice 
IVesidenl Spiro Agnew since Agnew kft the 
government, and about the huge book 
royalties being paid to Watergate figures. 

Ford said he thought il was wrong that 
some people work hard all their Ihres and 
barely earn enough to live on. while convicted 
felons use their former positions to make 
financial killings on books they write. 

NOW THAPS GOOD SHTTt 
(CP.S)—Twenty-four women have filed suit 

against a k>ng Ibt of defendants alleging 
sexual discrimination against women in the 
use of pay toilets at the Denrer CO Supleton 
Intesnational Airport. 

According to spokeswmnan Linda Meyer, 
the purpose of the suit b not to eliminate pay 
toikts. though she felt that "personally. I 
tluhk there b no justiikation" for them. 
Rather, the suit seeks to fiirce an equaBzatna 
in the numer of pay toilets for both sexes. 

Currently, all women's toilet facilities 
require a dime to enter, whereas men at least 
have free urinals. 

Last mmith. Denver director of aviation 
Robert Mkhael reported that accordmg to his 
survey. 73'/̂  of the men's facilities are frceas 
compared to only 27'/i of the women's. He 
suggested reducing the number of women's 
pay facilities by half and that plan has been 
approved. 

But there were still more women's pay 
toikis than men's, and the women's group are 
asking damages <rf $500 each. If the suit b 
successful. Meyer said, "most of the women 
have agreed to put the SSOO back into a k^l 
fund." whkh will be used for projects such as 
prison reform and rape kgislatioo. 

LEAVE YOUR BUTTS AT THE DOOR 
(CPS)-Smokers on campuses throughout 

the country are meeting increasing resbtance 
to their habit, a recent study has shown. 
F<4lowing the warnings of PubKc Health 
Service studies proving that smoke present in 
the air b hazardous to anyone nearby. c<ril^ 
officiab are restricting smoking to specially 
designated areas. 

But th^ teeth of the laws have been heavy 
fines and penalties. In New York City, 
peiulties for smoking in college classrooms 
(including here at the College), supermarkets, 
elevators and certain other puUk places 
range up to $1.000 or one year in jail. 

However, smokers at bne campus. Ihe 
University of Oregon-Eugene, have begun to 
take actbn. 

In response to recently imposed restrk-
lions, a "Smokers Liberation Mowement" has 
sprung up with hopes of easing them. 

"It's hard to lake pride in being pro-
smoking." said a group spokesman, "but we 
feel we are being oppressed." 



Summary of the History Department Conflict 
Following is a summary of the charges brought against 

Professors Stanley Page. Howard Adelson. Henry Hullen-
bach. Edward Rosen rnd Crar^i: Schwab as stated and 
discussed in the Kostjer Committee's report issued in 
November 1974. The Committees conclusions follow the 
discussion of the charges. Both versions of those charges that 
had originally been discussed in the Meer report {1972\ and 
which were repeated in the Koster Report are summarized. 
Excerpts relevant to particular charges from speeches or 
personal interview with individuals directly involved Jbllow 
each charge. 

Thb summary was prepared by Peter Grad with Mare 
Lipitz. Paul DiMaria and Gak Sigal. 

FONER VS. PAOE 
KOSTER REPORTS 

Cluigat Foner charged Page with unprofessbnal conduct 
in respect to certain statements made about him in 
an artkk by Page publbhed in the Source. The portion of the 
.Source artick by Page relating to Foner comprises two 
paragraphs and reads: 

"Now in progress b the case of Professor Foner. who after 
less than a year at the College b already up for tenure at the 
Review Committee and pre^enlial level. I have entered my 
usual vain protest with the Affirmative Action peopk (HEW) 
who keep prombing action but do nothing. 

"Not too long ago. Professor Gutman (Chairman. Hblory)̂  
told me that the budget squeeze had made it-impossible lo 
recruit anybody new. including Blacks. But for those whom 
the adminbtration favors, there always seems to be enough 
money." 

Foner contends . . . Pa^ intimates he (Foner) b being 
considered for early tenture solely for political reasons in line 
with the Manhak "policy of recruiting and promoting 
cmimitted white radicals" rather than on the grounds of 
academic achievement. 

Concfanion: Our reading of the artick kads us to agree 
with Foner's contention. The combination of Foner's 
professional quafificatkns and the absence of any concrete 
evidence to support Page's insinuation leads the committee to 
conskler thb insinuatkn to he at least professionally 
irresponsible and at most potentially libelous. There appears 
lobe littk question that publk chculation of such slatemenu 

- ntay mdeed damage a profiessional teputatbn. 
PAGEi 

The Koster committee . . . claims that my artkk con
tained two paragraphs on Foner. That b a lie . . . TTiere is 
only one paragraph on Professor Foner and it has nothmg to 
do with the succeeding par^raph. My objection to the hiring 
of Foner and. espec'ially. of hb swift consideration for 
tenure—over the objection by the way. of many members of 
my department-^ deariy enunciated. It casts no reflection 
on Foner's professbnal competency and reputati<m. but 
simply points out that which the entire artkle was written to 
do. namely, to show that the personnel market for history 
professors was not thoroughly canvassed before Foner and at 
least one other was hired . . . Recommendation for tenure of 
a non-full professor during the first year of his appointment b 
virtually unheard of. especially in an overstaffed department 
. . . The Foner recommendation was made not <Mily against 
written protests of many Hbtory department peopk <rf all 
political shades, but was abo made against the polky of the 
Faculty Committee on Personnel. Il b of further interest to 
note that the minutes of the Review Committee of .Sept. 4. 
1974. has Provost Brenner reporting that he had "received 
several recommendations from the Faculty Committee on 
Personnel Matters and that he woukt place them on the 
agenda at the appropriate time." It b my understanding that 
among these recommendatwns was that of the Facuhy 
Committee opposing earty tenure. Certainly, these recom-
mendatkns were not brought to the review committee prior to 
its recommendation of Professor Foner for early tenure. 
FONERi 

There b no basb for these charges. The bigger the He the 
more difficult it b todbprove. . . When I was hired. I came 
here turning down tenure at another university. I was assured 
that if I kft my tenured job there 1 wouM receive tenure here 
. . . They (Page and others) were aware of thb situation. 
They have an utteriy conspiratorial view of how things 
operate. 

GADOL VS. PAGE and ROSEN 
KOSTER REPORT: 

Charge: That Page sullkd Gadol's professional reputation 
by spreading the rumor, initially propogaicd by Rosen, that 
her former husband had written her book on Alberti. 

CondiBion: Although we have Iblened to witnesses who 
have said that Ihey heard from others that Page dki spread 
Ihc rumor about her book on Alberti. we have not Ibtened lo 
anyone who professes to have personally heard him do so. The 

evidence is hearsay and therefore unacceptable lo us. We can 
draw noconcluskn concerning Page's culpability. All that we 
can say b that the rumor was indeed widely spread and that 
we have received no evidence to indkate it was based on fact. 
MEER REPORT: 

Page and Rosen are alleged to have charged that Gadol and 
Chill have been guilty <rf professbnal dishonesty and that 
Rosen has propogated the slander that Gadol's recent book 
was written by her husband. It b chafed that Page has done 
the same in other qturtets. 

Conduloat As to the charge . . . we have been unable to 
determine the precbe origin of this contention. Nevertheless. 
we have been able to cslablbh the following: 1) The allegation 
was definitely made and cirelated widely not only within the 
Cdkge community, where it reached many members of the 
faculty and adminbtratkn but outside the college as well 
. . . 2) no evidence has reached us ftrom any source what
soever to support t:.b charge. 3) AU those members of the 
hbtory department whom we questioned regarding the 
possibk validity of thb charge considered it to be fabe." 
PAGEt 

Thb rumor was supposedly propogated by Rosen, but 
through a wildly rambling statement it b miraculously turned 
into a charge against me of rumormongering, even though it 
b admiued nobody ever heard me say anything regarding the 
supposed authorship of her book by her ex-husband. The 
inclu»on of such a charge can only be regarded as an at
tempted smear.' I have made no such assertion and will 
present lie detectw evklence at the appr<^riate time. 
ROSEN: 

Gadol initiated that vkkms rumor . . . I alluded to the fact 
that Gadol mentioned her husband's name in the' 
acknowledgements . . . My statement was dbtorted to claim 
thai I said Gadol's book was written by her husband." 
GADOL: 

Rosen admitted that 'he may have alluded to that' at a 
promotkns meeting. . . it cireulated at the Graduate Center 
. . . What's the relevance of saying 'she acknowledged her 
husband'? He was implying something. . . the inference was-
sexbt in that it suggested that it's o.k. if a man acknowkdges 
hb wife in a text book but if a woman acknowkdges her 
husband, it means he wrote i t . . . 1 don't know if Page was 
invohred in that incklent. 

GADOL VS. PAGE and KOSEN 
KOSTER REPORT: 

Charge: Professor Joan Kelly-Gadol charged that SUnky 
Page suinied her professional reputation by accuung her ot 
incompetence as a scholar and hbtorian. 

We have direct evklence in the form of a letter . . . to 
Professor Morris Sihrer . . . and signed by Professors Page 
and Rosen in which they accuse "those who underto<A to 
present her (Professor Jean Herskorits) case (namely. 
Professors Chill and GadoO of provUuig information with 
deliberate intent to deceive. The accusatkn b that ChIB and 
Gadol failed to tell a meeting of the Department's Promotions 
Committee . . . that a book for whkh Herskorits had written 
four chapters that the publbher was greatly impressed with 
was in fact a high school textbook. 

. Page and Rosen fiirther contend that the omisskn of 

this information from the appraisal of Herskovits' work was 
deliberately calculated to deceive the committee and produce 
a majority of votes in favor of a recommendation of Her
skovits for promotion. 
Coaclmioai On the basb of testimony before us as well as an 
affidavit signed by Professor Thomas E. (joMstein. whkh 
says "I would like to state emphatkaUy that my memory of 
the proceedings directly contradku the charge that the 
reporters (Chill and KeUy-Gadol| conveyed a falsified pklure 
or omitted any relevant facte." we must conchide that the 
charge made by Page and Rosen had no foundation in fact 
and could have damaged the reputations of both ChiU and 
KeUy-Gadol. 
MEERt 

In a k t t e r . . . to Sihrer. . . Page and Rosen charged that 
Chill and Gadol had committed a mbrepresentatkm in 
dbcussing Ihe wwk of Herskovito by failing to mention that 
the book was intended as a high schod text. 

We find no convincing evidence of deliberate deception or 
dbhonesty <m the parts of Gadol and Chill. Sfaice the teport 
was made orally and not written, the case tests primarily on 
varying recollections or interpretatkns of precisely how the 
account was worded. We consider thb rather flimsy evidence 
on which to base a charge of deliberate intention to deceive. 
Furthermore, in refutation of the charge, we may cite the 
deposition of Girfdstein who was present at the occasbn. and 
whose interpretatbn of the Chill-Gadol presentatbn con-
Iradkts thai of Page and Rosen. 
PAGE: 

Il b said by Gadol that I assured her of incompetence as a' 
scholar and hbtorian. However, this point is meaningless on 
two counts as I never sakl such things because I have no 
knowkdge of her fieW. although I may have commented on 
the fact, as did many others, that she rode all the way to Asso
ciate Professor on an unpublished dissertatbn and that she 
became Full Professor without Ihe department's approval and 
through ailminbtrative intervention, b) 1 have every right to 
comment on my colleague's competence as scholars and 
hbtorians. However, the report relates thb count to thmgs 1 
alkgedly wrote about Gadol and ChiU in reference to (the 
Herskovits case) . . . the Koster report b partkulariy 
misleading. It b not true, as the report makes it appear, from 
its improper use of parentheses and brackets, that the names 
<rf̂  either Gadol or Chill are mentioned in a letter signed by 
myself and Rosen . . . One thing b clear. The worii of 
Herskovits was not described as hig^ schod material at the 
meeting. 1 spoke fw Herskorits at that meeting and I voted 
for her promotion, whkh I woukt not have done if the word 
high school had been mentbned. I consider myself to have 
been deceived by that omisuon and 1 will present Ik detector 
evidence to all that b said above. . . (With legard to the <me 
sentence printed in the Koster report by Goldstein) what 
GoMstdn considered relevant does not have to coincide with 
what 1 considered relevant to a promotbn recommendation, 
and it reveab nothing at all about whether or not he did or dkl 
not hear the word high school mentbned. Full disclosure of 
Goldstein's affidavit might help determine what he actually 
said. 

An impression was given that those four chapters were 
l^ - -^ .^ .^ .—>^-^^ -» -• M ^ ((Continued «M» P ^ e 6) 
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• How It Was Formed I 
ByPAULDlMARU 

The Koster Committee was a 
special board of inquiry set-up to 
investigate charges of misconduct and 
possibk infringement of academk 
freedom within the Hbtory depar
tment. It was created in Mareh. 1974. 
by Ihe Faculty Senate's Committee on 
Academk Freedom, then headed by 
Professor Julius Elias (Phibsophy). 

The Koster Committee was the 
third such board of inquiry formed lo 
look into the department's probkms. 
the first being the .Schorske Com
mittee of 1971 and Ihe second, the 
Mccr Committee of 1972. But early 
last year, more allegations were made 
in the media, specifkally. in a front 
page artkk in the New Yock Thacs by 
Ctvne Macrotr which did not mention 
the names of M»urce\ nt inltirmation. 

HKtoiy Chairman Hcrt>cn Cut-
man, after talking with MacrttfT. 
•THc lo the Ncnalc asking for an 
invcNSiKaiion: the Senate rĉ pondcd 
by aiiih«>ri/ini! the cMahlKhmcnt of 

what is now referred to as Ihe Koster 
Committee. 

It was abo then resolved that a 
procedure wouU be used whereby the 
'knale's Nomination Committee 
wouW seareh for ten nominees for 
positions on Ihe special board, .with 
six sckcled from the Colkge's facuky 
and four from Ihe faculty of other 
•nstituiions. According to Mkhael 
Arons. the Executive Committee's 
chairman, the mixture of nominees 
from both inside and outside the 
College was decided upon to achieve a 
sort of balance between the need lo 
have credibility by having outsiders 
invohred. and the desire to have the 
invvMigaiion remain a mostly internal 
matter. 

Arons also said that Ihe 
miminaiions commitlce didn't ro-eal 
bum il lacaird pinsibk nominees and 
what criteria it u\cd in selecting them. 
hc\ond Ihc reqiiirrmcni that ihcy 
have n«» prior invctlvcnKnl with the 

History Department. He said.* 
however, that all members of the 
department were invited to chalknge 
the nominations, but no objections 
were raised. 

Five of the ten nominees were then 
chosen by lot to sit on Ihe new board 
of inquiry, ihrre from the Colkge's 
facuhy: Professors: .Samuel Mintz 
(Englbh). Ann Rec$(Psychobgy)and 
Charles Winkk (.Sociology), phis two 
outsiders: Professors DonaM Koster 
lAmerican Studies). Adelphi 
University, who was elected to be 
chairman and Vincent Ouinn 
(Rnglbh). Brooklyn Colkge. 

After its formation. Ihe committee 
wrote kitcfs to all faculty members as 
well as members of the hbtory 
department, inviting them lo par
ticipate in hearings. Ukimately ten 
laculty members and fi*c members of 
Ihc admtniviration tcMilkd in cbscd. 
lapc-rccordcd twith one cxcepibnl 
\c\\ions. Hmcvcr. the committee 
oMiM iHH compel anyone lo icsiifv. 
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(Continued from Page S> 
written at the highest kvel of research. Frankly. I was 
deceived. I am convinced I was deliberately deceived. If my 
c<Jkague and I had known this informalbn in advance, the 
outcome of the vote wouM have been different. My vole was 
reported by deliberate fabification. 
GAOOLi 

Rosen kft out the fact that the report specified that 
Goldstein testified that we dkl not convey a false pkture . . . 
I did mention that il was for a high school text al that meeting 
. . . I was helping to edit the book and several members of 
the history department had contributed chapters lo the bo<4c 
including Adelson. Perry and 1 believe Noland . . . it was not 
a secret and the textbook was in preparation for several 
months. Everyone knew about the book. 

GADOL VS. PAGE 

KOSTER REPORT: 
Omrae« Page su!!:ed Gadol's reputati<m by accusing her of 

being a racbt. a statement that, in meetings of the depart
ment's committee on promotions, as translated into a charge 
of anii-semitbm. 

We have heard testimony attesting to the fact that Page db 
indeed attack Gadol in publk as being anti-Semitk in respect 
to her duties on the Department's Appointinents Committee. 
We abo have two letters . . . describing the department 
meetings . . . in which the candidacies of Chill and Gadol for 
promotbn were being considered. 

One ktter states: "Stalemenu of personal abuse, as well as 
of politkal and religbus characterization, were made by Page 
. . . (At another meeting) Page again resorted to a series of 
unsubstantiated charges and then concluded with a charge of 
anti-.Semitbin directed against Gadol. 

The other ktter . . . asserts that Page accused "Gadol of 
anti-semitism in the Appointments Committee." 

Conclusion: We are obliged to conclude that Page in fact 
made Ihe accusations of anIi-semitbm against Gadol and that 
he never produced any evklence to support his allegatbn. 
MEER: 

Page is alleged to have accused Gadol and Puzzo of anti-
Semitbm in the Appointments committee. In the same 
meeting. Page concluded with a charge of anti-Semitbm 
directed against Gadol and Puzzo. 

The alkgations of radd or ethnk discriminatbn seem to us 
the most implausible of all. The imputation of anti-Semitbm 
by Page . . . to Gadol (the wife cS a Jew) we conskler 
singularly unlikely. Nor b the same aUegatbn against Puzzo 
supported by the slightest shred of evidence. Under the 
drcumstances in which they were made, we have no choice 
but to conuder thpse accusations slanderous. 

CHILL VS. PAGE 
KOSTER REPORT: 

Charge: Chill accuses P i ^ of asserting in a Source artick 
that Alice Chandler improperly used her positbn as chair
person of the Executive Committee of the Faculty Senate to 
introduce Chill's name for promotion at the Review 
Committee level, and that Chandler had since been rewarded 
for her interventbn by being appointed to a high 
administrative position. 

In the .Sounx artick. Page states "Professor Chill's name. 
as I have been tpld. was suddenly brought up at the Review 
Committee level by Professor Alke Chandler, then chair
person of the Executive Committee of Ihe Faculty Senate, now 
Vicc President of the Colkge. with a raise. I am lok). of 
$7,000! " 

Conclusion: In Ihb statement. Page makes use of innuendo 
and unsubstantiated rumor. Without naming hb sources of 
information, he says "as I hve been told" and "I am tokl." 
And without making Ihe direct charge that Chandler brought 
up Chill's name for promotion as part of an arrangement 
whereby she would receive the Vice Presbency and a sub
stantial salary increase, he connects Ihe two bcas within the 
same syntactical unit. 

The fact of the matter is that the Review Committee in 1972 
decided lo review all promotbn decbbns . . . Chill's can-
dbacy was brought before them even though hb name had 
not been submitted by the department's Promotions Com
mittee lo Ihc .Social .Science Personnel ad Budget Committee 
as would normally have been the procedure. Moreover . . . 
Ihe minutes lo that meeting show that Chandkr was not even 
present at Ihc meeting when Chill's name was raised and that 
she did not introduce it. . .To intimate, as Page has done, 
that Chill was promoted to as the rcsuh of an unethkal 
arrangement b a grave injustice both to Chill and to Chan
dkr. 
PAGE: 

What the Koster Committee omits to add b that althogh 
Chill was not submitted by hb own department's promotbns 
committee, his name was in fact submitted lo Ihe Social 
Scknces ersonnel and Budget Committee, whkh rejected hb 
bb for promotion; il turned him down. Only then was he 
brought before the Rewiew Committee and promoted. I don't 
think this vital bit of information had to be omitted . . . The 
so-calkd "syntactkal" link b an invention of the Koster 

committee. I certainly wouM not have been foolbh enough lo 
assume or to make myself seem foolish by making an abusrd 
connection between Chandler's S7.000 increment and Chill's 
promotbn. I feci insulted that the Koster Committee couk) 
think 1 could have made such a rbkubus assumption. 
CHILL: 

Page's explanation (with regard to the "syntactkal link") is 
a silly evasbn of the fact of his own ckar innuendo . . . He 
suspected a bribe—he doesn't say it straight but uses in
nuendo which b more damaging. It shows bad intention. 

WATTS VS. PAGE 

KOSTER REPORT: 
Charge: Watts accused Page of libeling him as a racbt b a 

ktter lo Ihe New York Post. 
Conclusion: Page accused Walts of reacting with "reflex 

negativism" lo his (Page's) proposal that the history 
department "start hiring some black profess<»s to teach 
American hbtory." Although it b probabk thai only a court 
of law culd determine whether such a statement b in itecif 
libelous, we do find regrettabk Page's making il about a 
colleague in the public press, particulariy in view of hb failure 
lo provide any substantiating evbence. 
PAGE: 

Watts' charge . . . b another of the Koster committee's 
smear tactks of reading my mind. What b all the fiiss about 
in the phrase "reflex negathrism"? What does this mean? 
Surely, the Koster committee was scraping the bottom of the 
barrel on this item. 
WATTS: 

They have a history <rf ktter writing to newspapen—1 have 
no objeclbn to anyone talking to anyone but here ihey are 
writing about how open admissions b the end of City College 
. . . the effect of that b precisely what Ihey say they fear, it's 
a self fulfilling prophecy . . . I wrote a letter lo the Poal 
folbwing a column by Evans and Novak in which they in-
tervkwed Professor Adelson. The column was an indklmeni 
of Open Admbsbns. As chairman of the Open Admbsbns 
Committee of the history department. I wrote a ktter stating 
that we shouldn't reject the notion of open admissions... it 
was just beginning . . . I dbn'l mentbn Page's name . . . I 
then saw a letter a few days later in whkh Page cast doubts on 
my sincerity and racial attitudes stating "If Watts really was 
interested in what he says, why hasn't he reacted to my 
suggstbns that this department bring in black prt^essocs?" 
How do you fight against thb kmd of charge? 

", SHWAB CASE 

KOSTER REPORT: 
Charge: In 1972 Professor Schwab was recommended for 

promotbn to the rank of Associate Professor by both the 
hbtory department's Promotbns Committee and by the 
.Social .Science Personnel and Budget Committee. However, 
the Review Committee voted against the prranotion. Upon 
.Schwab's appeal. President Marshak requested outsbe 
review of Schwab's scholarship and. on the basb of the 
reports lo him. authorized promotion. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

I he Unnrersity s polky change to Open Admbsions seem 
lo have been the spark to ignite some smoldering grudges inl 
fuU-scak contlagratbn—"war" as more than one member 
the department described it. Although we can appreciate th 
fact that some members of Ihe department may be exposed I 
such a polky on educational grounds, we see no excuse fo 
their declaring war on an adminbtratbn that woukl ha 
been derelict in its duty if it had not made every effort t 
support the policy laid down for it and to strhre for ts succes 
at City Colkge . . . 

Thb b not to suggest that faculty members, any more t 
other citizens, should refrain from critkbm and dissent w~ 
they belkve such action b approriate . . . We believe tha 
full and critkal dbcussbn of all matters affecting the healt 
of any academk institution b essential. 

A distinctbn must be made, however, between discussi 
and calumny. According to the Amerkan Association 
University Professors and the Association of Americ-
Colleges . . . a college <M- university teacher "shoukl at al 
times be accurate, should exercise appropriate restraint,' 
and "shoi'l'* show respect for the opinion of others 

The AAUP slates that whika faculty member b free t 
utter unpopular or even false opinions, he must uphoM 
"standard of academk responsibility," and that a vblatbn 
that standard may cpnsbt "of serious intemprraleness of ex 
pre'.ision. intentional taisenooa. mcitemeni oi misconuuci. w 
conceivably some other impropriety of circumstance." 
1. We recommend the publkatbn of the Meer Commit!' 
report. 
2. We recommend that the Executive Cmnmittee of 
Faculty .Senate direct a motion of censure against Profe 
Adelson. Hutlenbach. Page. Rosen and .Schwab—princi~ 
in hte history department controversy—for their deliberate 
refusal of the several invitatbns of thb committee to appear 
befwe it. By their refusal to assbt thb committee in its 
kgitimate inquiry, they have defied the authority of the 
Faculty Senate. The Charter for Governance of the City 
College . . . states "The Faculty Senate shall have the power 
to request and receive infprmatbn . . . appropriate to or 
necessary to the performance of its duties, from . . . Facul^ 
members and Ekpartmente . . . " 

. . . For the above named professors to have sought 

Conduskm: Although we consber it to be unusual for a • 
review committee to reverse two lower committees without' 
consultation, we understand that the Review Committee was 
under no legal obligatbn to consult, and that it has the ri^t 
lo reverse a recommendation that it consbers unwarranted <MI 
the merits. Our interviews with members and ĉ nervers of the 
Review Committee in questbn lead us to believe that they 
exercised their best professional judgment in decidmg. after a 
careful examinatbn of Schwab's vita, that he db not merit' 
promotbn al that time. 

The evidence availabk to it leads our committee to con-

The Cost of Free Speech 
By PETER GRAD 

The tak of the Hbtory Department dbpute b one of fiery 
politkal. phibsophkal and cducalbnal viewpoints, rumor 
innuendo, charges and countercharges. It spans seven years 
and certainly the emotbns and patknce of both the accused 
and the accusers. As one observer noted, it has gotten to the 
point where conceivably no one can possibly emerge Ihe 
vklor. so deep have the wounds been and so long has the 
dbpute remained unresolved. 

Facing the Faculty Senate this afternoon, however, b one 
straightforward issue — one whkh has erroneously been 
confused with censorship and repression of speech not only by 
outsbe observers such as the NYCLU and newspaper 
columnbts. but even by some instructors sitting on Ihe 
Faculty Senate. 

On the labk before Ihc Senate b a motbn to censure 
Adelson. Hutlenbach. Page. Rosen and Schwab for their 
"refusal to cooperate with thb kgitimate inquiry" (the Koster 
Committee) and for behavbr whkh b "unworthy of 
academkians . . ." Not at bsue before thb committee are the 
merits or substance of what these professors may have sab or 
Ihc valbiiy of charges leveled against them. There has 
apparently been a major misunderstanding by many 
observers thai an affirmative vote to censure woub be 
equivaknl lo a convictkm of the History 5 on the charges 
specifkd in the Koster Report. 

The Report dc%-otes much time lo discussion of numerous 
charges, and gt\-cs the impression thai these charges as well as 
the absence of testimony of Ihe S principal instructors 
constitute ccnsurabk behavior. It b unfortunate that the 
report db not make the distinction clear. 

But. inasmuch as the PSC contract stipulates that an 
instructor "may be disciplined by removaL suspension . . . or 
any ksser form of dbciplinc lor conduct unbecoming a staff 

member." the Executive Committee of the Faculty Senate b 
clearly within legal bounds lo rabe a motion to censure.lt b. 
therefore, not a questbn of freedom of speech relating to 
what any of these professors may have sab or written about 
the College or their colkagues but a questkm of an 
institutbnal right to pass judgement on the behavbr — in 
thb case refusal to testify — of fellow instructors. 

I wouM urge the Senate to vote down thb motbn lo 
censure. It's hard lo understand the resolute insblence on the 
part of many professors we interviewed that because these five 
men declined to appear before an investigative body, whkh by 
its own admbsbn does not have the authority to compel 
testimony, they have therefore "vblated academk responsi
bility." have shown "dbrespect towards the Senate." that 
tho- have "deplorably despbed the Senate's authority" or 
that Iheir action "implies that our Senate b corraptibk and 
incapable of objectivity." Gbcn the emotbnal tenor of thb 
case and the number of faculty who have been drawn into the 
dbpute directly or indirectly, it seems surprising that the 
Faculty Senate despite personal leanings shoub not have 
immediately registered their contenlbn that only a committee 
comprbed entirely of indivbuals completely detached from 
the Colkge shouM in the interests of complete objectivity be 
assigned to hear thb case. Many faculty members who have 
been at kast somewhat vocal in their protests towards Ihe 
History 5 have repeatedly cited American Associalbn of 
University Professors (AAUP) k^al docnmentatbn in defense 
of their censure motions. But they apparently have ne^ected 
to consber the dedaraibn of AAUP Presklent Van Alstyne 
that whik he supports institutional and faculty self-
goremance. be abo recommends the use of "elected, standing 
facuhy committces chosen pcriodkally by at-iarge ekctrans so 
that the facuhy members will not be selected or eleaed in ad 
hoc response to a partienlmr comtroversy." Since the Koster 
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E KOSTER COMMITTEE 

elibcrately to short circuit the inquiry of this committee . . . 
b an actbn deserving the censure of their colleagues. 

A reasonabk observer wouM have lo conclude that they are 
etermined to obstruct any investigation of the deparrtment 

hisotry carrkd out under Ihe authwity of the CCNY 
acuity .Senate. We find this deliberate obstruction of a 
gitimate inquiry to be unworthy of academicians and a 
irect attack on the principks of faculty self govemanc and 
dgment by one's peers. For these professors to proclaim, in 

fleet, that they have no colkagues on Ihe large faculty of 
heir own institulbn who are not strong enough to resbt 
'ministrative pressure, if indeed it were brought lo bear, 

who are thus incapabk of conducting a fair inquiry, and 
o imply further that the outeide members of the Committee 

Inquiry would permit themselves to parlkipate in a biased 
unfair inquiry b, we submit, to succumb lo groundkss 

spkion. Il b furthermore to flout the regulations of the 
rd of Higher Educatbn, whkh require that each unit of 

he CUNY shall, at kast initblly. attempt to put its own 
ouse in order before turning ebewhere. 
. We recommend to the Ezecuthre Committee of the faculty 
nate that it recommend to the President of the Colkge. . . 

hat he bring charges of conduct unbecoming a member of 
he staff under Article VII of the by-laws against Stanfcy Page 
ilh a view to removing or suspending him from hb dutks at 

he aty College . . . Although he was given every op-
lunity to appear before the Committee to respond to 

barges, to cross examine'those making them, and to present 
hatever evk'ence he chose in hb own defense, he declined to 
o so. Now was he willing to present any evbence to support 
b own numerous charges against faculty memberts and 
'minbtralors of the College . . . 
To do otherwbe would be to condone a scourse of conduct 
Professor Page's part that nolMts not only the concept of 
leguKty but, more seriously, the most bask tenets of 
torical scholarship—the dbpassbnate analysis and ex-
ition of the truth as weH as the fuU and candb presen-

tion of the evbence to support opinions heM. Although we 
o not eq>ect professors to be more than human, we do 
bscribe to the view that the very nature of their profession 
poses on them a special oUigftion to be fair, to be ae
rate, to be honest, and to be accountabk. 

dude tha the reviews of Schwab's case Iwth at the Review 
Committee and the Presbential levels were conducted 
responsibly and without prejudice. We can find no support 
for the contention that Schwab's academic freed<Mn was 
vblated or infringed upon in any way. If Professor .Schwab 
himself possesses evidence to suppwt such a contenlbn. he 
has not seen fit to present k to thb Comitttee despite personal 
invitatios he has recdved lo appear before it. 

SCHWAB: 
There are parts in the Koster report 1 And rather curious 

Reactions to Koster Report 
RESPONSE BY ARONS 

Chairman Exccntlvc Committee Faculty Senate 
I find myself in full agreement with the position of the 

AAUP as enunciated by Professor William Van Abtyne. 
AAUP President, in a ktter to me of January 31, 197S 
(enclosed):". . . a faculty member b sometimes inslituibnal-
ly accountable even assuming his own leaching is excellent 
and his scholarship ouutanding. The conduct may, 
moreover, involve oral or written statemenU." In order to 
have a framework in whkh to determine what type of conduct 
faUs under the rubrk of institutional accountability, kt us 
brkfly examine academk freedom and its protection. 
Freedom in research and teaching, the freedom to explore, lo 
crilki/c existing institutions, to exchange ideas, and to 
suggest alternative solutions are crucial rights of facultks and 
must be vigorously defended. These righu, all part of what b 
understood as academk freedom, derive Iheir fundamental 
protection from ihc rights to be judged by one's colleagues, in 
accordance with fair procedures, in matters of promotion, 
tenure, or other aspects of professional employment solely on 
Ihc basis of the fafruliy member's professbnal competence, 
qualificalions, and conduct. Since thb latter right protecU all 
others, it b at the core of academk freedom — its 
abridgement by either administrations or indivbual faculty 
members seriously jeopardizes the very foundatbn supporting 
free inquiry and debate on the campus. Unsubtanliated 
accusatbns of professbnal mbconduct or lack of professbnal 
integrity against colleagues, unfair and unsubstantiated 
attacks that could harm the professbnal or scholariy 
repulalbn of colleagues, all undermine their right to be 
judged professionally in an appn^riate manner and thus 
abridge their academic freedom. For the faculty and 
institution to hold a faculty member accountable for such 
OMiduct through a dbciplinary proceeding that observes 
rigorous due process is not to vblate academk freedom or the 
right of free inquiry and debate but rather to defend it. 

RESPONSE BY PAGE 
The public vilification of me began in March <rf 1972. when 

a rumor was spread among students that I had written an 
anonymous ktter to Sarah Uwrence Colkge. denouncing 

Prtrfessor Joai Kelly-Gadol lor racism . . . An alTidavit was 
sent to Marshak. . - why db the Koster Committee not even 
mention this damanging allegatbn and try to trace them to iu 
source? 

Gadol physkally assaulted me on March 23, 1972 . . . My 
report of thb assault went to Presbent Marshak thai very day 
and was soon accompanied by GoMman's affbavit . . . A 
story in Ihe Campus of May 8. 1972 (details her physkal 
assauU upon me). Why didn't the Koster Committee even 
mention (his thoroughly documented physical assault upon 
me? 

One hour and a half after the assault, the hbtory depart
ment met lo censure me. But the minutes of the censure 
meeting include the following revealing statementby Professor 
Bcllush—"The 19 members of the department who eventually 
voted for the censure resolutbn set themselves up as 
prosecutor judge and jury. It b clear that thb was not a trial 
by law. but a trial by men and w<Mnen who had determined 
that Ihe ends justkied the means." 

Among other statements m thb same document b . . . 
"there was an abuse of democracy and due process by 
members of the hbtory department . . . No rules or 
regulatbns were promulgated or announced at any tune, so as 
to insure academk freedom and due pn>cess fw all concerned 
. . • The accused was not present to respond to charges . . . 
no verification was offered, at any time, for any of the charges 
kveled against Page." Small wonder that Professor Bellush 
was later to characterize this censure action as a "legal 
lynching." . . . Why dbn't the Committee take all of this 
documentation into account? 

In a statement plastered all over the walb of Wagner Hall 
and appearing m the Campus. Professor Twombly insmuates 
that 1 opposte open admbuons . . . and am a poor scholar 
. . . For good measure he calb roe a member of a "reac-
tbnary clique." 

In the same bsue of the Campus, Professor Israel's letter to 
the editor states "The time has come for the College ad
minbtratbn to initiate an mvestigation to detennine if 
Professor Page b mentaUy competent to continue in hb 
tenured positbn." . . . 

^_^__^___^_^_^^^__ (Continued on Page 8) 

. . How pome the report makes no mentbn of the Gartner 
case? Why was Gartner not promoted? 1 see no mentbn <rf 
the Friedlander case. Why? I see no mentkm of the cekbrated 
Cullinan case. Why? 

The arbitrator. Mr. WIMebush of the Amerkan Ar
bitration Assocatbn. directed the remstatement of Cullinan 
on the ground that she had been fired for politkal reasons. In 
hb decbbn he states: "It b apparent that the grievant was 
not the only one affected by this politkal cesspool" in the 
hbtory department. How curbus that the Koster report 
makes no mention of ildebush's findmgs. 

Why has the Koster report avobed inquiring into the 
possibilKy that a pattern may be establbhed m the hiring, 
firing, and promotion process? In my case, for example. I was 
recommended to be number one by the Social Science 
Perosnnel and Budget Commktee. Although in thb instance 
the report goes so far as to state it b "unusual for a review 

committee to reverse two lower committees without con
sultation . . ." it nevertheless concludes that based on the 
evbence available . . ." the reviews were conductd 
responsibiBty and without prejudke." Still, not one sdntilla 
of evbence b introduced to support thb conchtsbn. 
PAGE: 

The Koster conunittee deliberately omitted comptetely 
mention of certam Injustkes cerealed. or distorted the issues 
bcywb recognitbn . . .(The report) ignores the fact that 
.Schwab waited about a half year m angubh. while the two 
persons behind him on the departmental promotbns Ibtings 
were both promoted, indeed, one of those two was completely 
rejected at the .Social Scknces and Personnel and Budget level 
of consberatbn. whereas Schwab, not only got Ihe number 
one spot in the hbtory department Ibtings but also was 
number one in the Personnel and Budget Committee's 
listings. 

mktee was establbhed subsequent to the history 
iToversy. it wouM seem such a committee violates at least 
spirit of the AAUP proclamatbn. if not. in fact, the letter. 

In addilbn. while I believe there b no doubt that the 
cully Senate is comprbed substantially of intelligent, 

onable and respectabk instructors, their perception that 
History 5's non-acceptance of invitations to appear before 

insinuates an assault upon their integrity does not 
pear justified. In courts of law throughout the country, 
g screening processes are conducted so that 12 out of 
climes hundreds of adults might ultimately be selected 
hare deariy convinced judkial authorililies that they 

nothing about a case lo whkh ihey are to sit in 
gemenl. When any suspicbn .arises of even the most 
ccivably remote connectbn between potential juror and 

'endantst the juror b summarily dbmissed. It wouM be 
heard of for that juror to accuse the court lawyer of 
flacking hb integrity, objectivity or possibk susceptibility 
outsbe pressures." 
Even potential jurors who know nothing about a case are 

n rejected because of peripheral personal convktbns or 
". It has been admitted by many professors and even the 
er Committee that this case is essentially a politkal one 
~ng around open admissbns. and it must certainly be 

milled that much heated debate and divbion has been 
gendered by thb sensitive bsue. Is it really so unthinkabk 

I that these 5 men who certainly constitute a minority at 
College might be concerned about the absolute ojcctivity 

those who are going to judge Ihem and possibly vote to 
a their employment contracts? 
I have serious objectbns to the way the Koster Committee 

racted its report and arrived at its conclusbns. I believe 
t whik Ihc Committee admirably cites the importance of 

dbpassbnate analysb and exposHbn of the truth" and 
specM obligatbn to be fair." it appears to have shown a 

arkabk disregard for the rights of Page et al to be 
the same respect. For a committee whkh has been 

assigned the extremely difficult task of not only verifying 
whether or not certain allegatbns were made but also of 
ascertaining their valbiiy. to arriw at any sort of meaningful 
or credible conclusion without having heard any defense, 
testimony, cxplanatbn or interpretations from one of the two 
sides in Ihe issue, is a mockery of Ihe very intent of Ihe 
Commitlec. 1 agree that it is "regretabk" that Page et al 
chose not to respond to Ihe inrilatbns to voluntarily appear. 
It woub seem to be that even if their contentions that some 
instructors might be susceptibk to adminbtrative pressures 
proved to be true, at least the recorded documentation of 
their version of the issues woub be availabk for the scrutiny 
of everyone thus giving us all the relevant evbence needed lo 
arrive at our own conclusions. Not only woub Iheir case then 
be brought before the publk but they would still be abk to 
avail themselves to Ihe process of appeal if they felt an 
improper verdkt was handed down. 

But they chose not to appear. The Koster Committee 
apparently was not satbfied with Ihb action — an act that b 
even defended in Ihe United States constitutbn. Apparently 
rejecting any notbn that Page et al might have had even the 
sightest justification for concern over having hearings 
conduct«l in the center of the "war." as Ihe report termed it. 
Ihc Koster report concluded "a reasonabk observer woub 
have lo conclude Aiat they are determined to obstruct any 
invcstigatbn of the History Department." They further 
proclaimed "this deliberate obstruclbn of a legitimate 
inquiry (b) unworthy of academkians and a direct attack on 
the principles of judgment by one's peers." 

But might not a reasonabk observer justifiably ask "How 
can I determine with any degm of confidence or valbky the 
merits to a case if I have not heard both sbes?" 

The report not only proceeds to draw conclusions with 
incompkte testimony but repeatedly notes through its report 
that Page's assertions are "unjustified." "irresponsibk" or 
"had no foundatbn in fact." They shoub have added "based 
s<^ly upon the evbence and testimony of those who disagreed 
with Page." 

One case in point. Page asserts in an artkk to the Source: 
"Professor Chill's name, as I have been lob. was 

suddenly brought up at the Revkw Committee kvel by 
Professor Alice Chandler, then chairperson of the 
executire committee of Ihe Faculty Senate, now 
Vke-Presbent of the College, with a rabe. I am'told. of 
$7,000!" 

The committee concludes after reading the artkk that 
"without making Ihe direct charge that Chandkr brought up 
Cliill's name for promotbn as part of an arrangement 
whereby she would receive the Vice-Pr«sbency and a 
substantial salary increase, he connects Ihe two beas within 
the same syntactkal unit . . ." 

"To intimate, as Page has done, that Chill was promoted as 
Ihc result of an unethical arrangement b a grave 
injustice . . . " concludes the Koster report. 

Is this one a valb interpretation? Yes. periiaps. But h b 
only one interpretatbn. Page, in fact, asserts that he had 
absolutely no intention of su^esting an "unethkal arrange
ment" but intended lo emphasize the point that some 
instructors, in this case Chill, received tenure rather qukkly 
and through intervention of the adminbtratbn. The Koster 
report, whik mentbning that Chill's name was not submitted 
by Ihe department's promotbns committee, for some reason 
fails to mentbn that Chill was in fact rejected by that 
committee and that he was only reappointed afterwards by 
Ihc adminbtrative Reviews Commitlec. Now I don't 
personally bclk%e Ihat there was any devbus scheme lo 
promote Chill and I have no doubts that he was absdutely 
qualified for such an appmntment. But surely a "reasonabk 
observer" woub conclude that for a committee lo make an 
interpretatbn. an apparently very different interpretation 
from that of the author, to on the basb of iheir own 
interpretatbn caiegancallv state that the author "had no 
foundatbn for hb inCnence" as they interpreted H. b unfair. 
Il b certainly unfair for them to abo hare omitted a small fact 

(Continued on Pagg •> ^ 
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The foregoing comments . . . represent only a fractbn of 

further abuse whkh I can document with affidavits. I have 
chosen these items because they were readily available to the 
Koster Committee which apparently preferred to overktok 
them. 

. . . On March 19, 1974 . . . the impartial Academk 
Freedom Committee of the City University Faculty .Senate 
found "sufflcient evbence indkating abrbgemeni of freedom 
al City Cdkge." I testified fully before that committee. 
However, many members of my department . . . db not 
. . . The CUNY Faculty .Senate resolved "it is the belkf of 
Ihe Universily Faculty Senate that Ihe alkged violation of 
academk freedom can best bve examined and resolved by a 
committee not connected with Oty Colkge" . . . Surely the 
Koster Committee was aware of thb. Al the very kast they 
shoub have referred to the dbcrepancy between their own 
Tubing and that of the Academk Freedom Committee of the 
CUNY Faculty Senate. 

RESPONSE BY ADELSON 
. . . It b clear that with the advent of the current 
adminbtratbn of Bob Marshak at City College there arose a 
unique penchant for censuring and a desire to suppress 
freedom of thought. Many of our faculty have unfwtunately 
acquksced in that new found penchant and have combined it 
with a revdting sycophancy. 
. . . But now I stand before you accused of not cooperating 
with an investigatbn committee before whom thb body itself 
made participation voluntary. Interesting, n'est-ce pas? Is 
there in thb entire document, the report of the Committee, a 
singk line whkh points to what I db. sab. or wrote, whkh 
can be censured? Not a line. Not a singk reference. I db 
appear before the University Senate Academk Freedom 
Committee at the invitation of its members. I did so 
voluntarily, and so db many more members of the 
Department of Hbtory than appeared before the City College 
Committee of Investigation. Instead one must note Ihat while 
many of my colleagues joined me in appearing before the 
Universily Senate Committee, apparently a very small 
minority of the 52 members of the Department of History 
chose lo appear before the City Colkge Committee. 

Neverthekss wily five of the members of the Hbtory . 
Department were to be threatened with censure, and not all of 
those who did not appear were threatened with censure. We 
were a group cited for not participating, while others were not 
required to partkipate. The vast majority of the faculty 
members have the right to follow their conscknces. but five 
do not. Interesting, n'est-ce pas? And the five selected include 
among them those who were most outsp(ricen about the 
adminbtratbn. Interesting, n'est-ce pas? Despite the fact 

.that meetings of the Department are characterized as 
P whkh might have played an important rote in the author's 
^ interpreUtbn of a situatbn he teh strmi^y enough about to 
£ write an artkk on. The Koster Committee shouM not have 
E attempted lo pass final judgement until alt the facts were 
S placed before it. 
•J A second case wouM be the Foner issue. In the same Source 
3 artkk Page writes: 
3 "Now in progrss b the case of Professor Foner. who 
§ after less than a year at the Colkge b already up for 
" tenure. I have entered my usual vain protest with the 

Affirmative Actbn peopk (HEW) who keep prombing 
actbn but do nothing." 

"Not. loo bng ago. Professor Gutman (Chairman, 
history) told me that the budget squeeze had made it 
impossibk to recruit anybody new. including Blacks. 
But for those whom the administration favors, there 
always seems to be enough money." 

Regardkss of whether the second paragraph b or b not in 
reference to Foner — there certainly can be no one certain 
condusbn — one might safely suggest that given the tone <rf 
the entire artkk. Page b at least Implying that Profess4M-
Foner b up for tenure after an unusually short perbd of time. 
But the Koster Cmnmittee concluded that "Page intimated 
that Foner b being consbered for early tenure: sotely for 
politkal reasons . . . rather than on grounds of academk 
achievement." This b quite a bit more than was actuaflyi 
stated in the artkk. Is flie Koster Committee certain that thb 
b the one and only correct intnpretatbn and conclusbn? 
Certamly. a "reasonabk observer" and one who seeks to have 
all the facts before him or her before casting a judgement 
woub insbt that all versbns and interpreUtbns be heard 
before daring to try to certify exactly what was being inferred 
or intimated in that artick if in fact such verificatbn coub be 
done at afl. At kast the Koster Committee might hav 
released the enthe Source artick so that the alleged 
insinuatbn coub be seen in light of the entire artkk and so 

lumuhuousand dborderly with rash charges hurled back and 
forth, only one professor of 52 b charged with any misdeed. 
He made all the tumult! He made all the charges! He caused 
all the noise! He foueht with himselfl Interesting, n'est-ce 
. . . I believe that justice will be done. I believe in the old 

• Jewbh adage. "He who digs a grave to ensnare another will 
fall into il himself." 
. . . After the adminbtration was cleariy known to want 
blood and after the City Coltege rejected a call for a 
completely impartial investigation by peopk from Ihe outsbe 
made by Ihe University Faculty Senate, the City College even 
rejected an extremely moderate proposal by Professor 
Meblkh. a pr<̂ >osal supported by a significant number of 
peopk in thb Senate, that three of the members of the 
Investigating Committee come from outsbe the college. Not 
even from outsbe the University, but simply from outsbe the 
college. The Faculty Senate demanded that a majority of the 
Committee of Investigatbn come from within the college, that 
b from people subject to the adminbtratbn that I was 
attacking and that others were attacking. 
. . . I call fof an impartial, external investigation of all of the 
probkms of thb colkge and perhaps the university, but 
partkulariy those of the Department of Hbtory. There b 
much that must be studied and corrected, but it can only be 
done in the ptoptt fashion by oulsbers. Maybe the ptt^r 
form b even a committee for kgblators from the State, 
because they prtfvbe most of our funding. That might be an 
interesting reriew whkh would lead to an examination of 
what they are achieving with the enormous sums expended. 
. . . Neither Bob Marshak's invectives and stories about me. 
nor false charges, nor slanted reports will keep me from 
speaking to the publk about the university and the college. I 
will not be terrorized, nor wiU I ykW my right of academk 
freedom and free speech. 

. . . To threaten to deprive him. to threaten to deprive 
Professor Page of hb lirelihood b the crudest form of terror. 
. . . Theacademkian.whoseesnosbestotheconflktorwho 
maintains that all views are equal and prbes himself on never 
taking a stand on an issue of obvious mmal significance, must 
remember that in the Third Canto of Dante's InfctMi the Poet 
places those who passed their lives on earth, indifferent to 
good and evil or right and wrong, in the vestibuk to Hell 
because Ihey woub corrupt Hell as surely as th^ woub 
corrupt Heaven. If we take the view that we must avob the 
bsue and refuse to call for a • compkte. intipartial 
investigatbn. free fh>m admtnbtrathre pressure by Its very 
nature because it was not appointed by the college, we shall 
have killed academk freedom oa thb campus, betrayed 
academk freedom in thb great country, and entered 
Perditkm in complete disregard of the tmiinous inscriptbn 
that Dante placed upon its portab. "Abandon hope all ye who 
enter here." 

gj that we might be albwed to make a more informed 
•-_ judgement. 
Z The Ibl can go on. But I think what b most important at 
2̂  thb point b to insure that if any committee b to proceed with 
5 censure hearings, it be well understood Ihat it is behavbr 
•g unbecoming that b ccnsurabk. not speech unbecoming. 
'^ A statement by Jusike Holmes b particularly relevant to 
^ Ihb case. He slates: 
00 "If there is any principle of the Constitution that more 
^ imperatively calls for attachment than any other, it is the 
o. principle of free thought — not free thought (or those who 

agree with us but freedom for the thought that we hate." 
I. too. share Ihe regret of some instructms that Page has 

chosen to publkly make assertbns that could be construed to 
be casting a negative light upon the characters of certain 
indhrbuab. many of whom I have much respect fw. And one 
can < r̂tainly understand the fhistratbns those who hare been 
fighting for the successftil imptementation of Open Admb
sions feel when they hear about outspoken members of our 
College writing to newspapers and speaking in outsbe 
communities about the program's more negative aspects. 

But 1 recall the fall of 1969 when a man named Jay 
Shulman and a number of other professors who also 
constituted a minority spoke al length on the subject of 
Vktnam. Their charges were strong, many indivbuals were 
named in their attccks and these professors abo were subject 
lo much critkbm by their colkagues within the College. 
Perhaps the one signifKant difference was that then- strong 
denouncements of our inv<rfvement in the war were directed 
not towards faculty members but towards goremmental 
figures. 

How might we have reacted if the Nixon administratbn 
responded by saying "Shulman has a right to free speech but 
we belkve there are arts taking the form of speech that can 
directly cause harm to other perscms . . . and we are 
therefore hobing you accountabk for what you say"? Woub 
thb have served to stifle Shulman's speech now that he was 
informed that he must account for or substantiate every 
charge he made? How fair a hearing might be hare received if 
the president appmnted a "compktely objectne" committee 
of senators, predominantly Republican, to hob a fair hearing 
as to the valbiiy of Shuman's charges? How woub we react to 
the news that Shulman was cited for contempt of congress 
despite exercbing hb constitutional right to refrain from 
testifying before what he felt to be a partial committee? 
And what if despite the inritatbn for all concerned with the 
Vktnam issue to testify, only a few of those who defended the 
war appeared whik those who opposed the war dbn't. 
Meanwhik those who dbn't appear, who just happened to be 
the ones whom the presbent claimed were responsibk for 
starting an investigatbn into the war in the first place, were 

Artists* tHgktS . . . 4 Continued from Page 9» 
Europe was forced to recognize the questbn of artists rights 

in Ihe late I920's. A pkihora of lawsuits occurred within the 
art worb when the Europeans realized there were few cxbting 
laws to cope with them. For thb reason, a convention «a$ 
held in Bcrnc. Switzcriand. 

Out of it grew the Berne Convcnlbn Doctrine on Moral 

RESPONSE BY SCHWAB 
Neither the governance charter nor Ihe bylaws of the 

Faculty Senate gives the Faculty Senate or any of its 
appointed or elected committees the right lo initiate or to 
conduct dbciplinary proceedings. Furthermore, neither the 
Faculty Senate nor any of its committees, however 
constituted, has the power lo compel testimony 

If, in fact, the Committee of Inquiry had no power of 
subpoena and coub not compel testimony, how, therefore, 
can the committee recommend ihat some peopk be censured 
or disciplined for not testifying? 

It is ckarly stipulated that "the Faculty Senate shall have' 
the power to request and receive informalbn." It does not 
say. "the Faculty Senate shall hare the power lo compel and 
receive informalbn." What the Koster Cmnroittec has done b 
to arrogate to Itself a power it db not possess, and thb b 
totally ilkgal. 

Based on the testimony of ten faculty peopk and five 
adminblrators, the Koster Committee not only filed an 
incomplete and biased repwt. but has abo recommended that 
five peopte be dbciplined for not appearing before it. 

Why db the committee recommend that only five people be 
discipHned? There are about 1400 facuhy members and 
members of the adminbtration at City Coli^. bcluding 52 
members of the history department. Every«»e received an 
invitation, but only IS peopte testified. Why db the Koster 
Committee not recommend censuring 1385 staff membets? 
After all. 1385 indhrbuab too reftised to honor the 
committee's invitation, includhig the overwhehning majority 
of the hbtory faculty. 

Did the Executive Committee not disagree with even one 
item in the report? The inference can be drawn that the 
Executive Committee db nothing mon than rubber stamp 
the Koster recommendatbns. 

On December 19. 1974. the Faculty Senate voted to reject 
my right of counsel by not permitting him to speak on my 
behalf. 

Why are the tapes (that are applicabk to my situatbn) 
confbential? What kind of inqubitbn b thb that 1 am denied 
access lo any accusations made against me? well. . . Thb 

Denial of access to the tapes constitutes a flagrant vblatbn 
of due process. Even Nixon was forced to surrender hb tapes. ' 
He also sab hb tapes were "confidential." and tried to invoke 
"executive privilege." Is the City Colkge Faculty Senate going 
to set up its own laws — laws that contravene the laws of the 
United Slates of America? 

Il is on the issue of academk fteedom ihat thb body, the 
Faculty Senate, will either assert itself in the worthy tradition 
of C.C.N.Y.. or sacrifke the very utegrity of an academk 
bstHutiM 

Do not overtook the possibility that today it b I and 
tomorrow it may be you. 
abo ctMncbenlally the only ones who were cited for cmitempt. 
And thbdes{Mle the fact that many Republkans. responsibk 
for our initial involvement in the war though not directly 
involved with the call to investigate the war. were kft 
untouched? 

It b of course mere speculation. Jay Shuhnan was never 
tried by Ihe US but he. along with seven sociobgy professors, 
some of whom were labeled "outspoken" and "radkal" and 
whom manx of us so much respected for thek honest and 
active partkipatbn against Ihe war were dbmbsed from the 
College in the Fall of '69. 

I agree strongly with Ihe vie«rs bsued by the Woodward 
Committee, a group of Yale law profiessors and students 
assigned the task of studying the implkatbns of free speech, 
who staled: 

"To curtail free expression strikes twice at intellectual 
freedom. (/ M^ould add: 'to intimidate free expression'] for 
whoever deprives another the right to state unpopular views 
necessarily deprives others of the right to listen to those views. 

. . . Without sacrificing its central purpose, {a university] ' 
cannot make its primary and dominant value the fostering of 
friendship, solidarity, harmony, civility, or mutual re
spect . . . We value freedom of expression precisely because 
it provides a forum far the new. the provocative, the 
disturbing, and the unorthodox. Free speech is the barrier to 
the tyranny of authoritarian or even mq/ority opinion as to the 
rightness or wrongness of particular doctrines or 
thoughts..." 

The hurt felt by Gadol or Chill or Page or Adelson or 
whomever b of course regrettabk. But I hope that those in the 
majority of the FacuHy Senate, if they choose to assert their 
power and jurbdictbn m the current dispute, exercise the 
power of restraim. Let's set an exampte for tolerance of ideas 
with whkh we do not agree even if they border on personal 
rilificatbn or unsubstantiated innuendo. 

Yes. we can defeat the expressbn of qnestbnabk beas 
with censorship, suspension or censure. But we can do 
s<Mnething ebe. We can influence peopte. preserve free 
expressbn and even wm peopte vnt to our sbe with better 
ideas. 

Rights, and subsequently, a unbn whose members are 
writers, artbls. and muskians afl of whom desire pitMectbn 
for their works. (The union abo protects the works once ihe 
anisi is dead.) 

Ouilc a rc» artists, as well as several Congresspcopte. are 
W4>rking .Ml a hill lo put before the House. The doctrine, as if 
stands no». is a mandate for comf^c artistk freedom. 
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Al the end of the conference. Murphy and 

i-rancis were called in and told that tNU was a 
campus afl'air. and would be handled 
accordingly. Francis then s.ib no. since the 
incident occurred off campus. 

One of Ihc oflicers thereupon, in an angry 
tone and being very arrogant, aib said "if you 
fellas pursue this thing we will advise the 
guards to press charges against you. And wc 
will be- witnesses against you. so drop the 
whole thing now." 

Murphy was taken to Logan Hospital for 
medication and X-rays, and passed oul there. 

The Wakenhut report telb a far different 
story. The report says that .Sgts. Barcene and 
Tabb were on vertical patrol in Finky when 
Ihcy heard a door slam and running footsteps 
coming from the second floor of Downer. 
"They boked outside the main entrance of 
Finky. and saw two males running toward the 
rear gate. They entered iheir security auto 
and drove very quickly to the rear gate, where 
they observed two unknown males in the 
process of climbing over Ihe gate with a large 
plastic green bag". 

The report goes on to say that they con
fronted the two men at the gate, and asked 
them what their purpose on campus was. 
Murphy allegedly refused to identify himself, 
and "began to use vik and profane 
language." He absolutely reftised to bentify 
himself of state hb business after being asked 
repeatedly by the security guards. At this 
point the guards felt that they were dealing 
with two burghirs. and radioed the security 
office to notify the New York City Polfce 
Department to respond. During thb perbd 
the other mak. later bentified as Francb 
Williams, remained mute." 

Murphy and Suarils in Dispute Over Assault 
When Murphy learned that ihe city polfce 

were called, Ihe report goes on to say. he went 
into a "violent rage" and attacked .Sgt. 
Barcene. Murphy was then taken to the 
security olTice (after Barcene and Tabb 
"overcame Mr. Murphy's resbtence." 

"Moments later", the report states, "the 
p<4ice arrived, and after Iheir investigation, 
were about to escort both of Ihem to the 26th 
prccint lobe arrested, when Mr. Murphy and 
Wilhams. facing imminent arrest, produced 
their City College ID cards." 

Al theis point, the Wackenhut report says 
Ihat Dandridge was called, and the incbent 
was explained to him. He directed that 
Murphy and Williams to be rekased. 

Tlie report goes on to say Ihat Murphy was 
albwed to make a phone call lo Ken 
Carrington, who came down with the letter 
from Saferty. and he was then released. 

The report concludes by statbg "It is 
believed that Mr. Murphy's behavbr was 

probably brought about by his indulgence in 
some unknown substance." 

Upon examinatbn. Ihe two stories present 
many major and potentially damning 
dbcrepencies. I I K major questbn b who 
struck who first. Murphy claims thai the 
Wackenhuts attacked him when he refused to 
get into their car, whik the Wackenhuts 
claim lh.-it Murphy weinto a "vbknt rage" 
and struck an armed guard with his bare Ibis. 
The Wackenhuts also claim that Murphy aib 
Willi.-uns were stopped as potential burglary 
suspects, yet no burglary occured, and 
Murphy says thai Ihe guards toM Ihem that 
they were being stopped "because of a 
mugging on the campus". (A mugging was 
alkged to have taken place on the Tenace two 
hours carlkr.) 

Another important area of contention 
involves the Wackenhut's request for 
Murphy's ID card. The preiroary reason for 
the apprehensbn of .Murphy, and for the call 

**Let's Go Eat Szechuan** 

Student .Senate Treasurer Ken Carrington has requested that an investigation be launched 
into the Murphy-Wackenhut incbent specifically, and mio Ihe entire Wackenhut security force 
in general. 

In Ihc fii^t of two ktters sent to Vke Provost DeBerry. dated Jan. 31. Caninglon charged 
that Student Senate Presbent Donab Murphy and Francb Williams were "physically 
manhandled by two Wackenhut security guards." 

Carrington asked that an "investigathre panel consisting of students, adminbitatbn. faculty 
and security . . . start an open investigation of this incident so that we can prevent any repeat 
of such brutality in Ihe future." 

The second teller, dated Feb. 10. expanded the request, asking that the investigatory body 
question, among other things. "The real function of the security guard force at the colkge. the 
training of the college security oflicers . . . (and) the relatbnship between the guards and the 
students, emphasizing both the responsibility of guards to students and students to guards." 

The ktter has been forwarded to .SCOPAC 2. Ihe Steering CommUtee <rf̂ the Polky Advbory 
Council, which is made up of Mike Arons. the Faculty Senate Chairman. Vke Provost 
DeBerry. represeniatives of the three Student Senates (day. evening and graduate). It will be up 
ro thb committee to decbe whether the investigation b warranted .nnd to rommi«i«n it 

to the 26th police precinl. according to Publk 
Relations Director Israel Levine. was 
Murphy's refusal to show his ID. 

Yet Murphy claims that he was never asked 
for his ID until he was already in Ihe security 
oflice. 

Murphy also claims Ihat hb companiwi, 
Williams, was kt go by Tabb when Tabb 
came to help "beat me up." and that 
Williams ran for help. Murphy says thai he 
next saw Williams with Carrington. If they 
were being heldheb as possible robbery or 
burglary suspects, why was Williams allowed 
to run away? Carrington backs up Murphy's 
story, yet the Wackenhut report alludes that 
Williams was brought in to the security office 
with Murphy, and that Carrington db not 
show up until much later. 

There is also the questbn of where Ihe 
incident actually look place. Murphy says 
thai il occured on the Terrace towards 130th 
Street, but the Wackenhuts say Ihat they 
drove up lo the South Campus gale (near 
Finky) that the students were climbing over 
and stopped them there. But because of the 
recent construction z<mes set up on the South 
campus, it is impossibk to drive directly to 
Ihat gale. 

In an attempt to explain these 
dbcrepencies. Murphy says that there may be 
some kind of "organized pbt" against him. 
He notes that during the entire incbent, 
Williams was never touched, yet Murphy was 
beat up. Murphy also claims that he has had 
many quarreb with the adminbtratbn. and 
"they're been tiyuig to get my ass all term." 
He ckiims that he win have a ibt of charges 
against the adminbtratbn as soon as he has 
had ckarence from hb lawyers. 

By LEO SACKS and TED HELLER 
There he was. sitting in fcont of my dreary 

eyes, juxtaposed against everything society 
had taught me. 

He ins'isted that we go to Mendoza's, where 
the change sibes off the bartop and stkks to 
the floor. 

I had waited neariy half an hour and was 
growing impalknt before Mandrake Ruskin. 
tonight's guest, strolled bio the bar with hb 
stunning .sweathog for a secretary, the pert 
Connie Romano (on skates). 

Connie motioned to the quiet corner in the 
back wheie I sat. 

Mandrtike removed hb coat and draped it 
over hb chair. "The drinks are on me." he 
sab. placing my relatively full Chevas 
Rodriguez on hb head. I tried to contain my 
embarrassment. 

"Whip out the board. Connie." ordered 
Mandrake even before the dust had a chance 
tosetlte. She drew from her daygbw (bynight) 
shouber holster a courtly backgammon 
board and put it on the table, comfortably 
indifferent. 

"Lbten Vf^ao." I sab, firming up. "I'm 
here on business. BesUles. thb b no tinte to 
get cute." 

Connie excused herself, mentioning 
something about bbwing a smoke in the 
ladies room. 

I was intrigued ttjust haw promiscuous she 
really was. but Mandrake lob me thb was 
one bird I had better lay <rff of. 

"Get the picture?" 
1 nodded. After all. I dbn't want to press 

it. 
"But seriously Waldo, it's great to be back 

at Ihc Palace." he sab with a crooked smite. 
(How many of those had I seen). Before 
ordering another round. Mandrake pulled 
from hb brkfcase a kngthy bb and two 
publicity slilk. 

"Il was updated only last month." he 
pointed out. 1 thanked him. 

" D b you know that i used to go lo school 
with Stephen Farnsworth?" asked Mandrake. 
"Marvelous mfluencc. that boy Farnsworth. I 
remember ducking behind parked cars abng 
Amsterdam Avenue and rolling bottles of half 
and half uiber the wheels of number seven 
buses with 'cm. And when I got nervous, he'd 
always be there lo stroke me nke. Rcalttkx." 

I took offense at the remaric. Perhaps I was 
bong overiy-sensitive. but I coubn't help 
think he was tryuig to lead me into dbcussion 
concemng my recent parote vblatbn. 

"Them's fightm' words." I sab in an all-
out lie. knowing full well 1 was in no positbn 
to pick and not pay. 

Somehow we got serious. 
"How does it fed to be a living legend?" I 

asked him. 
"You tell me—then we'll both know for 

sure." he chuckled, but I dbn't like hb 
answer. So I got tough. 

"Look, this won't be the first time thb ol' 
cowboy's gonna spend the night alone, so ease 
up and join me in a toast." 

Connk limped back to her seat smelling 
true to her nomenclature (see above). 

(Next week: The Early Years). Mandrake daring oiike home. 

GtXiCC by jj. brumbeau 
Today, thb day as. in others. 
with food on the table 
& a strong roof above our heads. 
with walls soib & the cob outsbe 
Sc the warmth in; 
with life still in our bodies 
Lord god 
We thank you 
We thank you for the 
air in our chests, 
for our 2 legs to walk dc 
lo run on 
We thank you for our hands 
to hob other's 
& for the fingers lo touch 
For our eyes to see the trees 
the skies, the seas 
& those we bve 
for bve we thank you 
We (hank you for our ears 
to hear the caO of birds 
& the wind in Ihc lives 
For our voices to speak 
we thank you 

For the Mountains & birds, 
the trees, the aniinab. 
The fbwers. Ihe oceans 
& the sun 
for understanding & caring. 
Hope, trust & life 

-fof-Jhcsc we thank you 

Bui for those who have nev'r known 
these things; 
for those who hare known them but 
seconds; 
for those who died & fried 
like cooked meat b Dresden; 
for those who lost their breath 
in the gas chambers of Germany; 
for those who were blown to dust 
on the seaports of Hiroshima & Nagasaki: 
for those who spilled bbod 
in Verdun & Waterloo. 
Leningrad & Barcelona. 
in Jerusalem & Dunit ll.i; 
For the junkk babies Sc the still born; 
For those chibren whose 
!egs rot in steel braces & 
whose eyes are unseeing & 
whose minds cannot be reached: 

For those ihit cry of loneliness 
that walk the streets homeless 
that skcp on the subwat-s 
*hj| stand outside windows 
:'i.i: reach Sc find no hand 
:h.'.t ure starving & suffoiiog thb second; 

For Ihem St for the pain: 
Fttr the scnsckwncss .V the sorrows 
we ask you to go to hell. 

Of Artists 
By LYDU DIAMOND 

A young writer of the mb-1920's attempted 
to publish a collection of short stories he had 
written. But. in hb own wofds. "No teat than 
twenfy-two publbhers and printers read the 
manuscript. . ." and turned it down. 

When at last it was printed, an indivbual 
bought out the entire stock and burned it. 

The anihobgy in question was James Joyce' 
Dnbliacts. He was to later encounter similar 
obstacles m publbhing Ulysace (a fastbbus 
proofreader decided to place punctuatbn 
where it was purposely omitted.) 

At the time of Mark Rothko's suicbe m 
1970. the artbl kft 796 pktures unsold. In 
the words of one frknd and art critic. "He 
had hoarded ihem. Iieb them back, treasured 
them during hb lifetime." Within three 
months all of the paintmgs. "worth untob 
miUbns." were sob by hb executors for 
consberably less, and hence, for what seems 
to be a huge kkkback in sales. 

In the light of these and other recent 
evenU. several artists, critics, and a lawyer 
gathered at Cooper Union recenUy to discuss 
Ihe heretofore undefined subject of "Moral 
Rights of Artists." 

Among those who were present were crilfc 
Dore Ashton. sculptor Al Eben as wdl as 
Rosalind Krauss. an art historian who has 
undertaken the publicizing of the problem. 

The essence of the dbcussbn was what 
happens lo works of art not only white the 
artbt is alive but abo when dead? Martb 
Rocddcr. a professor of law at Harvard 
during the thirties, phrased k succinctly in a 
still-quoted anick entitkd Moral Rights of 
the.Anist: "When an artist creates, be he an 
4U!iior. a painter, an arehitect or a musician, 
he docs more than bring into the worid a 
uniqi:« object having cxpbitive possibilities: 
he prc»jc<-»s :nio tte wcrb part of hb jier-
soaality and subjects it lo the ravages of 
public u\e " 

As !he •Jtu.itt:>a stands presently, the U.S. 
liters artists only minimal proteclbn. e.g. 
c-pitighiing. (It >h.iuM be noted, bowwer. 
that the so<allcd communbt countries do not 
nocogni/c patents of any kind much to the 
annoyance of capi:albt cnutiry wTitcrs.) 

• Continued on Page t> 
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CDB - It's Great to he Alive in Tennessee 
By LEO SACKS 

"Hungover. Red Eyed. Dog Tired 
Satisfied—It's a bng road and a littk wheel 
and it takes a lot ot turns to gel there. Thank 
You Damn II.'" 

Al age thirty-eight. Charik Dankis admits 
he's lived a good half his lite according lo the 
dklates of other people. Now. he says, it's 
time for the kad to change hands. 

In many ways. Fke On The Mounlafai, 
Danieb latest from whkh the inscription 
above appears with his signature, b the 
fraitbn of four albums work (TcJohn, Gieaae 
and Wolfman, Honey In The Rock and Way 
Down Yonderl for Kama Sutra, excluding 
one Capitol release which Dankis presumes 
"must'a been a natbnal defense secret or 
somethin'." 

*'FlM On The Mountain is the Charik 
Dankb Band today." confides the Big Fella, 
nestling hb six-foot, two-inch frame and 
accompanyug two hundred fifty pounds in a 
large conference table chair. "The live cuts on 
the album are just the way we set 'em down. 
No overdubs or anythmg like that." 

It's those live cuts—fourteen physkal. 
siraight-khead minutes of grizzly Southern 
blues/rock, bcludmg Daniels own "No Place 
To Go" and the classic "Orange Blossom 
Special"—(hat give Ihe second sbe of Fh« its 
get-tough character and muscular edge, (llie 
tracks were pkked off a CDB date in early 
October of last year at Nashvilk's War 

The Chariie Dankis Band—One for the Confederacy 
burning "Feeling Free." CDB capture the nothin' for »o-body." 
essence of Dankls-own barrel-house-feel for 
livin' 

Memorial Auditorium, a set whkh climaxed 
in a spontaneous jam including guests 
Rkhard Belts and assorted Marshall Tucker 
Band members Toy Cabwell. Jerry Eubanks. 
Paul Rbdk, and Sam McPherson. They 
called k the "Volunteer Jam," and you can 
hear just what they set down on Ihe bonus 45 
single tucked away insbe the Fkc disc). 

The rest of the album, recorded al 
Capricorn .Sound Studbs in Macon, b just as 
raw and sinewy. Dankis keeps company with 
a blistering set of country-rockers whose 
colkctive prowess whip through tunes like the 
hell-rabing "Cabalb Diablo" and the barn-

Couple the physicality of the sound 
with Dankb incbhre lyrk wit and you've got 
yourself a portrait (circa February 1975). 

Danieb. who makes his home right outsbe 
of Nashvilk in a place called Mount Julkt, 
says he's managed as many as twenty trips up 
north in previous years. (The Dankis sextet 
was b town for a date at the Academy of 
Musk on a bill with Jacksonvilk's own 
Lynyrd Skynyrd). 

Passing on a second smoke. Dankis 
polbhed ofl̂  his Bud and readkd hfansclf for 
an hour-bng radb spot over New York's 
WXLO. (Danieb was to introduce the clear-
cut choice for a boogk-up smgte ftxMn the new 
album, something called "The South's Gonna 
Do It." The track, which names a whok mess 
of .Southern bands, folbws in the narrative, 
story-like similarity of Dankis AM from hit 
two summers past, titled "Uneasy Rider." 
Naturally. "Uneasy Rider." the story of U»e 
bng-haired pinko dope fiend whose car 
breaks down in Jackson. Miss., on a Saturday 
night and discovers himself m Redneck 
Heaven, served lo introduce Danieb to the 
Elton John-orknted Ibtening audience). 

Wbe to this. Dankis professed. "I don't do 
nothin' but sit up and tell the trath. and if 
somebody don't like the trath. then they don't 
like me . It's that simpk. 1 don't flower up 

C'mwi. Charik. Get to the point. 
"I don't like glitter rock, man." he 

declared, resting his soft brown special on the 
counter. "You don't hear no bands comin' 
oul of the .South called Mott the Hoople now, 
do you? There's a reason for Ihat. I'd have to 
say there's more interest in Southern musk 
today than there ever has been because ot 
bands like the Allman Brothers and Mar
shall Tucker and Charik Danieb and Lynyrd 
Skynyrd. 

>"Now, when 1 think of Southern musk 
personified. Duane Allman pops into my 
mind immediately. He had the taknt. the 
drive, the vbion—the damn stubbornness. 
mostly—to whip a band mto shape aib make 
it kkk ass. Early Allmans were the ones that 
put thb whole Southern thing mi a plane 
where everybody could listen to it and inspire 
enough confidence for a record company to 
gel oul there and get the job done." 

Danieb paused to reflect. "I fieel about 
Duanc and Berry the way a lot of people feel 
about John Lennon and Paul McCartney. 
They're my Beatks. man. And Marshall 
Tucker's my Rolling Stones...and Lynyrd 
SkynjTd's my Mott the Hoopk. No. wait—" 
he sab. laughing excitedly. "Don't print 
that!! It came out all wrongi! 

"No. seriously though, these are my 
bands—the bands I choose to lbten to. You 

sec. 1 feci kinship to these people. Wc were all 
r;ii\c<l iintlcr the same financial hardship, 
laisotl on the same kind of fotxl, the same 
kiiMl of religion. Wc can relate to each other 
because we uiulcrstand each other." 

Chariie says his current ambilbns are to fill 
three and four thousand-seat halls 
•anywhere" in the country. "I wanna go 

someplace where wc can have a good time." 
he said, eyes widening. "1 know we'll make 
less money than Grand Funk, but I don't 
need that kind of money. I'm not on that 
same trip, i like white beans and corn bread. 

"Man, I don't wanna play Shea Stadium. 
or luckin' Nassau County Colisseum. What 
the fock is that? At seventy-five yatds^away. 
Ihcy coub be pantomiming a fucking record' 
lor all you know. They're not even Atimoit 
from Ihat distance. And when you draw that 
many people, you draw the vultures. Il always 
happens. They bring their poison dope and 
bad vibes and rednecks and hard-ass 
polkemen bustin' peoples heads. It ain't 
worth seeing 15-year-ob kbs freaked' out in 
the woods, running around naked, or 
somebody falling off a light tower and killing 
six people. We don't need that man—those 
rock circuses." 

We arranged lo end on a slightly more 
agreeabte note (perhaps even, something to 
tell my gnndchibren). Hey Charik. just what 
does the ol' mountab bear sit down with on a 
good night? 

"Aw, everybody thinks I drink Jack 
Danieb—and Lord knows I've drank enough 
of it to fortify a drunk with a year's supply of 
hangovers. But 1 quit drmkin' whiskey about 
two, three years ago. My heavy drinkin' days 
go back to the years I spent playm' clubs. I 
used to put away a fifth trf̂ Jack a night—not 
every night, but on numerous occasicMis. I 
figure I've done my share for JD. 

"Nowadays, 1 drink beer, brandy and 
wine—and a Bbody Mary when 1 got a 
hangos'cr." 

Charik Daniels—a musician's musician. 
"Just all one in the same person," he says 
with typkal modesty. A very special m-
dividual indeed. 

Clark 
By GERALD BARNES 

Let's fashbnably recollect the late sixties, 
when bliss meant a stroll in your Rambler 
with a few qukk beers tucked away up fhmt. 

Pause for a moment. Remember the musk 
back then? Groups like The Standelb. Musk 
Machine. The Count Fhre. Blue Cheer and 
The Amboy Dukes where busy churning out 
high-energy Decibel Rock in concert halls the 

Ex-Animal is Put to Pasture ^^ ^^* ^ 3 
previous sessbn work with War) since Burden 
stepped mto the studio to record. And for 
what it's worth. Eric Burdon b back—with a 
band stepped m faith. Cleariy. Erk's band 
(Alvm Taylor on drums. Aalon on guitars, 
and Randy Rice on bass) needs Burdon 
almost as much as he needs them. 

Believe me. it shows. What 1 said b«;torc 

size of broom closets. 
Yes. if your bell rings for the musk of those 

days gone by. then Eric Burdon's Son Secrets 
(Capitol) might be of some help. 

Fvcn the first listen lo Secrets afTirms thai 
time hasn't melbwed this hombre any as he 
drifts, for exampk. from two vintage Animal 
tunes lo a reworked Jonny Cash selection. Yet 
the very strength of thb album is abo its 
weakites.s. 

In been a good fire years (excluding 

ab Jt several crucial cuts falling flat reflect in 
songs like the thirteen minute "Letter From 
The County Farm." More headshaking 
moments come to light on the ob Animal 
standard. "Don't Let Me Be Misun
derstood." whkh Burdon couples wkh 
"Nina's School" (mierence to Nma Simone. 
the first to record the track). And do what 
they m^hl to it. "Nina's School" b Sna 
SccvMs rousing production number and the 
best ci|cht-vcar iM song this writer has heard 

in quite some time (maybe even the saving 
grace of thb review). 

One more word about the first side, whkh 
houses one of the all-time great Animal songs. 
"It's My Life"—a kinky tune with a firm 
sense of dircctbn thanks lo Aalon's ingenbus 
guitar acrobatics (he turns a sunpk break 
into something 1 can actually commend). 

As for "Ring Of Fire." let's ignore the Tex 
Rittcr riffs and soft country twang and ap
plaud some good ol' latter-day An^o guitar 
trickery (not to mention the ov^ubs aib 
echo effects). What folbws b a medley. 
• VVlie:: I Was Young" and "War Chib." 
Mended together so well it's hard to tell where 
one stops and the other begins. 

Not that this device helps any. Both cuts 
disappointingly lack punch of any kmd; 
regardless of hb layoff, one woub expect 
better from someone like Erk Burdon. 

"fhe Real Mc." though, bears ctese 
watching (its "live" potential is enormous). 

Finally. Ihe Hite track. "Sun Secrets." b a 
loose instramcnisi that weighs in a blithe 
three minutes. Defmitcly the wrong selection 
lo headline. Maybe next time they'll dig up 
fourteen minutes of "We're Gonna Get Out 
Of Thb Place." or maybe a reworked "Sky 
Pibt.-

In any event. Burdon ought to have 
someone from N.A.S.A. check out hb time 
warp. 

ll'm still waiting for Jackie Lomax to take 
us ihniugh da«en— Kd. \ 

By LYDIA DIAMOND 

Kenneth Clark (Lord of Saltwood) is 
probably the only art hbtorian known to the 
general publk. largefy through the award-
winning series QvOfantkm. The Amerkan 
Can Company and WNET/13 hare invested 
much lime and money in what thc^ hope will 
be another ChHizatten. The current series, 
titled The Romantte RcbdBan, b again 
narrated and written by Oark. 

.Scholarship and enthusiasm, the 
hallmark of Clark's styk, come through 
admirably. The first program was an m-
Iroductory special that brkfly summarized 
the series. Jacques-Louis Davb was the 
subject of a secofb. in-depth examination. 
There was some fine critkbm of the artist's 
later works (Davb's "pathetk decline"), 
especially on Mars Disarmed by Venus. 

There are obvbus limitations to a program 
dealing with art. and more specifkally. art 
hbtory— â ficb of tremendous range where 
few interpretations remain unchallenged. 
And then tiiere are Ihc limitations imposed by 
Clark himself, an art historian with an 
cmphasb on history. One of Davb's ntost 
famous paintings. Death of Marat, is as Clark 
staled, "perhaps the greatest political picture 
ever painted". For Clark to Innk hb com
mentary hkc this reduces any paintings to no 
more than an illus:ratbn. And yet hb most 
valb critkbm b ironkaUy directed to ihe 
program's aim—an explanatbtt of "...the 
worb of art which bcilliantfy reflects the 
lumultuous rcx-nlulkHiarv spirit of the times." 



Move Over, Rover - We Need Some Room 
By TED HELLER 

There's a new fad thb winter. It's calkd 
'the Fall". 

No, It's not yer every day anachronism, but 
the new art form literally sweeping the streets. 

There have been many famous falb in 
hbtory. John Wilkes Boothe's hbtoric drop 
down ob gloiy readily comes to mmd, as does 
the fall of the Roman Empire. But the 
"mods" new mbsion is to take falling out of 
the hbtory books and to the street—where it 
bebngs. 

The father of' falling, the one who 
dboovered its slip-shod effect on the innocent 
bystander, is a young man attending one of 
New York's major colkges. Colin McRimjob, 
as he's chosen for his alias (hb parents—Mr. 
and Mrs. Benzo HiM-nsby. 126-59 Ludlow 
Drive—are very sensithre). b -a battered 
Seventh Day Adventbt. scorned and coveted 
with scars from too much fallmg. 

"Tell me. Colin, when d b you first fall?" I 
asked, sipping from his Jack Dankis and 
cranberry juice. 

"When the Doc toU me I had dropsy. I 
look it pretty hard," he sab. " I saw my whok 
life fall before me." 

"But seriously. Ted. my first faU was way 
back m the winter. Now that was summer 
time ago. and I've been doing it ever since. 
I'm a seasoned veteran. Heh-hdi-heh." 

Reafizing 1 was getttng nowhere with thb 
cbwn. I suggested we hit the stteets. I 
ptupofidy wore a cheap denmi jacket so as not 
to ruin my suede spiffieroo from Pierre 
Cardm. 

Colingraped the streets for an audience. (I 
later learned he was well into hb "Fall Tour 
"75"). Wc were on West End Avenue, whkh 
Colin sab was tiie second worst avenue in 
Manhattan to fiiD on. I naturally asked die 
obvbus as we walked to Broadway. 

'Tea me, CoSn. what kind of petite do 
you fall for?" 

"Well, my falling buddtes and I took 
ourselves a Ihlte what-you-call-yer-bask-sur-
-vey. The worst reacibns came from 45-year-
<*l women and 50-year-ob men. Black 
couples dig it the most. They get all souly and 
whoop it up abt. You know. Babtbt styk. 
Chkks in pairs dig it too—enough to make 
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yer Johnson jump in yer dry goods. I mean, 
when they see two virile representatives of the 
macho sex fall in front of them, it's Watusi 
City. Jack. Why. just die odier day I feU for a 
good sweathog fnend of mme—Bemke 
Katcabbage. She got die cue. and dien fell on 
me. a^d things wwked out a-ok. How do you 
thmk I got my limp?" 

"Limp what?" I asked. 
"Woubn'l you like to know. Jack." he 

whipped in retort. 
Colin perched hb head high, hb posture 

befitting a Broadway engagement. Spotting 
three young nubiles headed our way. I heard 
hnn count "3...2...r' until they approached 
us when—he snapped his fingers and we hh 

Martin MulFs Paradise 
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the Street. Once on the ground. Cdin turned 
to me and sab. "First time, eh kb?" 1 
promptly came in my pants. 

The giris were stating at us. their eyes 
^azed in a sexual frenzy. Together, we got up 
and wiped the street slime off our cbthes. 

"Not bad for a veteran of Guadacanal." he 
sab. 

After a quick pause for a bustling teen-set 
of stallbns. we stopped to pick and not pay 
for some more cranberry juice. 

"So you say falling is an art .onm." I asked. 
"Is there any type of variance between falb. 
or b ewiy fall a.Fosbury flop?" 

"Does a whak have a water-tight 
bunghole?" he asked with an incredubus 

By GERALp BARNES 

Last Tuesday night at Reno Sweeny's (a 
bngsianding showcase for stars like Peter 
Allen. Lee Horowitz. Linda Gerard. 
Manhattan Transfer, and the brely Ms. G. 
Waile). the house put on a show just about 
fbur-orer par for the course. 

The tnO. "TogeUier For The Last Time." 
featuring Diana Marcovhz and Martin MuU, 
was hampered on more than one occasion by 
the frailty of the surroundings, including 
"Domino" tables (if one collapses, the other 
folbw suit) and a seating arrangentem that 
obviously shows no lavoritism to those on the 

Guest Ibt (personally. I like sittmg next to the 
bass player). 

Act One of the show was sheer heaven, if 
you happen to like fully grown women with 
little giri's voices and a Shccky Grwn orkn-
lation. Other than Ihat. the most exciting 
thing about Diana Marcovitz b her last name. 
But Lord knows she tried. 

Diana pulled every stage maneuver that's 
gotten her this far. and still came up empty-
handed. .She tried playbg some things from 
her bne album.^A Harae Of A Dlfifcrent 
Feather," and while the musk was better 
than the comedy, togedier i h ^ showed only 
brief flashes of taste. 

Diana db manage to cU»sc graciously with 
a Dclta-hlucs original and a "No!. Rocky. 
No.'" for us Cagney fans. Look for this young 
ladv to hit it sonicliinc lalcr in the month. 
Meantime, the check's in the mail. 

Act Two introduced the deus ex machina in 
Ihe formof Martm Mull, a brilliantly creative 
satirbl with a weird sense of the absurd. 
Mull, who probably sticks pins m balbons for 
laughs, b always on target, combining hb 
comedk aniks with an easy and palpabte 
muskal presentatbn (he kads a quartet). 

One number that worked perfectly was a 
lake off on current RdcB riffs tucked neatly 
into a song with shouts of "God Almighty," 
"Git Down now." and that vogue word for a 
good lime. "Par-r-r-ty." To say Ihat Martin 
was well-lit would be an understatement (Ihe 
man was absolutely incandescent), and 
though towards the end hb light flkkered two 
or three limes, never once db it fail. 

But like the true genbs he b. Martin hasn't 
confined hb talents lo Ihe record media. He 
IN currenily writing a Broadway play in 
collaboraiion with timiicr National Lampoon 
editor Michael O'Donahue about our bebred 
!6!h President, tilled "Lincoln: The Man. 
The Car. and The Tunnel." and al work on a 
pom-film parody of the sexual mores of the 
fifties, titkd "I Love Loosely." 

When not performing, writing or sounding 
bcas out tor himself. Martin can be found 
cntcrtaming fellow Out-Patients at Creed-
moor State Mental Hospital. Whkh reminds 
mc. Martin Mull has two albums out on the 
Capricorn label. 

IXt*. lion ItMiitna! 

look. "Of course there are many forms. 
There's Ihc two-two in ihe pike position— 
that's when one person falls and hb partner m 
crime trips over his very epberm. And then 
there's the bus-stop drop. 'Iliat's when you 
gel hold of five people—it's best to pretend 
Ihey don't know each other— and when 
enough unknowing standby's have assem-
bkd, eveiyhiHly takes a spill—and I don't 
mean Ihc kind you drink. Alter all. the sign 
docs say "No .Standing." 

Keep on falling. Colin. Your nobody's "fall 
guy" 

The 
^ Count 
Honored 

By FRED SEAMAN 
During a recent visit to Ihe Count Bask 

exhibit at the New York Jazz Museum, I was 
struck by an unusual album cover graphk 
depkling a locomotive with a caricature <rf" 
Bask's radiant face. 

Bask and hb band, often referred to as the 
machine, were the subject of a two<oncert 
retrospective by the New York Jazz Repertoiy 
Company at Came^e Hall eariy w February. 
Bask has been a band-leader for the past 45 
years. Hb bands underwent natural personnel 
changes through the years, and provbed a 
fertik training ground for many musicians 
who went on to become major jazz figures in 
thek own right. For those of us who know 
Bask from hb ober recordmgs. the NYJRC 
program represented a unique opportunity to 
experience the sound and spirit of the classk 
Bask bands in a lire settmg. 

The first concert illustrated Bask's early 
period as bandleader ftom 1929 to 1950. A 
Repertory Company baib under the musical 
direction of pianist Dkk Hyman and soprano 
saxophonist Bob Wilber performed pieoes 
such as "Motcn Swing" and "Rock-A-Bye 
Bask." skillfully reproducwg the swinging 
exuberance typkal of the Bask band of that 
period. The authentkity of the program was 
undoubtedly enhanced by the presence of 
Eari Warren and Buddy Talc, two saxo-
plionists who were members of thni early 
Bask band. 

Bask's music since 1950 was featured m 
the second concert, where the 17-picce 
Repertory Company Band was conducted by 
Joe Ncuman and Frank Forstcr. two former 
members of the Basic band of this period. 
The group included ".Splanky." "Broadway." 
and "60 Men -Swing." again capturing the 
irresbtible rhythmic pulsatbn and buoyant 
spirit bentified with the Count's music. 

As in its first concert of the season honoring 
the eariy career of Louis Armstrong, the 
NYJRC again made elTeciive use of film 
footage tcaiuriiig a Bask sextet (1951) with 
one of the band's former vocalbts. Helen 
Huntes. Folbwmg the film. Ms. Humes 
a(^ared on stage and showed Ihat her voice 
was just as crisp and intense as 24 years 
carlkr. She delighted the audience tviih the 
witty "Million Dollar Secret Blues. " and 
backed by saxophonbt Paul Ouin;:ichette 
(another Basic alumnus), sang a l>< lutiful 
rendiibn of "What Db I Do?" tliv same 
selection she performed in the film. The 
audience bvcd it. 

During the second set. Ihe Repertory 
Company performed several classk Bask 
ballads (among them the enchanting "L'il 
Darlin"'). and then pbnged into a rousing -n 
"Jumping at the Woodsbe." featuring the 8-
enlire sax sccibn m a reproductbn of Lester § 
Young's famous solo on the original version. * 
The program was brought to a fitting ckae 2 
wkh a knghty performance of Bask's tirsl. "^ 
and perhaps greatest hit. "April in ftrb." • 

The NYJRCs next prescatatbn. whkh ?» 
features the music of Miles Dmb on % 
Saturday. Feb. 15. shoub prawe lo be of P 
partkular interest to those ears attuned to • 
contemp«»r;«r\ y,\//.. ^ 



Monkey's Paw 
TTic Monkey's Paw, bcaled in Finley's 

basement will present a concert featuring 
Dean Frkdman and StulTy ShmitI on Friday. 
Feb. 14. 2:00 PM. Admbsion is $2.50. 

AfrkanArt 
A photography exhibitbn entitled 'African 

Art as I>hilosophy' will be presented al Ihe 
Hbncr Hall Galkry until Feb. 21. 

ESP 
An ESP dcmonstralim will be heb today at 

noon in F 428. 
Z 

The Coordinating Bureau of Greek 
Students at City College will show the film 'Z'. 
directed by Cosia-Gavras and starring Yves 
Montand. The film will be shown today from 
3-6 PM in F 330. 

Devil biMias Jones 
The FPA will present the film 'The Devil in 

Miss Jones.' starring (jeorgina Spelvin, <MI 
Friday, Feb. 21 in the Finky Grand 
Ballroom. The showings wUI be at 10. 12.4 & 
6 PM. Admissbn b free with l.D. 

Outdoor Onb 
The Outdoor Club is sponsoring a student-

faculty tea on Thursday. Feb. 20. 12-2 PM in 
Wagner 08. Gourmet trail food wOl be served. 

OpcnWeriahapa 
City College's Center for Open Education is 

qwnsoring programs in Bbick History as well 
as other cukural topics thb month. The 
workshops will include: African Crafis on 
Tuesday. Feb. 18; Black Musk For Young 
Chibren on Wednesday. Feb. 19; Dramatics 
with Afro-American Myths a i b L ^ n d s on 
Thursday. Feb. 20. The Woricshop Center, 
bcated in Shepard 06. offers vreekday 
workshops beginning at 4 PM and Saturday 

sessions held from 10 AM to 1 PM 
sessicMis are free. For further informalbn call 
368-1619. 

Espctaato 
Esperanto b the international hinguage. 

Come and see how it b used by people all over 
the worb. Thursdays at 12-2 PM in Downcr 
304. 

Stndy Abroad 
Representatives from CUNY Study Abroad 

Program will be on campus today and next 
Thursday. Feb. 20. from 12-1 PM in Shepard 
129. There will be a presentation followed by 

a questbn and answer period. 
Peace Corps 

Peace Corps and VISTA represeniatives 
wUI be on campus from March 3-5.10 AM to 
4 PM at the folbwmg bcations: 

March 3 — Shepard Hall; March 4 — 
Finely Hall; March 5 — C<rfien library. 

BbekFlhns 
A program entUled 'The History and 

Evolutbn of Black Filmmaking is being 
presented at the Studio Museum of Hariem 
and the Countee Cullen Library. Feb. 13-15. 

Today's program at 6 PM features Ihe film 

lliird World — A Luia Continua,' as well as 
lour films by Ousamane Sembenc. 
Tomorrow. Feb. 14. at 6 PM. the film 'Ganja 
and Hess' will be shown, followed by a lecture 
by Director Bill Gunn. On Frbay. Feb. IS at 
2 PM. there will be shorts by independent 
lilmmakcrs. and the Cuban film 'Lucia.' 
There will also be a panel discussion on the 
topic 'Communications Medium As An 
Information and Survival Tool.' 

Rcvolutbnaiy Br^ade 
The Revolutionary Student Brigade b 

holding a regional conference on its goals and 
activities. Among the topks dbcussed will be 
the Middk East, the CIA crisis and poike 
repressbn. The conference b open to all and 
will take place on Feb. 22 and 23 al 
Livingston Colkge. New Brunswick. N.J. Call 
864-4715. 

'R^htYouAre* 
The Direct Theater opens Ihe revival of 

Luigi Pirandello's modern classk 'Right You 
Are* Feb. 13 as the second productbn of their 
1975 season. Performances are Tuesday thru 
Sunday, Feb. 13 lo March 2 at 8:00 PM al 
their theatre located at 455 West 43td St. 
TDF vouchers are accepted. For reservatbns 
or information call 765-2117. 

VoamhkMttd' 
The entire hbtory of metabmkhing in 

America is being presented in two parts by the 
Hnch Colkge Museum of Art and the 
Museum of Cmitemporary Crafts until March 
2. Part I features metal objecb from 1700 to 
the 1940's at the Finch C o l l ^ Museum 
bcaled al 62 East 78 St. Part II marks the 
devebpment of contemporary metalsmUhing 
from the 1940's lo 1975 at the Museum of 
Contemporary Crafts. 29 West S3 St. 

CUoN.Yo PROGRAM OF STUDY ABROAD 

Graduate and Undergraduate Programs 
1975-76 Academic Year: 

France Oermany Irelond 

Israel naly Mexice 

Pverte Rice Spain USSR 

United Kingdem 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

C.U.N.Y. Program of Study Abroad 
33 W42 Street, room 1439 

New York, New York, 10036 
Tel. No. 790-4418 

Plan to attend our on-campus 
information meetings: 

P*brvary 13 CIMI 10 
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