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iere ar some disgusting occurrences taking.
olace on'the Berkeloy: campus these days—uc
urrences. which ‘could hardly:serve to-créats®
he*community’calléd for by our Chancellor,”
nd this time, no one can blame the students.

Making ‘student files available ‘to federal
urity agencies is-a dishonorable rolicy, yet it
has.been practiced for some time by the ‘Campus -
admissions office and the registrar's office. Ap-:
parently nothing is sacred at the University of ;’
‘California, particularly the '
‘vacy of its studengs. i o . A .
-~ No amouit of trationalization or administra-
“tive -buck-passing: candetrace: from- the fadt-
that groups such as the FBI and_ the CIA enjoy.
daily access to personal records without student |

perimission. Even the excuse that the records. -
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- poffer security clearance for jobs does not justify

b E:;thc pmcqu!ure' if these agencies want a sécuricy
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- versity Ailes, has said &
se= .

confidence*and priz - -

wcheck-let them ‘ask the student in-question, 0,
- arrange to send’ the nccessary records: : = .
. 'Reégistrar Clinton™ Gilliain, defending the,
“right of security people to nose -through Uni-1.

We-trust them.” We as- 1
over the private information; he cercainly can’tsj
“include the students in his statement,’ because:?
+ they have no voice'in this so-called “crust” re-j

_lationship. R ‘ :
- And speaking of trust, what 'are we to think;

_ Executive . Vice-Chanecellor 1.
- Cheit has sid chat his office was not aware of
. the. "open’ door™ policy:for-. security-investiga--
= tors: ‘This, we seriously:doubt. - hE

An employee.sin’the Registrar’s office has |
stated that agenciesnot-only had access to files -

2. _but were even provided:with a special room in

‘which to do ‘their “investigating” — a room:
which was in use by

‘sume he is referring to those who willingly hand ¥
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of the administration’s hand in all this studentd .
.+ backesstabbing? «

I

s _ as'many as 30 agents .a day.
' ‘ - This is quite a commitment by the Univer-
.r}f' P " s B . . 4 .
[ “sity, but the Chancellor’s office (after an carlier, .
7t statement denying the availability of records to
i outside groups) has pleaded ignorance. At this?
X : e point. we wonder which is.worse with respect
; 2 rto zxd'ijinxnistx'atxve‘compctcnc&——allowing such a’
i policy to ¢ontinue or not knowing about su‘ch‘}f
. |2 policy in the first place, = K
2" One thing is clear however: No one—whetha I
. .« . ) . . K
, . - er it be Oakland housewives or federal agents—-*
g " has any. right to rescarch the confidential filesd
B * 1 of students for other than University matters,’
i Weareinformed that the policy is now under
. ‘review by the; admissions office; we stronglys
i " suggest that the Registrar’s office foiflo_w Suit.:
. ; o < P Lt L. .. )
\ N o w Such.a practicg oi the part .of an academic inw;
’ Ll . stitution is deplorable, and- should not be- tol«:
s ; Sticution s deplorable, and. shouldinot: be-tols:
i etated by students or.administea tors any longer)
. ARERTUTL I gDl ST el ke B s ionts (L TE RIS NI




