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U. 5. DEPT. OF HOUSING AND URBAN
AIDED BY FEDERAL LOAN

Coeds view one of seven resident units ar Willam:
ettt which have been parually financed by Federal
loans. A special report on Federal Funds for higher
education is fearured in this issue
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ments; chapels be voluntary; and policies
be subject to review and change by the
Student Affairs Committee in February of
each academic year

CHARMING Cathy Christy, freshman
from Ashland, is one of ten finalists in
the Miss Salem pageant. Active in drama
and forensics, Miss Christy is the young
woman who received national attention
last year ina bid to become the first coed
at the West Poinv Military Academy.

NEW LIBRARY facilities in Walton
Hall are being used now, bur furnishings
for the language faciliries aren’t expecred
before May. @ periodical
room, 'offices and study carrels are in useé
by the library. Dedication of the $500,000
building is scheduled for commencement
weekend, May 20-21
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and fathers of 30

£ 1€ m of 31 swadents and
he fathers of 55 students atrended Wil-
[here are 18 second generation

and two third gener-
French,
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[11, of Coos Bay. and Malcolm D. Tabor,
Arlington, Va., a great grandson of Pro-
fessor and Mrs, James T. Matthews

POSITIONS in the class of 1971
still avialable according to Dean of Ad-
missions Richard Yocom. “We have a few
spots remaining for well qualified men

are

and women.” he saikl. Dean Yocom ex-
pects o class of abour 400 students

NEW OFFICERS of the ASWIUI are:
Douglas Bosco, president; Rich Monteith,
first vice-president; David Brink, second
vice-president: Karen Swim, secretary;
Bob Selander, treasurer; and Charlotte
Langford and Bob Schlegal, senators-at-

larpe:

BACCALAUREATE commence-
ment will be held onthe same day for the
first time in recent years on May 21 (o
facilitate the atrendance of our of tawn
guests, President R. Franklin Thompson
of the University of Puger Sound, former
administrative vice-president at Willam-
erte, will present the baccalaureate address
at 10 am. in the Fine Arts Auditorium,
while Senitor :\i.lt']-; HJ[H&H, 43 1’[{(‘11-
will deliver the commencement
at McCulloch Sradium,
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SUMMER STUDY ar Willamerte will
be in two sesstons, June 12 to July 22;
July 24 to Aug. 4

will include courses 1n education. Englisly,

French. German, Russian, Spanish, hiStory

The six-week session

philosophy. political science and
will

education and ‘introduction it

speech,

while the [m\t-xi‘xxiuﬂ offer two

courses in
logic. A maximum of seven semester hours
be earned in the first session with
credit on the undergraduate or graduate
levels, Further informarvien s available
from' Dr, James R. Lyles, Jr.. Director of

the Summer Sessions.
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FHIS SUMMER Willametre will host
the following conferences: June 59, Or
the Methodist
bureh; June 12-18, Girls State: June 15-
17, Job's Daughters; June 18-July 2, Jta
ior Engineers and Scientists Summer In
stiture ( JESSI) and Communications Afts
and Science Summer Institute (CASS]
June 18-23, Oregon Program Wi
for high school teachers; July 15-3
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anese Program in Amierican stucdies: Aug
25-27. Methodist Men.
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By DRr. JErry WHIPPLE
Assistant to the President

"Financial need does not preclude qualified students from
attending Willamette University” Historically chis has been
an objective of the administration. Today, however, with
tuition and fees at a record high, it is easy ro conclude that
it is financially more difficult for a studenr to attend the
university than ar any time in its history. Tt is the purpose of
this article to refute such a conclusion and to submit evidence
to show that it is now easier than it was a decade ago for
Willamette students o meer the costs of their education

To meet the increased costs, Willamette University has, as
has the vast majority of private institutions, looked to the
student as a primary source of income. Annual gifts and en-
dowment income are indispensable, but increases from rtuition
and fees represent the largest percentage of the education and
general income budger. In 1930, 509 of the educational and
general income came from srudents, In 1957, the students
were required to pay 66.79, and for the current academic
year, 1966-67, Willamette students are paying in tuition and
fees 69.3%% of the educational and general expenditares which
include: instruction, administration, plant operation and main-
tenance, student services and library. These are operating éx-
penses, and do nor include many millions of dollars in new
capital invested in new equipment, buildings, additional lands,
student aid funds and endowment.

TABLE 1

Full-time enrollment, tuition and fees, and room and board

'57-'58 '61-'62 '66-'67
Enrollment 1,137 1,307 1,483
Twition and Fees $600 5812 $1.195
Room and Board . . . 400 $730 $ 800

The Opportunity
for Financial Aid

at Willamette

A decade of unprecedented growth

Even more impressive, however, than the percentage of
income received from the student is the dollar increase which
he now pays. In 1957, tuition and fees were $600: room and
board another 8600. Today a student's tuition and fees are
$1195, or a 9929 increase in ten years; Room and board
charges are currently $800 or 339 higher than in 1957. (See
Table 1 for the growth in enrollment, the incréases in ruition
and fees, and room and board.)

Student Aid Grows Faster Than Costs

Were it not for a dramatic increase in student aid during
the past ten years, the primary consideration for admission to
Willamette today could very well be the financial ability of
the student and his parent. It is this great increase in student
aid, assisted from a rise in personal income, however, that
more than negates the 9929 rise in mition and fees, and
provides validity ro the proposition that no student will be
denied a Willamette Universiry education for financial reasons,

In 1957 the university through endowed scholarships,
funded scholarships and grants-in-aid, awarded $81.910 to ap-
proximately 350 students, or an average of $234 per student
The chief criterion of these awards was high scholarship. Evi-
dence of financial need was a secondary factor and ir was
derermined primarily on the basis of information furnished
informally by the student, There were also awarded $4.000
in' upiversity loans in 1957 to less than 75 students, manv of
whom were receiving either scholarships or grants.

In 1958 Congress passed the National Defense Education
Act by which loans were ‘made available to college students.
Unless a student borrows from a favorite relative who ex
pects no interest and no definite terms for repayment, there
is no loan more attractive than this government loan. In 1058
Willamette University received National Defense Loan funds
totaling $17.830, as contrasted with 8113,760 in 1967, This
money was loaned to carefully selected students with priority
given to those who were planning to teach and who were
majoring in mathematics, physical sciences or 2
language

toreign




New Attitude Toward Student Loans

The veneral conzensis that a student should borrow sub-
stantially for Kis education was also reached with the advent
the National Deferise Loan. The attractiveness of terms
of this loan (no interese charged during college and 3 per cent
to start one year afrer graduation, with terms of payment ex-
tended over a ten-year period) developed a new attitude
borh the ».rchm and his parent tow ard berrowing for a ullItLt:

educarion,

The National Defensé Education Act not enly helped to
develop a new attitude for horrowing for a college education,
but it placed a new emphasis on the criteria of awarding fi-
nancial aid 1o rl,L student. High scholarship was no longer the
single, primary consideration. | Under the terms of the ace the
student was required to give evidence of financial need

To establish administrative guidelines to meet the re-
quirements of this act and more effectively award other forms
of financial aid. Willamette University in 1961, as did over
500 other Ll'-J]f,‘L"\\' and universities throughout the United
States &ta]‘1.~r_r|1.1:‘:_! to the College Scholarship Service. This
sepvice, an activiry of the ('u,lcug Entrance Examination Board,
has been largely respons ible ..r the development of the gen-
f financial aid which exists in higher educa-
Basic to chis philosophy i$
belief that the educational opportunities of able students
should nor be conrralled by of Financial resoutces

eral philosophy of
rion in the Unired Srates today

the

their lack

Evaluatine Financial Need

To determine the financial resources of the student, Wil-
lamette University has required since 1962, the Pa rent's Confi
dential Statement for all students who wane o be considered
for financial assistance. A highly :nn‘:]"ha‘-.'-.[{--.] evaluation of
rhis statement, r_.':‘-in" into consideration such ftactors as an-
nual income, number of dependents. medical expenses drd
studenr savings, is made to .!u:_rn.mc what financial resources

tly the stmdenr and parent @re available to pay for a col-

I 1 educarion

istance at Willamerte [Uni-
versity today is on the basis of financial need of the individual

with due considerarion o academic achievement andl citizen-

The awarding of finangial

aid principles under which Willametre

ship. The financia

[Tniversity administers-its program. however, coul Id never have

ey [ PG | Boaved th . ! shet Fya -

Deen mplemented had rnere nol Deen ‘:\|.E"\-<ln':.tl !”\T!\..""’"" i1
"|I|_L'||'f-'.|'(i studenrs. (See Table 2 which shows
d since 1957)

e 1
funds m ass1st

the growth of scholarships and grants-in-ai

TABLE 2
Growth in Scholarships and Grants-in-Aid

'57-'58 '61-'62 '66-"67

Grants-in-aid $35973 § 35985 % 95000
Endowed Scholarships $10.000 S 10,4846 % 24,000
Funded Scholarships 533,977 S 72747 § 90,000
Tuition Exchange $ 1,960 5 10,538 § 14,800
TOTAL $81.210 $129,756 %223,800

As shown in Table 2 for the academic year 1966-G7
srants-in-aid, endowed scholarships, funded scholarships and
Federal Educational Opportunity grants totaled $257.800
These mories were awarded ro 767 students for an average of
$336 per student as compared to the $234 average per student
awarded in 1957-58. The 767 students receiving grants and
scholarships this vear represented 51.1% of the student en-
rollment as compared o approximately 350 students or
30847 of student entollment receiving assistance in 1957

Loan Funds Supply 50% of Student Aid

More significantly, however, than either the average
amount awarded o the student or the percentage of the sti-
denr body receiving financial assistance is the amount which
financial aid pl'a of the cost for both tuition and fees, and
room and board. In 1957 financial aid represented an average
of 1914567 of these costs whir;h were 91200, For 1967 scholar-
ships and average of 16.8% of the $2.000
chareed each student fnr tuirion and fees, and room and board
Although this would indicate thar today’s stirdens recetves an
averace of 279 less aid in relarion to these costs than in
1057, this would be an erroneous conclusion. The critical
ommision is the extensive loan programs. which are now avail-
able to the students.

granrs pe 1111

In 1966-67 Willamette University swudents borrowed
$113.700 from National Defense: Loan Funds; $109.700: from
United Student Aid TLoan Funds: and 815,000 from Willam-
ette University Loan Funds, for a total of $238400. The total
amount of loans, scholarships and grants awarded to Wil-
lamette students for 1966-67 academic year is $487,300. This
financial aid represents 29.89% of the cost for tuition and
fees, and room and board, as compared to the 19154 which
financial aid paid of these costs in 1957. With the inclusion
of loan monies, the dollar average awarded per student for
1967 1s 3396,

Table 3 shows the record of growth in Ipan funds avail-
able to Willamette students during the past ten years,

TABLE 3

Growth in Loan Funds

'57 '58 '61-'62 ‘66-'67

Natiornal Defense Loans $ 30,900 $113,760
USA Funds — Loans

Qutstanding $ 85905
USA Funds — Lending

Power . .. - $100,000
WU Loans Oulsr{mqu $ 4041 $§ 94610 $ 15,183
WU Lloan Funds

Available . .. ... .. $35,158 $ 55,152 $ 85,783

In 1957 the typical student looked upon lmrm\-.mL 4‘“
marily as a source of shor-term financing for his colle
t'l‘]t!t‘[it}ll There were notable L\upm}m but few wtutlr_ﬂf
and ' their parents were willing 1o incur any long-time indebi
edness for a college education. Tt did not occur suddenly, bur
because of the increased costs of higher education and the at
rractive terms of the National Defense Loan Fund, a signiti
cantly greater number of students now recognize that borrow
ing is a sound investment in the financing of their educition

WL LAMETTE




In order 1o meer the student needs for additional loan
funds, the University in 1963 adopted the United Student Aid
Funds Loan plan. The United Student Aid Funds is a private,
non-profit corporation which endorses low-cost loans made
by home town financial institutions to deserving students. For
each dollar the university inyests in this plan, the United Cor-
poration guarantees $12. Willamette University today has es-
tablished a lending capacity of $100,000 through the United
Studenr Aid Fund.

The Higher Education ‘Act of 1965 also made provisions
te furnish monies to create greater lending power in the
United Student Aid Corporation. Under the Oregon-Federal
Guatanteed Loan Fund in excess of $15.000 has been made
available to Willametre University students for 1966-67. Un-
der this plan, no student may be charged more than 6 per cent
simple interest and for those who qualify under federal law,
the Federal Government will pay 6 per cent until repayments
are due to begin and 3 per cent interest while the student is
repaying the loan. Undergraduate student may borrow up to
S1,000 a year and repayments begin the first day of the tenth
month afrer he leaves school. Because of the government pay-
ment of interest, this loan is almost as atrracrive to the student
as the Nariopal Defense Loan Fund.

Many Students Earn As They Learn

In addition to scholarships, granrs-in-aid and loans, the
student at Willametre University today has many opportunities
for employment. Incomplete data make it impossible to evalu-
ate the growth and extent of student employment since 1957,
but current figures show the significance of this facer of fi-
nancial aid. There are currently 106 Willamette University
students employed under the Federal Work Study Program and
it is anticipated that they will earn during the current aca-
demic year over §19.300. There are 160 Willametre University
students currently employed by the university whose earnings
will toral nearly $20,000 for the year. The records of the fi-
nancial aid office show thac there are 99 students employed
in off-campus positions, bur the amount which these students
earn is unavailable.

Besides increased institutional funds made available to
today’s student, the rise in family income during the past
decade has also made it easier ro finance a cnflu-‘uc-c—duc.ninn
Table 4 is a summary of the average income of household
unirs for Qregon, Califoraia, Washington and the toral United
States. As shown in Table 4, between 1958 and 1965 there
has heen a 30:8% incresse. These fieures do not rake into
eonsideration an increase in' the cost of livineg and do not, of
course, relare directly o the individual sriadent at Willamette
University. These ficures do sugeest. however, that parents of
students atrending Willimerte Uhiversity have today imore
disposable income wichiwhich to meer the costs of educdtion

[Tniversity Buildine I'ts Own Aid Funds

The efforts of the university administration to provide
financial assistance during rthe past ten years are impressive,
During rhis period endowed schalarships. gratirs-in-aid, and
funded scholarships have increased 8142000 or 1732%
There has also been substantial increase in available loans. The
university loan funds pow total over $85.000 as compared to
$35.000 in 1957. In addition, the university has created

S100.000 borrowing power with the United Studenr Loan
Corporarion

TABLE 4

Income Breakdown by Household Units

1958 1962 1965
Oregoen ..., ........, $ 5145 § 6,189 § 7,435
California . . ... ... ... $ 6368 $ 7,700 $§ 8,792
Washington ... ... ... $ 5740 & 6,802 $ 7,643
LA, $ 6005 $§ 64,874 % 7,989

Source: Sales Management, The Magazine of Marketing

Federal funds since 1958 have been a significant parc of
the financial aid resources available to Willamette students
As is shown in Table 3, Willimette University students have
borrowed $504.000 since 1958 from the National Defense
Loan Fund. As a resule of the 1965 Higher Frucation Act.
educational opportunity grants totaling $34.000 were awarded
for the first time o Willamette University studenrs for the
academic year 1966-67. These grants, which range from $200
o $800 and must be marched dollar-For-dollar by institutional
funds. are awarded to students on the basis of financial need.
Through the Federal Work Srudy Program, $17.000 of fed-
eral monies have been paid Willamette students this year.

There is clear evidence to show thar because of the stu-
denr aid available roday at Willamertte University, it is easier
for the studenr financially o attend the school than it was in
1957. There are: 767 students or 51.16% of student enrollment
receiving financial assistance as compared to 350 students or
3089 in 1957. The average amount awarded is 8596, as
compared to $234. Financial assistance today pays 29.8%7 or
93797 more of the student’s costs for tiition and fees, and
room and board than it did in 1957.

Aid Funds Must Continue To Grow

This record of improved financial assistance for Wil-
lamerte University students does not mean, however, that ad-
dirional funds, especially for scholarships and grants-in-aid are
unnpecessary. There are at leasr two factors which will result
in the need for additional funds, The Ffirst is that any increase
in enrollment, even if there were no increase in costs, will
very likely dilute the funds presently availible. Seécondly, al-
though borrowing has become an accepted method to finance
a portion of a student’s educdcion, no student should become
burdened with excessive debt. At Willamerte where over
509 of the students attend gradiiate school, it would be es-
pecially unwise for loans 1o become the primary source of

financing undergraduate education.

Even more important, however, chan addivional funds for
financial ald is the need to hive a larger percenmge of the
educational dollar paid from endowment income and annual
gifts. As was stated earlier, the student and his parént now
pay almost 709 of the educational budger. Today, with the
total costs for a vear at college rising almost annually. ic is

this writer's opinion thar if students are required to pay maore
than 60% of the educational budget. it is very possible rhat
in the fumire the charges may deter -.]U‘lll.f-!.l_".l students From
selecting Willamette
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Nine years and nearly 84 million dollars ago, Willamette
University's i';mrd of Trusrees rook an objective look at the
availabilicy of Federal funds for tm__lur educarion. While the
recognized that there could be certain restricrions, it
' Willamette
attractive government loan funds or de-
prive the Unjversity from postponing npecessary residence

to take the risk so as not e deprive

students from Gsing

was &

CODSErECTIOn.

It was a relatively easy step, since the early reluctance of
1

higher education to tap Federal sources was no lot

|( ITYILTAC [c

\ger pre-
additional educational Ffacilicies

If society
die rthe increasing number of students; then that was

reason enough to take

advantage of the funds society was mak-
ing available through the government programs

“We've operated on the assumption of meeting the needs
as they arise,” explained President G, Herbert Smith. "The

needs were clear and so were the means of obtaining them

~with the aid of federal loans and grants,

$3.938.000 in Federal funds

-ree's use of the national defense student loans and

Figures show

 Federa nt aid s n:nutul extensively in the article
i\. 1\= Ir.["' W hi In addition to the total
of §555,000 rL;cnn] from the government in this area, the
following since 1958:

ple on page three,

University has heen awarded the
Self-liquidaring residence loans (Matthews
Belknap, Doney Hall additions, and five

residences in organized women's housing ) 42 418.000

Library loans ( University and Law libraries) 400,000
Libracy grants ( Unive .raw and Law libraries) 374,000
Research grants and equipment 191,000
Total of all Federal loans and grants §3.938.000

[he residence imm,
of Heusing and Urba

as awarded through the Department
n Development, extend for 40 years and

arry an interest rate of berween 3 and 3% per cent. The
library granes and loans were awarded directly from the U.S.
Office of Healch, Education and Weltare after first gaining
approv 4l from the Oregon Educational Coorg lmlrl'lg Council
Hu Cx il serves as a local haison: berween
ollepes and the sovernment in requests under the Educational

lities Act of 1963. The research grants, largely used’ by
the science division, have come from ‘L :"\.'.-.{!lm;-:! Sciente
Found he direct application of professors.

Flas lessened its independence by taking Fed
ecal aid, a fear "‘l ressed by some critics of government sup-

"We have sensed no loss of independence,” answers Dr

with the 1\-.‘-.1:_1-%- exception ©f meetng the govern-
qUITEMENT [ Hece

pt the lowest bid on certain projects

1

)
I' does nor provide the exact equip-

Sometunes the !Il’x‘.'{.‘.\‘. }I

Unecle’s Role
At Willamette

| seemmary of the University’s
wse of Federal funds since 1958

ment sought by the University.” He also indicated that de.
railed bookkeeping and ' special reports have put an added
burden on rhe business office. In facr, an administrative as-
sistant was added ta che business office stff this year to help
cope with the addirional work.

In answer to other frequent questions that somerimes ac-
company Federal aid, Dr. Smith expresses no great concern,
The flow of Federal funds has not hindered the How of pri-
vate funds: there hns been no added difficuley in faculty recruit-
ment because of 1J|].ru‘.11[;1iﬁii1r}-' of addirional research funds;
and the University relationship 1o the Methodist church has
not been affected by participation in Federal programs

Willamette selective in seeking Federal aid

Nonetheless, Willamerre is stll quite selective in seeking
Federal grants. “Just because money is there for the asking
doesn’t mean we are going to ask for ir. Unless ic fits in with
OULr ]‘ran:.\. i Programs of P ]H:H\U[‘il\ we arent Zoing 1o Seare
new projects just because funds are available. QOur participa-
vion to date has been to answer the needs as they arise, and
thus we have been selective.”

In essence, this philosophy means thar Willamette has
not been greatly concerned with the ebb and flow of Federal
funds for higher education. With the exception of the student
loans, parricipation has been miainly for capital purposes and
no funds are directly supporring the educational programs. It
Federal money became extremcly “tight” Willamette would
mainly feel the pinch student loans. Loan money would
have to come from some other source, a8 many students are
dependent upon outside support to meet increasing costs

While Willamette appears to have entered the realm of
Pederal support withour any serious difficulty, Dr. Smith con-
curs with some critics that we should constantly evaluate
Congressional action in regard to higher education. "Some
programs have been ill-conceived and have proved to be of
no value, and money has nor been wiscly spent in some cases.”

He would also favor an increase in insticutional grants, “In
my 40 years of EXpErience in education, 1 have not seen any
tendency on the part of college administration to waste mone)
Thus, there is no question in my mind that the unrestricted
dollar is the most valuable dollar to a college. The college can
put it to the greatest and most imporrant use, 1f the govern
ment concluded that it could make unrestricted gifus, like many
foundations, these gifts would be the most beneficial.”

In the future, Willamette will continue to be selectve
its applications for Federal support. At the time of this wiit-
ing, a proposal is being considered by the science division tor
anothier NSF tesearch grant. There are presentdy no other
applications. from Willamette pending for Federal aid.

WILLAMETTE ALUMI




America’s colleges and wmversities,
rectprents of billions in Federal funds,

have a new rel m‘ivﬂ-*‘/".{" J

Lile
with Uncle

HAT wouLD HAPPEN if all the Fed-
eral dollars now going to America’s colleges and
universities were suddenly withdrawn?

The president of one university pondered the ques-
tion briefly, then replied: ““Well, first, there would
be this very loud sucking sound.”

Indeed there would. It would be heard from
Berkeley’s gates to Harvard’s yard, from Colby,
Maine, to Kilgore, Texas. And in its wake would
come shock waves that would rock the entire estab-
lishment of American higher education.

No institution of higher learning, regardless of its
size or remioteness from Washington, can escape the
impact of the Federal government’s involvement in
higher education. Of the 2,200 institutions of higher
learning in the United States, about 1,800 partici-
pate in one or more Federally supported or spon-
sored programs. (Even an institution which receives
no Federal dollars is affected—Ilor it must compete
for faculty, students, and private dollars with the
institutions that do receive Federal funds for such
things.)

Hence, although hardly anyone seriously believes
that Federal spending on the campus is going to stop
or even decrease significantly, the possibility, how-
ever remote, is enough to send shivers down the na-
tion’s academic backbone. Colleges and universities
operate on such tight budgets that even a relatively
slight ebb in the flow of Federal funds could be
serious. The fiscal belt-tightening in Washington,
caused by the war in Vietnam and the threat of in-
flation, has already brought a financial squeeze to
some institutions.

A look at what would happen if all Federal dollars
were suddenly withdrawn from colleges and univer-
sities may be an exercise in the absurd, but it drama-
tizes the depth of government involvement:

» The nation’s undergraduates would lose more
than 800,000 scholarships, loans, and work-study
grants, amounting to well over $300 million.

» Colleges and universities would lose some $2 bil-
lion which now supports research on the campuses.
Consequently some 50 per cent of America’s science
faculty members would be without support for their
research. They would lose the surnmer salaries whieh

ll\v'_&' have come to (it‘})('!l{'l on—and, 1n some cases,

they would lose part of their salares for the other
nine months, as well.

» The big government-owned research laboratories
which several universities operater under contract
would' be closed. Although this might end some
management headaches for the umversities, i1t would
also deprive thousands of scientists and engineers
of employmentand the institutions of several million
dollars in everhead reimbursements and fees.

» ‘The newly established National Foundation for
the Arts and Humanities—for which [faculties have
waited for years—would collapse before its first
grants were spent.

P Planned or partally constructed college and uni-
versity buildings, costing roughly $2.5 billion, would
be delayed or abandoned altogether.

P Many of our most eminent universities and medi-

cal schools would find their annual budgets sharply
reduced —in some cases by more than 50 per cent.
And the 68 land-grant institutions would lose Fed-
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eral institutional support which they have been re-

ceiving since the nineteenth century.

» Major parts of the anti-poverty program, the new
GI Bill, the Peace Corps, and the many other pro-
grams which call for spending on the campuses would
founder.

HE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT is now the “Big
Spender™ in the academic world. Last year, Wash-
ington spent more money on the nation’s campuses
than did the 50 state governments combined. The
National Institutes of Health alone spent more on
educational and research projects than any one
state allocated for higher education. The National
Science Foundation, also a Federal agency, awarded
more funds to colleges and universities than did
all the business corporations in America. And the
U.S. Office of Education’s annual expenditure in
higher education of $1.2 billion far exceeded all
gifts from private foundations and alumni. The
$5 billion or so that the Federal government will
spend on campuses this year constitutes more than
25 per cent of higher education’s total budget.
About half of the Federal funds now going to
academic institutions support research and research-
related activities—and, in most cases, the research is
in the sciences. Most often an individual scholar,
with his institution’s blessing, applies directly to
a Federal agency for funds to support his work. A
professer of chemistry, for example, might apply to
the National Science Foundation for funds to pay for
salaries (part of his own, his collaborators’, and his
research technicians'), equipment, graduate-student
stipends, travel, and anything else he could justify
as essential to his work, A panel of his scholarly
peers from colleges and universities, assembled by
NSF, meets periodically in Washington to evaluate
his and other applications. If the panel members
approve, the professor usually receives his grant and
his college or university receives a percentage of the
total amount to meet its overhead costs. (Under
several Federal programs, the institution itself can

Every institution, however small or remote, feels the
effects of the Federal role in higher education.

money, and mutual need

request funds to help construct buildings and grants
to strengthen or initiate research programs.)

The dther half of the Federal government’s ex-
penditure in higher education is for student aid, for
books and equipment, for elassroom buildings, labo-
ratories, and dormitories; for overseas projects, and
—recently, in modest amounts—for the general
strengthening of the institution.

There is almost no Federal agency which does not
provide some funds for higher education. And there
are few activities on a campus that are not eligible
for some kind of government aid.

LEARLY our colleges and universities now
depend so heavily on Federal funds to help pay for
salaries, tuition, research, construction, and operat-
ing costs that any significant decline in Federal sup-
port would disrupt the whole enterprise of American
higher education.

To some educators, this dependence is a threat to
the integrity and independence of the colleges and
universities. “It is unnerving to know that our sys-
tem of higher education is highly vulnerable to the
whims and fickleness of politics,” says a man who
has held high pesitions both in government and on
the campus.

Others minimize the hazards. Public institutions,
they point out, have always been vulnerable in this
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sense—yet look how they’ve flourished. Congress-
men, in fact, have been conscientious in their ap-
proach to Federal support of higher education; the
problem is that standards other than those of the
universities and colleges could become the deter-
mining factors in the nature and direction of Federal
support. In any case, the argument runs, all aca-
demic institutions depend on the good will of others
to provide the support that insures freedom. Mec-
George Bundy, before he left the White House to
head the Ford Foundation, said flatly: ““American
higher education is more and not less free and strong
because of Federal funds.” Such funds, he argued,
actually have enhanced freedom by enlarging the
opportunity of institutions to act; they are no more
tainted than are dollars from other sources; and the
way in which they are allocated is closer to academic
tradition than is the case with nearly all other major
sources of funds.

The issue of Federal control notwithstanding,
Federal support of higher education is taking its
place alongside military budgets and farm subsidies
as one of the government’s essential activities. All
evidence indicates that such is the public’s will.
Education has always had a special worth in this
country, and each new generation sets the valuation
higher. In a recent Gallup Poll on national goals,
Americans listed education as having first priority.
Governors, state legislators, and Congressmen, ever
sensitive to voter attitudes, are finding that the im-
provement of education is not only a noble issue on
which to stand, but a winning one.

The increased Federal interest and support reflect

DRAWINGS BY DILL COLE

another fact: the government now relies as heavily
on the colleges and universities as the institutions
do on the government. President Johnson told an
audience at Princeton last year that in *“almost every
field of concern, from economics to national security,
the academic community has become a central in-
strument of public policy in the United States.”

Logan Wilson, president of the American Council
on Education (an organization which often speaks
in behalf of higher education), agrees. **Our history
attests to the vital role which colleges and universities
have played in assuring the nation’s security and
progress, and our present circumstances magnify
rather than diminish the role,” he says. “Since the
final responsibility for our collective security and
welfare can reside only in the Federal government,
a close partnership between government and higher
education is essential.”

HE PARTNERSHIP indeed exists. As a re-
port of the American Society of Biological Chemists
has said, “the condition of mutual dependence be-
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tween the Federal government and institutions of
higher learning and research is one of the most
profound and significant developments of our time.”

Directly and indirectly, the partnership has pro-
duced enormous benefits, 1t has played a central
role in this country’s progress in science and tech-
nology—and hence has contributed to our national
security, our high standard of living, the lengthen-
ing life span, our world leadership. One analysis
credits to education 40 per cent of the nation’s
growth in economic productivity in recent years.

Despite such benefits, some thoughtful observers
are concerned about the future development of the
government-campus partnership. They are asking
how the flood of Federal funds will alter the tradi-
tional missions of higher education, the time-honored
responsibility of the states, and the flow of private
funds to the campuses. They wonder if the give and
take between equal partners can continue, when one
has the money and the other ““only the brains.”

Problems already have arisen from the dynamic
and complex relationship between Washington and
the academic world. How serious and complex such
problems can become is illustrated by the current
controversy over the concentration of Federal re-
search funds on relatively few campuses and in
certain sections of the country.

The problem grew out of World War 11, when the
government turned to the campuses for desperately
necded scientific research. Since many of the best-
known and most productive scientists were working
in a dozen or so institutions in the Northeast and a
few in the Midwest and California, more than half
of the Federal research funds were spent there.
(Most of the remaining money went to another 50
universities with research and eraduate training. )

The wartime emergency obviously justified this

The haves and have-nots

concentration of funds. When the war ended, how-
ever, the lopsided distribution of Federal research
funds did not. In fact, it has continued right up to
the present, with 29 institutions receiving more than
50 per cent of Federal research dollars.

To the institutions on the receiving end, the situa-
tion seems natural and proper. They are, after all,
the strongest and most productive research centers
in the nation. The government, they argue, has an
obligation to spend the public’s money where it will
yield the highest return to the nation.

The less-favored institutions recognize this ob-
ligation, too. But they maintain that it 15 equally
important to the nation to develop new institutions
of high quality—yet, without financial help from
Washington, the second- and third-rank institutions
will remain just that.

Inlate 1965 President Johnson, in a memorandum
to the heads of Federal departments and agencies,
acknowledged the importance of maintaining scien-
tific excellence in the institutions where it now exists.
But, he emphasized, Federal research funds should
alsa be used to strengthen and develop new centers
of excellence. Last year this “spread the wealth”
movement gained momentum, as a number of
agencies stepped up their efforts to broaden the
distribution of research money. The Department of
Defense, for example, one of the bigger purchasers
of research, designated $18 million for this academic
year to help about 50 widely scattered institutions
develop into high-grade research centers. But with
economies induced by the war in Vietnam, it is
doubtiful whether enough money will be available
in the near [uture to end the controversy.

Eventually, Congress may have to act. In so
doing, it is almost eertain to displease, and perhaps
hurt, some institutions. To the pessimist, the situa-
tion is a sign of troubled times ahead. To the op-
timist, it is the democratic process at work.

ECENT STUDENT DEMONSTRATIONS have
dramatized another problem to which the partner-
ship between the government and the campus has
contributed: the relative emphasis that is placed




compete for limited funds

on research and on the teaching of undergraduates.

Wisconsin’s Representative Henry Reuss con-
ducted a Congressional study of the situation. Sub-
sequently he said: “University teaching has become
a sort of poor relation to research. I don’t quarrel
with the goal of excellence in science, butitis pursued
at the expense of another important goal —excellence
of teaching. Teaching suffers and is going to suffer
more,”’

The problem is not limited to universities. It is
having a pronounced effect on the smaller liberal
arts colleges, the women’s colleges, and the junior
colleges—all of which have as their primary func-
tion the teaching of undergraduates. To offer a first-
rate education, the colleges must attract and retain
a first-rate faculty, which in turn attracts good stu-
dents and financial support. But undergraduate col-
leges can rarely compete with Federally supported
universities in faculty salaries, fellowship awards, re-
search opportunities, and plant and equipment. The
president of one of the best undergraduate colleges
says: “When we do get a young scholar who skill-
fully combines research and teaching abilities, the
universities lure him from us with the promise of a
high salary, light teaching duties, frequent leaves,
and almost anything else he may want.”

Leland Haworth, whose National Science Founda-
tion distributes more than $300 million annually
for research activities and graduate programs on the
campuses, disagrees. “I hold little or no brief,” he
says, “for the allegation that Federal support of re-
search has detracted seriously from undergraduate
teaching. I dispute the contention heard in some
quarters that certain of our major universities have
become giant research factories concentrating on
Federally sponsored research projects to the detri-
ment of their educational functions.” Most univer-
sity scholars would probably support Mr. Haworth's
contention that teachers who conduct research are
generally better teachers, and that the research en-
terprise has infused science education with new sub-
stance and vitality.

To get perspective on the problem, compare uni-
versity research today with what it was before
World War I1. A prominent physicist calls the pre-
war days *‘a horse-and-buggy period.” In 1930, col-
leges and universities spent less than $20 million on
scientific research, and that came largely from pri-

vate foundations, corporations, and endowment in-
come. Scholars often built their equipment from in-
geniously adapted scraps and spare machine parts.
Graduate students considered it compensation
enough just to be allowed to participate.

Some three decades and $125 billion later, there
is hardly an academic scientist who does not feel
pressure to get government funds. The chairman of
one leading biology department admits that “if a
young scholar doesn’t have a grant when he comes
here, he had better get one within a year or so or
he’s out; we have no funds to support his research.”

Considering the large amounts of money available
for research and graduate training, and recognizing
that the publication of research findings is still the
primary criterion for academic promotion, it is not
surprising that the faculties of most universities spend
a substantial part of their energies in those activities.

Federal agencies are looking for ways to ease the
problem. The National Science Foundation, for ex-
ample, has set up a new program which will make
grants to undergraduate colleges for the improve-
ment of science instruction.

More help will surely be forthcoming.

HE FACT that Federal funds have been
concentrated in the sciences has also had a pro-
nounced effect on colleges and universities. In many

institutions, faculty members in the natural sciences
earn more than faculty members in the humanities
and social sciences; they have better facilities, more
frequent leaves, and generally more influence on the
campus.




The government’s support of science can also
disrupt the academic balance and internal priorities
of a college or university. One president explained:

“Our highest-priority construction project was a
$3 million building for our humanities departments.
Under the Higher Education Facilities Act, we could
expect to get a third of this from the Federal govern-
ment. This would leave $2 million for us to get from
private sources.

“But then, under a new government program, the
biology and psychology faculty decided to apply to
the National Institutes of Health for $1.5 million
for new faculty members over a period of five years.
These additional faculty people, however, made it
necessary for us to go ahead immediately with our
plans for a $4 million science building—so we gave
it the No. 1 priority and moved the humanities
building down the list.

“We could finance half the science building’s cost
with Federal funds. Inaddition, the scientists pointed
out, they could get several training grants which
would provide stipends to graduate students and
tuition to our institution.

“You see what this imeant? Both needs were valid
—those of the humanities and those of the sciences.
For $2 million of private money, I could either
build a $3 million humanities building or I could
build a $4 million science building, get $1.5 million
for additional faculty, and pick up a few hundred
thousand dollars in training grants. Either-or; not
both.”

The president could have added that if the scien-
tists had been denied the privilege of applying to
NIH, they might well have gone to another institu-
tion, taking their research grants with them. On the
other hand, under the conditions of the dcademic
marketplace, it was unlikely that the humanities
scholars would be able to exercise a similar mobility.

The case also illustrates why academic adminis-
trators sometimes complain that Federal support of
an individual faculty member’s research projeets
casts their institution in the ineffectual role of a legal
middleman, prompting the faculty member to feel
a greater loyalty to a Federal agency than to the
college or university.

Congress has moved to lessen the disparity be-
tween support of the humanities and social sciences
on the one hand and support of the physical and
biological sciences on the other. It established the
National Foundation for the Arts and Humanities—
a move which, despite a pitifully small first-year al-
location of funds, offers some encouragement. And
close observers of the Washington scene predict that

The affluence of research:

the social sciences, which have been receiving some
Federal support, are destined to get considerably
more in the next few years.

FFORTS TO core with such difficult prob-
lems must begin with an understanding of the nature
and background of the government-campus partner-
ship. But this presents a problem in itself, for one en-
counters a welter of conflicting statistics, contradic-
tory information, and wide differences of honest
opinion. The task is further complicated by the
swiftness with which the situation. continually
changes. And—the ultimate complication—there is
almost no uniformity or coordination in the Federal
government’s numerous programs affecting higher
education.

Each of the 50 or so agencies dispensing Federal
funds to the colleges and universities is responsible
for its own program, and no single Federal agency
supervises the entire enterprise. (The creation of the
Office of Science and Technology in 1962 represented
an attempt to cope with the multiplicity of relation-
ships. But so far there has been little significant im-
provement.) Even within the two houses of Congress,
responsibility for the government’s expenditures on
the campuses is scattered among several committees.

Not only does the lack of a coordinated Federal
program make it difficult to find a clear definition
of the government’s role in higher education, but it
also creates a number of problems both in Washing-
ton and on the campuses.

The Bureau of the Budget, for example, has had to
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' wrestle with several uncoordinated, duplicative Fed-
eral seience budgets and with different accounting |
systems. Clongress, faced with the almost impossible 7
task of keeping informed about the esoteric world /
of science in order to legislate intelligently, finds it
difficult to control and direct the fast-growing Fed-
eral investment in higher education. And the in- 7

. dividual government agencies are forced to make 7
policy decisions and to respond to political and other
pressures without adequate or consistent guidelines

] from above.

The colleges and universities, on the other hand,
must negotiate the maze of Federal bureaus with
consummate skill if they are to get their share of the
Federal largesse. If they succeed, they must then
cope with mountaing of paperwork, disparate sys- 3
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tems of accounting, and volumes of regulations that
differ from agency to agency. Considering the mag-
nitude of the [inancial rewards at stake, the institu-
tions have had no choice but to enlarge their ad-
ministrative staffs accordingly, adding people who
can handle the business problems, wrestle with
paperwork, manage grants and contracts, and un-
tangle Jegal snarls. College and university presidents /4 : ;
are constantly looking for competent academic ad- / q salia TSN
ministrators to prowl the Federal agencies in search 0l e

Ll

of programs and opportunities in which their institu- N y
tions can profitably participate. ‘ :

| The latter group of people, whom the press calls
“university lobbyists,” has been growing in number. 11.7

At least a dozen institutions now have full-time

representatives working in Washington, Many more

have members of their administrative and academic s e

staffs shuttling to and from the capital to negotiate

Federal grants and contracts, cultivate agency per-

sonnel, and try to influence legislation. Still' other E

institutions have enlisted the aid of qualified alumni

or trustees who happen to live in Washington.

- . g =l . = uh 144 ST 3
HE LAcK of a uniform Federal policy pre- ST
vents the clear statement of national goals that might _ :

give direction to the government’s investments in

higher education. This takes a toll in effectiveness :

and consistency and tends to produce contradictions W
and conflicts. The teaching-versus-research contro-

versy is one example,
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President Johnson provided another. Last sum-
mer, he publicly asked if the country is really get-
ting its money’s worth from its support of scientific
research. He implied that the time may have come
to apply more widely, for the benefit of the nation,
the knowledge that Federally sponsored medical re-
search had produced in recent years. A wave of ap-
prehension spread through the medical schools when
the President’s remarks were reported. The inference
to be drawn was that the Federal funds supporting
the elaborate research effort, built at the urging of
the government, might now be diverted to actual
medical care and treatment. Later the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare, John W. Gardner,
tried to lay a calming hand on the medical scien-
tists” fevered brows by making a strong reaffirmation
of the Nauvonal Institutes of Health’s commitment
to basic research. But the apprehensiveness remains.

Other events suggest that the 25-year honeymoon
of science and the government may be ending. Con-
necticut’s Congressman Emilio Q. Daddario, a man
who is not intimidated by the mystique of modern
science, has stepped up his campaign to have a
agreater part of the National Science Foundation
budget spent on applied research. And, despite pleas
from scientists and NSIF administrators, Congress
terminated the costly Mohole project, which was
1'_lq-~iu||<_‘r_1 LO u.‘uil'l more f‘LlI'JIIlLlIl'I.{_.'I'Il.'ll iI]le‘I'l'l;ltiDI'l
about the internal structure of the earth.

Some observers feel that because it permits and
often causes such conflicts, the diversity in the gov-
ernment’s support of higher education is a basic
flaw in the partnership. Others, however, believe
this diversity, despite its disadvantages, guarantees
a margin of independence to colleges and univer-
sities that would be jeopardized in a monolithic
“super-bureau.™

Gaood or bad, the diversity was probably essential
to thedevelopmentof the partnership between Wash-
imgton and the academic world. Charles Kidd, ex-
ecutive secretary of the Federal Council for Science
and Technology, puts it bluntly when he points out
that the system’s pluralism has allowed us to avoid
dealing “directly with the ideological problem of
what the total relationship of the government and
universities should be. If we had had to face these

ideological and political pressures head-on over the
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past few years, the confrontation probably would
have wrecked the system.”

That confrontation may be coming closer, as Fed-
eral allocations to science and education come under
sharper scrutiny in Congress and as the partnership
enters a new and significant phase.

EDERAL AID to higher education began with
the Ordinance of 1787, which set aside public lands
for schools and declared that the *‘means of educa-
tion shall forever be encouraged.” But the two forces
that most shaped American higher education, say
many historians, were the land-grant movement of
the nineteenth century and the Federal support of
scientific research that began in World War I1.

The land-grant legislation and related acts of
Congress 1n subsequent years established the Ameri-
can concept of enlisting the resources of higher edu-
cation to meet pressing national needs. The laws
were pragmatic and were designed to improve edu-
cation and research in the natural sciences, from
which agricultural and industrial expansion could
proceed. From these laws has evolved the world’s
greatest system of public higher education,

In this century the Federal mvelvement orew
spasmodically during such periods of crisis as World
War I and the depression of the thirties. But it was
not until Werld War 11 that the relationship began
its rapid evolution into the dynamic and intimate
partnership that now exists.

Federal agencies and industrial laboratories were
ill-prepared in 1940 to supply the research and
technology so essential to a full-scale war effort.
The government therefore turned to the nation’s
colleges and universities. Federal funds supported
scientific research on the campuses and built huge
research facilities to be operated by universities
under contract, such as Chicago’s Argonne Labora-
tory and California’s laboratory in Los Alamos.

So successful was the new relationship that it
continued to flourish after the war. Federal re-
search funds poured onto the campuses from military
agencies, the National Institutes of Health, the
Atomic Energy Commission, and the National
Science Foundation. The amounts of money in-
creased spectacularly. At the beginning of the war
the Federal government spent less than $200 million
a year for all research and development. By 1950,
the Federal “r & d” expenditure totaled $1 billion.

The Soviet Union’s launching of Sputnik jolted
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Ezen those campuses which traditionally stand apart
fram governmenl find 1t hard to restst Federal aid.

the nation and brought a dramatic surge in support
of scientific research. President Eisenhower named
James R. Killian, Jr., president of Massachusetts In-
stitute of Technology, to be Special Assistant to the
President for Science and Technology. The National
Aeronautics and Space Administration was estab-
lished, and the National Defense Education Act of
1958 was passed. Federal spending for seientific re-
search and development increased to $5.8 billion.
Of this, $400 million went to colleges and universi-
ties.

The 1960's brought a new dimension to the rela-
tionship between the Federal government and higher
education. Until then, Federal aid was almost syn-
onymous with government support of science, and
all Federal dollars allocated to campuses were 10
meet specific national needs.

There were two important exceptions: the GI Bill
after World War I1, which crowded the colleges and
universitics with returning servicemen and spent $19
billion on educational benefits, and the National De-
fense Education Act, which was the broadest legis-
lation of its kind and the first to be based, at least
in part, on the premise that support of education it-
self is'as mnch in the pational interest as support
which is based on the colleges’ contributions to sorme=
thing as specific as the national defense.

The crucial turning-points were reached in the
Kennedy-Johnson years. President Kennedy said:
“We pledge ourselves to seek a system of higher edu-




.;gllllll,l//l/lﬂ“\“

e > ===
==

e

cation where every young American can be edu-
cated, not according to his race or his means, but
according to his capacity. Never in the life of this
country has the pursuit of that goal become more
important or more urgent.”” Here was a clear na-
tional commitmerit to universal higher education, a
public acknowledgment that higher education is
worthy of support for its own sake. The Kennedy
and Johnson administrations produced legislation
which authorized:

» $1.5 billion in matching funds for new con-
struction on the nation’s campuses.

P §151 million for local communities for the build-
ing of junior colleges.

P §432 million for new medical and dental schools
and for aid to their students.

P The first large-scale Federal program of under-
graduate scholarships, and the first Federal package
combining them with loans and jobs to help indi-
vidual students.

» Grants to strengthen college and university li-
braries.

» Significant amounts of Federal money for
“promising institutions,™ in an effort to lift the entire
system of higher education.

» The first significant support of the humanities.

In addition, dozens of “Great Society™ bills in-
cluded funds for colleges and universities. And their
number is likely to increase in the years ahead.

The full significance of the developments of the
past few years will probably not be known for some
time. But it is clear that the partnership between the

A new phase in government-campus r latwonshups
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Federal government and higher education has en-
tered a new phase. The question of the Federal gov-
ernment’s total relationship to colleges and univer-
sities—avoided for so many years—has still not been
squarely faced. But a confrontation may be just
around the corner.

HE MAJOR PITFALL, around which Presi-
dents and Congressmen have detoured, is the issue
of the separation of state and church. The Constitu-
tion of the United States says nothing about the Fed-
eral government’s responsibility for education. So
the rationale for Federal involvement, up to now,
has been the Constitution’s Article I, which grants
Congress the power to spend tax money for the com-
mon defense and the general welfare of the nation.

So long as Federal support of education was spe-
cific in nature and linked to the national defense,
the religious issue could be skirted. But as the em-
phasis moved to providing for the national welfare,
the legal grounds became less firm, for the First
Amendment to the Constitution says, in part, *“Con-
gress shall make no law respecting an establishment
of religion. .

So far, for practical and obvious reasons, neither
the President nor Congress has met the problem
head-on. But the battle has been joined, anyway.
Some cases challenging grants to church-related col-
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Is higher education losing co ntrol of uts destiny?

leges are now in the courts. And Congress is being
pressed to pass legislation that would permit a cit-
izen to challenge, in the Federal courts, the Con-
gressional acts relating to higher education.

Meanwhile, America’s 893 church-related colleges
are eligible for funds under most Federal programs
supporting higher education, and nearly all have
received such funds. Most of these institutions would
applaud a decision permitting the support to con-
tinue.

Some, however, would not. The Southern Baptists
and the Seventh Day Adventists, for instance, have
opposed Federal aid to the colleges and universities
related to their denominations. Furman University,
for example, under pressure fromthe South Carolina
Baptist convention, returned a $612,000 Federal
grant that it had applied for and received. Many
colleges are awaiting the report of a Southern Bap-
tist study group, due this summer.

Such institations face an agonizing dilemma:
stand fast on the principle of separation of church
and state and take the financial consequences, or
join the majority of colleges and universities and
risk Federal influence, Said one delegate to the
Southern Baptist Convention: “Those who say we're
soing to become second-rate schools unless we take
Federal funds see clearly. 'm beginning to see it so
clearly it’s almost a nightmarish thing. I've moved
toward Federal aid reluctantly; I don’t like it.”

Some colleges and universities, while refusing
Federal aid in principle, permit some exceptions.
Wheaton College, in Illinois, is a hold-out; but it
allows some of its professors to accept National
Science Foundation research grants. So does Rock-
ford College, in Illinois. Others shun government
money, but let their students accept Federal schol-
arships and loans. The president of one small chiurch-
related college, faced with acute financial problems,
says simply: ““The basic issue for us is survival.”

ECENT FEDERAL PROGRAMS have sharp-
ened the conflict between Washington and the
states in fixing the responsibility for education.
Tradidonally and constitutionally, the responsibility
has generally been with the states. But as Federal
support has equaled and surpassed the state alloca-

tions to higher education, the question of responsi-
bility is less clear. :

The great growth in quality and Ph.D. production
of many stateuniversities, forinstance, isundoubtedly
due in large measure to Federal support. Federal
dollars pay for most of the scientific research in state
universities, make possible higher salaries which at-
tract outstanding scholars, contribute substantially
to new buildings, and provide large amounts of
student aid. Clark Kerr speaks of the “Federal
grant university,” and the University of California
(which he used to head) is an apt example: nearly
half of its total income comes from Washington.

To most governors and state legislators, the Fed-
eral grants are a mixed blessing. Although they have
helped raise the quality and capabilities of state in-
stitutions, the grants have also raised the pressure on
state governments to increase their appropriations
for higher education, if for no other reason than to
fulfill the matching requirement of many Federal
awards. But even funds which are not channeled
through the state agencies and do not require the
state to provide matching funds can give impetus to
increased appropriations for higher education. Fed-
eral research grants to individual scholars, for ex-
ample, may make it necessary for the state to pro-
vide more faculty members to get the teaching done.
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‘l“\-fmgy institutions not only do not look a gift horse
in the mouth; they do not even pause to note whether
it is a horse or a boa constrictor.” — JOHN (GARDNER




Last year, 38 states and territories joined the
Compact for Education, an interstate organization
designed to provide “close and continuing consulta-
tion among our several states on all matters of educa-
tion.” The operating arm of the Compact will gather
information, conduct research, seek to improve
standards, propose policies. “‘and do such things as
may be necessary or incidental to the administra-
tion of its authority. ., .

Although not spelled out in the formal language
of the document, the Compact is clearly intended
to enable the states to present a united front on the
future of Federal aid to education.

N TYPICALLY PRAGMATIC FASHION, we Ameri-
cans want our colleges and universities to serve the
public interest. We expect them to train enough
doctors, lawyers, and engineers. We expect them to
provide answers to immediate problems such as
water and air pollution, urban blight, national
defense, and disease. As we have done so often in
the past, we expect the Federal government to build
a creative and democratic system that will accom-
plish these things.

A faculty planning committee at one university
stated in its report:
garded as a symbol for our age, the crucible in which
—bysome mysterious alchemy—man’s long-awaited
Utopia will at last be forged.”

Some think the Federal role in higher education

(11

A university is now re-

15 growing too rapidly.

Asearly as 1952, the Association of American Uni-
versities’ conumission on financing higher education
warned: “*We as a nation should call a halt at this
time to the introduction of new programs of direct
Federal aid to colleges and universities. . . . Higher
education at least needs time to digest what it has
already undertaken and to evaluate the full impact
of what it is already doing under Federal assistance.”
The recommendation went unheeded.

A year or so ago, Representative Edith Green of
Oregon, an active architect of major education legis-
lation, echoed this sentiment. The time has come,
she said, “to stop, look, and listen,” to evaluate the
impact of Congressional action on the educational
system. It seems safe to predict that Mrs. Green'’s
warning, like that of the university presidents, will
fail to halt the growth of Federal spending on the
campus, But the note of caution she sounds will be
well-taken by many who are increasingly concerned

about the impact of the Federal involvement in
higher education.

The more pessimistic observers fear direct Federal
control of higher education. With the loyalty-oath
conflict in mind, they see peril in the requirement
that Federally supported colleges and universities
demonstrate compliance with civil rights legislation
or lose their Federal support. They express alarm
at recent agency anti-conflict-of-interest proposals
that would require scholars who receive government
support to account for all of their other activities.

For most who are concerned, however, the fear is
not so much of direct Federal control as of Federal
influence on the conduct of American higher educa-
tion. Their worry is not that the government will
deliberately restrict the freedom of the scholar, or
directly change an institution of higher learning.
Rather, they are afraid the scholar may be tempted
to confine his studies to areas where Federal support
1s known to be available, and that institutions will
be unable to resist the lure of Federal dollars.

Before he became Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare, John W. Gardner said: “When a gov-
ernment agency with money to spend approaches a
university, it can usually purchase almost any serv-
ice it wants. And many institutions still fellow the
old practice of looking on funds so received as gifts.
They not only do not lock a gift horse in the mouth;
they do not even pause to note whether it is a horse
or a boa constrictor.”

HE GREATEST OBSTACLE to the success of the
government-campus partnership may lie in the fact
that the partners have different objectives.

The Federal government’s support of higher
education has been essentially pragmatic. The Fed-
eral agencies have a mission to fulfill. To the degree
that the colleges and universities can help to fulfill
that mission, the agencies provide support.

The Atomic Energy Commission, for example,
supports rescarch and related activities in nuclear
physics; the National Institutes of Health provide
funds for medical research; the Agency for Interna-
tuonal Development finances overseas programs.
Even recent programs which tend to recognize higher
education as a national resource in itself are basi-
cally presented as efforts to cope with pressing
national problems.

The Higher Education Facilities Act, for instance,
provides matching funds for the construction of
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academic buildings. But the awards under this pro-
gram are made on the basis of projected increases
in enrollment. In the award of National Defense
Graduate Fellowships to institutions, enrollment ex-
pansion and the initiation of new graduate programs
are the main criteria. Under new programs affecting
medical and dental schools, much of the Federal
money is intended to increase the number of practi-
tioners. Even the National Humanities Endowment,
which is the government’s attempt to rectify an

academic imbalance ageravated by massive Federal
support for the sciences, is curiously and pragmati-
cally oriented to fulfill a specific mission, rather than
to support the humanities generally because they are
worthy in themselves.

Who can dispute the validity of such objectives?
Surely not the institutions of higher learning, for
they recognize an obligation to serve society by pro-
viding trained manpower and by conducting applied
research. But colleges and universities have other
traditional missions of at least equal importance.
Basic research, though it may have no apparent
relevance to society’s immediate needs, is a primary
(and almost exclusive) funetion of universities. It
needs no other justification than the scholar’s curi-
osity. The department of classics is as important in
the college as is the department of physics, even
though it does not contribute to the national de-
lense. And enrollment expansion is neither an in-
herent virtue nor a universal goal in higher educa-
tion; in fact, some institutions can better fulfill their
objectives by remaining relatively small and selec-
Live.

Colleges and universities believe, for the most

Same freople fear that the colleges and universities are
in danger of being remade in the Federal image.

L
L)
29

g

™ OmR
en®e®0R0 @@%
8080
08000 &
@@ @

=

-# L’r e




When basic objectives duffer, whose will prevail?

part, that they themselves are the best judges of
what they ought to do, where they would like to go,
and what their internal academic priorities are. For
this reason the National Association of State Uni-
versities and Land-Grant Colleges has advocated
that the government increase its institutional (rather
than individual project) support in higher education,
thus permitting colleges and universities a reasonable
latitude in using Federal funds.

Congress, however, considers that it can best
determine what the nation’s needs are, and how the
taxpayer’s money ought to be spent. Since there is
never enough money to do everything that cries to
be done, the choice between allocating Federal funds
for cancer research or for classics is not a very diffi-
cult one for the nation’s political leaders to make,

“The fact is;”” says one professor, ‘‘that we are
trying to merge two entirely different systems. The
government is the political engine of our democ-
racy and must be responsive to the wishes of the
people. But scholarship is not very demoeratic. You
don’t vote on the laws of thermodynamics or take a
poll on the speed of light. Academic freedom and
tenure are not prizes in a popularity contest.”

Some observers feel that such a merger cannot be
accomplished without causing fundamental changes
in colleges and universities. They point to existing
academic imbalances, the teaching-versus-research
controversy, the changing roles of both professor
and student, the growing commitment of colleges
and universities to applied research. They fear that
the influx of Federal funds into higher education
will so transform colleges and universities that the
very qualities that made the partnership desirable
and productive in the first place will be lost.

The great technological achievements of the past
30 years, for example, would have been impossible
without the basic scientific research that preceded
them. This research—much of it seemingly irrele-
vant to society’s needs—was conducted in univer-
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sities, because only there could the scholar find the
freedom and support that were essential to his quest.
If the growing demand for applied research is met
at the expense of basic research, future generations
may pay the penalty.

One could argue—and many do—that colleges
and universities do not have to accept Federal funds.
But, to most of the nation’s colleges and universities,
the rejection of Federal support is an unacceptable
alternative.

For those institutions already dependent upon
Federal dollars, it is too late to turn back. Their
physical plant, their programs, their personnel
are all geared to continuing Federal aid.

And for those institutions which have received
only token help from Washington, Federal dollars
offer the one real hope of meeting the educational
objectives they have set for themselves.

OWEVER DISTASTEFUL the thought may
be to those who oppose further Federal involyvement
in higher education, the fact is that there is no other
way of getting the job done—to train the growing
number of students, to conduct the basic research
necessary to continued scientific progress, and to
cope with society’s most pressing problems.

Tuition, private contributions, and state alloca-
tions together fall far short of meeting the total cost
of American higher education. And as costs rise, the
gap is likely to widen. Tuition has finally passed the
$2,000 mark in several private colleges and univer-
sities, and it is rising even in the publicly supported
institutions. State governments have increased their
appropriations for higher education dramatically,
but there are scores of other urgent needs competing
for state funds. Gifts from private foundations, cor-
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porations, and alumni continue to rise steadily, but
the increases are not keeping pace with rising costs.

Hence the continuation and probably the enlarge-
ment of the partnership between the Federal gov-
ernment and higher education appears to be in-
evitable. The real task facing the nation is to make
it work.

To that end., colleges and universities may have to
become more deeply involved in politics. They will
have to determine, more clearly than ever before,
just what their objectives are—and what their values
are. And they will have to communicate these most
effectively to their alumni, their political representa-
tives, the corporate community, the foundations,
and the public at large.

If the partnership is to succeed, the Federal gov-
ernment will have to do more than provide funds,
Elected officials and administrators face the awesome
task of formulating overall educational and research
goals, to give direction to the programs of Federal
support. They must make more of an effort to under-
stand what makes colleges and universities tick, and
to accommodate individual institutional differences.

HE TAXPAYING PusBLIC, and particularly

alumni and alumnae, will play a crucial role in the

evolution of the partnership. The degree of their
understanding and support will be reflected in future
legislation. And, along with private foundations and
corporations, alumni and other friends of higher
education bear a special responsibility for providing
colleges and universities with financial support. The
growing role of the Federal government, says the
president of a major oil company, makes corporate
contributions to higher education more important
than ever before; he feels that privéate support en-
ables colleges and universities tomaintain academic
balance and to preserve their freedom and indepen-
dence. The president of a university agrees: “It is
essential that the critical core of our colleges and
universities be financed with non-Federal funds.”

“What is going on here,”” says McGeorge Bundy,
“is a ereat adventure in the purpose and perform-
arice of a free people,” The partnership between
higher (T(ll.l(‘&il.l(‘ll‘l and the Federal government, he
believes, is an experiment in American democracy.

Essentially, it is an effort to combine the forces
of our educational and political systems for the com-
mon good. And the partnership is distinctly Ameri-
can—boldly built step by step in full public view,
inspired by visionaries, tested and tempered by
honest skeptics, forged out of practical political
COMpromise.

Does it involve risks? Of course it does. But what
areat adventure does not? Is it not by risk-taking
that free—and intelligent—people progress?
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12

FRANK BARTON, 4808 NE Hal-
sey, Portland, Oregon, was pre-
sented a 50 year Service pin re-
cently from the Qregonian in reec-
pgnition of his long service with
them.

"3

WILLIAM SCHREIBER is enjoy-
ing retirement which gives him
leisure time for continual study-
ing. He resides at 4857 Santa Mon-
ica Ave., San Diego, California.

SADIE BOUGHEY SMALL and
her ‘Hushand' spent the winter in
Mesa, Arizona at the X-B Trailer
Raneli. She resides at Rt, 3, Box
28, SBilveripn, Oregon.

15

DR, and MRS, HARVIE E. TO-
BIE (EUNICE MILLER) reside at
6214 SE 18th St., Portland, Oregon.
Dr. Tobie retired as dean of boys
at Milwaukie High School in 1957.
He has since been the author of
“No Man Like Joe" and i1s now
busy writing "'Steve's Hard Luck'.
Eunice is his efficient critic. and
writes poetry in her spare time.

"7
MR. and MRS. ALPHEUS GIL-
LETTE (ESTHER EMMEL) are

living at 4005 Wesleyvan Place, San
Diego, California. Alpheus retired
in 1959 as General Agent of Con-
necticut Mutual Life of San Diego.
He i3 very active in Y.M.C.A.,
U.8.0. and as lecturer for Rotary
International. Esther’'s poems have
won honors in local and national
contests and liave beeri accepted
by warious publishers

HARVEY WIGHT (L) was hon=
ored recently by some 60 members
of the Linn County Bar Assoc. in
recognition of his half century in
the legal prafes n. In addition,
he has served as justice of the
peace for this district the past 33
years. Mr. Wight resides in Leb-
anon, Oregon

'20
HAZEL

BEAR STEWART and
her hiishand, Ray, are livinhg in
“busy™ retiremenlt in Fontana,
California at 9004 Olive St,

21

INA MOORE POTTER retired in
18656 and 18 now teaching private
clasges in speech and parliament-
ary law, She alsp acls as parlia-
mentarian for conventlons and
gives lectures, Her address is 1433
E. 56th St., Long Beach, California,

'22

* MR. and MRS. DEAN POLLOCK
(MILDRED BROWN) have recent-
ly returned from a 42 day cruise
whieh inclided wvisits to Bora
Bora, Papeete, Sydriey, Pago Pago
and Honolulu. The Pollocks te-
side ‘at 6031 SW Haines Rd., Port-
land, Oregon.

MR. and MRS. LESTER DAY
(EMMA SHANAFELT) are travel-
mg by British bus through India,
the Middle East, Near East, and
then to Eurgpe. After four months
in Eureope, they will return to
California, 1746 27th Ave., .San
Franeiseo, California,

'24

ETHEL ADAMS WALKER is
still teaching in Weston High

School but will retire at the end
of the year. She then plans to
travel around the country, visiting
family and friends: Her address
is 128 SE 7th, Milton, Freewater,

Oregon,

‘26

ONA EMMONS MACKIE resides
at Rt. 1, Box 52, Tangent, Oregon.
She and' her husband, Bill, cele-
brated their thirty fifth wedding
anniversary.

RACHAEL DeYe MEDLER
writes that The Dalles has a love-

ly new library which is very
pleasant to work in. She resides
at 1205 E. 17th St., The Dalles,
Oregon.

HUGH BELL will retire from
Chico State College on August 1,
completing 40 years of college
teaching, counseling and adminis-
tratiori, He has recently received
word that the Fulbright Comimis-
ston has awarded him' a Distin-
guished Scholar Award to teach at
the University of Exeter in Eng-
land this next fall. Current ad-
dress is 1690 Filbert, Chico, Cali-
fornia.

RUTH HEINECK BROEK has
completed Her bopk "Come Along
To Holland" and has helped her
husband  whose “Compass Of
Geagraphy' was published recent-
ly. He will soonn have published
“Geography Of Mankind"”. Ruth's
husband is professor of Geography
at the University of Minnesota,
but diiring the coming fall and
winter will be visiting professor
at the University of California.
Their address s Depariment of
Geography, University: of Minne-
=ota, Minneapolis, Minnesola.

‘27

MR. and MRS, THOMAS ROE
(RUTH STEWART '18) reside in
Gaston, Oregon. They are Kept
quite busy and active in several
organizations

'29

BEATRICE LOCKHART BLISS
resides at 620 Sky Lane, Forest
Grove, Oregon and is working on
the biography of Mary Powell
Adams.

'32

BARNEY G. CAMERON was re-
cently named: as top husiness ex-
eclitive of the Pitfsburah Press,
Before jpining the Press in 1951,
Mr. Cameron was Vice President
and Business Manager of the New
York Herald Tribune, Prior to go-
img to New York, he was Circiila~
tion Director of the Pittsburgh
Post Garzette and before that had
been associated in executive ca-
pacities with several Pacific 'Coast
newspapers. Mr. Cameron is also
very active in numerous civic en-
terprises, as a director of the
Chamber of Commerce, the Pitts-
biirgh Opera Society and Viee
President of the Golden Triangle
Ass'n, He resides at 682 Osage Rd.,
Fittsburgh, Pa.

MARJORIE MOSER DIURHAM

resides at 6310 California Ave.,
SW. Seattle, Washington. Her
hushand will soan hecome presi-

dent of the American Institute of
Architects. Because of his official
duties, they will be doing exten-
sive traveling throughout the
United States. This summer, they
will' attend an international meet-
ing of architects in Prague,

Crechoslovakia.

‘34

DR. and MRS. KENNETH OLI-
VER (MADALINE SCHMIDT) and
their son, Michael reside at 2385
Addison Way., Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia. Kenngth is chairman of
the Division of Humanities and
Fine Arts and professor of Com-
parative Literature at Oeccidental
College in Los Angeles, This sum-
mer he will teach at Portland
State College.

LOWELL L. GRIBBLE was ap-
pointed justice of the peace for
Heppner, Oregon. He will contin-
ue as manager of Inland Chemical
Co. Address is Box 496, Heppner,
Oregon.

KENNETH MACKENZIE is head
of the Deep Submergence Group
Secientific Department for the 1S,
Navy Electronies Laboratory in
San Diego, California. His ad-
dress is P.O. Box 7404

'35

MR. and MRS. JACK R. SIMP-
SON (NOVA HEDIN) are living
at 710 "M'" St., Anchorage, Alaska.
Jack |s serving in the State House

of Hepresentatives for Alaska,
Nova is busy as wife and mother,
'36

LOUISE . ANDERSON VERNON
resides at 886 Emory St,, San Jose,
California. Her third book, The
Secret Church, has just been pub-
lished by the Mennonite Publish-
ing House., Her fourth book, Bible
Smuggler, will be published this
fall and her fifth book, Key To
The Prison, will come out in 1368,
All five books are juvenile his-
torical fietion based on the Refor-
mationand have been previously
published in =erial form. She |3
now writing a biography of Men-
no Simons. In addition, Louise
teaches four adult classes of Cre-
ative Writing each week and is
secretary of the Rosicrucian Order,

HELEN BENNER is studying
voice in Munich, Germany. She
recently sang at the Protestant
Chuteh's Musie Institute for U.S.
Forees in Edrope leld at Berchtes-
gaden. Miss Benner has had sev-
en years experience as a soloist
on national networks and a debut

with. the Philharmonic Opera.
Her address is Zone 8023 Pulloch
Munchen, Searlandstr 10, West

Germany.

LEANDER QUIRING will soon
become director of the Depart-
ment of Finance & Administration
for Oregon. He resides at Ri. 1,
Box 300, Independence, Oregon.

37

DR, JAMES H. PYKE is minis-
ter and teaclier at Wesley Theolp-
gy Seminary. He is alsa Vice-
President of Eastern Fellowship
of Professors of Missions and Vice-
Chairman of the New York Reg-
ional Personnel Committee, Board
of Missions of the Methodist
Church. He resides at 5304 Balto
Ave., Chevy Chase, Maryland.

FRANK WARREN THOMAS is
a research scientist for Lockheed
Gearela Co. Recenily, he won In-
dustrial Research Magazine's an-
mual ‘award for one of the most
significant new technical products
in 1966. This new product is ecalled
Lockheed Windshield Water Re-
pellent. His address is 4841 Pow-
ers Ferry Rd.. Atlanta., Georgia.

‘38

REV. RALPH G. KLEEN return-
to Oregon last June from 12
in  Southern California to
pastor of Fremont St
Church in Portland,
His address is 2632 NE

ed
Years
beconie
Methodist
Oregon,
Fremont

‘39

BURT W. PRESTON is with Fi-
delity Mutual Life and his address
15 1424 Cargill Bldg,, Minneapaolis,
Minn:

‘40

REV. ALFRED E. VOSPER is
minister of the Methodist Church
in Junction City, Oregon. He is
also president of Junction City
Ministerial Assoclation for 1967
and supervisor of their community
welfare program. He resides at
1035 Maple St,

MR, and MRS, JOHN LIND-
BECK (CAROLYN BRADY '48)
are now living at 651 SE Church,
Salem, Oregon. Mr. Lindbeck is a
retired U.S. Navy captain and has
been appointed administrative as-
sistant at Willamette University.
He will work with architects and
hullders on the university's cam-
pus development program.

'41

CAPT. R. B. M¢NEES is a naval
officer and has recently assumed
duties as professor of Nawval Seci-
ence at the University of Wash-
ington.  His new address is 3704
NE 188th St., Lake Forest Park,

Washington.
MARY E. HEAD resides at 1117
S. Oakhurst Dr., TLos Angeles,

California and is training director

for sputhern California Perma-
nent Medical Group
'42

CARL BOWDMAN, 70 East 91st

St.. New York, IN.Y,, is currently
on the music faculty of the City
University College Center in New
York City and alsp professor at

C. W. Post College, Long Island
University
'43

RICHARD GOOKINS is with a
federal correctional Institution
and resides al 215 Oakridge Rd.,
Lompogs, California,

ANCIL H, PAYNE resides at

1063 Douglas Place SW, Portland,
Oregon. He is vice president and
general manager of KGW radio
and television stations in Portland

Lt. Col. and Mrs: FRED ELLIS
(ELAINE MUURRAY "46) reside at
4707 Melrose Ave., Tampa, Flori-
da. Col, Ellis returned from a year
tour in Viel Nam in November to
his previous station and assign-
ment in the 18th Wing Hdqtrs. at
MacDjll AFB.

‘45

DR, KENJI KURITA has opened
new medical offices at ToD Seven-
teenth St., Modesto, Callfornia,

YVONNE MOZEE is now staff
photogripher for Pace magazine.
Her address is B33 So. Flower St
Los Angeles, California.
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DR. and MRS. JOHN COTTON
(CORLISS CLARK '42) are spend-
ing this yvear in Bloomington, In-
diana. John'is professor of educa-
tion at the University of Califor-
nia but is on sabbatical leave for
this vear as a wvisiting: scholar in
the Department of Psychology, In-
diana University:. This summer
the Cattons and chikiren, Carglyn
—13 and Keith—0, will be in
Washington D.C. while John is
doing research al Harvard Uni-
versity, Their mailing address
continues to be 609 San Rogue
Rd., Santa Barbara, California.

'48

DR. and MRS. JOHN CHRIS-
MER (MARY WILLIAMS ‘44)
have moved to 2131 Garfield St.
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Corvallis, Oregon. John is on the
f at Oregonh State University
: ting a program 1n prepare
teachers for Distributive Educa-
tion. Previously. he had been at
Colorado State College:

REV. and MRS DONATD DOU-
(FLIZABETH MORLEY '33)
e at 1968'E. Palm: Dr,, Covina,
in. Rev. Dourls is associ-
1 the PFirst Presbyterian
hureh in Covina. He I5 very
bitsv with counseling and continu-
ing the program of church visita-
tinn for member families and for
the =igk and shut-ing Elizabeth
sfarted a 4th wvear of half-time
wark ns a socinl worker for the
r Buneaw of

ily includes
izabeth (215},
5) and Mar-

lan f!ﬁli.'b.

‘49

FRANEK C. McKINNEY (L) was
recently promoted to ecalonel in
S Fotee Reserve
counsel to the
Depart-

I pn and daughter

Jovee 80 Glen Creek Drn
NW. Salem. Oregon.
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DR. ALONZO L. PARROTT, pas-
1 the First Church of
¢ In Portland

“rt dTmiE

Fox College in New-
t the Western Evanjreli-

cal Seminary. His address 1§ 7217
SW 15th, Portland, Oregon.
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GORDON MALLORY is music
director for Southern Humboldt
Schools and president of So. Hum-
boldt Teachers Assoc. His address
is Box 322, Miranda, California.

MR. and MRS. ARTHUR BED-
DOE (DOREEN  LYON '52) are
nivw living at 6T7 Amber Ave.,
Klamath Falls, Oregon. “Art is an

attorney.

ESTHER G. WE-
INSTEIN has been
awarded the degree
of Doctor of Social
Sciences from Sy-
racuse University.
She also holds a
law degree from
Northwestern Col-
lege of Law. Dn
Weinstein. is. dean
of studenis at Shi-
mer Oollege, Mt
Carroll, Tllinois
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DELORES SPELBRINK CHRIS-
TENSEN and her husband' are in
T Arizona where Dr. Chris-
15 head' of tlie department
Aetospace-Mechanieal Engin-
vig at the University of Ari-
zona, With the help of their five
children, they built a summer ca-
bin on Hawley ILake in Arizona’s
White Mour last summer.
Their address 5 5714 E, South Wil-
shire DPr., Tucson, Arizona

DR, PHILLIP E, HAMMOND: is
on the Soviology staff of the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin: He has just
published his 3rd book, The Cam-
pus Cle X . published by Bi-
sic Phil is married
and : gon, Jared. His ad-
cir’ N, Spponer, Madison,

TILLIE WALKER is5 executive
director of United Scholarship
Service Inc. This ds a private
agency cerving the American In-
an and Spanish American stu-
ts. This program is sponsored
the executive coluncil of the
By opal Chureh, United Chureh
15t #nd the National Indian

Couneil. Tillie resides at
1452 Pennsvlvania, Denver, Colo-
rado.

THOMAS M. SCHEIDEL has
written a book entitled "Persua-
sive Speaking" and has dedicated
it to two of his former instric-
turs orie of them Is Howard
Runkel of Willamette University.
'E:--n'. 15 professor of speech at the
Tniversity of Illinois and resides
at 4 Goliview Ct., Savoy, IlL
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DR, HOWARD WILSON Is pres=-
ently assistant professor of mathe-
matics and education at Orepgon
State TUnive ] Howard com-
pieted his PhiD. at the University
of Mlinois in June, 1866 and re-
eeived the Mosser Award for Ex-
cellence it Teaaching. He resides
a1 3726 Van Buren, Corvallis, Ore-
Eon

LEAH J. CONNER graduated in
December, 1866 from Eastern Ore-
gon College with a B.S. in Sec-
ondary Education, majoring in
physical education and a minor in
art, Leah resides at Rt. 1, Box
160, Pendleton, Oregon.

NORMA ERICKSON HULETT is
now living in Moorestown, New
Jersey Her husband s eastern
regional manager for Rand Me-
Nally & Co. Norma attended 1ili-
nois Teachers College before mov-
ing and will attend Glasshoro
Teachers College next fall Ad-

dress is 143 Haines CL

FREDERICK J. CUMMINGS has
been appointed Assistant Director
at the Detrnit Institute of Arls
Assisting in overall management of
the Institute, Dr. Cummings will
conrdinate functions of the cura-
torial staff, development of publi-
cations. conservation and other
scholarly programs. He and his
wife and three children now re-
side dt 3260 Cambridge, Detroit,
Michigan.

CAPT. WALTER F, OERDING
has been decorated with the U.S.
Air Foree Commendation Medal
2t Tan Son Nhut AB, Vietnam
Capt. Qerding, a personnel officer;
was awarded the medal for mtfri-
torious achievement. His wife,
CHARLEEN (ASVIK '5%) is vesid-
ing in Salem, Oregon at 2660 Al-
bexta Ave. NE.

DR. MILTON MeDOWELL, as-
sigtant Chief of the Allergy Clinic
at Walter Reed Hospital, was pro-
maoted to Lt Col. recently., Prior
to coming to: Walter Reed Hospit-
al, LTC McDowell was chief of
the Allergy Clinic at Letterman
General Hospital in San Francisco,
California, With his wife and two
sons. Michael (3) and John (8),
LTC MceDowell resides at 13801
Arctic Ave., Rockville, Maryland.

MARY ANDERSON JANIS re-
ports that her family was in a car
aceident last August. Her hus-
hand. Bob, is still vecuperating.
Mr. and Mrs, Janis and two child-
ven. Shirley: (6), Neal (8), reside
4t Rt 3. Box 173, Tampa, Florida.
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ELIZABETH LOVING SITTSER
with her two sons, Stephen (9)
and Stanton (7), Is now living al
4905 SW Nevada Ct., Portland|
Gregon. Elizabeth is attending
Portland State College under the
1.8, Government Prospective
Teacher Fellowship Program.

LCDR. D. M. GRAGG MC-USN
is now stationed in Naples, Italy
where he is Chief of Medicine at
the 1S, Naval Station Hospital
His addiess is Stahosp. Navsup-
pact, Box 19, FPO! New York,
N Y. 09521
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WILLARD K. CAREY (L) has
heen selected as the “Man of the
Year" by the La Grande-Union
County Chamber of Commerce.
In addition to maintaining a very
active law practice, he has found
the time to be a member of the
Board of Directors of numerous
business corparalions, member of
many origanizations and president
of both the Union County Bar As-
sociation and the recently organ-
ized Union-Wallowa County Bar
Assne, His address is 944 ‘West
Jacobson Bldg., La Grande, Ote-
EOn

DELPHA SHORT HAMMERLE
i= livine on a farm near Vale, Ote-
gon. Her husband is teaching and
poaching at Vale Union High
Schanl, Delphi is a full-time coun-
selor at the junior higl in On-
tario, They have two children, d
hoy (81%) and a girl (21%). The
address Is Rt. 2, Box 96, Vale,
Oregon

MR, and MRS, J K. McCALL-
ISTER (L'63) (ROBERTA SJOD-
ING '56) are living at 890 Frank-
lin, Astoria, Oregon. As of Janu-
ary 1. Jerry is a partner in the
law firm of Macdonald, Dean and
MeCallister

WALTER B. DAUBER (L'62) is
an attorney with Tonkoff, Holst
and Hanson in Yakima, Washing-
tan, He resides at 5103 Douglas
Drive.

WILLIAM S. BIORKMAN and
his. wife, Carol; live at 19920 Bay-
wood, Cupertine. Califernia. Bill

warks for Philco-Ford' in Palo Al-
to and his wife teaches in Santa
Clara.
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DONALD L. AGNEW has been
employed for the past two years
as a develppment engineer in the
Apparatus and Optleal Division of
Eastman Kodak Co. In May, 1966,
Donald married Roberta Parding-
ton of Manchester, New York.
They reside at 142 Ave, B, Roch-
ester, New York.

BETTY BEAUTROW is director
for Southeast Yakima War on
Poverty, They are now in the
process of creating encuegh inter-
est to aid in bullding a neighbor-
houd center without federal funds.
Betty lives at 903 Summitview,
Yakima, Washington.

Hood River, Oregon, is the home
for MR. and MRS. GARY LOCK-
WOOD (L'60) (GAYLE ROGERS)
and daughters, Linda (5) and
Lorna (2). Gary is practicing law
in partnership with Wayne An-
tiala. 'Their address is Rt. 4, Box
428,

LAUREL HERR NELSON'is now
living in Fulton, New York at 106
Ridge Rd. Her husband, Marlih,
was promoted to plant superinteri-
dent for the Fulton Birds Eye
plant. The family riow consists of
three girls — 10, 815, 6% and one
boy—115.,

CAPT. VOLNEY SIGMUND was
married last August in  Little
Rock, Arkansas to Lyrn Weber.
They are presently residing m
Tripoli, Libya. Capt; Sigmund
flics the F 1000 while his wife
teaches the 5th grade in the USAF
Dependent School. Their address
is: Box 1837, AP0, New York, N.Y
08231
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THOMAS A. GATL, MD. is now
living in Sherwnod, Oregon where
he is in general medical practice
His fourth son, Jonathan Charles,
was born December 30, 1966

PAULA E. PREUSS is a social
worker for the San Mateo County
Department of Health and Wel-
fare. Paula received her MSW
{Masters on Social Work) from
the University of Denver. Her ad-
dress is 2001 Manhattan Ave, £103,
Palo Alte, Calif

PATRICTIA MacGREGOR SCOTT
is a housewife and resides at 112
Corsair, Lemoore Naval Air Sta-
fion, California.

DOUGLAS P. CARD lives at
9701 Neil Ave., Coluimibus, Ohio
and is in the soeinlogy department
at OlNio State University.

RONALD K. KINGSLEY is mu-
sical therapist at Agnews Stale
Hospital and resides at 690 N
17th, San Jose, California.

JOHN K. BOWKER marnied
Mrs. Adele Pierson Fink in Octo-
ber, 1965, They adopted Jamael
Lou (6) and Jorja Lyn (9) in Ap-
ril, 1966, They reside at 19 38
Doree St., Porterville, California.

Mr. and Mrs. PETE VAN HORN
(CORALIE ROSEBERRY '57) live
at 1675 NW [I38th, Portland, Dre-
von. Pete has been made an as-
sislant wvice president and com-
mereial loan officer in the main
branch of the U.S. National Banlk,
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ROSEMARY GILBERT is work-
ing as head nurse of the Intensive
Care Unit at El Camino Hospital
in Mountain View, California, She
resides at 991 Boranda.

GORDON E. THOMPSON i
court elerk at the Multnomahl
County Court House and resides
at 228 NW 22nd Ave., Apt 309,
Partland, Oregon.
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RICHARD A WALSBORN
sales mmanager and resides at
N. King, Seaside, Oregan
his wife, Jean, have
ren, Christy  (8)
Peggy (4).

MARY ELIZABETH ALLABACH
KROMLING recently moved 1o
California {from Michigan. Her
hushand, Liarry, was promoted to
Distriet Manager of the Los An-
geles Dislriet for Burrouglits
Corp. Their new address js 17122
Armstead St Granada Hills, Cali-
fornia
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STEPHEN A

i5 a
B35
He and
three child-
Rich (7) and

HONE was pro-
moted from Lt to Captain in Dec-
ember. He has now completed 2
yvears In Germany and started his
last 12 months in the BEurbpear
Command. Upon returning to the
7.5, he will go to Colorado
Springs for the Procurement Offi-
cer's Course. His address is 604th
ACW Sqd., Bgx 173, APO New
York, N.Y. 0D207.

PATRICIA CULLEY KENNEDY
is living in Bonner Springs, Kans-
as. Her hushand. Bob, is working
in fibre glass research there. Pa-
tricia and the four children, Mar-
gie, Tom, Matt and Andy are en-
joying this lake community. Their
address 18 Lake of the Farest,
Bomner Springs, Karisas

MR an¢d MRS DONALD E.
GARDNER (JEAN KYLE '53) re-
side af 533M Tth Ave. NE, Salem,
Oregon. Don recently became as-
sistant vice-president of State Fi-
nance Co. He is manager of the
home mortgage department. Jean
i¥ 4t home, bu-.' rearing two chil-
dren: Mark (6) and Karen (3'5).

CAPT. GERRALD G. WHITE is
a navigator en a KC - 135 jet tark-
er. He and his wife, Sally reside
at 01 Marshall Rd 2-14, Jacksan-
ville, Ark

JANE
mastérs
Uriversity
summer,

finished her
degree last June at the
Oregon. Then last
chaperoned a group
of hiih school students behind the
Iron! curtaln for three weeks, Jane
is mow teaching the 8%th grade in
Eugene, Oregon and resides at
7650 E. 14th St

ROBERT W. CLARK has joined
the Los Angeles office ol Gardner
Advertidin) Company as media
supervisor, He formerly was a
medin account executive and in
eting. Tesearch at  Batten,
arton, Durstine ‘and Osborn in
‘wn Francisco. Bob is married and
rhilcl Jennifer (3). His
8 45 510 Carple St Union
Calif,

DEDRICK

of

she

ity
ATTDNEY HORTON COSAND is

and resides at
Apt. 10, Port-

housewife
2114 SE Caruthers,
lamel, Oregon.

JOSEPH C

now. g

LUNSFORD has
cently moved his law office
s now sharing an office with BOB
N. KRUG L'62. Joe and his wife
Audrey now have four children
Janna (19), Randall (17), Tona
Sue (8) and Christopher ¢4)
Their address is 1690 Ford St.,
Redlands. California.
FRED VAN NATTA is
as administrative assistant

TE-
and

serving
during

the legislative session to House
Speaker Monte Monteamery, He
and his family have moved to Sa-
lem from Eugene for the duration
pf the legislative session and re-
side .at ‘5160 Verda Lane N, Sal-
em. Dregon,

CAPTAIN FREDERICK J FOW-

l..I-III! has entered the Air Univer-
SHy's Squadron, Officer School at
well AFB, Ala. He previotis-
erved as an’ advanced weather
otf wer ot Elgin AFB, Wla. He is
aecompanied by his wife, Patricia
and their children, Frederick (5)
and Cynthia (2). Address is 3038

Gastoni, Montgomery, Alabaima
Mr. and Mrs. JOHN E. KELLEY
LLETA KI.OCK) and two children,
Brice (5), Eileen (4), reside at
RY, 4, Box 3861<, Aib'irw Oregon.
John i a project leader in the
noi-metallics section of the U.S.
Bureau of Mines in Albany.
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MR, and MRS. GREG MILNES
(LORETTA RAY) live at 1816
Birch St,, Forest Grove, Oregon.

Greg has been appmnwd to the
staff of District Atlorney and will
be handling erimingl cases.

MR. and MRS. CHUCK CHEELD

(KAREN HENNINGER) have re-
turned from 4 wvears in Europe

The Cheelds
2 daughters, Laura and
Marcia now live at 29005 Geroni-
mu. Dr., Pales Verdes Peninsula,
Califarnia, Chuck is now a pilot
with Continerital Airlines

WILLIAM €. HANSON is pro-
duction control manager for Digi-
Corp, He and his
Bette, have two children,

(31%) and Richard (1)

! reside at T Nadine Rd., Ac-
ton. Mass.

GRANT
0Ol 'Company and
El Prado Ave., Api
Grovi,

with the Air Force.
and their

tal Equipment
."-nft

MARSH is with Maobil
resides at 13431

BA, Garden

California.
DICKSON
at

DIANNE
15 !]u\’

LAWRENCE
7128 S. Emerald,
Her husband,
i 1= setving Normal Park
Methodist Chiureh. They have
two children, Tony (3) @nd Valory
Jean who! iS a year old
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Tir

a month's trip to Europe
in May. MARIANNA KOCH
FRONCZAK and her husband, Ed-
ward| will continue work for their
doctorates in Communiedtion Sci-
ange and French respectively at
the. University of AMichigan. Their
apddress is 311 Thompson, Ann Ar-
b, Michigan.

FISAD SATO i5 phyeical educa=
tioti  teacher at North Marion
High School, Aurora, Oregon.
IMisan.  and wife have three
children Terry (3i5), Jeffi (2)
and Daryl The address is
1237 Kermmedy St.. Woodburn, Qre-

.Y_-\.'\‘F.FT.'\' HARDY'* RANSDEN
1480 2ist 'St. NE, Salem,
. She is now working as a
1al rehabilitation counsel-
he Disability Determination

of Social Security.

MARY CATHERINE CAUSBIE
ELEISH atid lier husband ave
rioved 1o/ Mew Yoark (Citv whare he
I with ithie United Nations Indis-
trial Ogranization. The headquar-

at

“--'l‘t‘-r"

1

ters of this organization has been
placed in Vienna, Austria, and in
11, they will mowve thers.
The a daught Rhonda
Saral m s old
Thix tfiew add iH’-m i5 .“{w\ E 33rd St
Apt. 18B, New York, N.Y.
SUELLEN STANLEY DIACON-
OFF is king on her MA in
French Indiana

IIniversity
le her husband. Peter, finishes
Ph.D in gove rnmt‘nr Their
:ir}rirf‘}'.—‘ is 811 N. Grant. Blooming-
tan, Indiana
RICHARD D WAYLAND
has been awarded
U.S. Air Force sil-
ver pilet wings up-
on graduation at
Reese AFB., Texas
He is being assign-
ed to Davis-Mon-
than AFB. Arizona
for flying duty with
| the Tactical Air
Command which
provides combat re-
connajssance and

wh

15

LT.

aerial firepower for

.S, Army forces:

JOHN R, KRAFT is a chemist
and is now lwmg at 980 S. Mag-
nolia  Awve., 305, Los Angeles,
California.

MR, and MRS. PHILLIP THOM
(MARIAN HAUKE) and young

daughter, Tracy Lee, are living at
204200 14th NW, Seattle, Washing-
ton. Phil is is an attorney with
Skeel, McKelvey, Henke, Evenson
and Uhimann, Marlan is giving
piano  lessons plus teaching an
adult conversation class in Span-

ish
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JAMES P. O'HAIR was appoint-
ed as a teaching assistant in the
department of socinlogy al Syra-
cise Tiniversity for the spring se-
mester 1087, He is also compiling
a book of readings on cross-cul-
tural aspects of Urban Sociology

Jim, his wife and two boys, Jay
(21 months) and Timmy (D
moenths) are living at 446 Ellis

St., Syracuse, New York
LT. DALE A, STICKA is a pilot
In the U, S. Air Force and 1= living

at. 3020 W. Montague Ave., N
Charleston; South Carolina.
LT TD!'i'\' 8. ROGERS just com-

pleted a'2 month tour of Gertnany
with fhe Air Foree. Affer March),
he will bhe stationed at Norton
AFB, San Bernadino, California,
flying the new air force C-141 jet

cargo plane. Cutrrent address is
201 Windsor Rd,, Savannah, Genor-
LT. RICHARD ¥. LORD is a

member of the 4th Ailr Commando
Squadran serving on the Mekong
Deita. At the end of the Vietnam
four, his: address will be 2216 N.
Bristol, Santa Ana, California.

ROBERT E. HERYFORD (5 a
mechanical engineer and presentiy
working for Glohal Assoc. on
Kwatalein in the Marshall Islands.

is address is Box 1453, APO San
1cisco, California

CAPT and MRS DEXTER
MAUST (MERLE  GILLESPIE)
were married last August in San
Bernardino, California. Dexter is
a. captain in the U S, Marine Corp
and stationed in Phu Bal, Viet-
nam. Merle is in Salem teaching
a4t the Schowl for the Deaf D ex-

ter will return’ in Sepiemhber, '67T.
Thenr address is 1B85 Brondway
NE, Salem, Oregon.

JOHN P. BINFORD i5 managing
Hinford apartments and Z clean-
Fle was matried last July and
now resides 41 1001 NE Toth, Port-
land, Oregon

LT JOHN E RYAN
with a unit that iz atta
st Special Forces Group
the office of the ecivie action
cocrdination, His address i= 97th
Civil  Affairs Group, APOQ San
Franegisen, California 88331

MICHAEL WHITELY is in the
air force and resides at B322 Ca-
Ivnpso. Dr., Orianda, Florida

MR. and MRS, WILLIAM OST-
ENSON (PATRICIA McCREADY
52y reside at 17118 Jill  Awve..
Sauthfield. Michigan Bill is as-
sistant to the president of Metro-
nolitan Fund Ine.  Metropdlitan
Fund i= & non-profit foundation
which develops and implements
action programs 'designed to solve
metropolitan. problems in souti-
east Michigan

GLEN DOWNS reti
tober 66 from assi
tour of duly with the
Servive in sotthern
totir lasted 115 wvears. He is now
working for the Vallewy Migrant
Lieague as a vocalional counsellor.
His address is 456 Miller St., Sa-
lem, Oregon

Capt. and Mrs. EUGENE GRE-
GORY ISHARON BROWN ‘65) re-
side ut 318 Beck St Goldsboro,

©rs

is stationed
ched to ihe
He is

‘ned in Oc-
iment and
U.S: Forelgn
Pertl,. The

No. Carolina, Captl. Gregory is
stationed at Seymour Johnison
AFB with the [68th Bomb Wing

(SAC). His present cuty is Wing
Ground Traimng Officer. Sharon
received her BA from the Univer-
sity of New Hampshire and is
presently leaching U.S and World
History in the hlgh school,
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MR, and MRS. GARY LONG
(GAIL McELRATH) reside at
24974 Baldwin, Apt, E, E. Cleve-
land, Ohio, Gall will receive ler
Masters of Science In Sdeial Ad-
minigtration from Western Reserve
IIniversity in June ‘87, Gary re-
ceived a Masters in Psychology in
February from Western Reserve
University. They hope 1o spend
the summer in Yutatan, Mexico
in conjunction with a doctoral re-
search project that Gary will' he
working on.

CAROL KITCHEN ADAMS is an
English  teacher at Beaverlon
High' School. Last summer, she
chaperoned a4 group of nine stu-
dents from Beaverion on a langu-
age study trip o Europe. Carol
was married in Decemiber to Ste-
ven Adams. Her address i= THI6
SW 17th Drive, Portland. Oregon.

ARTHUR PHEMISTER 158 in
gradusgte sehiool at the University
of Denver. He, hizwife, Judy and
douehter, Heldl (2) reside at 3700
E. Jewell, Apt. 300, Denver, Colo-
rado.

MARGO MARIS is an instructor
of political seience at Multnomah
Junior College and also attending
Northwestern College of Law of
Liewis & ( Marego rvesides at
9944 NE M’mnn Portland, Oregon

ROBERT E. MONSON is a tea-
Lmr .,l Mill City High Schoopl and
1, Box 186, Lyons,

WILLIAM H. ALLEN has been
commissioned a
sepond Lit. in. the
11,8 Alr Force. He
will mow enter
training as a wWea-
ther officer He
and his wife (VIR-
GINIA LUTTICK-
EN '66) reside at
6218 So. New Bra-
unfels, Apt 25D,
San Antonis, Texas

JANE MARTIN 5 &
therapist and resides at
Wash-
received. her BOA,
of Washing-

MARY
speech
BRNS Woodlawn NE, Seattle,

She
University

ington
from
ton.
HUGH K. COLE (L) has heen
anpointed to (,.nr:l-, -‘f'm- fie's le-
ey

the

gal staff in the he
fruar ; Hueh with 111n
Maric and three echilglren Yos:
at 9010 SW Meadow Lane, Port-
tand, Oregon.

FREDRICK 1. DECKER (L) Has
regently foined the law firm of
Coode. Goode and Altman In Al-
biny, Oregon, Fred and his wife,
Beverly and two children, Bruce
{11}, Michael (8) reside al Hi. 4
Box 252N, Albany, Oregon.

JULIE E. ADAMS (s vocationnl

selor f ‘ogon Depart-
1 nf Emplovment—Youth Op-
portunity Center in Portland, Ore-

gor. Her address is 2710 SE Stark

st
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MARTHA M, SNEARY received
an M.A, in Special Eduocstion of
the Visually Handicapped from
Michigan State University in Aug-
et '66, Presently she isemploy-
ot ae a resource teacher for hlind
students at ‘the junior high sehool
level in San Diego, California, Her
address is 2988 Ocenn Front Walk

CHERYL BONMANNON DAW-
SON is tedaching at Seth Lewelling




Elementary School and resides at
2208 SE 43rd, Milwaukie, Oregon.
She was married last March '66 to
John Dawson,

SUE-DEE DONNER LAZZER-

INI was married in May ‘668 to
Fdward Lazzerini from Hartford,
Conn. They are now living in

Bronx, New York, 24238 Hering

Ave, Sue finished her MA in Bus-
sjan Language & Literature in
Feb. '87 at Fordham University.
Hér husband will complete his
MA in Russian Studies in May

They are both working as research
assiitants.

LINDA WEBBER has been tea-
ching Bth grade English and is
faculty advisor for the school
newspaper at East Junior High
Schoaol e resides at 26004% 3rd
Ave Great ?-‘l, Montana.

SALLY F, STONE is teaching
English and Ameriean History at
Tyee Junior High in Bellevue,
Washington. Her address is 9616
NE Sth.

Rl(‘!-!s\Rl’) 1., STEWART is a
eracdiuate stident at the University
ol Oregon. He Is working on his
MA and has n teaching assistant-
ship in the geology department
address remains 111 NE 67th
+.. Portland, Oregon
NELSON is a
antom: I, 'His
FTR Sadn:,

GCARTH M.
F-4 I‘h

rliot -.‘ ‘-I"

D \‘\. NENTELS SER s
r ‘nshy P,nr‘..

.-1'1 A p.lx.{ time ha 5 :vlrirc“':
i 10000 SW Beavort Hwy.. Bei-
verton, Oregon

DUNCAN M, JAMES (L) re-
3 15 Troriwood Dr,, Pach-

starnt In
rator of Na-
Franclsco.

1, He i
adminis

in San

BURN-
wy 3115,
A% -3 3001,

MARY -f‘i-i‘.‘- YHART I-\.’\I AN
18 J. wking at the Red Ci
I nd, Ca nia and resi

".' Grove

Ave

t ’ r'. T; ,;_:‘_d and
:.{' ‘s)t“ \'I

HARRITS is

1alizes |

a0
fect Her address is

1066 NE 8fth Washington

MR ES D. LEW-
1s CE) are liv-
ree Jim
q Thodale 1<'[t al Sehot |T

tv and Raynett
tutoring and lr;l-:-
hing certifi-

W “”-!‘l‘[ 3

An ex-

S, 15th

MR, and MRS RICHARD BALL
VICKI KERANEN '67) ara Lving
505 Arapahai H-\'J der, Color
Dl'-"»’ 15 b 'wen' at the

rersity. of € ]r.r.(*n

L& II""’ IEU

M Fvans

ton; !.:,’1-”_»

WARD A NELSON is

sehnol in musie

attending
at Michi-

pan State University: His address
s 7170 SW 76th, Garden Home,
Oregon.

LT. and MRS, WALTER MAZE
(ANITA DRINKER) are now liv-
ing at 1905 Airline Dr., Bossier
City, La. Walter is Welfdare Funds
officer with the U.S. Air Force.
They have a sbn, Brian.

LAURIE OSBORN is presently
emploved by Multnomah County
Juvenile Detention Home as a So-
cial group worker. Her new ad-
dress i5~10325 NE HANCOCOK, Aph
42, Portland, Oregon.

LT KEITH T. CRAWFORD has
just finished 7 months training at
C‘v.rm—- AFB at the aircraft Main-
tenance O”rcr Course He is
now assigned to the 63rd Organi-
sationzl Maintenance Sguadron
at Norton AFB, San Bernardino,
Oalifarnia. He will be flight line
maintenance officer for the new
C-141 cargo planes. His address
is 308 Wier Rd,, Apt, 15, Loma
Linda, California.

ANNE RAKESTRAW received
her BA from the University of
California at Davis and is now re-
senrch technician. Her address i
f20 Mountain Home Re , Woodside,
California

BARRY SCHRUMPEF is a gradus
ate assistant in the Range Man-
t Department a4t Oregon
e University. His address is
Orchard St, Corvallis; Ore-

EOT

MR, and MRS. PHILLIP MARSH
(RU TII YOUNKER) have a new
address — 60 Alta, San Franeisco,
California. Phil Is currently serv-
ing & months active duty with the
army reserves at Fort Polk, La
Ruth s living with friends in San
Francisen and working as a serv-
ce representative at Pacific Bell

MARILYN BRANDT s working

on her MA at the University of
Ore 1 and resides af 951 K. 10th,
Apt. 2, Eugene, Oregion

GARRY M. DeLONG I[Mves at

4527 NE 985th Awve;, Portland. Ore-

[ u and is with the WS Public
Health Dept.

MR and MRS, LARRY LIEBE-
NOW (KATHLEEN BENDIX) are

¢ livihg at 1756 Slaterville Rd,,

New York, Larry is at-
business administration
Cornell and wnrking for

for
last

working
married

Kathleen is
Thev were

f] \"]I? NIELSEN is a graduate
h assistant at Corriell Uni-
trnent of En-
les at T10 Giles
Ant, thacih, New York
BRUCE ANDERSON jis with Hy-
Innd Lahoratories in sales and
niblic with
! May

thmaol

St

.'n“\lnnr! f.thn'r z

JAY I":l?""“III’_; ts with the 1S
Officers Candi-
FL. Belvoir, Va
Co I'F‘\AF.[)(,'R.

HETS
nt. at
is Ha
Ft. Belvair;, Va

MICHAEL J PEARSON is a
rratduate student at the Univ itw
sylvanin. He is witl

Graduate Division —
of Finance and Commerce
Address is 411 S. 42nd St #4
Philadelphia, Pa

GRANT McALLISTER: i
Air Force
Cr nt Dr..

yvarton
Sechionl

i the
id living - at 304
dyear: Arizona
ATTERBURY is a
dent at the Universilv
and resides #t 613

Madison, Wiseorn-

LAWHRENCE POTTS is transpor-
tation agept for Trans Waorld Ajr-
Hnes and part time graduate study
nt San Francicen, California

MR, anid MRS. BRUCE SCHULT-
HEIS (CARDOL WALTON '83) have

205 S, 39th, Yakima,
Bruce is deputy
attorney for Yakima

moved 1o
Washington
prosecuting
County.
THOMAS H. DENNEY has been
appointed Deputy District Attor-

ney for Clackamas County. He
presently resides in West Linn,
Cregon

'67

THOMAS A. SPANIER and his
wife, Jacqueline, reside at 1819
Addison =6, Berkeley, California.
Torn is & student at the Univer-
sity of California

CHERYL CASTLES has joined
the firm of Joseph and Luecas as
an orzan demonstrator and recep-

tionist. Her address is 1380 SW
Orinda Wayv, Poriland, Oregon
Marriages

CHARLES W. ELLIOTT '6l was
married ‘to Antoinette Jordan in
Orinda, Callfornia on October 8,
1966 They reside at 8666 W. Bb6th
Place, Los Angeles, California.

CARL CORDING '32 was mar-
ried tp Loiz 1. Binns on February
12 1967 in Portland, Oregon. They
are now residing at 2641 NE 24th

Ave . Portland] Oregon
AUDNEY L. HORTON '60 and
Harold Cosand were married on

November 19, 1966, Mr. Cosand is
iierohinlogist for the medical
wal, Their addr is 2114 SE
uthers 210, Portland, Oregon,

GERALD J.  MAHRSH '61 was
married on Manch 100 1967 to Joan
Steckler in Seattle, Washington
Mrs, Marsh is a graduate of Seat-
tle University and is presently
teaching in ttle’ and Mr, Marsh
Is an underwriter for National
Puhlic Service Co.

ROBIN MOSELEY '62 and Kevin
O'Connell we married on Feb-
riany 13. 1967 in Atherton. Cali-
fornia.

LT

GRANT McALLISTER ‘66
was 'married to Kdatiileen Browiell
an Feb. 1, 1867 in Salern, Oregon.
They are now living at 304 Cres-
cent Dr., Goodyear, Arizona,
where Lt MeAllister is stationed
at Laitke's Air Force Base, as an
mstnucton

JO GANNON '61 'bhecame
britle of Francis Padarrish on
ember 17, 1966 in
Germany. Mr

the
Nl'l\'~
Bremerhaven,
Parrish is with the

(18I Air Force Secnrily Group:
CAROL KITCHEN '64 was mar-

1967 in

1 on January 21, Port-

land, Dregon to Steven K. Adams
CAROL ANN McMURTRY ‘65
and DALE C. NELSON '66 were
rmr*md on March 1, 1667 in Eu-
e, Oregon. Carnl received her
frn1|| East-West Cenler, Uni-

ity of Fawail '86 and is now
g for Far-East America
Council nf Commerce, Dale is do-
ing graduate work 81 Columhbia

University School of International
Affairs, Their address is 317 West
103rd, Ant. 3F., New York, N.Y

CAROL S WOODRBURY 61 and
CHARLES A: LANE ‘61 - L.'64
were married on February 9, 1967
in Ontario, Orepon. Charol is teach-
ing in Portland and Charles is an
Attorney. Their address is 2182
NW Hpyt, Portland, Oregon

LINDA POND ‘64 and Tom
Palma were married on May 22,
1966. Since their marriage, Linda
has heen  enrolled at  Stanford
Universily where she will receive
her Masters in June 'A7. Their
address is 2432 Westpate Ave.,
San Jose, California

Rirths

:i‘-u Mr. and Mrs. Phil Backman
[SHARON BATES '58) a datight-

er, Karen Denise was born on Oc-
tober ‘29, 1966, She joins a sister,
Sonja who is 2 years old. Thetir
address s 870 Gay Ct., Eugene;

Oregon,

A son, Mark Edward,
an Mayv 26, 1966 to Mr.
Maynard Johnson
THOMPSON '61) who
G400 44th Ave. No.,
Minn
A bov, William Thomas was born
on August 18, 1966 to Mr. and
Mrs. WILLIAM T. SEAWELIL '59,
Tlhey live at 442° 2nd Ave., #4,
San Francisco, Californmia.

To Mr. and Mrs. Henry Moare
(PATSY WILLIAMS °57), a girl
Laura Elizaheth on July 8, 1966,
She jnins 2 brothers, Daniel (7)
and Donald (5). They reside at
508 Jackson, Palo Alte, California.

On Februdary 12, 19687, a son,
Kurt., was born fo Mr. and Mrs,
Ed Menning (JEAN MARTIN '68).
He joins 215 year old, Beth, at
Yosemnite National Park, Califor-
nin where Mr. Menning is a nat-
uralist. Their address is Box 255,
Yosemite, California.

wias born
and Mrs.
(TERRYL
reside at
Mirineapolis,

Deaths

DR. JOHN C

died in Bend,

VANDEVERT '\4

Oregon on March
18, 1967 Dr. Vandevert was cred-
ited with starting the Bend Sur-
gical Hospital, the first hospital
in the community and maintained
his medical practice for over 50
years

H., GORDON WILSON 1.'48 pass-
ed away o October 26, 1866 in
John Day, Oregon.

MILDRED MeKILLICAN AT-
KINSON. 27 died suddenly in. San
Mateo, California on Febhruary 2
1067, She ig survived hy her hus-
band. GEORGE ATKINSON ‘'I6,
now president of the Guy F. Al-
kinson Co

DR. FREDERICK BIRCH 3§
nassed away in Coos Bay, Oregon
on November 28, 1966. He lhad
pracliced optometry in Coos Bay
sinee 1038

VERDA MeCRACKEN YOUNG
‘31 died nt her hotne in Santa
Monica, California on January 23,

1907 after a long illness
DR. DICK R ROSS ‘13 died
Fehruary 15, 1867 in Salem, Ore-

He was a surgeon in Salem
for nearly 45 years and one of
the founders of Salem Clinie
EDNA TAYLOR ‘02 died in Vir-
ginia, Ilinois on January 22, 1967
GLENN MacCADDAM "15 died
in. Danville, Kentucky on Febru-
ary 24, 1967,
CILLARENCE A

fon

BARTON L'34 af

Coguille, Oregon died on Febru-
ary 16 1967 after a lengthy (ill-
ness, He was president of West

Mr. Barton served
four terms in the Oregon FHouse
of Representatives. He was alsn
kriown as one of Oregon’s top tax
rxnerts,

ROBERT (BOB) WHITE 'S5l
diedd of eancer at Pendleton, Ore-
son on February 16, 1967, He was
a former Willamette foothall and
haseball plaver and had been as-
sistant fonthall coach and base-
hall coach at Pendleton High
School He is survived by his
i :I'f- MARTHA BERNARD WHITE

Coast Title Co

REID '56 died sud-
Antas, Cali-
1967, At the
Mr. Reil was
Pacific Plant-
Cruz, He

W ALTER L.
fenly at' his hinmme in
fortiia, on Mareli 14
tire af hizs death,
sales manager for
ronies, Ine. of Santa !
wag echairman of the Building
Committee for the Aptos Metho-
dist Church and an active mem-
her of Toastmasters Interpation-
al. He is survived by his wife
LYNN MOODHE REID '58 and

three children, Mark, Dick and
Deane Marie of Buox 626, Aptos.
California
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SUPPORT THE
LOYALTY FUND

Willamette University's faculty, an indispensable
element of education, is the sole reason for the Fund's
existence; all contributions are used for the support

of faculty salaries.

The Collins Foundation Challenge

Since 1957 Willamette alumni have, in addition to their own gifts, earn-
ed $84,825 from the Collins Challenge for faculty salaries. Every alum-
nus, regardless of the size of gift, can play an important part in meeting
this year's challenge. The terms are:

1. Any increase in giving from alumni who gave in 1966 to
the Loyalty Fund will be matched dollar-for-dollar.

2. New contributors (prior to 1966) the total gift will be
matched dollar-for-dollar.

3. For each 100 contributors over 2500 (the number who gave
last year) there will be a bonus of $1,000.




ALUMNI DAY—-MAY 20

Dr. Glenn Olds lo Keynote Anniversary Banquel

This year Alumni Day has special significance as Willamette celebrates its

125¢th anniversary. A member of the centennial class, Glenn A. Olds, will

be the banquet speaker. This distinguished educator and former college

president is currently Dean for International Studies and World Affairs at

the State University of New York. Dr. Olds' international interests are re-

flected in his responsibilities which have included Consultant in Develop-

ment of the Peace Corps; Chief architect of the private sector of the program

“Volunteers in Service to America” (VISTA ): and Consultant to President

Dwight D. Eisenhower on the Stockholm Conference. (The Alumni banquet

is scheduled for 6 p.m. at the Marion Horeel. )

The faculty speaker at the Alumni Institute at

10 a.m. will be Dr. Richard Gillis, head of the

deparcment of economics. Professor Gillis is an

outstanding teacher and scholar and an engaging

speaker. Last summer he was one of 25 econo-

mists selected nationally by the American Securi-

ties Industries to study financial markers in New

York. His institute topic will be “"What Laymen

Should Know About the Stock Exchanges.”

Building Dedicalions

Dedication and open house of the new library addition,
the William S. Walton Hall and the addition to Doney
Hall will be at 11 a.m. Walton Hall, which is attached
to the south side of the library and faces the gymnasium,
will house classrooms and language laboratory facilities
as well as additional library stack space and study carrels.
The Doney addition provides rooms for forty fresh-
man women and modern kitchen facilities for Lausanne
and Doney Halls.

Dr. Richard Gillss

Reunion Luncheon

Reunion luncheons will be held in various campus din-
ing rooms for the honored classes — those with class
numbers ending in 2 or 7, except for classes 52, '57 and
'62, which will hold reunions at Homecoming, Novem

ber 4. The "Half-Century” Club (graduates of 1916
and before) will hold their special luncheon in Matthews
Hall. Members of classes not celebating reunions
are cordially invited to attend the general alumni
luncheon.

WE'LL SEE YOU AT 9:30 AM. FOR COFFEE AND REGISTRATION IN THE
STUDENT CENTER, MATTHEWS HALL.

Baccalaureate, May 21, 10 a.m., Fine Arts Auditorium

Speaker: Dr. R. Franklin Thompson, President, University of Puget Sound

Commencement, May 21, 3 p.m., McCulloch Stadium

Speaker: Senator Mark O. Hatfield (R-Oregon)




