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editorial

Increase possible

Last Thursday, April 29, the finance committee of the
State Board of Higher Education recommended no tuition
increase for the 1977-79 biennium. Committee member
Rabert ingalls termed the vote “hypocritical” because the
board has recommended no tuition increase for the last
three bienniums and yet tuition has gone up every year
since 1971. While the committee’s recommendation may

not be hypocritical, it is at least unrealistic.

Each time the legisiature has refused to fully fund the
board’s budget request, the board has been forced 1o in-
crease tuition to make up the difference. Experience
shouid have taught us by now that when the legisiature is
. faced with a tight money situation, higher education is one
of the first areas to feel the axe.

Rather than repeating this spring’s frantic, last-minute
effort to reduce the tuition increase, the time to start search-
ing for ways o tim the budget and ways to influence
legisiative actions is now, before the committee’s recom-
mendation goes to the full board for approval on May 25.
The ASUQ Executive has already identified two overly-fat
areas in the proposed budget; over-duplication of prog-

Even with a trimmed-down budget, however, it is still
possible that students may be faced with a tuition increase
for the next biennium. Our best bet for keeping this in-
crease as low as possible is for students to begin working
now. The ASUO Executive and other student groups, such
as the Revolutionary Student Brigade (RSB), must unite
and begin their lobby effort. Two years from now anti-
tuition demonstrations will do nothing to hold back tuition if
specific plans aren't made now.

Letters

Trowel raised
I've been an ardent follower of

paper for vital information
quicker).

Robert Hastings

arch., jr.

Editor’s Note: Every year most
students pay $76.50 to the ASUO

it may be that he is not involved in
any student organization or it may
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be that he never uses the EMU,
attends any campus movies or
never has need for legal services.
I so, we think he is an extreme

how their money is being spent
and who is going to do the spend-
ing. And, if the ASUO stories do

Didn’t yield

We wouid ke to congratulate
Jim “lzzy” Whetstine on his
moral victory in the ASUO primary
elections. It is nwlmt to note

'Ban"landmafmm!he
Think of the great mass of stu-
dents rising in a ftitanic

-~

On Sunday, May 9, at 7:30 p.m., The lranian
Student Association at the UO will sponsor the
“Iran Night” — a senes of programs pertaining t0
the present political situation in Iran. By present-

tions in that country under the Shah's regime, the
oppressive nature of that monarcho-fascist re-
gme and the reaction of different strata of the
Iranian society to this oppression. The analysis of
this very last point requires a thorough under-
standing of the causes of the movement in iran,
the most radical and dynamic part of which is the
revolutionary armed struggle which began in
1971. Since the media and the press in America
have been relatively silent on this matter, we feel
obiigated to put more emphasis on this very last
implications for the U.S., and therefore, we urge
everyone concermed in the community to partici-
pate in our activities.

opinion

Iran: a future Vietnam?

N

tence of a Vietnamese-type revolutionary move-
ment in the Gulf area (Oman) have expanded the
Shah'’s role to the imperialist interests
in the whole of the region. This new role is a
o8 : H Kissinger (the
foreign policy designed by Henry
Nixon Loctrine) to cope with the newly emerged
problems. As Kissinger states, “To act consis-
tently abroad we must be able to generate coali-
tions of shared purposes. Regional groupings
supported by the U.S. will have to take over major
responsibility for their immediate areas, with the
U.S. being more concerned with the overall
umammmm:
every regional enterprise.” mere selection
Iran as the gendarme of imperialism in the area
stems from such facts as the existence of a very
strong and modern army, a large population, and
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a strong
a larger strata of technocrats, and finally that the
Shah has proven to be a reliable watchdog for
Imperialist interest.

These two roles, given to the Shah by the U.S.
and other Western imperialsit powers, has
caused more on Western indus-
tialized countries by Iran and has diverted the

“Iranian socio-economic structure from its natural

and historic path which certainly would have been
conducive to the creation of a just society, an
equitable distribution of income, and the elimina-
tion of poverty and other social evils. It is therefore
amparmmatmelramanpeopiemeandover
throw such an oppressive and reactionary re-
gime. The existence of 40,000 political prisoners
(according to the Sunday Times of London, Jan.
1975), many of whom are under torture or await-
ing execution, is certainly a response to the un-
bearable conditions in Iran. Moreover, in 1971,
the Organization of People's Fedayee Guerrillas
took up arms and since then, together with Mo-
jahedeen and other revolutionary organizations,
they have waged an armed struggle in their at-
tempt to create conditions under which a total
transformation of the Iranian society would be
possible. To them, an armed struggle is the only
possible way to overthrow the Shah's regime and
thus put an end to imperialist influence. The fact
that the Shah's army is being advised by
thousands of American military advisors, that
SAVAK agents are being trained by their Ameri-
can counterparts, that Iran is a watchdog for
American imperialism in the area and that Iran
functions as an economic base for the U.S. in the
region will make inevitable a Vietnamese-type of
American invoivement, while the Iranian struggle
will become more intensified. No wonder Richard
Helms resigned as the chief of the CIA a few years
ago to become the American ambassador in Iran.

in light of the above, we urge your participation
in the “Iran Night", Sunday, 7:30 p.m., EMU Bal-

iranian Student Association

Ahmﬂ-ldnly

in conclusion, | hope these
probiems will be remedied and |

weicome any reply from responsi-
bie authorities.
Perry E. Buck
history, soph.

Down to business
'd like to thank all the business

Martin (the Kid) Giudici, Benny
Barnes and Ted Wray.

Kim Defenderfer
internat’l. bus., jr.

Of all things

It was surprising to read in Anita
Hale's letter of April 20 that: “No
citizen's vote is allowed by LCDC
on these matters of law pertaining
to land, air and water. The Big
Seven have allowed only them-
selves their exclusive vote on
these matters of Oregon law.
LCDC allows citizen involvement
to be merely ‘comment.”

Mrs. Hale is the wife of the
mayor of Coos Bay, so she knows
what is going on down there. The
irony of it is that Coos Bay applied
to LCDC for an extension of their
planning deadline, because their
plan (out of hundreds submitted)
was the very first to be rejected for
(of all things) inadequate citizen
participation|
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