e afterngon of ¥eiday, April 18 was sunny snd (0
 pleasant for the mare than 8000 students and faculty |
L who overflownd Frosi Awmphithester, but they werent

THAT I8 the only justification by which we can allow
them to muke decisions on-bur own lives. Surely the'
delibérate, quiet, reasoned processes should lead to de-

o thend fos fun

1t iogs i astravndingsy wass meeding colled on Thurs-.
day by Student Body Pregident Denis Hayes.to discuss

the serious issues behind the nine-goy sit-in sphich then

ended. Friday moring. The demonsiraiion protested

classified and warvelsted vesearch at Swﬂfqrd and

Stenford Research Insiitule.

Amang the many speakers was Poul Bernstein, grad- '

uate student in political science from New York City.

 Because his extemporaneous remarks summarized what
brought on the sit-in, they appear .here in full —The E

Editor.

should ook inward 1o ourselves. .
But it is not enough mevely to Jook inward, The whole
purpose of this moverment has been not ondy to get us

so look inward, to realize what our moral concerns are,

but to call apon us ot to sit with those moral concerns,
frat to take actions—so that we can still respect purselves
as huraan beings.

Many people have spoken today expressing thejr con-

cern. And I have sizained my ears; and I think many

other people have listened very carefully, trying to find

out what the conchusion of that concern would be.

What would be the actions that these individual hu.
man beings would take, having expressed their indigna-
tion at, or their dificulty of agreeing with, the kinds of
research that are going on, or especially with the apphi- .

cations of that ressarch? What are they going to do

about that? How couid they ask us to respect them as -

experts—or as individual human beings—if they are
only going to talk about the disagreeableness of a situa-
tion, the badness of a situation, or even, yes, the diffi-

«culty of a situation without talking about taking honest -

steps to solve the situation? . - ;
NOW, IT IS this state of mind that has been concern-
ing a number of people on campus, not only students,

And these people are represented in the April Third
Coalition — which has now become the April Third ..
Movement., Now the question is very, very relevant to .
every person on this campus of what precisely does one

do after coming to 2 decision on one’s moral coneerns.

It's niot as though this question has been ignored heve,
but I don’t think we've come yet to the core. Professors
have spoken of their faith in the democratic process.
We, too, would like to have faith in the democratic pro- .
cess, but we also have eyes, and we have to judge from

oL

Cpecablos in

This University would choose to operate as a democ- -
racy. It therefore has persons who are acknowledged by -
the rest of the community, within this University, of -

taking upon themselves [objections from the crowd were

voiced ]—I'm sory, but that's the way it happened; per- .
haps there should have been a referendum first as to

which people should have the authority. -

The way it is set now, these people {trustees, ad-

ministrators, and faculty) declare upon themselves the
maral responsibility for the goverdnce of this Univer-
sity. We are supposed to assume that they have not only
the expertise, bul 2lso the sensiivity to the needs of
this Uriversity in order to deserve that responsibility.

= should not keep talking about anything, but we

clisions whick.are for the benelit of socisty. But the prob.
fem here, and it's been demonstrated very well tadayt
by speakers throughout the whole spectrum, and I hope ©
to present that to you right now—is one of not living.
up to these responsibilities. . - - _

The majority report {of the Stanford-SRI study) is”
the report of a comenittee set up through the democratic.
processes or at least set up in faith of the democratic

- principles of this University, believing that a question®
as serious as the kinds of research for which we are re--
sponsible could be examined in a reasoned manner.

Yet the way that those questions were examined
shows very much the faults in our assumptions about
whether ox not-we are working as a democracy. here."
Professor Solomon from the Business School spoke
about the kinds of research we ourselves in the Coali-:
tion have rzised here. . - s, «
- HOW DID he talk sbout that research? He said
something abput Vietnam war research, chemical and
Biological regearch, telling us it should be judged—
warfare research—by the fact that it's one per cent of .
what SRI does. That was the measure he used to tell
us about its importance. Similarly he spoke about re-
search which.is related to the war in Vietnam, and the
war against peoples in Laos and Thailand, and he said
that was something about 10 per cent of SRIs funds.

 Ten per cent of SRI's funds is not secessarily all one:

needs to know about that research morder to 'uﬁderﬂj
stand how to make a moral decision upon it, '

The fact is that the inpats to the research can be.

‘and they are now getting
Maybe they're asking even m

completely unrelated to the consequences of the re-
search, and the consequences of that research are mon-
strous and are huge, and should not be measured just

in terms of the perspective of SRI, in which case it's only

10 per cent,

- It should be very easy for them to get rid of that, and
- we would welcome that ease, but the fact remains that
- this 3 research Which up te now we have been pro-
. ducing as members of a community. We would sit by
and ‘cooperate with the researeh',-'-f-hven'-f.éncoui}zge' the
people who do the research, and we must now under.
stand the research in that context. S

SO LET ME get right to'the paint. The Black Student
Union came up here and proposed that they should
have _dez_:xsmn—me__ik_ing power in;the future of the re-

- search at SRI. The logic behind that can be made per-
fectly clear, . = o T
The cotisequences of the. research affect thousands
of people all over the world about which we know
: absp'lute}y nothing. Inherently we don’t know anything
; about Vietnam; we can try to Jearn about Vietnam, we
E?cn iio lz;eesea‘r]ch on _V’iet:?-nam, but do we know what it's

e to be 2 Vietnamese? Do we know what it’s like fo
be bomked? And do we kngw what it's like to press a
political point in Vietnam #nd 'find an American dis.

-agreeing with you, and becsuse he has the technigues,

because he has the weapons, you lose. :

The only people in this country who come even close
to understanding the situation which we are producing”
by that research are the black people in this cotntry,
to a point of telling us about it

D _ ore of us that we deserve;
they talk to us as though we dan actually listen. -~ =
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oy are saying, and yet the very reason that they have
talk to us is because for the longest tme, we have
t beeh 2l to understand. We have not even knows
3t e daght fo undenstand. We look corpletely at vur
tizns on the basts of how & affects us. :
Ten per cemt? All right, perhaps the research 8 a
e bit impropes; we'd like to keep it, but if we have
get rid of it, we'll get rid of it. o
AND THAT that should be the majority report, that
at should be the way that the resporsible institutions
this University present to the estire community
wportance of that research, is theproblem that we're
} facing. ' )

The actual nature of the research in terms of con-- '
quenices, in terms of the moral concerns that it raises
ere not apparent to us while we were a quiet, delibera-

ve, intellectual community.

Those people who did recognize the consequences of
\e research, those people who did look at the total
ctivity that we were encouraging and promoting on
sis campus, had to take it upon themselves to announce

, the rest of us that there is something more going on -

here than we were able to admit.

And the way, unfortunately, that people are awak- |

d in bur saciety to concern about an issue, is through

%Slese people in the Coalition, and these in the SDS .
Fore them, had to artificially create a crisis because
 issue itself was not apparent to the rost of the people
the community. 9 5
&T S face i}t]. We are all sitting here, Friday after-
on, April 18, Why? Was it because the‘members of
it elected government, the stadent council representa-
ves, the ASSU, recognized the moral i:_nper?twe_.of_:
s issue, independent of the politics of this University? -
vas it really that the Jdemocratic processes were 5o g

ot we could all understand that we pught to start
-tting aside some days to talk about this iss'ue? '

' Or was it because there was a crisis on this campus,
1ich came in the form of a sit-in, a sit-in under a great
.1 of restraint, and that we, all of us, could only sit:
Evn to think about what's happening to people around

were affected? N
Yt seems to me that is the lesson, and it's a sad lesson,
hut it's a true lesson. And if anyone should have doubts

§. yest of the world, and what we are doing to those -
ple arcund the rest of the world, when our own lives

about the justification of a sit-in, the doubts §houls_i not
‘be what will happen to us if we allow disruptive tactics.
THAT'S THE question for the _future__._- _The question:

‘we have to worry about right pow, before we cameven
© hope to get to a future, is what has happened to vs, in

the way we run our lives, in the way - we make choives
a;baut our lives and the choices that affect other peoples”
Yives, whon the moral import and thie true results of our
'hem.é;nﬁ take deliberative action. .. -7 L
We have to try to understand why our faith in the

actions are not.enough in themselves for us fo:sit down

democratic process is nct enough ta tell us about what's -

really going on. I'm not saying I:understand it ‘com-

pletely myself, but I am saying that those people who

started the sit-in have raised it to us.

We are a people who react only. to crisis; We are
people who, when we write in what we think are ways

.of informing each other~-newspapers only ‘put on the

front pages what's making trouble, not what's impor-
tant. The only time The San¥ragcjsco-Chronicle which
is, you know, like one of the best pagers around here,
began to concern itself with the kinds of research that
were going on at SRI, was after there was asitin,
Everybody can say “Yes, yes, I agree with your goals;
I agree with your concern; I don't agree with your

) tactics” But the truth is, we wouldn’t even have been

. tatking about the goals of the coneerns until this slight
- removal from our normal procedure made us aware

.. the liss we were living'in. - CI

ware of




