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M ay 9, 1969

I, Alexis Rubin (Mrs, Michael) , say. and declare:

1- 1 am employed by the Board of Trustees of Leland Stanford Junior Unlver51ty
as Assistant Archivist, Stanford University Libraries, I have been employed
in this capacity since July, 1968,

2- Attached is a copy of "Declassified™ published by the April 3rd Movement,

Stanford, California, and dated April 29, 1969, which publication was made
available on Stanford Campus April 30, 1969,

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true.

Executed at Stanford, California, May'9; 1969.
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M ey gr, 1969 :

Y, Alexis Rubin (Mrs, Michzel) ,.say end declaras

1- 1 em employed by the Boerd of Trustees of Leland Stenford Junior University
&s Assistant Arvchivist, Stanford University Libraries, I have been employed
in this capaeity sioce July, 15048,

2- Attached is 2 copy of “Paclassified™ published by the April 3vd Movement,
Stanford, Califorania, and dated April 29, 19569, which publicotion was made
available on Stanford Campus April 30, 1469, i '

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregolng is true,

Executed at Stanford, California, May 9, 1569,
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DECFL ASSIEIED

THE PEOPLE
Published by the April 3rd Movement

BY THE AUTHORITY OF

St anford, California

BEHOLD: A Tuesday

April 29, 1969

| YOUR CAMPUS - See ps | |
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..From 'i,he Cbmmunitjf of Scholaf;s

personally vilified for working in a

university on electronic warfare; I
1" : et

have done such work myself. ‘table work. "

Piof. 0.G. Villard, Jr. (Dept. of Elec~

Prof. Donald J, Grace (Associate Dean,

Prof. Joseph M. Pettit (Dean, School Sohool of Engineering and senior re-

of Engineering) : "l wish to stand with | search associate, AEL): nStaff mem~
those of my colleagues who have been bers regularly have oxamined their

consciences and have had no doubts
that they were doing morally accep-

trical Engineering) : "I have always con-
sidered that the research I have been
engaged in was-100 percent directed to-
ward the saving of human lives,"

cace k]
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KNOW YOUR CAMPUS!

. DUBEIAIALY . o *
s {3 tha solay ploxus of ? tho Btanford adinlnistration, Geiglaally bulll 65 a domaltovy :
{digl), it now houscs the following offices: i - ;

-- News and Publications (Boh Beyers): distribution center for University
propaganda, ' ' : <
~-Business Affairs (Alf Brandin}: records of all University business dealings,
inclusing the University investment portfolio and plans for future lacnd development,
-~Research Administration (Earl Cilley): coordinates all the Stanford laboratories
and the granting and contracting agencies of the U, 8, Government, government
agencics, and private industries. Holds records of all present and past research
contiracts, ' ' '
~~Center for Economic Growth (4th floor).

‘,,.J

r/”.;

-2, HOOVER INSTITUTION

Folsted on the campus by Herbert Hoover '95, the Institution's purpose is to warn the
world of the evils of "Marxism, Socialism, or Atheism.'" Glenn Camphell, director of
‘Hoover, worked for Goldwater in the 1964 election and is a persenal friend of Ronald Reagan.
Hoover Institution has its own budget and is supported by right-wing foundations and indi~
viduals, Hoover Institution's main mission is to set the cold war chmate ‘essential to the
economic health of utanforduarea war industries, L :

.3 GRADUATE SCHOOL OF BUSINESS

The Bzz School is a machme whlch turns out over 300 3un10r ekecuhves a year for the
benefit of the local corporations, Ernest Arbuckle, Stanford trustce, internationalized the

- school by bringing in M,B. A, candidates from undﬂrdeveloped countries who retura to

manage American capital back home. The Biz School has a branch in Lima, Peru (ESAN),

which functions along the same lines: the company which has employed the greatest number

of ESAN graduates is Grace Lines; Mr. Arbuckle is a former vme pzemdent of Grace,

'A1backle is now the chairman of the board of SRI N A

4. QUAD BUILDINGS

~-Building, 1: Pitzer's office. Lyman's office. Cuthbertson's office.

~-Building 20: Political Science Department.

--Bu:ldmn' 120 {outer quad): Stanford International Development Center (SIDEC)
Where forward-lookmg Thais, Philipinos, Congolese, etc. can earn a Ph.D..in methods of
making their cotintiies™ educatlonal systems looL more like that of the United States. SIDEC .
.also does studies on "political socmhzatlon” (read: indoctrination) through different
educational systems. e : S ;

-

(continued over,)




=== (continued from page 3}
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5. VARIAN LABORATORY o = - 7 /ﬂ

Houses the Office of Naval Research on campus.

6. APPLIED ELECTRONICS LABORATORY (AEL)

- One action is worth a thousand words. Get the picture?

7. POLYA HALL -

Miilions of doilars worth of computers, rugs, and piped-in music,

8. SPACE ENGINEERING

This enormous building was paid for by the U.S, Air FPorce, NASA, and several
agrospace companies, including General Dynamics and Lockheed. Its purpose is to turn

_out engingers to work for these companies or the Government.

9. OLD UNION

Has offices of several minor U_niversity'bureaucrats_, including the Dean of Students
and Dean of Admissions. Has rugs, couches,

10. ' (YOUR CHOICE)

‘Did we forget your favorite building? 1If so, pick your favorite and write on the line
above. Please notify the DECLASSIFIED of your building and reasons and we'll run them .
in the next issue. v ' '
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Facully Twitches --

Still Can't Move

i
B

‘Now that classified research on cam-
pus has been a dead issue for years, the
Stanford faculty has finally decided to
bury it. But where's the family grave-
yard? :
The Baxter Committee will decide
which contracts are {o be considered
too secretive for on-campus work., The
Baxter Committee, we will recall, is
the group which changed a contract ¢cal-
led "Research in Electironic Counter-
Measures' to "Research in Electromag-
netics., " : «

Changing names on contracts hardly
seems appropriate for a faculty com-
mittee charged with such great respon-
sibilities as the Baxter Commiitee. But

this was not the worst of the commii-
tee's deeds. - The Baxter Committee
~actually exercised its greatest deception
by affecting, on an "informal” basis,
how contracts were written up before
they reached the Baxter Commpittee's
review, o '

. What does this mean for classified
contracts on campus? Many of them -
will be renegotiated on a non-classified
basis. Others will slip through the
Baxter Committec on subtle nuances of
words other than "classified"~~such as
"limited access,” "need to know, " etc.

The faculty is unable to face up to

the miserable scandal of the Baxter
Committee's past actions, When they
should have discharged the committee,
they gavé it further responsibility,
7 iMore¢ impgriant, the-faculty is un-
able to act to end Stanford's involve-
ment in the U.'S, Military effort. Moral
concern and corrupt comimitiees are not
going to stop the slaughter in Southeast

Asia or wherever else U, S, Imperialism

goes in the future. -

L o e L A U 8 X L S

Who the Trustees Arent

There's supposed to be some kind of
hearing on campus tomorrow between
trustees and ordinary people. The rules
one must abide by in order to address
the trustees are ridiculous enough: SRI

“employees have o be cleared by Lyle
Nelson, director of University "Rela-
tions™; students must be cleared by dear

old Joel Smith, But let's say that some-

one who had anything to say eould get
through on Wednesday and be allowed to
deliver a six-and-a~half minute presen-
tation. Who would hear his message?
The trustees they've sent are Gug-
genhime, Mrs, Charles, Judge Duniway,
Brown, and Doyle., A very legalistic,
if not legitimate, group: lawyers, jud-
ges, and a lawyer's wife, No industri-

alists, No bankers. The real power on -

the Board of Trustees -- Littlefield, Ar-
buckie, Hewlett, Symonds-~1is absent,

Trustee chairman W, P, Fuller I
announced on April 13 that he would name
the hearing commitiee in five days, He
ran a week late. Did he have a little

trouble getting trustees to come to cam-~
pus? What would it take to get Hewlett
back in front of the community again?
How would Stanford receive Charlie Du-
commuun, Roger Lewis, or Tom Pike
now that we know what their companies
are doing? _ -
The five trustees who are scheduled

to appear on campus tomorrow should be -

congratulated, They are the least guilty
indiyiduals of our trustees --perhaps
‘they are truly concerned with the issues
we have raised and wish to ""communi-
cate' with us, If so, fine, _
Beyond this we cannot assign any
great importance to the Wednesday hear-

ing. Those five trustees wield as much

pdwer as Denis Hayes at the height of

* his glory. We can't expect any results

from them because as lawyers, they are
tools of the system just like ordinary
people--high-class, refined tools, Law-
yers do not make decisions but rather

serve those who can afford to pay by ad- -

vising them of ways to make what decis-
ions they want-~legally, '

o




The demand of the April Third Move-
ment that SRI be brought under the con-
trol of the university community is more
than an attempt to bring about university
reform, It is a demand that directly
effects the military and economic inter-
ests of giant corporatlons and the U, 8,
government, .

Because the Board of Trustees is
the decision-making bedy over SRI, our
demands are hitting at the center of
power. The Trustees are connectied
with corporations whose assets of 81.4
billion dollars amount to almost 10% of
the gross national product of the U, 5.
Our demands threaten corporate pro-
fits. For example, if SRI were brought
under closer control, the office in Ban-
kock, Thailand would be shut down.

This action would affect the interests of
members of the Board of Trustees,
Trustee Ernest Arbuckle (former Dean
of the business school, former head of
SRI, recently appointed Chairman of the
Board of Wells-Fargo Bank) is a mem-
ber of the Board of Utah Mining and
Construction Company which builds
major American Air Bases in South

- East Asia-~including Vietnam and Thai-
land. The shutting down of the Bankock
office could be a blow to that corporaﬁ -
tion. -
We should understand then, that the
Trustees and President Pitzer (himself
a member of the Board of Directors of
the Rand Corporation, a larger version
of SRI that does much counter-insurgen-
cy research, war games, and megadeath
planning also) have their positions, their
military and economic power, at stake,
Given a choice, these men would rather
close dowa Stanford than lose SRI to the |
community, They will never willingly
allow the research programs at SRI to
come under the control of people who
wish to stop America's military and
economic penetration of the third world,

In the face of a growing student-
community movement fo create those
conirols, Pitzer and the Board of Trus-
tees are left with few alternatives. When
we act, they can call on outside police

On fo SRI

or they can close the entire Uni\}ersity'-

‘and blame us for disrupting the ovder of

the "normal educational processes. Pit-

zer issued a statement, for in‘%tanc'e'
which suggested that by stopping the
classified research at AEL, we were

- the enemies of a free and open. univer-
sity.

However, we know that the "normal
educational process™ at this 'free and
open university" includes such immoral
programs as the electronic warfare re-
search we have been temporarily able
to stop at AEL., We are not creating
disorder; we are attempting to redefine
the educational! process in humane terms.

How should we deal with this situa-
tion? It is important that the foci of
‘demonstrations should be on SRI itself,
Everything possible should be dene to
stop the research projects currently in
operation. This is exactly what we have
done at AEL--stopped the War Machine.
We can act in small groups and large
demonstrations. We caun ring SRI and
stop the "orderly flow of traffic"” into

- and out of that institution. But if we can

not affect SRI directly, we may be rele~
gated to pleading with powerless faculty
committees whose interests do not ex-

. tend very far beyond Palm Drive,

z
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(In oxder to avoid unnecessary com-
plications in dealing with the pceople of
-the Stanford Community over the ques-
tion of SRI's rclationship to the Univer—
sity, a decision on the issuc has been
made by the Board of Trustees, Here
is the University's statement about that
decision. —- ed.) :

Tuesday, Sept. 2, 1969 -~ Stanford--

The Stanford Board of Trustees officially

announced yesterday to the University
Community the sale of the Stanford
Rescarch Inslitute  President Kennoth
~Pitzer read the following statement pas-
sed unanimously at yesterday's Board
mecting, _
"We wish to announce the sale of the

Stanford Rescarch Institute to the World-

Wide Counterinsurgency Corporation,
We commend the Stanford University
faculty for its recommendation that no
final decision vegarding SRI's relation
to the University be made until sometime
during the Autumn academic quarter
1969 ~-1970. The moratorium instituted
at the Taculty's suggestion on all future
CBW and counterinsurgency contracts
at SRI pending the aforementioned de-
cision proved to be a highly successful
decision,

"While we had every intention of de-
ferring the decision concerning SRI until
Iater this year, we received an offer of -
purchase from the World-Wide Counter-
'i'nsurgency Corporation whose terms
were toc generous to ignore. We re-
quested this company to delay its offer
until later in the quarter, but their in-
vesiment priorities would not permit
- such a deferral of the transaction. These
considerations left us with no alternative
but to caryy out the transaction at this
‘particular time and we are surc that we
have acted as the facully wowld have

wished, had the tniversity been in regu-

lar session, .~ -
~ "We feel fhat the sale of SRI will
bring much benefit to Stanford Univer-
sity,.and we know that SRI's facilities
will be put to good use by the World-
Wide Counterinsurgency Corp. The

‘Support the May 1 Free Huey Rally and .

-white people cutside that community.

‘malign research conducted here and at

. struggles,

‘Image: We are not the nice kids
- We are engaged in a serious fight -- a

-other revolutionavy movement in the
tworld. For Huey has been victimized, as

. deals in opression and deception. The

il LDV Ak gy L T

transaction clearly was in the best in- 7

terests of all concerned parties. " . . :
President Pitzer added that he felt

that the sale constituted a satisfactory

solution to the SRI question, '

Free Huey!

At Friday's-meeting we voted to

attend it if we are not otherwise _ _
engaged. The decision was hardlydiscussed
‘but is very important: The Black )
Panthers are fighting against counter-
Iinsurgency. They want theinr community to
have control over its own existence.

‘They reject expert solutions from the

If we are serious about our own
demands we must begin to identify with
those people actually affected by the

SRI. OQur concerns are not abstract; we
must relate them to the very real
struggles going on in the world today..
Active support for Huey can help to
emphasize, both for ourselves and fop
the world, the common basis fop these

At the same time this support can
help us to counter our press-created

enjoying their annual spring sit-in.

fight which involves Huey and every

we may be victimized, by a system which

system which sponsors classified wap
reascarch at Stanford under the guise
of free and open inquiry is also the
system vhich has put Huey in prison
without bail under the guise of justice-
and a fair trial. o

__-'-:.&\,'-‘.'
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~dohn Gardner, Stanford's most liboral im%tr\ y 18 now on campus, e will be hese at least

through Wedies da;} , gotmw information and insights on how best to restruciure the go obvi-
ously out-ofl-touch Donwd of Trusices. Quite Vil Iu his report Lo the May 13 board miceting
will wxge the ancicn regime to "renew' itself by accopting s.uulcnt ox al least student-eclecied -
trustcm. : :
Members of the April 8rd sovement, responding to My, G"‘J‘t’.hl"‘l"s visit, overvvhelmingly-

voled Tast Friday Lo invite themselves {o moect with him, To male bad manners worse, they
arc also lnviling My, Gardner to change the topit of conversalion, Rather than talk ”form

cand strucutre, " the movement wants to ask ’\Ir Garduaer a que stion of s subsianee: "What will

you do, sir, hoth before and during the dMay 13 meeling, to keep SR and to res brict its coun-
.ter~insurgm ey and othor wap-n L‘luLL‘d rescaren? :

How will Mr. Gardner respond? - _

One of Americu’s most pm. erful and persuasive lberals, Gardner is o former president
of the Carncgie foundation, a past Sceret tary of Health, Education and Wellure, and an almost-
president of St anford, Al (,:11'110'--0 and W he bas been Amorica's nwnber one organizer of
forcign ares study ceonters and infernational eduealion, and a champlon of univ crsity autonomy
from divect CIA or AID influcuce, Presently he serves as Chairman of the Urban Coalition,
the supoerlobby of corporalion excentives and labor bosses, bw 01{‘,' mayvors and civil rwhts
leaders, come together to promise jobs while they fight wrizan decay, -

Gardacy alse shires a fow of the chardeteristics by which w o’\ ¢ come to disiinguist Stan-
ford's less iberal trustecs, He is a former bourd-mmember of Shall Qil, whare J, L, Wallace
Sterling now scrves, and of New York delephone, e gerved as an advigsor to the Air Foree,
His meteorie rise in the foundition world, moreover, he most likc]y owes Lo perasons] con-
tacts made first as war-time chicl of the -',dr.m American Section of the Forcign Broadenst
Informuiion Service, Coordinalor of Inter- American Affuirs W hc:u_o he rubbed shoulders with
Nelson Rockeleller, and then as a Mavine Corps officor asss ng‘ to O55, the "oh so social”
forcerunner of the CIA, _

But Gurdner is not reully cither a busincssmaon or a CIA agent, Mis ficld, to quoic his re-
cent Godkin lecture at Harxvard, is "the mana genment of our soud\ "and his profession, fo
use the word in its originel sense, is that a radically sick Amorics can and musi b{-(..-t,-rﬂ(, an
amomm{{, pm‘)lcn‘-%r;lvmb mechanism, .. capable of continucus chan: ze, renewal and respon-
sivenogs, !

Gurdiner, unfertunately, is Buding that some problems _]v L ean't be solved by this mixture
of vintage 13 Jomh‘un and top-down social orgauizing, His corporation-dominaled Urban Coa-
lition stands passively by as Nixon culs soci a‘ e\i‘-endttu*ws and deflates the cc,c;mmy at the
expensc of job-hungyey black pkorﬁo {is sponsorship of internations! studics sip engihened
America's ability to expand sbread, withoul ever RIE \‘enoninﬂ the desi ’amhw of Uut expansion,
His defense of unives raily avtonomy ha‘* merely served 2s a mask for the development of "ro-
scarch whorchouses" like SRI, which he e will probably \aofo to cul loose. His ef*‘ortu lo tinker .
with the structure of the Board of Trustees al best diverts attention from the real issues pres-
ently in conflict. In sum, to quote & Neow York Times edhmnl on his Godkin ILC‘ilri‘t‘S, Mr,
Garduer can "be faulted for failure to offer specific = remedies on his own accouvnt, v .

- Gardnex's failures are dramatic, cven tragic. - The elites through whomn he seeks change
continuously refuse his warnings, w 11110 the angiy ghetlo residents and college aclivisis re-
fuse to bring "man's destructive in npulses. .. within o framework of laww ¢ nd rationality, "

- Like the Smnfcr*d gracduzie he is, he tries to stand above the conflict, between the cont ending

pi}.’{,l(,.:». Yet bis very insis Lc,nco on a top-down rationality drives him in lectures and books
to condeann those who seek {o build mass novemetis which reject the ralionality of the society
as a whole, : : : ' '
His insistence on private thacu .smn among e}hcs cven student clites, c:urses him to
reject out of hand the open and puliiic discussion of tl’?[alllO‘L‘L aemocracy. His efforts to
mend breakdowns in communications among supposedly like-minded men blinds him o the
very ieal counca.; of inferest, such as those hetween the Apiid 3rd Movement and the tres-
tees, Unable {o undersiand the very different ruuoualu; of ing u:*b:‘nv politics, he ')cgemeq a
defende: n C‘~”ﬂ.l"l.‘>h’30 111‘(,1:,'4*':: 'ma a philosoy )mJ-‘ of counter-insur -'mnm,f ' -
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Lo \ereremnaunn

The Stanford community, in o referendum in which neither Vietnamese nor SRI researchers
could vote, has strongly urged closer control of the Stanford Rescarch institute. An even farger
majority has declared its dissatisfaction with the status quo, faveoring some type of resiriction of
SRl research.  Majorities have backed eoch of the A3M demands for resirictions on CBW, counter—
insurgency studies, research related to the war in Southeast Asia, and classified research. '

THE RESULTS-~DISTILLED FROM A COMPLICATED QUESTIONNAIRE--WERE:

65% of the community (68.2% students, 35,6% foculty) voted to keep SRI and restrict its
' research, _ :
22% of the community (18.2% students, 53.3% faculty) voted to sell SRI under certain
. resirictive conditions., . . :
12% of the community (12.3 students, 9.1 faculty) approved the status quo .

The majority of students responding found anything but retention unacceptable :
' (for different questions, the unacceptability varied between 51.7% and 71.2%). .

44.6% of the faculty would find it unacceptable to sell SRI without restrictions.
I SRI is kept: | - - I

~ 75% of the community (76.3 students, 67.7% faculty) voted to restrict
chemical warfare research. - o _ -

77% (77.5% students, 68.3% faculty) voted to restrict biological war-
fare research.. ’ _—

69% (70. 1% and 63.5%) voted to restrict radiological warfare research

57% (58.4% ond 47.1%) wani to restrict counterinsurgency '

56% (58.7% students and 45.8% faculty) voted to restrict research re-
lated to the war in Southeast Asia. : - '
- 5l% of the community (51.9% stud:~ts, 49.2% faculty) voted to restrict
research thot is classified in that there are restrictions on publication.

37% of those polled had fewer cavities.. :

‘ 671 of over 1200 Stanford faculty participated in the poll, g'fviﬁg cohsisten’r!y more
conservative responses than the 5671 of over 12,000 Stanford Students who returned the
guestionnaire, Pt : =

The "referendum™ is not binding on anyone.
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Since the end of the AEL occupation, many members of the April Third Movement have be-
come dismayed by the types of activity we are undertaking, A major cause of this is that the
Movement is foundering in the morass of faculty and administration attempts to coufuse the
issues and stall action on our demands in orJer to.destroy the unity of our Movement, _

Seemingly, they have had some cffect because indecision and uncertainty have pervaded
almost every general meeting and private discussion since the sit-in, - ' _

Part of this uncertainty is tactical; the Movement wants to make sure that we undertake
whatever militant action is necessary on the most propitious day. As each likely day (for in-
stance, the end of the week's moratorium on research at AEL) draws near, there are good
arguments raised for postponing any action until something else develops.,

The other part of the uncertainty is political: the Movement has been re-examining its be-
liefs in the light of what we experienced and learned at the sit~in, Many individaals whose
reason for becoming involved in the Movement was "moral concern' have discovered that
acting upon those convictions leads to the sphere of radical politics. '

During the sit-in we quickly discovered that the immorality of CBW and counter-insurg-
ency research extends beyond their inherently evil nature. Opposing this resecarch implies
opposition not only to the war in Vietnam, but also to US involvement in crushing South Amer-
ican attempts to overthrow dictatorships, and to US attempts to apply counter-insurgency
research to oppress black liberation movements in the ghetlos, o

As we discovered in the sit-in, opposition to the sale of the Stanford Research Institute, a
‘research center devoted wholly to the nceds of the military ‘and the giant corporations, implies
opposition to the control that the military and the giant corporations have over American life- -
our life, ; . -

" " During the sit-in, we began to realize that the fight for our demands was the beginning of
a much longer fight, a fight against the military and the corporations who suppress world-
wide people’s struggles. :

We, who believe that the quality of life is infinitely more important than the quantity of
money and power, are beginning to realize that it is impossible to work within the present
political and economic systems to achieve our ends, At every turn in our fight we have been
opposed by the capitalist and the militarists whose sole desire is to make more money and
conirol more people. _ _ : ' -

We aren't fooled any more by "Wars on Poverly" or "Headstart" programs., We aren't
taken in any more by corporation's promises to improve the conditions of the ghetto-~or the
conditions in Peru-~through private, capitalist investment. We are aware that the military
has been, is and will continue to be always on the side of any government that is willing to
be raped economically by US corporations. _ _ '

- Yet while this political education goes on, we may lose sight of our immediate goals, We
have demanded that Stanford and SRI: 1) Stop all classified and secret research; 2) Stop all
- chemical and biological warfare research; 3) Stop all foreign and domestic counter-insur-
gency rescarch; 4) Stop all Vietnam war-related research, UNTIL THESE DEMANDS ARE
MET WE HAVE NOT WON, ' '

It is clear that out demands will not be met until we take action to force the Trustees to
accept them., We sat-in at AEL for eight days-~and the faculty and administration were
forced to talk seriously about our demands. We adjourned our sit-in to give the faculty and
administration the opportunity to act on our demandg without a crisis atmosphere on campus—--
and they gave us a token, meaningless (sec article elsewhere in this issue) concession, while
continuing fo express their "deep concern.” ' R o

The faculty, administration, and especially the Trustees will do only what we force them
to do, but we continue to allow them to distract and delay us. We have spent more than a
week waiting, talking and planning, The Trustees should be reacting to us rather than the -
Movement reacting to them. -

Ay



