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STANFORD - Universities probably are in for nseveral seasons” of Congressional investigations,
Provost Richard W. Lyman of Stanford teld the Student Legislature Wednesday night (MAY 28;.

He soid the University has "every intention” of complying with o Sencte subcommitiee
subpoenc served Tuesday (MAY 97}, if legal counsel advises that the subpoenc is valid.

Cerneil, Harvard, and Berkeley are among the universities which have received similar notice from
she U.S. Seraie Permanent Subcommittee on investigations, headed by Sen. John McClellan {Dem.=Ark.;

in o statement circuloted to the Stanferd community Thursday (MAY 29}, University President
Kenneth S. Pitzer said: "For the Universsity to discbey d lawiul order of a gevernmental body would
be to turn cur backs on the very standards by which we are attempting to govern ourselves.

"Our obligation to abide by the law weuld be identical even if we did nof receive a penny
from the government. '

“Ezually heovy would be our obiigation fo challenge, within the means orovided by law, any
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action by the government involving the University which might be invalid, That is why | hove asked
legal counsel to examine the subpoend.. ..

"WWe cannet guide curseives by the rule of law and deny that rule when it suits us in our relations
with others. The Univessity will not do that, and i am confident that the University community will not
ask it to."

The Stanford subpoena calls for University records on 12 arganizations and 90 named individuals.
Under existing campus rules, all students and faculty named are being sent letters informing them that the
University intends 1o comply with the June 3 date specified by the Subcommittee uniess the individuals
concerned obtain an injunction restraining the University from this action,

Late Tuesday (MAY 27}, the Stenford chepter of Siudents for a Demccratic Society demanded that
Pitzer rot cooperate with the Subcommitiee. On Wednesday, SDS said it would “not seek,..to prevent
the publication by paerties unknown of cuch information as the saiaries of the Stanford faculty® unless
Pitzer compiied with their demand. Budgets containing individua! salary information were stolen from
Encina Hall May 1 during @ student occupotion, '

The Council of Presidents, Stanford's top four elected student body officers, will hold an
educational and informational program on the McClellan subcommittee's subpoena at 7:30 p.m.

Thursday (MAY 29} in Cubberley Auditorium.

in his talk with the legislature, Lyman said the Subcemmittee made no statement on the criteria
used in selecting the 90 nomes, clthough most appeor fo have come from public records, such as court
documents and newspaper accounts. _ '

The University has not made the nomes public because the list appears fo have some errors, he
‘ndicated. The University normally doss not publish names in student personnel matters.

Several of the organizations nomed have no formal relationship with the University and
informotion on others is "very sparse, " he added. :

Since 1967, the only information requested by the University from recognized voluntary crganizat’
hos been o briaf stotement of purposes and one listed representative, who may or may not be an officer of
group. One possible purpose for the Senate probe is to see if universities have complied with various “ridi
cn appropriafions bills barring federal aid fo those found guilty in courf or in campus proceedings of
disruptive activities, he noted. The precise language varies for different bills and Constitutional issues
which may be invclved in fthese riders orcbably will not be resolved until individual cases reach the U.S.
Supreme Court, he said. Responding to questions, Lyman said he felt it would be a "dubious" tactic fo fle
the subcommittee with extrarecus information beyond that covered by the subpoena. The investigating grc
probably will sift the information it receives o defermine what is relevant to its objectives. :

At the same time, he pointed cut, the University does not have "vast dossiers” on individuals. Se
as Lyman knows, no person from Stanford has yet been subpoenced to testify befere the subcommittes., He
ot rule this out os a future possibility, however. Urging o level ~headed approach to the future, he note
that the House internal Security Committee -~formerly the House Cemmittee cnUn-American Activities—-h
anncunced plans for a study of student unrest and added: "a gocd many commiftees can do this within the
serms of their enabling legislation.”

Lyman concluded by observing that “It is in the interest of both political extremes--Right and
{eft-~to polorize each other as much as possible, ’roén;gke everyone as suspicious as possible of cthers.”
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