"i would be glad to see
police and other civil
officials bring charges
ggainst more individu-
als than have actually
been arrested. Fur-
ther steps in this direc-
tion can be taken by ci-
vil officials. Most of
the key people are un-
der suspension already."

Keuneth 8, Pitzer
May 20, 1969

(Ed.: Piizer was re-
ferring to the A3M and
the May 16 demonstra-
tion at Hanover-3SRI)
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" The April 3rd Movement

When, in early October, SDS first raised the demand
that Stanford and SRI "get out of Southeast Asia' few on
campus took us seriously. We found it hard to interest
many students in our discussion groups or get anyone to
read our information. Some of our members, disappoint-
‘ed, suggested that we find some other issue around which
we could more easily mobilize the student body. But the
dominant trend in SDS was that the War in Vietnam--and
the entire imperialist syslem--was the most important
_issue that Stanford students could pursue. Our expecta -
tions were low, but we were determined,

The strategy with which we began our drive to
get Stantord out of Southeast Asia was simple. We would
use direct action to focus on the . issues, and we would
use our educational gctivities io involve more peopie
in setion. Fall quarter this meant symbolic, non-
confrontation demonstrations and dorm discussion groups.
In January, when hardly anyone at Stanford seemed to
care zbout the War and Stanford's involvement, it meant’
disrupting the Board of Trustees meeting.

To most on campus--including many members of SDS--
" the. Trustee confrontation.seémed to destroy 8D3. We
had taken action which angered most of the community.
But we didn't give ip. We used this anger to engage
people in discussions, or attract them to educational
programs, The 29 who were disciplined by the Judicial
-Council used their hearings to publicize much of the
information SDS had collected about Stanford and SRI,
Though SDS was in no pasition te force its demands, the
campus became aware of the issues.
The problem was that despite our documented anal-
_ysis most members of the Stanford community trusted
the men responaible for making the major decisions
governing the University—-the Stanford Trustees. We
demanded an open meeting of the Trustees at which they
would discuss Stantord and Southeast Asia, and hinted
.. that we would repeat the January 34 dis ruption—-higger--
'if the Trustees refused. So, i the interests of
. "rational dialogne' five trustees met 1400 students in
Memorial Auditerium for an open forum, Although many
students were sympathetic with SDS for its anti-war
stand, most of the audience wanted to hear the trustees
ariswer SDS charges.. The lying arrogance and the narr-
ow political vigion that the Trustees demonstrated that

- afterncon angered almost-all of those present and created

‘the $pirit which was to become the April Third Movement.

Fourteen organizations from Stanford and Palo
“Alto got together to call a community meeting April 3,
but most of the people who responded Lo the call had
no organizational affiliation. There were SDS members
and other radicals who saw Stanford and SRI as cril-

" iedl to the mainenance and extension of U, 8. imperial-
ism, There were pacifists and others upset by Amer-
“ica's growing militarism. -And there were liberals who

cofisidered the Vigtnam War ad unfortunate mistake,
Bul {here was a surprising unity. Nearly unanimously,
560 memhbor- ol the Stanford Community put forward
the demands which were to define the A3M:

. L. That SRI not be sold or severed, but bBrought

- under-closer control by-the University community; -

- 3, That St_'a'nford..;:éﬁd_'.éﬁi’"halt'o_'n April 8 research
in the areas of:” R . pEee

Pty

‘would make to win the demands,

a, Chemical and Biological Warfare
b. Counterinsurgency
¢, -Southeast Asia War
d. Clagsified research
%, That the Trustees hold an open decision-making
meeting to consider these guestions before April 20,

—

“An open meeting of the Board is the
silliest suggestion I've heard in years, "

John Gardner
hefore 160 students
at the Faculty Club

April 29, 1969

A commitiee was set up to elarify these demands, and

~ to present a positive program for University research.

Some radicals were disappointed that the demands did
not eall for a halt to studies supporting U. 3, corporate
expansion, and that nothing was aaid about the consult-
antships held by many science and engineering pro-
fessors. But most of us were enthusiastic. We felt

that the first demand was crucial. We were not merely
demanding that the university expurgate "foul resea rch'
because of 2 medieval conception of the university, Ra-
ther, because of what Stanford's and SRE's research

was doing to the Vietnamesge people, we wanted it to Stop.

Within the movement there were, from the begin~
ning, many different assessments of the demands and
their relationship to the interest of the Trustees and
facuity, Consequently, strategic proposals varied,
Some wanted an educational campaign almed at the whole
community (with the expectation of its cooperation).
Others argued for a series of militant student actions
designed to force an unwilling community to cut its
academic and industrial ties with the war and imper-
ialism, i ’

Among radical students. few thought the demands
would be won easily, if at all. The general understand-
ing of our strategy might be called "revolutionary
reformism.” The demands seemed reasonable, and
it wag conceivable that they be implemented, but we
believed that they clashed with the real interests of the
Trustees and many of the faculty.

We had concluded that the Board of Trustees ia
involved n American expansion. We suspected that
they would not put significant restricucns on ihe kn-
stitute which serves them well. We also believed that
tlie science and engineering faculties were so strong and
go dependent on government research that the faculty
would not, on i{8 own, curb counterinsurgency or war
research on eampus. Furthermore, as we were to ver-
ify, the rest of the faculty seemed afraid to rock the
boat--lest it get wet.

If this were true, most etudents, despite their
initial naivety about the nature of the faculty and Trust-
ee intereats, would learn guickly the serious implications
of our struggle. When normal channels did not work,
students would have to decide what personsal risk they
These decisions
would depend on the degree to which our critical analysis



of the University and SRI was understood and accepied,

In the movement as a whole, there was confugion,
We did not have clear and common expectations. If was
not decided at any point whether we were providing the
community with a radicalizing experience or whether we
were going to push for victory at any cost to the move ~
ment. Because of this uncertainty, inexperience, and
the difficully of "winning," we had no clear sense af
whether we could rezlly gain the dernands, The frust-
ees were inaccesgible. For all we knew, they would let
the University perish rather than change.

‘When the Trustees rejected the April 3rd demands at
their meeting on April 8, seven hundred students——-arnd sup-
porters from outside Stanford who were just as concerned—-
voted io occupy the Applied Electronics Laboratory,
which was largely devoted Lo classified electronics war-
fare research, The appeal of thig tactic was that it act-
ually implemented the demands by stopping research.
Furthermore, as we occupied AEL, we established a
niberated zone"-—a real community—-within the research
bowels of the University. Utilizing the printing facil-
ities of the building and the ensrgy of the movement, we
regarded the AEL as a base for educational forays into
Stanford and the surrounding communities.

"Non-violent'" guidelines were accepted with liftle
opposition. Some regarded the guidelines as moral
imperatives, Others saw them as tactical exigencies,
While this tension eventually led to division within the
movement, the style with which we occupied the building
appealed to the bulk of Stanford's upper middle-class
student body.

Suppert for the sit-in was strong and immediate.
Hundreds of people were involved in the small working
committees (newspapers research. dorm organizing,
ete.), for in seizing AEL they had made a real com-
mitment to the success of the movement, About &

 thousand people atiended the general meetings, which
were also broadcast over KZ5U, Political positions
evolved in small group discussions, Participants de”
veloped their understanding of the action by defending it
to hostile faculfy and studenta,

The sit-in lasted nine days. From the beginning there
were internal doubts about our rights to be there. Long
meetings debated the question "When do we leave?" The
faculty asked us o leave so they could "golve problems
reasonably ., yet it was clear that any action they took
was a direct result of pressure exerted by the A3M,
Despite growing support for our demands, many people
wanted to leave before our action looked "coercive. "

By the ninth day the sit-in reached an impasse, It
was clear that we could force no more than a phase-out
of clasgsified research--ang the faculty had promised
that. Fears of arrest were growing. BSo when Pitzer
announced the closing of the building, many welcomed
the excuse to leave. We threatened to return if the
faculty backed down on its stand againat classified
research, but most of us hoped that we would not have
to,

We left AEL confidently., But our confidence was
misplaced. In our concern and excitement about on-
ecampus research, we underestimated the difficulty
of transforming SRI into the type of institution we thought
it had to be.

Through the Days of Concern we continued our edu-
cational campaign, But our pace weakened, Without the
base at AEL, we had little to keep us together.

Our most succeasful political work was with students.
Two-thirds of the student body, according to an official
university poll, backed the A3M demand for closer ties
with SRI and a regulation of the institute's research.

The [aculty was split between severence, severence
with restrictions. and control. Mauoy faculty members
resenled. our intrusion into their prerogatives when we
demanded a new research policy for Stanford, Yet they
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::wer'e'{ 'i'o.oking for s"o]utions' which would bring peace and

quiel back to their academic cloister. Others saw SRI
as a blemish on their professional records, and saw
severance with or without restrictions, as a solution

Avound this time we expanded our work with SRI
employees. Though many SRI researchers support SR1
policies, a large number don't, and are engaged n -
socially ereative research. Others are irapped by the
priorities of government and industry funding. But we
were asking foo much. Fed with scare propaganda by
the 8RI administration, SRI employees already con-
cerned about the source of their livelihood were un-
willing to make any sacrifices, We received, inthe
end, very little support from within SRI,

But we weren't conducting a public opinion poll of stu-
dents, faculty, and researchers, Aund neither were the
trustces. To us, many more people were affected than
just members of our community. The people dying in
Vietnam, the peasants whose villages are bombed and
crops defoliated have much more right to control SRI's
research--at least vis~-a-vis Vietnam--than the re-
searchers, trustees, or students., We felt we were acting
for the people of Vietnam. The Trustees on the
other hand were judging SRI from the perspective of
maintaining a strong, profitable empire. Public
opinion polls, to them, were important only inasmuch
as they evaluated the strength of a social force threat-
ening their power. " ]

Radicals, whobelieved the Trustees would act in such
a fashion, sought to create a situetion which would cost
the Trustees for not meeting the demand. The educa-
tional campaign had reached about as many as it could.
Radicale, including the SDS members in ASM. felt the
nced to resort to "eoercion. i ‘
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Thousands had endorsed our demands, yet clearly
- Btanford students dislike the use of force. We did not
know how many would go along., We knew only that we
" had to exercise power to win the demands. For us, power
consisted of people in motion; support in a referendum
doesn't really count.
The git-in at Encina Hall was proposed as such an
exercise of power. But the meeting which voted to sit~

in what was perhaps the worst during the spring. Radicals

did not adequately explain the reasons for'the sit-in, and
tensions were high, The question of physical violence
was sidestepped in such a way that many who had agreed
ip sit-in left when they heard scufiles and saw broken
glass. The movement lost its popularity. It was divided.

Only three hundred students had entered Encina Hall
the morning of May 1. Many went home, as they had
done nights during the AEL sit-in. In a stroke of tacti-
cal genius, Provoslt Lyman called in three busloads of
Santa Clara Couniy police at 7:00 am, The hundred or
more students present voted to leave. '

The April Third Movement was declared dead by its
eritics. Buf spurred od by the extremity of the court
injunetion against it, the movement resolyed to rebuild,
learning the lessons of the Encina debacle.

Lver since the first mass meetings, the April Third
Movement had a major organizational flaw. Most busi- -
ness and discussion was conducied in large meetings.
Most people were afraid to spesk at these meetings, or
could not express themgelves well, The more militant
and radical students dominated the meetings, both through
experienced leadership and exuberant] intimidating shout-
ing. During AEL we had broken up into small dis cussion
groups during large meetings, but we had merely scratche
the surface of creating our own democracy. : '

The most important result of the Encina sgit-in, in
terms of the development of the movement, was the form-
ation of affinity groups: small groups of ten to twenty
people who met together and worked together on & contin-
uing basis., We slowly rebuilt our strength by falking out
the questi ons which had divided-us., And, working on .
the class boyeott and political carnival, we recreated
much of the community which had bound us together at
AEL.

On May 13 the Trusiees were to make a decigion. The
faculty and administration were pushing for delay —- until
summer, when students have gone home. And we worried
that the student body would go for this, But the I'rustees,
the owners and governors of Stanford University, felt
they had to exert their power forcefully, Evidently they
were willing to accept the disruption thai President
Pitzer feared for Stanford, " SRI and the empire were
more itportant,
intent to sefl. To top it off, they rejected the SRI Study -
Commiitee recommendation for a restrictive covenant,

This decision not only went against the demands of
the A3M, it direcily countered a Faculty Senate resol-
ution. Throughout the Spring, many liberal faculty
members~~and their student friends-~had touted the
power of the faculty. Faculty inaction, at this point,
exposed the bullshit that many liberal facuity members
had been peddling throughout the Spring. These faculty
were merely trying to prevent confrontation to protect
themselves. They had no desire to resolve the issues.

In contrast to the hirried, tense atmosphere at the
April 30 meeting which preceded Encina, A3M took its
time, Meeting the day after the Trusiees' decision, we
surprised a lot of people by not voting to destroy the
University, Instead, we decidet to prevent objectionable
research directly, Direct action at SRI, we felt, would
not only prevent research for a short time, but it-would
lower morale for war researchers (not just at SRI, but.
the whole local military complex) aud make it difficuli

They announced, May 13, their unanimous

to sell SRI. (Insurgency is bad for the investment cli-
-mate.) We selected the Hanover facility of 3RI because
it was small, and because none of SRI's ""good" research
was mixed in here with the bad, as it was at the main
SRI facility in Menlo Park,
500 demonstrators went to SRI Hanover the morning

of May 16, Most were organized into affinity groups,

and were guided by the policy of not initiating violence
against people and not destroying property unless or
until police took action. Many demonstrators were there
just to picket, Others blocked traffic or kept researchers
from entering the building, A massive traffie jam
hampered work throughout the industrial park, and those
SRI employees that made it through the lines were greéted
with police tear ges cannisters relayed into SRI by
demanstrators. DBy the time Palo Alto could collect
enough police (many had been tied up at the Battle for
People's Park) to disperse the demonstration, it was
starting to fade away. The demonstrators, having

risen early, were tired and hungry, and were lounging

in the BRI eavirons. The arrival of police and tear gas,
however, sparked the demonstration to life. As police
moved in, the demonstrators calmly--no panic what-
soever--digpersed, Barricades caught fire and rocks
were hurled through windows as we retreated.

Thirteen or so were arrested that day, but with the

aid of right-wing photopraphs and identilications, a

total of 100 warrants have been igsued gince,

The Hanover demonstration, despile its success,
was the turning point of A3M, As finals approached,
and studeats realized that they hadn't studied much
dduring Spring quarter, active support fell, Following
an abortive attempt May 19 to repeat the Friday Han~




over demongtration, several hundred students picketed
the Menlo Park SRI, bringing it all home to the rest of
SRI's 4, 000 employees, But a few more rallies and
pickel lines were all A3M could muster, and the move-
ment withered away into the final examinations of up-
tight academia and the promises of California summer,

The April Third Movement was an important, large-
ly successful experiment in political action. Masses of
middle and upper class college students were unitnd a~
round issues which directly threatened the maintenance
of the American empire. _

Together with other student anfi~war actions, A3M
hetped build the public clamor against the power of the
American military. The federal CBW cutback is a
small change, but if it's just 2 beginning, then we can
hope that cur efforts contributed to that beginning,

The A3M alsc catalyzed discontent within the re—
search industry. Young scientists are beginning to get
together in questioning the priorities of scientific re-

search. We have driven classified research from the com-
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fortable seclusion of the college campus, Across the
country plans are being made to move campus research
to industry and institutes like SRI-~the AEL team i8
moving to SRI-~but the researchers prefer the campus,
the way it used to be. We must attack this research
wherever it goes, for a "pure campus" doesn't keep them
from killing or robbing Vietnamesc.

- And SRI iiself ig hurting, We do-not know who will
want to buy it. Morale is low and centracts are hard to
come by. SRI may face the fate of all institutions which
refuse to change with the times.

Bui most important, we have built-a movement,
Students who may easily have been channeled into the
niches of corporate anonymity now see social purpose -
in radical politics. We have found community. We are
guestioning the whole nature of the society in which we
live. And we will never forget the lessons we learned
during the April Third Movement, :




