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-1 believe myseif to ba anninterested party in this attemptl by the

Stanford University Trustees o transform the temporary Restraining Order

into an injunction.

I am a trustee of Stanford University. I Was'e]ected by alumni of

the wniversity in

the spring of 1870; my membership was formalized at

the September, 1970, meeting of the Board. The alumrai e]ect10n, the

first of its kind

at Stanferd, was an attempt to diversify the board, and

to make it more responsive to.the varied constituencies of the university.

Because of these special circumstances su“round1ng my members ship on the

Board, 1 feel JZZIT% a special respons.h111ty 10 speak’ forthr1ght1y on

issues crucial to

Stanford Laily.
of such an act1oq

the university.

1 "I Tirst learned that a Temporary Pestraining Order had been issued,
~and a Temporary InJunctmon bad been sought, through an article in the

I hada not at any time been consulted about the 6&3]de111Lf
Had T been, 1 would have remarked that I be?]@xed this

io be a profoundly unwise course for the un1vers1ty to follow.
My oprosition to the 1n3unc110n stems both from the specific terms

of the document and from the way this action fits inte {Troyns

unfortunete national patterng. 1 believe that portions of the proposed

injunction are couched 1n terms which are dangerously vague or overbroad.

1

AndrI believe that

the various hard-line act1ons being underg -aken by duly-

constituted autherities around the country, including the infiltration of

Campus groups by all manner of int Lelligence personel, the cancerous growih of
unchecked data banks on unknowing individuals, and the repressive rhetoric
issuing from owr national adiministration, our state udm1n1strat1on, and

from campus adwini

strat;ons alike, constitute a fap greater threat to the

integrity of Lhe un1ver51iy than do the evils tney are suoposcd]y holding

in check.

Although T do not question the motives of all who engage in attemots

to regain campus s
- the proposed injun

demonstration of o

most serious need

tability,soc 1 think the clear resy+ of devices such as
ction will be to stifle critica) irquiry and the free

opinion on Campus et a point in t.me when society is in
of an active conscience. '
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I am not appearing hére in support of random viclence against
property, or in support of any kind of viclence against individuals.

"My contention, rather, ts that arxinjunsiienxix the merits of an injunction

as an instrument of campus Taw are far oulweighed by its fau?ts What
profit it a university if it savesits windows and loses its soul?
PR
Stanford University will have intimidating':onsequences‘far'beyond its
. 1 éear that
all forms of protest which depart from “business as usual” -- 1nc1ud1n3

I believe that the introduction of this injunction into
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forms of protest which have in past years come to be accepted as
ppropriate responses to matters of conscience -- will now be in contempt

'of court.

I regret the legal banishment of an organization from campus -~ regerdlebs
of the conditions under which its “embers would be willing to enter. As a
Trustee I believe that faculty members should be free to invite such guests
as they may wish to address their classes. 1 be]ieve'that student groups |
and employee groups ‘should be free to invite such speaiers on caﬁpus as *hej
desire. 1 do not believe that membership in any o anlzui1on constitutes
grounds for refusal of employment, except as the e“p10*e; is demonstrably
not performing the task for which he was hired. And I certa1n1y do not
consider it any of my bus1ness vhem resident faculty members enterta1n in
their homes.

S ;
My final point is perhaps most important, Campus disorders around the

L world (as the President's Commission on Campus Unrest aptly pointed out)

W v 7(’
are linked to oth@1*d1sor crs throlihout £hg wortd in which the American

3 government has participated, and to which university research has also

ccontributed. An injunction, rather than contributing toward the solution

of any of these "root" problems, may well stifle constructive efforts
to analyze and call public attention to them.
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