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; STENFORE - Final arguments on. the preliminavy injunction sought by Stanford
Lo bar certain named individuais from ent0r1n“ or being on campus wevs heard in -
on-all-day sessicn of.-Sasta Clara County Superisy. Court Judte Richard hedes Friday, Mar:

In his %u“mat19n, Associete Prof. M. Bruce Fr 1 nkiin, wﬁo has been VU\Dﬂnded-wi?h
Dhay from his professorial duties since Fah! 72, said the University used "locking glass.
Togic” in its anelysis of "people's war."
. "We define the people’ 5. war as .a highiy revolutionary peopie.” he said, holding
Eiti?e red book of guotations Troin Chairman Mao. “'LL fight our way. You 1ghi_j0un,‘
iivide our forces to erve the masses, and S con ntrabe our. Torces to muet_the.enemy«”

" Denying responsibility for the shootings and beatines which occurred.on. ca
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_ Conitinuing, he sald: "We are éngaged in 2 war with the (power} ctrLctu"e, right here
dn this court, yet wa find an exceptional d“qreé of fairness which we did not exvect.. Buz
this is only fATPﬂeSS within your siructure. The court is still being used to supress the
moversnt. ' '

. "Srenford University is stiil the wain political, social. and econ
area. Foyr & judge to go against this would be dangerous Tor his capeer,
cenakysis will be confivmad: Bourgeois justice will be violated whers the
riting class are congerned.,..
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‘Barashmant from Stanford deoesn’t wean «11 that ﬂuch to us., He as rnvo1ub1onar:m
?ﬂﬂ“ it {the revolution) will go on, whather we go to jail or die.”

?raseqnc Frankiin said "There was less damage done ot the computer center (when
accupied Feh, 10) than at the average Sat 11rdav night draternity Darty..a.we_*eaﬁh those
Who ovcuny uu11d1ng¢ to be well discipiined, to do no demave 1o the building.”
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Concerning the confrontation with police which occured cuts
with four arvests, he sald: "It was not an iliecal ascembly. . .we
king it the oicupetion avty {1.e., the police i 7
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aciste every chance they wanted teo take.”
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_ University attorney David Heilbrorn argued that "this is not a free speech case---
this e a as to Timit forceful and destructive acts.” ”owrtzwq out that these have grown
"morae vioient and more dan 1gerous, " he asked rhetorically, “How many more beatings do we -
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have to have? What is the magic nuinber?®
The University has a right to teach students and protect its physical plant, he added
in seeking to preserve order, it has tried "a gentie tack" and found fha doesn't work,
“Stanfeord is not a pubiic place,” he added. “HWe are askinog for wmuch lass protection then
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the jaw affords o public universities.”

Countering defense ¢hlatms that damag“ to the University was "miniscuyle,” ?e°1b'“
Ca

said the defendants had disrusted the Henry Cabot Lodes talk, Stanford Judicial Counci
hearings, wrongfully Cutftpd the Computation Lenter, zssaulied campus police, and anfﬁd
Lutidings ana windows. Whije the University would be willing to see 2 propnosed ban from

Ted 5”1tb, nd Sharon Winslow--~he said others "mest appropriataly coversd inciude Bruce
Franciin, Micheel Fox, Chris Katzenbacn, faron Manganielio, -and Jdanet Weiss.  3/5/71
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