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P ' Subjeetd: ;"ljtical reprezsion .
Tour letler of Febiuary Lith, which informs me that you have decide
the time ig linally ripa Tor o you Ao s ard move '
(o Fired, ig an interesting historical Jdooum wL, thouzh adr
S 1y 1:i u“r one It shows some very typical charaoseristice

your soci 1 clasa & ring Limes when you see your mabs
-voparﬂ You. pretend that your own wmest seli-seckins
fccilnbu de not exlist, that you are mevely gerving t
dent. ideals aud regulations. th'in your panic and
pletely ignove the letter and spirit of the very ?egulatio
and t““wnlc on tae ideals yeu are supposadiy Upl“'d]

-recd1c»u_?o 2oy, wour letter does not mention the penocidal wor

] " LR
boing werged by U8, ipwerialisi azsinet the peoples of nootncaﬁf BEie.
For does it menticn Sterford University's ded ep involvemend in whok wor

o

1.in from Southeast Asie by the Bosed

now the huse profite being ral
Y Jﬁ}ﬁ{f o* T u1uLLu. srest those profite They have given you a handague s+

ehald mansion to Iive in, and ¥ou are not atou
@ U 1. o L;_

you dontd
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of Teeds you. OfF
e Sldc your bre
i

CAS FOU uDUld like To Uretend that
& buuvuleu_onj 50 you g

radio Ddﬁer lelters to depl@ré the very wal being wapid
extend i;-_;&iixe.that_nrmngs you and yowr colase fuch J‘”JY}C . Do yom
reaily think that all thot ver talls out of the aiy? One

part. of you-ls_probably thot ived.  Bubt on some level of wvoup
being,: you recognize that the _ of eonscicus revolutionsrizs
i canpus ia dangerous malaly Leecause o the threat they posc to Tous
oppressive privileges and profvite. And that is why you azl zs you do.

i - Academic Tenure is also g pflVLJC;Gg a kind triat is nob available
Ll Lo tno sveal masscs 0F woOrRing
you want to Iire "5 fiafekat:
not have Lo write lotlers and meko BOmE
have any rights which you are legall
- fact  yon 4o not have o weit
the matter o soms of your
a Comeamnist professor insis
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new MeCarthyiswm, now
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TFaragyanh 1D sTells oul certalin proOCCCUYcS WALCH MUST De Lo Iowed
in the case of a proposed dismissal. It says very clcaVLy that "4
Andivideal shall Tirst be notivied {econTidentially, if possible) or

the

* © - -+ charpes anaincs him and Tgiven Y unaty Lo “GUTV " Tirst a swall
) -poxnf? Jdefore I had received & copy vuﬁ? i%t,cr of Fch;uarj 12th,
‘ informing me of my susyensisq.and proposcd. [iring, you releazed the
i ~© content of that letber to the press. This would be trivial lfllt Wers
3 i

ok Rur Lhe peel Lhed you owyvy oooi sonaue b wmy Lrral ono oy Deediliy g
in %the press,. and that almost every day the Stanford News Serviee, which
you ceontrel, issues nev shatements sbout the case and so ds to every
faculty member, including each of the individuals who are to try wy.case,
statements laying oui your side of it. In fact the head of the News
Bervice, Bob Beyers, is a prime witness in your case against me in eivil
court, and there ls no distinction between the intent of his affadavit
theie ant the "riews" releases he senfs to the press and the faculty. This
'3Q_a good erample ©F whab your sonial .cldss medns by Treedom of the press
"rna arﬂ IT‘Q TO use Lt ddy tlme for whatever Durgospmyou see ¥if,
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"*mportant, vour YTetier does not tell W“.‘P” ﬁhe-charges
“hutk lmivvs ihsm to ny Jimaginavion, and,:more-ﬁointedly,

; : mation of all thosc 'sho have hegn whipped wp by the nrese,
which Teaturds daily mﬂsquoces,'mi&repruhehbahlouu} and editorials sc
platont that ‘one appearing shortly beforce your letier was asctuslly en-
T titled "Wive Him Out Resoluiely" (Palo Alto Times, February 2, 1971).
L .+ You say that you "have been asppriged’ of my Ycourse of conduct” since
'?' . the, Lodge specch.  Theh you asserf’““VOu have on. several cocdsions elnce
-l ~then urged, incited and ied Stanford students and others to interfere’
: with the operations of the'lUniversity snd cohduct themselves in an
’} : unlawtul menncy, anﬁ“havefyourself s0 acted, most notably on Wednesday, .
: : Februacy 100 1971 Thats o according to you, is supposed to be a state--
S " ment of ¢harges. Yol do not umme the several occasions, you do not
ol s specify what kind of interference with the operations of the Universiiy’
' T allegedly Yurged; incited and led," and you.do not name me uwnlawtnl
aet I bhave allegedly either advocated or committed. The charge that a

i pérson hag "on several oceasions . . . urged, incited and led Stont
sl studeats and others o ihterfere with the opcrations of the Unive
. ; . colild be accurately made apainst every single member of: the faculy;
S d voted for a styike and participated in it. . To mocuse
o T CaJLJ‘“”an others %o behave “in an unlawful wanner’ and of )
E &0y} 1 without naming the acte makes & mocke 3 nf aqv Torm of Jas ice.
B It ia prLC1uv1v the gituation H¥ailka describes n S g
ro gssence of a,,ltr““b rule. FHow docs somebody (o ﬁbOuL def i
; ' v ohn chavge 2. %in an unlowiul pannar’ ¢ Ha

mun“y Irom Tressider Union? Have
to ghoot every wai, wowan, ahd chi
ana P?lu the hodies uhd wisces 01" Lodiczs
+had "11liciy sexual IeLatJOJo.
iesbprs, male or Lcmqie? '
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Now those dre not frivolous QUhhb*Oho, IOr
individug ropised 0 e given an ¢
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wliether :t(“

}' the Advisory Board. fhe aceusaticn may be of .dueh shameful =ots, given
: existivg taboos, thak the'lnulvidual Jdoes noh want s eariog, even i toe
7 accusatloq wug false. Jor have known of wore ihan ong caae
1 - - where & proYessor ‘was wcoused tlege president of homosoxvael acte
and volunta?ily-gavc'T" i T

pen heve a bhearing, althoozin
cteriecal 'Tear i

c};z:r;e was {alse, becal

tbimi?d horogexualeg in t

o SDJmLuP that thig is not - Lie kind
charpge me wilth acticg in, bub 1V it is,-l P)qwf ‘
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cotbge mee wibh o achiug o, but i du 18, i reyguesh a puu)zg hearing velore
the Advisory Board 'in order opnnly to detf'end my brothers and sisters in
Gy Libevation agaiust Lhis kind of attack. Another important reasoia fop
haaving $ha dhdroes Pivat lies in the Tacl Ghati- as Paracranh 15 shnben,

"technical ruites o legal evidence need hot be: strictly app11¢d” Lefore
the Advisory Board, there is no stated provision for chalienges, the accused
person is nov grantcd the power of subpoena, and the presentation of the
ploqe'ub¢on s case iz nov restricted by statute and case law. Perhaps
yOu are going to cha-ye me with & seérious oriminal oftense, a felony -
punishable by JLic imprisonment. It might then be extremely dangerous

to have the kind of mock trial represeated by an Advisory Board hearing,
rather than tahwnp the case {irst to court, where there are at least

some rules and precedents and wnere the Jurors would notbe paid employees
of whe prosecutor. To be “convicted” by the Advisory Board, and of course
in the‘pvess, prior to a oriminal trial would hardly 1mp”ove one's chances

- of being acquiticéd in cowrt. Nov this poseibility is not 50 rantastical.

After\ Ll, here is your only stated Justifieation for suspending me: "be-
catse of the ‘mporbant role which you playcd in Lhe traﬁJc events of”
Wetlnesday , Ecorvary 10" I'm not certain which trﬁpzc events you mean,
but T cusgpect tlai you are trying here to conncet me hy implication and
innuendo with the Mrﬂc+§ng which occurred on campus that nivht. CTf v

are golng to allege that the "unlawful" acts I ‘have "urged, incited
ond led" include ettcmptcd murder then you better say so vefore asking
me whelher L°d like a hearing chore the Advisory Board on this charge.

But meanwbile you didn't wait for my reply before starting other
puoceedings against me, proceedings dircetly caleulated to prevent my
naving aay kind of reasonable opportunity for a deiense before the.
Advirscry Boasa. Even before you sent your letter of February 1&, you
nad the University's lawyers go into court 1o request that I be pre-
vented Crom coming onto the campus except to attend my own dis ciplinary
procerding and to gather “evidence" when grd naly when either you or the
court cwes 14, Paragmaph$;§ is quite clear sbout the accused individ-
nwalts »ight "to vrepars his defense,” and that includes a good deal more
than gathering evidence whenever his adversgary gives permissicn, par-
,lLJla;¢y in a highly political case. The proposed injunction would
aleo bar from the proveedings many of my witnesses. if the c¢ase con-
eeras, as 1 think 1t may, the anti-war movement at 3tanford and Stanfordt's
involvenment in the war. One cleax purpose of the proposed injunction
ig Lo Lrevent ime from presenting a political case before the Advisory
Boegxd. But there is hardly any point anyhow in trying to keep my job
av Stanford iF a court, following your request, effectlvely Tires me
by permanently banlshlng me from the campus.. ..



ere is another, even purpose in your procedure.
NGy, you have made no i¢ charges aoainst e, bub merely
the bhaosdsst and varuest vossithle rrer

i - i Y ° L aceusation. oOp ’
! Nand, you have sone inco cowrt armed Cycnty-ong affie
SO nvnrnu ffine separvete seriees of evenlts,  In order ol to ke
o injunction, I have tno prereut a very detailed defense in that
V fou cncn can read my dafense belfarve you have made any ancrific
N : - 3

vondecivliy inventive addition to Cateh

Glazs. First the sentence, then tire dCLv“uu, and

1 mave delayed writing this letter wntil T hed a chance Lo study

the allepsations mede in those twenby-one™aflfidavits and to Prepare my

defensa, UWhat T have discovered 18 that novhere in these affidavyits.

arr T oeven aliepgead To have

TR wnlawful act, nor wa I 2llesed
to have pades any onlawiul srecel e 1Lire case ig nothing more than
. _ 4

a tissae o inginustions 11t upon oshyages guoted out o
content and hwetaposed to o 0 which T am not oven aileged 1o
Pave n oato § have wrluten i detailled deteuse vnwcn €Xo08es
tinls Sravesty. and you will he able ©a HEU 8 copy Crom youwe lawyers,
tndoubiadly vou ¢ill study wy defenze Lo see precisely what charges
you c¢on bring 1 ibink yoi may have %o ind soue new ones and 14 gzems
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Febrvary 1&, editorially entitled "Free U Listing wholly
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aiher I want a hearing
ch I responded on Jeny HzRols

pefore che Advisory Board, & pweRtion fto whi
- 2%, T denmand that you inforn what precisely ave the chargee vou are
making 2t pe--other than & revolutiora:y wholly dedicated
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