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FOR INFORMATION GONTACT:  Bob Beyers
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
STANFORD—
.Dis'missal remains the appropriate penalty for former Stanford Prof. H. Bruce Franklin, the
Ad\riéory Board has unanimously decided.
Fraﬁklin was dismissed from Stanford in February 1972, following 33 days of open hearings and
a52 Advisory Board vote. He now has tenure at Rutgers University.
An elected group of tenured faculty, the Advisory Board was asked by University. Presrdent
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County found_Fr'anklin not guilty on one of three charges of incitement arising from campus events Feb. '
10, 1971. |
"‘We’ do nqt believe that the question of penalty is much affected by whether Prof. Franklin
incited and precipitated dangerous and disruﬁtive activities on three occasions on the same .déy oronly on.
two; or éven’- oﬁe ” the Board said in a 6-0 decision. |
“His purpose on each occasion, accordmg to the flndmgs of the 1972 [Advisory] Board, was to
disrupt the normal functlonlng of Stanford University because of its supposed responsibiltty for
impe_ria!ism and the Vietnam War, and to do whatever he could to encourage disruptive and destructive
conduct while safeguarding his own'position as a tenured protessor,
“ln calmer cucumstances he might have had little chance of success, but in the superexcited
. atmosphere of February 1971, he was able to have a substantlai destructive influence. s e o e
“We consider that_ the actions of Prof. Frankiin at the noon rally at White Plaza, in. particular, -
constituted an .iﬁexcusable_ abandonment 6! his duties as a faculty member and merit dismissal even in -
the absence 6f other related misconduct.”
| Headed_ by .Prof. William Clebsch, religious studies, the Board inciudes Profs. Jéme_s,-L. Adéms,-
mechanical engine_ering; Robert A. Chase, surgery, Sidney D. Drell, Stanford Linear Accelerator Center;
Calv'm' F. Ouate-, applied physics; Eugene J. Webb, Graduate School of Business; and .Albert Hastorf,
" human bio!ogy_-and psychology. Hastorf withdrew on his own motion from the review because he had been

involved with Franklin and the case as a dean in 1971.
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“This case raives important questions of academic freedom—on both sides,” the six faculty
signing the decision declared. “As professors at Stanford University, we are kéeniy aware of the enormous
imporiance of protecting the freedom of faculty members-to speak and publish thelr views, and to engage
in activity which may be resented by persons in positions of authority.

“As tenured members of the Stanford faculty, and as elected representatives of the faculty asa’
whole, we appreciate the critical role of tenure in protecting academic freedom.

“But the politically active professor is not the only member of the University community who is

entitled to the protection of academic treedom. Those who wish to engage in research, teaching, and

learning, with or without the assistance of computers, have a right to be protected from lawiess and

destructive attacks, and from those who abuse their position with the University by inciting students and
others to such activity.

“Protaction of the freedom of the individual faculty member is ensured not by a total refusal to.
punish incitement, but rather by a guarantee that the conduct will be judged by the professor's academic
peers, on the basis of calm deliberation after a fair hearing. . . .The dismissal of Prof. Franklin should be
reaffirmed.” |

| Signed May 30, the decision was delivered to University President Richard W. Lyman in New
York, then released by him Wednesday, June 4. A copy was delivered by the University to the American
Civit Liberties Union of Northern Cali‘fcirnia in San Francisco that afternoon, prior to public release. The
AGLU has repreéented Franklin, who is now a tenured professor at Rutgers University in New .Jér'séy'."

Lyman' had no immediate comme_mt on the decision.

The Advisory Board rejected ACLU proposals for new and farranging factual hearings in the
cése, saying this would go “far beyond” what was contemplated in the court order remanding the case tq
the University dn the issue of penally alone.

“1t would be inappropriate for us to base a decison on matters which have occurrad since 1972,
or which were not before the 1972 Board, or to relitigate the corrections of the findings which were made
by Board and sustained by the Gourt,” the Board said.

“In our opinion, acadermic freedom at Stantord remains in a healthy state.”

EDITORS: AGLU of Northern Gaiifornia phone is (415) 777-4545; John Schwartz, Stanford Lé.gét Office, is 497
3761 i |
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