Is Stanford ﬁnng Bruce Franklin for neglecting hw ]ob or his
students ?

No. He is a leading scholar in twofiélds (the study of nevelist
Herman Melville and Science Fmtion) and a popular. hard-
working teacher ¢

is Stanford firing Bruce for disrupting the speech of Henry Cabot
L.odge?

No. - Even the Advisory Board which wants to fire Bruce found
that he did not disrupt Lodge -

Is Stanford firing Bruce for vwlent or u:ﬁawful acts?

Not at all. Only for talking:’ ' -

--A speech in White Plaza on February 19, before a
non-violent sit-in protesting the invasion of Laos and .

the use of the computation center for War Research' -

--Talking back to the police after the sit-in. = -

~=Two Speeches in the Oid Union Courtyard that: evening

in which Bruce advocated "using the methods of Peoples War. "

Did any of these speeches break the law?:

Not in the opinion of the American Civil Liberties Unian “
Not in the opinion of the Santa Clara County District -
Attorney, who heard tapes of the speeches and then adviud
the administration that.no.criminal court would ever

~ convict Bruce.



Doesn't Bruce Franklin generally advocate the usé’ of violeace?

Yes. He'is 3 revolutionary and believes "mfthe necesgity
~ for rev olum' nary vmlence against counterrev oiutwnary
violence.

Is that agamst tﬁe law?

N, iWe all stilt h’ne the ri@t to suppart even t.he Gy ersf~
thraw of t.he U.8: rrowrnment by force and uﬁlmce

I.'Dld Br'urze ma.il fcr xmien‘t t,actlcs in h.lS Peopiea War Speech"

No. He did not. Bruce defined "usmg the Lnethods of
Pecapies War” with two speecific. exampieSwg&mg back

io the dorms fo build support and {non-violent) actions
like walking about the campus and playing touch football
to make the presence of police on campus visible. He
might have approved, or even wa.nt.ed uo}ence, but he
didn't call for it.

uas the;e \.ioig,nce Jollowing Bruge's speech?

i Yes there wag: Anti-war p&opie and members of the
conservative Free Campus Movement fought, Two trash
cans were burned. Someone shot a high school student |

.in the leg. s g w 7T e T T C

Can the Adusoz‘g Board hold Bruce reSponm%;le fcr that

violence? ; : ;
Not according to the United States Constit_ytian. A
speaker can be beld legally accountable only for
specifically advoeating unlawfl actions, and oniy
t,hen m narrcmh defmed cxrcumstances s 2

Did Bruce urge and inute a:he Campumtzon Cf.,nt.er blt m?

No. Many other people planned and speciﬁea.ll’y
advocated the Sit~In. Bmce did not, and d1d not

enter. the building.

Bruce resisted the police order (o disperse after the =
S;t—ln Isn't that Lliegal‘? o .
No. The order to disperae Was unlawfu.l and Bruce had
BV ery right to rematn-and urge others to remain. The -
District Attorney: never gven filed charges a.gainst those
arrested after the order.



Did.the Advisory Board find Bruce guiity "beyond a reasan-
ablg doubt"--the criminal court standard"

No. Here too the Board let its standurds slzp, agking
only thﬁt evidence against Bruce he’ strongly persuasive.”

Even if Brice's speeohes broke no iaws, did thev nolate
University rules?

_._No one knows, Dumg the entire hearmg the
Advisory Board refused 1o state any specific rules
by which they would judge the speeches. In their
verdict the Board announced full First Amendment -
protections and then violated thesé protections

o stmvict Bruce for incitement. Catch 22 :

If the Board really is prowcmng "Free Speech o hov»
can it conviet Bruce?

They can't. But they chd If their dec:tszon stands,
"a speaker at Stanford Universily can be punished
far a speech that would be legal in. P‘alo Alle.

Why “would members of the Board, mam of them ann-
war 11berals, make such a iiecismn‘?

Perhaps t’nev fear Bruce's Maoist 1deas or his
“perception”’ of the University "ss a central
agent in domestic oppression and in an imperialist.
foreign policy."” Perhaps they fear that his

- "pattern of conduct! will gpur an attack from the:
right or s cut-back in financial contributions from
the rich? Or, maybe. they sxmply fear t.hat he
wxll iead‘ us astray Ask them.

Why d;d Bruce ever &gree fo appear befere such ! Board“?

He had Httle choice. To appeal his firing in the
courts, he firet had to go through all the prescribed
Univergity channels. He also wanted to bring his
case {0 the ennre Stanford Commumty

Wzll he now appeal to the courts‘?

es. if he can raise the neeeszaary %25, OO(}



If his speeches were within First' An.endment protections,
won’t the Courts give him back his job?

. Not necessarily. _The Courts still have not decided: -
whether a private university--like 2 company townsi’
must guarantee full First Amendment rights.

- 'Why the student referendum?
No one ever consulted us in setting up the Advisory.

Board or'in deciding what rules and safeguards. on
speech Stanford should have. Now, before the Trustees
make the f{inal decision at their J anuary 22:meeting,

we want to show how we feél about keeping or firing

: '=Brut_:e'.- - _
Will the Trustees listen to us?

They might, if the Yes vote is large enough. ‘But
they probably will not.

Then wh\ sﬁbuld we Béfher .vdt.i:ng? :

-~If there's ‘@t charice at all to save Bruce's job, we
have to try.” U T .

--if they fire Bruce even after we make our support
clear, everyone will know that the Trustees are acting

against our wishes. ' _ _ _
-~If we show our support, then we can begin to build
pressure--at Stanford, at other unjversities, and out
in the community-~against the growing campaign to
fire radical and anti-war professors..: - £

Some of us disagree with Bruce's ideas. Why should we vote

We are not voting for or against Bruce's ideas. We are
voting for or against his right to keep his job, our right
to keep him as a professor, and, in the long run, tne. .

‘right of éveryone to speak out against war, racisw, and
poverty. . - 4 m 5w w =

BRUCE FRANKLIN SHOULD BE RETAINED AS A
STANFORD PROFESSOR.

ASSU Referendum Wednesday& Th“l"day (Jan | 19“39)



