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Aecording Lo the newapapers, you and e media have now been able to con~

- yipce soveral hundred mewmbers of the faculty, wao clain te be srdently devoied
to “rationa). and objective consideration of facts and issved without nrejudicial
coercion,” that I should be banisned from the campus prior Ho any hearing by the
Advisery Board. If you would expinin how I caa pessibly prepare 4 defense undey
these circumskances, then 1 request a hearing nefore the Advisory Board. Plecase
. ipeludn in your reply answers to the following three gueationss

1. Bow can L be free %o gether evidenoe when you, my wlversary in these
procecdings, now have tne right to decide winen 1 mey 62 s07 . -

S flow can § prepare those yartse of ithe case which imvolve processed other 7. i
than the gabthering of evidence, even including such siuwple matters as scelking ' o
sdviee from and worklag Jointly wita my atvorney, otiher colleagues, students,
and workers? : . _ S ’

3. How can I have equal accens to the members of the Advisory Board, wao
© fa

yegeive o shoady strean of lien, misrepreseatations, and balfesruths fron jour
Tewe Service, in bullelins writien by two of the main prosecution witnesges?

The injunetion, whicn wags sought by you and granted by the arm-of Stanford?®s
corporate=puwer wpown &8s the Supecior Court of Califoriia, Gounty of Santa Clura,
. zives o youw arvitravy pover Lo dissolve the banishment by yevoking oy suspension.
Seyiain other gueations therafore arisge: : : -

1. Bow docs porformiag Wy regular ducles constitube & threat of imncdiabe
poym o nyself or othersy one off the charges sguinst me STCEHS Prom anytning even
pueocicbed with my regular dutica. Dut even asswaing that THE SUSTEnsion WAy
reasonable bofore, ceviainly tne ipjunchion wslkes L6 guite superiluous How.

Lhie registered students gubjeet b0 the injunction, wy vehiavior on campns wouid
be hiphly restricted by rhe threat of conbempt procesdings if % were even Lo
suggest that any University business be interfered with in any way, eved by @
strike. '

2, Given the obviously prejudicial copditions jmposed by the pani.oliment,
would it uot be ia the interess of "raticnal und Chiective consideration of
facte oud iasues withoud prejudicial coercion” to revoke tie auspension so that
ry side of the cang, act Just yours, could be heard on campus prior vo pupishmercsd

3. Why should the several roadred swudenis whio hava amoresied interest in
nearing my ideas in the clasaroon thls spring quarter be prevented from doing
so prior %o aay proef of whe chmiges you have madet
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T B ¢ Victory to the peoples of Seuthcast Asind

PR . ‘Frea all political prisoners!
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