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they should be locked up or executed.” 8o what the Board means by incitement
is clear: Franklin's political views, freely expressed, constitute urging
and inciting, no matter what the circumstances. Despite all their
professions to the contrary, this is Dfﬂcisely the standard they apply

to the - remaining three charges, which are all "urging and inciting."

¢. The White Plaza speech. I did not urge and incite an occupation of
the Computation Center. In fact I did not even mention it, nor did anyone
elase at the Whlte Plaza rally. '

Subsequent events prove the absurdity of this charge, if any proof were
needed beyond the speech itself. During the hearing, uncontested evidence,
produced by witnesses for both sides, proved that after the rally, the
following happened: People went from the rally to the area outside the
Computation Center. They stayed outside for 20«30 minutes. ZSomebody
then entered, possibl by breaking in. Other people followed. They
walked around ingide and conversed with the people working there. After
a while, some of the . demonstrators said explicitly that there had
been no discussion of occcupying the building, that people had noit t%ought
they would get inside, and . . that therefore they should leave the building
and hold a meeting to decide what to do. The great majority of demonstrators
then left the building, and held a . . hO-minute meeting - . out front.
It was at this meeting. = that they decided to go inside and stay there
until Gamut-H, the S,R,I. amphibious invasion plan being progremmed on the
compuber in direct violation of the university policy on research, was
stopped. They made ah uncontested decision not to do any damage
and to make a public announcement that they were committed to this.

Thig is only one of many exambles : . where the Poard
in direct violation of Paragraph 1%a, fails to 1nclude any “express ilndlngs
upon all disputed matters of fact." To conviet me of . these ridiculous
charges, they are forced to pretend that most of the evidence does nol exisst.
Here and elsewhere, it is notl a case of the Board choosging to believe
one Administration witness and to digbelieve many defense witnesses. Rather
they choose to deny .or ignore the very exigtence of numerous defense
witnesses as well as exculpatory evidence presented by Administration witnesses.

The third charge
D./Many hundreds of pages of testimony, hundreds of photographs, and a video
film all go to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that  this is a . o
false charge. Wnat I did do was to attenpt to get faculiy observers to
stay on the scene, and to attempt to convinece the police not to attack
the people. There ig no other explanation of my behavior that makes any
sense, as-two - of the Adminstratiods = key witnesses (Broholm ard Moses)

« acknowledged under cross examination. As wany witnesses, including
several official faculty observers, attested, I put myself in physical
jeopardy in corder to try to prevent violence, the only violence that did
in fact oceur, the violence of the police against unarmed, peaceful, lawful
demonstrators. : o

E. The 0ld Urion speech, There was not a single witness on either side

who testified that I urged and incited, or even mentioned, any cunlawiul,
violent, or prohibited conduct in my speeches that night. The entire case

here regts on an implied causal relation between these apeeches and subs cquenb
acts of violence, The Adminigtration was permitted, over our repeated strerious
objections, to present evidence attempting 1o prove thig causal relation. But
when our turn came, we were nob allowed by the Board to present our side of
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