a3 an answer to “a clear-cut
- tase of the university's ex-
istence being threatened by -
Profesqo, Franklin’s pres-
ence.’

Among the pcOple rd dis-
cussed the case with, William

Chace toid me that he was -

reading the report and that
he had “for the first time a
getuine sense of admiration
for the intellectual power of
the group.” He went on, “I
had & sense once that Bruce
was our censcience, that
while we were drinking our
martinis .and living in the lap
of luxury he was carrying on
the fight. I guess I've gotten
over that'

Alan Dershowitz, the visit-
ing Harvard professor,. was
seriously disturbed.. He re-
ported that ‘although the

A.C.L.U., had yet to take an .

official stand, -speaking for
himself, he found in the re-
port a “lack of sensitivity

about free speech.” He went

on, “I regard ‘the  decision as
a frightening one in the sense
~that it will clearly have a
chilling and deterrent effect
on what professors think they
can say to mass andiences In
situations that inmay be in-
flammatory: In general, it's
going to make - professors
think twice about - speaking
out, For Stanfard, that could
be a disasior because they
aren’t a\.custamed to speaking
out anyway i T

-T’WO days after the ver-
dict, the reaction on campus
was described to me by one
person as “inild” and by an-
other as “gpathetic.”  There
‘had been a ially attended by
several hundred people and 2
march on the . president’s

housé by .about 60 people.

There were rumors of planned
“trashings” but nothing much

“happened. The - proverbial
sigh of relief  was almost

audib!e

" In the midst of thls general
sitence could be heard the
diminishing echoes of two
voices that had spoken up in
a way .that it was hard for
evern Stanford to ignere. These
were the voices of Donald
Kennedy, the panel's chair-
man, and Robert Mcafee
Brown, a theclogian, who had
dissented from the majotily
recommendation and ashked

for further suspension as the.

maximum penzlty. They spoke
‘of the “substantial costs in

Professor Franklin's loss to

“the instiiution . ., in the form
of corrosive effects -on aca--

demic freedom, and . . . in
terms of lost chalicnge and

the subtle inhibiticn of dls-

sent.”

Brown: described his- miss
givings  with  considerable
eloquence: “However much [
and many of my colleagues

‘may disagree  with - what .
Professor Frankln says or

how he says it, I fear wa may
do uniold haim to ourssives
and the cause of higher edu-

cation unless, hy imposing a
penalty short of dismissal, we

seek to keep him as 2 very
"uncomfortable but very im-
portant part of what this unj-’
versity or any umvers:ty ‘is
meant tobe B T



