Dear President Clark:

You have expressed concern over the rossibility of cempus disruption
ard stzted that you would consider the handling of a current case as

& Lest ol the Student Conduvet Code and its administration. As members
of the Student Conduct Committee, which administers the Code, permit
us to lay some thoughts before yous

1. You told the University feculty, at its February meeting:
"Disrvption cannot be tolerated.," With this statement we agrec, You
also told the facully, at its first mecting of this academic year,
that a Universily is not equipped to dezl with major disruption; and
that in case of necessity, you would not shrink fronm calling on the
civil suthorities for help to muzintain order, VWith this observation
and resolve we also agree., Bubt neither is the Student Conduct Code,
vith ils esdministrabive machinery, eguipped to deal with major dis-
order. That is not the rmrpose for which they were established. ' That
ie not the test by which they should be judged.

2. Society does not depend on courts alone to meintain order,
but uses police, and tukes preventive measures., We suggest that the
objective of mintaining order, so that the University may carry out
its educational mission, 2lso requires: &) preventive measures; b)
police action; and ¢) judicial review.

a) Preventive measures would scem to call for advance
discussion involving all elements of the University community,
in order to remove causes for legitimate protest, if such
exist, and in any case make clear to all the limits of be-
havior the University comsamity will tolerate. Preventive
measures sheuld be teken right eway, and continued.,

b) Police action, when preventive measurcs fail, can
enly be taken at the time of the disruption--neither before
nor after--sznd should aim ot preventing or controlling
violence, or obestruction of traffic, or other offenses
against order, with the minimum of force consistent with
the needs of the occasion. Since the University has no
police, this will require calling on the civil authoritics.
The poezibilivy of volice intervention should be known in
advance to the disrupters, Preparation for police zction
should include a clear understanding by all of the dis-
tinction between disruption and legitimate protest and free-
dom of speech,

Ve are conrident that a clear concensus can be reached
within the University community thzt will help prevent
disruption; and thet on that basis, intelligent and con- 7
trolled police action will be seen as proper and acceptable, /Q_




if it should prove necessary.

¢) Judicial review, Let the civil courts deal
with infractions of civil law, the Student Courts with
infractions of the Code,
\

3. These are times when many young people, stirred by ideals,
1nxietics, or frustratwons, have become criticel of conventional
approaches to current issues, A University campus provides perfect
guerilla terrain for those who would seck to play upon currents of
unrest for their own ends. Ve believe it would be irresponsible to
yield to delibverate disruption, and disastrous to respond to it in
such a way as to build up sympathy for the disrupters. Only if
preventive measures are nc*lccted, and police action lacklnb or
misapplied, will judicizl review prove ineffective. 'ith wise pre-
ventive measures and effective police action to precede its work,
the Student Court system--given appropriate resources and support—-
will, we are confident, do its part.

In the light of these thoughts, we ask your support of our efforts
in what we tuke to be a common causec.

Respectfully yours,
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