
Supports move to ban 
germ warfare research 
To the Editor, 

On May 9 I was one of eight people - 
six area community members and two 
UMass students who, after a discussion 
with UMass Chancellor Joseph Duffey 
about defense-related research a t  UMass 
were arrested for trespassing. We re- 
[used to leave his office because, al-, 
though we appreciated his willingness to 
meet with us, we felt that he had failed 
to confront our basic concern: the two- 
part issue of human rights. 

Par t  One: The rights of UMass stu- 
dents, presently highlighted by the sus- 
pension without hearings of those 
demonstrating on a matter literally of 
life and death. (This issue has now been 
a t  least partially resolved.) 

Part Two: Universal human rights, 
indeed the rights of all living things, 
threatened both by ecoIogical disaster 
like global warmin and pollution and by 
weapons of mass estruction in our age 
of high technology. 

d 
One can understand the awesome kind 

of spider web in which somone like 
Chancellor Duffey is caught! Tan led in t this web are his financial responsi ilities 
to an institution desperately in need of 
funds; his responsibility to a vast variety 
of faculty, students and alumni, and his 
responsibility to his own personal convic- 
tions - not to mention his obligations to 
the great spider itself who spins the web: 
our whole system of business-military- 
commercial-industrial that entangles uni- 
versities, towns, select boards and citi- 
zens alike! 

Actually, isn't modern techn~logy - -  in 
medicine, communications, space - so 
"high" a s  to be out of sight and practi- 
cally unbelievable to a lot of sensible but 
technically untrained people? And, unfor- 
tunately, aren't those who do have this 
kind of training likely to be so dependent 
on their work and/or fascinated by the 
"miracles" they perform as to be blind 
to its effects on real ople and to the 
overall direction it's ta F ing (us)? 

The U.S. Army's Biological Warfare 
Defense Research Program, of which 
anthrax research a t  UMass is a part, 
demonstrates to perfection the ominous 
fascination of work in molecular biology 
where some of the deadliest known 

athogens are being genetically manipu- 
rated - with the claim of the need for a 
worldwide vaccine. If this claim is valid, 
the project should be civilian, not mili- 
tary. Indeed, the only legal ground for 
any such experiments would be civilian 
since they violate both the letter and the 
spirit of the 1972 Biological Weapons 
Convention, signed by the U.S. and one 
hundred other countries. 

Fortunately, there are hundreds of 
highly trained scientists with both long- 
term vision and functioning human feel- 
ings who are sponsoring a pledge against 
biological warfare research; 85 local 
physicians signed an ad opposing such 
research a t  UMass. If enough ordinary, 
sensible people are concerned enough 
about human universal rights to life and 
about human decency, we can establish 
Amherst as  the first biological-weapons- 
free zone in our country. This will be an 
historic act toward changing its direc- 
tion. 

Margaret G .  Holt 
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Chapter 9 

Uprising! Memorial I1 







It is because of my intense dedication to education that I became 
involved with the P.S.R.U. I believe, very strongly, that education is the 
only way that people can realize their freedom. Why else would the 
elite so strongly desire to keep it out of the hands of the underclasses? 

War is the destruction of all that is educated. In this sense education 
may be applied to all living creatures, for doesn't even a fish absorb 
something during its life. Life is the ultimate Good. There is nothing 
else to kill but life. I therefore hate war. I will do all that is in my power 
to prevent the outbreak of any war. Even just in writing this I hope to 
be able to in some way contribute to the destruction of war. 

It therefore seems obvious that I would not want the D.O.M. on my 
campus. 

Since I first became involved with this movement I have been arrested 
once and have been involved in three occupations. My arrest occurred 
because I did not feel that it was right that my fellow students were 
being carried out of a building and into a bus, which would take them 
to jail. It occurred to me that it was wrong that they were being arrested 
for participating in an exclamation of their democratic right to voice 
their opinion. So I proceeded to block the bus with my body. There 
were approximately twenty other people who felt the same way that I 
did and we were all sitting behind the bus to prevent its imminent 
departure. The police didn't appreciate our dedication, and decided 
that it would be necessary to cart us off to jail, along with our comrades 
who had been inside the building. 

' We were then taken to the stadium on campus where they planned to 
book us. For five hours we sat, handcuffed in small "school-boy'' chairs 
while our oppressors decided our fate. Then off to the Hampshire 
County correctional facility. Rather than get into detail about the whole 
episode I will suffice it to say that the administration's plan of stifling 
the movement backfired. Rather than feeling repressed our group 
became even more militant and empowered, During my time in cus- 
tody, I felt so in touch with myself and why I was there, and so in tune 
to everyone around me that there was no way that I couldn't feel 
empowered. 



Demands from the second 
Memorial Hall Occupation 

People for a Socially Responsible University has shown that it is a 
group of reasonable people. The administration, by not recognizing the 
validity of the right of student input concerning the issues of research 
and funding on this campus, has forced us to take the measures of 
building occupation just to be heard. During these occupations, the 
administration has continued to treat the students with disrespect and 
has ignored the legitimacy of their concerns. In addition, the actions 
taken by the administration are in violation of the students' rights. This 
has happened in spite of the fact that we have continually given the 
administration options to negotiate in good faith. 

For instance, when we tried to view the public documents concerning 
DOD funded research on campus, our efforts were blocked. During 
the occupation of MIRSL our efforts towards dialogue were ignored. 
When we occupied Memorial Hall for the first time, the administration 
inexplicably refused to meet with our group. At the Graduate Research 
Center occupation, the administration finally offered to meet with our 
group provided we left the offices we occupied. Yet, the administration 
was still not willing to discuss the issues of DOD research and funding 
on this campus with students. The only things the administration 
offered to discuss with us were: (1) Making public documents available 
to the public and (2) Setting up a commission to secure civilian funding 
sources. These are two present obligations of the administration which 
they are not currently fuKdling. This is all we have been offered this 
evening. This shows that claims that the administration has been 
negotiating in good faith are by-and-large an illusion. If the adminiktra- 
tion is truly interested in negotiating in good faith, it would reinstate 
the suspended students and stop its use of the threat of suspensions as 
a form of political repression. 



Chancellor Duffey has said that he believes that economic dependence 
on DOD funding is a problem of national scope. According to Bill 
Weitzer, the chancellor will issue a statement to that effect tomorrow 
before the Faculty Senate. We are encouraged by our common concern 
and wish to work together to turn UMass into part of a solution to this 
problem. 

We want a written document from the administration that shows their 
commitment to working towards this solution. This must include: (1) 
the admission that students have a right to have decision making power 
on the formation of the commission on economic conversion; (2) that 
this commission is aIso going to be equally dedicated to phas i i  out all 
DOD funding for research over an acceptable and reasonable period 
of time; (3) that this commission have biding power concerning the 
elimination of DOD research. 

If the administration is willing to accept our compromise to their 
original plan for a commission, we will immediately end our occupation 
of Memorial Hall. 

P.S. We feel it is our obligation to return the building to its original 
condition. We will take part in any clean up and maintainance work 
that needs to be done. 

.b ,i r 

,j 
S. Palmer, inside Memorial Hall, second occupation. 



Statement from Chancel lor  Duffey 
8  p.m., Wednesday, May 1 0 ,  1989 

I c a l l  upon t he  s t uden t s  now occupying Memorial Hal l  t o  
withdraw and t o  r e tu rn  t o  t h e i r  s t u d i e s .  The p rop r i e ty  of 

. Department of Defense funding has been and w i l l  cont inue t o  be 
a c t i v e l y  d i scussed  on t h i s  campus. Given the  l e v e l  of 
cont roversy ,  t he  i s s u e  is not l i k e l y  t o  go away. Nothing 
f u r t h e r  w i l l  be gained by i l l e g a l  and improper a c t i o n s  on the 
p a r t  of s t uden t s  o r  o t h e r s  who a r e  i l l e g a l l y  occupying t h i s  
bu i ld ing .  

A t  tomorrow's Facul ty  Senate  meeting I w i l l  ask f o r  t h e  
c r e a t i o n  of a  Campus Commission on America's Economic Future t o  
exp lo re  both those  elements  t h a t  t h r e a t e n  our  s o c i e t y  today and 
what can be done t o  bu i l d  a  s t r o n g e r ,  more product ive  American 
economy. 

The excess ive  growth of Department of Defense funding i n  
r ecen t  yea r s  is beginning t o  be reversed .  But over-dependence 
on such funding is only  one a spec t  of a l a r g e r  problem. I t  has 
been recognized by t he  Department of Defense, among o t h e r s ,  
t h a t  t he  p r i n c i p a l  t h r e a t  t o  our  n a t i o n ' s  s e c u r i t y  today is 
n e i t h e r  weapons nor m i l i t a r y  s t r a t e g y .  The g r e a t e s t  t h r e a t  t o  
our  na t i on ' s  s e c u r i t y  is an economy which is f a i l i n g  t o  support  
t he  kind and q u a l i t y  of educa t ion  which w i l l  p repare  young 
people f o r  a  world i n  which America must compete and cooperate  
i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  markets.  

We a r e  f a l l i n g  behind i n  our  t e chno log i ca l  development. We 
have l o s t  l e a d e r s h i p  i n  q u a l i t y  manufacturing i n  many a r e a s  t o  
o t h e r  na t i ons .  We a r e  educa t i ng  t o o  few engineers  and 
s c i e n t i s t s  and ignor ing  needs i n  t he  h e a l t h  and educa t ion  of 
m i l l i o n s  of poor ch i l d r en .  We know and c a r e  t o o  l i t t l e  about 
t he  r e s t  of the  world. There is widespread c i v i c  i l l i t e r a c y  

' and vo t e r  apathy.  

The American economy has been weakened by a  r a t e  of savings 
and investment t h a t  is among the  lowest  of the  world 's  
i n d u s t r i a l  na t ions .  We have been c r i pp l ed  by an imbalance of 
t r a d e  and a  cont inu ing  d e f i c i t  i n  t he  Federal  budget. We 
import t oo  much, make t o o  l i t t l e ,  and a s  a  na t ion  we have been 
l i v i n g  beyond our means. Perhaps most of a l l ,  our na t i ona l  
s e c u r i t y  is threatened by t he  lack of confidence many young 
people have i n  t he  f u t u r e .  A s  a  na t i on  we have t he  resources  
t o  r e s t o r e  t h a t  confidence and t o  bu i l d  a  hea l t hy  and s t rong  
economy. AS an educa t ion  i n s t i t u t i o n  we have a  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
t o  cons ider  t he se  ques t i ons ,  not simply i n  r h e t o r i c a l  debate  
but  w i t h  s e r i o u s  concent ra t ion  and s tudy.  

The kind of s tudy and d e l i b e r a t i o n  I propose must 
i n e v i t a b l y  focus on t he  ques t ion  of Department of Defense 
funded research .  Much of t h a t  research  on t h i s  campus is 
d i r e c t e d  toward bas i c  s c i e n t i f i c  d i scovery  and is pr imar i ly  
app l i cab l e  t o  c i v i l i a n  and commercial technologies .  The 
n  t i o n ' s  economy, however, is c u r r e n t l y  too dependent on d l i t a r y  spending. And our research  u n i v e r s i t i e s  need g r e a t e r  
suppor t  f o r  bas ic  and appl ied  s c i ence  and technology from 
c i v i l i a n  sources.  we can meaningfully address  these ques t ions  

.only i n  t he  contex t  of t he  l a r g e r  i s s u e s  I have mentioned 
k bove . 

The Commission I w i l l  propose w i l l  be asked t o  address  
3 h e s e  ques t i ons  and speak not  on ly  t o  t he  campus but  t o  

oncerned alumni and i t L q n r  everywhere. These a r e  s e r i o u s  
g u e s t  ionq. rchiglulng\ohensus may be d i f f i c u l t  i f  not  
impossible .  $ f t e r  a l l ,  i n  a  p l u r a l i s t i c  na t ion  such a s  ours ,  
t h e r e  ace"many p o i n t s  of view t h a t  deserve  cons ide ra t i on  and 
r e spec t .  

I w i l l  propose t h a t  t h i s  Commission, which w i l l  include 
s tuden t  r ep re sen t a t i ve s ;  begin with a  review of recent  s t u d i e s  
on t h e  cond i t i on  of t he  American economy. The Univers i ty  w i l l  
p rov ide  some s t a f f  suppor t  f o r  t h e  Commisaion and ask  f o r  a  
w r i t h n  r e p o r t  which addresses  what each of us can do t o  bui ld 
a  s t r o n g e r ,  more j u s t ,  and more v i a b l e  economy, add re s s ing  the  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e e  of s t u d e n t s ,  ' f acu l ty  and t he  Un ive r s i t y  a s  a n  
i n s t i t u t i o n .  









The special flashlight is passed around, and the soldarity story is shared 
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Inside Memorial Hall 

Connolly Ryan 

Connolly Ryan is a longtime resident, student, and critical analyst 
Butte@eld He wrote this piece during the coffee house inside the secc 
Memorial Hall Occupation. 

Growth reckons it has found 
some daylight 

in the hearts 
of these young people 
who spill themselves 

sweet and strong 
through movement and language 
while the norm-rats 
choose to conform 

up and down 
the tame ladder of tradition 

People gathered in an unusually lonely place 
exchanging yearns and solutions. 
The idea of a coffeehouse gets underway, 
a hoarse-voiced woman gets raunchy 
with a Bessie Smith song. 
She erupts into redness 
and buxom spasms 
which leave the crowd 
on a plank of joy. 
A man with a jig-saw haircut 
and a batman shirt 
sings about his jetblack hair. 



The rumor of state-troopers 
begins to creep about. 
Strength through empathy 
gives us a momentary, 
awkward i o n  to play with. 

Hungerstrikers walk 
in a beautiful daze 
that makes my appetite seem 
villainous to my potential 
as a sensory creature. 

Outside, the cherry-picker has landed 
and begun to plant the proper lighting 
for the cops who have come to bust. 

The gonzo-man 
hops up to front-stage 
and spices our sacred moods 
with his pungent funk. 

No one will not give in 
to the acoustic thrush 
of this timely tempo-gangster. 

He starts to bow wow wow 
like a rooster or a greaser 
and the collective response 
trickles down his shins. 

A man named Owl 
lugs himself onto 
a steel grey chair 
and sings "Sunrise" 
in a mystical drawl 
that lulls the womyn-folk 
to hum moonclear measures 
as the boys like me 
thump our wooly heals 
and watch out for insects, 
which afterall, shouldn't die 

as a result of our fervor. 
The twentieth century oral traditionalist, 
Owl, charms our senses with funny brogues, 
and past-life gestures. 
He transforms into theater shapes 
and his tongue dunks our heads 
into the swamps that whistle 
lazy hymns beneath the carpet. 

The carpet is grimy and fuzzy of course, 
but it tastes like apricot marmalade, 
so we all do jumping jacks 
and praise even the jackals 
who only find time to slander. 

Jeff, a friend, (of anyone) 
jumps from his slumber 
to strum his twelve stringer 
and voices out "Me and Juliot' 
which gives the rest of us the cue 
to exhale brassy lilac-tones 
and elm-tree anthems. 

A woman cloaked 
in a numerical quiIt 
sings with a short-winded depth. 
In my rapture, I imagine 
bumblebee-sized flowersuds 
rolling off her tongue. 
A woman next to me 
must see what I imagine 
and she takes my hand. 



[5/13/89--3:OO PM--Amherst, Ma] 

[ F O R  IMMEDIATE RELEASE] 

A t  dawn Thursday morning,  41  p e o p l e  p r o t e s t i n g  weapons r e s e a r c h  
a t  U.Mass. were a r r e s t e d  i n  Memorial h a l l ;  t h i s  was t h e  s i x t h  o f  
a  s e r i e s  of  such  p r o t e s t s .  

One p r o t e s t o r ,  John Doe, was o r d e r e d  by D i s t r i c t  Cour t  Judge 
A l v e r t u s  J. Morse t o  remain i n  c u s t o d y  wi thout  b a i l  u n t i l  he 
r e l e a s e d  h i s  name, a d d r e s s ,  and s o c i a l  s e c u r i t y  numker t o  t h e  
c o u r t .  John Doe is a l s o  o n e  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  who on a  
hunger s t r i k e .  

At to rney  C h r i s t o b a l  Boni faz  spoke w i t h  Hampshire County House o f  
C o r r e c t i o n  O f f i c i a l  C a p t a i n  J o n e s  on Fr iday  a f t e r n o o n .  J o n e s  
a s s u r e d  Mr. Boni faz  t h a t  John  Doe would be  a l lowed t h e  s t a n d a r d  
v i s i t o r  p r i v i l e g e s .  However, on Sa turday  Jones  t o l d  Mr. Bonifaz 

f  Garby had d e c i d e d  t h a t  no o t h e r  t h a n  John Doe's 
may s e e  him. 

7 - 
Mr. Bonifaz s a i d  of  t h e  development ,  "Why i s  John Doe b e i n g  h e l d  
incommunicado? T h i s  i s  a  g r o s s  v i o l a t i o n  of  h i s  c i v i l  r i g h t s . "  
On Monday, Mr. Boni faz  w i l l  f i l e  motions f o r  h i s  r e l e a s e  i n  
D i s t r i c t  a n d ,  i f  n e c e s s a r y ,  S u p e r i o r  Cour t .  

At to rneys  f o r  People  f o r  a  S o c i a l l y  Respons ib le  U n i v e r s i t y  ( t h e  

movement t h a t  h a s  o r g a n i z e d  t h e  r e c e n t  d e m o n s t r a t i o n s  a g a i n s t  
weapons r e s e a r c h  a t  U.  Mass) a r e  a l s o  e x p l o r i n g  w i t h  P.S.R.U. t h e  
p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  f i l i n g  a  c i v i l  r i g h t s  s u i t  a g a i n s t  Judge Morse. 

[END O F ,  RELEASE] 

Thoughts of a Soldier 

David Glovner 

I am a student at the University of Massachusetts. Besides being a student 
Iant a human being.As a human Ihave a certain amount ofpower which 
I may erercise to change things that are bad. People and institutions may 
attempt to rob me of thispower, but as long as Ifilly realize that it is there, 
I will always have it. n e r e  m'sts at my school a situation which, afier 
careful consideration, I have deemed to be bad. l a m  therefore striving to 
change this situation. 

UMass is hot so slowly becoming an institution which is more devoted 
to the continued supply of more sophisticated and deadly forms of 
killing, to the Department of Defense; which I shall henceforth denote 
as the Department of Defense(DOD), than it is to the education of its 
students. While our budget is being slashed by the bureaucrats in the 
statehouse, as well as in Washington, and it is becoming increasingly 
more difficult to assure myself that I can and will get a good and well 
rounded education here, our government is seeing it quite necessary 
to pump millions of dollars into this school for the sole purpose of 
creating new weapons. This research is being conducted at both the 
student level and the faculty level. 

I once witnessed an attack on one of the P.S.R.U.'s original demands, 
which called for the freshman class tn be restored to its level of 4300 
I believe that is the correct number . (The freshman class has been 
slashed because of the budget cuts.) The graduate student who dis- 
agreed with this said that if the freshmen class was restored to its 
previous levels, then, because of the budget cuts, more money would 
have to be pulled out of the liberal arts so that students like him could 
conduct their research. I find it hard to understand how one person's 
research could be more important than the chance for someone else 
to go to school. Why should someone like him get maybe fifty thousand 
dollars to conduct research when someone else can't get five thousand 
to just attend school? 



That sense of empowerment hasn't left me. Before getting involved 
with this movement I had my convictions, but it was difficult to act on 
them. One person single-handedly trying to stop the war is ridiculous. 
But when you realize, and see, that there are lots of people who want 
the same thing, it is much easier. And when you can touch them it 
becomes even easier. When enough people reach out and touch each 
other this thing has got to happen. That is something that I have been 
able to realize because of this. The power of the people is not something 
to balk at. It is a force that must be reckoned with, or it will shatter the 
foundations of society. For it is people that comprise society, not 
numbers or bureaucracies; just plain people. 

It is coldly ironic that Chancellor Joe Duffey and his council felt that 
it was necessary to call in a military force to suppress our anti D.O.D. 
protest. They were out in full force. Over a hundred police from all 
levels; University, Amherst town police, and state police, were all 
represented. With them came police dogs, a helicopter equipped with 
tear gas, and of course the bus which would take us away. All this is 
really kind of excessive when one considers that they were only arrest- 
ing 60 nonviolent protesters. We did not throw one stone or in any way 
maliciously attack any of the officers. They still felt it reasonable to 
outnumber us 2 to 1. 

The movement is evolving now. We did not start this, we have merely 
evolved into it. Although the semester may be over at this point, the 
summer is going to be a time of organization and solidification. I think 
people are realizing the immensity of our goal. To say that we want the 
D.O.D. off our campus is almost equivalent to saying that we want it 
off our planet. What is a university but a microcosm of the society. If 
the D.O.D. should not be on our campuses why should it be anywhere? 
No one should ever have to die in a war when there are much more 
important issues to put our energies into. However that is amuch larger 
view of this issue, for now lets concentrate on cleaning up our univer- 
sities. 

I think the administration must be scarred at what might happen next 
semester. So far, in the last few weeks of this semester we have 
conducted five occupations. Which have involved students, faculty, and 
community members; eight students have gone on a hunger strike, 
there have been 152 arrests, we conducted a candle light vigil and 
planted a tree, we have held press conferences, rallies, open mikes, 
compiled leaflets and fact sheets, and have been holding regular 
meetings. With a whole semester to start with the possibilities of what 
might happen are very interesting. 

I have said that this is a people's movement. It is made up of people, 
real people not t.v. personalities. In the short time that I have been 
involved with this thing I have met many people. I feel that I have 
learned a lot from them. I have grown emotionally and intellectually 
from my experiences with them. From blockading the doors at 
Memorial Hall during the second time there, to listening to a protester 
who is an ex-air force soldier broadcast his memories of his service 
time, and his experiences with his lover, I have become more in touch 
with myself, and my aspirations. Blocking a bunch of doors may seem 
like a pretty childish thing to do. But when that is put into the context 
of a siege, the reasoning becomes more apparent. At previous occupa- 
tions the doors had been left open. The police strategically stationed 
themselves in our midst. It was impossible to sleep, as certain in- 
dividuals would make sure to threaten arrest, baseball bat in hand, at 
rather odd hours.in the night. Even mere access to the bathrooms had 
been used as an immature method to weaken the protesters. Food was 
also routinely withheld to further weaken us. We were the ones under 
siege. At the last occupation, the second at Memorial Hall, we blocked 
all entrances into the buildings except the windows. We maintained 
"our space". 

We do not enjoy having to take over buildings to make a point. But 
when the administration tells you that certain crucial issues are non- 
negotiable with you, you have to find more direct and forceful ways to 
voice your opinion. When the Administration tries to psychologically 
cripple you, it is necessary to defend yourself. 



It is the idea of "our space" that we are fighting for. We believe that the 
university is "our space", as we believe that the bathrooms are "our 
space". My mind is my space and I don't believe that anyone has the 
right to force feed me propaganda or dysinformation of any kind. I want 
to be free. I know that I must fight for that freedom. That is what I am 
doing and will keep on doing until I die. 

END THE WAR END THE W M  END THE WAR END THE W M  
' END THE WAR 

TO: MARCUS 6 MEX-HALL PEOPLE, ARRESTED BOTH INSIDE &-OUTSIDE 

SUGGESTIONS: 
1 )  W a i t  f o r  t h e  f 3 r v a l i t i e s  t o  bo c o m p l e t e d  
2 )  Do n o t  3nswer  A N Y  q u e s t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  s l l e g e d  

v i o l a t i o n  ( s !  
3 )  Xhen g i v e n  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  s p e a k  t o  t h e  d i s c i p l i n a r y  

c h a r g e s ,  r e 3 3  t h s  UNIFIED 3T4TEi.!ENTI b e l o w  
4 )  Onze t h e  s t a t e m e n t  h a s  been  r e a d  t o  t h e  b o a r d ,  s t a n d  u p  

a n d  l e s v e  t h e  h e a r i n g .  

NOTE: t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s t a t e m e n t  h a s  bezn  p r e p a r e d  u n d e r  t h e  
quidan.: e o f  o u r  a t t o r n e y .  

- ................................................................ 
UNIFIED STATEMENT 

"My a t t o r n e y  h a s  a d v i s s d  me t h a t  i f  I were  t o  d e f e n d  m y s e l f  

i n  a n y  way, o f  o t h e r w i s e  d i s z u s s  t h e  c h a r g e s  a g a i n s t  me 3 t  t h i s  

h e a r i n g ,  I wou ld  be  j e o p a r 3 i z i n g  m y  F i f t h  Anendment r i g h t  n o t  t o  

i n c r i m i n a t e  m y s e l f ,  wh ich  c o u l d  i n  t u r n  j e o p a r d i z e  my : r i m i n 3 1  

d e f e n s e .  I t h e r e f o r ?  r e q u e s t  t h a t  my h e a r i n g  be  c o n t i n u e 3  u n t i l  

a f t e r  my t r i a l  i s  :ornple ted .  Thank you v e r y  n u z h . "  

.................................................. -a ----- - 

END THE WAR, END THE WAR END THE XAp END THE WAR END THE W A R ! !  



The U.S. Supreme Court has further limited interim suspensions as 
follows: 

Interim suspensions: 
a cautionary approach 

Charles J. DiMare 

, This article was first published in the first issue of The Student Rights 
Advocatq [volume I, number I, May 1989,413-545-19951, released May 
17, 1989. The newsletter is produced by the University of Massachusetts 
Student Legal Services Center. 

An interim suspension occurs when a student is temporarily 
suspended, before a hearing can be held. 

Courts generally have limited the use of interim suspensions at publicly 
funded educational institutions to emergency situations in which 
university authorities have reasonable cause to believe that danger will 
be present if a student is permitted to remain on campus pending a 
decision following a full hearing. In addition, courts have also held that 
%n interim suspension may not be imposed without a prior preliminary 
hearing, unless it can be shown that it is impossible or unreasonably 
difficult to accord it prior to an interim suspension." In such cases, 
"procedural due process requires that the student be provided such a 
preliminary hearing, at the earliest practical time. Essentially, the law 
requires public universities to avoid suspensions based on student 
behavior unless the student has had the opportunity, however brief, to 
persuade the suspending authority that there is a case of mistaken 
identi&, mitigating circumstances or other justification for withholding 
the interim suspension. 

As a general rule notice and hearing should precede removal of the 
student from school. We agree ..., however, that there are recummng situa- 
tions in which prior notice and hearing cannot be insisted upon. Students 
whose presence poses a continuing danger to persons or property or an 
ongoing threat of disrupting the academic process may be immediately 
removed from school. ..[and notice and hearing] should follow as soon 
as practical [419 U.S. at 583 (1975)l. 

The regulations and policies in effect at the University of Mas- 
sachusetts at Amherst in the academic year 1988-1989 state in part: 

Either the Chancellor or the Vice Chancellor for Student Affairs or their 
designee may impose restrictions upon a student pending disciplinary 
proceedings or health withdrawal, such interim restrictions to become 
effective immediately without prior notice whenever there is ground to 
believe that the studentposes an imminent threat to himself or herself; to 
others, or to property. 

Appropriate University authorities must grapple with the terms con- 
tinuing danger, on-going threat, and imminent threat. Indeed without 
such threats or danger interim suspensions are justifiably subject to 
constitutional attack. Consequently, an interim suspension based on a 
single act of student misconduct, even to the extent of violent or 
threatening behavior, without simcant evidence that such behavior 
will continue and pose an imminent threat would violate the U.S. 
Constitution. 

The courts have been reasonably clear that interim suspensions should 
be reserved to only very particular and narrowly defined situations. A 
university's attempt to broaden the use of interim suspension to situa- 
tions where there is not clear and present evidence of imminent danger, 
may unnecessarily risk civil litigation and significant liability. 
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IJoru Aitdcn 

Hcsolulion of Rese:~rch Council (:onccrning 
Acccplance of Funds Supporting Faculty Hescarch 

At the request of Cliancellor Duffey, he Research Council h;~\ reviewed cul-:cnt 
University policy concerning  he acceptant I! of funds supporting lacuity researcli. In 
undertaking this review, we kept foremost in our minds that a nuin mission of tile 
Universiry is to advance understanding and knowledge and to disseminate such advances 
as widely as possihie. We are also of the conviction that this mission can c~nly he 
achieved when there are no restrictions on the subject matters of fac~~lty research :lnd 
on the freedom to make available widely the findings of such rese;irch. Undcr t l ~ i k  

principle, it is the prerogative of researchers freely to choose tlicir rcsearch I O ~ N C \ .  

subject to the duty to make resulting knowledge freely available, ICI cwrcise due regard 
and care in the conduct of research for the health and safety of researchers. the 
University community, [he surrounding community, and for human u~l)jecls. if ; I I I ~  arc 
used in the research, and to observe applicable state ;~nd federal la%* and regul;~r~o~i\.  

Upon review, we found that no changes are needed or warranted in current 
university policy which prohibits the acceptance of support for research under conditions 
which restrict the dissemination of findings. We therefore reaffirm current policies as 
expressed in the Board of Trustees resolution of May 10th 1972 and of the Faculty 
Senate resolution of April 1972', both actions prohihiling the acceptance of research 
funds under conditions restricting disclosure of findings. Except for tliose noted above. 
the University does not and should not impose any restrictions on legal sources of 
research funding. 

To  insure that the provisions of this policy are rigorously adhcred to, we pro})osc 
that principal investigators submitting research proposrlls Tor processing certify tl~at the 
proposals are in compliancc with current policies. In addition, we urge that the \'ice 
Chancellor for Research and the Director of the Office of Grants and Contracts 
consistently and faithfully implement these current policies. In case of conflict over the 
interpretation of these pnlicjes, the Research Council should serve ;IS the final arlrilcr. 

Voted unani~nousl! b! the Kescnrch Council on April 27. 1989. 

WVED: That the Faculty Senate endorse the  Policy on Acceptance of Funds 
42-89 Supporting Faculty Research as presented i n  the Research Council 's 

Special Report dated April 2 7 ,  1989, Sen. Doc. Wo. 89-046. 
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RGENDAI Tho 4 3 7 t h  K e r t i n p  o f  t h r  F a c u l t y  Sena te  w i l l  be h e l d  on 
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A. Img-EUBl 
I. S p e c i a l  R e p o r t  o f  t h e  R e s t a r c h  C o u n c ~ l  c o n c r r n l n p  P o l l c y  on t h e  

A c c r p t r n c e  o f  Funds  Supporting F a c u l t y  Research  a s  p r e s r n t r d  I n  Srn .  
Doc. No. 89-04)  u ~ t h  R o t l o n  No. 42-89. 

/ R O V E D I  T h a t  t h e  F a c u l t y  S r n r t r  e n d o r s e  t h e  P o l i c y  on A c c e p t a n c r  o f  Funds  
42 -89  S u p p o r t i n g  F a c u ) t v  R e s a r r c h  a s  p r e s r n t r d  i n  t h e  Research  C o u n c i l ' s  

S p e c i a l  R e p o r t  d a t e d  L p r l l  2 7 ,  1989, Sen. Doc, No. 09-046. 

~ M O V E D I  T h a t  t h e  F a c u l t y  S ~ n a t e  r n d o r t e  t h e  p o s l t l o n  t a k e n  by t h e  P r o v o s t ,  
' 48-89 a t  t h o  4 3 6 t h  H e e t l n q  o f  t h r  F a c u l t y  Sena te ,  on t h e  a d m l n i s t r r t i o n ' s  

\ r e l p o n s e  t o  s t u d a n t  p r o t e s t s .  (The  P r o v o r t ' r  r ~ a a r k s  r i l l  b r  
d l s t r i b u t r d  a t  t h e  a e r t l n g . )  

\ 

f. S p r c l a l  R e p o r t  o f  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  Computer C o m r l t t e e  c o n c e r n i n g  
P r l o r l t i e r  f o r  A c r d r r l c  Compu t lng  and P l a n n l n l  f o r  t h e  
A d m i n l s t r a t l o n  o f  C o r p u t ~ r  R e s o u r c r s  a s  p r e s e n t e d  i n  Sen, Doc. 
Ho. 89 -036  w i t h  R o t l o n  No. 28-09. { T a b l e d  a t  t h e  4 3 b t h  M e e t i n g 1  

MOVED1 T h a t  t h e  F a c u l t y  S e n a t e  e n d o r s e  t h e  r e c o m r e n d a t i o n s  I t h r o u ~ h  8  
18-89 o f  t h e  S p e c l r l  R e p o r t  o f  t h e  U n l v e r s l t y  Computer  C o l l i t t e e  

c o n c e r n i n g  P r l o r l t i e s  f o r  Lcademic C o a p u t i n p  and  P l a n n i n g  f o r  t h e  
l d e l n l s t r a t i o n  o f  Computer  Resources  as ~ 0 n t b l n e d  I n  Srn.  Doc. 
No, 89-036. 
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A p p r o v a l  o f  E i g h t  D e p a r t r e n t a l  Honors  T r a c k s  I n  t h e  Rev lsed ,Honors  
P r o g r a a  o p r e s e n t e d  I n  Srn.  Doc. No. 09-04? w i t h  n o t i o n  No. 43-89.  

HOVEDI T h a t  t h e  F a c u l t y  S r n a t r  a p p r o v e  t h e  r l t h t  n r r  D e p a r t m e n t a l  H o n o r 1  
43-09 T r a c k s  a s  r r commrnded  b y  t h e  Acadee lc  U a t t e r s  C o u n c i l  i n  Sen, Doe. 

No. 89-04?, 

5. b p a c l a l  R e p o r t  o f  t h e  Space and C e l e n d r r  Commi t tee  c o n c e r n l n q  
A t a d e a l c  C a l e n d a r  A s s o c l r t e d  D a t e r  a s  p r e s e n t e d  I n  Sen. Doc. 
NO. 89-048 w i t h  M o t i o n  No. 44 -09  end R o t l o n  No. 45-89, 

2 
UOVEDt T h a t  t h e  F a c u l t y  S t n r t e  recommend t h a t  t h r  Academlc C a l e n d a r  no 
44-69 l o n g e r  l l s t  a s s o c i a t e d  da tes .  

MOVEDI T h a t  t h e  F a c u l t y  S e n a t e  recommend t h a t  t h e  C o ~ m l s s l o n  on C l v i l l t y  
45 -89  C O e p l l e  end p r i n t  a  I l s t  o f  f r l l g l o u ~  h o l i d a y s  t o  b r  p u b l i s h e d  AS 

a p p r o p r i a t e  I n  U n i v e r e t t y  p u b l l c l t t o n s .  B1 11111 b e  
d e t e r m i n e d  b y  t h r  Commlselon.  

Chapter 10 

Division and Gender Relations 
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