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DECLARATION CF PRINCIPLES 

We. as human beings, possess certain inherent rights. 
As citizens of the United States we are further guaranteed 
Constitutional r1ghtso As university students our status 
requires a free learning environment, one which encourages 
unrestrained investigation and inquiry into all realms of 
human thought and natural phenomeneo We affirm our inten­
tion to exercise our rights as human beings, as citizens, 
and as students~ Therefore, we will resist all attempt s 
by the Board of Trustees and the Administration of our 
University to control, limit, or abolish these rightso 
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Just as the Board of Trustees cannot assume t he role of a 
court defining the Bill of Rights , neither can the Administration 
determine the boundaries of academic freedom at the University of 
Illinois . The faculty and the students --the essential university-­
themselves define the ext ent of academic f r eedom by the limits 
attained in their pursuit of knowledge . Academic freedom is vital 
to the role of the university as a leader. The great university 
provides vision and direction for the society; it is not molded 
by soci ety . 

Recent action by the Board of Trustees, with the complicity of 
the Administration , denying University recognition of the W.E.B. 
DuBois Club , and the decision by the Administration to support 
the constitutionality of the Clabaugh Act in the courts have 
necessitated our formation . 

Students for Free Speech (SFS) i s formed therefore to exerci se 
our freedoms--human, Constitutional , and educational--and to 
resist , from whatever source , attempts to negotiate away or abridge 
these rights . Neither the foreign policy involvements of the 
United States , external political and financial pressures , nor the 
fears expressed by the Trustees and Administrators will alter our stand. 

We seek nothing, we request nothing , we demand nothing from 
the Board of Trustees and the Administration . We simply declare 
our intention as human beings , as citizens , and as students to 
act on our rights . 

- Students for Free Speech-
******************** 

These amendments to the United States Constitution provide the 
legal basis for the position of the SFS. 

AMENDMENTS 

Article I: Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion , or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press ; or the 
right of the people peaceably to assemble and to petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances. 

Article XlV : Section 1: All persons born or naturalized in the UnitEd 
States, and subiect to the jurisdiction thereof, are 
citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 
they reside . No State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall ahridge the privileges or immunities of citi­
zens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property, without due 
process of law; nor deny to any person within its juris­
diction the equal prot~ction of the laws . 

******************** 

I may not agree with what you say, but I will defend to the death 
your right to say it - - Voltaire 
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LEGAL BRIEF 

Legal and policy reasons advanced by fifteen law professors for 
individual and university efforts to repeal the Clabaugh Act and to 
narrow its application were released today in a statement which was 
sent to the president and Board of Trustees in advance of their 
recent meeting. The following informative excerpts are from this 
general statement: 

Current controversies surround the responses which the University 
of Illinois is called upon to make in a number of different situations 
involvi~g the state Clabaugh Act. The individual signers below are 
members of the university law faculty. They join privately in the 
public e~-pression of these views, drafted initially by the first 
signer, in the hope of contributing to informed discussion and consid­
eration of questions having mixed aspects of law and university policy. 

A. Cla~a~gh Act Blindness 

The Clabaugh Act, however motivated by concern for American freedom 
and education, suffers from fatal blindness to two major consider­
ations: a legal one arising from the ;1a ture of American freedom, and 
an educational one arising from the nature of a university. Neither 
can be ignored i~ s~aping the university's responses to Clabaugh 
Act situations. 

1. The Legal Consideration 

T'!'ie legal consideratio:1 Hes in the attempt of the Act to describe 
activities, including expression of thought, to be prohibited at the 
University of Illi.nois in terms so vague and sweeping as to leave 
unclear what views may fall under it. The words "seditious," 
"subversive," and "un-American"--proscribing words of the Act--are 
presumably aimed at foreign power and totalitarian ideology. But, 
those words can scatter over so many views that differ from any 
strongly-held dominant, majority, or government view on public policy 
questions that the traditional Ar.ierican freedom sought to be prot- . 
ected can be struck down. That freedom is endangered when authorities 
are armec with a blunderbuss statute, though fashioned out of 
patriotic intention, that can spray any sus~ect disagreement. That 
princip~e is among the first forged in t~e country's history. Fear 
for the American government in its infancy prompted passage of the 
infamous alien and sedition laws, which sought in time of crisis and 
excitement to penalize any activity "to stir up sedition" or 11abet 
any hostile designs of any foreign nation. w Aimed at "sedition," 
the language of the laws was used to put down opponents of the Fed­
eralist national administration. The Federalist party was wrecked 
by its sponsorship of those laws; tre laws were repudiated and repealed 
as an unwarranted intrusior. on liberty. Jefferson said of them: 

0 1£' there be any among us who would wish to 
change (this Union's ) form (of government), 
let them stand undisturbed as monuments of 
the safety with which error of opinion may 
be tolerated where reason is left free to 
combat it." 
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That spirit has animated intcro:.:-etations of the Bill of Rights, 
in the name of w;:d.ch no little b~_ood has heen lost, b the United 
States Supreme Court decisions of many er2s fror:1 that date to the most 
recent re-affirmation of it this yeur. In a l9G7 case , a New York 
statute undertook t o direct the state university boarclto bar 
employment to perso:-:s engugbg in ''"tr~asona½le or seditious" activities 
or utterances or advoctlcy of th~ viol-:mt .overt:n,o,; of t:1e goverr~-
ment. The .United States Supreme Court hald the statute unconstitutional 
and invalid. The Court ·said: . 

"Our exoerience unc.er, the Sedition Act of 1793 
taught ~s t:1c,t dangers fatill to First Amendment Freefoms 
in~:er<= ir. the word ' seditious' ... the p_c>ssible scope 
of 's.adi tious ' utterances -or· acts ha~ 'vi'r~ually .no _ 
limits ..• We cannot gainsay the potential effect of 
this obscure :,ro,:,dir._g ..• The crucial consideration 
is t:-ia.t ~10 tcache~ can kr,ow just whel'e the· lbe is 
drawn between ' sedi ti..ous 1 and · rionsed.i. tious ut\:erances . 
(Tl:e "overthrow" provisions) a.ls:, h~ve tr.e same defect 
of vai.;ue:1ess. .This , provision- is plainly susceptible 
to sweeping and improper ap;ilicat~.OTl. ;: 

2 • . The E"ducational Co~sitieration 
a . '!'he Unive!'-Si.ty Historically · 

Tba nature; of a university .is . the -second ce-:-isideration .to which 
the Clabaugh Act is f'ltally blind in its attempt to irr:pqse on one 
1.mbersi ty in Elinoi3 a supervisqry rcle in cot.trolling e,qres_sion . 
Historic;;.lly the u,1iversity has been a ple;ce--a~1ministratively an 
institution--where the interest of man is serv~d by tra~sMitting, 
interpreting, and expar.ding kno··rledge wi tho:.it fear, favor, or inter­
ference . The integt'i t y of- such an unJertaking is destroyed wh~n 
power--whether of king, army, church , er $tate--is applied to 5.t · for 
the pu:::-pose of sna;>inf~ er circums::ribir:g in any wa~· the scope. of 
inquiry or the manner of its pursuit . Intellectua}. freedom is not a 
privilege assert~d for -t;he _bene.fit of · intellectua~s; it is a first 
necessary, condition of rno·::i vc .and atmosp1rnre to any tree transmission, 
re-examinatioli, and analysis of knowlecige ·a11d values . · 

It is true, of course, that for many purposes an America!i state 
univer.:,ity 'is a 11state" institution; even , technically, its property 
may be viewed for some purpo.$eS as state prope::-ty and its employees 
as state err.ployees. It is a:so vitaEy Jepandent on the state for. 
tax- su:,>ported financial ,'l.ssistance,. -a.:;:thoug.1 it also has other im,or­
tant fina!1ci3.l oor.<iti tuents: • reside:rt and ncn-resider.t undergraduate 
and graduate students W

0

~l ::> pay ,t,ui tion , fees ,- c:nd ' other 'ex~:enses; 
private, indiviJn:11, corp-::-rate , and· foundat1.on c:onofs of gifts, 
endow~nts, scho~arshir-s, · anc researc:;:"1 grants; nu:nero,us agencies and 
funds of the fedcra2. · gove .. "'nment . · 

., 

When a st.;1.te legislat:1re assumes thilt state support carries with 
it a power- to measure pGrinissible v:i.ews e},pressed at the uni ve~~si ty 
by a legislative or political standard, however ciear that standard 
may look to Orle whose t!ppcrrri°0st fearis are of the com'llunist ic~as, 
the door is opened to crippling thc -u~iversity . !he ClabauP,h Act 
assumes that power. Its mandate would compel or 0e taken to compel 
the university to inves·tigate~ monitor, ard control, and to discrim-
5.na'.:e in granting use of its facilities'. , on the liasis of whether views 
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express~d or ~-::tivities co;if11c•:ed conform to i:;wecpi·,g, catch-all stan­
dards. Those st:1.nc1.arcs .:ould be applied to groups , to group membe~.,s , 
to individ.uals speci'.<ir.g at f,I'Ot.p meetings, to group charters • and 
to views alleged!~, moti•,ating the fromai:ion of campus groups or other 
groups w5.th wh.tch campus grou?s mi g'ht be affiliated . Once entering 
uoon scrupu.'..ou~ comp.:i,3.11ce , moreover, the ur,iversitv may ha.ve to 
al)ply those standards before occurrerces al"<i exp~ssio"'ls as Hell as 
after . Thus it is thrust into t he ro l e of vigi lant censor. 

Considering the wide spect~um of views on every subject which a 
university has the difficult .1nc! ae.:.icate task of encourai:;in.v, the 
universi ty community to exf>J.ore , such monitoring direction and 
authority would counterweigh , if not cancel, its efforts to fos~er 
conditions conducive to free, told , and il"lc.ginat.:ve te.-.ch.:ng and 
r:!searc'.1 . It might survive , well-financed perhaps, as an efficient 
eJucational servant of the st:ite, but ~ot as a trt1e u::1iversi ty . Tho 
image of a tru~ univ~rs~ty is cast in a tradition of intellectu~l 
freedom four.d~d in Greece and handed down through the autonomous 
cornmuni ties of scholars which have comprised the grea-c un '-ve:::-si -ties 
of the •-1es~er:1 ..:orld . An express:on of it , in wr,ic:. t'.1e Univer::iity 
on Illinois could proudly concur, was TTJade in 1894 in a resolution of 
the l.)oard of r'1g~nts of the stat e unive r sity of a s i ster state , 
Wiscor.sin , as memorialized in bronze by i~s ~lu:nni class of 1910: 

"W!1atever else may be the limitations which 
trammel inquiry elsewhere, we believe that 
(this) great st~te university should ever 
encourage thRt ~ontinual and fearless sifting 
and winno'.ting by which alone t'.,e truth can 
be found." 

The nature of a .nodern uni versi t~• adds anoth~r :iimens .:.on to its 
historic image . Knowledee has accelerated c:-:anges in knowledge and 
in l ife . The e xuansion of knowledge a:1d the need to relate it to 
the past , to p1•ec,ent problems, and to ft:tur: conc-i tions calls for 
a higher compete:1ce , e~ergy , imagL1atior. , and diDpassion thau ever. 
More young people in number dn<l DI'Ol"'ortion of the population than in 
any other ·dme or country par-:ici.pa~e in the Am~rican unive::-sity 
experience . Treir time of life, t11c modern world, and the conterr:­
por aneous deve:onment of man ' s mind all spur them to understand and 
search ,l:or ne,, knowled:J;e as well as old, new forr:s, ne,· arrar.ge­
ments, new meani.igs • a,1d .:1ew insignts . If education is to rn1:::an any­
thing to man today , an important thrust o-F it must be toward shaping 
an inc linatio11 anc style of tr.ought that is queDtion i ne , cri. ti:::al ar.d 
experimental. 

In this state of educational affairs, the attempt to mard bound­
a1'ies beyond Hhich ideas or information on a given subject are too 
dangerous to hear or be expressed undoes the main ,,ffort to fashion 
an open and flexible mind . To ar,y extent that sue!~ boundary-making 
succeeds , it re-er.fo1'ces ma11v othe.,... pressures that guide thougi1t 
into safe and comfo!'·La?le cha1mels . To tl-ie mere like.Ly extent that 
it fails , ::. t serves only as an indefensi:ile target of erievance 
against fear- Lascd attempts to circumscr:.ne inquiry . The net result, 
then , is only to keep the uni,,er sity in an u:-,roar as the energies 

~ ----...... ~-
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of t,e fac~lty, students, and administration are dissi?ated from one 
a:ilee to anot:1er, and to fur·ther fray academic relationships that 
already hane on fraying threads. 

Conclusion 

The course recommended owes sorr.ething to the realization that tie 
\lnS.versity has· a balance to strike. It should not needlessly alien­
ate ~he rubJic it serves and the legislative su,porters on whom it 
relies in part to survh·e. But -:o r.urvive as -a university, it is 
Qblip;ed to resist winds of public aild legislative sus~icion and fear 
of unpopular, even hated, id~as. In ;ieriods of acute national frus­
tration and anxiety, those wines blew up into rages, sometimes 
reflected in statutes, in whlch all extreme dissidents are auto­
matically identified with battlefield eneMies. · At a ~al'culated 
risk of some legi'slative disfavor, we thi:1k the university's wisest 
course would be · a cor.s i_s tent one of firTP respect for law with equally 
firm and open commitme~t to the fr~edom which.the university requires 
and the con's ti tution protects. ' 

David C. Baum 
Marion W. Benfield, Jr. 
Rub.;,n G. Cohn 
Wylie H. Davis 
Roger w. Findley 
Stephen B. Goldberg 
Peter Hay 

Georee T. Frampton 
Harry D. Krause 
Hayne. R. Lafave 
John H, McCord 
Sheldon J . Flager 
Ralph Reisner 
Eugene F. Scoles 
J. r:elson Young 

"I realize by stat1ite that the University of Illinois is subject to 
the control of ::he Illinois General Assembly. However, limitations 
such as these can resuJ t in the consideratinn of the educational 
affairs of the University in terms of the political values of the 
State and not the academic values so hi1;hly regarJed by the educators 
of today. I am positive you (the Board of Trustees) share the view­
point that education must b~ <Uove partisan politics . Educational 
ins ti tut ions can flouris:1 only if the rights of dissent and 
politicaJ a-:ivocacy are maintc:incd against all attE>mpts at abridgement. 

~ E>~cerpt from Bob Outis 'statement 
at tl,e tlarch 14 Board of Trustees 
meeting. 

·UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN FACULTY LETTER 

The following letter, by a faculty mer.ilier, was published in "The 
Daily Cardinal", the student newspaper of the University of Wisconsin. 
It was written in reaction to the Wisco~sin Student Senate's 
sus~ension of a recognized University group . The decision of the 
Student Court to review the suspension was a cause of great concern 
to the Administration . 

The letter is produced, in part, below: 

I do not mean to belabor seemingly tiny, isolated internal details 
of the operation of the University . My preci~e point is that they are 
not "tiny" details; they are far from· '!internal"; and they are not 
"isolated." Rather it is an example of a distinct, p l,:innf>d pat tern 
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of control by administnative officials. It is all part of that 
in3idi~us enigma-~discretionary administrative decision making. 

That tfe rules and re,ulations, a~d ?ar~icularly procedures for 
bane.ling _-:hem , at this Uni vers.i. ty are confusing, cryptic, almost 
Alice-in-tionderl.a11dish at times is not, as one would have you 
belie·✓e , a result of patcc~-1ork plar:ning or incomplete reform. It 
re·✓ea~s the whole basic thes•is on which the administration operates-­
possession of the maxfmu~ discret~on possible. Discretion tends to 
reach a 1.1aximUi11 whdn it con-:ains -::Wo quali~ies--invisibility and 
lack of objective star,dards. 

Excessive use of the telephone; small, unannounced back room 
meeth1gs wnere oral .1ecisi-:ms ara tr.3.de (a la the "no picket signs 
in the building" rule, conjur.ad up in a four man meeting the day 
before tne Dow Protests); b~cK-passi11g; ru~e ~y co11unittee, and the 
myri3a other techniques that Lend to cloud WHO is making a decision 
and WHAT that decision is until it is too late to affect_ the decision, 
are all ~art o~ the c0n5cious at~empt to ~ake the rendering of 
decision$ invisible. For an inv:sible de=ision is one that is 
unfettercd,by the influ. ncos of any un.ranted factors. 

Cor.fl..i.ct.:nc- rulec; of conduct, tmc 1 ear routes of :1rocedure , 
broad delegati.ons of r%ponsibility in the "best interest of the 
student," "for- t:10 good of the Un_iversity communl.ty," or "to protect 
t.1e .1orMal functinns of t:1e Univers;ty" e:<ist so as to keer at a 
minimum any objective standards by which decisions arc to be made. 

In University administration, standards must be ke:pt at a · 
m:.nimu;n e:-,i thetc; a11d slo~ans rr.ust be const'antly repeated until 
ace::>ted as st:md.1rd.s. by an unthinking public. This is not to say 
that the a<lmi.1istratio:1 act-s irri'!til")nally or without reason. It is 
to say, ra~her that their reasons are the:.r own, and decisions are 
mad~ for their own ourooses. 

Why then C()es the action or Stud<:?nt Court dfaturb the adm5.nistration 
so out of pro;,ortio:1 to the signif:.cance of the e:ver,t? Because 
it reprt;sents a threat , however tiily, to their discretionary 

·· ac.im:lnistr:1tive decision mal<inz. First, students have taken it upon 
the"'.!Selv~3 to con6ider a matter cornal~y ~ithin the "discretion of 
administ&ators, '' and therefore tLreatP.u to readjust a power 
1"'E'latioriship by removbg a s-,all a"!lou!"lt of discretion from the 
A<lmi~istratiort an<l red:.stribute it. ~-Iha~ is worse, the students 
in this instance, are a "court" which traditionally (no matter how 
ineffectively at times) stands for the two thinGS powerful discretion 
cannot tolerate--visi~ility of deci3ion making, and a~ticulated. 
standards supnorted by evidence rather than the "good sense of our 
deans." I do no~ suggest th3.t it is Student Court which will set 
all objective standards, or otherwise be the panacea for an intol­
erable situation. Raber, i t may EXPOSE thQ LACK of standa:rds in 
present decision maki,~. This i~ what is disturbing to Fleming 
(Wisco:1s in C'!"lan=ellor) and his kitchen cabinet. 

Protection of this total discret~on is essential to the secretly 
planned socie ... y--wnere aecis:.ons are "lade to enha:1ce the roles of 
the decision makers, not to affect the p1--oblems at hand; where the 
nature and quality uf life becomes irrelevant but the power to control 
life is an end in itself. "Ex;>ertice" and. "ignorance" have become 
the new inte1lectu.:il .1au.:.valents of the old "have" and "have not." 

We are deprived tod~y of nothing so mundane as food or clothing. 
Rather we are deprived of the right to make decisions. We are 
convinced by the decision makers that we can really have no 
meaningful affect on our liv~s unless we trust to them and so, of 
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necessity, we must support ttem and thei:" d;cisio:1s or perish . HMy 
decision maker, rigt, t or 1:rong ! " 

**************~****** 

"'I'.he only fence against th,e world is a thorough knowledge of it •11 

- John Locke-
*****~*************** 

F. A. R • •• ? . A.R. ORGANIZE 

FAR and PAR studen~s will host Students for Free Speech representative 
Joe Allen and v:siting Professor Thomas DeBooy at an open meeting to 
be held Monday, March 20 in the FAR multi- purpose room at i pm/ 

The students will present the tape recordi ng c:': a meeting between Dean 
of Students Stanton Millet and twenty members of Students Against the 
Clabaugh Act. Allen and DeBooy will discuss the goals and activities of 
the Students for Free Speech movement . The meeting i s to be completely 
open to any questions raised by those attending. 

11this is an opportunity for the students ·of this area to hear as I did 
the untenable' position on and Clabaugh Act and academic freedom that Millet 
and the administration has taken." said FAR resident $teve Schmidt , one of 
the twenty who met with Millet. 

The twenty-four stude-:1ts who gathered to organize this meeting at FAR also 
approved a proposal that an information -booth be established to- answer ques­
tions concer:iing the :,1onday eveninp- program or t he S! udents For Free Speech 
in ge:1eral. Such a booth will be set up on Monda~,r morning in front of the 
main office of FAR. 

Ar.other purpose of the booth is to distribute copies cf a letter which 
· students can sign and send to their rep:-es~ntati ves and senatops in the 
state legislature which urges support of Representative Anthony Scariano ' s 
bill to repeal the Clabaugh Act. Lists of these legislato:-s will be 
available at the booth . 

"This is the firs-r Students for Free Speecri project of its kind to orig­
inate in the dormitories on this campus . s.:.nce the i:dtial call last Friday , 
our support has steadily grown esrecially in Oglescy and Trelease to where 
we anticipate a successful meeting Monday . Our hope is that other dorm 
complexes will institute similar action in the ver-:1 near future , " said Joe 
Hardin, one of the organizers of the project. 

********************* 
Students for Free Speech met at the Channing- Murray foundation Sunday after­

noon and voted to adopt the fo.Uowing: 1) A statement of basic human rights; 
2) A platform of specific prnvisions to be created at the meeting of the steering 
committee, Wednesday, March 22; 3) That the Steering Committe~ of S:S 3e~k the 
written sup;)ort of a guest speaker from Student Senate and other c;.mpt-; 01za,iz­
ations; !+) 'l'hat S?S protect the right of any student to hear a gues-c .3pr:aker, if 
necessary by t~1e petitioning of all member3 of SFS for punishme;'lt similar to that 
bestowed upon any individual; 5) Moveme,,ts sirailar to that of SFS at other Univ­
ersities be studieQ in determining direction for the movement; 6) That the Steering 
Committee create the orgar..izational means oy which to test the Clabaugh Act. 

At the subsequent met=ting of the Steering Committee of SFS the following was 
approved: l) Ti1at the communication be established with the AAUP to determine the 
possibility of a censure on the Administration and Trustees of the UI; 2) To 
investigate the possibilities of obtaininp; University legal counsel to defend 
student rights; 3) To establish liasons with various faculty groups on ca~pus; 
4) That Vic Ber-key a'.'ld Bob Outis shall represent SFS as press contacts; 5) Comm­
ittee heads were selected and action initiated . At the same meeting, it was stated 
that SFS has received $30 in contributions . The Steering Committee has also 
established means for control and appropriation of all funds . 

ALL LABOR DONATED BY MEMBERS OF SFS 


