
LOS ANGELES: SCHOOL OF LAW 

Januarv 29. 197~ - ~ 

Dr. George Abell 
Chairman, Academic Senate 
L.A. Division 
:ws·Murphy Hall 
Campus 

Dear George: 

.. , • ~· ,.._ .. 1 ••••• •• • • 

In December, 1972 the L.A. Times carried a letter over 
your signature as Chairman of the Academic Senate, which 

: . .. . ... . ........ ~.. ., 

stated your belief that the Academic Senate's December action 
regarding the Angela Davia matter h~d been partially misreported 
in the LoAo Times. You were concerned to point out that the 
Senate had not endorsed the AAUP's cen~ure of the University 
for violations of Prof. Davis' academic freedom; it had merely 
endorsed the AAUP's. "principles of academic freedom as expressed 
in the AAUP action of May 5, 1972". To us the significance of 
the distinction seems exaggeratedo The Senate is unequivocally 
on record as endorsing tbe AAUP principles. In endorsing 
those principles "as expressed" by the act of censure, the 
Senate recorded its belief that the University violated the 
principles in the Angela Davis case. For this.the Regents are 
scarcely to be congratulated. Your point however, was that 
the Senate resolution did not expressly "endorse" the censure, 
•nd while we disagree with the significance you attach to this 
point, we do not quarrel with your power to "set· the record 
straighto" 

We are, however, troubled by your unquestioning assumption 
that it would be wrong for a faculty to censure its own insti
tution. What is it that warrants your statement that "of course 
our faculty does not endorse the censure of its own institution 
•o•"? Do. you believe that the University's conduct does not 
in this instance war·rant censure? Or that while it does, it 
is somehow inappropriate or even disloyal to say so? We are 
certain that The Academic Senate has never adopted either of 
these positions. Speaking for ourselves, we see nothing 
inappropriate in the faculty endorsing censure of its own 
institution where the institution's behavior warrants it. In 
fact, it might well be regarded as irresponsible to refrain from 
doing soo Needless to say, this is not to welcome the need 
for censure; but rather to endorse and ''welcome" the imposition 
of this sanction if, regrettably, it proves necessaryo 

Your letter presents your Yiew on this issue as though 
it were the Senate's. In our opinion, your effort to set 
the·record straight has thus unfortunately itself introduced 
error in the public report of the Senate's position. 

Sincerely yours, 

David Kaplan 
1-uu1, 1et:~'-

Leon Letwin UNIVERSITY OF OALIFORNIA-(Letterhead for Interdeparbnental Uae) 
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· our search for new en-ergy sources. 
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An article by .Tac·k .Ton.cs (Dec· . .-·~~. ,,·::-!~1~~.\' prohlcr: 
dt:·.-:;crih1ng- ij re~olution afloptr\t b~· 1hf :--ortin.~·of 4 
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headllne, which incrnTf'CI'.~· implied . \'ap.'d, the re{ 
t h:lt. tlw ~cn::1tf· Yfltecf to ·~ndorse the C'alhng ecH'h ol 
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The resolution adopted on Dec.· 5 ipation and.<' 
reaffirms the Senate's endorsement re~der. The~ 
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· of the principles of academic free- from the · 
d·om, due process and normal proce- . "what's wro• 
dures in perbonnel matters as those the predicti, 
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,~ q.,_ ~~1\ .- . · .,a;mpact at its annual meeting in May, 1971. 
It was because of violation of · 
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. · those principles that the AAUP cen
sur~d the University of California . 
But of course our faculty dQcs not : 
endorse the censure of its own insti
tution; it deeply regrets that cen-
8Ure, and indeed, the resolution it 
passed calls ·for expeditious action 
so as to remove the censure. 
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GEORGE 0. ABELL 
Chairman, Academic Senate, 
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