
State University of New York 
State University Plaza 
Albany, New York 12246 

Office of the Chancellor January 12, 1983 

Hon. Donald M. Halperin 
1303 Avenue Z 

Brooklyn, New York 11235 

Dear Don: 

Thank you for your thoughtful letter concerning the issue of 
academic freedom and academic responsibility at the Stony Brook’ 
campus. 720 

As you know, a special Commission on Faculty Rights and 
Responsibilities, chaired by Professor C.N. Yang, a Nobel Laureate 
and an Einstein professor of physics, has been meeting to discuss 
this matter. Since the Commission is presently reviewing this 
matter, I am concerned that any intrusion by the Central Admin- 
istration at this time might well inhibit its deliberations. 
Moreover, I would also note that procedural safeguards with 
regard to both academic rights and responsibilities traditionally 
evolve from discussions within the college faculty. Therefore, 
as an alternative, I am sharing a copy of your letter with the 
administration at Stony Brook for transmittal to the Commission 
so that it may have the benefit of your views and recommendations. 

Thank you again for your letter and for your kind words 
about the manner in which the administration and faculty at Stony 
Brook are approaching this sensitive issue. 

Sincerely, 

Clifton R. Wharton, Jr. 
Chancellor 

cc: President Marburger 

be: SUNY Board of Trustees; 
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Clifton R. Wharton, Jr. 
Chancellor ‘ 

State University of New York 
State University Plaza 
Office of the Chancellor 
Albany, New York 12246 

Dear Chancellor Wharton: 

Thank you for responding to my letter of October 28th. 

I recently met with administration and faculty members at Stony Brook and 
was impressed by the thoughtfulness with which they have been approaching the 

delicate issue of academic freedom. While I agree with your comment that "no 
individual or group could prepare a checklist delineating the boundary between 

academic responsibility and academic freedom," I do believe that the State Uni- 

versity itself could be helpful by providing some guidance along these lines. 

I am not necessarily suggesting that the central administration insert itself 
into every question raised in this area, but that the central administration 

might provide some broad guidelines. 

After having numerous discussions with individuals who are interested in 

preserving academic freedom as well as those who are concerned about the sensi- 

tivity of various groups and individuals, I would suggest that you consider the 
following broad guidelines. I also point to the fact that three of the four orig- 

inate with the faculty committee at Stony Brook which looked into the Dube situ- 
ation. These four guidelines are as follows: 

1. That a professor not set forth as fact that which is solely his 

opinion. 

2. That a professor not use his position in the classroom as a means 
for propagating a political or philosophical viewpoint. 

3. That a professor not use his or her position to intimidate students 
or stifle free expression in the classroom. 

4. That a professor take into consideration the sensibilities of groups, 

and or individuals when setting forth propositions (it is not only 

what is said but is how it is said). 



Chancellor Wharton page 2 

I believe it would be a service to all involved if this necessarily 
ambigous area could be clarified somewhat. Perhaps you as Chancellor could 
call for such guidelines while making it clear that they are not the beginning 
and end of the issue. 

DMH;pck 



Auguet 26, 1983 ; 

ACADEMIC _ EREEDOH MND. MORAT: HOBNS, RESPONSIBILITY AT STONY BROOK 

In a imamncily aisptinavinbad’ —_ great ‘lies, the unitea 
Nation's equation ‘of Zionism with Yaciam.ranks second only.to | 

the myths of Nazism.. In a lynch mob atmosphere, that lie was 
adopted by the UN Gatieral Assembly in 1975. Senator Daniel 

' Moynihan, then. United States Ambsssador to- the United Nations, 
. condemned the outrage: in these words: 

"the. united: States of america declares that it. 
does. hot: acknowledge, it will. not abide by, it 
will never acquiesce in this infamous act.” 

‘Bight. years latex, the rhetoric of 1983, taught bya. 
member of. the SUNY: at: Stony . Brook faculty once again aquatas 
Zionism ‘with raciam.. It. is & teaching which is, in my opinion, 
intellectually dishonest and pernicious. because. dt. is deainned ; 
to serve.as a justification for ganocide in the form of a 
completion of the “final solution" ,Shrooah annihilation of the 
State of Israel. Y . 

It is reported ‘that ‘ths. tacuity committe: Levuicigated’ 
the matter, conducted an inguiry neti “exonerated” the faculty . 
member involved, =I. am not sure what that means. If it means — 
that teachers have the freedom.to say or teach. things which 
are controversial and by some. people's lights objactionable 

and reprehensible, that ‘da one. thing. I. endorse. that. freetom 
totally. = . 

; “Tf it means that tasichienis have . the: right ‘to he — 
that ia to be expectad. Teachers. like paiitiatecs and 

. everyone else suffer: from tae: frailty.. 

. But if the report oF the ‘faculty comdttes is gontied. 
in suth a way a8 to. make it possible to construe its meaning 

a8 an endorsement of the doctrine or the. soundness of ita 
reasoning, then. I reject that report, ‘ 

I am disappointed. that more of the fngulty. did not 
publicly disagree with the content of the statemegt: : 

Academic ‘freedom protects the rig’ ht to he. wrong} it. 
should not release anyone from the venncneil lies to express 
appropriate moral repugnance. It cartainly doas not restrict 
their freedom to do 20, nor does it demand Vetlence in the face 
of twisted logic "nak does cannes. 



There waa a similar situation at Northwestern University. Several years ago. A professor of engineering published a-book 
Which branded the Holocaust as "The Hoax of the Twentieth Century." while his academic status was unaffected, neither university 

., administration nor fellow faculty members felt constraint in the . Sxpreasion of motal condemnations which were justifiably heaped on the professor in question. 

. dn comparison, the silence at Stony Brook is thunderous, — Perhaps the faculty féars encroachment. on the sacred soli of. - _ &eademic freedom, If go, then I offer another statement from 
Our eloquent senior Senator from New York: "We Shovld Be 
Feared For The Truths We Will Tell." ~ os : 
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DONALD M. BLINKEN 
CHAIRMAN, BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

277 PARK AVENUE 
August 31, 1983 NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10017 

Statement by Donald M. Blinken on Stony Brook Controversy 

The recent controversy arising from the course taught by 

a Stony Brook faculty member has generated considerable concern. 

I have been assured by State University Central Administration 

that the State University of New York University Center at 

Stony Brook has not concluded its review of the controversy. 

Rather, the Executive Committee of the Stony Brook University 

Senate studied the case as a possible violation of academic 

freedom and concluded there had been no such violation. The 

Committee's work is presently being reviewed by the Stony Brook 

administration. 

The Executive Committee's action, taken in mid-August and 

therefore in the absence of most of the Stony Brook faculty, 

was in no way intended to condone or provide support for the 

content of the faculty member's remarks, but solely to affirm 

his right to free expression in the classroom. 

Any disagreement with the Stony Brook faculty member's 

course content is a matter totally separate from the academic 

freedom question. All individuals, of course, are free to 

take issue with the faculty member's views. 

I personally would find that any attempt to equate Nazism 

with Zionism is to be ignorant of history and to tie Zionism 

with racism is a reprehensible distortion of reality. But the 

principles of academic freedom are essential to scholarship 

and I would defend the right of any professor to present contro- 

versial views. 

In the present instance, the campus must be allowed to 

make the appropriate factual judgments and conclude its review 

under well-established procedures. 



DANIEL P. MOYNIHAN 
NEW YORK 

Wnited Glates Senate 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

August 31, 1983 

Dear Friend: 

I enclose two items you may find of interest. The 
first is the text of a statement I issued on the occasion 
of the announcement by Prime Minister Begin of Israel of 
his intention to retire. 

The second is my report that the State Department 
decided finally to take my suggestion that the U.S. 
should withold a portion of our contribution to the United 
Nations in proportion to the amount spent by the U.N. on 
a recent forum devoted to the ropa lie that 

i -- the "International nference 
on the Alliance betweén South Africa and Isra a. 

Zionism is a form of rac 

As always, I wou comments on these and 
other subjects. 

Sincerely, 

KQlLo x. Ay 

Daniel Patrick Moynihan 

Enclosures 



FROM THE OFFICE OF 

_ Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan 
New York 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 31, 1983 

STATEMENT OF SENATOR DANIEL PATRICK MOYNIHAN ON 
THE RESIGNATION OF PRIME MINISTER MENACHEM BEGIN OF ISRAEL 

Prime Minister Menachem Begin's decision to step down 
marks the end of an era as he is the last of Israel's founding 
fathers to depart the political arena. Having labored mightily 
to help create the State of Israel, he played a key role in 
securing the first Treaty of Peace between Israel and an Arab 
neighbor. 

For over half a century, he has served his people with self- 
less devotion and all friends of Israel must wish him a well- 
deserved respite from the rigors of national and party leader- 
ship. 

The bonds that tie the United States and Israel are far 
too deep to be substantively affected by a change in either 
democracy's government. I am confident that the next government 
of Israel shall continue to develop the on-going relationship 
between our two great nations. 

-30- 



, FROM THE OFFICE OF 

. Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan 
New York 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
MONDAY, AUGUST 29, 1983 

Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan (D,NY) announced today that the 
State Department has decided to withhold a portion of the annual U.S. 
contribution to the United Nations, in proportion to the amount of money 
spent by the U.N. on a recent "International Conference on the Alliance 
between South Africa and Israel", held in Vienna July 11-13. 

The Conference, organized by the U.N.'s Special Committee Against 
Apartheid in collaboration with three well-known Soviet front groups, 
the Afro-Asian Peoples' Solidarity Organization, the Organization of 
African Trade Union Unity and the World Peace Council, was held at the 
Vienna International Center, a U.N. facility. 

Senator Moynihan had written a letter to Secretary of State George P. 
Shultz on June 14 urging that the funds be withheld because "the primary 
purpose of this conference is to provide political benefits to the Palestine 
Liberation Organization -- not only through the false allegation that an 
"alliance' exists between these two countries, but also through the 
mendacious insinuation that there are doctrinal similarities between 
Zionism and Apartheid." 

When he received in reply a letter dated June 23, from Assistant 
Secretary of State Powell A. Moore saying only that the State Department 
was "seeking information about the ultimate character and costs of the 
Conference," Senator Moynihan introduced Senate Concurrent Resolution 50 
declaring the view of Congress that the U.S. contribution to the U.N. 
should be reduced by the American share of what was spent on the Conference. 
At the time Congress began its summer recess August 5, 12 other senators 
had agreed to cosponsor S. Con. Res. 50. 

Senator Moynihan said that news of the decision had been conveyed to 
him by telephone through aides, and that he had not seen a written state- 
ment or announcement from the State Department. He noted that his staff 
had been informed by an official of the Bureau of International Organiza- 
tion Affairs that the decision was made on Friday by Under Secretary 
of State Lawrence S. Eagleburger on the grounds that, as the conference 
was not an official U.N. conference, the expense was therefore not 
justifiable. 

About the decision, Senator Moynihan had the following comment: 

"Clearly the State Department has made the 
correct decision. The United States should not be 
financing propaganda fronts contrived by the Soviet 
Union and aimed at discrediting a democratic ally, 
the State of Israel. I feel certain that many, if 
not all members of the Senate would want to join me 
in expressing appreciation to Under Secretary 
Eagleburger." 

- 30 - 



Newsday 

Cuomo Hits Faculty 
In Racism Dispute 
By Michael D’Antonio 

Declaring that “the silence at Stony 
Brook is thunderous,” Gov. Mario Cuomo 

yesterday criticized the faculty of the State 

University at Stony Brook for not openly 

opposing a el ees s teachings linking Zi- 

onism and racism. 
Cuomo said in a statement that the 

teachings of Ernest Dube were “intellectu- 

ally dishonest” and “twisted logic.” The 
governor commented after members of the 
Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith 

met with his staff in New York City. The 
Anti-Defamation League had been moni- 
toring a dispute over Dube’s teachings that 

began in July when a visiting professor at 
Stony Brook criticized Dube. 

Dube was 2xonerated on Aug. 17 by the 

executive committee of the university's fac- 

ulty senate, which ruled that the South Af- 
rican-born professor had not breached 

academic ethics or the bounds of academic 
freedom in his course titled The Politics of 

Race. A report on the matter will be made 
to the full senate on Sept. 12, and action 

against Dube is still possible, according to 
Professor Ronald Douglas, chairman of the 
faculty senate’s executive committee. 

While insisting that professors enjoy aca- 
demic freedom of expression; Cuomo said 

that freedom “certainly does not release 
anyone from the responsibility to express 

appropriate moral repugnance. I am disap- 

pointed that more of the faculty did not 
publicly disagree with the content” of 
Dube’s teachings. 

A spokesman for the Anti-Defamation: 

League, Rabbi Arthur Seltzer, praised Cuo- 

mo’s statement. He called for Stony Brook 
administrators to acknowledge that “the 

classroom has been used for teaching rac- 
ism” and publicly admonish Dube. 

Dube could not be reached for comment. 

Stony Brook President John Marburger 
js working on a statement on the controver- 
sy, Douglas said. Marburger was unavail- 

able for comment. 

Cuomo’s statement brought Donald Blin- 

ken, chairman of the State University of 

New York board of trustees, into the contro- 

versy. Blinken also said that Dube’s com- 
parison of Zionism — the movement behind 
creation of a Jewish state — with Nazism 
and racism was “ignorant of history” and “a 
reprehensible distortion of reality.” He said 
the “executive committee’s action. . . was 

in no way intended to condone or provide 

support for the content of the faculty mem- 
ber’s remarks, but solely to reaffirm his 

right to free expression in the classroom.” 
The faculty committee investigated Dube 

after a visiting Israeli professor, Selwyn 
Troen, wrote university officials. to com- 

plain that “Dr. Dube employed his position 
for the propagation of personal ideology and 
racist biases.” Troen has returned to the 
Ben Gurion University of the Negev. 

Dube, at Stony Brook since 1977, respond- 
ed that he does teach that some Zionist 
groups practice what he calls “reactive rac- 
ism,” or racist actions by victims of racism, 
and that he compares such practices with 
Nazism. He denied Troen’s accusations that 
‘he is anti-Semitic or irresponsible.



President's Statement on the Controversy Surrounding 

AFS/POL, 319 “The Politics of Race* ~0. 

Gehn Marburger, September 6, 1983 

It is by now well-known that one of our professors has drawn heavy criticien by 

describing Zionism as a type of racism in a course on “The Politics of Race". In s 

urging his students to draw comparisons with other forms of racism, the professor 

also suggested, as one of a list of titles for term papers, “Zionism is ag Racist a5 

Nazisn", a juxtaposition that the professor has described as deliberately 

Provocative, aS ware the other tities on the list. 

nese plain facts have been cited by many pecple both within and outside our 

university as justification for officially censuring the professor as irresponsible. 

I strongly disagree and feel obliged to state in this public fashion ny distress 

that the cardinal principle of our existence may be undermined. 

Each University office or body that has examined the context of these facts has 

concluded that the professor has not violated the admonition of the Trustees of the 

State University of New York that "The principle of academic freedom shall be 

accompanied by a corresponding principle of responsibility..." Many individuals who 

concur with this judgment nevertheless disagree strongly with the ideas expressed by 

the professor and are uneasy about the manner of ‘their presentation. The 

articulation of such disagreements is acccaplished as a matter of course in the 

various forums of the University, and it is indeed to foster the airing of such : 

issues that we exist as an institution, 

Provost Neal has advised me in @ compelling statement attached herewith that 

“the recommendations of Dean Neuberger and the University Senate Executive Committee 

represent the appropriate University position on this delicate matter." I concur, 

and endorse all three documents as University policy. Provost Neal also recommends 

means by which subsequent treatment of controversial issues can be encouraged to take 

place in a suitable atmosphere. #e should nove quickly to implement those means. 

Nearly one year ago, I issued a general massage on the unacceptability of racism. 

at the State University of New York at Stony Brook. In that context, racism refers 

to the denigration ef others on the basis of race or ethnicity. That message, which 

I am reissuing today, was not intended to suppress legitimate and possibly 

controversial discussion about racism. It was and is directed toward behavior that 

destroys the atmosphere cf mutual respect and intellectual integrity that is 

essential for our mission. 

I personally find the concept of a linkage between Zicnism, racisn and Nazism an- 

abhorrent one, and urge that such topics be discussed with the utmost circumspection -. 

and attention to the sensitivities of groups that will be offended by then. Let us 

learn from this incident how to structure our free discussion so that all who should 

participate will be encouraged and not repelled from doing So. 



NEWSDAY, Friday, September 2, 1983 

Stony Brook Head Disputes 
Cuomo Charge on ‘Silence’ 
By Michael D’Antonio 

The president of the State University at Stony 
Brook took issue yesterday with a statement by Gov. Mario Cuomo that the Stony Brook faculty had been 
silent in a controversy over a professor’s course on poli- 
tics and race. 

University President John Marburger said that 
“some people have overreacted” to the controversy over 
the teachings of Ernest Dube, who linked Zionism and 
racism in his course, The Politics of Race. Marburger 
said the case is now in his hands, and that he will issue 
a final statement on Dube’s conduct next week. 

Cuomo criticized the Stony Brook faculty on Tues- day for not speaking out against Dube’s lectures com- 
paring Zionism, the movement behind creation of a 
Jewish state, to racism and Nazism. “The silence at 
Stony Brook is thunderous,” Cuomo said. 

While Marburger said he did not want to debate the 
Bevernor, he objected to Cuomo’s remark about a 
“thunderous” silence. “There is no thunderous silence at Stony Brook,” Marburger said, adding that adminis- 

trators and faculty members have been actively re- 
viewing the case since a visiting Israeli professor 
lodged a complaint against Dube in July. 

“We are sensitive to these issues and we believe we 
are dealing with them in a responsible way,” Mar- 
burger said. “People have attached their own emotional 
symbolism to the words being used.” 

Professors on the faculty senate executive commit- 
tee also declined to debate Cuomo. “I don’t want to get 
into a war of memos with the governor,” said Ronald 

League of B’nai B'rith, which has called for a public Pebuke of Dube 
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~ Cuomo responds to Stony Brook faculty ruling 
By WALTER RUBY 

‘Gov. Mario Cuomo has reacted un- 
favorably to the decision of a faculty 
committee at the State University at 
Stony Brook not to censure Ernest Dube, 
the controversial professor who taught 
his class that “Zionism is a form of 
racism.” The governor said he was also 
disappointed that few members of the 
‘Stony Brook faculty have taken issue 
with the committee's decision. 

In a statement released last night, 
Cuomo said, ‘I am disappointed that 
more of the Stony Brook faculty did not 
publicly disagree with the content of the 
statement”’ of the faculty committee. 

That committee ruled about two weeks 
ago that there were no grounds for taking 
action against Dube because ‘‘the 
bounds of academic freedom have not 
been crossed in this case."” 
Cuomo pointed out that when a 

professor of engineering at Northwestern 
University published a book several 
years ago branding the Holocaust thc 
hoax of the 20th Century, ‘‘neither the 
university administration nor fellow 
faculty members felt constrained in their 
expression of moral condemnations, 
which were justifiably heaped on the 
professor in question. In comparison, the 
silence at Stony Brook is over- 
whelming.”’ 

In the statement, Cuomo suggested, 
“Perhaps the faculty fears encroachment 
on the sacred soil of academic freedom,’ 

and expressed his view that ‘‘Academic 
freedom protects the right to be wrong; it 
should not release anyone from the 
responsibility to express appropriate 
moral repugnance. It certainly does not 
restrict their freedom to do so, nor does it 
demand silence in the face of twisted 
logic that does damage.” 
Cuomo termed the doctrine that 

Zionism is racism “‘intellectually dis- 
honest and pernicious, because it is 
designed to serve as a justification for 
genocide in the form of a completion of 
the ‘Final Solution’ through the anni- 
hilation of the State of Israel.'’ 
Commenting on the decision of the 

Faculty Senate Executive Committee to 
“‘exonerate’’ Dube, Cuomo said, ‘‘I am 
not sure what that (exoneration) means. 
If it means that teachers have the 
freedom to say or teach things which are 
controversial, and by some people's 
lights objectionable and reprehensible, 
that is one thing. I endorse that freedom 
totally. If it means teachers have the 
right to be wrong, that is to be 
expected . . . But if the report of the 
faculty committee is posited in such a 
way as to make it possible to construe its 
meaning as an endorsement of the 
doctrine, or the soundness of its reason- 
ing, then I reject that report.” 

Responding to Cuomo’s statement, 
Stony Brook President John Marburger 
said, ‘The governor spoke somewhat 
hypothetically, saying he rejects the 
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Ayr of Yontiff. 
The night before each holiday the Jews in the Scottish 

town of Ayr regularly gather together in their town’s tiny 
shul. So tiny is their house of worship that it really isn’t a 
house at all. It’s part of a hotel known for Kosher food! 

Now if such arrangements make the Jews of Ayr 
unique, certainly another of their traditions is more 
universally observed: the toasting of special occasions 
with fine scotch whisky. In America the favorite is J&B 
Rare Scotch. Blessed with a flavor that’s smooth and 
subtle, J&B is the scotch that whispers. So if this Erev 
Yontiff finds you at home or even visiting in some 
quaint hotel, you'll find that J&B is the holiday spirit 
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Governor Mario Cuomo: “"The silence at Stony 
Brook is overwhelming.” 

(Faculty Senate Executive Committee’s) 
report if ‘it is posited in such a way as to 
make it possible to construe its meaning 
as an endorsement of the, doctrine of 
Zionism is racism.’ This the report 
certainly does not."’ 
Marburger continued, ‘‘The fact that 

the governor says he is disappointed that 
more faculty members did not protest the 
faculty's decision leads me to suspect 

that the governor made his statement 
before he read the facuhy report, or 
before he was aware of how they came to 
their decision. This part of the statement 
does not sound like the governor, and | 
am sorry it has been included."’ 

Marburger added, ‘I believe the 
governor's reaction to the situation is an 
honest one, and that his statement was 
not issued out of any desire to pander to 
the Jewish community. | certainly feel 
uncomfortable with the (governor's) 
statement. We will carefully consider the 
governor's remarks, but I do not believe 
the governor has any intent to impinge 
on academic freedom."’ 

Marburger said he met with Michael 
Del Giudice, secretary to Cuomo, on 
Thursday, August 18. The following day, 
the Stony Brook administration an- 
nounced that Provost Homer Neal and 
Marburger would review the unanimous 
ruling in favor of Dube by the uni- 
versity's Faculty Senate Executive Com- 
mittee. 

Keeping Posted 
In an interview last week, Marburger 

explained that during their meeting, Del 
Giudice told him that the governor had 
heard about the case and wanted to be 
kept posted on it. 

Marburger added, ‘‘Both the gov- 
ernor’s office and the central admin- 
istration of SUNY have informed us that 
they see this as a faculty matter, but they 
want to be assured that the case is 
properly examined. That is our concern 
as well.’’ 
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recommended by leading wine critics and editors, 

Kedem wines are superior to the world’s great wines 
for one special reason, they're kosher. 

KEDEM 
FOR A HAPPYAND HEALTHY NEW YEAR 

FOR FREE BOOKLET “KEDEM’S GUIDE TO ROSH HASHANAH” SEND STAMPED SELF ADDRESSED. 
BUSINESS SIZE ENVELOPE TO: KWC, 420 KENT AVENUE, BROOKLYN, N.Y, 14211 



rapidly. I am not sure that was a good 

He added, “I feel that the university 

deliberations by outside pressure, es- 
pecially since this controversy erupted in 

“however, that there might have been 
more discussion of underlying issues (in 
the Faculty Senate committee's deli- 
berations) to make it clear to the external 
world that this case was taken very 
seriously by the university and that all 
was done as it should be.’” 

Definitive Announcement 
Marburger said that he will possibly 

make an announcement on the Dube case 
during the first few days of September, 
which will represent the definitive posi- 
tion of the Stony Brook administration on 
the issue. Marburger’s statement will be 
based on reviews of the Faculty Senate 
Executive Committee's ruling carried out 
by Neal and Egon Neuberger, dean of 
Stony Brook University's College of Arte 
and Sciences and, according to Mar- 
burger, “‘will address the issue of 

Governor protests Syracuse 
Rosh Hashanah registration 
The governor's office last week re- 

Jeased the text of a letter sent by 
Governor Cuomo to Melvin Eggers, the 
chancellor of Syracuse University, to 
protest the fact that Syracuse is holding 
its registration this year on Rosh 
Hashanah. 

In his letter, Cuomo stated, ‘‘This 
violates the religious sensitivities and 
rights of the large Jewish population of 
the university. I personally received 
quite a few letters protesting this lack of 
concern for the religious beliefs of your 
Jewish students. May I respectfully 
suggest that if at all possible, the date of 
registration be changed.”’ 

In remarks to the Long Island Jewish 
World, Jim Gies, assistant to the 
chancellor, said, ‘We plan our re- 
gistration dates through a complicated 

process several years in advance, so that 
by the time we discovered that this 
year’s registration fell on Rosh 
Hashanah it was too late to change the 

He added, ‘Instead, we have asked 
students who wish to observe Rosh 
Hashanah to submit their list of class 
preferences and alternatives to the 
administration ahead of time, and the 
registration of these students will be 
carried out through alternative regis- 
trars. We believe this system offers the 
best we could do under the circum- 
stances.’’ 

Gies refused to comment on the 
Cuomo letter, except to say, ‘‘I do not 
know what prompted the governor to 
write his letter."’ 

— Walter Ruby 

Scharf Manor 
-OF QUEENS 

112-14 CORONA AVENUE FLUSHING, N.Y. 11368 
(212) 699-4100 

Spend the High Holidays 
at SCHARF MANOR 
Services will be conducted 

by a prominent Israeli Cantor 

Please call now for your reservation 
and our latest brochure. 

Private and Semi-Private accommodations with telephones in every room, private bath 
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question the process by which the 
university should handle cases like this.’ 

Marburger said, however, that he has 
still not decided on the question of 
whether Dube had done anything for 
which he should be censured. ‘‘If what 
Dube did was not inappropriate, then, of 
course, he ought to be free to do it 
again,’’ he said. ‘‘Issues such as this one 
are so emotional. Some people are saying 
that this guy (Dube) is the devil, but I 
suspect that is not true. The Faculty 
Senate Executive Committee, which 
includes several Jewish members, felt 
that what Dube taught was in the realm 
of academic freedom. We need to be very 
sensitive to the opinion of the faculty and 
do not want it to appear that we are 
yielding to pressure, and are being 
pushed into riding roughshod over the 
Faculty Senate.”’ 

Marburger conceded that there was at 
least one aspect of the case — the fact 
that the university bulletin gave an 
inaccurate description of the course 
Dube taught — ‘“‘where criticism is 
certainly justified and valid.’’ He added, 
“This is an area that has to be cleaned 
up.” 

Rabbi Arthur Seltzer, director of the 
Long Island regional office of the 
Anti-Defamation League, said that he 
expects to meet with Marburger soon. 
Last week, Seltzer met with Rabbi Israel 
Mowshowitz, assistant to the governor 
on community affairs, and Ellen Cono- 
vitz, director of the governor’s New York 
City office. 

‘The efforts of the governor's office in 
this case have been marvelous,”’ Seltzer 
said. ‘‘I believe that the interest shown 

‘High Holy Days 
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by the governor's office was the main 
factor that caused the Stony Brook 
administration to reconsider the decision 
of the Faculty Senate Executive Com- 

Seltzer voiced concern that the central 
issue might get lost in all the discussion. 
“We are concerned that the discussions 
about academic freedom and academic 
responsibility could get so rarified that it 
might be almost forgotten that there is a 
professor here who was linking Zionism 
with racism and Nazism in his class- 
room,"’ he said. 

“We are certainly not trying to have 
Mr. Dube fired,’’ Seltzer continued 
“‘We believe that there should be a 
statement from the university that what 
Dube did was wrong and that such a 
thing should not be allowed to happen 
again. We are concerned that if the issue 
gets lost, and clear guidelines are not 
established, Dube will be free to con- 
tinue in the same manner as before.’’ 

Stems From Accusations 
The Dube case began with accusations 

by Selwyn Troen, a visiting professor at 
Stony Brook from Israel’s Ben Gurion 
University of the Negev. 

In a letter to Stony Brook admin- 
istrators in July, Troen charged that 
Dube was teaching a course different 
from the one listed in the university 
undergraduate bulletin concerning the 
black experience in America. 

Troen reported that Dube invited 
students to write term papers comparing 
Zionism to racism. Dube’s course 
syllabus listed the final week of the class 
as ‘Three Forms of Racism: Nazism, 
Zionism in Israel, and Apartheid.” C) 
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As Jews throughout the 
World prepare to usher 
in the New Year 5744, 
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Happy and Healthy 

Senator Al D’Amato 
Ph 
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Putting academic integrity to the test 
Academic freedom is a foundation of this country’s 

university system. Yet without concomitant 

academic responsibility, that freedom can degenerate 
into the abuse of the college classroom for the pur- 
poses of the promotion of propaganda or per- 
petuation of prejudice. 

That, we believe, is the case in the Stony Brook 
University classroom of Ernest Dube, a professor 
who, in his course on “The Politics of Race,” taught 
that “Zionism is a form of racism” and suggested for 
term papers the theme that “Zionism is as much 
racism as Nazism is racism.” 

In drawing the analogy between Zionism, the 
liberation movement of the Jewish people, and 
Nazism, Dube removed the examination of Zionism 
from the realm of legitimate intellectual debate and 
abused his position by disseminating misinformation 
to his students. 

And the Faculty Senate Executive Committee 
which studied the case displayed extraordinary 
*naivete in its exoneration of Dube. Stating that, 

“. .. what Dube taught fell within the traditional 
confines of academic freedom,” the committee went 
on to add, “Dube did not force students to take his 
point of view, and certainly did not punish students 
who disagreed with him.” 

Surely these esteemed educators are aware that the 
authority inherent in the position of university 
professor confers on any teacher's ideas and perspec- 
tives a weight and respectability that cannot be offset 
by the possible dissent, if any, of a student. 

This naivete of the university faculty has been 
matched by reactions of representatives of the Jewish 
community. One spokesman for the American 
Jewish Congress, for example, expressed the concern 
that protests by the Jewish community “would only 
put the professor in the position of being a martyr for 
academic freedom,” while another AJCongress 

noted that, “Because Dube is black, there 
is a danger this could become a black-Jewish confron- 
tation, which we definitely do not want. The 
question the Jewish community must ask itself is, 
even if one assumes the worst about Dube, is it a 

” good tactical move to attack him?” 
While we agree that the principle of academic 

freedom should not be impinged upon, we do not 
believe the Jewish community should be inhibited 

from taking action or voicing protest when Zionism, 

a basic tenet of Jewish peoplehood, is being slan- 
dered. 

And while we also agree that a black-Jewish con- 
frontation is undesirable, we believe that it is even 
more undesirable that young men and women are 
being taught that Zionism is akin to Nazism, thereby 
justifying anti-Israel sentiment and activities. And we 
suggest that the appropriate question for the Jewish 
community is not one of “good tactical moves,” but 
rather of responsible reaction to the content and in- 
tent of Dube’s teachings. 

For responsible reaction, the Jewish community is 
indebted to Governor Mario Cuomo and Rabbi Ar- 
thur Seltzer, director of the Long Island region of the 
Anti-Defamation League. It is Seltzer who, 
throughout the controversy about Dube, has insisted 
that the debate about academic freedom not obscure 
the fact that “there is a professor here who was 
linking Zionism with racism and Nazism in his 

classroom.” 
And it is Governor Cuomo who noted that the 

Zionism-is-racism doctrine taught by Dube serves “as 
justification for genocide in the form of . . . the an- 
nihilation of the State of Israel” and pointed to the 
overwhelming silence of the university faculty and 
administration. At the State University of Stony 
Brook, silence is not golden. 

LE T T E R S$ 

Dear Editor: 
On behalf of the Jewish community of the Lower 

East Side, I want to thank you for your excellent series 
of articles on our neighborhood (August 5). 

To many Jews, the Lower East Side is a historical 
Jewish community reminding them of their roots, the 
portal to America where the Jewish immigrant found 
freedom from the tyranny of Europe and Asia. This is 
all true. However, to those of us who live here, it 
represents, as your articles so vividly point out, a 
dynamic, vibrant and flourishing Jewish neighborhood 
in the city of New York. 

The Lower East Side is truly a treasure of history, 
both past and present, for all people to share. Our 
neighborhood represents many of the Jewish com- 
munity’s finest achievements and we are proud to say 
that we still remain in the forefront. Your articles on the 
“Silver Bills”’ are about Sheldon Silver who represents 

i 2 the Lower East Side. Need I say more? 5) 1 paiin 

United Jewish Council of the East Side 

Dear Editor: 
The proposals from Orthodox rabbis to use the 

ante-nuptial agreement route in an attempt to solve the 

agunah problem are remarkably similar to the 
suggestions made by the late Professor Saul Lieberman 
of the Jewish Theological Seminary and adopted by the 

Conservative movement. 
At the time, the Orthodox establishment, including 

some of those who are proposing that ante-nuptial 
agreements be made, viciously and unfairly attacked 
the great talmudist for his proposal. Articles appeared 
in the Orthodox press castigating the Conservative 
movement for the Takana. I believe an apology is due 

(if that is possible posthumously). The whole episode is 
illustrative of the Orthodox propensity to judge 
religious acts (like conversion and ante-nuptial agree- 
ments) on who does it, not on what is being done. Is this 

an example of ‘‘Torah true’’ ethics which we are 
i 2 admonished to adopt? Seyi seat 

Jewish Theological Seminary 
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President's Statement on the Controversy Surrounding 
AFS/POL, 319 "The Politics of Rac«* 
State University of New York at Stony Brook 

John Marburger, September 6, 1983 

It is by now well-known that one of our professors has drawn heavy criticism by 
describing Zionism as a type of racism in a course on "The Politics of Race". In 
urging his students to draw comparisons with other forms of racism, the professor 
also suggested, as one of a list of titles for term papers, "Zionism is as Racist as 
Nazism", a juxtaposition that the professor has described as deliberately 
Provocative, as were the other titles on the list. 

These plain facts have been cited by many people both within and outside our 
university as justification for officially censuring the professor as irresponsible. 
I strongly disagree and feel obliged to state in this public fashion my distress that 
the cardinal principle of our existence may be undermined. 

Each University office or body that has examined the context of these facts has 
concluded that the professor has not violated the admonition of the Trustees of the 
State University of New York that "The principle of academic freedom shall be 
accompanied by a corresponding principle of responsibility..." Many individuals who 
concur with this judgment nevertheless disagree strongly with the ideas expressed by 
the professor and are uneasy about the manner of their Presentation. The 
articulation of such disagreements is accomplished as a matter of course in the 
various forums of the University, and it is indeed to foster the airing of such 
issues that we exist as an institution. 

Provost Neal has advised me in a compelling statement attached herewith that 
“the recommendations of Dean Neuberger and the University Senate Executive Committee 
represent the appropriate University position on this delicate matter." I concur, 
and endorse all three documents as University policy. Provost Neal also recommends 
means by which subsequent treatment of controversial issues can be encouraged to take 
place in a suitable atmosphere. We should move quickly to implement those means. 

Nearly one year ago, I issued a general message on the unacceptability of racism 
at the State University of New York at Stony Brook. In that context, racism refers 
to the denigration of others on the basis of race or ethnicity. That message, which 
I am reissuing today, was not intended to suppress legitimate and possibly 
controversial discussion about racism. It was and is directed toward behavior that 
destroys the atmosphere of mutual respect and intellectual integrity that is 
essential for our mission. 

I personally find the concept of a linkage between Zionism, racism and Nazism an 
abhorrent one, and urge that such topics be discussed with the utmost circumspection 
and attention to the sensitivities of groups that will be offended by them. Let us 
learn from this incident how to structure our free discussion so that all who should 
participate will be encouraged and not repelled from doing so. 



Office of the Provost 

State University of New York at Stony Brook 
St Brook Stony Brook, NY 11794 

ony. telephone: (516) 246-5935 

MEMORANDUM 

To: President John H. Marburger 

From: Homer A. Neal, Provost 

Subject: Report on AFS/POL 319, Summer Session I 

Date: September 2, 1983 

I have reviewed the information assembled by Dean Neuberger 
pertinent to the concerns raised by Professor Troen regarding 
Professor Dube's handling of course AFS/POL 319 in Summer 
Session I. In addition, I have studied the recommendations of 
the Senate Executive Committee, as well as the process it 
used in reaching its decision. 

rt is my conclusion that the recommendations of Dean 
Neuberger and the University Senate Executive Committee 
represent the appropriate University position on this 
delicate matter. I will elaborate below on the details 
Supporting this decision and suggest steps that should be 
taken to address some of the very important issues that have 
been raised by this case. 

Academic freedom is a critical underpinning of higher 
education, a concept even antedating the freedom of speech 
provision in the U.S. Constitution. As defined in a AAUP 
article on the subject "...academic freedom consists in the 
absence of; or protection from such restraints and 
pressures...as are designed to create in the minds of 
academic scholars fears and anxieties that may inhibit them 
from freely studying and investigating whatever they are 
interested in, and from freely discussing, teaching, or 
publishing whatever opinions they have reached." The concept 
of academic freedom is embraced by the policies of the SUNY 
Board of Trustees, which state: 

"It is the policy of the University to maintain and 
encourage full freedom, within the law, of inquiry, 
teaching and research. In the exercise of this freedom 
the faculty member may, without limitation, discuss his 
own subject in the classroom; he may not, however, 
claim as his right the priviledge of discussing in his 
classroom controversial matter which has no relation to 
his subject. The principle of academic freedom shall be 
accompanied by a corresponding principle of 



responstbility....." 

In analyzing the case at hand one must first make a 
preliminary determination as to whether the purported action 
was clearly within the academic freedom rights of Professor 
Dube. If the answer is yes, then the formal phase of the 
inquiry should be_ terminated, with advice being given 
regarding the future structure of the course. If the answer 
is no, then very extensive proceedings should be invoked to 
assure that all elements of the charges are evaluated in 
great detail, with appropriate administrative action being 
initiated following such a review. It was the conclusion of 
the Executive Committee of the Senate and Dean Neuberger that 
there was sufficient evidence to show that the actions of 
Professor Dube were within the traditional bounds of academic 
freedom and that further detailed investigations were not 
required. I have found nothing to bring this position into 
question. 

I wish to immediately draw a sharp distinction between 
whether the actions of Professor Dube are covered by the 
tenets of academic freedom, and whether you, I, or other 
members of the faculty believe, or do not believe, that the 
handling of the course was in the most sensitive, humane, and 
appropriate manner. The latter is not an issue for public 
analysis, though it is an issue that is clearly within the 
purview of the normal curriculum oversight of the department, 
dean, the curriculum committee, and the Vice Provost for 
Undergraduate Studies. Those who confuse academic freedom 
provisions with institutional endorsement of the actions of a 
professor miss the central meaning of academic freedom, and 
will run the risk of grossly misunderstanding actions of the 
University in highly charged cases such as the one in 
question. We, as administrators, have a clear responsibility 
to see that the academic freedom rights of our faculty are 
protected, even if we personally disagree with the theses 
they may be advancing. This point is forcefully made in the 
quote froma former President of the University of Buffalo, 
S. Capen: 

"....If those who control a _ professor's employment 
attempt to place any metes and bounds whatsoever to 
academic freedom there is no academic freedom. Within 
the limits placed by the laws of the land it is 
absolute, or it is non-existent. Therefore trustees and 
presidents must interpose themselves between a justly 
outraged community and individuals whom they do not 
respect. They must at least condone platform behavior 
which fills them with disgust. They must allow their 
institutions to be disgraced and derided. These things 
they must do for the sake of a cause which often seems 
very remote and abstract, and which the public does not 
understand, It is a hard assignment." 

I can find no evidence that Professor Dube undertook actions 



that would have removed his handling of AFS/POL 319 from the 
coverage of the principle of academic freedom. There is no 
prima facie evidence of incompetence, and the charges that 
the course description was misleading because it specified 
that race relations in America were to be. studied, rather 
than international racial topics, ignores the global 
interconnectedness of the topic. That is, there is no 
pedagogically sound way to totally separate what is occurring 
in the U.S. from what is occurring in the world. The implied 
connection between Zionism and racism is indeed viewed by 
many of us as highly objectionable, but it is hardly an 
original postulate, with, as an example, the UN passing a 
controversial resolution in 1975 claiming precisely this 
connection, This resolution, strongly opposed by our 
government, was clearly steeped in the politics of the time; 
nevertheless, we must preserve the opportunity for such 
issues to be openly discussed within our universities, which, 
after all, exist to bring the talents of world scholars to 
bear on the study and resolution of issues of extreme 
controversy, whether they be in physics, the social sciences, 
or other branches of knowledge. 

There is indeed the concept of academic responsibility which 
applies to cases such as this. We must be very careful, 
however, in interpreting what is and what is not 
responsible. That is, each challenge to academic freedom 
will Likely claim irresponsibility. The obverse is that only 
very infrequently will there be claims of improper action 
when it is felt that the professor behaved responsibly. Thus, 
we cannot admit as an acceptable decisive claim that a 
professor is irresponsible, and thus unprotected by academic 
freedom, because he promulgated controversial views that are 
supposed to be protected by academic freedom in the first 
place. I do believe, however, that responsibility does 
encompass the need to provide students with the opportunity 
to benefit from an objective analysis of all prevailing 
points of view. In my review of the facts of the case, within 
the above context, I have found no evidence for formally 
assessing that a degree of irresponsibility existed that 
would set aside the protection of academic freedom. 

The following excerpt from the letter submitted by Prof. Dube 
to Dean Neuberger addresses his views regarding the 
controversy, and contains a description by him of the 
instructional approach utilized: 

",..there are twelve topics and students are not only 
at liberty to choose one of these topics but they also 
have the right to come up with their own topics. The 
suggested topics were deliberately made to be 
provocative and the students in my class were at 
liberty to support or contradict the topic. All that 
was required of them was to show that they have at 
least used five sources for the material in the Papers, 
I make no apologies for the inclusion of this topic 



among the others. My classes are not for indoctrination 
nor are my students regarded by me as receptacles to be 
funneled into by me. They are not sponges that are 
required to be mere absorbers of information, but as I 
always say to them, being a student means learning not 
only new information but also learning to be critical 
of what you read and what you hear from professors, 
including me. My students are told that social 
scientists, including professors, are a product of 
their societies and their acquired experiences and they 
therefore, notwithstanding their attempts to be 
objective, cannot be totall objective, hence’ the 
students should be critical....” 

I have above devoted a considerable amount of space making 
the case that the recommendations of the Senate Executive 
Committee and Dean Neuberger are the only rational ones that 
could have been reached in this case. However, I have no 
reluctance in stating that there are several elements of the 
case that I find disturbing. Indeed, as a result of academic 
freedom, I am able to openly state these concerns without 
fear of unduly infringing upon the rights of Prof. Dube. 

Any good course on racism will inevitably touch upon several 
issues of extreme sensitivity. Such courses require an 
extraordinary degree of careful construction by the faculty 
member, by the department, and by the curriculum oversight 
Structure of the University. The need for this additional 
degree of attention and sensitivity ts dramatically displayed 
by the putative implication of parallels between Zionism and 
Nazism in one of the optional papers in AFS/POL 319. In my 
view, other more sensitive pedagogical approaches should have 
been used to elicit and highlight general comparisons between 
the oppressed and their oppressors, even though there is 
published literature with titles similar in character to 
those in Prof. Dube's assignment. Even the most remote 
association of Nazism with Zionism in such terms can be 
highly offensive, and can be especially painful to those who 
have themselves suffered, either directly or indirectly, as 
a result of the Holocaust. This example, and several others 
that have been called to my attention where, in totally 
different areas of the campus, the special cultural 
Sensitivities of segments of our university family have been 
unnecessarily transgressed, should serve to remind us all of 
the need not only to do an outstanding job of delivering 
instruction, but to create an environment in which learning 
is a pleasurable experience for all of our students as well. 

Thus, on the one hand, I am advocating a vigorous defense of 
the concept of academic freedom, and on the other, vigorously 
urging that all faculty and academic administrators give very 
special care to the preparation, review and delivery of 
instruction on delicate and sensitive topics, 

I now wish to offer my recommendations concerning what steps 



need to be taken next. In addition to the meeting we have had 
involving you, the Chair of the Africana Studies Program, 
Dean Neuberger, Professor Dube and myself to discuss what has 
transpired in this case, I suggest that similar meetings 
should be scheduled for representatives of the external 
groups that have expressed a genuine interest in the outcome 
of the case. Also, I believe we should proceed with the 
previous plans I had advanced for a campus symposium on 
racial and religious concerns, as one of several initiatives 
to increase the campus sensitivity to the needs and views of 
our various student and faculty groups. Furthermore, there 
Should be a review by Undergraduate Studies of all sensitive 
courses on race, sex, and religion to make sure that’ the 
course descriptions are up-to-date and that they are being 
offered in a manner consistent with the approval of the 
appropriate curriculum committee. Indeed, I have already 
requested that such a review for AFS/POL 319 should commence 
immediately, since it is being offered this semester. In 
addition, in view of the extreme difficulty in defining the 
Limits of academic responsibility and academic freedom, I 
propose that the Office of the Provost and the Executive 
Committee of the Senate commission a review and analysis by 
a select faculty committee of the adequacy of the existing 
pertinent campus guidelines and procedures, with a mandate to 
report its recommendations no later than December 15, 1983. 
Finally, I recommend that you issue a statement, with broad 
distribution on and off campus, expressing the University 
position on this matter. 

In my view, Professor Dube, the Africana Studies Program, and 
the faculty in general have responded to the external 
pressures generated by this incident with dignity, restraint 
and objectivity. It has not been easy having the entire 
matter extensively debated in the public media at precisely 
the same time the University was attempting to gather the 
real facts of the case. Moreover, I wish to commend Dean 
Neuberger and the Executive Committee of the Senate for their 
careful and expeditious handling of this matter. 

Please let me know if there is more you wish for me to do in 
connection with the resolution of this issue. 

ec: A. Baraka 
R. Douglas 
E. Dube 

E. Neuberger 
J. Rosenthal 
G. Spanier 
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TO: University Community “ “DATE: November 151982 

FROM: John Marburger 

SUBJECT: The unacceptability of racism and antisemitism at Stony Brook 

* 

My administrative colleagues and I are alarmed at the frequency of 

incidents of harassment among students in which racism or antisemitism is 

alleged to be a motive. We wish to make it clear that racism and 

antisemitism are not acceptable in a university community, and that 

verifiable acts of such nature will evoke strong sanctions upon the 

perpetrators. 

Equally alarming is the frequency with which non-racially motivated 

acts are assigned racial significance by individuals or groups who are 

rightly concerned but imperfectly informed about the facts of such 

incidents. Inflammatory action based upon incomplete or misleading 

information is irresponsible, and is itself an unpleasant form of racism. 

We understand that we have a responsibility to make facts regarding such 

incidents rapidly available to appropriate representatives of university 

constituencies, and we are taking steps to improve the lines of 

communication. “ 

We are a large and diverse community. Most of us are mature and 

responsible citizens who are sensitive to the rights and needs of others. 

A very small number are not. It is our collective task to create an 

environment in which desirable changes in the behavior of these few are 

likely to occur. We ask your active assistance in this crucial task. 

Gh Mabmonen 
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State University of New York at Stony Brook 

Stony Brook, New York 11794 

StonyBrook telephone: (516) 246-7707 

August 22, 1983 

Dean's Statement on AFS/POL 319 

I accept the Provost's August 16 statement as representing 

fully my own views onthe general issues of academic freedom, academic 

responsibility and racism. I also believe that the University Senate 

Executive Committee's unanimous August 17 statement represents an 

appropriate view of the dispute over AFS/POL 319. . 

Both of these statements deal effectively with the key 

issues involved in the dispute. I believe that it is important to 

learn as much as we can from such unhappy events and I present here 

some of my own views as a basis for further exploration of these 

important issues by the University community. 

There is no disagreement at Stony Brook that racism and 

racial or religious intolerance are unacceptable, and the Provost's 

statement on this topic is clear, unambiguous and definitive. 

Both the Provost's and the Executive Committee's statements 

define fully the meaning of academic freedom and explain its crucial 

role in higher education. I strongly support the importance of 

academic freedom and agree that its crucial test comes when someone 

uses the classroom to expound views that are considered heretical, 

controversial, or "dangerous" by some individuals or groups. It is 

precisely to make it possible to explore such views that academic 

freedom is so important. Both statements also stress the fact that 



Dean's Statement -- 2. 

academic freedom must be exercised responsibly. While everyone 

agrees that academic freedom requires the exercise of academic 

responsibility, just as is true of political freedom, there is much 

less agreement on the precise nature of this responsibility. This 

may be a good time to initiate a discussion of the various aspects 

of academic responsibility and of procedures that would serve to 

promote such responsibility. 

In my opinion, the key element of academic responsibility 

is "the need to present to students an objective analysis of all 

prevailing points of view," as stated by the Provost. Let me specify 

this as meaning that an instructor should differentiate clearly 

between his/her own views and factual statements, should provide 

students with guidance to readings representing the important 

differing views on any controversial topic, and should encourage 

class discussion of such topics so that various approaches can be 

analyzed by the students. The instructor should make it clear to 

students that they are free to develop their own points of view and 

that the grades are to be based on the quality of the work and not the 

ideological position taken by the student. I urge the University 

Senate and my colleagues in the Administration to develop guidelines 

for academic responsibility. 

Two other aspects of academic responsibility are high- 

lighted by this controversy. While it is very important that 

controversial topics be discussed freely in the classroom, there is 
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a need for extreme sensitivity by the instructor in the coverage 

of such topics. The second is the need for the instructor and the 

Department to assure reasonable correspondence between a course 

description and course content. Procedures have already been in- 

troduced to improve the way in which we meet this obligation. 

Furthermore, we should perfect our procedures for dealing 

with issues of academic freedom and academic responsibility, racism, 

sexism or discrimination of any other type. The basic approach 

taken in the case of AFS/POL 319 represents one of several pessible 

models for such procedures. The complaint came to the Dean, who 

made some preliminary investigations to determine whether the case 

was serious enough to be pursued further, and then asked the 

University Senate Executive Committee, as representatives of the 

faculty, to explore the case and make a recommendation. The Dean 

then accepted the recommendation of the Executive Committee. 

The Provost and the President are reviewing this case in 

order to determine whether the decision-making process and the 

decision itself succeeded in protecting the important values of 

academic freedom and academic responsibility. 

F j 
Co he ha epee 
bat laane Meubewes 
Egon Neuberger, Dean 

Social & Behavioral Sciences 



University Senate 

State University of New York at Stony Brook 

Stony Brook, New York 11794 

StonyBroock telephone: (516) 246-3438 

MEMORANDUM 

To Egon Neuberger, Dean of Social and Behavioral Sciences 

From Joel Rosenthal resident Pro Tem of University Senate 

Subject Attached statement = 

Date August 17, 1983 

The Executive Committee met today end unenimously endorsed this 
statement: . 

The intellectual purposes of the University are best served 
when the traditional definition end exercise of academic freedon 
are seen to cover the exchange of eny and eli ideas. Academic 
freeéom meens the right to teach controversial issues and ideas, 

the right to disagree with authcrity, and the right to free ex- 
pression. It also carries the corresponding responsibility to be 
especially sensitive to controversial issues that require eccess 
to differing views. 

The controversy surrounding A£FS/TOL 319, as taught in Summer 
Session I, 1983, focuses attenticn on the problems of teaching 
end doing research in controversial areas. Moreover, it raises 
concern thet questions sbout the handling of sensitive issues be 
considered within the traditional boundaries of academic disputa- 
tion. 

In the considered judgment of the Executive Committee of the 
University Senate, the bounds of ecedemic freedom have not been 
crossed in this cese. 

JTR jv 

CC President Marburger 

Provost Neal L 

University Senate Executive Committee 
Director of Africane Studies 

Professor Dube 

Professor Troen 



fit The “American “Jewish Committee 
Institute of Human Relations - 165 East 56 Street, New York, N.Y. 10022 - 212/751-4000 - Cable Wishcom, N.Y. 

September 13, 1983 

Arnold B. Gardner, Esq. 

Member, Board of Trustees 

State University of New York 

120 Delaware Avenue 

Buffalo, New York 14202 

Dear Arnold: 

Marilyn Braveman has asked me to respond to your letter to her of September 1 

concerning the controversy over Prof. Ernest Dube at Stony Brook. AJC is 

indeed familiar with this matter. In response to the finding of the Executive 

Committee of the University Senate that there had been no violation of aca- 

demic freedom in this instance, on September 1, David Peirez, speaking as 

president of our Long Island Chapter, called for further inquiry into Prof. 

Dube's conduct. David stated: 

"We are deeply concerned about the charges raised against 

Professor Dube and urge that further investigation be done 

concerning his professional behavior. While we strongly 

support the principle of academic freedom, we believe it 

must be tempered with professional ethics. One charged 

with teaching responsibility and authority should not 

manipulate his position to create a platform for the propa- 

gation of subjective political views to a captive student 

audience." 

On September 15, our Long Island area director, Joan Silverman, will be meeting 
with other Jewish representatives to consider the matter further. I will ask 
Joan to share with you whatever views and recommendations may emerge from 
this meeting. 

Cordially, 

Samuel fobore 

Director, Discrimination Division 
SR:1k 

cc: Marilyn Braveman 

HOWARD |. FRIEDMAN, President = ™ DONALD FELDSTEIN, Executive Vice-President 
THEODORE ELLENOFF, Chair, Board of Governors . ALFRED H. MOSES, Chair, National Executive Council . ROBERT S. JACOBS, Chair, Board of Trustees . 
€. ROBERT GOODKIND, Treasurer . SHIRLEY M. SZABAD, Secretary . EMILY W. SUNSTEIN, Associate Treasurer . RITA E. HAUSER, Chair, Executive Committee s 
Honorary Presidents: MORRIS B. ABRAM, ARTHUR J GOLDBERG, PHILIP E. HOFFMAN, RICHARD MAASS, ELMER L. WINTER, MAYNARD |. WISHNER . Honorary Vice-Presidents: NATHAN APPLEMAN, 
MARTIN GANG, RUTH R. GODDARD, ANDREW GOODMAN, RAYMOND F. KRAVIS, JAMES MARSHALL, WILLIAM ROSENWALD . MAX M. FISHER, Honorary Chair, National Executive Council . 
MAURICE GLINERT, Honorary Treasurer ™@ Executive Vice-Presidents Emeriti: JOHN SLAWSON, BERTRAM H. GOLD ™@ Vice-Presidents: NORMAN £. ALEXANOER, Westchester: EDWARD E. ELSON, Atlanta: 
RICHARD J FOX. Philadelphia; HOWARD A. GILBERT, Chicago; ALAN C. GREENBERG, New York; ROBERT H. HAINES, New York; JOHN D. LEVY, St. Louis, ROBERT L. PELZ, Westchester; LEON RABIN, Dallas; 
GORDON S. ROSENBLUM, Denver; DAVID F. SQUIRE, Boston = 



ae 
State University of New York 
State University Plaza 
Albany, New York 12246 

Office of the Executive Vice Chancellor September 13, 1983 

Hon. Stanley Steingut 
220 East 42nd Street, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

Dear Mr. Steingut: 

It was a pleasure to have an opportunity to talk with you and 
to review some of the controversial events of last month at Stony 
Brook. I am enclosing herewith several statements concerning the 
Stony Brook issue which have originated from University personnel. 
I am sure that President Marburger at Stony Brook would be pleased 
to talk to you and to give detailed information about the way in 
which the campus is dealing with the problem. I know that there 
is a lot of internal discussion of the issue among faculty and 
students at Stony Brook. 

I appreciate your comments on the origins of the State Uni- 
versity. I hope that some day I may have an opportunity to talk 
with you at length concerning SUNY's birth. Please feel free to 
call if I can be of assistance. 

cerely, 

Puyo. 
Donald D. O'Dowd s 
Executive Vice Chancellor 

Enclosure 

DDO'D:mak 

be:,€hairman Blinken 
Chancellor Wharton 
President Marburger 
Mr. Gordon 
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Vice Presidents 
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Cindy Schwartz 
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Tobie Newman 

September 15, 1983 

Governor Mario Cuomo 

Executive Chamber 

Albany, New York 

Dear Governor Cuomo: 

We wish to heartily commend your statements regarding Professor 

Ernest Dube's course at Stony Brook, SUNY. 

Although the principle of academic freedom is one that must be 

upheld, there is a great responsibility inherent in that freedon, 

especially when one is dealing with ripening minds. 

Most unfortunately, the full meeting of the Senate faculty committee, 

only confirmed the exoneration rendered earlier by an abbreviated 

meeting of that committee. 

Needless to say, we were most disappointed with the outcome, although 
statements were made regarding a mechanism for proper administrative 

review of courses and syllabi. The course in question is still being 

taught (AFS/POL 319) and the course description refers outright to 
Zionism as a form of racism. 

The very principle of academic freedom espoused by the supporters of 

Mr. Dube, is indeed subverted when opinion is presented as 

unqualified statement of fact, when no opposing point of view is 
included in the reading list and when there is absolute omission by 

the presenter of opposing point of view. 

We must express our moral indignation and outrage that under the guise 
of academic freedom an institution of higher learning is free to help 

internalize and perpetuate the great lie created by the United Nations. 
That infamous Zionism/Racism resolution was resoundingly denounced 

by men of good will at that time, including the then U.S. Representative 

to the U.N., Daniel Patrick Moynihan. 

Can we, in New York State, afford to set a precedent for universities 

across the nation in allowing the legitimization of this vile myth? 

The C.J.0.N.C. is a beneficiary of UJA/FEDE RATION Joint Campaign 
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Governor, we thank you for your strong words that addressed this situation at 

Stony Brook, We trust all our legislators will continue to speak out and act 

to bring moral responsibility back into the realm of academic freedom. 

We would hope that this not end with the necessary and appropriate expressions 

of repugnance by our official leaders, but will lead to the establishment of 

some mechanism that will prevent the future abuse of academic freedom. 

Sincerely, 

4 _7 
Ble, LM fhiretter 

/ /3o Amer Tobie Newman 
UY President Executive Director 

C/C: Ellen Conovitz 
Donald Blinken 
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BEGIN REFUSES TO NAME HIS SUCCESSOR 
By Gil Sedan and Hugh Orgel 

JERUSALEM, Sept. | (JTA) -- Efforts to nomi- 
nate a successor to Premier Menachem Begin 
continued in high gear today as Begin rejected re- 
quests by Herut Party leaders that he personally 
nominate his successor to avoid a bitter contest 

“ak Shamir ond between Faratan Att 
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A friend sent this to 
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AJC, which has similarly 

interventionist ideas. 
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tere are serious tears in the Likud can 
might face difficulties in keeping the old coalition 
intact. One obstacle which has already surfaced 
was the announcement by five Likud Knesset memb- 
ers that they would not join the new coalition gov- 
ernment unless it pledged to form a govemment of 
national unity with the Labor Alignment. 

The five are Yitzhak Berman, Dror Seigerman 
and Menachem Savidor of the Liberal Party wing, 
and Yigael Hurwitz and Mordechai Ben-Porat of Tel 
em. 

Should these five defect, the new Likud govem- 
ment would have only 59 seats in the 120-member 
Knesset, two short of amajority. The possible de- 
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fection of these five MKs is not being taken light- 
ly in view of the defection last year by two other 
Likud MKs, Amnon Lin and Yitzhak Peretz. They 
jointed the Labor Alignment and thus made Labor 
the largest party in the Knesset. 

If the outgoing Likud administration cannot agree 
on a new list of at least 61 Knesset members to form 
anew govemment, Herzog might very well give 
the Alignment a charice te fom the new government. 
Even if the Likud manages to keep its present compon- 
ent factions intact, there may still be a need to 
renegotiate a new agreement within the coalition. 

Demands By Other Parties 

The Aguda has already indicated that it wants finn 
assurances that the old coalition would remain, now 
that Begin is no longer at its helm. The Tani Party, 
whose secretariat last week voted to quit the govern- 
ment unless the economic policies were geared more 
closely to meet the needs of low income groups, might 
continue to insist on those changes as the price for 
remaining in the new coalition, 

The Liberal Party might demand a redistribution 
of Cabinet portfolios, starting with the post of 
Deputy Premier, which belonged to the late Simcha 
Ehrlich, Several Liberal Party members have already 
contacted the Labor Alignment to discuss switching 
allegiances. Alignment sources said this was not 
really a form of defection from the Likud but merely 
the result of "some Liberals h. showch 
about where they belong, in the wake of the war in 
Lebanon and concessions made by the Likud to the 
religious parties," 

Hopes for a government of national unity 
have not been ruled out by the National Religious 
Party and Tami. The NRP, despite its allegiance to 
the coalition, has set an overall goal of bringing 
the Alignment into the coalition after it is formed 
by the Likud. 

However, there is little enthusiasn for a national 
unity government in Alignment ranks, Younger ele- 
ments in Mapam, an Alignment partner, have threat- 
ened to leave the Alignment if it agrees to a national 
unity governments The small Shinui movement has 
also ridiculed such an idea, saying it would be a 
national paralysis govemment. 

Bittemess In The Campaign 

Meanwhile, during the day today some bittemess 
developed in the Shamir-Levy campaign. Maariv 
quoted Aric! Sharon, the fomer Defense Minister who 
_isnow Minister Without Portfolio, as saying he 
would not serve in a goverment led by Levy. He 
reportedly said he would rather ally himself with the 
ultra-nationalist Tehiya Party. 

All the seven Herut Cabinet ministers reportedly 
support Shamir. Both he and Levy have been close to 
Begin over the poate. The friendship between Begin 
and Shamir ges back to the pre~State days, despite 
the fact that Shanir was a leader of the Stem Group 
and Begin led the Irgun. Although the two men parted 
ways during those underground days, their views have 
remained similar on foreign and defense issues. 

The real split between Begin and Shamir occurred 
when Shamir abstained on the vote to approve the 
Camp David accords, But this did not hinder Begin 
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ORTHODOX JEWS, POLISH GOVERNMENT 
IN ACCORD ON JEWISH CEMETERIES 

NEW YORK, Sept. | (JTA) -- A leadershi 
delegation of Orthodox Jews retumed from War: 
saw last week with a signed agreement from the 
Polish goverment granting Orthodox communi- 
ties outside of Poland control in the preservation 
of Jewish cemeteries in Poland, The agreement 
includes the establishment of a joint committee 
which will have the responsibility of restoring 
some of the 434 cemeteries which still exist in 
what was the largest Jewish community in pre- 
war Europe. 

The report of the agreement was disclosed 
by Dr. Isaac Lewin and Rabbi Chaskel Besser, 
who headed the American delegation to the 
Warsaw talks, Other members of the delegation 
included Rabbi Chaim Dovid Halberstan of the 
U.S.,Rabbi Yehuda Meir Abramowitz of Israel, 
chairman of the Agudath Israel World Organiza 
tion, |. M. Zimmeman of England, and Sholom} 
Dovid Horowitz of Belgium. The Polish govem- 
ment was represented by several ministers and 

~ representatives of the Prime Minister. | 
According to Besser, the delegation was 

accorded a royal welcome almost from the mom+ 
ent they arrived at Warsaw's International Air- 
port, where they were greeted by a high level 
Polish delegation, The Orthodox leaders had 
traveled to Poland at the request of leading 
Torah authorities from around the world, 

In their report, Lewin and Besser noted that 
there were over 800 cemeteries in Poland be~ 
fore the war, Currently, only 434 remain, of 
which only 22 can be classified as in decent 

dition. The Polish govemment itself con- 
jas that 68 ore “half damaged" ond o further 
are over 60 percent ruined. 

There are 136 burial grounds in which only 
a few tombstones remain, and 129 of which 
there are no signs of graves or tombstones, but 
the areas and boundaries are still known by 
local inhabitants. All have no fences, with the 
result that they are increasingly vandalized 
and offen used as recreational grounds, 

The worst condition involves some 250 
burial grounds in the smaller towns and villages| 
of which not only is there no trace of graves bul 
it is difficult to establish the proximity of — | 
their former existence, the report added, / 

Permanent Commission Established 

The permanent commission that was estab- 
lished as a result of the agreement will in- 
clude the Polish Ministries of Religion, Fin- 
ance, Home and Culture. The Polish Jewish 
community will be represented by their Presi- 
dent, Moshe Finkelstein, and Orthodox com= 
munities outside Poland will be represented by 
delegates from Israel, the United States, | 
England, Belgium and Switzerland. The next 
plenary session is to be convened in Novem= 
ber, at which time a comprehensive plan will 
be available for implementation, according 
to Lewin and Besser, H 

During their visit, the delegation also 
visited the former concentration camp in Ausch- 
Witz. Two members of the delegation were 
former inmates of the camp, In the report, 
Besser noted that there are still a number of 
synagogues in Warsaw, Cracow, Lodz and 
Wroclaw, but that they can only muster a 
quorum on the Sabbath, Those attending are 

mostly elderly and there is little sign of youth. No 
Jewish marriages take place, 

In their discussions with Polish government offici- 
als, the Orthodox leaders raised the issue of the pres- 
ervation of synagogues in Poland, including such his- 
toric sites as the huge Beth Hamedrash of the Gerer 
Rebbe. Also under discussion was a plan to provide 
kosher food in several locations throughout Poland for 
Visitors. — 

CUOMO RAPS UNIVERSITY FACULTY FOR 
NOT OPPOSING TEACHINGS OF PROFESSOR 
WHO LINKED ZIONISM WITH RACISM 
By Ben Gallob 

NEW YORK, Sept. | (JTA) -- Governor Mario 
Cuomo issued a denunciation yesterday of the faculty 
of the State University (SUNY) at Stony Brook for 
failing to openly oppose the teachings of a faculty 
member linking Zionisn and racisn. 

Cuomo also said, in a statement, that the teach- 
ing of Prof, Ernest Dube was “intellectually dishon- 
est and pemicious because it is designed to serve as a 
justification for genocide in the form of a completion 
of the ‘final solution’ through annihilation of the State 
of Israel," 

A spokesperson told the Jewish Telegraphic Agency 
that the Governor issued the statement after members 
of the Anti-Defanation League of B'nai B'rith met with 
the Govemor's staff in New York City, but stressed 
that he had issued the statement independently of 
that meeting because "he feels very strongly" about 
the development. 

Dube was exonerated on August |7 by the executive 
committee of the university Faculty Senate, which 
ruled that the South African~born professor had not 
breached academic ethics or the bounds of academic 
freedom in his teaching of a course on "The Politics 
of Race," 

A university official said a report will be made on 
September 12 to the full Faculty Senate and action 
against Dube was still possible, Dube is away on vaca- 
tion. 

Declaring he was not certain what the exoneratin of 
Dube by the faculty committee meant, Cuomo said 
that if the report of that committee “is posited in such 
@ way as to make it possible to construe its meaning 
as an endorsement of the doctrine" equating Zionisn 
with racisn “or the soundness of its reasoning, then 
| reject that report. 

/ 

Govemor Cites 'Twisted Logic’ 

Cuomo then declared he was "disappointed" that 
more faculty members at Stony Brook "did not pub- 
licly disagree with the content of the statement" 
exonerating Dube, The Govemor said academic free- 
dom "should not release anyone from the responsibility 
to express appropriate moral repugnance." He added 
that academic freedom "certainly does net restrict their 
freedom to do so, nor does it demand silence in the 
face of twisted logic that does damage." 

The faculty investigation followed a charge by 
Selwyn Troen, a visiting professor from the Ben Gurion 
University in the Negev, who sent a letter to university officials asserting that Dube “employed his position for 
the propagation of personal ideology and racist biases." 

In his letter asking for a formal investigation of 
Dr. Dube's teaching on race, Troen said he was acting 
on a complaint from a student and submitted Dube's 
course materials as evidence. Troen has since returned 
to Israel, 



State University of New York 

State University Plaza 
Albany, New York 12246 

ffice of the Chancell Olfice abitheChanceltor September 26, 1983 

Mr. Harold L. Drimmer 

Chairman, Board of Trustees 

Hartford Hall 
Westchester Community College 

75 Grasslands Road 

Valhalla, New York 10595 

Dear Mr. Drimmer: 

Thank you for your letter of August 30. The rights and responsibilities that 
accompany academic freedom, particularly in the presentation of controversial 

subjects, must be of major concern to all of us involved in higher education. 

The accusations made about Professor Dube's teachings have been reviewed by 
the administration at Stony Brook, as well as by members of Stony Brook's 
University Senate. “The responsible campus officers and the Senate Committee 
that explored the issues concluded that Professor Dube did not exceed the 
limits of academic freedom. This finding does not relate to the substance of 
Professor Dube's teachings or his approach to the topic. Rather, the finding 
only recognizes the right to present disputable material and that Professor 
Dube did not exceed the discretion faculty have in the presentation of subject 
matter. 

Attached are two statements concerning the matter that will be of interest to 

you. One was issued by Mr. Donald M. Blinken, Chairman, SUNY Board of Trus- 
tees, and the other by Dr. John Marburger, President of the State University 
at Stony Brook. Both statements clearly distinguish between two questions: 
first, the freedom to present controversial views; second, the merit -- or 

lack of merit -- of a particular view. We believe these statements speak for 
most of us who are affiliated with SUNY. 

If you have any further questions about the matter, please be in touch. 

Best wishes. 

Sincerely, 

Clifton R. Wharton, Jr. 

Chancellor 

Attachments 

be: /Mr. Blinken - w/copy of corres. 
Dr. Komisar - w/corres. 



State University of New York 

State University Plaza 

Albany, New York 12246 

Office of the Vice Chancellor for August 31 1983 

University Affairs and Development . 

Following is a statement by Donald M. Blinken, chairman of the 

Board of Trustees, State University of New York: 

"The recent controversy arising from the course taught by a 

Stony Brook faculty member has generated considerable concern. I 

have been assured by SUNY Central Administration that the State 

University of New York University Center at Stony Brook has not 

concluded its review of the controversy. Rather, the Executive 

Committee of the Stony Brook University Senate studied the case as 

a possible violation of academic. freedom and concluded there had 

been no such violation. The Committee's work is presently being 

reviewed by the Stony Brook administration. 

"The Executive Committee's action, taken in mid-August and 

therefore in the absence of most of the Stony Brook faculty, was in 

no way intended to condone or provide support for the content of 

the faculty member's remarks, but solely to affirm his right to 

free expression in the classroom. 

"Any disagreement with the Stony Brook faculty member's course 

content is a matter totally separate from the academic freedom 

question. All individuals, ot course, are free to take issue with 

the faculty member's views. 

"I personally would find that any attempt to equate Nazism 

with Zionism is to be ignorant of history and to tie Zionism with 

racism is a reprehensible distortion of reality. But the princi- 

ples of academic freedom are essential to scholarship and I would 

defend the right of any professor to present controversial views. 

"In the present instance, the campus must be allowed to make 

the appropriate factual judgments and conclude its review under 

well-established procedures." 



president's Statensnt on the Controversy Surrounding 

BFS/FOL, 319 “Tne Politics Of Race” 

John Marburger, Septerber 6, 1983 

It is by now well-known that one of our professors has ¢crawn heavy criticlen by 

Gescribing Zionlsn as a type of racien in a course on “The Folitics of Race*. In? 

urging his students to drav conparisons with other formes of racism, the professor | 

alsc suggested, as one of a list of titles for tern pepers, "Zionisn is as Racist <8 

a juxtaposition that the professor has described as deliberately | 

2, as vere the other titles on the liste 
) 

Nazisp", 

provocariv 

these plain facts have been cited by rany people both within and outside our 

university 2s justification for officially censuring the professor as irresponsible. 

I strongly disagree and feel obliged to state im this public fashion ry distress 

that the cardinal principle of our existence ray be underrined. 

Fech University office or body that has examined the context of these facts has 

neluded that the professor has not violated the admonition of the Trustees of the 

State University of New York that "The principle of acaderic freedoa shall be 

accospanied by a corresponding principle of responsibility..." Many individuals sho 

concur with this judgrent nevertheless disagree strongly with the ideas expressed by 

the professor and are uneasy about the canner of ‘their presentation. Tne 

articulation of such difagreesents is accosplished as a natter of course in the . 

various forvss of the University, and it is inseed to foster the airing of such - 

issues that we exist 4s an institution. 

Provost Neal has advised ce ina compelling staterent attached herewith that 

“the recommendations of Dean Neuberger and the University Senate Executive Conritiwe 

represent the appropriate University position on this celicate patter." I concur, 

and endorse all three docunents as University policy. Provost keal also recomnends 

means by which subsequent treatnent of controversial issues can be encouraged to take 

plece in a suitable atmospheres ‘te should rove quickly to ipplexent those neanse 

Nearly one year ago, I issued a ganeral massage on the unacceptability of raciss 

at the Scate University of New York at Stony Brook. In that context, racisp refers 

to the danigration of others on the basis of race or ethnicity. That xoessage, ‘which 

I an reissuing today, vas not intended to suppress legitinate and possibly 

controversial discussion abovt racisn. It was and igs directed toward behavior that 

destroys the atrosphere of mutual respect and intellectual integrity that is 

essential for our mission. 

I personally find the concept cf a linkage between Zionism, racisp and Nazism an 

abnorrent one, and urge that such topics be Giscussed with the utmost circurspection . 

ana attention to the sensitivities of groups that will be offended by then. Let us 

jearn froz this incident how to structure our free aiscussion so that all who should 

fros 
participate “ill be encouraged and not repelled fron doing SO« 
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Chancellor Clifton R. Wharton, Jr. 

State University of New York 

State University Plaza 

Albany, New York 12246 

Dear Chancellor Wharton: - 

We would appreciate hearing from you as to the status of any 

proceeding, if there is such, being undertaken in connection 

with the enclosed article. Your clarification of the State 

University's posture in connection therewith is requested. 

Since y, 

Harold Drimmer 
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Hartford Hall, Westchester Community College, 75 Grassiands Rd., Valhalla, NY 10595 e (914) 347-6820-6821 
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By MICHAEL WINERIP 

N Aug. 17, five faculty members at the 
State University of New York at 
Stony Brook met to review the evi- 
dence against Prof. Ernest Dube. 

It was skimpy evidence, those five executive 
committee members agreed — certainly noth- 
ing they ever dreamed would attract the atten- ~ 
tion of the Governor. 

In a two-page letter, a visiting professor 
from Israel had charged Professor Dube with 
using the classroom for ‘‘the kind of sloganeer- 
ing that is practiced by the anti-Semite,” in- 
cluding teaching that Ziondam is racist. 
The Isreeli professor, Selwyn K. Troen, had 

never been to Professor Dube’s class nor made 
an attempt to talk with Professor Dube. He 
based his letter on conversations with a single 
student and a copy of the courte syllabus and 
shortly afterward flew back to Israel. 

“Frankly, | thought what Professor Troen 
said was bull,” said Joel Rosenthal, a Stony 
Brook history professor and head of the com- 
mittee. That same day, after reviewing the 
evidence available, the committee decided 
that Professor Dube was within the bounds of 
academic freedom and had not acted improp- 
erly. 

The committee members were not inclined 
to look deeper. They feared an extensive inves. 

tigation of Professor Dube’s classroom behavior would look like a McCarthy. 
style witchhunt. ‘‘Most of us felt if we did investigate, it would be a major ac- 
cusation of Professor Dube,”’ said Egon Neuberger, a committee member and 
dean of social and behavioral sciences. 

But if, as the committee decided, the evidence was flimsy, could the charges 
still be true? Had Professor Dube imposed his politcal point of view on his stu- 
dents, as the Israeli professor charged? 

The committee chose not to find out. ‘‘There was an attempt to contain 
this,"’ said Dean Neuberger. ‘‘Obviously it was unsuccessful."’ 

Local Jewish groups were notified and pressed the issue with one of the Gov- 
ernor’s aides who specializes in Jewish affairs. Within two weeks the Gover- 
nor issued a statement singling out Professor Dube and condemning anyone 
who linked Zionism and racism. 

That set off a flurry of countercharges on campus from the student newspa- 
per and some faculty members that the Governor was playing to his Jewish 
constituency. The chairman of the board of the the State University of New 
York got into it, the president of Stony Brook did, too, and then the Africana 
studies program put out a statement that, in turn, prompted 43 senior faculty 
members to fire back a new counterstatement. 

Every few days now, there is a revived charge from one group or another. 
As Professor Rosenthal remarked: ‘‘I don’t know what's going on next.’ 

The 54-year-old Professor Dube is a black native of South Africa who spent 
four years in prisons there for his opposition to the white government. After 
getting his Ph.D. at Cornell, he went to Stony Brook in 1977, and he has been 
there since, serving as chairman of the Africana studies program at one point. 

As an assistant professor he has taught the Politics of Race course for three 
years. According to Dean Neuberger, the complaint filed against him last 
summer was the first. 

In his course, Professor Dube discusses overt, covert and reactive racism 



Mr. Goldsmith was asked this week 
by a reporter to read Professor 
Troen’s letter. He said he agreed with 
it except for two things — he did not 
think from his experience that Profes- 
sor Dube was either a racist or anti- 
Semite. 

e 
Everything moved very quickly 

after Professor Troen’s July 15 letter 
was mailed. He sent it to the Stony 
Brook provost and to several of his 
friends on the faculty, and within a 
week a copy of it had been mailed, 
anonymously, to the Anti-Defamation 

in New York. 
Rabbi Arthur Seltzer, regional di- 

rector of the league on Long Island, 
said he felt the letter, syllabus and 
course topics were damning. “I’m 
very sure from the syllabus this was 
raised in a propagandistic way,”’ he 
said. ‘‘We know in international parl- 
ance that ‘anti-Zionism is a code word 
for anti-Semitism.” Gi 

When the faculty executive commit- 
tee decided the evidence was too 
flimsy to investigate further, Rabbi 
Seltzer asked for a meeting with Rabbi 
Israel Mowshowitz, a human-affairs 
aide to the Governor and got it the next 
day. Rabbi Mowshowitz said the Gov- 
ernor decided on his own to make a 
statement after seeing news accounts 
of the dispute, the syllabus and paper 
topics. ‘He has always had strong feel- 
ings about the Jewish people and Is- 
rael,” the rabbi said. 
Governor Cuomo’s statement raised 

the whole issue to a new level, giving it 
national attention. He said — as sev- 
eral State Univerity leaders would say 
after him — that while he defends aca- 
demic freedom and the right to be con- 
troversial, he personally abhored the 
linking of Zionism and racism. “‘It is a 
teaching, which is in my opinion intel- 
Joctually dishonest,” the Governor 
said. . 

He criticized the Stony Brook faculty 
for its ‘‘thunderous silence,’’ and in 
particular raised questions about the 
-faculty committee. “‘If the report of 
the faculty committee is posited in 
such a way to construe its means as an 
endorsement of the [Zionism /racism] 
doctrine or the soundess of its reason- 
ing, then I reject that report.”’ 

In fact, says Professor Rosenthal, 
the faculty committee document said 
nothing about supporting Professor 
Dube’s ideas, focusing instead on the 
right to express controversial ideas in 
the class. As for the “thunderous si- 
lence,” said Professor -Rosenthai, 
classes had started two days earlier 
and much of the faculty had been away 
and unaware of the issue. 

“I felt the Governor's statement was 
very unfortunate and very unneces- 
sary,” Professor Rosenthal said. “I 
fab he did it to help himself political- y.”” 

Higher officials of the State Univer- 
sity of New York were more circum- 

« Spect. ‘“‘Was the Governor’s action 
¢ Politiclly motivated? Oh I don’t have 
any feelings about that at all,” said Dr. 
*erome Komisar, provost of the State 

iversity system. 

Eee 

On Sept. 12, a full meeting of the uni- 
versity senate supported the executive 

commitiee’s conclusions by a 5414 
vote. The administratioi also prom: 
ised to review ali courses that could be 

considered religiously, ethnically or 
| yacically sensitive. 

And that is how the matter stands of- 
. ficially right now. 

Virtually no one seems pleased. Pro- 
fessor Dube feels he was unfairly sin- 
gied out for political rather thar, legiti- 
Mate academic reasons. He worries 
that it could affect bid for iexure next 
year. ‘“Yes, I think it could,”’ he said. 
“It makes me angry because it could 
brings things into play that are ex- 
traneous to fhe decision.” _ 
Professor Troen says he feels that 

the whole thing was a whitewash and - 
that the Stony Brook administration 
screamed ‘‘academic freedom,’’ be- 

| cause it was afraid of what a thorough 
investigation might show. 

The Anti-Defamation League visited 
the campus for the third time last 
week io restate its complaints that 

| Professor Dube should be investigated 
| more vigorously. 
} And the Africana studies depart- 
ment has issued a statement criticiz- 
ing the administration for not defend- 
ing Professor Dube vigorously enough. 

e 
} The Stony Brook president, Dr. John 
j Marburger 3d, thinks the whole thing 
| was blown way out of proportion. He 

| found the Governor’s language 
“overly strong.’’ He worries about the 

| review of “sensitive” courses. ‘How 
| do you decide what course is sensitive? 
Very cautiously,” he says. 
On the one hand he feels that be- 

| cause the faculty committee did not in- 
j vestigate more deeply, unresolved 
| questions will continue to fester. And 
| on the other hand, he feels that a com- 
| plete investigation might have been 
| More damaging than the cursory in- 
vestigation and yielded no different 
answers. 
What has been lost sight of, he be- 

lieves, is that while every course must 
be taught in a fair manner, no one pro- 
fessor is going to be objective and that 
a university’s job is to provide courses 
taught from different points of view. 

For a different point of view of Zion- 
ism from Professor Dube’s, a Stony 
Brook student could take ‘Zionism 
1848 to 1948,” an offering by the Judaic 
studies and history departments. 

“It’s a good, solid objective view of 
Zionism as a movement for national 
liberation,” said Prof. Ruben Weltsch, 
the instructor. 

At the moment, said Professor 
Weltsch, ‘‘I’d say the great majortiy 
who take my course are Jewish — 
Sympatheitc to the movement. Stu- 

| dents have a -tendency to seek out 
courses for their biases.” 

And that, Professor Weltsch said, 
might not make them too different 
from anyone else. a 



Stony Brook Rift. 
Splits the Faculty. 

Continued From Page 1 

with the South African Government. 
Zovert racism includes readings on 
sacismn in the United States. And reac- 
‘ve racism — the tendency of a people 
rictimized to victimize others — in- 
cludes a discussion of Israeli Jews’ at- 
citudes toward Arabs. He teaches that 
Jews were victims of Nazi racism and 
chat many have, in turn, developed 
some of those same racist attitudes to- 
ward Arabs. 

Professor Dube estimates that his 
inking of Zionism — the Jewish na- 
aonalist movement that brought about 
the state of Israel — and racism typi- 
Sally takes up half a lecture in a 
semester of about 24 lectures. He 
mates he spends roughly the same 
amount of time discussing reactive 
racism among black pan-Africans who 
want whites expelled from the African 
continent. 
Professor Dube cites a United Na- 

tions resolution of 1975 to support his 
inclusion of Zionism in the racism 
course. That resolution — widely con- 
demned in the United States, Western 
Europe and Israel, but widely sup- 
ported by third world countries — de- 
clared that Zionism was a form of rac- 
ism. 
Each semester Professor Dube 

gives out topics for term papers for 
those students who do not come up 
with ideas of their own. Some of the 
suggested topics Professor Dube 
agrees with, some he does not. ‘‘The 
suggested- topics are deliberately 
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John H. Marburger 3d 

made to be provocative,” he says. 
‘One topic on last summer's list is 

partly responsible for the recent com- 
motion: “Zionism is as much racism 
‘as Nazism was racism.” ‘ 

The student who complained about 
Professor Dube, Robert Goldsmith, 23, 
of Levittown, was not particularly 
upset by the views the professor pre- 
sented in the course last summer. 
While Mr. Goldsmith says he is consid- 

"| erably more pro-Israel than Professor 
Dube, he characterizes the professor’s 
view as the typical third werld view he 
has heard often befoic. 

Nor did Mr. Goldsmith feel he was 
graded aow,. Sor differing with the pro- 
feseo- Fo got a “pass” in the course, 
but escimates tnat if he had taken it for 
a grade he would have received a “‘B”’ 
ora “Bplus.”” . 
What bothered the student was Pro- 

fessor Dube’s attitude during lectures. 
He felt the professor advanced: an 
ideology without e-couraging debate 
and bullied those vio disagreed: In 
particular, he says, at the start of the 
course last summer, he disagreed with 
a statement the professor made on Is- 
rael, which led the two to a discussion 
of world politics. . 

“He screamed at me, ‘This is aclass 
about racism, not morality,’ and after 
‘that he dismissed the class,” said Mr. 
Goldsmith. “He was not the most en- 
couraging of open debate. I haven't 
been screamed at by too many protes- 
sors.” Professor Dube says he’ has no 
recollection of such an argument." « 
No one — not the faculty commiftee 

nor the Jewish groups nor the Gover- 
nor’s office nor the press — has done 
large-scale, systematic interviews 
with students who have taken Profes- 

| sor Dube’s course, but it is clear even 
| from limited interviews that many did 

not share Mr. Goldsmith’s feelings. 
For example, David Vesel, 24, @ his- 
tory major, and Geoffrey Reiss, 23, a 
politic] science major, both said in in- 

terviews that they felt it was a good 
course, and that while Professor Dube 
had a strong point of view, he allowed 
for disagreement. 
And Holly Fierce, 22, who just 

graduated, said she took the course 
last year and wrote a paper disagree- 

ing with the suggested term-paper 

topic on Nazism and Zionismt. “I 

argted on the final that Zionism was 

not a form of racism as the majority of 

people see racism being.” She did wel 
oa the paper, she said, getting a B in 
the course, which was a bit better than 

her overall C plus average at Stony 

Brook. 
. 

Professor Troen, who is a dean at 

Ben-Gurion University of the Negev, 
‘was a visiting professor at Stony Brook 

for ‘two years, ending last summer. 

the summer Professor Troen 

met Mr. Goldsmith and the two dis- 

cussed the course, at first casually, 

then more seriously. Eventually, Pro- 

fessor Troen decided to write his letter 

paged on their discussions. 

‘Professor Troen was particularly 

upset by the term-paper topic on Na- 

zism and Zionism, and by a part of the 
syllabus, which said: “Fifth week: | 
‘The three forms of racism and how | 

they have manifested themselves: 1. | 
Nazism in Germany. 2. Apartheid in| 
South Africa. 3. Zionism in Israel.” 

“That was primarily what I went 

on,” said Professor Troen in a tele 

e interview from Israel last week. 

“] absolutely did not attempt to con- 

tact Dube. I was leaving and I didn’t 

‘want a personal confrontation with 

‘Dube. I didn’t feel I should be in a posi- 

tion as a personal accuser. I had a 
problem whether to write the letter 
‘when I was leaving, but I thought the 
situation was so dramatic, I had to 

doesn’t speak to me at all. The sylla- | 

‘bus said three forms of racism and in- 

cluded Zionism. That’s a very large 
statement. The real question is 

‘whether that kind of statement is to be 
made at the university. I don’t care, if 

.. i's, 10 or 25 minutes. 
“Associating Zionisim with racism 

is designed to incite people. That's 

what I found objectionable. Jews are 
not to be compared with Nazis. In fact, 

no one is to be compared with Nazis.” 

“In some ways all nationalistic 
* movements are exclusive,” Professor 

‘Troen continued. “If you want to talk 

about Jewish nationalism as being rac- 
igt, we can do it without the inflama- 

tory labels. 
J] think there are certain things be- 

debate. If someone gave a course 
saying blacks were inferior, it would 
just not be an appropriate thing to say. 

_ The used words like ‘injustice’ or ‘in- 
valid claims of Jews to Palestine,’ but 
the use of the word ‘Nazi’ is to my 

~ jnind the act of a hatemongerer. It has 
‘emotional weight. If he had said there 

ig racism in Israel in the way some 

” Jews treat Arabs, I'd agree.” 
"Professor Troen was asked if it 

would be possible to know such subtle 
points without direct contact with Pro- 

fessor Dube. 
“It is not possible I could have 

jumped to conclusions,” Professor 
‘Troen said. ‘I felt I had enough infor- 

mation. I think it was there in blacks 

and whites. What he did was anti-Se- 

mitic. It doesn’t matter that I don’t 

~ jnow the man or never met him per- 

sonally.”” 
For his part, Professor Dube denies 

being an anti-Semite. “If you grow up 

in South Africa,” he said, “‘you gener- 
ally find among whites, the people who 

treat you like human beings will in- 
- variably be Jews.” 



STATEMENT by PRESIDENT JOHN H. MARBURGER on "THE POLITICS OF RACE” \ 

October 19, 1983 

In.view of the continuing concern regarding the position of the admin- 

istration of the State University of New York at Stony Brook with respect to 

the course "The Politics of. Race" taught by Professor Dube, I wish to 

clarify and reiterate that position so there will be no doubts about it. 

The Stony Brook administration, for which I speak officially here, 

absolutely divorces itself from the views expressed in this course, and from 

any view that links Zionism with racism or nazism. Furthermore, I person- © 

ally find such linkages morally abhorrent. 

Several events have occurred subsequent to the incident that drew 

attention to Professor Dube's course that some have interpreted as implying 

a pattern of antisemitic behavidr at Stony Brook. These events are each of 

them unfortunate, but in my opinion are unrelated to each other and to the 

course taught by Professor Dube. I have already criticized the publication 

of a poem entitled "Godless Jew" in a campus literary magazine as insensi- 

tive. I deplore the letter written by the Chair of the Africana Studies 

Department to its Dean for introducing irrelevant political issues into the 
sensitive discussion of the handling of the Dube course. Earlier last 
summer, Polity, the student government organization, acted to cut student 
fee support of Hillel, an action that, whatever its explanation, resulted in 
an injustice to Hillel on our campus. I believe our approach to these 

incidents has been sensitive, fair and effective, and that they are 

anomalies, not the norm, for our campus. 

As the Provost and I have promised, and I now reconfirm, a variety of 
initiatives have been undertaken to review courses and programs including 
sensitive material, and to bring to our campus a higher degree of under- 

standing of behavior likely to be offensive to one or another of our con- 

stituencies. Among other things, the relationship between published course 
descriptions and actual course offerings is being reviewed. A new campus— 
wide program of intensive review of undergraduate departments, planned over 
a year ago, is scheduled for implementation during the Spring 1984 
semester. Provost Neal has appointed the select faculty committee described 

in his statement of September 2, and the committee has begun to meet. It is 
chaired by Professor C. N. Yang, and includes faculty members of great 

distinction. The Provost has also appointed a committee, chaired by Dean 
Neville, to plan and initiate a series of campus events to increase campus 
awareness of and sensitivity to the issues which underlie the current con- 

troversy. Dean Neville's committee will include community representatives 
to ensure that we take advantage of valuable human resources in our region. 

It is clear from the widespread public reaction to our handling of these 
incidents that we need more positive and closer ties with our community 
constituencies. To strengthen those ties, I am developing plans for a 
permanent committee including community members to advise me and my 
colleagues on such sensitive issues at Stony Brook. 
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_Stony Brook Rift: 
Zionism and Racism 

The article “‘The Stony Brook Rift: 
Racism and Zionism’? [Long Island 
Weekly, Oct. 2], missed the mark in 
an essential aspect. This is embodied 
in the statement by Robert Gold- 
smith, a student of Professor Dube, 
as he recounted the professor’s re- 
marks during a class discussion on Is- 
rael: “He screamed at me, This is a 
class about racism, not morality.”” 

This position which Profesor Dube 
takes towards Zionism vis-a-vis rac- 
ism and Nazism, is the root of his big- 
otry. 

To associate Zionism with racism 
and Nazism under the guise of 

* provoking students’ minds is the 
height of immorality. Once a profes- 
sor poses as a subject for a term 
paper a comparison between two phi- 
losophies, whether it be between ap- 
ples and oranges or Zionism and Na- 
zism, there is always the strong im- 
‘plication in the students’ minds that 
there is a large element of similarity 
between the two. 
Tam certain that at no time since 

the inception of Zionism and the State 
of Israel was there any thought of a 
“final solution” for the Arab-Israeli 
problem. May I cite an example: 
Should a professor suggest to his 
class a topic for a term paper as fol- 
lows: “In view of the racial census of 
the New York State prison popula- 
tion, should blacks be categorized as 
inclined towards rape and homi- 
cide?” — this too would be a height of 
immorality. 

Professor Dube cannot hide his bias 
against Jews under the cloak of Zion- 
ism and academic freedom. He must 
not be allowed to do so! 

RABBI JULIUS GOLDBERG 
Plainview Jewish Center 

e 

In the controversy about Professor 
Dube’s course in The Politics of Rac- 
ism, academic freedom is a false 

_ issue; and the faculty committee that 

dismissed without investigation the 
allegations of impropriety on the part 
of Professor Dube came to an irrele- 
vant and short-sighted conclusion in 
declaring that the professor was 
within the bounds of academic free- 
dom. 

The canons of good journalism re- 
quire separating editorial opinion 
from the reporting of facts. Univer- 
sity professors should be held to the 
same standard. If Dube’s published 
syllabus lists as a topic to be dis- 
cussed, ‘‘Fifth Week: The three 
forms of racism and how they have 
manifested themselves: 1. Nazism in 
Germany. 2. Apartheid in South Af- 
rica. 3. Zionism in Israel.’’, he is list- 
ing as factual material to be dis- 
cussed a matter that is merely opin- 
jon. 

Even in a representative anti-Zion- 
ist group many — perhaps a majority 
— would argue against classifying 
zionism as a form of racism, although 
they would decry individual occur- 
rences in zionist Israel that they 
might consider racist. The faculty 
committee should be concerned to as- 
certain whether Dube is using his 
privileged position in the classroom 
to present his personal views as fact. 

The committee should also be con- 
cerned about the insensitive, provoc- 
ative form of the topic listing in the 
syllabus. A device often used by 
propagandists to inflame public opin- 
ion against a given group in society is 
to place the name of the target group 
in close proximity to that of a group 
despised by decent people. The listing 
in Dube’s syllabus is likely to have 
such an inflamatory effect, inducing 
in young, unsophisticated minds the 
association, Israelis/Nazis, and in 
the minds of the more immature, by 
extension, Jews /Nazis. 

Governor Cuomo is to be congratu- 
lated for his intervention. It is re- 
gretable that it wasnecessary. 

JEROME ZAUDERER 
Forest Hills 

omitted completely; others were sim- 
ply misleading. The following is a 
partial list. 

1. A central part of the cornplaint 
against Professor Dube was that he 
used his classroom to disperse PLO 
propaganda rather than a merely | 
biased viewpoint based on his per- 
sonal experience and convictions. 
While equating Zionism to Nazism, 
the professor repeatedly quoted state- 
ments and assertions damaging to Is- 
rael from books and other sources un- 
available to the students. In fact, of 
nine books on the required and 
recommended reading lists for the 
summer course, none were about Is- 
rael, Arabs or Zionism. 

Professor Dube frequently villified 
Israel for its weapons sales to South 
Africa'while neglecting to mention 
the numerous military and commer- 
cial connections between many other 
African countries and South Africa: 
He took great care throughout the 
course (not just during the Zionism 
lecture) to make sure the students 
knew just how monstrous Israel was. 
When asked by a student why israel 
and South Africa were such good 
friends, the professor said, “Because 
they are just as bad as each other.” 

2. The article depicts Professor 
roen’s argument as centering on the 

legitimacy of calling Professor Dube 
a racist. This was not the gist of the 
complaint; considering the inflam- 
matory nature of Professor Dube’s 
remarks about Israel and its people, 
it’s clear that Professor Troen and 
various Jewish groups had every rea- 
son to be upset. 

3. The story quotes students defend- 
ing Dube’s course but it doesn’t state 
that those students didn’t take the ty. RABBI NEIL KURSHAN class in the summer session from 

Port Washington | which the complaint arose. 
e 4. In the summer course, Professor 

The writer of the following letter | Dube spent one out of nine three-hour was a student in Professor Dube’s _ lectures tagging Zionism as racism, class and discussed his complaints  sohis memory of devoting only half of with Professor Troen. one of 24 classes to that issue is obvi- 
The Stony Brook Rift: Zionism and . ously inaccurate. Racism was not a textbook case of ob- ROBERT GOLDSMITH ~~ jective reporting. Some points were Levittown 

The issues raised by the contro- 
versy evoke strong reactions and 
painful memories. A mere 40 years 
ago the Nazi campaign to dehuman- 
ize and deligitimize the Jewish people 
resulted in the genocide of European 
Jewry. It is impossible to disassoci- 
ate that tragedy from contemporary 
statements which deligitimize Israel. 
The comparison of Zionism with Na- 
zism implies that Israel’s enemies 
have the right to destroy her as the 
Allies once sought the eradication of 
Nazism. 

Ido not expect the Stony Brook ad- 
ministration or faculty to become the 
spokespeople for Jewish sensitivities. 
Most tragic in this unfortunate con- 
troversy is the failure of university 
leaders to defend those values of the 
university community which exist 

~ alongside academic freedom. 
It is a university’s responsibility to 

encourage open discussion, to foster 
understanding among the disparate 
groups which it brings together, and 
to convey to the next generation civi- 
lization’s acquired store of knowledge 
about the complexity of the world. 

Propagandistic slogans asserting 
that Zionism is akin to racism and 
_Nazism stifle dialogue, spawn hate 
and suspicion, and falsely suggest 
simplistic responses to situations 
which defy solutions. 

The failure of the administration 
and faculty at Stony Brook to disas- 
Sociate themselves from statements 
which exacerbate prejudice and mis- 
trust has tarnished the moral stature 
of Stony Brook. The university’s in- 
ability to define clearly the desirable 
boundaries of discourse at Stony 
Brook bespeaks confusion about the 
fundamental purposes of a universi- 
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In aftermath of bombing: 

Lebanese 
ambassador 
urges U.S.: 
Stand up to Syria 
By WALTER RUBY 

In the wake of the bombing of the headquarters 
of the U.S. Marines in Beirut with heavy loss of 
American lives, the Lebanese Ambassador to the 7 
United States, Abdallah Bouhabib, told the Long 
Island Jewish World, that, “Despite this terrible 
event, I still believe that the United States should 
not pull its Marines out of Lebanon. On the 
contrary, the United States should take a more 
confrontational approach vis-a-vis the Syrians, 
who are occupying more than half of our country.” 

Ambassador Bouhabib’s latest statement on the 
necessity of retaining U.S. troops in Lebanon 
reconfirmed the thrust of remarks he made earlier 
in the week in an appearance at the Hewlett-East 
Rockaway Jewish Center. In that speech, the first 
the Lebanese ambassador had ever delivered before 
an American Jewish audience, Bouhabib said, “The 
United States is a superpower and can do a lot to 
induce the Syrians to withdraw from Lebanon. If 
the U.S. has all the power, and then says it is not 
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Stony Brook President Marburger: 

New statement reflects desire 
‘to do the right thing’ 
By WALTER RUBY 

John H. Marburger Ul, president of the State 
University of New York at Stony Brook, said last week 
that his recent decision to ‘‘absolutely divorce’ the 
Stony Brook administration from the teachings of a 
Stony Brook professor that Zionism is a form of racism 
evolved out of his personal desire ‘‘to do the right thing 
on this issue by taking a positive action which would be 
responsive to the needs of the Jewish community, while 
not violating . . . academic freedom.’’ Marburger 
added, ‘The characterization that I made this decision 
because of pressure from the Jewish community is 
completely incorrect.’ 

Marburger made his comments in an exclusive 
interview with the Jewish World one day after he 
issued his latest statement on the course ‘‘The Politics 
of Race,”” taught by Professor Ernest Dube of Stony 
Brook's Africana Studies Department. 

In his statement, which was issued last Wednesday 
after Marburger met with representatives of 35 local 
and national Jewish groups in a Westbury hotel room, 
the Stony Brook president reiterated that he personally 
found linkages between Zionism, racism and Nazism to 
be ‘morally abhorrent’’ and confirmed that the 
university planned ‘‘a variety of initiatives . . . to 
review courses and programs including sensitive 
material, and to bring to our campus a higher degree of 
understanding of behavior likely to be offensive to one 
or another of our constituencies.’ Among these 
undertakings is the appointment of a select faculty 
committee to undertake a campus-wide review of 
undergraduate departments. 

Marburger also announced that Dean of Humanities 
and Fine Arts Robert Neville will chair a permanent 

committee that will ‘‘plan and initiate a series of 
campus events to increase campus awareness of and 
sensitivity to the issues that underlie the present 
controversy . . . the committee will include community 
representatives to ensure that we take advantage of 
valuable human resources in our region.” 

Clarification of Earlier Statements 
In his remarks to the Jewish World, Marburger 

stressed that his new position represents ‘‘a clari- 
fication of my earlier statements, which were often 
badly worded . . . and not a reversal of what I said 
before.” 

Marburger commented that in his opinion, ‘‘some of 
the questions concerning the limits of academic 
freedom that have arisen (in the Dube case) have not 
yet been fully answered," and expressed the hope that 
future discussions on academic freedom would take 
place largely within the university. 

Marburger also acknowledged that he was concerned 
that his recent statement might be seen in some 
quarters as a capitulation on the issue of academic 
freedom and stated, ‘‘I want to give Prof. Dube every 
opportunity to be properly understood."” 

Marburger's latest statement in what has become 
kmown as the ‘‘Dube Affair'’ drew some widely varied 
responses. The statement was praised as ‘‘a candid and 
statesmanlike response to community concerns”’ in a 
statement issued by all of the Jewish organizations 
participating in the meeting with Marburger, and the 
President was also lauded in separate releases by the 
Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith (ADL), the 
American Jewish Committee and the American Jewish 
Congress, all of which also participated in the 
community statement. 
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Stony Brook President John Marburger: ‘The characterization 
that | made this decision because of pressure from the Jewish 
‘community is completely incorrect.”” 

Rabbi Arthur Seltzer, director of the Long Island 
Regional Office of the ADL, stated, ‘‘President 
Marburger's statement has seriously and satisfactorily 
responded to the concerns of the Jewish community 
and more than met all of the requests ADL had made of 
him in order to resolve this matter. Now that the 
president is on record as having said what needed to be 
said, we are pleased to put the public rancor of this 
affair behind us." 

Pressured Into Distortion 
Dube, on the other hand, said, ‘The president has 

been pressured into a distortion." Dube vowed not to 
change his teaching of the course and noted that black 

continued on page 18 
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Stony Brook 
controversy 
continued from page 3 
groups like the NAACP and the National Conference of 
Black Lawyers have contacted him expressing an 
interest in the case. 

Amiri Baraka, chairman of the Africana Studies 
Department at Stony Brook, termed the controversy 
over Dube's teaching of ‘‘The Politics of Race’’ as 
“‘part of an overall effort to get rid of Africana Studies 
at Stony Brook.’’ Baraka challenged those critical of 
Dube to a ‘‘series of debates and forums’’ and said, 
“We are ready to show the relationship between 

‘The sequence of events that led to last Tuesday's 
dramatic meeting in Westbury between Marburger and 
representatives of the Long Island Jewish community 
began with a meeting four days earlier at the 
Manhattan offices of the American Jewish Committee. 
Participants in that meeting included Marburger, 
Rabbi Israel Mowshowitz, Gov. Cuomo’s assistant for 
community affairs, Malcolm Hoenlein, executive 
director of the Jewish Community Relations Council of 
New York (JCRC), Leonard Eichenholtz, a member of 
the Stony Brook Council, and leaders of the American 
Jewish Committee. A few days later, Marburger 
met separately with Seltzer, at which time he confirmed 
that he was ready to issue a statement that satisfied the 
various conditions put forward by the ADL. 

After the Westbury meeting, the Jewish organi- 
zations issued a joint statement under the aegis of the 
two umbrella groups that represent virtually all Jewish 
groups on the Island, the Conference of Jewish 
Organizations of Nassau County and the Suffolk Jewish 
Communal Planning Council. The statement read, in 
part, ‘With Dr. Marburger’s statement the SUNY at 
Stony Brook administration has committed itself to a 
series of measures that we are hopeful will address and 
prevent similar situations. We look forward to the 
implementation of these steps.”’ 

ADL Issues Own Statement 
The day after the Westbury meeting, the ADL issued 

its own statement, which said the organization was 
“gratified that the university has forthrightly disasso- 
ciated itself from Professor Dube's repugnant equation 
and has committed itself to internal procedures to 
prevent any future injection of racist and anti-Semitic 
teachings at Stony Brook."’ 

The ADL statement elicited off-the-record ex- 
pressions of consternation from representatives of 
some of the other organizations who claimed that ADL 
had broken an understanding that there would be only 
one joint statement from the entire Jewish community. 

Seltzer, however, said, ‘I made it clear at the 
Westbury meeting that ADL would issue its own 
statement no matter what the other groups decided to 
do. We felt that it has been ADL, of all the Jewish 
organizations, that has most fully addressed this matter 
and that has carried out the intensive public and private 
discussions on this. We felt, therefore, that it was our 
responsibility to close it. We were pleased that there 
was 80 much intensive Jewish community interest in 
this affair — especially in its final stages.’” 
Soon after the ADL issued its statement, the 

American Jewish Committee and American Jewish 
Congress came out with statements of their own. The 
AJCommittee statement praised Marburger’s ‘‘sin- 
cerity and good will’’ and added, ‘‘Perhaps the best 
thing to come out of this situation is that this is a case 
where academic freedom worked to safeguard the 
truth. The University worked to heal itself.’” The 
American Jewish Congress also praised Marburger for 
responding ‘‘with sensitivity and understanding" to 
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the Jewish community's concern over Dube’s course. 
Political Leaders Praise Settlement 

Several key New York political figures expressed 
satisfaction over the settlement between Marburger 
and the Jewish community. 

Mowshowitz said, ‘‘After our meeting with President 
Marburger, I think he became more aware of how hurt 
and frightened the Jewish community was that there 
was a course at his university equating Zionism and 
Nazism. Once the president fully understood the 
‘significance of this teaching for the Jewish community, 
he acted on his own, with decency, forthrightness and 
courage, to issue a very beautiful statement.” 

Mowshowitz stressed, ‘I told Marburger I was 
speaking as a private citizen and not as a representative 
of the governor. I do think that my presence and what I 
had to say helped to better clarify the issue for 
Marburger.’’ Mowshowitz said he believes that 
Governor Cuomo, who issued an earlier statement 
condemning the ‘‘thunderous silence’ of the Stony 
Brook faculty and administration, ‘helped to under- 

Amiri Baraka: "The scapegoat (in the Dube affair) is black 

score the seriousness of the issue, which regrettably 
the University Senate and the faculty did not realize.” 

Assemblyman Arthur Kremer (D-Long Beach), who 
is chairman of the Assembly's Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, which controls appropriations for the SUNY 
system, revealed last week that he wrote a letter to 
Marburger urging him to disassociate the university 
from Dube’s teaching and to appoint a campus 
committee to look into course content on the campus. 

In his letter, Kremer warned the president that 
“many suggestions are being made about legislative 
actions which if followed would be harmful to the 
campus in general,’ and that while he personally 
opposed the threat of cutting State funding to Stony 
Brook advanced by Assemblyman Lewis Yevoli (D-Old 
Bethpage), he did favor ‘‘a more forthright response 
from the president."’ 

Kremer added, ‘I think John Marburger had not 
fully grasped the strength of feeling on this issue in the 
outside community. Happily, his statement has come 
out and it satisfies me as well as the groups that met 
with him. I believe he has fully laid this issue to rest."’ 

Hempstead Presiding Supervisor Thomas S. Gulotta 
commended Marburger for ‘‘issuing a statement that 
clarifies the position of the university’’ and added, ‘‘I 
would hope that, in the future, the administration at 
Stony Brook would move swiftly to ensure that such 
radical teaghings do not receive endorsements of any 
kind, whether directly or indirectly expressed.’’ 

‘Mixed Reaction on Campus 
Initial reaction to the presitient’s statement on the 

campus was mixed. Norman Goodman, a professor of 
sociology and a member of the University Senate 
Executive Committee when it determined in a 
unanimous vote that Dube had not exceeded the 
bounds of academic freedom, commented, ‘‘I believe 
that what President Marburger said this week 
represents a further specification of what he had said 
before and not a reversal of position. I do not believe he 
is saying that Dube cannot teach his course the way he 
likes. If the university were to tell Dube he had to 
change certain aspects of his course, then I would be 
much more concerned.”’ 

Geoffrey Reiss, 23, a senior at Stony Brook and editor 

of the editorial page of the Stony Brook student 
newspaper The Statesman, commented, ‘‘Frankly, | 
was disappointed that the president issued his 
statement to an off-campus group, and only the next 
day released it at the university. It gives the impression 
that special interest groups are dictating university 
Policy."” 

Charles Branham, a 24-year-old sociology major, 
commented, ‘‘For me, this situation has parallels to the 
Ray Bradbury novel Fahrenheit 451 in which books 
were always being burned. If we allow outside interest 
groups to overshadow the honest pursuit of the truth no 
‘one will be safe to say anything.’’ 

Responded Valery, a Jewish student originally from 
the Soviet Union, ‘‘In Russia, the government spoke 
about anti-Zionism but carried out an anti-Semitic 
policy. Now, I believe it is essential to resist this idea 
whenever it appears."’ 

Bernard Tunik, a professor of biology, expressed 
ambivalent feelings on the Dube issue. ‘‘I certainly 
would not want anyone from the outside telling me 
what I can and cannot teach in my class,’ he said. ‘‘I do 
believe, though, that the professor has a responsibility 
to discuss his personal point of view as a question to be 
examined, and not as a statement of fact. In this case 
we might ask whether or not Dube taught the students 
about other opinions of Zionism, and whether he 
discussed any other forms of reactive racism."” 

Dube Plans No Changes 
In comments to the Jewish World, Dube said that the 

president’s statement had not changed his own 
Perception of the case. ‘The fact that Marburger 
divorces himself from my course has no meaning, since 
he was never a part of the course, and has no first-hand 
knowledge of it,’ he said. ‘‘In fact, Marburger has 
divorced himself from something that was never in the 
course. I did not directly link Nazism, apartheid and 
Zionism, but discussed each of them separately.” 

Dube stated, ‘‘I do not plan to change how I teach my 
course because of what outside people are saying."’ 
Informed that Marburger had said he wanted to give 
Dube ‘‘an opportunity to be properly understood,’’ 
Dube replied, ‘‘I have already described what I teach in 
my course to the president and the provost and in the 
“neeting with the University Senate. If people deli- 
berately choose to ignore what | have told them, it 
means they have a different agenda.” 

Dube asserted, ‘I believe this (the outcry against his 
teachings) is racism. If you are going to fabricate 
something, simply because it comes from someone who 
is black, that is certainly racism.’’ 

Affirming that representatives of the NAACP and the 
National Conference of Black Lawyers had contacted 
him, Dube said, ‘I have not sought the help of these 
groups, but if they want to participate I won't deny 
them that right. I think this thing is getting to the point 
where a lot of black groups are getting concerned.”” 

Africana Studies Department Chairman Baraka 
sounded an even angrier and more defiant note. Said 
Baraka, ‘‘The president's first priority should be to 
protect the integrity of the institution. Instead the 
University has buckled in to heavy pressure from 
outside forces.’ 

Baraka commented, ‘'The Africana Studies De- 
partment has been very restrained in this affair. But 
from now on we intend to respond to these attacks and 
character assassinations in a more vigorous manner. 
We would like to challenge to open debates on this 
issue everyone who has attacked Dube, including 
Cuomo, President Marburger, the State legislators, 
and B'nai B'rith and the other Jewish organizations. 
We did not initiate this confrontation, but we are not 
afraid to have open discussions. We believe we have 
the correct line.’’ 

Baraka rejected the idea that such debates would 
lead to greater polarization on campus. ‘The campus is 
already polarized, but not between blacks and Jews,”’ 
he said. ‘The polarization is between progressive and 

Baraka asserted, ‘‘Fred Dube’s intellectual integrity 
was upheld by the University Senate. The rest has been 
Political shenanigans and demagoguery, and as usual, 
the scapegoat is black people.’ 

Terming the Africana Studies Department ‘‘an 
extension of the Afro-American community,"’ Baraka 
said, ‘We believe this campaign is a catalyst for an 
attack on black studies at Stony Brook. If so, we do not 
intend to go quietly. We intend to reach out to other 
groups on campus who are likely to be sympathetic to 
our cause. We intend to mobilize to fight back."’ 

Baraka added, ‘‘There is a basic question here 
concerning the nature of the university. If the 
university can be swayed by outside groups to the 
extent that the president is made to look scandalized by 



academic freedom, then we are clearly on the road to 
McCarthyism.”" 

Comfortable With ‘Clarifying’ Statement ~ 
Marburger spoke with me in his office on the Steny 

Brook campus. Seated on a comfortable couch under an 
enormous aerial photograph of Long Island, Marburger 
seemed at ease about his decision to issue his 
“‘clarifying’’ statement on the Dube case, but appeared 
concerned about possible reactions on the campus. 

Marburger said his decision to make the statement 
was based upon several primary considerations. ‘I 
found that there was still a lot of misunderstanding 
about the university’s position on this, and that many 
people I respect told me they were upset about the 
position I had articulated,’’ he said. ‘‘I realized I 
needed to learn more about the sensitivities of the 
Jewish community.”” 

Another factor in the decision, Marburger explained, 
were the additional recent incidents at the university, 
including the Student Polity's initial refusal to fund the 
Hillel Student Club and the publication in a university 
literary magazine of an allegedly anti-Semitic poem, 
“which encouraged people to think that there is an 
atmosphere of anti-Semitism at Stony Brook.” 
Marburger added, ‘‘I felt 1 needed to say something to 
make clear that no such atmosphere exists.’’ 

Marburger felt that a clarification was needed of the 
original University Senate Executive Committee 
decision because, “‘I felt the Executive Committee 
decision was rather colorless, lacking content and moral 
punch. As time went on, I became more persuaded of 
the necessity of expressing my personal views, to 
provide a context for the public to understand the 
university's position.”” 

Difference Between ‘Divorce’ and ‘Condemn’ 
Marburger said that he still holds to the position that 

it is not right for the university administration to take a 
position on material in university courses. ‘‘If you look 
carefully at the wording of my new statement, it says 
that the university absolutely divorces itself from the 
views expressed in the course. It does not say 
‘condemn’ or ‘condone.’ That is certainly the farthest 
the university can go officially.’’ 

‘Asked to explain the difference between the use of 
“the Dube affair. 

the word ‘‘divorce’’ and using ‘‘condemn,” Marburger 
replied, ‘You can divorce your wife without con- 

demning her.’ He quickly added, however, “The 
. administration is divorcing itself from (Dube's) views, 

not from Prof. Dube himself. 
Marburger added, ‘‘I think there are questions 

concerning the dividing line between academic freedom 

and academic responsibility which have not yet been 
answered in this case. We hope these questions will be 

resolved in the various committees we have set up. 

“The university must constantly struggle to allow 
free speech and free expression of ideas, but to avoid 

the harmful side effects of the advocacy of ideas that 
tend to destroy individuals and groups of people, and 
ultimately society itself."" He added, ‘“‘We need to 
assure ourselves that anti-Semitism and racism do not 

occur in the classroom.”’ 
‘Some Criticism Was ‘Inappropriate’ 

Marburger said he found some of the statements of 
* gtate legislators and other public figures who criticized 
him “‘often inappropriate, but these statements were 
symptoms of a lack of understanding I realized I had to 
address.'’ Marburger affirmed however, that, ‘‘it 
would certainly be incorrect to say that I was moved by 
outside pressure. I was never concerned that the 
university’s budget would be cut or that someone would 
get me fired and my career would be ruined. In general, 
the role of university president is open to the most 
extraordinary pressure. This is something you live with 
when you take this job.” 

Marburger added, ‘‘It is also untrue to say that the 
governor's office applied pressure. Gov. Cuomo has not 
contacted me on this since I issued my original 
statement (in early September). It is true that I met 
Rabbi Mowshowitz last week, but there was no 

message or pressure from the governor. The rabbi 
informed me that he was speaking for himself and not 
as a messenger for the governor.” 

Marburger, who was appointed chairman of the New 
York State Fact Finding Panel on the Shoreham Nuclear 
Facility by Cuomo, said that he believed there was no 
ill-will between himself and the governor as a result of 

I felt that some of the language in the 
governor’s statement was a little strong, such as the 
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remark about the ‘thunderous silence,’ and did not 
represent a correct characterization of the situation. 
Beyond that, I thought his statement was heartfelt and 
honest. I respect the governor, and I believe he has 
respect for me and my colleagues.’’ 

Marburger commented, ‘‘I felt very fortunate in the 
people I dealt with in the Jewish community, who really 
wanted to help to resolve this. The closest I came to 
confrontation was with Rabbi Seltzer, who represents 
an organization (the ADL) that tends to apply pressure. 
However, my conversations with Rabbi Seltzer have 
been very cordial and intellectual.’ 

Dube's Language Inhibits Understanding 
Informed of Dube’s insistence that his views have 

been misunderstood, Marburger commented, “‘I agree 
that Dube’s views may well have been misunderstood. 
One problem is that Dube uses language that inhibits 
the understanding he wants to impart. What has to be 
done next is for Dube to couch his views in language 
that allows them to be better understood."’ 

Marburger added, ‘‘I hope that in ensuing dis- 
cussions we can agree how to describe what is being 
taught in Dube’s class."’ Asked if his statement might 
affect deliberations next year on whether to grant 

tenure to Prof. Dube, Marburger replied, ‘I certainly 
hope not.”’ 

Asked if his decision to reach a settlement with the 
organized Jewish community on the Dube case might 
be related to possible long-term political aspirations on 
his part, Marburger smiled and replied, ‘‘I started out 
in academic life as a physicist and was very happy as @ 
professor of physics. Although I later moved into 
administration, I can tell you honestly that I would be 

happy to become a professor of physics again.” 
He added, ‘‘I have not sought to expand the political 

side of this job, because I honestly do not enjoy the 
political aspect of being president of Stony Brook. The 
recent events in this case are an example of the 
responsibilities of this job I do not enjoy."” 

Marburger added quickly, however that, ‘‘I do enjoy 
the job of being president of Stony Brook, because 
‘Stony Brook is an extraordinary institution, a university 
bay lot of heart and class. I want to keep it that 
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In aftermath of bombing: 

Lebanese 
ambassador 
urges U.S.: 
Stand up to Syria 
By WALTER RUBY 

In the wake of the bombing of the headquarters 
of the U.S. Marines in Beirut with heavy loss of 
American lives, the Lebanese Ambassador to the 
United States, Abdallah Bouhabib, told the Long 
Island Jewish World, that, “Despite this terrible 
event, I still believe that the United States should 
Not pull its Marines out of Lebanon. On the 
contrary, the United States should take a more 
confrontational approach vis-a-vis the Syrians, 
who are occupying more than half of our country.” 

Ambassador Bouhabib’s latest statement on the 
necessity of retaining U.S. troops in Lebanon 
reconfirmed the thrust of remarks he made earlier 
in the week in an appearance at the Hewlett-East 
Rockaway Jewish Center. In that speech, the first 
the Lebanese ambassador had ever delivered before 
an American Jewish audience, Bouhabib said, “The 
United States is a superpower and can do a lot to 
induce the Syrians to withdraw from Lebanon. If 
the U.S. has all the power, and then says it is not 
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Lebanese ambassador to the U.S. Abdallah Bouhabib 
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Stony Brook President Marburger: 

New statement reflects desire 
‘to do the right thing’ 
By WALTER RUBY 

John H. Marburger Il, president of the State 
University of New York at Stony Brook, said last week 
that his recent decision to “‘absolutely divorce’ the 
Stony Brook administration from the teachings of a 
Stony Brook professor that Zionism is a form of racism 
evolved out of his personal desire ‘‘to do the right thing 
on this issue by taking a positive action which would be 
responsive to the needs of the Jewish community, while 
not violating . . . academic .freedom.’’ Marburger 
added, ‘‘The characterization that I made this decision 
because of pressure from the Jewish community is 
completely incorrect.’’ 

Marburger made his comments in an exclusivé 
interview with the Jewish World one day after he 
issued his latest statement on the course ‘‘The Politics 
of Race,” taught by Professor Ernest Dube of Stony 
Brook’s Africana Studies Department. 

In his statement, which was issued last Wednesday 
after Marburger met with representatives of 35 local 
and national Jewish groups in a Westbury hotel room, 
the Stony Brook president reiterated that he personally 
found linkages between Zionism, racism and Nazism to 
be ‘‘morally abhorrent’ and confirmed that the 
university planned ‘‘a variety of initiatives . . . to 
review courses and programs including sensitive 
material, and to bring to our campus a higher degree of 
understanding of behavior likely to be offensive to one 
or another of our constituencies.’’ Among these 
undertakings is the appointment of a select faculty 
committee to undertake a campus-wide review of 
undergraduate departments. 

Marburger also announced that Dean of Humanities 
and Fine Arts Robert Neville will chair a permanent 

committee that will ‘‘plan and initiate a series of 
campus events to increase campus awareness of and 
sensitivity to the issues that underlie the present 
controversy the committee will include community 
representatives to ensure that we take advantage of 
valuable human resources in our region."” 

Clarification of Earlier Statements 
In his remarks to the Jewish World, Marburger 

stressed that his new position represents ‘‘a clari- 
fication of my earlier statements, which were often 
badly worded . . . and not a reversal of what I said 
before.’” 

Marburger commented that in his opinion, ‘‘some of 
the questions concerning the limits of academic 
freedom that have arisen (in the Dube case) have not 
yet been fully answered," and expressed the hope that 
future discussions on academic freedom would take 
place largely within the university. 

Marburger also acknowledged that he was concerned 
that his recent statement might be seen in some 
quarters as a capitulation on the issue of academic 
freedom and stated, ‘I want to give Prof. Dube every 
opportunity to be properly understood.”’ 

Marburger's latest statement in what has become 
known as the ‘‘Dube Affair’’ drew some widely varied 
responses. The statement was praised as ‘‘a candid and 
statesmanlike response to community concerns”’ in a 
statement issued by all of the Jewish organizations 
participating in the meeting with Marburger, and the 
president was also lauded in separate releases by the 
Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B'rith (ADL), the 
American Jewish Committee and the American Jewish 
Congress, all of which also participated in the 
community statement. 
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‘Stony Brook President John Marburger: ‘The characterization 
that | made this decision because of pressure from the Jewish 
community is completely incorrect.” 

Rabbi Arthur Seltzer, director of the Long Island 
Regional Office of the ADL, stated, ‘‘President 
Marburger's statement has seriously and satisfactorily 
responded to the concerns of the Jewish community 
and more than met all of the requests ADL had made of 
him in order to resolve this matter. Now that the 
president is on record as having said what needed to be 
said, we are pleased to put the public rancor of this 
affair behind us.’’ 

Pressured Into Distortion 
Dube, on the other hand, sai ‘The president has 

been pressured into a distortion.’ Dube vowed not to 
change his teaching of the course and noted that black 

continued on page 18 
iy 



18 JEWISH WORLD*OCT. 28-NOV. 3, 1983 

Stony Brook 
controversy 
continued from page 3 
groups like the NAACP and the National Conference of 
Black Lawyers have contacted him expressing an 
interest in the case. 

Amiri Baraka, chairman of the Africana Studies 
Department at Stony Brook, termed the controversy 
over Dube's teaching of ‘'The Politics of Race’ as 
“‘part of an overall effort to get rid of Africana Studies 
at Stony Brook.’’ Baraka challenged those critical of 
Dube to a ‘‘series of debates and forums’’ and said, 
“We are ready to show the relationship between 
Zionism and racism.”’ 

The sequence of events that led to last Tuesday's 
dramatic meeting in Westbury between Marburger and 
representatives of the Long Island Jewish community 
began with a meeting four days earlier at the 
Manhattan offices of the American Jewish Committee. 
Participants in that meeting included Marburger, 
Rabbi Israel Mowshowitz, Gov. Cuomo’s assistant for 
community affairs, Malcolm Hoenlein, executive 
director of the Jewish Community Relations Council of 
New York (JCRC), Leonard Eichenholtz, a member of 
the Stony Brook Council, and leaders of the American 
Jewish Committee. A few days later, Marburger 
met separately with Seltzer, at which time he confirmed 
that he was ready to issue a statement that satisfied the 
various conditions put forward by the ADL. 

After the Westbury meeting, the Jewish organi- 
zations issued a joint statement under the aegis of the 
two umbrella groups that represent virtually all Jewish 
groups on the Island, the Conference of Jewish 
Organizations of Nassau County and the Suffolk Jewish 
Communal Planning Council. The statement read, in 
part, ‘With Dr. Marburger’s statement the SUNY at 
Stony Brook administration has committed itself to a 
series of measures that we are hopeful will address and 
prevent similar situations. We look forward to the 
implementation of these steps.” 

ADL Issues Own Statement 
The day after the Westbury meeting, the ADL issued 

its own statement, which said the organization was 
“‘gratified that the university has forthrightly disasso- 
ciated itself from Professor Dube’s repugnant equation 
and has committed itself to internal procedures to 
prevent any future injection of racist and anti-Semitic 
teachings at Stony Brook."’ 

The ADL statement elicited off-the-record ex- 
pressions of consternation from representatives of 
some of the other organizations who claimed that ADL 
had broken an understanding that there would be only 
one joint statement from the entire Jewish community. 

Seltzer, however, said, ‘I made it clear at the 
Westbury meeting that ADL would issue its own 
statement no matter what the other groups decided to 
do. We felt that it has been ADL, of all the Jewish 
organizations, that has most fully addressed this matter 
and that has carried out the intensive public and private 
discussions on this. We felt, therefore, that it was our 
responsibility to close it. We were pleased that there 
was so much intensive Jewish community interest in 
this affair — especially in its final stages."’ 

Soon after the ADL issued its statement, the 
American Jewish Committee and American Jewish 
Congress came out with statements of their own. The 
AJCommittee statement praised Marburger’s ‘‘sin- 
cerity and good will’’ and added, ‘Perhaps the best 
thing to come out of this situation is that this is a case 
where academic freedom worked to safeguard the 
truth. The University worked to heal itself."’ The 
American Jewish Congress also praised Marburger for 
responding ‘‘with sensitivity and understanding’’ to 
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the Jewish community's concern over Dube’s course. 
Political Leaders Praise Settlement 

Several key New York political figures expressed 
satisfaction over the settlement between Marburger 
and the Jewish community. 

Mowshowitz said, ‘‘After our meeting with President 
Marburger, I think he became more aware of how hurt 
and frightened the Jewish community was that there 
was a course at his university equating Zionism and 
Nazism. Once the president fully understood the 
significance of this teaching for the Jewish community, 
he acted on his own, with decency, forthrightness and 
courage, to issue a very beautiful statement.”’ 

Mowshowitz stressed, ‘‘I told Marburger I was 
speaking as a private citizen and not as a representative 
of the governor. I do think that my presence and what I 
had to say helped to better clarify the issue for 
Marburger.’’ Mowshowitz said he believes that 
Governor Cuomo, who issued an earlier statement 
condemning the “‘thunderous silence’ of the Stony 
Brook faculty and administration, ‘‘helped to under- 

Amiri Baraka: ‘‘The scapegoat (in the Dube affair) is black 

score the seriousness of the issue, which regrettably 
the University Senate and the faculty did not realize.’’ 

Assemblyman Arthur Kremer (D-Long Beach), who 
is chairman of the Assembly’s Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, which controls appropriations for the SUNY 
system, revealed last week that he wrote a letter to 
Marburger urging him to disassociate the university 
from Dube’s teaching and to appoint a campus 
committee to look into course content on the campus. 

An his letter, Kremer warned the president that 
“many suggestions are being made about legislative 
actions which if followed would be harmful to the 
campus in general,’ and that while he personally 
opposed the threat of cutting State funding to Stony 
Brook advanced by Assemblyman Lewis Yevoli (D-Old 
Bethpage), he did favor ‘‘a more forthright response 
from the president."” 

Kremer added, ‘I think John Marburger had not 
fully grasped the strength of feeling on this issue in the 
outside community. Happily, his statement has come 
out and it satisfies me as well as the groups that met 
with him. I believe he has fully laid this issue to rest."’ 

Hempstead Presiding Supervisor Thomas S. Gulotta 
commended Marburger for ‘‘issuing a statement that 
clarifies the position of the university’’ and added, ‘‘I 
would hope that, in the future, the administration at 
Stony Brook would move swiftly to ensure that such 
radical teaghings do not receive endorsements of any 
kind, whether directly or indirectly expressed.”’ 

Mixed Reaction on Campus 
Initial reaction to the president's statement on the 

campus was mixed. Norman Goodman, a professor of 
sociology and a member of the University Senate 
Executive Committee when it determined in a 
unanimous vote that Dube had not exceeded the 
bounds of academic freedom, commented, ‘‘I believe 
that what President Marburger said this week 
represents a further specification of what he had said 
before and not a reversal of position. I do not believe he 
is saying that Dube cannot teach his course the way he 
likes. If the university were to tell Dube he had to 
change certain aspects of his course, then I would be 
much more concerned.” 

Geoffrey Reiss, 23, a senior at Stony Brook and editor 

of the editorial page of the Stony Brook student 
newspaper The Statesman, commented, ‘‘Frankly, I 
was disappointed that the president issued his 
statement to an off-campus group, and only the next 
day released it at the university. It gives the impression 
that special interest groups are dictating university 
policy.” 

Charles Branham, a 24-year-old sociology major, 
commented, ‘‘For me, this situation has parallels to the 
Ray Bradbury novel Fahrenheit 451 in which books 
were always being burned. If we allow outside interest 
groups to overshadow the honest pursuit of the truth no 
one will be safe to say anything.”’ 

Responded Valery, a Jewish student originally from 
the Soviet Union, ‘‘In Russia, the government spoke 
about anti-Zionism but carried out an anti-Semitic 
policy. Now, I believe it is essential to resist this idea 
whenever it appears.”’ 
Bernard Tunik, a professor of biology, expressed 

ambivalent feelings on the Dube issue. ‘‘I certainly 
would not want anyone from the outside telling me 
what I can and cannot teach in my class,"’ he said. ‘I do 
believe, though, that the professor has a responsibility 
to discuss his personal point of view as a question to be 
examined, and not as a statement of fact. In this case 
we might ask whether or not Dube taught the students 
about other opinions of Zionism, and whether he 
discussed any other forms of reactive racism.’’ 

Dube Plans No Changes 
In comments to the Jewish World, Dube said that the 

president’s statement had not changed his own 
perception of the case. ‘'The fact that Marburger 
divorces himself from my course has no meaning, since 
he was never a part of the course, and has no first-hand 
knowledge of it,”’ he said. ‘‘In fact, Marburger has 
divorced himself from something that was never in the 
course. I did not directly link Nazism, apartheid and 
Zionism, but discussed each of them separately.’’ 

Dube stated, ‘‘I do not plan to change how I teach my 
course because of what outside people are saying.”’ 
Informed that Marburger had said he wanted to give 
Dube ‘‘an opportunity to be properly understood,’ 
Dube replied, ‘‘I have already described what | teach in 
my course to the president and the provost and in the 
meeting with the University Senate. If people deli- 
berately choose to ignore what I have told them, it 
means they have a different agenda."’ 

Dube asserted, ‘'I believe this (the outcry against his 
teachings) is racism. If you are going to fabricate 
something, simply because it comes from someone who 
is black, that is certainly racism."’ 

Affirming that representatives of the NAACP and the 
National Conference of Black Lawyers had contacted 
him, Dube said, “I have not sought the help of these 
groups, but if they want to participate I won't deny 
them that right. I think this thing is getting to the point 
where a lot of black groups are getting concerned.”’ 

Africana Studies Department Chairman Baraka 
sounded an even angrier and more defiant note. Said 
Baraka, ‘‘The president's first priority should be to 
protect the integrity of the institution. Instead the 
University has buckled in to heavy pressure from 
outside forces.’” 

Baraka commented, ‘‘The Africana Studies De- 
partment has been very restrained in this affair. But 
from now on we intend to respond to these attacks and 
character assassinations in a more vigorous manner. 
We would like to challenge to open debates on this 
issue everyone who has attacked Dube, including 
Cuomo, President Marburger, the State legislators, 
and B’nai B'rith and the other Jewish organizations. 
We did not initiate this confrontation, but we are not 
afraid to have open discussions. We believe we have 
the correct line.’’ 

Baraka rejected the idea that such debates would 
lead to greater polarization on campus. ‘The campus is 
already polarized, but not between blacks and Jews,”’ 
he said. ‘“The polarization is between progressive and 
reactionaries."’ 

Baraka asserted, ‘‘Fred Dube’s intellectual integrity 
was upheld by the University Senate. The rest has been 
Political shenanigans and demagoguery, and as usual, 
the scapegoat is black people.”’ 

Terming the Africana Studies Deparenaa “an 
extension of the Afro-American community,’’ Baraka 
said, “‘We believe this campaign is a catalyst for an 
attack on black studies at Stony Brook. If so, we do not 
intend to go quietly. We intend to reach out to other 
groups on campus who are likely to be sympathetic to 
our cause. We intend to mobilize to fight back."’ 

Baraka added, ‘There is a basic question here 
concerning the nature of the university. If the 
university can be swayed by outside groups to the 
extent that the president is made to look scandalized by 



academic freedom, then we are clearly on the road to 
McCarthyism.” 

Comfortable With ‘Clarifying’ Statement ~ 
Marburger spoke with me in his office on the Stony 

Brook campus. Seated on a comfortable couch under an 
enormous aerial photograph of Long Island, Marburger 
seemed at ease about his decision to issue his 
“‘clarifying’’ statement on the Dube case, but appeared 
concerned about possible reactions on the campus. 

Marburger said his decision to make the statement 
was based upon several primary considerations. ‘‘I 
found that there was still a lot of misunderstanding 
about the university's position on this, and that many 
people I respect told me they were upset about the 
position I had articulated,’’ he said. ‘‘I realized I 
needed to learn more about the sensitivities of the 
Jewish community.’ 

Another factor in the decision, Marburger explained, 
were the additional recent incidents at the university, 
including the Student Polity’s initial refusal to fund the 
Hillel Student Club and the publication in a university 
literary magazine of an allegedly anti-Semitic poem, 
“which encouraged people to think that there is an 
atmosphere of anti-Semitism at Stony Brook.” 
Marburger added, “‘I felt I needed to say something to 
make clear that no such atmosphere exists.’” 

Marburger felt that a clarification was needed of the 
original University Senate Executive Committee 
decision because, ‘‘I felt the Executive Committee 
decision was rather colorless, lacking content and moral 
punch. As time went on, I became more persuaded of 
the necessity of expressing my personal views, to 
provide a context for the public to understand the 
university’s position.” 

Difference Between ‘Divorce’ and ‘Condemn’ 
Marburger said that he still holds to the position that 

it is not right for the university administration to take a 
position on material in university courses. ‘‘If you look 
carefully at the wording of my new statement, it says 
that the university absolutely divorces itself from the 
views expressed in the course. It does not say 
‘condemn’ or ‘condone.’ That is certainly the farthest 
the university can go officially.”” 

Asked to explain the difference between the use of 

the word ‘‘divorce’’ and using ‘‘condemn,”’ Marburger 
replied, “You can divorce your wife without con- 
demning her."” He quickly added, however, ‘’The 
administration is divorcing itself from (Dube's) views, 
not from Prof. Dube himself.’” 

Marburger added, ‘‘I think there are questions 
concerning the dividing line between academic freedom 
and academic responsibility which have not yet been 
answered in this case. We hope these questions will be 
resolved in the various committees we have set up. 

“The university must constantly struggle to allow 
free speech and free expression of ideas, but to avoid 
the harmful side effects of the advocacy of ideas that 
tend to destroy individuals and groups of people, and 
ultimately society itself.'" He added, ‘‘We need to 
assure ourselves that anti-Semitism and racism do not 
occur in the classroom.’’ 

Some Criticism Was ‘Inappropriate’ 
Marburger said he found some of the statements of 

state legislators and other public figures who criticized 
him ‘‘often inappropriate, but these statements were 
symptoms of a lack of understanding I realized I had to 
address.’’ Marburger affirmed however, that, ‘‘it 
would certainly be incorrect to say that I was moved by 
outside pressure. I was never concerned that the 
university’s budget would be cut or that someone would 
get me fired and my career would be ruined. In general, 
the role of university president is open to the most 
extraordinary pressure. This is something you live with 
when you take this job.’’ 

Marburger added, ‘‘It is also untrue to say that the 
governor's office applied pressure. Gov. Cuomo has not 
contacted me on this since I issued my original 
statement (in early September). It is true that I met 
Rabbi Mowshowitz last week, but there was no 
message or pressure from the governor. The rabbi 
informed me that he was speaking for himself and not 
as a messenger for the governor.”’ 

Marburger, who was appointed chairman of the New 
York State Fact Finding Panel on the Shoreham Nuclear 
Facility by Cuomo, said that he believed there was no 
ill-will between himself and the governor as a result of 
“the Dube affair. ‘'I felt that some of the language in the 
governor's statement was a little strong, such as the 
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remark about the ‘thunderous silence,’ and did not 
represent a correct characterization of the situation. 
Beyond that, I thought his statement was heartfelt and 
honest. I respect the governor, and I believe he has 
respect for me and my colleagues.”’ 

Marburger commented, ‘'I felt very fortunate in the 
people I dealt with in the Jewish community, who really 
wanted to help to resolve this. The closest I came to 
confrontation was with Rabbi Seltzer, who represents 
an organization (the ADL) that tends to apply pressure. 
However, my conversations with Rabbi Seltzer have 
been very cordial and intellectual."’ 

Dube's Language Inhibits Understanding 
Informed of Dube’s insistence that his views have 

been misunderstood, Marburger commented, ‘‘I agree 
that Dube’s views may well have been misunderstood. 
One problem is that Dube uses language that inhibits 
the understanding he wants to impart. What has to be 
done next is for Dube to couch his views in language 
that allows them to be better understood."’ 

Marburger added, ‘‘I hope that in ensuing dis- 
cussions we can agree how to describe what is being 
taught in Dube’s class."’ Asked if his statement might 
affect deliberations next year on whether to grant 
tenure to Prof. Dube, Marburger replied, ‘I certainly 
hope not.”’ 

Asked if his decision to reach a settlement with the 
organized Jewish community on the Dube case might 
be related to possible long-term political aspirations on 
his part, Marburger smiled and replied, ‘‘I started out 
in academic life as a physicist and was very happy as a 
professor of physics. Although I later moved into 
administration, I can tell you honestly that I would be 
happy to become a professor of physics again.’ 

He added, ‘‘I have not sought to expand the political 
side of this job, because I honestly do not enjoy the 
political aspect of being president of Stony Brook. The 
recent events in this case are an example of the 
responsibilities of this job I do not enjo; 

Marburger added quickly, however that, ‘‘I do enjoy 
the job of being president of Stony Brook, because 
Stony Brook is an extraordinary institution, a university 
with a lot of heart and class. I want to keep it that 
way.” 0 
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“THE DUBE CONTROVERSY: A BLACK PERSPECTIVE" 

_A Response by Professor Selwyn Troen 

a 

The article by Professor Leslie Owens on the Dube Controversy is based on numerous 

misrepresentations, untruths and innuendos which contribute not only to misunderstanding 

*"6£ the real issues in the controversy, but may engender hostility between Blacks and 

Jews. Specifically, the article insinuates the comtemptible canard of a Jewish 

international conspiracy that seeks to injure and oppress other peoples. In this 

way, Professor Owens makes his contribution to the literature of anti-Semitism. 

In the course of this article, there are numerous misstatements which involve 

me personally. It is to these instances that I address myself here, I expect that 

others, who have been similarly abused, will make their views known separately. 

The article by Prof. Owens, who is a member of the Stony Brook History Department 

and immediate past chairperson of Africana Studies, has‘appeared in two forms. It 

was originally written as a 26-page essay that is dated October 26, 1983. It has 

since been condensed into a feature article in Blackworld (Vol. XII No. 14) which is 

published at the State University of New York at Stony Brook. My comments are directed 

to the larger essay although nearly all points apply to the Blackworld article. 

Statement: "A Jewish student in Professor E. Fred Dube's summer course, 

"The Politics of Race," complained to the wife of Professor Selwyn Troen, a visiting 

scholar from Israel, about an optional term paper topic: "Zionism is as much racism 

as Nazism was racism." 

Fact: (1) The student was born in Alaska fel me Aleutian mother and a Russian 

father, grew up in Aleutian culture and the Russian Orthodox Church, (2) The "wife" 

was the student's instructor in a course in linguistics which met directly after 

“\Dube's course. (3) The student's complaints were not limited 

TY 
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to the topic of an optional term paper. They involved the fairness, competence 

and bias of the instructor on a wide range of issues, The specific issue raised 

by me addressed the possible propagandistic character of organized instruction 

in the classroom as reflected in Professor Dube's syllabus which reads: 

"The three forms of racism and how they manifested themselves:-- 

1} Nazism in Germany 
2) Apartheid in South Africa 
3) Zionism in Israel 

The problem was compounded by the misrepresentation of the course which, 

according to the University Bulletin, was to have dealt with racial issues in the 

United States. 

Statement: "Professor Troen was in turn outraged by his now third-hand 

account." 

Fact: Appropriate efforts were made to understand the problems raised by the 

cOnTees There were extensive conversations between myself and the student 

concerning the anti-Zionist accusations made by Prof. Dube. Bibliography was 

suggested to compensate for the instructor's failure to provide basic materials 

or balance. The student was also interviewed by another senior and highly- 

regarded Professor at Stony Brook. The student provided notes, the syllabus 

and other course materials. In conversation with experienced and senior faculty, 

‘ 

it was suggested that the appropriate address to bring forward the student's 

complaints was the Dean responsible for Dube's instruction. Rather than form 

a one-man vigitante committee, I transmitted the materials to the relevant 

university official with one request:--that there be a proper investigation. 

Moreover, I repeatedly offered to provide information and to return to the campus 

for such a purpose. 

Statement: "But who is Professor Troen anyway?...no one really clarified 

what his work responsibilities were....Prof. Troen, it turns out, has close ties 

with the Government of South Africa. He does, in fact, make several trips a year 

between Israel and South Africa. 

Fact: On what basis does Prof, Owens challenge my credentials and deduce 
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nefarious purposes in my activities? I have never been to South Africa nor has any 

member of my family. I have no relatives or friends there. I have never so much 

as received or sent a postcard to that country, 

My relation to Stony Brook has been as a member of the Research Group in 

Human Development and Educational Policy. The invitation by the Stony Brook 

administration was made in recognition of my scholarly work on education and of my 

experience in academic organizations both in the United States and abroad. Should 

anyone actually seek clarification, the Director of the Research Group in Human 

Development and Educational Policy would be happy to respond. To date, no such 

inquiry has ever been made, 

Statement: "Professor Selwyn Troen sent another letter (Sept. 2) from his 

residence in Israel to selected members of the Stony Brook University community.... 

Yet, in his letter, Prof. Troen touches upon the biological inferiority of Blacks 

in an incorrect reference to physicist Benjamin Shockley." 

Fact: 1) The September 2 letter was addressed to the campus newspaper, The 

Statesman, in response to a request from the paper for Professor Troen's views. 

Professor Dube was copied as were administration officials and those copied on the 

original July 15 letter. It was hardly a secret Jewish document. (2) In another case 

of mistaken identity, Professor Owens incorrectly gives Professor Shockley's first 

name as "Benjamin" rather than the proper one, William. (3) Owen's statement is 

a total misrepresentation. The September 2 letter reads as follows: 

"The "traditional definition and exercise of academic freedom! 
invoked by the statement(of the University Senate's Executive 
Committee) can be variously interpreted. Several years ago, for 
example, a Stanford professor endeavored to teach in the context 
of a course in genetics that Blacks are inferior. At present, the 
Stanford faculty apparently still enjoys academic freedom, although 
the university does not offer instruction in such a socially obnoxious 
and destructive doctrine...One can think of any number of ideas con- 
cerning religion, politics, social values and personal behavior that 
largely through an informal consensus are held to be inappropriate to 
a university classroom and therefore not disseminated in that public 
setting. Rights are usually accompanied by responsibilities. Freedom 
is not license." 
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Statement: "Still, there is a great deal of irony about a member of the - 

Jewish community with its ties to the Holocaust attacking the teachings of a 

Black South African, a member of the most oppressed group in our contemporary 

world." 

Fact: (1) I never raised the problems of Professor Dube's course in the 

framework of a Black-Jewish issue. Prof. Dube's race was not mentioned by me in 

any correspondence or statement. Courses in Africana Studies have been taught 

by Whites as well as Blacks. I have even published and lectured at national 

(U.S.) professional meetings on the history of black education in the United States. 

Race and religion should be irrelevant to scholarly activity and to the issue 

at hand. 
> 

The injection of racial and religious characterizations in the controversy 

is the result of statements made by members of the Africana Studies Program at 

Stony Brook. Typically, Professor Owens refers to people as Jews or Blacks. 

-In the dichotomy he creates, even non-Jews, as we have seen, are made to fit this 

mold. There is hardly a page of the 26-page essay that does not contain a 

negative reference to Jews, Judaism and Zionists. Through direct accusation and 

innuendo, Prof. Owens' essay invents the image of an intermational Jewish conspiracy 

that extends from the United States to Israel and South Africa and that attempts 

to stifle and oppress Blacks everywhere. This is but another instance of 

classic anti-Semitism. 

Professor Owens concludes his essay with expressing an interest in dialogue. 

Unfortunately, his departure from fact and truth and his use of innuendo do not 

contribute to understanding and reasoned discussion. I hope that partners to genuin 

dialogue will emerge so that group tensions will be mitigated and the issues raised 

Lh Kh Le 
by Dube's course will be addressed. 
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Letters 
We welcome letters from readers for publication. 

but ask that they be legible and brief Writers 
should be prepared to have their letters abridged 
for publication and should understand that we 
cannot publish ail letters if they are repetitive of 

others already published or selected. Unsigned 
letters will not be considered. but signatures may 
be withheld on request 

Shenanigans at Stony Brook 

Dear Editor: 

The controversy over the African Stud- 
ies Department at the Stony Brook cam- 
pus of the State University of New York 
has taken a serious turn. 

A meeting was held earlier this month 
under that department’s auspices for the 
ostensible purpose of providing Prof. Er- 
nest Dube with a forum to explain or de- 
fend his course dealing with “Zionism is 
racism.” 

Following a short, earnest discourse by 
Dube, the chairman turned the meeting 
into an anti-Zionist, anti-Israel tirade and 
propaganda forum. 

It became clear to me that the depart- 
ment chairman, Imamu Amiri Baraka 
(formerly known as LeRoi Jones), is direct- 
ing a coalition on campus of “progressive 
and PLO forces.” 

Dube and the concerned black student 
body are pawns in a political power game 
manipulated by an able and experienced 
master of political theater and provoca- 
tion, none other than Baraka. 

It was certainly legitimate to call the 
meeting to defend Dube’s right to aca- 
demic freedom. But it is not legitimate to 
entrap an audience for that purpose, then 
proceed to present a bitter and dishonest 
harangue on Israel which most students 
would have no way of knowing was false. 

Once again we are witness to “progres- 
sive” forces posing as defenders of op- 

pressed minorities. But in actuality they 
are using their legitimate grievances in an 
attempt to overthrow legitimate authority 
and impose their special brand of authori- 
tarianism on their own people in the name 
of revolutionary justice. 

Baraka made grotesque, misleading and 
dishonest statements. He said that after 
the UN resolution of Nov. 29, 1947, Israel 
attacked the Arab states. He could not ac- 
knowledge that the Arabs had sworn to 
“throw Israel into the sea.” Even Arabs do 
not deny this. 

Without giving the slightest indication 
that the books he recommended on Zion- 
ism were authored by pro-PLO persons, he 
matter-of-factly offered such books. For an 
alleged academic to offer such sources on 
Zionism to an unsuspecting black student 
body is indefensible. 

The topping of the evening, and the rev- 
elation that this was solely an anti-Zionist 
meeting called to further the ends of Bara- 
ka’s progressive forces, was a speaker from 
an organization called the November 29 
Coalition (after the 1947 UN resolution le- 
gitimizing Israel). 

This is an organization of pedagogues 
defending academic freedom? A civil 
rights organization? No! It was organized 
in 1981 and is a pro-PLO alliance of ap- 
proximately 100 organizations, including 
left-wing groups, pro-Arab and Arab- 
American organizations and individuals. 

If Baraka chooses to advocate his brand 
of politics, that’s his business. But when 
he uses his position as department chair- 
man to purvey PLO propaganda, invites 
an outright PLO propagandist and dishon- 
estly fails to disclose he is recommending 
pro-PLO textbooks, he has passed from the 
role of pedagogue to that of political provo- 
cateur — a role he relishes. 

Is this an appropriate purpose for Stony 
Brook? 

Seymour Gros: 
Manhasset, L.I 
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Teaching Racism At Stony Brook 

SUNY at Stony Brook offers a course of study that 
concludes with, ‘‘There are three forms of racism: 
Naziism, Apartheid, and Zionism.” Professor Dube, the 
teacher of that course, has the right to teach his beliefs 
under the rubric of academic freedom. However, there is 
a serious question of the moral perceptions of an 
academic community that accepts such teaching. 

Another professor at another school and a whole 
movement teaches that the Holocaust never happened 
and is all a Jewish fabrication. A professor does indeed 
have the right to say such things, but the university that 
gives him a forum is reduced and shamed. Such 
teachings are an attempt to delegitimize the whole of the 
Jewish people and draw the whole world a bit closer to a 
mass Jewish lynching. 

The First Amendment to the Constitution allows 
Nazis to march at Skokie, Illinois and obligates the 
police to protect Nazis from outraged citizens. But it is 
the duty of citizens to express their outrage, to be vocal 
and come to the streets to demonstrate their outrage. The 
law that protects everyone’s rights cannot protect us 
from Naziism. The First Amendment is a right of all 
citizens. The law cannot distinguish who can be allowed 
to exercise that right. Only the citizens rising up in 

public, in indignation, in protest, can decide if a doctrine 
is acceptable. And so it is our duty to demonstrate that 
we will not sit quietly and allow SUNY at Stony Brook to 
teach racism. 

Seventeen million soldiers died in battle, eighteen 
million civilians were killed and twelve million were 
murdered in Hitler’s death camps; all in the name of 
Naziism. This course at SUNY at Stony Brook that 
equates Zionism with Naziism, the greatest of all 
holocausts, destroys the meaning of the defeat of Hitler. 
It trivializes all those deaths and all that horror. It 
destroys the usefulness of language to describe events of 
enormous difference in degree and kind. That is exactly 
what George Orwell wrote about in his mind-shaking 
book, /984. It is no accident that the obscenity ‘‘Zionism 
is Racism” originated with the Soviet bloc and the Arab 
bloc of nations, the only groups that voluntarily joined 
Hitler’s war against humanity. 
SUNY at Stony Brook has the right to offer such a 

course and a professor has the right to teach it. But the 
people of the U.S. have the right to be offended, and the 
Jews have an obligation to expose this example of racism 
at Stony Brook so long as it continues. 

by Herbert Jaffe 



Daniel P, Mopnilyan 
New Park 

United States Senate 
Washington, A. C. 

November 28, 1983 

Dear President Marburger: 

Thank you for your thoughtfulness 
in sending me the papers on the course 
"The Politics of Race." The equation 
of Zionism with Nazism -- i.e. as in 
the suggested term paper topic, "Zionism 
is as much racism as Naziism was racism" 
(for what it is worth, Nazism with one 
"i" is the preferred spelling) first 
appeared in a two-part article in Pravda 
in 1971 entitled Anti-Sovietism -- 
Profession of Zionists by Vladimir 
Viktorovich Bolshakov. A sustained 
Soviet campaign thus commenced and has 
made its way about the world with 
remarkable success. . 

At the risk of interfering in what 
is not my business, might I ask if it 
was made clear to the students in AFS/ 
POL 319 that Pravda was the source of 
the proposition they were asked to 
expound. If they did not know that, 
it seems to me that they could not 
adequately dealwith the subject. The 
facts may be obscure, but are accessi- 
ble. I spelled it out at some length 
in my memoir A Dangerous Place (1978). 
Bernard Lewis has discussed the general 
theme in a long essay in Foreign Affairs. 



I am sure there are other sources, and 
of course, there is Pravda itself. Did 
anyone on the faculty raise this subject? 

I talk about these things with Don 
Blinken a good deal and take the liberty 
of sending him a copy of this letter. 

I hugely enjoyed the festschrift 
for my old colleague. 

Sincerely, 

NA wn, ms 

Dr. John H. Marburger 
State University of New York 

at Stony Brook 
Stony Brook, NY 11794 

Vcc: Donald M. Blinken 
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Africana Studies Program 

GS StoyBrook telephone: (516) 246-6737 

AFS/POL 319 - Politics of Race \y Summer I 1983 

\ 

Course Description - This course, because of time constraints, is a 

~ compressed one. In order to.do well, you as 

students are expected to do a great deal of independent reading. 
There will be no mid-term exam, but your term paper will be more 
important, accounting for 50% of the Final grade. Your term paper,, 
which has to be typed, should not exceed ten payes (double spaced) °* 
and should not be less than seven pages. You have to demonstrate 

in the paper that you read by haviny at least Five references The 
final exam will be the essay type of an exam and will cover the whole 
Field. 

Topics to be discussed - The following topics will be discussed, not 
necessarily in the order in which they appear here 

First Week: a) Politics as a concept, what it is usually understood to 

stand for and the different perceptions of it in 
different political systems. A brief discussion of the two opposing 
political systems (Capitalism and Communism), by no means meaning they 
are the ‘only two existing possible political systems. 

b) The concept of Dissonance as first proposed by 
Leon Festinger in 1956, its meaning and its importance 

in understanding racism. 

Second Week: a) A discussion of the concept of race as understood hy 

Western Anthropologists ane raciologists. 
b) An attempt will be made to trace the history of the 

concept of race and how it has changed from what its 
Originators intended it to mean to its present biological’ basis.. 

Third Week: a) What is the nature of the evidence which supports the 
biological concept of race? 

Fourth Week: a) The mystification of education and the politics 

[Ce 

Fifth Week: a) 

involved. 
b) ‘The I.Q. tests and the abuses. 

The three forms of racism and how they have manifested 
themselves: 

1) Naziism in Germany 

2) Apartheid in South Africa 
3) Zionism in Israel. 



a) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

[3 
6) 

7) 

8) 

9) 

10) 

11) 

12) 

Pn ae ae | 
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/ Ste yBroolk | ‘OO- qf. us telephone: (516) 246-6737 

AFS/POL 319 - Politics of Race 

who 

‘Can a Christian or a democrat & 

ai 
Stony Brook, New York 11/04 i= fy 
Africana Studies Program 

Sumner I 1983 

Suggested Topics . 

The following topics are suggested for a term paper. Students wish to write their term Papers on different topics may only do so after they have jained my permission. Your term paper should be typed (double spaced) and should be no more than less than 7 pages. All term papers are to be in by July 7, 

10 pages and no 

Racism is an important tool used for exploitation and Oppression. 
The concept of "race" as a biolowical reality was invented to rationalize colonization and oppression. 

People are genetically divided into identifiable "races." 
Reactive racism is as bad as any other form of racism, 

Zionism is as much racism as Naziism was racism, 

The personality of an indiv zdual dictates the political ideology she/he will follow. 

There is no nation in the world that can claim the being a democracy, monopoly of 

TO suysest that a given socie ty is a pluralistic society is to rationalize racism. 

7 Compare and contrast the approaches to the discussion of racism as a natural category and racism as a social category, 

Do politicians manipulate the voters? If so, how? 
1.9. tests are a means for blaming the victim. 

: ee a racist? If so, how does he resolve the problem of cognitive dissonance? 

o
S
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BPFS/POL 319 — The Politics of Race Fall, 1983 
“hss! ; E. F. Dube 

The content of this course which appears in the Bulletin “ 

ches been judged by me as narrow, therefore requiring expansion. 

For that reason in this course, there will be a slight departure 

from what you see in the Bulletin. In this course, we will discuss 

first what the concept of politics means and then weewill discuss: 

some of the concepts often used in association with racism. 

We will then jump from there and discuss concepts such as, 

dissonance and the theory of dissonance and its role in racism. 

Thereafter we will discuss the concept of race and its changing history 

and also its relationship to recism. {As you can see, we are just not 

merely confining ourselves to the American scene but to the whole. 

world.) : page 

wie will then end up by discussing the three main forms of 

racism: overt racism, covert racism, and reactive racism. Exampies 

of all three forms of racism will be discussed for comparative - 

purposed; e.g., Nazism, apartheid, and Zionism. Of necessity, there wi 

be a Giscussion of the characteristic features which mark off racisin 

from other forms of prejudice. . rn 

ments of the course are as follows: 

typed with double spacing of no less than 
zes to be handed in the first week 

on; and c) a final examination. 

l. Greenberg, S., Ra and State in Capitelist Development,. ~ 

: ie University Bress. 1980. < omhe” ban B 

teid: ‘South African Nezism, Vantage, 1983. 
ty Education and Caste The American System 

ress-Cultural ZSESPECESYS. Academic Press. 
Races. . po 

2. Mzimela, S., 
3. Ogbu, John, 

Ou}
 

: Because there are many and consist of either single chapters 

Or papers, they will be made known to you in due course. ew! 

ry 



SYATEMENT by PRES LDEN'T JOHN UL. MARBURGER on "THE POLITICS OF RACE" 

October 19, 1983 

\ 
In.view of the continuing concern regarding the position of the admin- 

istration of the State University of New York at Stony Brook with respect to 

the course "The Politics of, Race" taught by Professor Dube, LT wish to 

clarify and reiterate that position so there will be no doubts about it. 

The Stony Brook administration, for which I speak officially here, 

absolutely divorces itself from the views expressed in this course, and from 

any view that links Zionism with racism or nazism. Furtherinore, I person- ‘ 
ally Find such linkages morally abhorrent. 

Several events have occurred subsequent to the incident that drew 

attention to Professor Dube's course that some have interpreted as implying 
a pattern of antisemitic behavior at Stony Brook. These events are each of 

them unfortunate, but in my opinion are unrelated to each other and to the 
course taught by Professor Dube. I have already criticized the publication 
of a poem entitled "Godless Jew" in a campus literary magazine as insensi- 
tive. I deplore the letter written by the Chair of the Africana Studies 
Department to its Dean for introducing irrelevant political issues into the 
sensitive discussion of the handling of the Dube course. Earlier last 
summer, Polity, the student government organization, acted to cut student 

fee support of Hillel, an action that, whatever its explanation, resulted in 

an injustice to Hillel on our campus. I believe our approach to these 
incidents has been sensitive, fair and effective, and that they are 
anomalies, not the norm, for our campus. 

As the Provost and I have promised, and I now reconfirm, a variety of 
initiatives have been undertaken to review courses and programs including 
sensitive material, and to bring to our campus a higher degree of under- 
standing of behavior likely to be offensive to one or another of our con- 
stituencies. Among other things, the relationship between published course 
descriptions and actual course offerings is being reviewed. A new campus— 
wide program of intensive review of undergraduate departments, planned over 
a year ago, is scheduled for implementation during the Spring 1984 
semester. Provost Neal has appointed the select faculty committee described 
in his statement of September 2, and the committee has begun to meet. It is 
chaired by Professor C. N. Yang, and includes faculty members of great. 
distinction. The Provost has also appointed a committee, chaired by Dean 
Neville, to plan and initiate a series of campus events to increase campus 
awareness of and sensitivity to the issues which underlie the current con- 
troversy. Dean Neville's committee will include community representatives 
to ensure that we take advantage of valuable human resources in our region. 

It is clear from the widespread public reaction to our handling of these 
incidents that we need more positive and closer ties with our community 
constituencies. To strengthen those ties, I am developing plans for a 
permanent committee including community members to advise me and my 
colleagues on such sensitive issues at Stony Brook. 

ry 
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countries, 

ples that struggle for national liveration, and likewise, shar~ 
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JEWISH WORLD*DECEMBER 9-15, 1983 

Political science drops credit for Dube’s course 
In another development, Dube to speak at November 29 Coalition’s Teach-In on Palestine 

By WALTER RUBY 
“The Politics of Race,” the contro- 

versial course taught by Prof. Ernest 
Dube at the State University of New York 
at Stony Brook, appeared to have a 
somewhat more tenuous future last 
week, after the Political Science De- 

partment at the university voted to stop 
cross-listing the Africana Studies Pro- 
gram (AFS) course, which has been 
known until now as AFS/POL 319. 

Under the new Political Science De- 
partment regulations, students majoring 
in political science will no longer be able 
to receive credits toward their major by 
taking ‘The Politics of Race,"’ as well as 
three other courses in the AFS Program. 

Contacted by the Jewish World, Dube 
charged, ‘This move is definitely part of 
the ongoing campaign at the university 
against Africana Studies."” Dube also 
claimed that Prof. Frank Myers, chair- 
man of the Political Science Dept., had 
informed him that the department had 
been pressured into dropping the four 
AFS courses. 

Asked if the change would make 
things more difficult for him, Dube 
replied, ‘‘Actually, it will make things 
harder for my students. In the past, the 
majority of students who have taken my 
course have tended to be poli-sci majors. 
Now that poli-sci majors will no longer be 
able to take (‘The Politics of Race’) for 
credit, the number of students will surely 
fall.” 

Dept. Wasn't Pressured 
Myers told the Jewish World that “it 

is absolutely untrue that I told Dube that 
the (Political Science) Department was 
pressured into this decision. In fact, this 
was an academic matter.”’ 

Earlier, Myers had said, “Our de- 
cision was not necessarily related to the 
(Dube) controversy, but rather to a 
number of issues in our own curriculum. 
This was part of an effort to strengthen 
our major by dropping a number of 
courses that do not exactly fit under our 
purview. We were concerned that with so 
many cross-listed courses (under the 
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SUNY at Stony Brook Professor Ernest Dube 
charges his course's reclassification is part of 
“ongoing campaign at the university against 
Atricana Studies.” 

aegis of poli-sci) a student could com- 
plete a degree in poli-sci without taking 
many poli-sci courses. 

Myers admitted, however, that there 
was dissatisfaction with AFS/POL 319 in 
the Political Science Department. 
“There was concern about whether it 
was appropriate to have Dube, who is a 
psychologist, teaching a political science 
course. When we began cross-listing 
AFS/POL 319, there was a different 
professor and a different course de- 
scription.” 

Myers added, ‘‘We had wanted to end 
the cross-listing of AFS courses for some 
time. In light of the controversy in the 
(AFS) department, we decided to do it 
now."" 

In response to a question, Myers 
denied that the political science decision 
had any connection with the open letter 
of 43 senior faculty members at Stony 
Brook, which criticized the AFS Program 
for “‘self imposed isolation."” Myers 
commented, “I happened to have been 
‘one of the signers of that letter, but I was 
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the only member of our department who 
signed it. However, there was 
unanimous support in the department for 
the decision to end the cross-listing of 
AFS courses.”” 

Panelist at Palestine Teach-In 
On another matter, Dube informed the 

Jewish World that his decision to appear 
this weekend as a panelist at a ““Teach-In 
On Palestine’? sponsored by the 
November 29 Coalition does not mean 
that he is a supporter of the group's 
strongly pro-PLO anti-Zionist politics. 

Dube said, “I have spoken to many 
groups which have invited me, including 
both right wing and left wing groups.” 
Dube declined to name any of the right 
wing groups to which he had spoken. 

‘The teach-in on Palestine will be held 

Sunday, December 11 from 12 noon until 
8 p.m. at Washington Irving High 
School, 17th Street and Irving Place in 
Manhattan. Among the participants, in 
addition to Dube, will be Noam 
Chomsky; Rabbi Elmer Berger, a veteran 
anti-Zionist activist; Uri Davis, an Israeli 
anti-Zionist now teaching at the 
University of Exeter in England; Samih 
Farsoun, a Palestinian professor and 
author; John H. Clark, professor of 
African Studies, Hunter College; Naseer 
Aruri, president of the Arab Association 
of University Graduates; and Elombe 
Brath of the Patrice Lumumba Coalition. 

Dube is to participate in the panel 
discussion on ‘Zionism, Judaism and 
Anti-Semitism."” 

Pro-PLO Radical Leftists 
‘The November 29 Coalition, which was 

formed in 1981, is described in the 
Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B'rith 
handbook ‘‘Pro-Arab Propaganda in 
America: Vehicles and Voices’ as “‘a 
pro-PLO organization composed of 
radical leftist groups and Arab-American 
organizations that are either part of the 
PLO or closely aligned with it."" 

According to ‘‘Palestine Focus,” the 
national newsletter of the November 29 
Coalition, the group takes its name from 
“the date declared by the United Nations 
as the International Day of Solidarity 
with the Palestinian People.” 

‘The group defines its task as 
‘sparking and supporting consistent, far 
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reaching and effective activity which 
brings the issue of Palestine before the 
American people . . . Our movement 
organizes to stop U.S. intervention in the 
Middle East and to cut U.S. aid to Israel 
“We educate Americans on the need 

to support the Palestine Liberation 
Organization as the sole legitimate 
representative of the Palestinian people, 
developing a movement to oppose the 
discriminatory and racist policies and 
practices toward Palestinians inherent in 
the Zionist movement and the state of 
Israel." 

Sees Dube as Anti-Zionist 
According to a November 29 Coalition 

spokesman who gave his name only as 
Ali, the Coalition invited Dube to 
participate in the teach-in because 
“Dube recognized the racist nature of 
Zionism as a movement. He places 
Zionism in the same bag as apartheid.” 

Informed of Dube's contention that he 
does not condemn Zionism per se as 
racist, but only “some Zionists,"” Ali 
said, “Whether or not there are people 
who consider themselves Zionists but 
who are not racists, the fact is that the 
practices of Zionism are of a racist nature 

.. We see Dube as an anti-Zionist."” 
Dube told the Jewish World, 

neither endorse nor support the positions 
of the November 29 Coalition. I have, 
however, no problem speaking before 
this or any other group, as long as they 
do not try to force me to take their 
positions. Iam not going there to support 
them, but to deliver a paper on what I 
believe."’ Asked whether he would be 
representing himself or the African 
National Congress (ANC) at the teach-in, 
Dube replied, ‘On this occasion, I will be 
speaking for myself."” 

In his remarks to the Jewish World, 
Dube spoke further on his current 
involvement with the ANC, explaining 
that he spends ‘‘as many days a week as 
I can afford’’ as a representative of the 
‘ANC at the United Nations. Dube said he 
serves as a member of the National 
Educational ‘Council of the ANC, and 
listed some of his responsibilities as 
“trying to find scholarships for our 
students and discussing the syllabus of 
schools that we run in Tanzania.”’ C) 
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State University of New York 

State University Plaza 
Albany, New York 12246 

Office of the Chancellor 
December 22, 1983 

Mr. Harold L. Drimmer 
Chairman, Board of Trustees 

Hartford Hall 

Westchester Community College 
75 Grasslands Road 
Valhalla, New York 10595 

Dear Mr. Drimmer: 

We were most pleased to recognize your 15 years of service to the State Uni- 
versity of New York on October 1. The pen and pencil set is but a small token 
to show that we value your many contributions and look forward to your contin- 

uing help and support. 

As I indicated in my letter of September 26, Professor Dube's teaching has re- 
ceived a great deal of attention on the Stony Brook campus. In addressing the 
questions that have arisen about one of his courses, campus officials have ap- 

plied the principles of academic freedom and, we believe, have not confused that 
concept with the broader principle of free speech although there is a common 
basis to both of these concepts. Academic freedom does have limits: faculty 
carry a responsibility to inform students of differing interpretations and are 

obliged to accept independent views from their students and to respect and in- 
vite independence of thought. But the boundaries of academic freedom are wide 
and the burden falls to those who attempt to limit what is presented in the 
classroom. 

Throughout this century, American higher education, indeed, higher education 

in all democratic societies, has promoted and protected the right of faculty 

to interpret their discipline in accordance with their own evaluations. The 

purpose of this freedom is to ensure an environment that is favorable to in- 
tellectual work and to provide an ambiance that helps stimulate ideas by se- 

verely limiting political and other hindrances on research and instruction. 
This is of critical importance to both private and public universities alike, 
and is as central to the work of the State University of New York as it is to 
Harvard's or Yale's. There is no greater relevance merely because we are 

public. As with freedom of speech, the exercise of academic freedom at times 
will result in the articulation of ideas with which many disagree and even, on 

occasion, with the presentation of ideas with which we take unremitting excep- 

tion and which are singularly mistaken. But by allowing faculty to be wrong 
at times, we avoid a greater danger: the acceptance of an official truth 

against which there cannot be dissent. 



Mr. Harold L. Drimmer -2- December 22, 1983 

In your letter you draw an analogy between Mr. Blinken's and President Mar- 

burger's letters and ". . . the behavior of the liberals during the rise of 
Hitler." But is there not a better case to be made that we are much more 
likely to repeat the horrors of the Holocaust by limiting debate and inquiry? 

The power of totalitarian governments rests heavily on their ability to si- 
lence other voices. Democratic societies are viable only as long as discus- 
sion is free. At times, this places us in the ironic position of defending 

the freedom of those who would severely limit freedom and protecting the right 

to expression of those whose ideas militate against a society built on indi- 
vidual rights and freedoms. But, as you know, this has long been the price 
paid by democratic institutions. 

I do not believe that our fundamental positions are really as distant as you 

infer. But my colleagues and I do feel that a committee or a conference on 
the "limits of academic freedom," as suggested in your letter, is more likely 
to be applauded by those who purvey the propaganda we both despise than by 
those who teach what we both hold true. 

Attached is an article from the October 11, 1983 issue of The New York Times 

on the Dube matter, just in case you missed it. It does offer a more complete 
statement than did previous articles. 

Sincerely, 

Clifton R. Wharton, Jr. 

Chancellor 

Attachment 
ec: President Hankin 
be: “Mr. Blinken ) 

President Marburger) w/copy of corres. 

Dr. Komisar - w/corres. 
Mr. Levine 
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Academic Freedom Tenet Is Tested 
Indeed, several students subse 

By MICHAEL WINERIP 

=] CADEMIC freedom is a tenet 

#4, 4. that everyone supports — up 

=, 1 toa point. But it is often not 

7a) a simple matter to decide 

when a professar has crossed the line 

between responsibility and irrespon- 

sibility in the classroom. 

A recent dispute at the State Unt 

versity of New York's Stony Brook 

c \pus that reached all the way to 

the top levels of the university system 

and to the Governor as well is a case 

in 

Had Emest Dube, professor of Afri- 
can Studies, been irresponsible in his 

“Politics of Race” coursé when he 

lectured on Zionism as a form of rac- 

ism? That was the question before the 

executive committee of Stoay 

Brook's university senate last moath. 

The evidence before the committee 

was skimpy, the members all agreed. 

Just one person, Selwyn K. Troen, & 

visiting humanities professor from 

Israel, had written a letter to the Pro- 

vost and several of his friends on the 

faculty last summer. The letter 

charged that Professor Dube had 

used the classroom to advance his 

“personal ideology and racist 

biases.” Linking Zionism to racism is 

“sloganeering that is practiced by the 

anti-Semite,”” Professor Troen wrote. 

In the six years since Professor Dube 

bad come to Stony Brook, no one be- 
fore had ever complained to the ad- 

ministration about his classroom 
behavior. 
There was no precedent nor estab- 

lished procedure for handling such a 

charge at the University, according 

to Egon Neuberger, Stony Brook's 

dean of behavioral and social sci- 

ences. Administrators decided the ex- 

ecutive committee would serve as an 

informal gram jury, be said, ruling 

whether there was enough evidence 

to investigate further. 
- The Israeli professor had based his 

accusations on discussions with a sin- 

gle student and the course syllabus. 

Professor Troen had never been to 

fecsor Dube's class, nor ever met 

him, and be flew back to Israel al- 

foost immediately after writing the 

fetter. 
*-'There are certain things you just 

esn't say in a Classroom, it’s not a 

fuestion of academic freedom” said 
kabbi Arthur Seltzer, a spokesman 

{or the Anti-Defamation League, who 
complained to the Governor's office 
(hat these ideas were being taught on 

§ public campus. “You wouldn't be 
allowed to say blacks are inferior. 

you shouldn’t be able to say Zion- 
m is racist. It shouldn't be tolerated 

{5 8 controversial idea — it should be 
eondemned."” 

= Professor Troen had been particu. 
arly upset by a few lines in the sylla- 
Bus, which read: “Fifth Week: the 
three forms of racism and bow they 
Save manifested themselves. 1. Na- 
ism in Germany. 2. Apartheid in 
South Africa. 3. Zionism in Israel.” 
- Professor Dube, a black who spent 

in South African prisons 
use of his opposition to the Gov- 

@rmmment, felt he was singled out for 
political reasons, not academic mo 

ot for indoctrination nor are my stu. 
Gents regarded by me as receptacles 
to be funneled into by me. They are 
PX sponges. 
“In interviews with a reporter, Pro- 

Dube explained his approach. 
‘I teach that Zionism is not monolith 

fc; but that there are certain aspects 
ef it that are racist, in some Israeli 
Jews’ attitudes toward the Arabs in 
Tsreel,” be said. In his lectures he 
gays there are three forms of racism: 
@vert, covert and reactive. 
{- His discussion of overt racism 
tudes Nadi Germany and personal 
experiences with the South African 

ent. The “‘covert’’ section 
Judes readings on racism in Amer- 

. ita. And in the discussion on “‘reac- 
tive racism,” the tendency of people 
Yictimized to victimize others, he 
teaches that many Israeli Jews, 
{hemselves victims of Nazi racism, 
kave in tum developed some of the 
game racist attitudes toward their 
Arab countrymen. He estimates he 
tpends half a lecture a semester on 
Zionism — about the same amount of 
Gime, he says, that he discusses rac- 
tsm among black Pan-Africans who 
Would expel al! whites from Africa. 
+ The accusation against Professor 
Dube was “a very serious charge 
based on very weak evidence,” said 
Joel Rosenthal, the Stony Brook his- 
tory professor who was chairman of 
the executive committee. 

~ The committee decided on Aug. 17 
that given what they had before them, 
“the bounds of academic freedom 
had not been crossod.’” Members de- 
cided against investigating further on 
their own. They feared the very act of 
investigating would in Itself be seen 
as a condemnation of Professor Dube, 
and would smack of a witch hunt. In 
making this decision, co:nmittee 
members ackoowlodsed they had 
Chosen not to fird out whether Profes- 
sor Dube was using is class for 

propa, as the essor 
roaees Israeli profi 

“We could have interniewed 
Students who took the course, Tati 
was just likely to give us dazens of dif- 
ferent perceptions,"" ssid Dean New 
berger, who was a member of the 
Committee. We felt It would detenio 
rate into a political dehate, based on 
People's beliefs.” 

quently interviewed defended the 
course. And one, Holly Fierce, 2, 
who recently graduated from Stony 

Brook, said she argued in her final 

examination that Zionism was not 
racism, and did well, getting a B in 
the course. - 

The day after the executive com | 
mittee decision, Rabbi Seltzer of the 
Anti-Defamation League met with an 
aide to the Governor. Two weeks 
later, Governor Cuomo issued a press 
release singling out the Stony Brook 
professor, and criticizing anyone who 
would call Zionism racist. 

While the Governor said he was a 
strong supporter of academic free- 
dom, he criticized the Stony Brook 
faculty for its ‘‘thunderous” silence. 
He said be was surprised more pro- 
fessors hadn't spoken out against 
such “pernicious” ideas. It was the 
first time since becoming Governor 
that Mr. Cuomo had involved himself 
so openly in a political dispute at one 
of his state campuses. 

The Governor’s statement drew 
criticism from several Stony Brook 
student and faculty leaders who felt 
be was playing to his Jewish constitu. 
ency. “I felt the Governor’s state 
ment was very unfortunate and very 
umnecessary,”’ said Professor Rosen 
thal. “I think he did it to help himself 
politically.” 

John Marburger, president of Stony 
Brook, said he had no wish to debate 
the Governor, but he characterized 
Mr. Cuomo's statement as “overly 
strong.”” 

In mid-September the ful] univer- 
sity senate debated the issue and 
voted 54 to 14 in support of the execu- 
tive committee's decision not to in- 
vestigate Professor Dube. But be 
cause of the stir created, the adminis- 
tration promised to begin a review of 
all courses that could be considered 
“sensitive” from a religious, ethnic 
or racial point of view. 
“How do you decide what course is 

sensitive? Very cautiously,” said 
President Marburger. 

Lost sight of in the recent debate, 
President Marburger believes, is that 
while every professor must be fair, no 
single professor is totally objective. 
The university’s responsibility is to 
offer professors with many differing 
points of view. 

For a different view of Zionism, 
said President Marburger, the de- 
partments of Judaic studies and his- 
tory jointly offer “‘Zionism, 1848 to 
1948."° 

“It's a good, solid objective view of 
Zionism as a movement for national 
liberation,” said Prof. Ruben 
Weltsch, the course instructor. “I'd 
say the majority who take my course 
are Jewish — sympathetic to the 
movement.” 
Students tend to search out courses, 

Professor Weltsch said, that confirm 
their biases.) 
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Chancellor Clifton R. Wharton, Jr. - oe aed an 

State University of New York ste ei RS Seite 

State University Plaza 

Albany, New York 12246 

Dear Dr. Wharton: 

The handsome silver pen and pencil set that you presented 

to me on October lst filled me with a great sense of appreciation 

for the graciousness and thought which you gave to this gesture. 

I will long treasure your gift for my fifteen years of service. 

With respect to the Dube matter, I wonder whether there is 

confusion arising from two superficially similar but essentially 

different concepts: that of academic freedom and that of the 

right to free speech. The latter, protected by the State 

Constitution, is obviously beyond the scope of our discussion. 

I do not believe that the same inhibitions are involved with the 

former. 

As to academic freedom, are there really any limits? Blinken 

labels the teacher “ignorant of history" and engaging in "a 

reprehensible distortion of reality." Marburger sees Dube's 

efforts to be personally “abhorrent," and urges the "utmost 

circumspection" in the teaching of topics. These two viewpoints 

seem to approximate the behavior of the liberals during the rise 

of Hitler. 

Uninformed teachers, out of touch with reality can wreak 

major and irreversible havoc on young, impressionable minds. 

Propaganda of the Communist-Arabic line that equates Zionism 

with Nazism is intellectually disrespectable and 

academically demeaning. 

Hartford Hall, Westchester Community College, 75 Grassiands Rd., Valhalla, NY 10595 e (914) 347-6820—6821 



Dr. Wharton -~2- October 19, 1983 

Without trying to widen or deepen the chasm that separates 

us, I suggest that a meaningful conference or committee be set 

up for the purpose of examining in a mature and disciplined 

manner the "limits of academic freedom." As taught in publicly 

funded institutions, we must be our very nature be more sensitive 

to any slurs cast upon any significant part of the community. I 

would be just as vehement in opposing the introduction into our 

schools of any subjects propounding the concept of Nordic supremacy, 

racial myths, the inferiority of any ethnic groups, etc. If you 

feel the above idea has some merit, I for one would be willing to 

join in the funding of the expense that my proposal necessarily 

entails. : 

I do appreciate the concern which is implicit in your letter 

of September 26th and thank you for the attention that you have 

given this most sensitive and potentially volatile subject. 

Sincerely, 

a Sa? oe 
eG f. ae 

, 

Harold Drimmer 

HD:cp 

cc: Dr. Joseph N. Hankin 


