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I would-have thought that by thedqor there)probably very few

people sitting. I seem to remember more struggling through a

mass of people.

You did not in fact see any violence offered by either side?

Not really, not at that stage.

-----------

About the content of the Lectv~. You say that Dr. Inch would

not talk about any military matters but this is where I want

expert m~xtexs evidence from you. Would you say that the ti~le

of his talk was wide enough - you have got the title, Chemical

and Biological aspects of toxic chemicals. That title is so

broadly stated that some reasonable man, not a chemist, might

reasonably think that it could include military matter5. Would

you agree with that"as a proposition?

It is very difficult to say after the event. I don't think I

know of a chemical that can properly be regarded as non-toxic

so that I would not have interpreted this to have any connection

whatsoever with ~,,(.~tio"S of warfare, but obviously this is speaking
as a chemist.

In fact the talk could have been about almost anything, it seems

to me?

Just about, yes. It is very broad.

Because most chemicals have certainly chemical properties.

most chemicals also have biological properties~

Do

Inevitably.

I don't know whether our colleague wants to ask further about the

title or whether we have got it clear in our minds .now. On the

rumours that camete you on ~ay 6th you say that t1r. Evans first

reported the possibility of a demonstration?
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Bradley: Yes, I have tried myself to remember just how the

information did come to me. I believe Dr. Greenslade

was in fact the person who mentioned it, as a result of

a phone call he had receiyed from ~x. Evans - perhaps I

was out of the office.

Cr~irman: Mr. Evans being who?

Bradley: He is the Administrative Assistant in charge of publicity

I suppose.

Chairman: Did you also hear from Mr. Lilley?

Bradley: I spoke to him either on that afternoon or the following

morning and he had heard the rumour also from the same

source - Mr. Evans.

Chairman: Yes, he says he discussed it with you and suggested it

might be a good thing if a senior member of staff were

present. That's broadly accurate is it?

Bradley: Yes.

Chairman: Now it was your decision that Dr. Tillett should take the

chair? That you took on the day before~

Bradley: Yes.

Chairman: And you say that you gave instructions to staff to admit any

students who wished to attend. To which staff would that

have been?

Bradley: Certainly to Dr. Tillett, perhaps not specifically to any

others. When this question first came up the lecture

would of course have been run by the graduate students and

it was the, who SULjg6stdd to me that they should only admit

people who were members offue Chemical Society and I said

no,anybody should be admitted and that Dr. Tillett should

take the chair.
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That suggestion was made to you by someone?

It was made to me by a graduate student ih the first

instance, when they thought they were going to have to

organise the meeting.

. \tho else would you have given instructions to besides

Dr. Tillett?

Officially probably nobody else but I may well have mentioned

it to both Dr. Greenslade and Dr. Bowden. I may well have

done)I just can't recall.

Do you remember anlf other instructions being given besides

the two that you mentiohed?
?

provoke them.

To admit anybody and to not

(

To ask as many members of staff as possible to be present.

I think those were the only three.

Professor Bradley) you said that you agreed with the decision

to change the venue of the meeting - you indicate reluctantly.

Did jou think at all that the decision to change the venue

might be inconsistent with the decision to admit any students
see..

who wanted to attend? That is to se'ldid you ~ the change

of venue as in any sense to keep some students from attend-

ing?

No not al all. It wasn't my suggestion that the venue

should be changed. From the beginning I had imagined that

any demonstration would be half a dozen students who wanted

to£sk questions and for that reason I thought that this

was an unnecessary precaution to change the venue. It is

alright to be wise after the event - I would have preferred

it to have been moved right off the campus but at that

time I thought that it was going to be. SO minimal that it

was unnecessary. I think the reason that I concurred with

it was that obviously if there were some small demonstration

happening and happening down here where there might be a

lot of people about) others might be attracted to join in

who wouldn't in the first place.
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Can you tell us how you know for certain. that the

allegation was unfoundedZ

Perhaps it's unfortunate that I u~ed those words.

The &idence was originally a private letter to Dr. King

when I thought he would be taking evidence but this ~

is simply that I have spoken to the people concerned

and I am convinced by what they said that they were not

in any way qamaged. I spoke to people in fact immediately

after the meeting on the Tuesday evening.

But it is in fact heresay?

It is in fact heresay.

I wanted to follow up this point about the change of

venue. Perhaps I can clarify this although you have

already said it. The change in venue involved a change in

the size of the room in which. the meeting was held. Did

you consider this relevant or was it just a matter of con-

venience? What I am saying is) did you decide to change to

a smaller room or to a more convenient room;

mo 'a room away from the valley. We frequorrll;:have lectures

in Wivenhoe House and the room size is usually adequate for

meetings of this sort. We knew there mightrbe perhaps half

a dozen people from outside attending and so .in no way did

it have any connection with the size of the room.

I think it is fair to say that as Dr. Bradley wasn't

directly involved in the decision to change) what he thinks

it might have been motivated by is not quite relevant.

I think I might add something if I may on this question of

welcoming visitors. These notices are distributed to most

of .the chemical firms in the area and to Technical Colleges

and so on, in fact we go as far away as the London BoroughS.

And the reason for putting visitors are welcome on is that

so people may wieh to travel. We never in fact anticipate

many people apart from the Chemistry Department attending

the lectures.
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But of course anyone who happens to be interested would

have the right to attend,

That is right.

But you say normally that a non-chemist would gain nothing

from most of the lectures.

Absolutely.n~ng;

Do non-chemists have the right to attend in your view or are

they there by your invitation"in that you advertise a general

welcome?

I think it is a general welcome in that we would not

normally make any special provisions for visitors. I mean

in the question of size of lecture rooms.

If you wished to go to a meeting of the Sociology Society

and you were told at the door that you weren't entitled to

come 'in because you weren't a sociologist, would you feel

that that was a right statement of their rights or a wrong

statement of their rights?

I'3 not sure because I tIiinkthis would depend on the

circumstances or the constitution of the particular society

and Ifun't know the constitution of the Sociology Society

and I don't think any other.

But as far as the Chemistry Society is concerned anybody did

have a right to come along?

Yes.

-1C :f¥


