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, I write in response to your Nquest for comments on the
statement of p:r'inciple which you have circulated to rnembersof
the University. Iarn in complete agreement with paragraphs (a.)
and (b) of this statement except that I would like to seE! the
words "any right whatsoever" substituted for "the right" in line
4 of paragraph (b). There is a rather curiously ambiguous tone
given to this liI'}e by the italicising of the word "right"..

As to paragraph (c) I arn certainly in agreement with the
first part of it. It should be obvious to everyone that individuals
with strong consciences may at times feel justified in breaking
the law. However, I cannot express too strongly my disagreement
with the last sentence of this paragraph. It appears to suggest
that a court should pass judgement on peoples' morals when it comes
to fixing penalties. If "every group or individual must have
the right to communicate his views and his knowledge, however
repugnant such views or undesirable such knowledge may seem to
others" then this seems to me to imply that every individual or
group whatever their views is entitled to equal protection of the
right to express those views. The last sentence in paragraph (0)
seems to suggest that different penalties could be fixed for
obstructing the expression of peoples' views depending upon the
view that the court took of the morality of the views being expressed
aI'}d the morality of the act of interrupting their expression. In
other words, everyone has an eq'.1al right to be heard and some people
have a more equal right than others. To make it quite clear that
I understand what is involved her'e let me say that I do mean that an
Adolf Eichmann has the same rights as anybody else as far as the
expression of ideas is concerned. I hope you will comtnunicate to
the Committee of Enquiry the strength of my feelings on this matter.
In the current political climate I can well see this last sentence
of paragraph (c) turning into a charter for the suppression of free
expression of unpopular and wrong-headed opinions. I am amazed .

that members of the University and lawyers could countenance the
publication of such a principle as the one embodied in the last
sentence of paragraph (c).
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Incidenta),ly, ! have talked to one or tvfO of my colleagues about
this and I find that they have read this last: sentence differently
to me. I believe that Michael :Parkin will get in touchwithyou
about what he thought this seI'}tence meant and I hope that you will
take steps to draw to the attentiohbf the Committee of Enquiry that
an apparently erroneous interpretation of paragraph (c)lEs been made

by at least one member of the unIYe(i;(~J 0J -
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