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November 4, 2011

Chancellor Robert Coombe
Office of the Chancellor
University of Denver

2199 South University Boulevard
Denver, Colorado 80208

Sent via U.S. Mail and Facsimile (303-871-4101)

Dear Chancellor Coombe:

conscience on America’s college campuses. Our website, thefire.org, will give
you a greater sense of our identity and activities.

FIRE is concerned about the threat to free speech and academic freedom
presented by the University of Denver’s (DU’s) punishment and finding of sexual
harassment against Professor Arthur N. Gilbert after roughly 50 years of teaching.
Although his academic peers cleared him of sexual harassment allegations and
criticized the merit and impact of the allegations, DU’s provost has nevertheless
refused to abandon the university’s ill-considered, illiberal prosecution, taking



DU’s Office of Diversity and Equal Opportunity (ODE



DU’s “Faculty Personnel Guidelines Relating to Appment, Promotion, and Tenure,”
approved by DU’s Board of Trustees, identify thepartance of academic freedom at DU. This
document states that “The purposes of tenure assiore academic freedom in both teaching
and research and to afford a basic security thaattiact faculty of ability to the University”

and frequently refers to academic freedom as ad2ulfy member’s right. In promulgating this
document, DU has essentially bound itself to tigalland moral requirements of academic
freedom. In the free speech context, the Suprenuet©bthe United States has held that
academic freedom is a “special concern of the Risendment” and that “[o]ur nation is deeply
committed to safeguarding academic freedom, whiaf transcendent value to all of us and not






