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the nominees’ scholarship and the cur-
rent threats to their research. Because the
goal is to assist scholars whose work has
been inhibited, extensive publications
are not expected. The committee con-
sults relevant departments at Harvard to
determine who will best benefit from
and contribute to the academic resources
and community available.

Between 2002 and 2005, SAR brought
one or two scholars to Harvard annually,
but this academic year, there are six fel-
lows on campus, including a Palestinian
physicist, a theologian from Congo, an
Iraqi minister of higher education, an
Iranian legal scholar, and Alp Ayan and
Noel Twagiramungu, profiled here. 

Turkish psychiatrist Alp Ayan works
with the Human Rights Foundation of
Turkey (HRFT), contributing to their
manual for investigating and document-
ing evidence of torture, the Istanbul Proto-
col. As is true of many of the SAR fellows,
his work blends scholarship with ac-
tivism: he not only studies how to heal
the psychological wounds inflicted by
torture, but also seeks to prevent torture
from occurring. While studying Turkish
“F-type” maximum security prisons in
the Izmir region, Ayan gave weekly press
conferences to announce evidence of tor-
ture that he had discovered, and helped
organize peaceful demonstrations. 

Ayan speaks of his activism as a natural
extension of his work, calmly explaining
that, prior to leaving Turkey, he had accu-
mulated civil charges for unlicensed
demonstrations, illegal meetings, insult-
ing the government, and other related of-
fenses that could subject him to more
than 400 years of prison time. (He has
since been acquitted of all but two cases,
which have been appealed.) Though his
English occasionally falters, Ayan does
not. He brims with enthusiasm for action
and a gentle certainty that no one can
morally ignore torture, once aware of it:
“Before, when you do not see and hear,
you sleep. After—then you cannot sleep.” 

His personal reaction to the facts of
torture drive Ayan to demonstrate for
change, though he scaled back his ac-
tivism after his wife’s death left him the
sole caretaker of their son, who is now
seven. “I tell myself, I must remain calm,”

he says, “but when I do not go, then there
is the violence [at the protests]. As soon
as there is violence—,” Ayan brushes his
hands together dismissively, “then any
chance [of change] is gone.” 

He credits Turkey’s attempt to join the
European Union with sparking signifi-
cant prison and human-rights reforms,
including his own release from jail after a
three-month imprisonment for partici-
pating in the funeral march of a client.
Such progress is fragile, Ayan believes.
Though human-rights organizations are
formally apolitical, Ayan believes that
their fate hinges on the attempt to join
Europe: “If Turkey is refused [admission
by the EU], HRFT will pay.”

During his year in Massachusetts, Ayan
is working with the department of psy-
chiatry at Massachusetts General Hospi-
tal. He remains optimistic about the fu-
ture and plans to return to Turkey. 

Noel twagiramungu’s office at the
W.E.B. Du Bois Institute for African and
African-American Research is sparsely fur-
nished with a hat rack, two chairs, and a
desk. The boxes for his computer and

printer sit in a corner beneath bare walls.
He wears a scarf and sweater, speaking
slowly and softly about his political-sci-
ence research and journalism, which blur
the line between scholarship and activism. 

In the course of studying the Rwandan
justice system’s handling of the genocide
in that country, Twagiramungu directly
criticized the policies of the current gov-
ernment. He served as general secretary
for the Rwandan League for Promotion
and Defense of Human Rights (LIPROD-
HOR), which was dissolved by the gov-
ernment in June 2004 following allega-
tions that the league itself supported
genocide. Twagiramungu cites this as an
example of the government’s use of the
history of genocide as a political tool to
smother dissent. Any questioning of deci-
sions regarding post-genocide justice, he
says, is portrayed as support for perpetra-
tors of genocide (les génocidiers), because
the government has claimed to be “the
only ones who knew what was best for
the country,” the only ones who could
stop genocide.

Questioning the justice system is the
focal point of his work. The process in

The Supreme Court ruled on March 6 that the federal government can cut off fund-
ing to universities that limit or ban military recruiting on their campuses. The 8-0
opinion (Justice Samuel A. Alito Jr. did not participate) upheld the Solomon Amend-
ment—Congress’s response to law schools’ decision to restrict recruiting because
military limits on service by homosexuals (the “don’t ask, don’t tell” policy) conflict
with the schools’ nondiscrimination policies. Harvard receives about $500 million in
federal research funding annually.

A coalition of law schools filed suit, alleging that the amendment violated their First
Amendment rights of free speech and association, and in late 2004 secured a favor-
able ruling in the Third Circuit Court of Appeals. (Harvard had declined to join the
legal challenge to the law; see “Recruiting Redux,” July-August 2005, page 60.) The De-
fense Department appealed, and the case was argued before the Supreme Court last
December.

In its ruling, the court rejected both the First Amendment claim and an argument in
an amicus brief prepared by many Harvard Law School (HLS) faculty members, who
maintained that it should be permissible to exclude all employers (including the mili-
tary) who do not maintain a nondiscrimination policy.

In a note on March 7, HLS dean Elena Kagan expressed disappointment in the deci-
sion, while noting that the school “will continue to provide Career Services assistance
to the military, as [it] does to non-discriminating employers. At the same time, I hope
that many members of the [HLS] community will accept the court’s invitation to ex-
press their views clearly and forcefully regarding the military’s discriminatory employ-
ment policy,” which she called “profoundly wrong—both unwise and unjust.”

Military Recruiting Upheld
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