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in being promoted to full professor. There- 
fore they recommended that she be ap- 
pointed full professor. The report's conclu- 
sion, provided to Science by Dan Siegel, Har- 
rison's lawyer, states: "Our overall impres- 
sion of Harrison is that she is an outstanding, 
creative mathematician whose research is of 
the caliber expected for tenure at Berkeley." 

Chancellor Tien took the panel's advice 
and appointed Harrison a full professor. 
Criticism began immediately, starting with 
Ramer, a member of the National Academy 
of Sciences and a highly regarded researcher 
in the subdiscipline called ergodic theory. 
On 11 July, Ratner e-mailed the mathemat- 
ics and statistics faculty that the settlement 
"certainly does not make [Harrison] qualified 
for the job, which she got through years of 
lying and a massive propaganda campaign 
which went unanswered." Ramer also wrote 
critical letters that were ~ublished in the San 
Francisco Examiner and khronicle and in the 
newsletter of the Association for Women in 
Mathematics (AWM). 

When Ramer was asked by Science what 
the "lies" were that she had mentioned in her 
e-mail, she said Harrison's claims of gender 
discrimination were false; in fact, Ramer says, 

the department made an "exceptional effort 
to save Harrison's tenure." Ratner pointed 
out that Berkeley's Privilege and Tenure Com- 
mittee, a faculty committee charged with 
monitoring grievances of faculty and allega- 
tions of misconduct at the university, spent 
80 hours questioning 25 witnesses to review 
Harrison's claims. (The committee was not 
responsible for deciding whether Harrison 
should have received tenure: thev were asked . , 

simply to decide whether the process was 
flawed.) In its September 1989 report, the 
committee concluded there was "no demon- 
strable evidence to the charge that gender 
discrimination existed in the department." 
Ratner also argues that the department has 
made "enormous" efforts to recruit women, 
including three offers to women in the past 8 
years, two of whom accepted. (One has re- 
signed; another is an assistant professor.) 

Long-time Harrison opponent Rob Kir- 
by calls Harrison's charges of sexism in the 
math department "like being accused of 
child molestation when you're completely 
innocent"-because both kinds of charges 
are so difficult to disprove. He says "people 
went out of their, way" to treat Harrison "as 
nicely as one can." She was given a rare 3- 

year leave, he said, to spend time at Oxford 
University. More generally, he says, the Ber- 
keley math department has elected several 
~ro-affirmative action chairmen. "Is it not 
CU~~OLIS," he says, "that the department, often 
by huge majorities, should elect pro-women 
chairs, and yet be called prejudiced?" 

Althoueh the settlement offered no con- - 
elusion on the issue of gender discrimination, 
university provost Carol Christ told Science 
that "the [math] department was judged not 
guilty of sex discrimination in 1986 [by the 
Privilege and Tenure Committee], and that's 
what the administration accepts." 

For her part, Harrison argues that the pro- 
cess leading to the Privilege and Tenure Com- 
mittee conclusion was flawed. For exam~le. . , 

she says, she couldn't question witnesses 
about confidential matters. Nor could she 
gain access to confidential files she needed to 
make her case. That material came out, she 
says, only during pre-trial discovery in her 
suit, a process that included 110 hours of 
depositions, questioning of 17 witnesses un- 
der oath, and the release to her of more than 
1000 pages of confidential documents. As a 
result, Harrison claims, if her suit had gone to 
a jury, she was prepared to document specific 
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