
A statement on Adrian Vermeule’s false, violent, and 
discriminatory statements  
 
Dear Deans Sells, Jefferson, Sherman, Claypoole, and Cohen, 
 
We are writing to you because HLS Professor Adrian Vermeule has, for over a year, been 
making highly offensive, discriminatory, and violent statements in online posts. It has also come 
to our attention that Prof. Vermeule has recently been using his personal Twitter account to 
spread election disinformation. While we understand that Prof. Vermeule speaks only for 
himself, and not for the Law School, the administration should not ignore the harm his words 
cause. You will find examples of the statements at issue in the Appendix. We urge you to take 
action to address this issue with Prof. Vermeule directly and to mitigate the harm his interaction 
with students may cause through the measures detailed below. 
 
First, Prof. Vermeule’s tweets are contributing to the harmful spread of election disinformation. 
While every election will highlight substantial disagreements on a wide range of issues, Prof. 
Vermeule’s statements cross the line of ordinary political disagreement and veer into baseless 
conspiracy theories which undermine the electoral process itself. 
 
For example, as unsubstantiated allegations of widespread voter fraud spread following the 
election, Prof. Vermeule tweeted “Lol the election isn’t over until Team Joe fixes up your ballot 
for you” and “Kids, not sure if you knew this, but missing ballots have magical properties that 
make them visible only between midnight and 6am.” His post-election retweets included 
statements such as “Even a Saddam Hussein had to make some pretence of not getting 100% 
of the vote in an Iraqi election … ‘Baghdad on the Delaware.’” And these examples only scratch 
the surface. Prof. Vermeule may try to play off his statements as a joke, but they amount to a 
pattern of promoting demonstrably false conspiracy theories. His statements are harmful to 
democracy and unbelievably divisive. To work at Harvard Law School is to be granted a 
platform and a level of legitimacy. Prof. Vermeule is abusing this platform in order to undermine 
democracy and delegitimize the results of the election. 
 
But it does not end here. Prof. Vermeule has repeatedly propagated violent and offensive 
language on his Twitter account. In one tweet, referring to an event titled “Summit on Principled 
Conservatism,” Vermeule wrote “The very first group for the camps.” Any invocation of 
concentration or internment camps is despicable and unacceptable—and above all, it is not a 
joke. Many HLS students are descedents of Holocaust survivors, victims of genocide or of 
internment, or enslaved people; some may even have relatives currently in these sorts of 
camps. In response to a tweet that read “...visitors to Spain in the 1950 and 1960s found 
ex-Spanish Civil War communists/socialists working on chain gangs, building roads, cleaning 
public places, etc. General Franco did not shoot them, instead wanting them to ‘redeem 
themselves by work…’” Prof. Vermeule wrote: “The Good Society 😍.” This language is not 
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normal and it cannot be normalized. It is a language that promotes violence on the basis of 
political opinion and it cannot be tolerated.  Prof. Vermeule demonstrates a disdain for opposing 
viewpoints, such as those of communists and socialists, who are equal members of our society.  
 
This is not about 'academic freedom.' Professor Vermuele has repeatedly glorified and called for 
violence against those with different political viewpoints. For example, amidst the ongoing 
anti-police brutality protests around the country, he retweeted: “The best defence against evil 
men are good men who are skilled at violence.” Prof. Vermeule also advocated for the forcible 
removal of Black Lives Matter protesters in Portland, tweeting “Time for a whiff of grapeshot,”1 In 
response, someone asked Prof. Vermeule “Why are there no high pressure hoses?” to which 
Vermeule responded “Good question.”  Prof. Vermeule’s tweets display an unacceptable pattern 
of supporting violence against Black protesters.  
 
Professor Vermeule has also made statements indicating an intolerance that runs counter to 
HLS’s Policy on Discrimination. Prof. Vermeule has suggested that the United States should 
give immigration priority to confirmed Catholics over members of other religious groups. Prof. 
Vermeule said that state laws barring atheists from holding public office or serving on juries 
were "sensible" because "atheists can't be trusted to keep an oath." Prof. Vermeule has 
demonized abortion, same-sex marriage, and transgender people, comparing them to 
“polygamy, consensual adult incest, or who knows what." Most recently, Prof. Vermeule was 
interviewed for an article where he criticized "liberalisation of abortion, same sex marriage 
becoming the law of the land and allowing sexualised drag queens near young children.” Prof. 
Vermeule uses transphobic and pathologizing language like “transgenderism.” His language 
treats LGBT identity as inherently sexual, deviant, and predatory.  
 
Prof. Vermeule is, of course, free to have his own political opinions. However, his statements 
raise questions about whether he will treat all students fairly and undermine the ability to learn in 
his classroom. How can we trust that the content of Prof. Vermeule’s classes is accurate, if he 
peddles baseless conspiracy theories? How can Muslim, Jewish, atheist, and LGBTQ students 
in Professor Vermeule’s classes trust that he will treat them fairly when his public statements 
demonstrate that he views their identities with contempt? How can Black students effectively 
learn in Prof. Vermeule’s class when he calls for Black Lives Matter protesters to be shot with 
high-pressure water hoses? As students, we need to know that our professors will not think less 
of us, grade us more harshly, or treat us differently on the basis of our identities. Even if Prof. 
Vermeule does not bring these opinions into class, the public nature of these statements mean 
that they will inevitably impact students’ ability to learn or trust what he says. Students are less 
likely to feel comfortable going to office hours, discussing class topics, or engaging with Prof. 
Vermeule at all, as they justifiably believe he has disdain for them. This is not a question of 
academic freedom; it is an issue of potential discrimination and of student dignity. We must be 
able to exist in a classroom without feeling trauma if we are to effectively learn, and Harvard 

1 Grapeshot was a form of ammunition from a cannon in Napoleonic times, and it is a quote from 
Napoleon describing how he dispersed crowds with cannon fire. He fired grapeshot into the crowd, and 
so a “whiff of grapeshot” refers to that incident. 
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must ensure that its professors are not discriminating against their own students on the basis of 
religion, race, political opinion, sexual orientation, or gender identity. 
 
These dynamics are particularly harmful considering Prof. Vermeule’s status as one of the few 
professors who teaches Administrative Law. In both the 2019-20 and 2020-21 academic years, 
HLS offered only two sections of Admin Law. Each year, one of those two sections was with 
Prof. Vermeule. Admin Law is one of law school’s foundational courses. It is not uncommon for 
the waitlist for a given Admin Law class to exceed 300 people. For many students hoping to 
clerk, to work for the federal government, or to practice administrative law, the course is more of 
a requirement than an elective. Many HLS students who need to take administrative law will not 
be able to avoid taking a class with Professor Vermeule. Additionally, Prof. Vermeule has taught 
Legislation and Regulation in the past, such that many 1Ls have been forced to take classes 
with him. Finally, Prof. Vermeule’s statements undermine HLS’s ability to attract a diverse 
student body, if prospective students learn that HLS is the kind of place where prominent 
professors can spout highly offensive rhetoric without consequence.  
 
We ask that Harvard Law School take the following steps: 
 

1. Release a statement condemning Prof. Vermeule’s spread of inaccurate conspiracy 
theories about the election, violent rhetoric, and intolerant statements. (Stanford 
University recently came out against a professor in a similar fashion, so it would not be 
unprecedented for HLS to do the same.) 

2. Conduct an investigation into whether Prof. Vermeule is spreading misinformation or 
discriminatory content in his classes and/or discriminating against students on the basis 
of characteristics protected by HLS’s Policy Against Discrimination, and take appropriate 
action until the investigation is completed. 

3. Create at least two sections of Administrative Law per semester, so that no student is 
forced to take a class with Prof. Vermeule. 

4. Commit that going forward, 1Ls will not be required to take a class with Prof. Vermeule. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
The Harvard Parity Project (HPP) 
The Equal Democracy Project (EDP) 
Black Law Students Association (BLSA) 
La Alianza 
Harvard Asian Pacific American Law Student Association (APALSA) 
Alliance for Reproductive Justice (ARJ) 
Progressive Jewish Alliance (PJA) 
Middle Eastern Law Students Association (MELSA) 
HLS Immigration Project (HIP) 
Harvard African Law Association (HALA) 
Harvard Law School Lambda  
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APPENDIX 
Below are screenshots of tweets, some since deleted, that we have found on his account or 
through students who collected these in the past when they felt particularly harmed.  
 

Election Disinformation 
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Offensive and Violent Statements 

Making Light of Concentration/Reeducation Camps 

 

 



 



Glorifying Violence

 



 

 



  



 
 



 



 

 



  



Religious Intolerance 

 

 



 

 
^this is an excerpt from a blog post by Prof. Vermuele 

https://mirrorofjustice.blogs.com/mirrorofjustice/2019/07/a-principle-of-immigration-priority-.html


 
 

 



Anti-LGBTQ+ 

 
^“sex -sanity” is the phrase at issue here. 
 

 
^this comes from an an article quoting Prof. Vermeule’s “A Christian Strategy” 
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When an individual assigned male at birth affirms their gender as female, she is a transgender 
woman, not a transgender man. It is clear here that this language is used to mock the idea of a 
trans woman playing women’s sports and to misgender trans women. 



Anti-Women and harmful to students who have had abortions 

 
 

 



 
 

  



COVID-19 

 



 
 
  



Racist

 

 



 

^this is racist ideology and a white supremacist talking point. It evokes the concern of white 
nationalists that the white race will be submerged by the growth of minority populations. (ex. In 
linked Washington Post article it is “a far-right theory that immigration and differences in 
birthrates will cause the gradual replacement of white people by non-white people.”) 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2019/03/18/racist-terrorists-are-obsessed-with-demographics-lets-not-give-them-talking-points/

