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ELIAS’ SCHOLARSHIP DAMAGED TENURE
1.
CANDIDACY
Eric

Labs A’S8

Do you consider yourself an individualist? Do you like competition?
If you have answered yes to one or
both of these questions then you will
be highly critical of Political Science
Professor Robert Elias’ recent book,
The Politics of Victimization. In that
work, Elias denounces individualism
and competition as elements of “social
alienation” with no substantiation

thus far has lacked any serious analysis
of his books. As a scholar, Elias must
be held to high standards, and a Tufts
professor should be held to the highest
standards possible no matter what that
individual’s field may be.
In this context, let us examine Elias’
works more thoroughly, particularly
The Politics of Victimization. This
book attempts to develop a more integrated and comprehensive discipline
of victimology. A worthy goal, no
doubt, but the book is based primarily

“A recent study of the quality of life in the world’s leading 100
nations ranks the United States 45th, despite its incomparable
means, only one notch ahead of the Soviet Union.’’
other than his own value judgements.
on assertions and conchsions and
Do I exaggerate? Do I take his
“facts” that are little more than Elias’
words out of context and twist them
or other researchers’ opinions. First,
about? Quoting directly from his
however, let me put the issues in
book, Elias writes: “Corporate
context.
capitalism may create other forms of
Elias states at the end of this book
social alienation as well. It may create
that one’s politics need not be divorca culture devoted to greed, ined from one’s scholarship. He writes:
dividualism, materialism, competi“Our politics inevitably gives direction, acquisitiveness, isolation, nartion to our science, but it need not and
cissim, aggressiveness, violence, and
should not preordain it. Our scientific
social dislocation.” (p. 101) (emphasis
conclusions must stand the test of emadded)
pirical reality...... (p. 243) Very wel,
The problem here is two-fold. Not
let us see whether The Politcs of Viconly does Elias fail to provide evidence
timization meets Elias’ own, and
to support this assertion, but he is
universal, standards.
engaged in making value judgements
From the start we see that Elias is
as well. Most people will agree that
simply proffering his own opinions
violence, greed, narcissim, and social
about crime. Capitalism, as an allegdislocation are not desireable qualities
ed source of crime, is a frequent
for a society to have; but I, for one,
target. He writes: “.../S]ome consider
would argue the merits of competition
the corporate system itself as criminal
and individualism most vociferously.
for how it helps create and maintain
This is the type of scholarship that
poverty, hunger, unemployment,
homelessness, repression, and war. ”
Elias’ supporters laud so fervently.
But it is precisely this issue-the quali(p. 51) Later on, Elias elaborates on
ty of Elias’ scholarship-that ought to
this point: “Some argue that corporabe debated. Unfortunately, Elias’ . tions and capitalism not only generate
crime, but are themselves criminal by
denial of tenure by the administration
has become extremely polemical and
definition.’’ (p. 96)

d i n g With T
Barry Weber A’S7
The students, faculty, and administration of the Tufts community
were thrust into the media spotlight
as a result of the alleged attack on an
outspoken liberal student and the
resulting massive solidarity on campus
against racism. One must deplore any
would-be attack and hope that ideas

will be brought forth which will help
to alleviate racist attitudes present in
individuals on the Tufts campus. In
turn, this may spread and effect others
with time.
It is my intention to offer first an
idea for the handling of racist actions
at Tufts, as well as personal thoughts
on the recent incidents. Then, I will
detail the hypocrisies and outrages
from outspoken individuals or groups
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Not surprisingly, Elias offers no
proof to substantiate this statement,

of what Elias calls the ‘‘structuraltheorist” argument, the school of

“Some argue that corporations and capitalism not only generate
crime, but are themselves criminal by definition.”
if indeed such proof ,exists, nor does
he comment on its validity. These
assertions simply sit there as if they
were incontrovertible fact.
Blaming capitalism and economic
competition as the single most important source of crime is the centerpiece

which have offended me recently.

A Rough Proposal
The alleged attack on Ian Kremer
probably had racist and political p e r tones, as viewed by his report of being called, among other things, “Nigger lover” and “Jew Boy.” On the
night following his attack, definite
racist activity was shown when marchers in .support of Kremer where
harassed. And no doubt, overt racist
remarks or actions are taken often
enough against some group. There is
no rational reason for these events to
happen and they arise from a person’s
inability to think about the justifications for his actions.
There are three tactics that can be
used to take action in my opinion.
First, punitive measures can be taken
against individuals caught harassing
people based solely upon their inherent natural characteristics which
give no clue to their inner self, The
administration shouid be responsible
for establishing a uniform plan of action. One good idea that I have heard
requires a .mandatory “Race

thought in victimology to which he
adheres. However, no facts are offered
to support this postion-only unsubstantiated assertions and
conclusions.
For exhmple, “Economic competic o n h u e d on page 12

Awareness’’ class, which is offered in
Tufts Experimental College, for those
. who commit acts of racism.
Second, efforts can be made to raise
the level of thinking about this issue
amongst the general population.
Ideally, the exposure to current events
and past history should be enough to
achieve consciousness of the issue, but
due to societal trends ingrained in a
few people it is not. Therefore, I
would propose adding to the freshman
English curriculum a “unit” dealing
with prejudice where books can be
read and writing, thinking and discussion skills improved during the normal course of the class.
Finally, exposure to new ideas is
part of the college experience, and
recruitment of minorities via a minority recruiter should be pushed. The administration is currently looking for
such an individual. I would not limit
this person’s job to finding blacks,
Asians, or hispanics, but any minority that the university officials find
lacking (i.e. regional minorities,
special talent minorities}. Being black
does add to one’s diversity because
continued on page 3
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ferentiate between the two.
A serious attitude that is
What about the individual who
developing out of this campus
thinks in stereotypes? If a person
debate over racism is that some in‘ is brought up with stereotypes of
dividuals are arguing that society
must change the way people think, .
a certain race and has never been
taught differently, such an inreferring of course to those. who
dividual cannot possibly be conthink in racial terms. But that is
demned as racist-particularly if he
extremely dangerous. If some
is trying to move away from acceppolitical or social entity decides
ting those stereotypes. Even if a
that a no holds barred attempt
person continues to believe in a
should be made to force people to
certain stereotype, it does not
change the way they think about
racial issues, what is next? W h o
make him a racist or anything else
racist hatred?
sets the agenda for the next group
other
than
somebody
who
has
the
I think not.
of people who need “changing”?
unfortunate
tendency
to
accept
the
What, then precisely ‘makes an
There
validity
of
a
certain
stereotype(s).
i s , an element of inindividual a racist? Definitions run
The
.logic
here
is
simple.
sidiousness
there that we ought to
amok. One view holds that only
Stereotypes
transverse
all
ethnic
It is h o w
guard
against.
whites can be racist since they, for
totalitarianism
creeps
in.
groups,
nationalities,
political
the most part, have the power to
creeds,
professions,
the
two
sexes,
We
seem
to
be
losing
sight of the
act on their prejudice. According
et
al.
The
act
of
stereotyping
is
not
fact
that
in
this
country
people .
to this belief, blacks who have preexclusive
to,
racial
issues
alone.
So
have
the
God
given
right
to be
judicial attitudes cannot be racists
a
person
who
believes
in
wrong.
One
demonstrator
at
one
since they are unable to act on their
stereotypes
is
simply
that:
a
perof
the
tallies
said:
“Who
are
the
‘‘racism.’ ’
son
who
believes
in
stereotypes,
people
out
there
who
are
bigoted?
However, if we are to take this
and hopefully wiIl learn otherwise.
Find out who they are and not let
argument to its logical conclusion,
Of
course,
this
point
is
partly
them
walk around our campus.”
then anyone who is prejudiced but
beholden
to
related
facts.
That
is,
Is
that
the answer? Disenfrandoes not use their power to act, in
if
such
an
individual
accepts
only
chise
the
racists? Aren’t we supthe same manner as blacks do not
the
racial
stereotypes
and
treats
posed
to
fight
racism but love the
have power to use, are not racists.
people
differently
because
of
them,
racists?
They
are
as much a part
This then leads to the logical end
of
this
society
as
anyone
else; they
then
he
would
probably
be
conthat America is not a racist sociesidered
a
racist.
On
the
other
hand,
helped
to
build
it,
too.
People
with
ty because the overwhelming maracist
attitudes
are
not
the
enemy;
if
someone
simply
has
been
exposjority of people do not act on
they are the product of a closeed to a variety of a stereotypes and
whatever prejudicial attitudes they
minded
and sheltered upbringing.
never
had
them
contradicted
in
a
may have. There is a definite
significant
manner,
then
labelling
It
does
not
mean that they deserve
minority who do, of course, but
that
person
as
anything
other
than
to
be
drawn
.nd quartered.
they are but a relatively small
individual
with
misconceptions
America
has
come a long way in
number of people.
based
on
stereotypes
would
be
several
centuries.
It would be unOther defmitions of racism tend
wrong,
fair
not
to
acknowledge
that. To
to be less complex and more conHopefully
society
won’t
tolerate
say
that
there
is
apartheid
in
sistent. They hold that anyone who
discrimination
or
incidents
like
America
is
to
insult
cruelly
a
peoconsiders members of other races
Howard Beach or attacks on people who haves tried to change
inferior simply because they are
ple
whatever
the
motivation.
In
harder than any other people at
from a different race is a racist.
any
event,
the
use
of
violence
falls
any other time in history.
It seems to me, however, that
under
a
different
category.
Abraham Lincoln once said:
this also should take into account
Violence
is
violence
and
it
is
always
“Why
should there not be patient
how people treat others. of a difwrong
no
matter
what
the
reason
confidence
in the ultimate justice
ferent race and whether they are
for it is. Racially motivated
of the people? Is there any better
trying to change. If an individual
violence is no better or worse than
or equal hope in the uorld?”
who thinks in racial terms treats
violence for other reasons.
different people as civilly and compassionately as he would a friend
of his own race, then the term
“racist” ought not to be applied
to him; it would in my opinion be
too strong a word. Likewise, if someone is trying to change
themselves from thinking in racial
terms, then the word racist also no
longer applies.
TOcall someone a racist requires
a distinctive type of individual.
Either they truly believe in the
superiority of one race over
another and act accordingly or they
know such an orientation is wrong
but engage in it any way. That is
a racist. This definition would apply to overt or subtle racism; in this
“BAD NEWS, GEORGE.. ..SIXTY PER CENT DOUBT YOUR VERSION Of THE
case the distinction is irrelevant,
CHERRY TREE CRISIS,THIRTY PER CENT DEMAND AN APOLOGY, AND F l r n
PER CENT WANT AN INDEPENDENT PROSECUTOR!”
though it certainly is harder to dif-
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FROM THE EDITOR

CONTENDING WITH RACISM
“The great thing in this world is
not so much where we are, but in
what direction we are moving. ”
-Oliver Wendel Holmes
Outbreaks of racially motivated
violence have occurred recently in
several areas of this country as well
as Tufts. And that truly is unfortunate. But to conclude from
Howard Beach and Klan activity
in Forsyth County that America is
a racist society is too great a leap
of logic for me to swallow.
Representative Alvin Holmes
(D-Ala.) stated that “racism is
dropping on America like acid
rain.” Statements like these not
only misrepresent American society but dishonor the American people as well.
Obviously American history is
‘not without its blemishes. Many
Americans of the past practiced
slavery, slaughtered Indians, and
interned Japanese-Americans. Nor
do I deny that there still are people with racist attitudes in this
country-but they are, I am confident, a distinct minority.
A great part of this act of labelling involves how people use the
term racism. Many people around
campus brandy this term about
like some people change shirts.
Mr. Kremer stated that Tufts was
a campus “full of racist hatred.”
While it is true four thugs attacked him for politically or racially
motivated reasons, hundreds more
have been rallying against such activity. Four thugs versus 400
demonstrators is not such a bad
ratio; there is, after all, no perfection in this world.
Moreover, a lot of what is called racism on this campus-and in
the rest of the country-isn’t. The
idea that if you are opposed to
divestment makes you a racist has
been and always shall be absurd.
Aren’t people allowed to disagree
honestly with the more radical
erements of the so-called civil
rights agenda on campus without
being labelled a racist? If people do
not advocate affirmative action on
a variety of principled grounds,
does that mean they are full of

’
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR
Globe Article Accurate
To the Editor:
This letter is in response to Scott
Vincens’ article criticizing the Globe
story concerning drug and alcohol
abuse in the December issue of The
Primary Source.
I am from Durham, New Hampshire, a town about 20 minutes from
Seabrook, and consider myself to be
fairly well-informed about the issues
surrounding the nuclear power plant
there, so I read Mr. Vincens’ article
and the Globe article with interest.
In addition, I have several friends
from high school who work or have
worked at Seabrook during its construction, all of whon have repeatedly (and long before the stories began
to appear in the Boston press) talked
of widespread drug and alcohol use by
many workers at the plant during
work hours. (These friends, I might
add, are generally very apolitical about
the subject of Seabrook and nuclear
power.) Because of this, I have fair

’

cause to think that many of allegations
made in the Vincens article are
basically inaccurate.
However, barring my own familiarit y with the issue, let’s take a look at
Mr. Vincens’ specific complaints of
the Globe’s reporting. First, he
repeatedly states that the Globe makes
“numerous accusations with no proof or evidence” and that “the accusations are probably false. ”
Exactly what kind of evidence are
you demanding, Mr. Vincens? The
Globe included testimony of local
Hampton and Seabrook police who
have been involved in repeated arrests
of workers on charges of DWI to and
from the workplace, of physicians
who treated cases of workers injured,
including one death of acute alcohol
intoxication, (of which occurred during shift hours), and workers and
former workers who admitted there
was alcohol and drug problems at the
plant. Bail records showed a number

of documented alcohol and drug
related arrests, as well as more than
50 arrests of DWI involving plant
workers.
In addition, while Seabrook denies
there are such problems, Seabrook
spokesman John Kyte stated in the article, “Over the years a number of
people were terminated for drugs or
alchohol. ” Call me naive, but I would
argue that for the purposes of the article (that is, to describe drug and
alcohol use at Seabrook, as the title
implies), the author provided ample
evidence.
Why are these statements and
allegations immediately rejected by
Mr. Vincens when other statements
are so wholeheartedly accepted by him
(such as Seabrook’s denial of a problem, the NRC’s statements, and the
opinion of Governor Sununu)? Do
these sources eive any more evidence?
Again, call me naive, but I find it
hard to believe the police officers, the

physicians, prosecutors, and bail officials are all involved in some sort of
‘‘misinformed” anti-nuclear, antiSeabrook community movement ta
which Mr. Vincens seems to allude.
My intent of this letter is not to take
sides on the nuclear power issue or the
Seabrook issue in particular. It is not
even clear, to me at least, whether
such activities alleged did or will have
an important effect on the plant’s safety. (I do have some logical conclusions, but that would stray from my
point.)
I did find it necessary, however, to
point out that Mr. Vincens’ criticism
of the Globe (and what he calls the
“irrational, one-sided, narrowmindedness ofthe Boston media”) on
the basis of his complaints are largely
unfounded.

opposition.
Tufts does not require any particular class of its students except the
general area of English, which in itself
is not a completely uniform class.
There is no reason why the need to
teach people about the evils of prejudice based upon irrational reasons
should gain special attention over the
need to teach people about the evils
of communism or some other idea.
There are a lot of ways I might want
people to think, but they do not all require a mandatory class.
Outrageous Statements

character” only is not preiudiced.
Just 50 people are aware, I also want
to point out that the type of violence
which brought this campus together
is a typical tactic of the left on college
campuses. Although physical beatings
are rare, leftists are known to disrupt,
with force: conservative speakers, the
CIA, and campus administrative offices. In these cases and as well Tufts’
recent incident, force is being used instead of intellect. In sum, let us be
aware that the lef? often does not practice what it preaches.

u

-Michael

Grossi A’s7

Criticizing the Meridian
To the Editor:
As a former member of the Meridian collective, I’d like to take this opportunity to say that the bad poetry,
plagerism, and trashy silliness
featured in the most recent issue
(headlined “Popular Manifesto”)
does not represent what the paper was
intended to be.
I have nothing against absurdity or
nonsense, when it is well done. But
this is not well done nonsense. Truth
is, it is a selfiindulgent bit of nonsense
which insults its readers with pretensiousness and condescension.
Overall, the paper looks as if it were
put together by a few people who have
tried to ape the Beat poets and
watered-down version of the 1960s
counter-culture. They do not cven
know how to ape very well-the paper
lacks any spark of originality, of

creativity. The material isn’t even
politically provocative or funny. It is
not surreal, just egoistic and silly.
The presence in this context of two
evidently semi-serious items on Central America only makes light of people who are struggling for their lives,
and as such I find its inclusion particularly offensive.
It took me a while to think of any
purpose other than to allow the
authors to sec their own names in
print that this edition might serve, but
there is one. It may be of use to those
members of the Tufts Community
who have recently acquired a new
puppy, should the New York Times
prove insufficient for the housebreaking.
-Robert

Donnelly

Combat Racism At Tufts
continued from page 1

ed up to them, but diversity and
minority do mean more than skin
color.
This plan is a good base to begin
from and some of its ideas are already
being acted upon.
Destructive Problems
In The Movement
The group of students who were appalled by the recent incidents and
want to take some type of action are
a large and diverse group. A majority
of them are politically moderate.
However, some of the students are
politically left of center and will try to
use their new found voice to push a
variety of issues with the administration which will splinter the movement, thus ruining the chances for
constructive policy being established
for instances of prejudice.
For example, at all of the rallies
there are occassional cries reminding
us about divestment, sexism, classism,
denial of tenure to Professor Elias, and
Reagan’s wrongdoings in Central
America. These specific issues will
lose the movement its base support.
Many students who are against racism

support South African investment,
President Reagan, or the denial of
tenure.
Also, the administration is con- .
sistently being blamed by some in this
group as a cause of Tufts racism, as
a group that tolerates racism, or as a
group that is not doing “enough”.
These are the people who don’t take
time to think about the challenges that
the administration faces. It can not
change society in a minute and its is
subject to restrictions that the changes
in society places on it. It takes time
to evaluate where the problems are
and then go about fixing them.
It is not Jean Mayer’s fault if there
are racists on campus. It is his responsibility to increase minority enrollment if he thinks‘it is necessary, but
Tufts is a business which does not
have an unlimited amount of capital
to work with.

A Mandatory Class On
Prejudice Is Not Necessary

A popular request now amongst
some of the student groups is for a
mandatory class on racism to be taken
by all students. This is a bad idea
which will be met with strong

In my opinion there have been a
variety of outrageous complaints and
statements during these past few days.
First there was Ian Kremer’s statement on television that “Tufts is full
of racism and hatred” and that there
is a lot of oppression here. I do not
know which poll he took or which
world he lives in, but I have not felt
it running rampant throughout the
community.
Another offensive remark by
Kremer which was in his latest article claimed that everyone is racist.
What does that mean? He is struggling to create traces of evil in all of us
that will justify the actions he wants
to see taken by the administration and
the students. Someone with the ability to evaluate a human being for his
beliefs or the ‘Lcontent of his

Diversity
Finally, I wish to make a cominent
about diversity. A typical complaint
about Tufts is that it is too
homogenous, that there is no diversity. This is very far from the truth.
Diversity can mean many different
things- a person’s experiences, a person’s hobbies, and a person’s values
all contribute to making us different.
Thus a campus of 4000 white males
would be diverse, but it would not
have the same diversity as a campus
of 2000 white and 2000 black males.
One should not forget this.
This is an interesting time at Tufts,
a time when positive action can be
taken if the radical elements in this
diverse group do not try to achieve
resolution on all of their “pet” complaints.
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REAGAN, R.I.P.
William F. Buckley, Jr.
Since everybody in the whole
world is writing obituries of Ronald
Reagan, herewith something this side
of a necrophiliac account of what is
going on.
Our commentators are losing track
of the important point about Ronald
Reagan, which is that he is indeed a
different breed of person from the
kind we have become accustomed to
see make it to the top of the politcal
ladder. .
They were all-when you look back
on it-a pretty dumbfounded lot when
Reagan was first nominated, and then
elected. If you had asked Tony Lewis,
or Tom Wicker-let alone Arthur
Schlesinger or J.k. Galbraithwhether Ronald Reagan, Movie Star,
could become President of United
States and occupy the same office as
Woodrow Wilson and John F. Kennedy, they’d have smiled condescendingly, condescension being what
they are best at when confronting
views different from their own.
When he actually made it, they
looked away, although their lips kept
moving. they were saying prayers to
the effect that democracy must not be
overindulged in such matters as electing Reagan President of the United
States. They had plighted their troth
so strongly to democracy that they
were unwilling on the basis of this setback to apostatize: but it was a most
awful strain.
And then, on top of it all, things
began to go-righter would be a provocative way to put it: Things began
to get a little better. There was a fearful recession, but the damage done
was less than traumatic, and the
recovery was spirited. Down came inflation, down interest rates, down
unemployment, up with economic
growth. Abroad, Reagan gave out
encephalaphonically plain signals: a
steady hum of hardheaded tranquilit y while Soviet czars were crowned,
and died, year after year. When
Moscow was selling season tickets for
state funerals, President Reagan was
deploying theater weapons in Europe
(as he had promised to do), agreeing

to meet in Summit conference
whenever the Soviet leaders desiredbut no hurry.
Meanwhile, our Defense Department was quietly oiling its rusty
arsenal, suddenly there were
volunteers aplenty to man our armed
forces, applications for West Point
and Annapolis and the Air Force
Academy rose, we aborted a Soviet
operation in Grenada. There were the
setbacks-persistent deficits, persistend wildness in the Middle East. But
the deliberate judgement of the
American people, after four years of
Ronald Reagan, Movie star, was: four
more years. A judgement in which 49
states concurred.
And then- finally-t he banana
peel. A couple of more years of what
had come before and our critical community would have turned itself in to
the funny farm and tossed the
democratic keys out the window. It
was, as The New Republic’s Michael
Kinsley said unabashedly: too good to
be true.

Tip O’Neill, retiring after a lifetime
of legislative irresponsibility, announced that Reagan was not fit to be
President, the most ill-informed man
T i D had ever seen in the White
House. George MchGovern, who won
one state when he offered his brainy
self to the voters, 25 years after working for the election of Henry Wallace,
said that Reagan was, well, quite
simply unfit to be President.
Garry Wills anticipated the banana
peel by writing an entire book the
thesis of which is that Ronald Reagan
creates his own surrealisms, that he
never really succeeded in climbing out
of his movie set.
In England, the highbrows are so
overjoyed by the whole thing they
cannot stand it: Reagan had to slip,
otherwise the whole world would need
to go to the National Bureau of Standards’ Department of Weights and
Measures and ask such questions as:
Are you quite sure that a pound is
made up of 16 ounces, a gallon of four
quarts? I mean, if Reagan could be a

successful President, then every
premise of self-government would
need to be re-examined.
What they missed about Ronald
Reagan is the most important thing to
recognize about him. It is this: that no
one-not Pericles, not Erasmus, not
JFK-could be a President capable of
discharging all the duties imposed
upon him by the one hundred Congresses since the launching of our
Republic. Reagan’s skill is peculiar to
his temperment: He believes in a
series of certitudes. And, believing
them, he has an ordered sense of
priorities. These are organically arranged, so that he does not spend
hours on trivial problems.
He made a major mistake in
deciding to traffic with Iran, and the
bureaucratic resiliency of his office
was insufficient to handle the ensuing
strains. I)ut-caution! Do not go further than that in counting him out:
Ronald Reagan will continue to
dominate this stretch of American
history.

Sununu Clarifies Seabrook And Energy Issues
Barrv Weber E’87
On Thursday, February 19, Governor Sununu, (R-New Hampshire)
presented a lecture at the Fletcher
’ School of Law and Diplomacy on
regional energy concerns.
His speech had three main thrusts:
the critical and near immediate needs
for a comprehensive regional energy
plan to meet New England’s growing
power needs, the possibilities for
meeting this need, which included the
Seabrook nuclear power plant, and
the bad politics which currently surround Seabrook.
Governor Sununu, who is also a
Professor of Mechanical Engineering
at Tufts (on leave), has been involved in energy related issues for much
of his life on both a scientific and
[e has long been try-

‘

ing to make other regional political
leaders recognize the need for a rational regional energy plan. He began
his speech with statistics which emphasized this need.
F o r example, the peak New
England demand for power is 17,000
Megawatts (MW), which occurs
12-24 times per year. New England
can not supply this demand and supplies the energy with emergency buys
from other utilities and reduced power
outputs. The region has been experiencing 4-6 percent energy demand
growth per year despite constant projections of only 1-2 percent increase.
* Consequently, the crunch for more
energy sources, despite alternative
energy and conservation, will be upon
us shortly.
At a recent New England governors
meeting at Plymouth, Massachusetts,

the Governors agreed that after
Seabrook goes on line and after
2000MW of power is purchased from
Canadian hydro electric utilities,
2000-11000MW of power will be
needed by the yeAr 2000. His realistic
estimate is 6000MW, about six times
the output of the Seabrook nuclear
facility,
After emphasizing the need for a
coherent, regional plan, Governor
Sununu began to explain some of the
problems in achieving this regional
plan. The biggest communication problem stems from Governor Dukakis
of Massachusetts.
Sununu believes that Dukakis’ actions stem from his plan to run for
President in 1988. As evidence,
Sununu noted that Dukakis is following, almost exactly, the Fitzsimmons
report, a report commissioned by the

Governor which outlines politically
expedient methods for using the
Seabrook issue to gain media
attention.
Furthermore, opponents to
Seabrook are selectively listening to
opponents’ cries of structural defects
(for instance Representative Markey)
and ignoring reports by experts from
both the utility and the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission that
Seabrook is structurally safe.
Since Governor Dukakis currently
refuses to work out evacuation plans
for Massachusetts towns that are near
the Seabrook facility, Sununu hopes
to bring the federal government into
this issue, since the federal government should have jurisdiction considering this isaue is technically a matter of interstate commerce. However,
continued on page 11
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They wanted a fair trial?
Boston University recently held a panel discussion
regarding the trial and conviction of Bernard Coard
and Gen. Hudson Austin in Grenada. One of the
panelists was your good friend and ours former (thank
God) Attorney General Ramsey Clark. He (and others)
were apparently complaining that the poor general and
his friend were not given a fair trial and that the
Grenadian government under orders from the U. S.
ran roughshod over justice. We won’t spend any space
discussing the merits of their argument here. We will,
however, settle for asking the question: How fair was
the trial given to the late Maurice Bishop and ten of
his supporters when Coard and Austin had them shot
like dogs in the street in 1983? But Clark et a1 didn’t
discuss that.

Qaddafi, again
Stupdity of the Month: 01’ Moammar the Mad is still
plugging away in Chad with his not-so-great Libyan
army. Only now he not only is fighting the French
and the Chadian government, but also the rebels he
once supported have turned on him as well.
Somewhere out there there must be a bomb with his
name on it.

We think its frightening
too!

A recent poll of school age children revealed some sur-

prising information. When asked what they thought
of the Soviet Union, 16.8 percent, the highest
response, thought of it as “threatening. ” Another
16.3 percent called it “restrictive.” And 7.3 percent
considered the Evil Empire to be “humanitarian’’ and
“caring, ” Now a Harvard psycholdgist called these
numbers “frightening, ” apparentingly concerned that
so many children have such a malevolent view of the
enemy. However, we find these numbers frightening
as well. Where is God’s name did they find 7.3 percent who believe the U.S.S.R. is humanitarian and
caring?

Another Poll
Some interesting news for those on the peacenik left
who think children should have some say in the conduct of foreign policy; you know, the Samantha Smith
syndrome. A 1984 scientific opinion poll revealed that
84 percent of school age children have fears of nuclear
war in one form or another. However, 90 percent of
a different group of children (same age, though) said
that they believe in Santa Claus. Now before the PTA
gets itself worked u p in a tither, children should
believe in fantasies, but for Pete’s sake foreign policy
makers should not. On the other hand, that has never
stopped the State Department.

‘Did you hear the latest rumor going around regarding
the Iran-Contra arms deal? Apparently, the Iranian
government has realized that they got a raw deal in
the arms sales, having been charged too much for the
weapons they bought (cost-overruns seem to be
everywhere!). Anyway, the Iranians want their money
back. Maybe they ought to sue.

More on the Left
The month of February saw disorganized and
haphazard advent of a local chapter of the Democratic
Socialists of America. Charming. It’s just what this
campus needs, another left-wing group as if the six
or seven others weren’t enough already.

God and Man in the
Kremlin
Bless the Illini Review for reporting in its February
issue that, “according to Helen Caldicott, ‘the Soviet
Union is more like Jesus Christ than the United
States.’ And in a way she’s right: the United States
doesn’t yet clhim for itself divine authority over
souls. ”

Jean Mayer’s Choice
Well, we can only say that we knew he would. President Mayer has once again used the selection of Commencement Speaker to spruce up his liberal credentials. His choice of feminist Gloria Steinem comes as
no surprise since she was the first choice for commencement speaker last year too, but could not attend. One wonders how the selection process works.
However, the best The Primary Source can offer is
our condolences to the Class of 1987.
L

Fooling all of the people
There are days when I feel I should pack it in, that
I’m a complete fraud, that I don’t deserve any of the
accolades I’ve received, that the world is going to
discover that I’m a fraud.
-Jane Fonda

In God’s Name
Just before the conclusion of the Mayoral race in
Chicago last week, one of Jane Byrne’s supporters,
a reverend in one of the city’s ethnic neighborhoods,
said: “We declare her mayor in Jesus Christ’s name.”
Considering the state of Chicago politics and the fact
that Byrne lost, God must have stayed home on election day. And that reverend ought to feel a little silly
right now.

1

Secession? Again?
Our warmest compliments go to the Wall SrreetJournal’s sense of humor for reporting the following in
their “Minor Memos” column recently: ‘‘Misreading
the word ‘succeed’ in his inaugural address, Gov.
Clements declared: ‘The people of Texas want us to
secede. ”’

Political Potpourii
One short political note. Senator Jesse Helms (N.C.R) won the ranking minority seat on the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee from Richard Lugar of
Indiana. Measured congratulations are in order. After
all, while Sen. Helms does tend to get carried away
on South Africa or Chile, he is kind of a giant in
American politics no matter what you think of him.
Either he is the epitome of what you oppose or you
can be sure at least one man in the Congress votes
his mind. Besides, we hear the State Department is
apoplectic so it can’t be all bad.

The Value Of A Liberal
Arts ’Education

Presidential Notes

At a,recent meeting to discuss problems that exist
on this campus, a Tufts Senator made a very absurd
remark. She claimed that her liberal arts education
was limited because most of her professors had been
middlehpper class white males. This statement is
ridiculous considering the available diversity of
courses that exist at Tufts as well as our library filled with readings on every topic imaginable and written by every variety person. A liberal arts education
is not gathered strictly from the ciassroom.

Some good news regarding the 1988 Presidential campaign. Pat Buchanan has decided not to run for President. Now we can almost sympathize with his intentions; after all, there ought to be at least one real conservative in a moderate Republican pack. But even
better news is that five months after his announcment,
Pat Robertson has only 10 percent of his signatures
urging him to run for President. He’ll go down in
history as the only man who peaked three years before
the election.

i
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Cara Amelbaum 1’88
At last, I found it! An affordable yet
good restaurant in the Copley Place
area. Directly across from this exclusive and expensive Plaza there lies
a wonderful restaurant and bar- J.B.
Hillary’s.
Last Saturday night my friend and
I chanced upon it. We had intended
to eat dinner and see a movie at
Copley place; but the restaurants were
so over-priced that we quickly opted
to search elsewhere for our nourishment. We wandered into a very
crowded and quaint place that
resembled Fridays on a slightly more
elegant scale. A glance at the menu informed us that we could indeed inform this place; and so we were cheerfully ushered into the bar for our “45
minute wait. ”
The bar was rather generic and
noisy. It had the typical huge bar in
the center and the customary cafe
tables surrounding it. We were
greeted by a waiter who brought us a
list of specialty drinks and appetizers.
Prices ranged from $3.25-6.50 for appetizers. We decided to share an order
of Buffalo wings. The wings were

0

delicately fried in a moderately spicy
glaze; they were tender and flavorful.
The dish was garnished by celery
sticks and a creamy, chunky bleu
cheese dip.
After only a 30 minute wait, we
were seated in the restaurant itself.
Our waitress was friendly and very efficient. We were immediately brought
warm, crusty rolls and butter to OCcupy us, as we perused the menu. The
menu contained several salads, Mexican and Cajun dishes and several
grilled beef, chicken, and seafood
dishes. The salads were priced from
$5.95-6.95 and the other entrees ranged from $7.95-10.95.
My companion chose the Seafoodpast Salad and I selected the grilled
Shrimp Kebob. My dinner was accompanied by a standard, mixedgreen salad with an average creamy
Italian dressing. The entrees arrived
soon after. My friend’s plate was
heaped with a mound of salad greens,
pasta shells, baby shrimp, crabmeat,
and bay scallops in a simple
mayonnaise-based dressing. The dish
was as fresh and delicious as it was
plentiful.
My Shrimp Kabob consisted of
three skewers of large shrimp, slices

’S

of onion, peppers, and tomatoes served over a-bed of flavorful wild rice.
The shrimp was marinated in a dijontaragon sauce which provided a
delicious compliment to the shrimp
and vegetables.
My friend and I were both too full
to even consider dessert. But J.B.
Hillary’a has several tantalizing selections, such as Ben and Jerry’s ice

cream, pecan pie, chocolate mouse
cake, Jamocha almond cheese cake,
etc. whose prices ranged from
$2.95-3.95.
J.B. Hillary’s was a huge success on
practically all accounts. The atmosphere is nothing to speak of but
it is more than made up for by its inexpensiveness, good service, and excellent food.

WHAT I S A

POET‘S
PLACE
REPUBLICAN
PARTY
REPTILE?
T H E RPR AGENDA:

“The Landscape Without You”
Long ago apple blossom

aerobics
taxation without tax loopholes
jewelry on men

I remember the haunting fragrance,

government interferencein
private affairs (unless the
government brings over extra
girls and some ice)

The dry wall, cool, and you.

guns, drugs, fast cars
free love (if our girlfriends
don’t find out)

$6.95 paperback

Scattered stars over the April night.

W a firm stand on the Middle East
(raze buildings, burn crops,
plow the earth with salt, and
sell the population into
bondage)

“REPUBLICAN PARTY REPTILE is hilarious. 1 laughed so hard reading
this book that my armchair needs reupholstering. P.J. O’Rourke has
to be the funniest writer going, and boy does he go. This is highoctane wit, S.J. Perelman on acid!’
-Christopher Buckley
author of The White House Mess

THE A T L A N T I C M O N T H L Y PRESS

DISTRIBUTED BY LITTLE BROWN AND CO.

Yet you are long since gone
With the star-blossom air.
Your face is empty, your words unspelled.
But the flowers of night,
The tottering stars, the varmth
That was born for other days,
Are clearer than a passionate heart.
Somehow I see your going

As a reassurance.
The landscape without you
Remains intact, the memory pure.

It was the essence of dreams,
The integrity of earth

--

White blossoms and bright stars
Lasting beyond our love.
-Regina

Merzlak
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William Martin A’87

.

Mikhail Gorbachev, General
Secretary of the Soviet Union, has
declared a new policy of c‘glasnost’’,
or openness. It has received tremendous media attention in both the
United States and the Soviet Union.
Upon first glance one thinks that the
Western press is its most immediate
beneficiary, rather than the’ Soviet
people. This aside, it is worthwhile
examining this “new” policy. First
some observations.
It is correct to say that Mikhail Gorbachev wants to amend the Soviet
system. In an address to the Central
Committee last week, he outlined
some areas for reform; The party apparatus was criticized for allowing
padding, bribe taking, sycophancy;
inertia and a moribund economy;
alcohol and drug abuse; and dishonesty and greed. The performance of the
economy ,growing at a low 2 percent,
is blamed on these bureaucratic
deficiencies.
Interestingly enough there has been
no move to establish incentives
through partial privatiizaion, as in
Deng’s China. Instead efficiency will
come from tighter control of the
economic system and a cracking down
on the aforementioned social problems. The idea is that eliminating
alcoholism necessarily creates incentive to produce with more efficiency.
Most economists refute such a notion.
In any case, the Soviets need
money’badly. John Grey, in his book
on Liberalism, reminds us of the
Calculation Debate of the 1920’s in
which Friedrich Hayek demonstrated
the “impossibility of rational resource
allocation in a socialist order. ” He
continues by noting that central
economic planning has beencharacterized by, “shortage,
malinvestment, black markets and
dependency on Western capital,
technology and foodstuffs.” And the
economy is not the only cause of
draining funds.
The Soviets have a number of pet
projects usch as the guerilla
movements in Latin America to feed,
(necessary to keep fragile and growing democracies fragile and ‘growing.’) There is a puppet regime in
Afghanistan fighting and killing its
own population, with requisite Soviet
troops: Then there. is cousin Fidel’s
4 billion dollar foreign debt and interventionist schemes, alleviated only through huge Soviet subsidies.
In addition there are weapons and
parades to be funded on the African
continent. For example, while
Ethiopia’s people starve and try to
march in relocation plans, Mr.
Megistu and company celebrate the
joys of Soviet‘style communism by
staging military extravaganzas to the
tune of 250 million dollars.
Now, while one could suggest that
the Soviet leadership decrease exorbitant percentages of the GNP devoted
to defense, but this would be
“unrealistic. ” After all, Russians are
innately paranoid, and must provide
for their own security, even if this
means maintaining troops, barbed
wire and nuclear missiles in places
non’Russean and whose peoples are
not innately paranoid. Without such
safeguards indigenous populations
might
actually
want

selpdetermination. Even with such
deterrents, these peoples have
revolted (Hungary) and have fled to
the West (everywhere by the
millions).
So Mikhail Gorbachev must turn to
the West for money. There is hope
that a “detente like” atmosphere will
encouage peaceful economic relations
(read: Western concessions). Such
would result in Western invesiment-’influx. The best way to achieve this
is through what the Soviets do bestmanipulate.
Enter glasnost, a peculiar type of
Soviet “openness,” totalitarianism
with a smile if you will. It involves
shrewd selfkriticism, “economic
reford”, releasing a few dissidents, a
few Jews, and sacking certain gerontocrats. Its chief spokesman is
relatively young,. well’groomed, articulate, and, to some, convincing. He
has a wife who is thin, wears Gucci
shoes and buys Cartier eayings’priced
at 10,000 dollars. But most of all he
knows how to court the Western
press, U.S. politicians, and
intellectuals.
Thus far he has been successful in
conveying a message of “peace” to
those who seek “peace” at any price.
(And unfortunately there are many of
this kind in the West). His opposition
to SDI is shared by many ho view
such a stance as synonomous with
peaceful pursuits, regardless of the
fact that the Soviets are trying to
develop the same defense capabilities.
Another sure winner has been his
support of the Nobel Peace Prize recipients, the InternationaI Physicians
for the Prevention of Nuclear War.
Lord only knows what physicians do
to prevent nuclear war. But, in any
case, they provide for nice photo opportunities. (Notice that both
aforementioned Soviet and American
doctors have refrained from criticizing the Soviet government, while both
have, of course, lambasted the Reagan
administration).
Similarly, most recently, Gorbachev
hosted a “peace forum” at the
Kremlin. Attending were J. K.
Galbraith, Norman Mailer, Shirley
Maclaine, Paul Newman et al. They

gathered 900 others from around the
world to talk about preventing nuclear
war. (One would have loved to be a
fly on the wall to hear how Shirley
Maclaine would go about preventing
nuclear holocaust.) In any case,
everyone came away happy and
assured that the Soviet leader was a
true peacenik.
However, more realistic. observers‘Ztect a bit of naiveite. Experience has
proven time and time again that such
Soviet overtures are usually words
with no backing in deed. Peace conferences and the like are all well and
good when the participants are equals,
moral and physical. But such is not
the case. United Fruit pales in comparison to Soviet Imperialism.
Behind the‘ sanguine glasnost lies
the grim reality of life in the Soviet
Union, and its surrogates around the
globe. One needs only listen to the
reports of dissidents and exiles of this
empire. With all of Gorbachev’s
“reform”;Natan Scharansky reminds
us that there are still some 328,000
Jews ineligible to emmigrate, five
million slaves in labor camps, and six
million half-slaves at reindoctrination
facilities. For him and Yuri Orlov the
current changes are superficial and
meant to deceive the West.
In reaction to the physicaiaris
’group, Orlov told a San Francisco audience, “They (the Soviet government) are just participating in a
public’relation game played by the
Soviet government and nothing
more. ” He continued by saying that
Americans who attempt to bring
about cultural and scientific links are
simply naive.
Likewise, former Soviet officials,
Arkady Shevchenko and Stanislav
Levchenk warn the U.S. that the intentions of the Soviets are to “milk the
West for all it is worth, in a drive to
expand the empire.” Non Soviets like
Armando Valladares, in his book
Against AI1 Hope tells of twentyltwo
’ savage years in Castro’s prisons.
In Nicaragua, a nation which is
quickly becoming totaiitarianized,
Violetta Chamorro (editor of the now
closed La Prensa, and former
outspoken critic of Somoza) relays

that the Sandinistas are, thanks to

I

Soviet aid, far more brutal than the
former Somoza regime ever dared to
be. Supporting these claims are the
millions who have fled, and those
who, despite the barbed wire, will
continue to attempt to do so.
But the facts will be ignored by
those who prefer to follow abstract notions. of peace contingent only upon
the existence of nuclear arsenals. They
disregard the fact that both the U.S.
and the Soviet Union have a common
interest in preventing their own selfannihilations. Similarly, they do not
see that both both powers do not wish
for some Third World megalomaniac
to get hold of nuclear capabilities.
They also fail to accept the logic of
William F. Buckley, Jr. who has said
that instead of blowing ourselves to
smitherjnes ten times over, we may
reduce that capability to five times.
In sum, these idealistic Western
elements see the Soviet Union solely
as a nuclear power, in effect America’s
political and moral equal. Therefore
glasnost is enough to convince these
individuals of good Soviet intentions.
To them, cultural exchanges, the
Bolshoi, and surface bureacratic
shakeups seem to be the best deterrent of all.
And while these same high’minded
and magnanimous groups in the West
cry out against human rights abuses
in South Africa and Chile, they remain ,silent vis-a-vis the most
egregious abuser of them all. Their
demands for immediate and drastic
change in the former two nations are
conspicuouslyabsent in the case of the
Soviet Empire.
The peoples of this vast totalitarian
domain struggle to achieve what
Westerners take for granted every day
and hope that the faint cries of brave
men like Natan Scharansky have some
effect. Yet even after all this time,
gullible pursuers of “peace” are enchanted by the talismanic powers of
Mr. Gorbachev and his glasnosr.

COMMUNIST ROOTS OF THE A, N. C.
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James Burke A’87

Towards the end of January we had
the unfortunate experience of witnessing the appalling spectacle of a nationwide tour by the nominal head of the
African National Congress, OIiver
Tambo. I use the term “nominal
head” since the sad reality is that the
South African Communist Party
(SACP), and the International
Department of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union assuage a
predominant influence over, if not
control of, the ANC.
What !?! Echo liberals and leftists
alike. All too many in the West have
displayed an astounding degree of ignorance, or, at best, a certain
cognitive dissonance as to the true
political alternative which the ANC
offers the oppressed peoples of South
Africa.
The ANC, with the sizeable help of
Soviet “active measure” outlets, has
succeeded in portraying itself, both
within South Africa and without, as
the banner carrier of the antiApartheid crusade. Having done so,
the ANC has managed to win the
hearts and minds of the liberal-left
throughout the world.
It is impossible to diminish the fact
that the ANC’s political power is
significant and must be dealt with in
order to prevent massive bloodletting
in South Africa. However, without a
clear understanding of what the ANC
is, those in the U.S. who see the ANC
as a true political alternative in South
Africa are destined to help precipitate
a bloodbath in the name of (‘dismantling” the morally repugnant system of
apartheid.
Unfortunately, I fear, the ANC’s

warnings about the ANC nor believe
them before it is too late. The writing
is on the wall and the evidence is
abundant.
We have all heard the liberal argument that the ANC was “driven” to
violence. T h e ANC was started in
1912 as a black nationalist organization devoted to non-violent evolutionary change in South Africa. The
ANC began to change its tactics in the
fifties as the South African Communist Party-an extremely loyal
Soviet-controlled agency-began to
infiltrate the ANC and exert an increasing level of influence on the decisionmaking process.
Unkhomto We Sizwe, the terrorist
wing of the ANC, was formed under .
the leadership of two known members
of the SACP, Nelson Mandela and Joe
Slovo. SACP domination of the
ANC’s Executive Committee would
not be complete, however, until the
mid-seventies. Former members of
the ANC-invaluable resources in
analyzing the ANC and who have
been targets of ANC and KGB
assassination attempts-have testified
before Congress about the takeover of
the ANC by the SACP. In 1982, hearings were held concerning Soviet and
East German involvement in Southern
Africa. The resulting report brought
forth an abundance of both testimony
and documentary evidence of SACP
control of the ANC.
One individual who testified was a
certain Miss Kave, a former colleague
of Steven Biko who was asked by Biko
to infitrate the ANC in order to assess
the veracityof reports received by him
of SACP control over the ANC. Her
experiences with the ANC included
clandestine meetings with the KGB,
the PLO, a Dutch Communist, and,
ultimately, interrogation sessions by
the KGB in Moscow. Her intimate

knowledge of the make-up and
logistics support network for the ANC
led her to conclude that the ANC was
and is without a doubt now controlled by the SACP and that the ANC
and SACP had successfully penetrated
the 1eadership.structures of the South
African Congress of Trade Unions
(SACTU), the UDF, and numerous
student organizations.
Indeed, to conclude that the ANC
is communist-dominated, one need
only read the ANC’s own publication
Sechaba, wherein oneran find not only prescriptions for a Communist
South Africa but also statements of
the ANC’s eternal allegiance with the
SACP.
Many of the ANC’s devoted
followers often see the growth in the
ANC’s political power as the natural
consequence of the intransigence of
South Africa’s ruling whites to
dismantle apartheid. Yet, one could
also argue that ANC political power
has expanded primarily because of the
lack of opposing political groups.
Former ANC members and others
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ANC, with KGB assistance (logistics
support enabling KGB members to
travel all over the globe), have conducted a campaign of political
assassinationstargeting such groups as
AZAPO, Inkatha, black elected officials (a moderating force and an
obstacle to the development of a
revolutionary situation in South
Africa), the Pan-Africanist Congress,
and even the Black Conciousness
Movement in the late 1970’s.
The Black Con’sciousness‘Movement
under the leadership of Steve Biko, it
should be remembered, sought to promote non-violent change and a black
African nationalist alternative to white
rule. After Steve Biko’s death, should
the Black Consciousness Movement
have continued in its role as the
leading anti-apartheid organization in
South Africa, as it was in the 1970’s,
it would have precluded the growth of
ANC power. Hence, as the former
Biko confidant Miss Kave testified,
the ANC began to assassinate key
Movement leaders and then, with
SACP SUDDOIT. tried to blame it on the
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IETIZING AFGHANISTAN:
AN EXERCISE IN MASS MURDER
’

The Hon. Gordon Humphrey

The Soviet Union has maintained
its barbarous occupation of
Afghanistan for seven years. More
than one million have been killed or
wounded, and millions more have
become refugees from a war that the
U.S. Congress, the United Nations,
and other international bodies have
deemed genocidal.
What has the free world learned
from this bloody war? What progress
has the Afghan resistance made in
seven agonizing years? Unfortunately, not much. There is a haunting
sense of deja vu in the world’s tepid
reaction to the “non-story of the
twentieth century.” One is reminded
of the complacency--even disbelief-that met the news of Hitler’s extermination of the Jews before and dur.ing World War 11.
Selective moral indignation has
become commonplace in international
bodies that are supposed to promote
peace and freedom. Sadly, it has also
become common in the U.S. Congress
and on American College campuses-places where intellectual hnoesty and
a reverence for freedom should be
‘sacred.
The result is that in the arena of international public opinion and
diplomacy, the Soviet Union and its
cities. Experts generaIly concur the
willing to fight for their freedom, the
“Democratic
Republic
of
Afghan -puppet
puppet regime ,in Afghanistan have
- - ree;ime maintains an
made out like bandits. Mr. Gorbachev
Afghanistan” would survive less than
embassy in the ‘(Land of the Free.”
and his comrades have racked up one
24 hours following a Soviet pullout.
And the Star-Spangled Banner flies
.
_.
For the seventh straight year, the
every day at the U.S. Embassy in
progpaganda
victory after another,
allowing them to escalate with imU.N. General Assembly has called for
Kabul, at the seat of, the Afghan
punity their military assault and theZ-Soviet
withdrawal. ,The U.N. has-criminal
re“gim$.
atrocious violations of human rights.
published extensive reports of human
The war in Afghanistan is,not a
But a beam of light broke through
rights violations and has acknowledg“bush war.” It is not a question simpthe seemingly impassive arena of
ed “A situation approaching
ly of whether some Moslem querrillas,
Western public opinion when The
genocide” in Afghanistan. Yet that
pledged to fight their holy war as long
New York Times asked in a recent
as a single man is left, can somehow
same United Nations.welcomes the
editorial: By what right does the
butchers of Afghanistan into the inovercome the mightiest land army in
Soviet Puppet regime represent the
ternational diplomatic community.
the world. It is a question of whether
nation of Afghanistan at the United
The American government is no
the cost can be raised high enough to
Nations?
better. Despite President Reagan’s
induce the Communists to withdraw.
It is a question of whether those who
Good question: T h e Afghan
repeated insistence that we stand
squarely behind the Afghan resistance
resistance holds far more territory and
enjoy real freedom, and who have the
in its fight for freedom, he told
popular support than do the Soviet
knowledge and the ability to speak out
resistance leaders it would be
puppets, So much more, in fact, that
against oppression, have the intellecpremature” to recognize them of120,000 Soviet troops, armed with
tual and moral honesty to look beyond
ficially. Despite the inspiring rhetoric
the chic causes of popular protest.
MI-24 attack helicopters and
of the Reagan Doctrine, which says
sophisticated weapons, have failed
Afghanistan has somehow not made
that free peoples have a moral obligaafter seven years to control
it into the class of popular causes. No
tion to support those around the globe
one has held national sing alongs or
Afghanistan’s second and third largest
’
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sit ins, no rock starts have staged
marathon aid benefits for the victims
of the Afghan war. No campus groups
build replicas of Afghan refugee tents
and carry banners ordering the Soviet
Army out.of that innocent nation. No
one orders the bogus diplomats out of
the U.N. and out of Washington.
T h e simple, brave people of
Afghanistan have fought a lonely and
devastating war for seven years. They
must wonder: where are the voices of
protest who now enjoy the very
freedoms for which the are fighting?

Senator’ Gordon J. Humphrey is a
Republican representing the State of
New Hampshire. This article originally
appeared as a guest editorial in the Drrrmouth Review.

Notable and Quotable
“Love is vital. Love is creation. It is love that
shapes the plastic clay into shapes divinely fair.
Love carves all statues, writes all poems, paints all
canvasses that glorify the walls where color revels;
sings all the songs that enchant one’s ears.”

M e r Communism the people are secure. VerY few
7er escape.

-J. Kesner Kahn

-Elbert

,‘TheUnited States should announce in no uncer:ain terms that we are against disarmament, that
Ne need our armaments--all that we presently have
md more-in order to prevent war or, if war is
forced upon us, to win it.”
-Senator Barry Goldwater

Hubbard

..

An economist is a fellow who can describe a thousand
ways to make love, but doesn’t know any girls.
-Roger Clawson
’

Great spirits have always encountered violent opposition from mediocre minds.

“Far better it is to dare mighty things, to win great
triumphs, even though checkered by failure, than
to sank with those poor spirits who neither enjoy
much nor suffer much, because they live in the
gray twilight that knows neither victory nor
defeat. ’)

-Albert Einstein

-Theodore Rooseveft

A consewative is a fellow who is standing athwart the
tradegies of hiscoy yelling “STOP!”

. .

-William F . Buckley, Jr,

BEHOLD, THE GRAVE
Behold, the grave of a wicked man,
And near it, a stern spirit.
There came a drooping maid with violets,
But the spirit grasped her arm.
“No flowers for him,” he said.
The maid wept:
“Ah, I loved him.”
But the spirit, grim and frowning:
“No flowers for him.”
Now, this is itIf the spirit was just,
Why did the maid weep?
-Stephen

Cran

,
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government.
Similarly, the Pan-Africanist Congress, which is an offshoot of the ANC
that calls for violent revolution b u t as
a more black nationalist alternative
and one that is not aligned with or
controlled by the SACP or the Soviet
Union, became the target of an ANC
assassination campaign.
The ANC is thus waging the classic
Communist strategy of trying to
eliminate or coTopt, first and
foremost, not the “oppressive”
government in Pretoria ’but competing
leftist political a n d revolutionary
organizations in an effort to assume
the role as the leading “vanguard”
party of the revolution. To this end,
the ANC has been very successful.
There can be little doubt about both
the ANC strategy a n d objectives. T h e
pacifist and black nationlist ANC of
pre-war days has mutated into a fullgrown member of the “Revolutionary
Democratic Alliance” (the rubric for
National Liberation Movements).
This reality, while accepted by few on
the Left in the U.S., is clearly seen by
the Soviet Union, which has shown
little effort to mask its influence over
the ANC.
The Soviet Union has given enormous amounts of military aid to the
ANC, trained its members in Angola
and in the Soviet Union, as well as giving the logistics support necessary to
get the PLO-PFLP to train ANC
guerillas (this information came from
documents captured by the South
African Defense Forces on some of
their numerous raids of ANC and
Angolan facilities), given propaganda
support to the ANC (instructing
world Communist movements to protray the ANC as the legitimate ieader
of South African blacks in their antiapartheid protests), a n d most importantly, diplomatic support.
Indeed, the Soviets seem so certain
of rheir influence over the ANC that
Oliver Tarnbo has been granted the
privilege of having a seat on the Executive Committee of the World Peace
Council, a Soviet front mn by the
Soviet Central Committee’s 1ntm-mtional Department.
While liberals in Congress cried O u t
in anger when ~ a n i Ortega
e ~
visited
the Soviet union, there was no such
outcry when Oliver T a m b o was
received by General Secretary Gorbachev in a ceremony befitting a head
of state. And he hasn’t even gotten into power yet! Could it b e that Cor-

bachev sees something others do not?
Thus we find conservatives screaming bloody murder over the recent
meeting between Secretary of State
George Shultz and Tambo. The State
Department did, however, issue a
disclaimer which put forth its concerns about the degree of Soviet influence over the ANC. If it had to
issue such a disclaimer, why did the
Secretary of State choose to meet with
Tambo?
T h e meeting only served t o
legitimize the ANC-SACP alliance as
a viable political alternative when
what we ought to be doing is searching
to find more viable political opposition
groups with moderate and leftist
ideologies and support those that are
truly non-aligned.
Buthelezi’s Inkatha is one option
but it cannot, of necessity, be the only one as Inkatha is primarily Zulubased. We need to support groups
which are not already ANC-SACP
aligned and which wil draw support
away from the Communist front in
other black tribes where ANC support
is strongest or growing..
Attempting to involve the ANC in
a political dialogue is perhaps a sign

of the political impotence of the
United States in trying influence
events in South Africa. It is at best a
damage limitation effort reduced to
trying to influence the ANC away
from pursuing a course hell-bent on
bloody revolution. The ANC is
unlikely to ever change its strategy, as
it has been too successful so far.
Violent revolution will be the only
manner i n the ANC and SACP can
assure the assumption of power.
Political evolution, not revolution,
is what is needed and our conscience
demands. Sadly, though, it may
already be too late. Liberal and Leftist support of the ANC and its objectives, emanating even from such
hallowed halls of democracy as the
U. S. Congress, have reached absurd
proportions. Congressmen choose not
to meet Buthelezi but do so with
Oliver Tambo. The New York Times
plays up Tambo’s purported broadbased support (I often wonder what
amount of support the ANC’s stated
objectives have among black adults in
this children’s revolution).
Yet, the same New York Times
places as minor details, at best, such
revealing episodes in Tambo’s grand

tour as the sad spectacle of giving contradictory and obviously false
statements about ANC support of the
practice of ‘necklacing” before the
National Press Club and the fact that,
in the face of persistent questions by
reporters, he refused to renounce
Communism or his Soviet alignment.
As long as there is vocal public support for the ANC the liberal politicians will continue to play politics, to
the detriment of blacks in South
Africa who aspire for true freedom,
not the facade of Communism.
I was astounded to hear recently
that “politically aware” rock and
rollers have decided to forward proceeds from the sale of the Sun City
album to the ANC. Truly absurd is
the fact that these proceeds were
solicited with the promise that South
African blacks would receive
humanitarian aid. Am I to believe that
giving support to Communists, who
torture, maim, and murder innocent
individuals, and whose leader is a jetsetting fop is a form of humanitarian
aid?
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Amerika Wasn’t Propa

a: It Was Boring!
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In 1983, ABC broadcasted The Day
After, a controversial movie that attempted to describe life after a nuclear
war. Many conservatives interpreted
the movie as a one-sided argument for
nuclear disarmament.
This year, ABC recently broadcasted Amerika, an equally controversial miniseries that attempted to
describe life‘ in a futuristic Sovietoccupied United States. As some conservatives did in 1983, the American
left has lost its collective marbles over
an ill-conceived program with little
substance and no entertainment value.
I have watched only parts of the
miniseries; it is too long-winded and
slow-paced to endure for more than
short periods of time. I am convinced that any movie in which Kris
Kristofferson (who, ironically, is a
spokesman for the United Nations) is
the star is doomed from conception.
I would much rather see Marie1 Hemingway pouting in a Maxwell House
commercial than watch her act as the
charming mistress of an endearing
KGB agent.
When ABC announced its intention
to broadcast the miniseries in 1986,
the Soviet Union responded by making vague threats against ABC News
correspondents stationed in Moscow.
The Soviet government, which inundates its citizens with anti-American
propaganda, complained that
Amerika would foster “unhealthy
anti-Soviet feelings” in the United

.

States. The Soviet government
itself
fosters anti-Soviet feelings more effectively than any third-rate miniseries
on American televsion.
Those who feel threatened by the
program evidently see the American
public as an assortment of mindless
saps who soak up implied messages
(which are mysteriously absent from
Amerika) like a sponge. To the Left,

Arnerika will transform the American
public into a collection of vitriolic,
xenophobic McCarthyites.
I have to give television viewers
more credit; if they can stay awake
long enough to watch some of this insufferably boring miniseries, they will
probabIy find it harmless and
outlandish.
Several editorial boards of various
newspapers (including..our own Tuftsw
Daily) have spoken out again&. the
miniseries. In a grand exercise of
restraint, most editors have not urged censorship of the program.
Equally, it is almost refreshing to
see the American left, which has so
willingly and ably censored groups
like the CIA and supporters of the
-1

Nigaraguan Contras, merely urge
those who watch Amerika to think for
themselves. .
Ironically, the vast amount of attention given to Amerika has aroused
tremendous interest in a program that
most viewers would probably have
seen only while flipping from channel
to channel. By urging the public to
avoid watching Amerika, the Left has
boosted the, program’s ratings and
enlarged its audience.
Amerika is not harmful; it’s too
boring to be harmful. Perhaps those
who work themselves into a tither
over the nonexistent implications of a
farfetched program should check their
impulses before resorting to panic.

Sununu On Seabrook
continued from page 4

Dukakis complains that bringing the
federal government into the Seabrook
evacuation issue will violate State’s
rights.
After his speech, Sununu answered
questions and made several points
clear. First, he does not support a one
mile evacuation zone. But, if
Massachusetts is unwilling to work
out a plan which would enable
Seabrook to go on tine, he wilt seek
to go around it. He has a very comprehensive ten mile evacuation zone
in New Hampshire which includes a
communication network and population movement plans.
The question of developing solar
energy was brought up. Sununu
replied that while this type of energy
could lower the power demand by
several percentage points in the near
future with significant investment, it
could not currently supply the power
for all of New England’s electric
needs.
One member of the audience questioned his commitment to public safe‘ty. Sununu explained that he feels
nuclear power plants are safer than

other forms of energy and the chance
for an accident is very minimal.
He asserted that there was no
chance for a Chernobyl type accident
at Seabrook. Indeed, of all the nuclear
power plants in the region Seabrook
is the most modern, with the most
safety precautions. In fact, opposition
to the plant is hypocritical in light of
the other operating plants in
Massachusetts. Regarding safety,
Sununu said that operating a motor
vehicle is thousands of times more
dangerous than a nuclear power plant.
Also, he stated that more people were
killed last year installing solar energ!
panels than from nuclear power ii
America.
Governor Sununu was very convin
cing in his argument to put Seabrool
on line. Indeed, every nuclear powe
plant that has ever been fueled (whicl
Seabrook is), has gone on line. He ha
the facts of scientists, history, and ex
perience behind him. His opponent
have merely the irrational fears of ai
uneducated public which do not hav
a complete understanding of nuclea
science.
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tion provides another source of crime.
It operates on many levels: competition for jobs, for careers, for promotions, for profits, for property and
products, for status and recognition,
for personal and business survival.”
(P- 94)
Elias also claimed that his study of
victimization would deal mostly with
the “American context” but would be
“informed by comparative perspectives.” (p. 5) But this is precisely
where Elias fails the test of ‘‘empirical
reality,” even more than above.
Not once does Elias deal with case
studies of Japan or Sweden which are
highly capitalistic and economically
competitive but have extremely low
crime rates, not only relative to the
U.S. but in abolute terms as well. For
instance, recent crime statistics reveal
that each year there are an average of
two robberies per 100,000 people in
Japan. The U.S., on the other hand,
has 214 per 100,000 people.
Hornocide statistics also show
discrepancies, though not quite as
large as robbery:

study of the quality of life in the
world’s leading 100 nations ranks the
United States 45th, despite its incomparable means, only one notch ahead
of the Soviet Union.” (p. 206)
Now this is a classic example of
wherepacademicinquiq has abandoned common sense. There are approximately only twenty-five industrialized nations in the world which can also
be called genuine political
democracies, of which the United
States is certainly one and the Soviet
Union is certainly not. In this context,
the worst the U. S. could do is twentyfifth, when in reality it does much
better.
Think about it. The United States
is a democpcy; the U.S.S.R. isn’t. In
the U.S., its people are free, but not
in the Soviet Union. We are a land
where we have to pay farmers not to
plant crops because we have too
much; the Soviet Union is a land of
shortages. The United States does not
have gulags or a censored press or
mental hospitals that are in reality
political reeducation camps. Yet, according to Elias, American quality of

‘c[S]ome consider the corporate system itself as criminal for how

s i t helps to maintain poverty, hunger, unemployment,

homelessness, repression, and war. ”
Nation

Homocides per
100,000

.

Japan.. .... ........ 1.5
Britain.. ......... ..2.8
West Germany.. ..4,5
France.. .....,:...,-5.0
United States..... .8.3

.

These two statistics alone demonstrate
the differences in crime rates between
Japan and the U.S., and both nations
are highly advanced industrialized nations. But Elias never even considers
these statistics.
Elias, moreover, concludes the
structural-theorist argument by
stating that “.,.corporate capitalism
not only correlates with poverty, inequality and economic competition, it
inevitably generates and requires
theni.” (p. 99) Capitalism is, of
course, competitive; but whether it
causes, much as less requires, povert y or inquality is at best disputable.
In any event, here again Elias does not
substantiatethis assertion but presents
it as if it were fact.
In addition, Elias cites a few other
silly things in his book worth mentioning. He mentions that “[a] recent

life is only minutely better than Sovet
life. Either that says something about
Elias’ scholarship or there are twentyfour utopian countries in the world
that we have never heard about. And
God only help the rest of the world
“below” the Soviet Union.
What is even more problematic is
that Elias uses these assertions-as-facts
to make policy recommendations. H e
writes: “The skdy of victims of both
crime and oppression cannot be
separated from understanding
political and economic systems. Thus
we must consider political and
economic solutions and probably not
those that merely tinker with institutions and processes, but those that go
the heart of our political economy.’’
(P. 242)
In fairness, a few words are in order
about Elias’ first book, Victimsof the
System. This book has been reviewed quite favorably by such
authoritative journals as the American
Political Science Review. In fact, the
book is good in its study of the failure
of victim compensation programs in
New York and New Jersey. The
.research is thorough and the field
work has been presented well.

However, even in this first book we
see that Elias takes liberties when he
draws conclusions. Specifically, he
concluded that with respect to public
policy, “ ..,[w]e eould reduce the extensive drain on our justice system
caused by an unnecessary and massive
overcriminahation, drastically reduce
our use of prisons, change our
economic incentives, and extensively
redistribute wealth and benefits to our
society. The consequences of these
changes would be considerably less

been reversed, then the case I am
making against Elias’ scholarship
would be virtually meaningless.
However, the facts remain.
The issue here is clear: professional
scholarship and intellectual honesty.
Manipulating facts or leaving them
out altogether is by any definition intellectually bankrupt.
When I pointed this out to one of
Elias’ advisees, she replied, “Hey!
First Amendment! Free Speech!”
True, Elias has the right of free speech

What Does 10-1 Mean?
A great number of campus commentators on the Professor Elias matter have gotten a lot of mileage over
the fact that the Politcal Science
department voted 10-1 in favor of
granting. him tenure.
However, using only the numbers
ten to one is deceptive and not
necessarily reflective of the sentiment
regarding the tenure candidate in the
department. Such a vote can indeed
mean that ten Poli Sci professors were
wildly in favor of granting Elias
tenure. But considering the controversy surrounding Elias’ candidacy and
scholarship (see page l), another
answer seems likely.
First, however, it needs reiterating
that each tenured professor must write
a letter explaining their vote in any
tenure candidacy evaluation. This rule
applies to all departments at all times.
Therefore, while the student body
never reads those letters, the administration has a clear insight into
the rationale behind each vote:
Specifically, there are three types of
letters that could be sent to the
Tenure and Promotion Committee,
(by the way, a 3-2 vote in T & P is
the kiss of a death for any tenure
candidate).
First, there are the negative votes
and their accompaning letters. Clear,
precise, simple.
Second, a letter supporting a tenure
candidate could be wildly enthusiastic, filled with glowing praise
for the individual in question. This
too is clear, precise, and simple.

The third type of letter a professor
might write could be very ambiguous.
Explaining why a professor,voted in
favor of candidate, the letter may
report so many qualifications and
reservations about the candidate that
the professor’s vote in favor the individual has been effectively compromised. And the tone of just such
a letter is usually deliberate. For example, such a letter’s concluding
statement might read: “With considerable thought and noted reservations, I have come to the conclusion
that Prof. X should be granted
tenure.”
The shadow of doubt such a letter
casts over the tenure candidate will
certainly give the T & P committee
and the administration pause.
Moreover, if they receive, say, six out
of ten with this type of tone, then a
tenure candidate’s postion is less
stable. After all, Tufts does not have
to settle for good or even very good
professors when it can easily higher
excellence. Such professors come to
knock down our doors to get in.
Logic suggests that given the sheer
one-sidedness of the 10-1 vote of
Political Science in a case that is surrounded with SO much controversy,
some of the votes in favor of Elia!:
were more of the qualified nature,
That, of course, is sheer speculation
since only the professors who wrote
the letters, T & P, and the administra
tion know for sure.
Numbers, however, are not alway:
what they seem to be.

crime committed in the first place. ”
(P. 255)
Huh?
Elias makes these policy recommendations with absolutely no basis or
support in the material he presented
in the book. That there “would be
considerably less crime committed in
the first place” is simply an unsubstantiated conclusion. This point
has been argued in thousands of pages
of research by other scholars with inconclusive results. But Elias settles
these issues in a paragraph. *
Moreover, by juxtaposing these two
books, Elias’ postion becomes even
more untenable. The quality of Elias’
scholarship has actually declined,
moving from a good book, Victims of
the System to a bad book, The Politics
of VicrimiZation. In the eyes of the administration and any objective
observer, Elias’ scholarship is going
downhill. Had the sequence of books

like all people, but we are not talking
about a letter to the editor of the
Daily.
The issue is whether The-Politicsof
Victimization represents an excellent
piece of scholarship and do the
methods of presentation used in the
book similarly reflect his teaching in
the classroom.
In fairness, I should note that this
issue does not belong exclusively to
the Right or Left. If a conservative
professor filled a book with assertions
like “capitalism h a s no relation to
crime whatsoever” and never attempted to support the point, then that
would be equally unacceptable.
Clearly, the administration has considerable justification for dening Professor Elias tenure. The quality of hi5
scholarship alone places his candid:icy
in question. One can liken it to :I cattle rustler bringing the rope IC)his owrz
hanging.

,

