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ADMINISTRATION MUST BE F
Eric J. Labs, A’S8
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To no one’s great surprise, the
shanties are up and cluttering the
Academic Quad this year again.
According to the shanty-builders,
the structures will be up through
Commencement to tell the
Administration and the Trustees of
their position, to demonstrate their
“conviction”.
I doubt, however, that there is
anyone on this campus, certainly
within the Administation, who is not
aware of the political position of the
protesters or their conviction. In
reality, the protesters are trying to
force the Administration to bend to
their will. These are the same type
of actions, coupled with the same
motives, that afflict other schools.
I cannot understand why the
protesters do not accept that other
people have a different position
than what they may hold. Do the
shanty-builders propose that their

views should govern the
Universib? I hope not. They freely
applied io attend school here and
may leave at anytime when they
decide that Tufts University is not a
“democracy.” No one forces them
to attend this school.
The protesters say they desire a
voice in administering the school.
Why? Who elected them? I elected
the Senate - and only the Senate to represent student views. And
even it presents other students’
views only when they coincide with
their own. As a result, I certainly do
not want radical protesters to have
any say in deciding how the
Trustees should invest t h e
endowment.
But another, unrelated point to
the above issues, should also be
addressed. And I think it is the
fundamental issue of the shantytown in particular. Protesters say
they have the right to free
expression, to make a statement
through these unsightly structures,
Well in one respect they are correct.
,They do have that right.
”*
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become violations of other studpnts’
rights not to be subjected to such
obvious trash everyday.
The current shanty-builders
* already have stated, in effect, that
they are trying to force their
position on the Trustees, shouting or
demanding one slogan or another
(you all know which one I meanl).
received their requested budgets in
As such, any statement they are
full, So why was PIRG untouchable
attempting to make becomes
this year?
superficial. Jn reality, a minority
Their budget passed b y a vote of
faction -even within the Tufts
twenty for, onc against, and one
divestment movement -is trying
abstention. ITosker’s was the only
by intimidation and ugly hunks of
dissenting voicc among voting
wood to force their views on all
members of the Senate. Michael
members of the Tufts Community.
Deschappelles also voted no,but as a
As a tuition-paying student, I
minority renresentative his vote did
have the right to attend classes or go

However, for how long should
this type of “statement” go on?
After a week or two the shanties
cease to be a “statement” and

e Senate’s Allocation Deception
Barry Weber, E’S7

.

On Monday, March 31, the Tufts
Community Union Senate voted on
the budgets of all the student
organizations. The allocations
board had made recommendations
for over 100 organizations. One
senator, James Hosker, questioned
their handling of the TuftsPIRG
budget, but was conveniently
ignored. Almost all of the senators
showed disregard for very valid
questions that he raised. They
refused to think rationally because
for some reason PIRG is a “sacred
organization.”

Hosker was allowed to present
his views a n d opinions on
TuftsPlRG in a well planned speech
and the Senate even decided to
consider its budget separately from
the rcst of its council. However,
once the budget was being
discussed they quickly voted to end
discussion after the first speaker.
They did not really care that the
allocations procedure for
TuftsPIRG violated our rights.
The result of the vote was
lopsided, as was to be expected
anyways, but no one even cared to
discuss the issue. TuftsPIRG got to
keep its budget of 19,934 dollars.
Not one penny was deducted from
their proposal. Not all organizations
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I am not opposed to everything
that TuftsPIRG or MassPIRG docs.
I am, however, against the manner
in which they are funded. A positive
check-off system on the hiirsars hill
is definitely needed for this group.
Furthermore, somc members of
TuftsPIRG want a check off system
too. If so, then this article shoulcl b e
agreeable to them. Consequcntly,
rny statement is addressed to those
who oppose a check off system o r to
those who feel that Tuftsl’IHG is
treated fairly by the allocation
board,
TuftsPIRG is scared. They were
afraid the senate would cut off their
untouched budget proposal of
19,934 dollars. Fortunately for
them; the student senate had a
closed mind. However, the big
confrontation has yet to come.
They tried to rally support with a
petition drive, getting students who
associated them with consumer
research and advocacy to say that
continued on nage 7
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From The Editor
GAY AWARENESS MONTH
Everyone at Tufts must be
aware that March was “Gay
Awareness Month” on Campus.
T h e Tufts Lesbian and Gay
Community sponsored the
program through movies o n
Gays a n d Lesbians, various
speakers, a n d the annual “Blue
Jeans Day.”
While the motives behind this
program a r e understandable,
perhaps justifiable, the idea
failed. The TLGC wants its
members and similar individuals
looked at no differently, treated
n o differently than anyone
else-be they black or white,
g a y or straight, liberal or
conservative. Fine. But a
program of this sort does just the
opposite,
In reality, Gay Awareness
M o n t h has t h e e f f e c t of
hammering over the heads of
people the fact that some people
are gay. It draws attention to this
fact for no reason. What is
worse, many people have
expressed such a blatant dislike
for the TLGC’s plans and tactics
that it may actually have the
o p p o s i t e e f f e c t , increasing

student prejudice towards Gays
and Lesbians. Afterall, students
actually resent being hammered
over the head on this or any other
subject for that matter.
On the other hand, if the
TLGC m a d e a strategic mistake
with the month-long exercise, it
acted smartly on another issue:
joining the Tufts Center Board a
few months ago. Belonging to
the TCB will get t h e T L G C
involved in the whole campus,
planning major and minor social
events. This type of activity does
not d r a w a n y particular
attention t o T L G C members and
demonstrates that they a r e in
fact no different than anyone
else.
After all, the best weapon
available to the Tufts Lesbian
and Gay Community is its own
members. Individual people and
personalities are what convince
others that Gays a n d Lesbians
are “like everyone else.” It is a
reality m a n y p e o p l e h a v e
accepted and understand,
i n c l u d i n g s t a f f e r s of The
Primary Source.

Tufts Professors Promoted
This past winter eight professors were promoted from Associate Professor
to full Professor. While no one else on campus seems to have taken notice,
The Primary Source has. These men and women deserve congratulations not
for their promotions but for their long-term dedication to education and
Tufts University that allows them to achieve such an honor. After all, they
me entitled:
Nak-J--o.Sung.. .................Professor of Chemical Engineering
David Cawitch .................Professor of English
Michelle MacAlpin ..............Professor of Economics
Peter Fortune ..................Professor of Economics
John W. Zarker .................Professor of Classics
Donald Klein ...................Professor of Political Science
Christiane Romero ..............Professor of German
MathiIda Sara Holzman ........ .Professor of Child Study

A CHILD SHOULD NOT LEAD
Katerina “Kayta” Lycheva is understand the United States.
an eleven-year old Russian girl
Also, s o m e o n e o u g h t t o
o n a “peace” tour in the United inform and prove to “Katya” of
States sponsored b y the San the killing that goes on in her
Francisco-based organization name worldwide b y the Soviet
“Children as the Peacemakers,” Union. Someone should tell her
a lobby devoted to establishing of the thousands of toy bombs
“ h a r m o n y b e t w e e n t h e being dropped in Afghanistan to
superpowers.” Naturally, the m a i m A f g h a n i c h i l d r e n .
trip is supposed to bring back Someone should tell her of the
fond memories of the late use of Soviet poison gas in
Samantha Smith who has been C a m b o d i a a n d Afghanistan.
immortalized by the U.S.S.R.Someone should tell her of the
dozens of streets, parks, schools, forced starvation of millions of
a n d t h e like have been renamed people in Ethiopia with Soviet
in her honor.
blessings. Perhaps then she
F o r t u n a t e l y , t h e R e a g a n might understand American
Administration has not seen fit to opinion towards her country.
p a r a d e Katerina around in a
I n any event, o n e must
l i m o u s i n e , show h e r o n l y remember neither eleven-year
selected sites, or pay all the old S o v i e t n o r A m e r i c a n
expenses of her trip. Instead, c h i l d r e n m a k e p o l i c y - n o r
hopefully she will be given a true s h o u l d t h e y . T h e y c a n n o t
picture of America-the good, possibly understand it. If anyone
t h e h a d , a n d the ugly. Only from is foolish or naive enough to
o u r highest sky-scrapers t o our believe that trips like these will
lowest and poorest slums, from stop the killing in Afghanistan,
o u r brightest and most powerful AngoIa, Cambodia, or Ethiopia,
citizens to the most ordinary then they are more ignorant than
could she possibly come to the child from Moscow.
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Letters
To the Editor:
An article on the front page of
your March 1986 issue entitled
‘Tufts Budget: Resisting Any
Minority Demands?” called for:
No university money allocated
for groups claiming special
counseling, support, adjustment
or direction in their college
experience just because they feel
they are of special heritage or
ethnicity.

Due to our university’s tight budget,
the author believed that the Asian
Center and the numerous other such
institutions around campus” should
close. Money that would go toward
these “institutions” could then be
used f o r renovating t h e
weightroom, increasing budgets for
courses, expanding the library and
other activities.
I disagree.
I do not “feel” like I am “of
special heritage”; I know that I am
from a different ethnic group than
most of the Tufts Community. I
agree that there are some
experiences that all of us as college
rtudents-as
people-share.
However, I often do not “share the
same thrills and sorrows, obstacles
and triumphs” as other people due
to the fact that I have a different
background. The author of the
article h a s “a h a r d time
sympathizing with the woes of
these other special people.” I d
want, or need, your sympathy.
Other people do not want, or need,
your sympathy. We never asked for
it. We just want to be able to share
more common experiences with
you and everyone else.
To the contrary of what the
author of the article believes, the
cultural houses are not “segregated.”
There are no Federal, state, or local
laws, written or non-written, stating
that only certain ethnic groups can
live in the cultural house.
In fact, Tufts encourages anyone
who is vaguely interested in
learning about different cultures to
live in a “Special Interest Unit” like
the Asian-American House, Bayit,
the African-American House, and
the Spanish House. Our university
explicitly writes out its
encouragement in the “Room
Selection Information for 19861987,” which was mailed to students
in mid-March. Furthermore, the
author thinks that “such groups like
IIillel, African and women (there is
no African center at Tufts, but there
is an Afro-American Center)
centers, and Tufts Gay and Lesbian
Community are revelling in the
dollars distributed to select
segments of the campus.” Like the
rest of Tufts, these groups have very
tight budgets.

The author of “Tufts Budget”
wanted the cultural centers except
for the International House, to be
closed because h e couldn’t
understand why these centers
should be spending money when
the school has so little funds.
First, I recommend that one
should work t o eliminate
unquestionable waste in the budget,
like the (over) heating system of
Houston Half, before you discuss
questionable waste in the budget.
Second, ways to increase school
funds should be found, like
increasing endowment, (Yes, it is
possible to bave both cultural
centers and projects like a new
weight room, dorm renovation, and
a larger library).
And third, it is possible for me not
to accept the author’s argument for
the sole reason that “I do not know
most people’s backgrounds or
ethnic heritage.” You need to know
why there are “such groups” before
you decide that they aren’t
necessary. I will not discuss why
they aren’t necessary here because a
newspapcr is not a proper place to
do so: there are libraries dedicated
to the reasons why.
However, I urge anyone and
everyone who is interested, or just
curious, about the reasons why to
utilize the resources Tufts provides
you. Visit the cultural houses. Ask
students and faculty members. I a m
more than happy to sit, listen, and
talk to you. My number is in the
.
.

American House on the corner of
Professor’s Row and College
Avenue.

DAVID NEAL, A’89
To the Editor:

I regularly read your newspaper,
despite the fact that I have
disagreed with every point I have
ever read in it. Usually, I am willing
to accept your ideological rigidity
and general insensitivity as a source
of light entertainment; curious, one
dimensional, and occasionally
amusing. Over the past few years I
have become convinced that your
refusal to try to explain your hardline s t a n c e s t o t h e w h o l e
community is a sign that The
Primary Source exists primarily so
that your parents can see their
children’s names in print. Your
“Month in Review” page is a case in
point. Although I’m sure most of the
items you print there produce howls
of derisive laughter amongst
yourselves, you must recognize that
anyone a little further the left of
John Birch will find them positively
insane. And please, for the love of J,

Edgar Hoover, don’t desecrate
Dostoevsky, or any other unwilling
partner who can no longer defend
himself. My perhaps unwelcome
p o i n t (You don’t encourage
responses ‘anymore!) is that I am
willing to entertain any groups
viewpoint, provided that the group
is willing to at least t r y to present its
case to the campu? as a whole.
That preliminary attempt ,at
creative criticism inside, I feel I
must vent my vehement objections
to what I consider the most
offensive string of words ever to
grace your pages: “Tufts Budget:
Resisting any Minority Demand?”
(March 8 6 ) , concerning the
elimination of the Asian House. I
could cite fifty ugly problems with
this unconscionable piece of tripe,
but I will try to control myself. I
may b e wrong, but Ialways thought
that the idea behind America’s
alledgedly pluralistic society was
t h a t p e o p l e of d i s s i m i l a r
backgrounds could co-exist despite
recognized differences. The author,
Mr. Reimer, says of his relationship
to members of other ethnicgroups;
“Together we share the same thrills
a n d sorrows, obstacles and
triumphs. They are, if anything
[fellow] U.S. citizens.” (The switch
from ‘we’ to ‘they’is disturbing, but
I will glance over that.) Mr. Rcimer
should be taught that dcspite what
he fails to see, people are not all the
same; and they may choose, or be
forced, to think of themselves as
something more than U.S. citizens. I
sentiment of rooting out differences
of background in favor of some
assumed nationalistic identity, but I
don’t want to b e too harsh. When
Mr. Reimer brags, “I don’t ask for a
center for Mid-Westerners of
Presbyterian origination,” I
honestly can’t tell whether he is
being callous, sarcastic, or stupid,
Reimer sees getting rid of these
‘special interest’ organizations as
“an issue of surviving, the whole
versus the few.” This appears to be
his criteria for allocating funds. But
incredibly, he contrasts the survival
of the Asian house with his desire:
“To lift weights in comfortable, safe
surroundings with modern
equipment.” This is a very strange
notion of “the whole”. Let me just
state for the record, that, as an
alcoholic chain-smoker who shuns
any form of unnecessary physical
exertion, I don’t even know where
the weight-room is. I don’t think it is
possiblc f o r o n e person to
effectively weigh the value of
attracting varied ethnicity or
muscle conscious weight-lifters to
Tufts, but I think it is safe to say that
no resources are directly utilized by
ail members of the community,
Naturally, choices in funding
must be macle. I could make my

own list of resources that don’t fit
idto my view of what deserves
funding at a major university, b u t
I’m not anxious to bore or offend
the community. Mr. Reimer’s views
are obviously just his personal
prejudices being aired under the
guise of argument. And for The
Primary Source to provide a forum
for such reckIess insensitivities is
insulting to the Tufts community.

George Lovell, A’87

Barry Weber responds:
Mr. Lovell, The Primary Source
encourages response to our articles.
Your need to overexaggerate facts
about the paper ruins any credible
opinion you could have about us.
For instance, many of our articles
are either informative or broadbased politically. Also, we do not
try to address the campus as a
whole. Instead, we present what I
consider rational arguments to
people who can sit down, read our
newspaper, consider the opinions,
and formulate their own opinions.
Some people condemn us without
really looking at the contents of our
paper.
Concerning Mr. Reimer’s article,
his point regarded prioritizing
University funding away from
small special interest groups.
Americans are diverse and we
cannot concentrate on everyone’s
varied characteristics with special
funding. You do realize, Ihope, that
the student activities fee is the
general funding t o promote
educational and cultural events
which diversify this campus. It is
the funding that students can use to
pursue special interests.
Furthermore, your bitter remarks
are uncalled for, especidly from
someone who has misread and
misinterpreted a valuable article.
Mr. Reimer wrote, “fellow U.S.
citizens” when referring to people
of different backgrounds. You
claim that he treats them specially
but it appears you forgot to read the
word “fellow”, as well as much
more of the article.
We c a n n o t t r e a t p e o p l e
differently just because of their
heritage and ethnic background.
This is the important point. We can
only appreciate and be curious
about the differences a culture has
caused in a particular indiviclual.
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VATIVE OF THE YEAR:
DR. DAVID B. FUNDERBURK
Every year The Primay Source
chooses a man or woman to be our
selection as Conservative of the
Year. This.honor is awarded to an
individual who has shown great
public service to the United States
of America as well as upholding the
values of t h e c o n s e r v a t i v e
movement. The choice this year is
Dr. David B. Funderburk who is
currently seeking the Republican
Nomination for the U.S. Senate
from North Carolina.
Dr. Funderburk’s name is not a
household word, at least not yet. He
is, however, one of the finest
individuals to service as a member
of the foreign relations staff as
Ambassador to Romania.
More importantly, Dr. Funderburk represents a generation of
foreign service officers who were
appointed b y the -Reagan
Administration after the 1980
election. They are now being
forced out because they had the
temerity to stick with their
conservative , anti C amm u nis t
principles and not follow the
Administration’s recent policy of
accomodation with the Soviet bloc,
the supplicating words at the recent
summit being the most familiar
example.
Dr,. Funderburk stands for what
all conservatives wish President
Reagan would implement as policy:
a firm, tough foreign policy
towards Communist regimes that is
not swayed b y a smiling face in
Moscow; a policy that is prepared
to confront t h e Soviets in their drive
towards world domination. He
knows the realities first hand,
having seen them up close.
David Britton Funderburk was
born at Langley Field, Virginia,
April 28, 1944, but grew up in
Aberdeen; North Carolina, where
he attended public school and
graduated from Aberdeen High
School. He was chosen Most Likely
to Succeed b y the graduating class
in high school, We was awarded an
academic scholarship to Wake
Forest University which he
attended from 1962 to 1967,
receiving B.A. and M.A. degrees in
history with a minor in Political
Science.
Following two years teaching in
history and government at Wingate

.

College, he worked on the P h D . at
the University of South Carolina in
history and International Studies
from 1969 to 1971. In 1974 he
received the Ph.D. from the
University of South Carolina.
Between 1972 and 1978 hc was an
Associate Professor 01 piistory at
Hardin-Simmons University in
Abiline, Texas.
His experience in Europe,
Romania in particular, is extensive.
He received a W.S.C. Educational
Foundation Grant to study the
Romanian language at U.C.L.A. in
the summer of 1970, and an
Americaq Council of Learned
Societies Grant to study Romanian
during the summer of 1971 at the
University of Washington.
Following language study he was
awarded a Fulbright Fellowship to
undertake historical research in
Romania in 1971-72. Subsequently
he studied in England in the
summer of 1972 on a U.S.C.
Educational Foundation Grant. He
was selected as a temporary USIA
Foreign Service Staff Officer in
Romania in 1975; and did research
in Romania in 1976 and 1977 on a

grant from the International
Research and Exchanges Board
(IREX).
Funderburk served from 1978 to
1981 on the faculty of Campbell
‘University both in the Department
of Tlistory asrrofcrsor and asaTitlc
111(SDIP) Coordinator.
In October 1981 hc began service
as the United States Ambassador to
Romania, appointed b y President
Reagan and confirmed b y the
United States Senate. He has served
as Ambassador to Romania from
1981 to 1985 while on leave from
Campbell University.
Funderburk is the author of over
twenty publications, including
three books; an Amateur Radio
Operator KQTPJ: and active
member and participant of severaI
organizations both academic and
political.
H i s f a t h e r , D r . G u y B.
Funderburk, a native of Pageland,
South Carolina, was a Baptist
minister and theologian; and his
mother, Vesta Young Funderburk,
a native of Brevard, North Carolina,
was a school teacher. I-Ie is married
to the former Betty Jo Swaim of

Pinebluff, North Carolina, and they
have two children, David Britton Jr.
and Deana Young.
In his position as Ambassador, he
was cited for his excellent work by
President Ronald Reagan on several
occasions; and was awarded an
honorary Doctor of Laws degree by
Campbell University. Additionally
he gave the 1984 annual address for
the European Baptist Convention
which met at Kerkrade, the
Netherlands; and was cited in a
s p e c i a l r e s o l u t i o n f o r his
contributions to Christians’ in
Romania by the Romanian Baptist
Association of the United States,
Canada and Australia. He delivered
addresses on Eastern Europe at the
White House, the Monday Club
meeting at the Dirksen Senate
Building, the Stanton Group (Free
Congress F o u n d a t i o n ) , and
throughout North Carolina.
A book of his was published in
Romania in which he was described
by Romanian scholars as “not only
an outstanding researcher and
writer of Romanian history but also
a friend of the Romanian people.”
The book “British Policy Toward
Romania” was reviewed over
twenty times, all favorably.
He was written about extensively
in various publications including
the Southern Partisan; the American
Sentinel; Baptiste World; the
Washington Post; the New York
Times; and others. He has been
recognized by the Secretary of
Defense, the Air Force Chief of
Staff, the Commander of the Sixth
Fleet, the Director of USIA, the
head of Human Rights at the State
Department; and heads of agencies
of the Defense Intelligence Agency
and the CIA for his special
contributions in protecting the best
interests of the United States of
America.
Finally, in January 1986, Dr.
Funderburk was named Christian
Leader of the Year in the
Humanitarian category by the Faith
America Christian World Affairs
Conference in Washington, D.C.,
for his work in behalf of human
rights and emigration in Eastern
Europe.
Dr. David Britton Funderburk,
Conservative of the Year.

On Handling Soviet Defectors
Pamela Ferdinand, J’86
’

This past winter there was
question over whether or not a
Soviet sailor named Miroslav
Medvid wanted to defect to the
United States.
The story may no longer make
‘‘news’’ here but it will certainly
remain
news” to would-be
defectors in the old country who
will now think twice before buying
a ticket to freedom that may well
out to be round-trip.
G r a n t e d , t h e Sa i lor w a S
interviewed in ,isolation from his
comrades; h o w e v e r , doctors
‘6

confirmed the existerice o f
tranquilizers in the sailor’s system,
and one can only speculate about
the cuts on his wrist. Actually, it is
very likely he had a sudden change
of mind when the fate of his family
and friends was hung over his head.
Did American agents realize that
the fate of loved ones can be a
powerful incentive to cooperate
with authorities which have
become alarmed by the increasing
number of defectors?
The ship d i d not only leave with
grain; it Ieft with a message, a
warning to all would-be defectors
regardless of whether or not the
sailor really wanted to defect.

The combination of the return of
Yurchenko, a high-ranking Soviet
official who defected and recently
announced his sudden intention to
return to the USSR, and of the sailor
have produced a traumatized CIA.
Naturally, defectors may perceive
that their one potential source of
s u p p o r t will b e c o m e m o r e
swpicious of not only the Soviet
government but of the defectors
themselves. It is not only their loss, it
is our loss; defectors are first-hand
guides to the inner workings of the
Soviet Union.
The sentiments of our representatives were admirable as they
clamored for yet another chance to

interview the sailor, who by then
probably figured that an agency
which had already botched up his
defection so far could hardly be
depended upon to protect him for
the rest of his life. Refusal to enforce
the subpoena presented to the
Soviet ship was a display of physical
a n d moral weakness; others,
however, might argue that it
showed diplomatic smarts, With the
upcoming Geneva summit, it may
have been considered best not to
make waves.. . so we allowed
smooth sailing Soviet-style.
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On The Right
NICARAGUA, ANOTHER VIETNAM
-william F. Buckley, Jr.
When Ronald Reagan was
running for President in 1980 he
spoke every now and again of the
“Vietnam syndrome.” He meant by
that the opportunistic use, by
opponents of an aggressive antiSoviet foreign policy, of the ghost
of Vietnam in order to discourage,
or to anathematize, projected
action against C o m m u n i s t
governments. That line of argument
has been used extensively by
opponents of American aid first to
El Salvador, then to Nicaragua.
That was six years ago, and the
expression continues. The problem
for Mr. Reagan is that, in some
respects, we deserve it. Anyone
who wants to use Vietnam as an
appropriate metaphor to describe
our involvement in Nicaragua can
do so justly. T o settle for what we
are now doing is to proceed in
ignorance of American psychology.
We are an achievement-oriented
@ % q B
b
Y
society, and American patience for
ambiguous a n d extended
government, and then to seek
tion there. Meanwhile, Cuba arms
campaigns is very short.
overtly to overthrow it. We should
the Sandinistas in Nicaragua and
Last week the President found
long ago have rescinded our
fuels their revolutionary spirit. Rut
that the House Appropriations
recognition of Nicaragua on the
the United States can’t legally
Committee would not vote $100
simple grounds that it has become
interrupt the flow of arms from
million to help the Contms. So he
an aggressor state against its
Cuba to Nicaraguafor so long as w e
went, to the House Armed ServiLV?- ~ ~ b o r ~ ~ i ~ a r i l y * F ; ? w S a l v , a d dl
t ~tu,the
~ r13 . d~ “f ficial , p ~ ,ith
Committee and got from it a
2. We have focused on a tertia
an”atn3a goveAment,% we were
favorable vote. But the outcome of
at war with that government, a
threat to peace and freedom, and
the showdown, perhaps as early as
when you d o that, the vision
judicial avenue would open up, and
this week, no one can safely predict.
becomes a little blurred. What
we could do as we liked to press that
And, of course, the Republican
happens in Nicaragua would not b e
war against the government,
Senate can veto the bill even if it
including a full blockade of its
geopolitically important except that
passes in the Democratic House.
it is an arm of Cuba. What happens
ports,
Here a r e t h e t h r e e b a s i c
3. I do not believe in sending
in Cuba would not be geopolitically
contributions to the progressive
important except that it is an arm of
American troops to Central
disintegration of Mr. Reagan’s antithe Soviet Union.
America, but I do not believe in
Sandinista enterprise:
saying there are no circumstances in
We can’t deal with the Soviet
1. We recognize the government
which we would do so. Yet we hear
Union over Nicaragua because it is
of the S a n d i n i s t a s as t h e
this again and again, not merely
too far distant, and the stakes, in
government of Nicaragua. Why? It
dealing with the Soviets,
from Ronald Reagan, but also from
is not enough to say that the
overwhelm the stakes in dealing
Mrs. Kirkpatrick. That reassurance
Sandinistas are the d e facto
with Nicaragua. Accordingly, Cuba
is literally the only one the
governors of Nicaragua. Castro is
Sandinistas truly care about.
becomes the obvious target of our
strategic concern. But we d o
-And so, little by little, there is
the de facto governor of Cuba but
we do not recognize his regime. It
nothing about Castro save to
creeping U.S. boredom with
will forever confuse the American
maintain the old economic boycott,
Nicaragua, and an indisposition to
people at once to recognize a
genuine exertion to lance that boil
and to decline official represents-

1

I

on mainland North America. A
young Princeton clergyman is
i n t e r v i e w e d in the a l u m n i
magazine, properly escorted by his
portraitist. “The way [the Rev.
Daniel Erdman] sits on the couch
with his legs folded up beneath him
makes him seem more like a
Princeton graduate student than a
Presbyterian p a s t o r , , . T o him,
working for salvation here on earth,
whether from disease and malnutrition or terror and repression, is
even m o r e i m p o r t a n t t h a n
preaching the gospel of salvation in
heaven.” Never mind that the
founder of the Rev. Erdman’s
church didn’t think anything of the
sort when He preached that His
Kingdom was not of this world.
These are the types who are fanning
out a b o u t the country a n d
transforming public opinion. And
they do well to talk about our
involvement in Nicargaua as being
another Vietnam.

The Liability Crisis: What We Must DO
Richard Lesher
Talk of historic tax reform hung
heavy in the air. Congress and the
president were prepared to sign the
dotted line on a radical realignment
of their budgeting powers.
And across the street from the
White House, a cavernous meeting
room w a s crammed with
association and corporate representatives to talk aboutinsurance.
Here in Washington, one top
business representative told the
Potomac City powerbrokers, they
may be buzzing about the budget
and taxes. But back at the rep’s
home offices they’re talking about
the liability insurance crisis.

The problem: the cost of
insurance is increasing geometrically for businesses and professionals
-if
it’s even available. Many
companies are going without
insurance-or even going out of
business.
T h e reason: t h e litigation
explosion-a rising caseload, higher
judgments and judicial embrace of
increasingly outlandish causes of
action-has tapped out insurance
coffers.
Now for the bard part: the
solution. The business community is
in the process of examining the
problem-but here are several steps
that should be considered.
1 ) Product liubility reform. At
minimum, Congress ~110uld
create a
uniform national law on product

liability to avoid differing state-bystate standards of care and proof.
Except for actual defects or express
promises, manufacturers should b e
liable only if their negligence
caused an injury. Consumer misuse
should also be taken into account.
Finally, companies should not be
liable for injuries caused by old and
worn-out products, particularly if
the danger was not discoverable at
the time of manufacture.
2) Malpractice reform. Many
state legislatures have set limits on
recovery for medical and other
professional malpractice, among
other measures.
3 ) EnviTonmental r e f o r m .
Congress and state legislatures have
vastly increased liability f o r
cleanup and damages, whether or

not the company was involved in
the actual contamination or simply
handled the waste at some point in
time. The exteht of that liability
must be brought back within
reasonable bounds.
4 ) Civil justice reform. Today an
expensive and slow civil justice
system forces costly settlements.
We should limit pain and suffering
awards that entice plaintiffs to court
and encourage alternative dispute
resolution, to name just two needed
improvements. Judges should also
be quicker to throw out frivolous
complaints.
Rein in Congress. Congress has
fed t h e litigation boom b y
continued on page G
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TUFTS TERRORISM SYMPOSIUM:
EFFECTIVE BUT FLAWED
Erie J. Labs, A’S8
It has been over a month now
since the Terrorism Colloquium
sponsored a symposium to examine
the many facets of international
terrorism. Especially in light of
recent events in Libya and Central
America, looking back on the
program now has not lost its
relevance.
One would hardly think that
spending two days discussing,
arguing, and learning about
terrorism is a fun way to spend a
weekend. In fact, it isn’t. But that
did not stop the colloquium from
sponsoring a discussion that
provided interesting and insightful
analyses on terrorism. At times,
however, the discussion also was,
u n f o r t u n a t e l y , astonishingly
flawed.
The Symposium attempted to
cover an enormous amount of
material in a short period of timehowever long it seemed to feel.
Regrettably, the issues often could
not be fully developed and one
could sense the frustration of the
speakers as they hopelessly tried to
condense complex international
problems into ten-minute time slots.
In this sense then, any serious
educating of the participants was
minimal.
Nevertheless, the Symposium
provided . considerable, thoughtprovoking exposure to the subject

of terrorism. It could not solve
problems and issues, or answer
questions, b u t none of the
organizers presumed to have those
goals. In other words, if a
participant decided to pursue
seriously the subject of international
terrorism, the Symposium provided
excellent materia1 about where to
look and what direction one might
take, Simply, it could have been
called a short encyclopedia on
terrorism.
From its very start, participants
realized that the subject of
terrorism would be hard to explain.
For example, in the first
discussions Friday evening, no
workable definition of terrorism
could be devised-something that
was expected and understandable.
Possible definitions had, and have,
to contend with whether terrorism .
is s t a t e - s p o n s o r e d or of
Countermeasures-Is F o r c e
independent groups, a political tool
Effective” and “U.S. Counteror mindless violence as well as the
terrorism: the Implications for
current adage: “One man’s terrorist
World Order.” In both cases the
is another man’s freedom-fighter.”
various speakers presented wellOne speaker, utilizing an out-ofreasoned arguments in a short
context but appropriate
quote by
a m o u n t of time, providing
__ considerable focus on specific
the later Supreme Court Justice
issues.
Potter Stuart, defined terrorism as
However, a major, undeniable
“I know it when I see it.” Still, the
problem with the Symposium was
best definition came from Richard
that in some twelvc hours of
Norton of West Point, quoting. an
discussing terrorism, only three
Israeli colleague: ‘Terrorism [or a
minutes were devoted to the Soviet
terrorist] is someone who is
connection to terrorism. At the time
shooting at you.”
it seemed as if the subject was being
The various panels overall had
blithely ignored.
good moments as well as bad. Two
O n an individiinl level, two cases
partic\ilarly effective ones were
“

stand out in particular. In the
second keynote address, Prof.
Martha Crenshaw of Wesleyan
University made several points
about American support for Latin
American dictatorships and Israel
as precipitating terrorism against
Amkricans andAmerican targets.
However, she neglected any
references to the Soviet Union
supporting terroristic insurgencies
or the PLO. Many of these groups
and the terrorist attacks they carry
out could not be done with Soviet
help.
Moreover, a far worse
presentation in this context was
continiirtl
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Federal Financial Aid: Not An Untouchable udget Item

~~

Barry Weber, E87

Once again the issue of federal
financial aid has become an issue at
Tufts. The student senate is rallying
support among students to lobby
against financial aid cuts mandated
by the Gramm-Rudman deficit
reduction law.
Certainly, students on federal
financial aid feel threatened by the
possible cuts, hut a few points must
be considered. First, the federal
government does not guarantee a
college education. It is clearly
beneficial to society to have well
educated thinkers in the work force,
but it is not clear that government
.intervention really helps this cause.
After all, the money must come
from somewhere for financial aid,

Furthermore, t h a t money is
generally not used efficiently by the
large mass known as the United
States government, even for
financial aid.
For example, in the beginning of
1985 the Office of Management and
Budget found that it was possible
for families with incomes over
100,000 dollars to qualify for
subsidized loans. Also, one in every
seven Pel1 Grant recipients had a
family income that was greater than
the median family income. The
point is that cuts in the budget for
financial aid will force the program
to become more efficient.
Another point is that students do
not have to attend the more
expensive universities. I t is
primarily the school’s responsibility

Suggestions For The 1987
Commencement Speaker
President Mayer has encouraged
students to submit their choices for
the 1987 commencement speaker.
This speaker should be interesting
and have made a beneficial
contribution to society. The speaker
should be able to deliver apertinent
message to the graduating seniors.
What follows a r e several
suggestion sfrorn The Primary
Sottrce for next year’s speaker.
They all meet the qualifications
listed above.
Former Ambassador Jeanne
Kirkpatrick would be another
excellent choice. Although many
consicler her a controversial figure,
her foreign policy is tough on Soviet

expansion and she has interesting
years dealing with the Russian
ideology in the United States.
Lew Lehrmam recently lost a
close election for the position of
governor of New York. Ile is a
prominent conservative activist
who is well informed on such issues
as the strategic defense initiative.
Me is an important figure in the
conservative movement.
Any s u c c e s s f u 1 business man
would also be a good choice
because they best represent the
benefits of our free market system.
One of t h e most interEsting
candidates in this field is Donald
Bun; founder of People’s Espress

to make the education affordable
for those who cannot afford it.
Also, cutbacks in federal student
aid will force recipients to look for
other government or private aid
programs that do exist.
The final point is this: federal
financial aid is not necessarily a
good or efficient program. Making
it efficient like other government
programs is an important task
Even though President Reagan
has opposed the increasing of the
federal financial aid budget.
Congress has allowed it to increase
each year.
Our government will b e in

trouble with its deficits unless
reforms are made. Financial aid
should not be exempt from this
plan.
Our suggestion for those who are
concerned about student’s
financing their education is to look
for ways to raise aid money
voluntarily and to use the money
that Congress will appropriate for
financial aid more efficiently.
We did not elect the TCU
senators to lobby for us in
Washington, D.C. with our money,
In the name of activism they seem
to have forgotten this.

LIABILITY CRISIS
continued from page 5

conferring new “rights” to sue in
cases o n the environment,
securities, discrimination, labor
relations and federal benefits.
Our tax and budget woes tied our
nation’s capital in knots because
those twin sores on our body politic
festered for years before anyone
looked for a cure. Now the liability
crisis threatens the loss of billions of
dollars, thousands of jobs and
airlines. T h a t c o m p a n y h a s
revolutionized the airline industry.
Finally, there are a number of
excellent conservative journalists
w h o w o u l d make excellent
speakers. Their names include
George Will, William Buckley, Jr.,
N o r m a n Podhoretz, William
Rusher and Georgie Anne Geyer.

u n k n o w n n u m b e r s of n e w
products.
F o r t u n a t e l y , Washington’s
movers-and-shakers have already
given the signal that when it comes
to this new scourge, they recognize
the time to act is now. But will
Congress listen this time?

Richard Lesher is president of the
United States Chamber o f
Commerce
All of them are well travelled and
could present a great address next
year.
There are many prominent
conservative men and women
whom Tufts could choose as its
Commencement speaker. It’s about
time active consideration be given
to them.
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Senate Gives Special Preference to PIRG
continued from page 1

not count.
The Senate must make amends to
their allocation prodcedure. For it
to continue in this manner is
practically criminal. Gaining a
positive check off system can be
won in the courts and is already
proven in such states as New Jersey
and Massachusetts. The question of
political funding from a student
activities fee has been ruled
constitutional as long as the money
is used on campus as long as equal
opportunity to dissent is gi’ven to
others. Inevitably, PIRG must lose
its “easy method” *of funding
because the courts are ruling aginst
it.
In order to make the allocations
fair, I recommend the following:
First, all money given for student

activities must be shown to bring
back a benefit to the Tufts
community. This money can either
be for educational purposes or for
activities on theTufts campus.
Second, no money should be
given for work that Tufts students
should be doing on their own. By
this I mean that the Daily editors
should not be paid because they are
voluntarily working on their
newspaper. The Senate treasurer
should not be paid even though he
or she logs many hours of work (this
is the present case). And TuftsPIRG
should not get its own full time
organizer. How the Senate can
allow this to continue is beyond
belief.
These two simple guidelines can
help to distribute the allocations fee
fairly.

Tufts Pirg’s Bud get
F i n a l l y , t h e following is
TuftsPIRG’s budget. I hope that
you will scrutinize it yourself and
become as outraged as I have
become at the Senate for allowing
this sham to continue.
Salaries:
Tufts Organizer
$9,481
Campus Support Staff
2,723
Progam Advocate Staff 1,382
Administrative Staff
1,247
Operating expenses
5,101
Total
19,934

Of this figure, 15,000dollars goes
towards salaries“ for people to
lobby, research, and do work that
students could do. Why did the

allocations board not consider this?
A complete PIRG budget can be
found at the Senate office. In it
some of their expenses are defined
more prescisely. I hope that all of
you will take a look at it and say,
“Why am I paying for some of this
activity?” Perhaps you may still
want to suppport PIRG’s causes,
but now you will know what you
are paying for. Did they ever tell
you openly what your money pays
for?
Once again, it is a disgrace that
the Senate will use its political
biases to overlook budgeting
discrepancies for a cause that its
members generally support.
Remember this when it comes
time to vote in April.

TuftsPIRG: Surviving On
Unfair Funding
Procedures
continued from page 1

they supported TuftsPIRG. But this
petition drive did nothing to
address the real issue.
The point is that money for
private e clu c a tors, lobby is t s ,
researchers, and a campus
organizcr should only be raised
with private contributions. Sure,
-PIHBcanstai).lat.Twfts as longas th
money it receives from the student
activities fee stays at Tufts. The
issue is not majority support, but the

Will Bnllou Hall Be The Site of Another Sit in?

TUFTS TERRORISM
SYMPOSIUM
continued from paae 6

given by Dr. Eqbal Ahmed of the
Institute for Policy Studies who
gave the third keynote address. He
often talked about the terrorism
committed by American allies but
excused the PLO with the feeble
statement that the Palestinians are
“a people without a home.”
According to Dr. Ahmed, the
rebels in Afghanistan are “terrorists
by any definition.”-Why? Because
they f i g h t 120,000 S o v i e t
occupation troops? Troops that use
toy bombs on Afghani children? Dr.
Ahmed did not address those facts.
However, in the broad sense, at
least, there was an answer. When
asked a b o u t t h e e n o r m o u s
discrepancy regarding the Soviet
Union, Colloquium coordinator
Prof. Sherman Teichman explained
that the individual whose expertise
was in the subject of the Soviet
terrorism was unable to attend. An
invitation was set to Prof. Raymond
Cline of Georgetown University.
He co-authored a book Terrorism:
the Soviet Connection. Regrettably
he could not attend.
Obviously this information
cannot alter that inherent weakness
in the Symposium. But Prof.
T e i c h m a n a d d e d : “I w a s
disappointed that it did not arise [in
the question and answer periods].”
As for the blatantly biased remarks

.

(in other cases and on different
sides of the spectrum as well), no
one can control what a person says.
Nevertheless, the harshestcriticism should be levelled at many
members of the participating
audience. While people like Prof.
Teichman and the colloquium
members struggled to keep the
discussions apolitical, audience
questioners insisted on asking
loaded, opinionated questions that
were often looking to make a
statement ancl not to make an
answer. The booing, hissing, and
clapping that periodically occurred
was outrageous and inexcusable.
Most reprehensible, however, was
that such actions w e r e also
conducted by members of the ExCollege.
I n general, the Symposium
achieved several of its stated
objectives despite the obvious
logistical nightmare.
In any event, while no one could
hardly label the Symposium a
complete or smashing success,
colloquium members have reason
to at least feel some sense of
accomplishment. Given the
u n p r e d i c t a b il i t y o f s p ea k e r s ,
audiences, and people in general,
and given the complexity of the
issues, the colloquium has a right to
feel, as Prof. Teichman said, “very
proud of it.”

manner of funding.
l’1IftsPIRC’s budget iS Very
VagLle. They DLtY Over 5,000 d 0 h S
to Staff members (MASSI’IRG)
who help them do their job better.
U’hich other organization is a h v e d
to bring outside People in for
training? And trainingforwhatPTo
lobby for a bottle bill? Or is it just to
help them work on campus issues?
TuftsPIRG claims that all money
that it is given is spent on ‘this
campus, somehow. I-IoweVer, they
are given money to IW other
people for SeIViCeS that no other
organization could get access to,
and they are not even questioned
about it. Getting to the bottom line,
money given out from the Student
Activities Fee should nwrk to bring
an event or product back to the
Tufts environment. I lelping to pay
. for MASSPIRG’s accounting, bank
service charges, payroll processing,
a n d utilities (arnong o t h e r
cxtrancous expenditures) cannot \,e
justifid.
Furthermore, TuftsPIRG did not
go out of its way to explain to the
campus that we are paying almost
10,000 dollars for a campus
organizer that other student groups
d o not have. Not everyone realizes
that part of the money they are
forced to pay goes for political
lobbying at the State House.
Imagine if I demanded that
everyone in the school contribute
one dollar to help convince a body
in the government that the taxation
of businesses makes no sense. They

r

would laugh at the suggestion. In
comes TuftsPIRG, handcuffing me,
taking its long fingers and removing
money from my pocket for seat belt
legislation. If Tufts mandates one
donation, why not the other? Why is
PIRG special? Because it supports
liberal causes? No. It is because
Ralph Nader devised a clcver
swindle,
In order to lend more credence to
,?&
nrgu$ents,
,
I
cite an opinion
the New Jersey
Collrt.
The Court was
on tire llSe
of a check off system for grou.ps
which engaged in political
lobbying, They referred to the
Abood
in Michigan which
decided that members of unions
could not be forced to pay for
political lobbying that the union
management did. They were only
responsible f o r collective
bargaining related fees. I quote
from their decision:

we must assume that

lea,yt one of
pIRG’s functions is purely polifical,

and noneducational in nature.
Indeed, plaintiffs allege that
“[PIRG] i9 an organization founded
f o r the p r i m a r y purpose of
advocating specific ideologrcal and
political positions hefore the
Congre,ys of the United States, the
legislature of New Jey,yey, and the
citizens of the state.”. . ..we musf
conclude that not all of PIRG’y
activities are t r d y educational or
adequately linked t o the Uniuemity
to survive the A h o d standard.
Rutgers has a check off and Tufts
needs one too. Any money going off
campus for lobbying should only be
paid for by students with a positive
check off on their bursars bill. Any
money which can b e itemized may
remain p a r t of the regular
allocations process as long as it
directly benefits Tufts. Money for
their campus organizer can come
from the check of€ or other private
sources.
Help u s stop TuftsPIRG’s
pickpocketing.

ave A Great Summer
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The Month in Review
Ballou Sit-in 1986
Spring is here! The trees are budding, the flowers
are blooming, the birds are singing, and the
Campus has begun its perennial rumblings. for
stronger, “militant” action that is so conducive to
springtime. Afterall, who wants to demonstrate all
day in 10” weather? TPAC, the Ad Hoc Committee
Against Institutional Racism, and the newest
member to the Left Club, the November 9th
Committee have, in effect, warned President
Mayer and the Trustees to “give us what we
demand or we will disrupt the campus.” The ugly,
unsightly shanties are already here cluttering up the
Academic Quad. Other “alternatives” are being
considered that are “not as pleasant.” Anyone who
does not believe there will be a Ballou Elall sit-in
this spring write to The Primary Source. We hear
the Brooklyn Bridge is still for sale.

Unwanted Condolences

%.

Your friend and ours, Muammar the Mad
(Qaddafi) of Libya, who is now missing two patrol
boats and a missile battery, offered his sympathies
to the victims of the ChaElenger mission. I-Ie
claimed to be “deeply saddened,” saying “Those
who died were victims of imperialist impatience
[to] control space for the purposes of war.” On
Venus, two craters were named for Judith Resnick
and Christa McAuliffe through the generosity of
the Soviet Union. Gus Hall, General Secretary of
America’s Communist Party, speculated that the
blast was caused by “a new secret explosive
material carried aboard to test under conditions of
weightlessness.” And best of all, El Salvador’s
Communist guerillas caIled the Challenger crew
‘‘
war criminals,” adding “We share the happiness
felt b y those who reject and condemn U.S.
imperialism’s warmongering policies.”

Let The Bells Ring
Columnist George F , Will in The Pursuit of Virtue
and Other Tory Notions on the ringing of church
belts:
High on my list of reasons for regretting the 20th
century is that the sound of bells is no longer a part
of society’s life, and people are poorer for this
change. Bells were part of society’s communication
system. In his book Akenfield, Ronald Blythe
recorded the memories of a bell ringer in Suffolk,
England: “The bells tolled for death when I was a
boy. It was three times three for a man and three
times two for a woman. Then the years of the dead
person’s age would be tolled, and if the bell went on
speaking, ‘Seventy-one, seventy-two,’ people
would say, ‘Well, he had good innings!’ But when
the bell stopped at eighteen or twenty, a hush
would come over the fields.”
Proper bells produce one of the man-made
sounds worth processing, but they have been
largely dispensed with everywhere. Of course, w e
hear bells all day long, thanks to cash registers and
telephones and feeble, lisping doorbells. The bells
we have indoors are pesky nuisances; the bells w e
used to have out-of-doors providecl decorous
counterpoint to the symphony of nature’s sounds.
If you are one of thosc pitiable people who do
not understand that bells are part of the magic of
life, consider this legend, recounted by Amoret and
Christopher Scott in their essay, “The British Way
of Death”: “When the Duke of Wellington died in
1852, the dean of his old parliamentary
constituency at Trim ordercd the bells be tolled in
full peal. No sooner had the ringers begun than the
tenor bell, the pride of the church, shattered. When
it was examined, it was found to have been cast in
1769, the year the duke was born.”
If that doesn’t give you pause, well, the more’s
the piry.

Rewriting History
Affirmative Action in
Space
Jesse Jackson, on the other hand, said there was a
good cross-section of America in space. “On this
journey there were two women, a Jew, a black, an
Asian, [and] white males. If memory serves, former
Interior Secretary James Watt was sacked for a
statement like that.

Svetlana Alliluyeva, daughter of the late Soviet
despot Joseph Stalin, is writing a new book.
Rumor has it that the subject has been ordered by
the Kremlin. The topic apparently is to be refuting
books she wrote criticizing her father and the
Soviet regime during her seventeen year
residence in the West. Having been moved to the
Crimean port of Sevastopol, she is being aided in
her new undertaking by official government
representatives.

1

More Problems in Libya
Recently Colonel Ishkal of Col. Muammar elQaddafi’s armed forces proposed shrinking the
role of Qaddafi’s fanatical Revolutionary Guards,
his personal Praetorian Guard, in the government.
Having been spurned in his suggestion, Colonel
Ishkal committed suicide by shooting himself. Six
times.

Of Missiles and Allies
You can’t win any of them. The Reagan
Administration’s attempts to forge an interim
agreement with the Soviet Union to eliminate
medium-range nuclear missiles from Europe is
causing an uproar among our European allies.
Instead of advocating an agreement they pushed
for so hard the past six years, now they fear any
withdrawal of Pershing I1 or cruise missiles may
facilitate the decoupling of Europe from America’s
nuclear umbrella. It is the height of irony that they
would take such a position. One can only wonder if
Reagan just doesn’t throw up his hands in disgust
and realize the true meaning of the adage “Damned
if ,you do and damned if you don’t’’ once again.

The Brit in Washington
William F. Buckley Jr. in Right Reason:
There’s a character in Washington who writes for
the Washington Post and should be slipped a
tranquilizer, though these are said not to mix
happily with booze. His name is Henry Fairlie and,
to the great relief of Great Britain, he is an
expatriate, devoting himself to advising Americans
how to behave.
You see, although he elected to leave Europe,
Fairlie simply has to say it for our own good.
America is less cosmopolitan than Europe. Poor
Eiirope. “Europe shudders today,” Mr. Fairlie tells
the readers of the Washington Post. “The America
which Europe fears is the America of the
Reaganites ., .The Reaganites on the floor [in
Detroit at the convention] were exactly those who
in Germany gave the Nazis their main strength and
who in France collaborated with them and
sustained Vichy.”
Waal, Henry, over here in America, though less
cosmopolitan than across the pond among the folks
you came from, we never elected a Hitler to power,
Strange. And we never had a Vichy governmentstrange. And we never swore we’d refuse to fight
for king and country, at a moment in history that
made possible the rise of Hitler. And we didn’t
fashion the diplomacy that created two world
wars, thirty million killed; and an Eastern Empire
ruled by Josef Stalin. Perhaps it requires a little
provincialism to contrive a diplomacy of a kind
that doesn’t depend on the United States, every
generation or so, to send the Yanks over to bail out
the cosmopolitans.

Chicago: High on the List
On March 13 Chicago’s City Council declared their
city a nuclear “free-zone.” The ordinance reads
“No person shall knowingly design, produce,
deploy, launch, maintain or store nuclear weapons
or components of nuclear weapons.” Now Chicago
is not the first but it is the biggest municipality to
take this step and, such as it is, the most assinine.
Governor James R. Thompson called the law
“stupid and un American.” He is of course right.
Nuclear weapons are an integral part of American
security and if they are needed in Chicago they
should be there. But the most ridiculous aspect of
this question-it would be funny if it really was not
so horrifying-is that if war comes no ordinance in
the world will prevent a Soviet SS-25 nuclear
missile from falling on the “nuclear weapons free”
cit)‘ of Chicago.

I
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ANOTHER HOLOCAUST IN AFR
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Edwin Feulner
Although w e said “never again”
after World War 11, reports indicate
that another holocaust is taking
place-this time in Ethiopia.
Under the Ethiopian government’s year-old “relocation”
program, m o r e than 100,000
Ethiopians are believed to have
perished. They weren’t gassed or
exterminated in ovens. T h e
methods were more devious than
that. But the results have been the
same.
In a recent letter or The Times of
London, Julian Amery, a British
member of Parliament, wrote: “Of
human rights violations in Ethiopia
the m o s t i n f a m o u s i s t h e
resettlement program whereby
Soviet aircraft are forcibly moving
thousands of Eritreans and Tigreans
to inhospitable regions.”
According to eyewitness
accounts, Ethiopian villagers are
being rounded up by the country’s
’military, often without warning,
and being held in collection camps
until they can b e transported to
official “resettlement” areas.
Harvested c r o p s a r e b e i n g
destroyed and livestock abandoned.
Tens of thousands of the refugees,
already weakened by famine and
war, have died.
To make matters worse, say
officials of Medicins Sans Frontiers,
a-voluntary French relief agency,
Western aid efforts may now be

hastening the death march. The
French humanitarian organization
was expelled from Ethiopia,
according to Julian Amery, for
predicting that 400,000 deaths
would result from this program.
In addition to grain and other
foods the West has been providing
the Ethiopian government heavy
trucks to move the food into famine
areas. The trucks are not being used
to transport the food. And the food
is not being used to feed the hungry.
Instead, the trucks are being usedin
the politcally motivated relocation
program. And the gran is often left
to rot in ports or taken from famine
areas and sent to camps in southern
Ethiopia.
T h e Ethiopian government
claims that the massive plan to
move more than 300,000 families
from northern Ethiopia to the
southwestern part of the country is
the best way to help the people in
famine-stricken areas. In reality, the
program has nothing to d o with
fighting hunger-it’s simply the
Ethiopian regime’s strategy for
depopulating the northern areas,
which are dominated b y antiCommunist rebels.
Sadly, the world community’s
silence in reminiscent of the initial
reaction to other twentieth-century
genocides-the Nazi mass murders,
the Khmer Rouge atrocities in
Cambodia, and the scorched-earth
p o l i c i e s in S o v i e t - o c c u p i e d
Afghanistan, where death and
destruction continues.

...
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And the United Nations isn’t
helping a bit. While many
humanitarian organizations have
refused to participate in the socalled resettlement program, the
U.N.’s World Food Program and
the U.N. Food and Agricultme
Organization (FAO) defend thc
program and have even dcnied-in
the face of gruesome evidence to
the contrary-that thousands have
died during ‘the compulsory
resettlement operations.
The Ethiopian government isn’t
helping people, it is killing them. It
is killing them because they have
been labeled enemies of the state.

And it is doing
of
._so with the h e h
n
equipment and funds supplied by
international aid agencies.
At the very least, relief efforts
should be temporarily suspended.
Unless steps are taken to end the
genocidal “relocation” program, it
could end up claiming more lives
than the famine itself.

Mr. Feulner is president of the
Z?eritage Foundation, a Washington
based puhlic policy research
institute.

Does Government Reallv Know Best?
d

belt is buckled. It is after all for our
own good. I cannot accept the logic
of a law which says it is for your
own good, but if you do not agree
you will be punished.
But what about all the saved
lives? Ask the bright-eyed idealists.
Indeed lives will probably be
saved. While we are creatinglaws to
save lives, why not outlaw smoking,
or fine people for being overweight
(unless, of course, they have
medical excuses)? The number of
lives saved by stopping smoking
and excess pounds would dwarf
those saved by seatbelts. Why not
outlaw everything dangerous and
unhealthy? I feel quite capable of
running my own life, thank you.
Unfortunately many have the
naive notion that by another’s
refusal to buckle-up insurance costs
rise, and that the law will lower
these costs. Anyone who feels that
any decrease in insurance payouts
because of the law will return to the
consumer should consider just what
are the two tallevt buildings in
Boston; this is were many savings
will cnd up.
Govmment’s desire to controI
and obstrrict our lives is also
o b v i o u s i n d r 11 n k - d r i v i n g
roadblocks. It seems that o1ir
politicians view us with such
disrespect that they fecl it necessary
to randomly obstruct us tocheckup
on us. Drunk-driving roadblocks
arc nothing hut police cgo trips and
shnins of constitutional legality. The
logic that random roadblocks
should be set up to weed out drunk
drivers is comparable to random

house searches to find people using
drugs.
Where the police have gained this
right to obstruct perfectly innocent
people is beyond me. Again the
majority is punished because of the
incompetent minority. Indeed
drunk-driving is a serious problem,
but the roadblock is not the answer.
Resides its unconsitutionality, its
effectivenessis questionable. Police
visibility e n h a n c e d n o t b y
roadblocks but by roving police
cars would do more to prevent
drunk-driving. These roving police
cars, now tied up by these
roadblocks, could catch the real
criminals, those driving erratically.
All these government programs
violate the basic principles of
government’s role. Our .government, formerly of, by, and for this
people, has decided that instead of
being run by its citizens, that it
should run the lives of its citizens.
Our government’s role was nevm to
inflict the “right” interests on its
people, but to reflect the interests of
its p e o p l e . Programs whicli
inconvenience the majority becnrise
of an incompctent minority do not
reflcct the interests of the peoplci.
These progrimis rrflect :I hiisic
govprnnient disrespect and rnistriist
of IIS, the citiwns.
This current shift in government
policy LIVhich emphasizes thc
individual’s inability to run his owii
life, sets the precrdcnt for furthrr
government incwrsions into c ~ r
rights.
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I Kennedy In The Hall of Fame
We have the distinguished honor of being members of the committee to
raise $5,000 to be used for the placing of a statue of Edward M. Kennedy in
the Hall of Fame in Washington, D.C.
The committee is in quite a quandary about selecting a proper location for
the statue. It was thought wise not to place it ‘beside that of George
Washington, who never told a lie, nor beside that of F.D.R., who never told
the truth, since Edward M. Kennedy never could tell the difference.
After careful consideration, we think it should be placed beside that of
Christopher Columbus, the greatest “new dealer” of them all. He started out
not knowing where he was going, and on arriving, did not know where he
was, and on returning, did not know where he had been-and did it all on
borrowed money.
The inscription on the statue will read as follows: “Ipledge allegiance to
Edward M. Kennedy, and to the national debt for which he stands; one man,
expendable, with socialism and taxes for all.”
Moses said to the children of Israel-“Pick up your shovels, mount your
asses and camels, and I will lead you to the Promised Land.” Nearly 6,000
years later, Roosevelt said-“Lay down your shovels, sit on your asses and
light up a Camel, This is the Promised Land.” Now Kennedy is stealing the
shovels, kicking your asses, raising the price of Camels, and taking over the
Promised Land.
If you are one of the few people who have any money left after paying
taxes, we will expect a generous contribution from you for this worthwhile
project.

2
,+2
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$11,000

-1 DEMANDS FROM LEFT
I

This spring’s Left agenda has been laid down by a new coalition of
students and groups that include members of the November 9th Committee,
the Ad-Hoc Committee Against Institritional Racism, TPAC, and the AfroAmerican Society. According to the Tiif ts Obseruer, their so-called
“platform” is as follows:

’

That’s Army math. It means that after 2 years of
college (60semester hours or equivalent) and a 2-year
enlistment, you could have up to $2 1,000t o
continue your education. Courtesy of the New GI Bill
+,New Army College Fund. (EffectiveJuly 1 1985).
That other 2 means y o u can get two ears of
ROTC credit by enrolling in ROTC a t t e third year
level (with the college’s Professor of Military
Science’sapproval) when you rqenter college. You’ll
earn $100 a month in ROTC.
Qualify, and you’ll start your enlistment with a
promotion. And just because you’re out of school
doesn’t mean you stop learning. We’li teach you a
skill that can help you go places later.
And you’ll go places now, because we give
soldiers an opportunity to travel. And a chance t o
make new friends.
Not to mention a lot of money for college. Plus
the chance to become an Army officer. Contact your
local Army Recruiter today,

“Institutional Racism:
1. A vote of “immediate and full divestment” by the Trustees at the
April 19 meeting.
2. Increase enrollment of minority and low income students.
3. Increase representation of minorites on the staff and Faculty through
tenure.
“Personal Racism:
1, Require a coiirsc on Race Awareness/Discrimination Issues.
L rake action against “racist” Faculty.

L

SSG Mark P. Spear

M e d F or d R e cr u it in g
(617) 396-0702

Station

‘Student Voice and Empowerment:
1. Open Trustee meetings.
2, Make available transcripts of Tnistee meetings to the piiblic.
3. Elect a student as a full Trustee, empowered to vote.
4. Have ‘the Trustees bound to strident referendums.

Methods to Achieve Demands:
If this “platform” is not acted on, the coalition threatens a variety of
actions including the esisting shanty-town, demonstrations, sit-ins, etc.
Purpose:
To achieve the Left agenda on the campus of Tufts University in face of
stndent, Faculty, and Administration opposition.

I

I
I

On this same note, The Primary Source has its own goals.
Our Demands:
1. Continued investment in South Africa with Tufts funds while
pursdng a policy of Active Engagement.
2. Enrolling additional minority students in accordance with Tufts’
academic standards,
3 . Hiring adclitional minorities on the Faculty while at the same time
sustaining Tufts’ reputation for academic excellence.
4. Continue the excellent administration of Tufts Irniversity by
President Jean Xlayer and the Board of Trustees.
Methods for Achieving Demands:
None. Our demands are Lhiversity policy and should remain such.
Rationale:
These demands are our views but we do not suppose that everyone must
be forced to submit to them, much as less agree. They are in fact no more
or less moral or immoral than those of the divestment coalition. Areality
everyone should realize.

A Few General Comments:
1. Divestment is not a universally accepted policy,
2. Grading a “race awareness” coime is subjective and a certifiable

inmossibili tv.
3. Iletermining who are “racist Facult),” is subjective and a certifiable
impossibility.
4. Restructuring the LTniversity system at the whims of a small minorit\.
of radical students ~vouldresult in chaos and the decline in the qualitjof Tufts tiniversity.

Result:
Tlic Piimar!JSorrrcc has only one real demand: \.\’e call on thr President
and the Tnisteer to stand firm in their convictions and policies and deal
firrnly Lvith any illegal acts perpetrated by the Carnpus Left.

*
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Arts and Leisure
SPRING FRENZY AT TUFTS
Cam Appelbaurn J’88

r

1

*

Well - it’s .finally happened. All
winter long, you waited and prayed
for it. You endured a perpetually
drippy nose and scratchy throat.
You suffered through staticy hair
and blotchy skin. You dutifully
dealt with wet wool scarves, clunky
boots and itchy sweaters. You
survived all of these miseries simply
because you knew, that in the not
too distant future, it would arrive
and rescue you from February’s
dreary grey sludge.
Yes - the inevitable has at last
occurred; spring is here. We can
now look forward to sunshine,
boxer shorts, California Coolers,
water skiing and driving with the
“top down.” But with all of its
amazing and infinite pleasures,
spring has one great drawback. In
the past it’s been called “Spring
Fever”; but personally, I find
“Spring Frenzy” to be much more
appropriate.
Have you noticed that as the
weather gets warmer your attention
span dwindles proportionately?
Physically you’re in Physics class
but mentally you’re on Montego
Ray, Mount Everest or even the
‘ .* Bain de S o l d Commercial:,
Apart from the limited abilities of
concentration, Spring Frenzy also
manifests itself in the area of weight
‘obsession. Of course Tufts has
always had its share of Tab and
salad bar fiends; but, around this
time of year, starvation diets reach
epidemic proportions and aerobics
“I

i

classes become so crowded, it’s
impossible to even turn your head,
much less jump up and down for 90
minutes. After all - its “bikini
weather.”
Other indications of this disease
include: a general rise in the Beach
Boys’ popularity and an increase in
sales of “Summer Blonde” and
“Sun-In.” The Quad is overrun b y
flying saucers as peoplc suddenly
becomc fascinated by the frisbee.
The “So what if it’s only 40
degrees, it’s spring so I’m going to
dress like it” syndrome emerges. It’s
practically freezing, yet, these
staunch believers refuse to wear
their Timberlands and CBS one
more day. They defiantly don jams
and t-shirts and attempt to smile
casually through their chattering
teeth as they hunch their shoulders
against thc March winds.
The final and most fatal aspect of
Spring Frenzy is.. ,you guessed it We need not mention it by name
because we all know what it is. N o
matter where yoii are, who yau’re
with or what you’re doing, you
scope. There’s that amazing looking
blonde at the Campus Center
Cashier and that hot brunette with
“those eyes” who eats lunch at
Hodgden every other Tuesday at
+-+1:32*-T.Thewir- becomee*thick-v\aithrrk
Polo, darting glances and fIirtacious
Iiclieve that exercise is synonymous
with torture and I personally prefer
smiles. You can’t eat, you can’t sleep
hot baths. HOW about throwing
and forget about sitting still for
yourself into your studies? No
more than ten minutes,
good. I can practically guarantee
Well - how is this horrendous
affliction to be combatted? I’d . you that all biology classes are
studying Human Reproduction and
recommend the strenous exercise
all literature classes are reading,
and cold shower mcthod, but I

.

Z ~ d yChattcrl!y’s Lover. I suppose
that all you can do is to take extra
vitamins and try not to think about
your racing hormones. Just relax iake out your shades, get your box
and catch some rays. After all, in six
months, it will be snowing again
and you’ll be,dreaming of Spring.

SPEILBERG’S A COLOR PINK
Ann Wooster

I

T’88

The film adaptation of Alice
Walker’s novel, The Color Purple,
offers a field of pink wild flowers as
its opening image. Pink - not
purple - though Stephen Speilberg
no doubt found this shade close
enough to create a parallel to
Walker’s title. Having read the book
before viewing the Hollywood
version this first compromise seems
only a precursor of artistic
modifications to come.
Speilberg’s direction of romantic
cinematography a n d accompanying music clashes with the
realistic tones and harsh language of
Walker’s didactic work of words.
Obviously aimed at the largest
theater-going population, the visual
PG-13 imitation never approaches
the bitingly true comments Walker
injects into her chapters. Instead,
the movie-goers leave the theater
d e h y d r a t e d f r o m alternately
sniffing and sobbing over scenes in
the novel which have been
exaggerated t o the point of
histrionics.

While Shug marches to her
estranged father’s church followed
by every “sinner“ in the jukejoint,
she belts out an irresistable gospel
rendition guaranteed to animate an
audience of senior citizens. Of
course, this tearful reunion takes
place on the pulpit, and on the
downbeat. In Walker’s novel Shug’s
father never even makes an
appearance, much less publicly
forgives her,
This manipulation of the ticketbuyers’ emotions is an insult to the
author’s earnest intent to introduce
to her readers the struggle of a
southern black woman during midtwentieth century America. If you
choose only to experience the film,
you may never realize that the main
character Celie’s battles a n d
triumphs comprise much more than
a rags-to-semi-riches biography.
Celie fights for her freedom.
Freedom from white oppression,
but also from the tyranny of men.
Her step-father rapes her many
times and impregnates her twice.
“Mister”, her first a n d only
husband, treats her like an animal

and a slave. Only when she realizes
her worth as a woman and a human
being does she find the strength to
break free from male bondage.
Why does the movie treat this
important feminist aspect as lightly
as Celic’s and Shug’s implied
lesbian relationship? Most boxoffice bonanzas do not deal with
controversial issues. Give the public
what they want --Speilbergesque
happy endings and lots of cathartic
tears. Pink, light, superficial tales
over purple, creative and sensual
realities.
Unfortunately, d u e to this
emphasis on happy endings and the
story-book quality of filming, many
viewers leave the theater without
incentive to change existing
conditions. After all, hasn’t
Speilberg told us everything will
turn out well in the end? Walker,
much more ambitious and
provocative, forces her readers to
face some cold hard facts about
their society. Which medium do
you think will result in a happier‘
ending after all?

SHANTY
continued from page 1

to Ballou Hall everyday without
looking at a small mountain of trash.
One of the reasons I decided to
attend Tufts was because of the
b eaiiti f ul suburban at ni osp h ere
relatively close to amajor city. Now
a radical minority is ruining it for
others. Why should I - a n
individual who has hardly been
apathetic on the divestment issuebe subjected to an outlandish
position against my wdI?
In short, after a period of time
lasting a week or two, the
Aclministration must act to remove
the shanties. A sriiall minority has n o
right to ruin Conirncncenient or thp
Campus for thousands of people.
Rdniinistrators are charged to
maintain the integrity and beauty of
thr Tufts Campus. They must carry
out their resr)onsibilitv.
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THE SOVIET PARTY C0NGRESS:”NEW IDEAS”
Marianne Sullivan, J’88
A state of the union address or a
rhetorical lashing out at the Reagan
Administration? The twentyseventh Soviet Communist Party
Congress displayed a bit of both,
The need for a change was
determined; the ideals of the
Marxist Doctrine are no longer
working for the Soviet superpower
that lies so far behind the United
States in economic productivity and
technology.
Perhaps a move to the right is in
order for this country, yet the strong
statements against the United States
capitalist society, b y Mikhail
Gorbachev, would lead one to
believe otherwise. The Congress
reaffirmed the failure of old party
ideals to meet the tests needed for
progress in the twenty-first century.
Could it be that the Soviets will try a
bit of this “much lashed out against”
capitalism.
Hypocracy lurked in the words of
Mikhail Gorbachev. In his five and
one half hour keynot‘e speech, he
exhibited a new attitude not
formerly found amongst leaders of
the Soviet Union. Laughter was
permitted as well as attacks against
old leaders, and he acknowledged
the now inefficient ideals of the
party in accepting that without
change no improvement would
come: “We have to part ways with
those who hope that everything will
settle down and return to the old
lines. That wil1 not happen
comrades.”
Yet with this new somewhat
liberal ideology, Gorbachev didnot
fail to reaffirm party control. “The
Party will continue to get rid of all
those who discredit the name of
Communist.”

The party is having trouble with
letting go of its heavy handed
approach. The attempt is there: yet
only the attempt. The declining
ideology of the people is evident i n
their failure to motivate. To gain
new appeal from the citizens might
necessitate a new structure,
Yet, where will this structure
come from? Unfortunately change
will not be found from their old
favorite Karl Marx; on who’s ideals
their apparent United States
opinion is based. Gorbachev, in one
of his numerous attacks against the
United States, defined Capitalism,
in Marx’s words as “hideous pagen
idol who would not drink nectar but
from the skulls of the slain.”
The attitude towards the United
States arms policy followed that of
the economy. America was sharply
critized. As simulated United States
headlines flashed across T.V.
monitors, Gorbachev denounced
the United States for responding to
the Soviets reduction proposal on
the eve of the Congress. Due to the
untimely response on the part of the
U S . , Gorbachev, in a forced
response replied, “It is hard to
detect any serious proposals on the
part of the U.S. Administration to
get down to resolving the cardinal
problem of eliminating the nuclear
threat
The untimely response of the
‘U.S. came a f t e r Gorbachev
proposed, in January, his plan for
nuclear disarmament. The first step
called for the Soviet Union and the
United States to r e m o v e
intermediate-range missiles from
Eurpoe within five to eight years
providing that Britain and France
didn’t make any modernizations on
their own nuclear arsenals. He
proposed a nuclear free twenty-first
century providing that all other
,I’

countries as well as the United
States and the Soviet Union disarm.
Reagan’s counteroffer advanced
the time for these reductions. He
called for the elimination of all U.S.
and Soviet medium-range missiles
. in Europe and Central Asia within
three and a half years. The U.S. also
proposed a fifty-percent reduction
of all intermediate-range weapons
in Europe and Central Asia to be
completed by next.year. The plan
would eliminate all mediumLranged
weapons by 1990.
An escalation of the arms race
seems to be a t a standstill, but a
propaganda war was in full force at
this Congress. Gorbachev, referring
to the U.S. as “the metropolitan
center of imperialism,” perhaps
increased his U.S. denouncements
due to his no longer leading position
in this war. The U S . , with their

counteroffer, took a favorable lead
by receiving positive response from
the Europeans.
At the commencement of this
Twenty-seventh Soviet Communist
Party Congress tensions were
flairing, inside and out of the Soviet
Union. Within, the Soviets face a
need for change economically, and
outside they need to heighten world
response to their reduction
propsals. They are being out
flanked by the U.S. in both these
areas, whether it be through mere
perception or reality. They may be
losing t h e b a t t l e of t h e i r
superpower status as the twentyfirst century nears. Without an
advancement economically and
technologically they may lose the
appeal of more people than simply
the European Community; they
may lose the appeal of the Soviets.

Of Earrings And Presidential Candidates
Matt Bronfman, A’S8
I pierced my ear for no practical
reasons whatsoever. I didn’t intend
to make a statement to the world or
anyone in particular.
When it was done, and I told my
roommate 4 a t he could let go of my
hand (I assumed that the pain was
over), I didn’t feel radically
different. I possessed no urge to
protest government recruiters, sit-in
on Ballou, or even write a
vituperating letter to President
Mayer. My personality and innermost self had withstood a most
severe test.
Unfortunately nobody else can
believe it. I’m regularly approached
and questioned by old friends about
my transformation: When did I start
experimenting with hard drugs?
How did I come to realize my
former ideas were mistaken? O r I’m
asked about my “new” political
ideas: How long do I think the W.S.
has before our economy collapses?
Or what can be done to stop a
Republican victory in November?
But more than all else, I love the
small talk I a m now privy to: That
Eric Labs sure is a Facist, huh? Or, I

voted 5 times for divestment in the
last referendum. I wonder if I can
do it again?
None of this talk bothers me. I
enjoy hearing opposing views. It
simply amuses me that many
people associate a whole in niy head
with a shift to the left. As previously
stated, I didn’t mean to imply
anything by piercing m y ear. I
simply like the way it looks. Of
course, there was a second reason. I
also did it because it was a bargain. I
was wandering around a shopping
mall when I spied a sign reading:
Pierced Ears, only
SPECIAL
$3.901 (The sale ended January 31 in
case you were interested). Now,
being the emminently practicaI
capitalist I am, I couldn’t pass up a
deal like that!
So, these are the two reasons why
I pierced my ear. But the gains have
been even more lucrative. I now
realize just how much people judge
b y appearance. I spent a year and
one-half as a vocal Republican on
this campus, and, in one day, it was
assumed my outlook had changed.
Granted, I a m a m o d e r a t e
Republican. But, with a gold stud in
my ear, I a m never accused of

-

moderation. People now classify
m e asleft of Jane Fonda. With black
boots and a somewhat different
haircut, I now suppose the
Democratic Party might find me to
be a negative attribute.
This realization concerning
myself, that appearance is so very
important, I believe also holds true
in national politics. With this
thought in mind, I suppose that Vice
President Bush needs a change of
clothing if he is to become
President.
My logic is as follows: History
proves that for a conservative to
gain the Presidency, they m f have
the support of the workir class.
This argument is furthered y the
example of Great Britain clating
back to the late 1800s. ,‘here,
Benjamin Disraeli f o r g e d a
conservative party from a coalition
of blue-collar workers a n d
aristocrats.
Reagan pulled off a similar feat in
both 1980 and 1984. He blended
workers with the upper-classes for
t w o landslide victories. The
President was able to do so, I would
argue, because he presents himself
as a common man. T-ue or not,

Reagan’s image is right out of the
Teddy Roosevelt school: “Role up
the sleeves and fight it out!”
Now, if appearance is vital, and
Bush c‘ ends on the workers for
victory 2 faces bad times ahead. I
saw hi
the other day on TV
wearing Rrooks Brothers’suit and
Gucci SOCKSto match. All told, he
looked like a thousand bucks,
wholesale I hope. Furthermore, not
only did he attend Yale University,
but his voice gives it away. It is full
of lofty arrogance.
With this in mind, I don’t believe
he can expect votes from a wide
range of people. Bush needs to take
a lesson from the President and
learn to role up his sleeves. Of
course, he’ll need someone to
remove the cufflinks. But I believe
it will pay off. He should also go and
buy some generic suits, and a pair of
toes socks labeled, “generic.” This
will not guarantee him victory. But
it will definitely ‘.olster his appeal
with a broader section of the
country and add some distinct
variety to his wardrobe,

.

