
ES SLAUGHTER IN ASIA 
Gtorqi. Danas, A’83 

- 

Froni 1979 to 1952, one-third t o  
one-half o f  t h r  Kampiichean 
popdation has bern crndicatcd, as 
thniiwnds of \’ietn:imrw have been 
and  c o n t i n u e  t o  s e t t l e  i n  
Kampiichea in an attcmpt to 
destrov an entire culture a\  \vel1 as 
the people \\Tho have practicd it 
sinccx ancient hnics. 

It is tlifficiilt fnr ,i\inericm\ to 
grasp the scope of the genocide in 
bmpiichea comniittrtl timt hv the 
communi s t Kh m u  R 01 I ge f nrcr 5 

and later 131. cornmiiniq t \ ’ i c > t n ; i r i i f v  

troops. ‘I’hc a h \  t’ niirnlwrs. 
translated to oiir m1.n nation, cniilti 
rrpresrnt th(> losq of some 75 to I I ’i 
mil 1 ion pen pl t, . 

J‘rt, w111~ does telrvision continiir 
to be blind ton.ards :itrocitir< \i.hich 
certainly nit-rit top flight rncdia 
coverage? T h e  slaiighter of 
million.;, and the ovrr 100,000 
refugees condemnecl to live in the 
many “camps” ha\tily p i t  togrther 
to accommodate thein, ~ v o i i l c l  
appear to be prime news cmwage. 
A visit to this <trickrnetl a r m  \voiiltl 
be more than aderliiate proof of the 
need for world-wide rrrngnitinn 
tovxrd the hcinous acts h i n q  
committed. 

Herr, we can ser all t h c  
ingredients that have wnt hiindretls 
of television crews and thousands of 
rcportrrs in search of stories on the 
international scene: the hriital 

OH, MS, FONDA, IFYOU COULD SEE YOUR BOYS NOW, 

Hannah Hotchkiss, 1’87 

The feminist movement today is 
one that desenies recognition - 
women’s rights are still often sadly 
overlooked. M a r y  Daly, a radical 
feminist who spoke at Tufts on 
November 1,1983, said nothing that 
woiiltl strengthen the feminist 
cause. Fler aggressive backlashing 
onlv estranges her further from the 
“patriarchal” society that she so 
v e h e m e n t l y  c r i t i c i z e s .  She  
simplistically blnmes thr negative 
rractions to her insulting remark\ o n  
t h r  rnale influence and the female 
inability to coiinter this infliirnrc. I 
qiiestion hrr ability to provide :I 

logical, facti1;il :irgunient in her 
favor. 

Mary I)aly helirves that oiirs is a 
mal e -d om i n a t ed s o  c i e t y nn d 
t h w i n  lies its faults. She claims that 
nuclear u’eaponry (that males wcre 
$0 proud to havr created), chemical 
Nvarfare, poIIiition and so on arc the 
sad rrsdts of  this male influrwcc. 
She professes that i t  is tinir for 
u.omen to t;ike a strongrr role in 
society for which 1 wonld applaud 
her if she provided any rralictic 
solations or h:isecl her argiiment on 
anything but sarcasm. 

\ l a rv  Da ly  a t t a c k e d ,  f o r  
euample, the Catholic Chiirch as a 
male dominated institution. She 
descr ibed her  m o v r m r n t  :I\ 

MAJOR WITHOUT A DEPARTMENT: THE 
1.R. PROGRAM is conccrnrci about the distrihntion 

of limitcrl rcsoiirces. 1Irnc.e. within 

Daniel Marcus, A’8S 

The International Rrlations 
Program versus an International 
Helations l>cipartment, on t h r  
surface, seems little more than a 
question of semantics. R u t  for 
Professor John Gibson, forintlrr and 
director of the Program, an I . R .  
Depar tmen t  g r e a t e r 
infliiencr and resources for the 1.11. 
major. 

‘I’he creation of the Department 
soi~nds like a simple and reasonable 
c1eveIopment. IIowever, Professor 
Jamcs Elliott, the recently resigned 
chairman of the Political Science 
Ilepartment, believes that the 
infllience of the I.R. Department 
would be at the cost of his 
(]epartment. And Professor Frank 
CoIcord, Dean of Arts and Sciences, 

m e  an s 

the trniverqity, a conflict m’er the 
fiitiire of Inttmmtional Relations 
major has begun. 

R el:i t i o n s 
Program prirnaril). facilitates thc 
I.H. major, intrgrating rcqiiirc- 
ments a n d  cniirws from the 
tlepartments of Political Science, 
IIiStnry, Kconnmics, Anthrnpology 
and 1iorn:mcr IA:ingiiagw. Since 
Professor Gibson and Bobby 
Coolcy,  coord ina tor  of t he  
Program, ~ T C  the only full-time 
participants in the Prngram, they 
Itinst serve a? adviqorz for most I.R. 
Majors. 

This crcates the first problem, 
because, as Gibson predicts, there 
will br 325 I.R. majorr; by May of 
19M, imposing an iinmanageahlr 
responsihility on two prople. 
{Jnfortunatdv, the Program does 
not have the fiinds to hire more 
staff. It often seeks money from 

‘l’h e In t c r na t i on a1 

orher depark.nrnts for traching 
ass i s tan t ; .  This  p r o b l e m  is 
complicated hy the fact that the 
Program, unlike a tlrpartmcnt, tlors 
not have a teniirc system, rind 
prmpcxctive prnfc*ssors oftrn \vi11 
not join the 1.13. I’rograrti hccaiiw i t  
!:icks this typc of w c ~ i r i t y .  

According to Gihwn, the solutio11 
to thew problems is app:trrnt. “ ‘ t ’ h c ~  
magnitudr of the Prngrani m-ill 
necwsitatc ;it 3oinc’ pnint n 
ckpartrncrrt. The 1.R. majors vomc 
to thr 1.11. office for advice, 
recommendations, and internships, 
hiit thP I .R.  officr has little to do 
with the clrcisions o f  riirricrihm, 
(wiirses or instruction. ‘rhercforcx, i t  
miis t  b c a  c e n t r a l i z e d  i n  a 
clepartmcnt., . .” 

h t  year Gibson proposed that if  
an 1.R. Department were created, 
appointments woiild be created for 
those \iith trnure, and suhtrnnrc 
positions woiild be available for 

cnntinnwi nn p a p  6 
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RICHES OF CONGRESSIONAL PENSIONS 
David Keating 

n e  Sational Taxpayers L’nion 
[YTV) has released a study of 
cnnmessional pensions revealing 
that 36 congressman are potential 
“pen  sion mi l l i ona i r e s .  ” A n  
additional 33 congressmen could 
rccpI\.e pension benefits in excess of 
$’;,jO,OOO d u r i n g  r e t i r c m e n t .  
“\[enibers of Congress moan about 
\>ring paid too little \iThile they 
(liiietlv accumulatc hiindreds of 
thousands, of not millions, of dollars 
in pension benefits. I doubt manv 
taxpayers think Conqess deserves a 
pension plan this Ia\*ish,” rernarkcd 
\ T L ’  chairman Jim Ila\idson. 

At the top of the congressional 
pension list is Scnator Edward 
Kennedy (D-LIass.) with potential 
benefits of $1,581,944. follon.ed by 
Rep. John Dingell (D-Xfich.), a 
potcntial recipient of $1,533,659. As 
a result  of their  voluntary 
retirement, Senators f Inward Raker 
(R-Tenn.) and John Tower ( R -  
Texas) coiild receive pensions 
totalling $1,242,318 and $1,028,905 
respectivelv. 

The study hiqhlightc the extreme 
differences be tween  federa l  
government retirement benefits 
and a typical generous private 
sector pension plan. For many 
lawmakers the total projected 
congressional benefits are two or 
three times more generous than in a 
corpora te  pension plan.  for  
example, Rep. William D. Ford (D- 
Mich.), Chairman of the House Post 
O f f i c e  a n d  C i v i l  S e r v i c e  
Committee and vocal opponent of 
federal pension reform, has 
potential private sector pension 
income amounting to $351,354 
compared to congressional pension 
benefits totalling $1,017,353. 

The Civil Service Retirement 
System (CSRS), of which the 
congressional pension system is a 
part, has accumulated an unfunded 
liability of over $500 billion. The 
money that will pay for this liability 
comes from the taxpayer; over 85% 
of funds for the CSRS comes out of 
h e  General Revenue. The members 
themselves pay 8% of their salary 
into the pension system. In the long 
nin, many congressmen will find 
themselves rece iv ing  ann tin1 

benefits in excess of their current 
Yearly salaries. “Being the biggest 
beneficiaries of the Civil Service 
Retirement System it’s small 
wonder the Congress continues to 
stall on much-needed federal 
pension reforms,” Davidson said. 

The NTU compiiterizcd sttidy 
calculated the prnsion each 
.“ongressman would receive if he 
involuntarily retired when his 
current term eupire.d as a result of a 
lost  r e - e l e c t i o n  b i d .  The 
cornpiitation of the federal pension 
benefits each congrccsman worild 
receive were basPC1 on public 
records on length of fedrral service, 
age at time of retirement, life 
expectancy, and cost of living 
adjustments (COLA) conserva- 
tively wtimated at 5% per year. 
Eligibility f o r  congreqsional 
Pension benefits occurs after 5years 
of service. ‘rherefore, a11 senators, 
but only those representatives with 
a minimum of 3 terms in Congress 
are listed in the stricl),. 

Conqressional  benef i t s  a r e  

calciila tc cl by mill t ipl\.in q the \.ear\ 
of fetlrrnl vmicc.  For t~umple .  i f  
Senator Donald Ricple j T>-\lieh.) 
lost his rcclection hid i n  l%S with 21 
years of conqrrs<ion:il s e n  ice . ind  

3-1 years of actiiarialli proirctcd 
rvtirerncnt he w o i i l d  recen.c a total 
of ~1,263,909 in pencion hcnrfit\ 
Diiring Iiis iirst !rear of rctiremrnt at 
age 51 Senator Rieple v m l d  rc*cri\.e 
$28.301. Due to the COL I s ,  at age 
65 his pension benefits v ould climb 
to $56,233. In his last \’ear of 
actuariall!. projected retirement his 
pen si on w o II Id be $97,336. 

For many members, conmes- 
sional retirement in corn e may 
actually be higher than calculated 
owing to the likelihood of double- 
dipping. Many, if not most. 
congressmen will also qiialif! f o r  
Social Security Renrfits and ’or 

militarv pen\ions. th fvP?> \ r  hoo\tinc 
rctiremrnt incomr. 

Thc corpor:ite plan iz hasrd on 3 

t\’picnl 1 or t i i nc  5Of) compam 
pcnsion promani calciilatinn. I I i c  

corporate plm. n hich ranks as o n e  
of the r n w t  cencrnris pri\.atr srctor 
pcnsion plnns. inclriclrq Social 
+ciirit\ l>cncfitc n.ith f+ t I inatcd 
COIL of 3‘: per !.ear thr 
awimptions for n-nrk histon. and 
s a l a n  are identical for both plans 
with the exception that congres- 
sional member cenrice anlv is iisccl 

for the corporatr plan. 
The congreqsinnal pension 

benefits are, in most cases, larger 
than pri\,ate plans for several 
reasons: 1 )  the pension base is 
higher; 2) retirement age with full . 
benefits is milch lower than under 
pri\.ate pension plans and Social 

On The Right 
WM. F. BUCKLEY, JR. 

New York ,  Oct. 17-Listen to 
this, you will get a kick out of it. 

A month ago the editor5 of 
National Rruicw met at their 
regular editorial conference (for the 
September 30 issue). On the agenda 
was the upcoming ARC extravan- 
gaza featuring the horrorc of 
nuclear war. One editor made the 
suggestion that the film (it is called 
Tho DaIy A f t c r )  be hailed as a 
wonderfully creative psychological 
boost for increased defense 
expenditures to giiard against 
nuclear war. In other words, pat 
ARC on the back as though, in 
anticipation of the return of 
bubonic plague, it had plannccl a 
film theatrically showing what 
could happen if the plague hit an 
unprepared America. 

Ha, ha. Many of oiir readers were 
unamused. The point being, of 
course, that on this subject, 
whatever the mind tells you, thcl 
emotions tend to prevail. Any 
American unincolutecl by the See- 
Through virus will respond 
spastically to certain things. If yo11 
show him a picturc of a school with 
all white children, he will come out 
for busing. I f  you show him a city 
sl\lm, he will come out for some 
new, federal program. If YOU sho\v 
him post-nuclear rubble, he will 
come out against the MX missile. I t  
i’i really that simple. 

Sccririh.: 2 ’ conmrceionn! hrnrfit 
rPc!riction nf  Y prv !-car for cnrli. 
rr!ircmrnt oppoccd tn m r p r : i + p  
hpne.fit rer!iic!ion f o r  rarl!’ 
rrtircmrnt of .IT p w  !.car with no 
Socin! 5rciirity px>mf=ntq iintil npr 
G?: ant1 mnct in ip r t : i n t l \ . ,  .? 1 !.rarli. 
( ; ( > L i s  for cciniTJ!t’fr i n i l n t i o n  
protectinn in fedcml ppnyion.;. h i i t  
not in corporatr prncirinc !Iws t?ian 
107 of cnrporatc pcncinns offrr  
fnrninl COId:I< - -  and m-cn thosc 
;I(.ljrrztmcritc arc liinitml to 2-57 
anririnll!. I. nlthnricti Soci;il Srcririt!. 
hmtlfits nrp ;>diristr>c!. 

Mir stridy cniititm.; that, ‘ I .  .. thr 
fiqures inrliidrtl in t h r w  nnnl!.sry 
are cstimntcz of pntcntial incomr. 
nrit actiial incomr. Recaiisc \!T arc 
makinq estirn:itw ahwit c , \ m t s  that 
udl occiir sometime in thc fiitiire. it 
is imlmcsihlc to sa!‘ with errtaint!. 
that :i ci\,cn niemhrr n.iI1 rccei\.c a 
specific pension amoiint. Ionw.cr, 
bccarise the emphasis is o n  
coinp:winp potcntial brnc~fits from 
Cmwnrnrnt a n d  pri\ .: itr- wctor 
prnsion, and ~ ( T : I I I S C  the s:inic’ 
assiirnptions R r C  applied to cach 
proqr:ini. rt.liahlr cornlinrisons can 
be made.” It shniild also he noted 
that the congrcssional pension 
prngrnrn is optional. I hveve r ,  
becaiise this kno\vlrttge is not a 
matter of piihlic record. N T I ’  
assumed that e\Ver!. member nptccl 
for  pension covrrage a t  the 
beginning of his str\.ice. 

Daoid Kcaling iTy Execritiw 1 - i ~ ~ -  
Pres idmt  of the National Taxpa ycrs 
Ilnion, a non-parti ,wn, non-profit 
organ i za t ion  f o u n d e d  in  1969 
representing m e r  120,000 membprs 
intcrcstcd in reducing goocrnment  
spcnriing and  taxes. 

ABC LOVES PEACE 
The producers of the ARC film 

have said defensively that no effort 
whatever was made “to politiciie 
the film.” That statement, made by 
Mr.  Anthony T h o m o p o u l o s ,  
president of the ARC Broadcast 
Group, vdl be bracketed with 
Andropov”s insistence that the 
Soviet Llnion had shot c1on.n a spy 
plane, as the t\vo outstanding flat- 
out lies of the fall season. One 
reporter called me and asked 
nrhrther the writer who drnoiinced 
the film had actually sern it. No.  
“\t’ell how do you know it’s anti- 
nuclear?” He might as \vel1 have 
asked how \voiild one know, 
without first seeing it, that a film on 
the life of Martin Luther King 
produced by Jesse Jackson \vat; in 
favor of civil rights. 

It later got oiit that some pcwple 
had seen the film, and guess what. 
To quote Sally Hedell Smith in the 
N r i ~  York T i m c s  (Oc t .  6 ) :  
“Although the film iiever makcas 
clear which side initiated hostilitics 
(the film is aboiit a few siirvivors in 
post-nucleari7e.d America), two 
references are made to Sovict 
concern over the cleployment of 
Pershing missiles. One, a fragment 
of aradio hraodcast, quotes a Sovict 
official a’i wring that it was “the 
coordinatrd movement of Pershing 
11 launchers that provided the 
original Soviet’ action.” That’s 
ARC’S idea of not politicizing a film. 

And, of course, the peaceniks will 
run with it. Demonstrations are 

being arranged to frame the A R C  
event. All the people \rho believe 
that the way to get on with thr 
Soviet Union is to give in to the 
Soviet Union will cleclare a national 
holiday. Something called the 
Center for Defense Information is 
planning a 60-second commercial 
narrated by Paul Newman offcring 
viewers a “niiclear-war prevention 
kit.” I plan to send in for one of 
those kits, and if hfr. Neiimnn 
clown’t sent1 me an M S  missile, I’m 
going to report him to the Postal 
Service people for fraud. Oh dear. 
\!’ill it ever end? 

To boil it down. 1) The A R C  
people are getting into politics in a 
very big way. 2) Of all the strategic 
decisions made since thc formation 
of NATO in 1949, the most 
important is the cleciqion to dcplo? 
thcatrr weapons of t h e  Pershing- 
and criiise-missile type in Europe in 
December, as planned, as called for 
by  our allies. 3) It is clearly the 
intention of the Soviet Union to 
attempt to abort that deployment. 
To that end, it has marshaled a )  its 
agents and b)  its dupes to ventilate 
the biggest nonseqriitiir in military 
hi story, n:i rn rl y that tl tvel opment 
by the United States of its defensive 
arsenal makes nuclear war likelier, 
rather than unlikelier. The $7- 
million cost  of this massive 
deception is, of course, heing paid 
for by  American business. Or is it 
possible that, this time, American 
business will say no? 



Whv I Does TJ7. Ignore the Slaughter in S.E. Asia? 

DALI' 

indifferent. Firgt it was Communist 
Kampitcheans against Kampncheans. 
T h e n  i t  \ v a s  C o m m i t n i g t  
\'ietnamese aaain<t Kamprichean5. 
Rll t  the Sovirt l'nion has a h v a ! ~  
heen sitpplvinc the bitllets. fTo\v 
can niir nation remain hlind to the 
rrnlit\. of th r  So\.iet T?irt.;it2 The 
trace(!\* for the Kampiichcnn< IS 

ccrtninl\ rle\-astatinq, !)iit i f  v.r fail 
to v c  \\ hat ~ ~ l , ~ c " s  like Kxmpuchc,i 
and \fqhnni\tnn nrr thrcntrnct! I n . ,  
thr trnqctl\ 11 i l l  hr niirs. 

An Obscene Call from Ma Bell 
a rcsiilt, there hac heen a lot of talk 
in \\ aqhinpton that thr cost of local 
phone senire ma\. \kvrockrt n f t r r  
the \fa Rrll split. 

T ~ I F  I S  \\ here the pinheads-on- 
t h P-l'n t nni nr t ak e t h t v  r cr I e . Sin ce 
<l\\-rncki>tinC plionr rate< ma\' 
jcnparrlirc accrss to tclrphone 
wr\ ire for thr poor and the rltlcrly. 
t ht.1. u\'. \ \ ' a h  n et on shoi il t l  j i  I nip 
into thc. pichircl hv  raisivq tines and 
h;indinc o i t t  siihsidies, 

one. prnpnsal citrrcntl\~ being 
considered in the ~lo i tcc  nf 
Reprrsrntati\w in \wl \w increasing 
the fedcml r\ct\c tnxec on 
trlrphone senice, and using the 
ne\(. rr\vmtes to whcidi7e local 
telephnne companies tn keep rates 
do\r n. *inother proposal wortld 
c rts,itt, :I f e r l t n l  "pltont~ stamps" 
p rnqam to ~ithsirIi7~ thr phone 
senice of the poor and the elderly. 

I think \\'ashineton should hang 
I I ~  and tr\v again. Instead of 
R t t em 11 t i n  4 t n perpc t t i  a t e t h e 
txlahoratc. subsid\. scheme9 for 
\vhtch AT&T was critici7ed, thev 
might considcr instead a truly 
rcvoliitionarv idea: red compcti- 
tion on local telephone senice, j u s t  
l ikr  in the lonq-distance market! 

That v a v .  thosr \vho i t w  their 
t rle phon PS on I v in f reqi t en t I y corlld 
sign l i p  for more limited services 
and pciv less. EveTonr \vnirld he 
~ h l e  t n  pick the phone wr\Jices that 
mtbrt thctr n c d s  and fit  their 

budgets. And no one would be able 
to start a black market with "phone 
stamps" \vhere everything from 
vodka to Cadillacs woiild he 
obtainahle from the "truly greedy." 

Of cortrse, there's likrl!. to be 
some opposition to sitch ;I "radical" 
concept from the telecommunica- 
tions industry - which, iinder- 
standablv, has endorsed the "phone 
stampg" idea. \\%y n.ould they want 
competition, which woitld involve 
creativity on their part and perhaps 
q h a \, i n g their now - gu a r a n teed 
profit margins, as the airlines halve 
been forced to do. Certainh. i t  is a 
worqe al ternat ive for  t hem.  
Currently they evpect to buffalo the 
Congress into voting massi1.e 
taxpayer wbsidies for their less- 
profitable operations. Competition 
would force them to cam their 
revenues by  cleverly designine 
marketing strategies Ivhich would 
attract consumers. 

If the American people don't 
want to end up paying higher 
federal taxes for telephone service, 
the!, had better pick up the phone 
and call their representatives in 
jl'sshington. It may be long 
distance, but it's the next best thing 
to being there, 

Ferrlncr is prrs idrnt  of The 
HrritagP F o r d a t i o n ,  a Washing-  
fon-l>asrd pnl)lic po?ic!l rrwnrch 
in.stittrtc1. 
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0 “The most anxmng 
and outrageous and 
interesting journal 

/ /  in America. 
--William F. BucMey, Jr. 

T h e  White House gets it . . . so do members of the 
Cabinet and Congress . . . and you should too. that is . . . 

. . . if you’d love to give a hot foot to the likes of General 
Jaruzelski . . . the entire Politburo . . . Betty Friedan, Ralph 
Nader, and Billy Graham . . . Tip O’Neill and Howard 
Baker . . . and every posturing, pompous, Third-World 
diplomat . . . and then watch what happens. 

Tom Wolfe, Malcolm Muggeridge, Ben J. Wattenberg, 
Ernest van den Haag, Tom Bethell, George Will, Hugh 
Kenner, Michael Novak, Taki, Walter E. Williams, and the 
Spectator’s founder and editor-in-chief, syndicated columnist 
R. Emmett Tyrrell, Jr. 

. . . if you’re interested in knowing the gut, history-chang- 
ing issues of the day months in advance of their making the 
national press and network news. 

Kemp, Roth and Stockman stuck the electorate’s toe in the 
hot socket of Supply-side Economics, the scheme’s big 
daddy, George Gilder, was discussing it in depth in the pages 
of The American Spectator. Long before “Yellow Rain” in 
Afghanistan and Cambodia hit the front pages and editorial 
columns, Spectator readers were experts on the subject. The 
liveliest, nastiest debate on Nixon, Kissinger, and the destruc- 
tion of Cambodia took place in these pages between William 
Shawcross and Henry Kissinger’s chief researcher. And 
Margaret Thatcher’s high male-hormone count was openly 
discussed long before the Falklands crisis. 

In short, The American Spectator is where the action is! 
And you’re invited to get in on it and savor it! 

. . . if you want the very best writing of such luminaries as 

For example, long before the P.R. firm of Reagan, Regan, 

What they say: 
The Washington Post: ‘ I .  . . Washington’s new “in” 
magazine. 

Time Magazine: “. . . a (monthly) 40-page compendium of 
essays, satires, diatribes as well as acid-etched reviews of 
books, movies, and saloons (recent recommendation: Delisa’s 
Bungalow Beer Garden in South St. Louis). The Spectator’s 
list of contributors reads like a Who’s Who of the American 
Right and Center, Among them are Buckley, Public Interest 
co-editor Irving Kristol, Harvard Government Professor 
James Q .  Wilson, Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan and social 
theorist Sidney Hook.” 
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THE AMERICAN SPECTATOR 
P.O. Box 1969, Bloomington, IN 47402 

Open m y  trial subscription to The American 
Spectator (e ight  giant ,  tabloid-sized issues) 
conveniently delivered right to me. 

Check for $11.95 enclosed. In return for my 
prepayment send me two additional issues (10 for 
the price of 8). Full refund is guaranteed if I don’t 
like the first issue. 

Bill me later for $11.95 (sorry, no additional 
issues; only 8). If I don’t like my first issue, I’ll 
write “cancel” across the invoice, return it to 
you, and owe nothing. 

Name 

Address 

City 

State Zip 
Canadian and foreign subscribers, 3NDH 
please add $4 for postage. 
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Restoring the Balance with NATO Euromissiles 

y A htAJOR 

A 

WITHOUT 

missile-s, thou& the!. still insisted on 
incliitling British and French 
missiles. In Arigtist 1953, the Soxriets 
proposed to destroy all SS-20 
mi-ssilcs in mcess of 162, in return 
f ( ) r  c~:iric*elli ti g t hv  tlcplo!miert t of 
S:ZTO missiles. Just recently, the 
SoiiPts rcduced that proposed 
cc4ine: of SS-20 missiles to 140. 

It is no coincitlenec that the 
Soviets rcfiisrd t o  place their SS-00s 
on the barpaining talde until NA'I'O 
tlccidcd t o  deploy their missiles. 
Thr Sovirts had nnthing to loosr h y  
f a i l i n g  t o  ntxgotiate on the  
E 1 1  r n ti1 i s s  i l  r s  S A T  0 
sc. h cd I I  I rid t h e de plo y in en t of 
missiles ivhich eoiild threaten the 
Soliet I'ninn. A s  the dcadlinr for 

11 n t i l  

bwaiise the planned deployment of 
NATO missiles ~voo ld  soon become 
a reality. 

However, the Soviets have yet to 
offer a proposal acceptable to the 
L'nited States. LTntil the NATO 
missiles are deployed, the Soviets 
have no incentive to reach an 
agreement in Geneva. Even today, 
the Soviets possess 250 SS-20s 
aimed at Il'estern Europe with no 
comparable NATO systems to 
connterbalance them. Only when 
the United States has deployed its 
intermediate-range missiles will the 
Soviet [Inion offer a propod 
acceptable to the [Jnited States. 

Critics of the Pershing I1 rnisdle 

continlied on page 8 

A DEPARTMENT 
\upport \t:iff to cnnstruct relmsc 
t i r w  :ind incrrasr the atleqiiacv of 
t h c x  9 t n f f . "  

I'rofvssnr Tonv Smith, a rnrinlwr 
of t h c 1  I'oliticnl Sc+ncca 1)cpartmcnt 
w d  I R. ndvisorv txmrci, aCrw\ 
\! ith his dqxirtnic~nt chairman that  
an 1.R Ikpnrtrnrnt h u l t f  not euist, 
but  ;ilw ;igrws tvith 12nitrcnt that the 
klininistrntion 15 to hlnrne for the 
problciiis "\I 111. i \  i t  th:it J3:1llni1 
ilall hrrc  the ~c1rnini~tr:itinn is 

loratcd] has t o  be prrsrntrtl \vith n 
crisis hcforc it reacts'?" l l c  belir\*es 
the Atlinint\tration should allocate 
fiinds for two additional facult!, 
m ern her s within the c y  i s t i n g 
tlepartmcnts eupredy to address 
the nrctls of 1.R. majors. Smith is 
s;iti\ficd that if  the Atlnitnistration 
iniplimcnts his prolmsal to ;illrvintc 
t h c b  short-term n c 4 s  and prnvitles 
giiidclint.s for future spcvding, the 
cw:itioii of an I.R. I>cpartmcnt 
"from II hich to wring more money 
f ro in  f3 : i l l o i i"  \vi11 not  bp a 
con sideration. 

And what docs the Administra- 
tion think of this controversy? 
l'rofeswr Frank Colcord, Jlcan of 

Arts  and Sciences. is "very 
skeptical" that an I.R. Department 
\\-ill ex-er lie formed. However, he 
r ~ c o g n i n s  that the administr a t' ion 
shorilcl and \vi11 "strengthen 
teaching staff," provide "additional 
slipport staff" and take s t e p  so that 
aclvi\ory ta\ks may bc clone in other 
departmcnt5. 

I\ m o n  g t h P s e o p p o s i n g 
viewpoints, one consensus exist\: 
there is little chance, without an 
outcry from the commiinity, of an 
Intern a t iond R ela t ion s I3ep:ir t - 
tnmt. \\'e students should demand 
that recoiirccs be made a v a i l a b l ~ ~  for 
th r  I .K .  major to thrivc. And an I .R .  
Departrnent is the br\t vehicle for 
the I .H .  major because, after all, the 
departments widd the acaclemic 
powt'r and infliience at Tufts. 

As Professor Gibson indicated 
nboiit the future of I.R.,  "\\'e should 
serve the students. [And] we're not 
wrving then with thc present 
structure." We should heed the 
Professor's adivse and let the 
university know an International 
Relations Dqxwtrnent will best 
serve our needq. 
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PPPs OF THE PRESIDENTIAL CA,B/IPAIGN 
Michael Finch, A34 

Flip on the news and yori’ll see 
people voting for Presidrnt. S o ,  
they haven’t moved the election 111i 
a year. It is still schediiled for 
November 6, 1984, yet thousands of 
people are already selecting their 
choices. These individuals are 
p a r t  i c i p a t  i n g i n  s t a t  e w i d e  
Prmidential Preference Prirnan’e.9 - 
PPPs. 

The media, while acknowledging 
that these events are non-bnding 
straw polls, give them fantastic 
coverage, claiming they test party 
support and organizational skill. 
Unfortunately, the media spend 
time reporting the unimportant 
results while ignoring real news - 
the exciting and unique happenings 
during these events. 

Before describing the activities, 
you, like readers of any political 
science study, deserve to know my 
biases. I shall be candid. My 
experiences have been limited to 
the Republican side of these events, 
yet as an entity PPPq cross party 
lines. The only differences are 
minor. Democratic PPPs are louder, 
more liberal, and more prone to 
pop church keys (beer tabs). 

When the PPPs begin, the first 
stop after registration (which 
always takes place on Thursday 
night) is one of the hospitalitysrrites. 
Each coiinty or regional club 
sponsors a party where delegates 
informally gather at an open bar to 
discuss the upcoming weekend’s 
activities. Most notable are the 
numerouq predictions and secrets 
that permeate thew parties. Since 
none of the candidates are present 
(they arrive Friday night) and most 
of the bigwigs arrive the following 
day, siiccess is determined h!. a 
more significant factor -the most 
elaborate hors d’oeiivres and 
evtensive liquor selection. 

F r i d a y  m o r n i n g  is open  
exclusivel~~ for late registration. 
Sometimes the fee is higher, 
probably because the party realisles 
that the late registrants hmre sa \wl  
money on last night’s lodging. 

Fr iday  af te rnoon contains 
committee meetings and intcrcst 
group sessions. The cornmittcc’ 
meetings arc basically meaninglw 
since aII thr r~iIr\ of the lxdlotinc 
have lwrn worked out ahead of 
time. Sometimes, however, vastly 
important derisions snrh as the 
order in which the canclidat~.s \vi11 
speak are  decided at  these 
committee niec4ngs. 

The interest groups that attend 
ire present to siqn tip new 
nembers.  The sessions they 
.;ponsor include lectures and films 
designed to draw sripport from the 
delegates. Obviously the special 
interest groiips tend to reflect the 
ideological bent of the part!. hosting 
the PPP. A t  G.O.P. PPPs that I halye 
attended, the special topics havc 
included “High-tech \\‘c.apong.,” 
“The Flawed Logic of the Siickar 
Freeze,” “Gold: ‘The Hard Jfoney 
Alternative,” and “The Horrors of 
Yellow Rain.” The Democrat’s 
topics are reflective of their beliefs. 
Their sessions probably include “S 
the XIS,” “Colonialism in the ‘Third 
\f’orld,” “Reaganomics: for the 
Rich?,” and “The FIorrnrs of .4cid 
Rain. ” 

The interest group sessions end 
around 4:O pm., leaving plenty of 
time for thc tlclcgatc,s t o  get 
showered and  s h a \ d  for the 
oprninq hanqriet. Sometimes the 
banquet incltidcs t h c x  candidntes, 
brit ~iiorc oftvn it  avoids factional 
dispiitm by ini‘itinq n lending part!. 
nicmfwr u h  can sta). a h o \ ~ x  the  
fray of thtx battlr. ‘The historical 
practice of hoth parties ic to irnitc ;t 
forinpr Pwsidcnt t o  qive the 
k < J.1 o t e ad (i r t’ss. I< r c  en t I >., 
h&ye\w, Prcsitlcnts Sison ancl 
Carter have stifled this Imctice for 
their parties. Thc List WI’ I 
attrncItqI vw kc!. notrtl li!. \ I n .  
John \\’nmcr, the then \\.if(. of  t h t .  
senior scnatnr from \‘irginia. Like 
former I’r(.sitI(wt,s, J1r.s. \\’arnrr has 
rercntl!, : l \ m i ( I < b ( I  I’I’I’s: in f;lct she 
1)as di\.orc*cd h c n d f  CnJllpletf‘l>’ 
fro I i I I ( ) I  i t i cq . 

;jftpr t h r  \xuiqaet the r n o t  
(,yr.iting part of the cornwition 
beqins - thr  cantlidatcz’ suitc>s 
open, Eac.11 c.:iritlidntc~ hosts ;i gtlt- 
togptlipr \\.ith tht’ tlt.l(.y;ttt’s. ‘ lh t .  
e\rcIlts fir(’ h r I ( I  s in i i i l t :~ i~c~~~i i~ l~~ i n  

different parts of t h e  hotel Ench 
candidntr’.; ctaff work< Iiard to 
make his spectacle the hwt and 
biggest. L’suallv thr suites are larce 
and plasterrd \!.it11 poqtrrs a n d  hiiqe 
blow-n-rip photograph4 of the 
candidate . \n  orchestra is hired to 
plai. music. I n  this n r c a  the 
I)emocratq halre the erlqc. ‘‘1 Iapp’  
Ihvs arc IIere Again,“ their party 

With THE PRIMARY SOURCE,  vou don’t have 
to have a scene to make a difference. 

MEETING I 
Tlw Prirnarq Sotircr invites We woiild like to introcluce 

you to its informational meeting you t o  our publication and t h e  
on Monday, November 21,1983, important  events which \IT 
7:OO pm. ,  Eaton 122 (in the  sponsor. We look forward t o  
basement). seeing you there. 
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Political Pomp: Lhooslng 
a Presidential Candidate 

an nqrcernent 
1 t i c l a \  i n  t hc  KAT0 

d e p h  nwntc will prevent \IC from 
rcachinq an agrcrammt with the 
Sovir'ts in Gmt3v:i. The Sovictk in 
thc pact h n i  e !.iclded conces-\ions 
nnlv \ v h m  Y 4 I T 0  dernon\trated its 
rcqol\rr. Thev shoiild not he 
e\pccted to act differently in thr 
fiitirrr. 'I'hc So\++ Vnion refused to 
p1:rcr its SS-2Os nn the bargaining 
t,ihIo i i i i t i l  K IT(I dccided to 
clcplov coniparahle svstcms. The 
So\'iets offered more concessions as 
t h e  d a t e  f o r  t h e  YA'I'O 
deplo\mcnts- approached, brit thcv 
ha\,? \-et to offer a proposal 
acceptnhlc to the ITnitrd States. 
2nd they shorrld not be espectecl to 
so do iintil \vc hrgiii to deplov. Onlv 
then \vi11 the So\Ticts neqotiate 
serioudv and attempt to rcnch nn 
agreement in Cenr \~a .  Only by 
deploying the Prrshing I1 and cruise 
missiles can we expect to redress the 
imbalance of E:riromisc;iles and 
alleviate the Soviet thrcnt to our 
h' 4TO allies. 

Let Us Hear From You! 

The P r i r n n q  Source wotild likr t( 
Aarify its "Letters to the Editor' 
policy. We will print any letters sen 
to 11s concerning topics printed ii  

previous issues. We reserve the righ 
to edit letters for clarity and spacc 
limitations brit will not alter thl 
intent of any letter. If spacl 
prohibits us from printing all th 
lctters we receive, we will attemp 
to publish letters addressing a wid 
range of topics. Letters can be sen 
directly to The Primor!! Snrrrcr via 
U.S. mail at 

P.O. Box 14 
Tufts 1Jniversity Station 

Medford, MA 02153 

or via campns mail. Letters must be 
signed and include the author's 
address and telephone number. 


