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Now looking for: writers, journalists, copy editors, and graphic designers.
Meetings every Tuesday at 10:00pm in the Zamparelli Room, Mayer Campus Center

ALL WELCOME!

For more information email source@listproc.tufts.edu or call Megan at x7-7546.
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From the Editor

THE PRIMARY SOURCE

You Say You Want a Revolution...

W

ell, you know we all want to change
the world.
Thus spake the Beatles in a song of
remarkable clarity for an era of such complexity. Just those few lines contain quite
a lot of advice for anyone new to Tufts
University. But before I expound on this
bit of rock and roll wisdom, let me provide a brief explanation of the context in
which you, the class of 2006, are reading
THE PRIMARY SOURCE.
Most people automatically associate
today’s college experience with youthful
social rebellion, usually in the form of
intoxication, free love, and political activism, often in that order. Just a couple of
generations ago, this experience was the
hallmark of a true social separatist. These
days, however, it is just part of being an
average college student, especially at a
small university like Tufts.
Since the Sixties, this trend has been
termed liberalism, the socio-political
theory. Americans are eager to embrace
the movement as benevolent because it
recalls the ideals of Liberalism, the set
of philosophical theories upon which this
nation was founded. Forty years ago, the
association was relevant, and young liberals changed the country and the world in
positive and socially progressive ways. The
Civil Rights Acts is just one testament to
their achievements.
The association is, however, no longer appropriate. For 21st century youths,
liberalism has become an excuse to do as
they please with total disregard for morals
and decorum. For adults, it is an excuse
to tell other people how to live and think.
This neo-liberalism is destroying American
morale and is slowly stripping Americans
of their freedoms. And, as many of you will
quickly find out, it pervades the university
setting.
In the name of liberalism, students, and
even some administrators, often completely

ignore the Constitution and its meaning in
order to make Tufts more “sensitive.” The
right to free expression is most frequently
cast aside in favor of “safe” speech, a euphemism for censorship. But while all this
sensitivity is hard at work offending no one,
it is simultaneously inspiring no one.
Students who subscribe to neo-liberalism would have you think that they are
exacting social change whenever they overtake an administrative building or compose
a new chant to accompany their bongos. To
disagree with their politics or tactics is to
be a fascist in their eyes. Jokes about Tufts’
association with P.T. Barnum aside, the combination of wacky hair color, silly demands,
and incomprehensible doublespeak of the
average Tufts leftist does make this place
seem like center ring at the Big Top.
In this, our twenty-first volume, we at
The SOURCE, Tufts’Voice of Reason, vow to
continue to work for political, philosophical, and social progress at Tufts that would
make the Founding Fathers (and the Fab
Four) proud. We all want to change our
small part of the world to make Tufts into
a civil place where the students can discuss
pertinent and conscientious global change.
In the process, the SOURCE will undoubtedly encounter name-calling, vandalism,
and violence, as we have so many times in
the past. But we are determined to continue
to bring political commentary to Walnut
Hill with a smile and hopefully a laugh.
We want you to enjoy your time at Tufts
University, and we invite you to do so with
THE PRIMARY SOURCE.

THE JOURNAL OF CONSERVATIVE
THOUGHT AT TUFTS UNIVERSITY
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Editor-in-Chief
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we swear we are not making this up
We knew the fashion
world was liberal, but
this is ridiculous.
This picture appeared
on the cover of the New
York Times Magazine
"Fashions of the Times"
issue. We couldn't help but
notice that the pointy coif
bears an uncanny resemblance to the flourescent
mane of the classic Good
Luck Troll Doll. No wonder we won the Cold War.

THE SOURCE

Welcomes

All

Letters to

the

Editor

TUFTS*

Please address all correspondence to source@listproc.tufts.edu

Everything You Always Wanted to Know About
*But Everyone Else Was Afraid to Tell You
THE PRIMARY SOURCE

GET THE FINEST (not to mention most forthright and telling) account of affairs at Tufts and elsewhere delivered
to your doorstep. For a tax-deductible contribution of
$30 or more you can receive a full academic year’s
subscription via first class delivery.

YES... I’ll gladly support Tufts’ Journal of Conservative Thought!
Enclosed is my contribution in the amount of $ _________ .
Name
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Make checks payable to:
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Commentary
Changes Atop the Hill

W

hile students typically lament the change that occurs when
wealthier institutions lure away our professors, the most
recent changes have occurred in the upper echelons of the administration. Not only did a new president arrive on the Hill last year,
but he personally eliminated the position of Vice President of Arts
and Sciences. Additionally, three upper-level deans left their posts to
focus on other educational pursuits within the university. President
Bacow commented that he was “looking for fewer but more powerful deans,” and promoted Profs. Susan Ernst and Ioannis Miaoulis to
fill the void. While fewer administrators with less bureaucracy is a
measure worth championing, too little time has passed to determine
whether the monetary gain from restructuring outweighs the functional
loss of eliminating positions.
Sol Gittleman announced his retirement as Provost early last
Fall. He had served in this position since 1980, the longest tenure in
American higher education history. He has been at Tufts for nearly
forty years, watching it grow from a small liberal arts college into a
world-class research university. When he retired, professors stressed
the importance of securing a replacement with an interdisciplinary
background. A tight operating budget gives rise to annual budget
battles, and a provost who can promote interdisciplinary programs that
combine resources helps ease some of the tension. A nationwide search
found Jamshed Bharucha, an administrator from Dartmouth College, a
musician, and a scholar who focuses on cognitive neuroscience. While
Dartmouth and Tufts are both small institutions, Dartmouth’s endowment stands close to $2.5 billion. With Tufts endowment somewhere
between $500 and $600 million, Provost Bharucha’s success will
depend on his ability to walk on the financial tightrope.
Ballou is not the only place seeing new faces. At Dowling, the most
recent vacancy comes from Dean of Academic Services and Student
Affairs Kristine Dillon’s departure. Dillon left to become the second
president of the Consortium on Financing Higher Education. Her
major accomplishment at Tufts was the overhaul of Student Services
and Dowling’s development, which condensed many administrative
departments into one building. She was recognized for her work when
Tufts was named as the IBM Student Services Best Practices Partner
for 2001. Dean of Students Bruce Reitman will fill her vacated seat
on the Task Force on the Undergraduate Experience.
While the personality merry-go-round has slowed for now, students can only hope that the new administrators will work to dispel
unnecessary bureaucracy. Only a continued student-centered focus
will propel the Bacow administration forward.

Father Knows Best

A

s allegations of misconduct in handling child abuse cases
continue to plague the Roman Catholic Church, a dark cloud
has cast its shadow over all Catholic priests. Allegations have led to
a modern-day witch hunt as local district attorneys have poured over
Church documents.
Yet there’s a silver lining at Tufts. Late last semester, during the
height of the scandals, the Reverend David O’Leary was appointed to
the post of University Chaplain. The University took a public relations
risk in naming him, considering the bad press surrounding Catholic
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priests. But they chose a man they knew to be of exceptional quality.
Father O’Leary was ordained in 1985 and has received degrees
from St. John’s Seminary, Boston College, and the Weston Jesuit
School of Theology and has earned a PhD from the Kellogg College
of Oxford University. As a scholar, he has published extensively on
prayer and economic justice. Since 1998, Father O’Leary has been
a Jumbo priest leading the Catholic community on the Hill and is a
faculty member in the Comparative Religion department.
Tufts is one of only of two universities in the Boston Diocese
granted a full-time priest. Now, the Diocese has given Father O’Leary
permission to take the Chaplaincy and thereby help all Tufts students
in their spiritual journeys. Some might remain skeptical over a Catholic
priest being appointed, but one need only to listen to O’Leary’s Sunday
night homilies to understand why Tufts has chosen him for such an
important position inside the University. Father O’Leary is the kind
of man people should point to when they want to remind the world
of what a priest should be.

Selig Strikes Out

C

apped by an exciting World Series, last season was one of the
most triumphant in Major League Baseball history. Amazingly
enough, it is even credited with helping Americans bounce back after
the tragedy of September 11th. In comparison, this summer has been
dismally disappointing. The All-Star Game ended in a tie (there is no
such thing in baseball, in case you were wondering). Players admitted
to using a vast array of performance enhancing drugs. Boston was hit
especially hard when Ted Williams passed away on July 5th. Most
recently, the players announced a strike date of August 30th. This
date is an attempt to pressure discussion between the players’ union
and team owners, who want to implement team revenue sharing, a
luxury tax, mandatory drug testing, and contraction of the league.
The public is seemingly on the side of the owners. Fans wave
handwritten signs bemoaning the high salaries of the players (the
average is $2.4 million) and high prices of tickets. The owners
complain that it is only the rich teams (see: the New York Yankees)
that can afford the star players, while most of the league is at risk of
bankruptcy. Baseball Commissioner Bud Selig claimed that eight
teams came close to financial ruin this summer. The argument goes:
the rich get the stars, then the fans, then the money, then more stars.
The proposed solution is to tax teams that spend extravagantly on
their players and divide a portion of all the teams’ income evenly
across the league. This would minimize the incentive for rich owners
to offer inflated salaries and thus, give low-income teams a chance.
SOURCE readers might recognize these taxes and wealth distributions
as socialist in nature, but owners claim they are solving a market
externality. The free-market system creates inequalities that ruin the
very nature of the game fans want to watch, right?
No. Though baseball politics are disorderly, leagues remain competitive. As usual, the Yankees lead the American League East, but
the Minnesota Twins—one of the teams slated for contraction—lead
their division. The Montreal Expos, another team on the chopping
block, made a run for the wild card seat in the National League. On
the other hand, two teams with payrolls in the top ten, the Texas
Rangers and the New York Mets, are far behind in their divisions.

Overall, the two highest paid teams are the Yankees and their
bitter rivals, the Boston Red Sox. While Red Sox fans decry
Yankee management for ruining competition by out-spending
their opponents, clearly high salaries are not necessarily the
key to championships: the Sox have not won since 1918.
These statistics would indicate that the free market works
well. The players claim that the owners bamboozle the fans. They
suggest that team finances are frequently revised and falsified
by accountants, much like in other US businesses, such that
earnings are deflated to the league and inflated to investors, and
that the proposed taxes and revenue sharing would only pad
the pockets of wealthy baseball owners. Of course fans want
to save their beloved game, but before booing players, they
should question the validity of the owners’ complaints.

Tell Your Children

A

fter only one week in the classroom, teachers and students will
have a difficult and emotional lesson to tackle: remembering
9/11. As educators ponder how to handle a topic that is simultaneously
a still-raw wound and a lesson in international history, they are turning to organizations like the National Education Association (NEA)
for guidance. According to the Washington Times, the disgracefully
misguided NEA encouraged teachers not to “suggest any group is
responsible” for the four airline hijackings that destroyed the Pentagon
and World Trade Center and killed thousands.
Predictably, many liberals fear casting blame because they are
more concerned about bullying at lockers than about telling the truth
to America’s nearly 60 million schoolchildren. The message that
there is any doubt who is to blame for the terrorist attacks a year ago
is a noxious one. This attitude is a lazy teacher’s cop-out that stems
from ignorance and breeds apathy in America’s children. The most
demanding curriculum is composed of both the history of terror in the
al-Qaeda network and reflection on a world divided both politically
and ethnically.
Obviously, teachers at all grade levels must heavily emphasize
that all Muslims are not terrorists; members of the American Islamic
community lost loved ones in the Twin Towers, too, and many pledged
their allegiance to the Stars and Stripes with renewed conviction.
Educators, however, would be foolish not to employ the memory of
September 11th to discuss the power of ignorant hatred and properly
identify the threat posed by leaders who oppress their own people and
murder innocents.
In all fairness, however, Washington Times reporter Ellen Sorokin’s
August 19th lambasting of the NEA may not have been entirely warranted. Navigation of the Association’s brand new “Remembering
September 11” website leads visitors to a page titled “War on Terrorism” in which the organization provides links to “provide an overview
on Afghanistan, Osama bin Laden, the terrorists who killed innocent
Americans on Sept. 11th and the al-Qa’ida network.” The links lead to
sites supported by CNN and the Department of Homeland Security.
The challenge for American educators is not only to learn and
come to terms with the tragedy themselves, but to portray it accurately
to children. Today’s youth will bear the future burden of defending
America against similar attacks—to protect our nation against terrorism that will only grow in magnitude. Teachers are charged with the

responsibility to tell the truth about who took the lives of so many
American citizens one year ago and to provide children with the
knowledge to identify enemies of freedom. They deserve to know.

Off With Her Head

I

t’s time to say goodbye to what was Tufts’ oldest surviving
literary magazine. Queen’s Head and Artichoke contained both
literature and visual art and was in production for thirteen volumes before
editors called it quits this year. Its passing is unfortunate but entirely
predictable. Tufts’ literary community has been in a sad state for years
now, with over five other art and literature magazines in publication
besides Queen’s Head— Onyx, Optimus Prime, Outbreath, SALAAM,
and Koleinu, which is not to mention other publications that print poetry,
prose, artwork, and short stories like Radix and The Window. Four years
ago, none of these publications existed. Some of these magazines are
recognized and funded by the TCU senate, and some are funded by
outside sources, such as the English department. The problem is obvious: there are far too many magazines competing for a small group of
talented Tufts artists.
Outbreath set the precedent. The TCU Judiciary initially rejected
Outbreath, calling it too close to Queen’s Head in mission and content.
But Outbreath appealed to the Committee on Student Life, which reversed
the decision and recognized the group. The doors were flung wide open,
and within a few months Optimus Prime was born, followed closely by
Onyx—the “black” literary magazine. Arguments over the legality of
such segregation aside, the problem with art magazines that focus on a
certain culture is that they narrow their range of content and therefore
the variety and quality of works they are willing to publish. Of course,
there are now at least three such magazines and certainly more on the
way.
Now, the slippery slope created by the 1997 TCUJ is fully formed.
Rather than one superb literary magazine, Tufts now boasts a handful
of mediocre ones. Writers no longer have an incentive to polish up their
work in hopes of getting it published, since each magazine is so desperate for content that few submissions will ever be rejected. And, exactly
as predicted, the original journals are going under—Queen’s Head this
year, and if their recent issue is any indication, Optimus Prime is next.
Sadly, you can’t turn back the wheels of government.
q

THE PRIMARY SOURCE, AUGUST 28, 2002 7

Fortnight in Review

SM

Comedy is allied to Justice.
—Aristophanes
PS After his daughter, incumbent candidate and Fletcher student
Cynthia McKinney, lost her Georgia congressional seat due to her
anti-Israel politics, Bill McKinney told the press that his daughter
lost because of “Jews. That’s J-E-W-S.” The displaced Democrat
expressed relief that her father wasn’t bigoted and illiterate.

PS Las Vegas officials will investigate why more than 30 obstetricians are leaving their practices. The physicians cite increased
malpractice premiums, long hours, and too many of their patients
demanding tips.

PS Upon further investigation, the SOURCE discovered that Mr.
McKinney was referring to Tropicana.

PS The Bush administration is contemplating expanding the War
on Terror into Iraq in order to overthrow dictator Saddam Hussein.
While Republican officials have split as to whether this preemptive
action is justified, Chairman of the Defense Policy Board Richard
Perle has unequivocally declared his intention to “rock Saddam
Hussein’s ass.”

PS In other backwoods news from Georgia, a school board voted
unanimously to review a proposed decree stating that the district
"believes that discussion of disputed views of academic subjects is
a necessary element of providing a balanced education, including
the study of the origin of the species." Remarked one board member,
“Now if we could only get that liberal out of the White House…”

PS Sacramento assemblymen voted to name a stretch of Highway
1 after a retiring peer whose driving habits earned him the nickname “Lead-Foot Lou.” The resolution would designate a four-mile
stretch of the road the Louis J. Papan Highway. In a related motion,
residents of Martha’s Vineyard have established a new Edward Kennedy Marina.

PS A federal judge ruled that the Ten Commandments will remain
on display in three Kentucky counties pending further legal proceedings. When questioned about the decision the judge began, “Well,
as a boy growing up in Georgia…”

PS Asian gang criminal activity has risen dramatically overall in
LA this year, but the number of car jackings continues to drop. Apparently gang members had no problem stealing the cars but were
easily apprehended doing 40mph in the passing lane.

PS An Iowa man recently offered to lease space on his bald scalp
for a corporate tattoo for $100,000. Corporate executives agreed that
for such a high price tag, it had better be some really good head.

PS Top Ten Ways NOT To Get Laid During Orientation:

PS A main power line broke in Medford over the summer, causing
complete power outages across Tufts for several weeks. Although
admitting that it was hard to see at night, Tufts administrators stated
that they were very pleased with the increased black presence on
campus.
PS Top Ten Captions for the Picture
at Right:
10. “Or as I like to call ‘em, the four
stooges.”
9. The five Superfriends unite!
8. “What did you make this for me? Thanks fellas.”
7. “You know, Rushmore looks nothing like that boys school in
the movie.”
6. “I’m happy to be here today in West Dakota.”
5. “What’s a little nose candy compared to these stoners?”
4. “Now which one of these guys is Ringo?”
3. “Think we could squeeze a little bit of oil outta this thing?”
2. “These folks represent the best in compassionate conservativism…except for that commie Jefferson!”
1. “Just as George Washington Carver, George Jefferson, FDR, and
John Shaft would say…”
PS Actor and National Rifle Association President Charlton Heston
was recently diagnosed with Alzheimer’s disease. When asked by
reporters whether he was suffering any ill effects, he cried, “Get your
stinking…um, hands?… off me you damn dirty…uh…line?”

8 THE PRIMARY SOURCE, AUGUST 28, 2002

10. Math jokes: seven is odd. How do you make it even? Subtract
the “s.”
9. Mention that you’re a Peace and Justice Studies major.
8. Attend “Pyjama SWAT” in your pyjamas.
7. “Well, typical dorm room—nowhere to sit but the bed…”
6. Assume yes means yes.
5. Ask a fellow frosh, “Are you free tonight, or will it cost me?”
4. Take her out to eat at Kee Kar Lau.
3. Confuse your roofies with your tic-tacs.
2. Do the “worm” at the Hotung Dance Party.
1. Say “hi, my name is Sam Dangremond...”
PS In a post-Justin interview with People, Britney Spears revealed
that she “may” have had sex before and that “beer once in a while is
no big deal.” She also hinted that her huge, heaping honkers “may”
contain more than 75% saline.
PS Oklahoma Governor Frank Keating signed an order putting a
cockfighting ban on the November ballot. Upon hearing about the
mandate, President Bush expressed concern, stating that hardcore
dominatrix gay sex shouldn’t be legal in any state.
PS Roll back the intelligence! A Wal-Mart employee caused one
of the chain’s stores to temporarily close after he mixed ammonia
and bleach to clean a spill. Enthusiastic moms in the area expressed
excitement over the fact that their kids can now get in their recreational huffing while buy back-to-school clothes, hunting rifles, and
household furniture, all in one store!

A PRIMARY SOURCE guide:

How to Pick Your Classes
S

o you’ve gotta pick your classes and you’ve got no idea what
to do. It’s a daunting task, and the wrong choice could land
you in Political Correctness 101. Even though Tufts is one of the
nation’s finest universities, our school on the Hill has its share of
professors who preach rather than teach in the classroom. Some
folks with PhDs are so driven by their radical beliefs that their
entire lesson plan is a political screed. So keep the following
advice in mind when registration day arrives.

W

quite convinced that communism doesn’t work. New England
winters are long and cold, so when these professors are done
burning the crosses they’ve borne for their transient PC causes,
don’t be surprised to see them shimmying up the quad flagpole
looking for something else to feed their fires.

S

ome of these profs can’t seem to keep their politics out of
their curricula. Along with Liz Ammons, fellow English
professor Modhumita Roy not only doesn’t know the meaning
of the word libel but, according to one student, intersperses
her lectures with comments on her personal life. Appropriately,
she teaches some classes in the Women’s Studies department. Over in the Child Development
department, Chip Gidney, who by any standard is
a linguistic genius, is also a notorious classroom
lefty. And while his classes on societal theory are
often popular, they are always politically onesided. His students can always count on at least
a little Chomsky in their required book list, but
probably not any Tocqueville.

hen choosing courses with the goal of avoiding political
correctness, there are easy ways to narrow down your
search. Avoid classes in the following departments:
Women’s Studies, Peace and Justice Studies, and
World Civilizations. The first department, as you
may have guessed, is rife with male-bashing; but
if you want to learn that all women are victims,
then sign up. Peace and Justice Studies is the proud
choice of Tufts most obnoxious radicals. Besides
the unpleasantness of sitting in class with a campus rogue’s gallery, all you would learn in these
courses is to protest personal hygiene products
and a thousand ways to say “War Sucks!” World
o avoid this type of professor, do some
Civ is more accurately termed “Non-Western Civ,”
investigating. Visit their offices and exa catalog of courses meant to convince you that
amine the walls and door. Are there political
the world owes its problems to Western imperial- The Notorious L.I.Z. catch-phrases—liberal or conservative—hung
ism, slavery, and capitalism (conveniently ignoring the Western everywhere? Has the professor forgotten that bumper stickers
creations democracy, civil rights, and abolition, as well as a belong on cars? If your professors are discourteous enough to
unequaled achievements in science and culture).
foist their politics on their neighbors, imagine what they will
do in the classroom.
nfortunately, other more legitimate departments are also
sprinkled with sketchy course offerings—from History to
y now, you are probably discouraged. Finding a decent
Anthropology to English to American Studies, where you can
professor among all these political crusaders is harder than
take a course called “Constructions of Whiteness” and learn finding the word “Vietnam” on the Memorial Steps, right? Wrong!
about the “implicit foundations of national whiteness.” Read In fact, while so many of Tufts professors are politically on the
the course descriptions offered by each department with care. Left, many profs are excellent instructors regardless of their
It’s generally a good idea to be wary of classes with the word politics, and most encourage open discourse in the classroom.
“gender” in the title. If you arrive in class on the first day and Some SOURCE favorites include Daniel Dennett and George Smith
find the course title contains the phrases “Constructions,” “So- of the Philosophy department, as well as fellow Miner Hall
cial Justice,” or “Feminist,” then you’ll need to know that drop minion, Peggy Hutaff in Comparitive Religions. Cross the quad
forms are available in Dowling Hall.
to the English department and sign up for Renaissance Drama
with Judith Haber, perhaps one of the few classes at Tufts that
here are some professors to avoid unless you have either demands the use of feminist and queer theory to approach the
masochistic tendencies or a fascination with their (likely material. Like the sciences? Try Chris Morse, who makes students
politically tainted) subject matter. For instance, THE PRIMARY love chemistry, one of the toughest subjects on the Hill.
SOURCE has more file photos of English prof Elizabeth Ammons
at protests than we have of our own staff members. She’s one
icking good classes does take some practice, but with
of six or seven professors whose signatures predictably appear
a little research and a lot of enthusiasm, you can make
on a letter to the Daily every time a trendy cause reaches Tufts. your time at Tufts worth the $150,000 or so that you or your
These professors share many common traits: they hate America, folks are coughing up. The experience is only as good and
they avoid art and culture by dead white males, and they aren’t you make it.
q
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Twenty years of advocating individual liberty
and intellectual freedom.

of the Coalition for Social Justice and NonViolence, received only warnings for their
crimes. New Jumbos be warned, for these
three students whose politics drove them
to violence still roam this campus.
The long history of hostility towards
this magazine begs the question: why do so
many people on campus hate THE PRIMARY
SOURCE with such fervor? Unlike most other
Tufts groups and publications, the SOURCE
by Gerard Balan
owes no allegiance to any individual or
adies and gentlemen of the Class of
Undaunted, administrators and student group and refuses to bow to political cor2006, welcome to Tufts University “activists” have chosen to direct their at- rectness or to soften criticisms for fear of
and welcome to THE PRIMARY SOURCE. For tacks at the SOURCE itself. In 1995 Dean retribution. Critics have given the SOURCE
two decades, this magazine has stood as Knable campaigned to have the magazine various emotionally-charged labels bethe lone snowball of reason against the defunded because it criticized her policies. cause it supports many basic American
avalanche of liberal asininity that perme- Her goals were temporarily realized when, ideals, including the absolute freedom of
ates our university. For example, in the past in 1995 and again in 1997, the TCU senate speech, the economic supremacy of capitalfive years, liberal activists have campaigned voted to reject the SOURCE’s budget. The ism, the principles of individual rights as
against serving veal
TCU Judiciary outlined in the Constitution, and the virtue
and swordfish in
later ruled that of a limited government subordinate to the
We at the SOURCE have
the dining halls,
the SOURCE had to people. Contrary to what SOURCE enemies
thrown potatoes
receive at least 66 will tell you, the political and satirical comfought for our right to
at representatives
% of its budget, and mentary in this magazine does not reflect a
speak,
and
who put televidespite the heavy dislike of an ethnic group, race, or gender.
consequently, for all
sions in Dewick,
loss, the S OURCE In keeping true to our motto, Veritas Sine
protested the The
flourished. An- Dolo—Truth Without Sorrow—we simstudents to speak.
Lion King, and acother year, SOURCE ply make no apologies for our positions
cused a fraternity of
members placed or ideas.
Despite various obstacles, the SOURCE
promoting “violence against women” for flyers around campus informing the comhas
grown
and prospered for twenty years.
risqué rush posters.
munity of Gina Grant’s admission to Tufts.
Rather
than
wallow as perpetual victims
Sometimes even the administration When she was 12 years old, Grant pleaded
of
attacks
from
the campus Left, we at the
gets in on the fun. In 1990, a group of no contest to the murder of her mother.
S
OURCE have fought for our right to speak,
students donned T-shirts stating fifty rea- Before most people could see the flyers,
sons “Why Beer is Better Than Women at however, Residential Life ordered staffers and consequently, the right for all students
to speak. We invite you all
Tufts.” The unamused then-Dean of Stu- to tear the flyers down.
to read our magazine
dents Bobbie Knable and Associate Dean
Recently attacks
T
HE
P
RIMARY
S
OURCE
and analyze our arguof Students Bruce Reitman responded by have intensified. Only
ments
and ideas. The
dividing the campus into “free-speech” last year, a group of stuvery
essence
of eduand “restricted-speech” zones in an at- dents conspired to steal
cation
is
to
be
exposed
tempt to protect students from offensive over a thousand copies of
to different viewpoints,
ideas. In classrooms, students were allowed our magazine because one
to reexamine one’s
unregulated expression, yet in their own SOURCE writer took
opinions and, as
dorm rooms, they were forbidden from us- a stand against afa result, to exing “offensive” speech. Outraged, a group firmative action.
perience intelof student leaders, headed by SOURCE edi- When the thefts
lectual
growth.
tors, formed “The Free Speech Movement” merely provided
Those
who
share
and exposed the deans’ actions before the the S OURCE with
our
ideals
are
invited
national media, getting coverage in Time, more publicity, the
to attend our weekly
The New York Times, and Playboy. Then- magazine was served
meetings,
write and edit
Tufts-president Jean Mayer, who was not several frivolous complaints.
articles,
and
aid
in
the magazine’s
informed of the policy, first read about it in But the most serious assault on free
production.
All
are
welcome
because,
a magazine. Spooked by the national press speech came when three students assaulted
while
the
Tufts
administration
is
a
famous
coverage, he immediately overrode Knable an editor-in-chief for painting the American
champion
of
physical
diversity,
the
SOURCE
and Reitman.
flag on the cannon in commemoration of
has
the
greatest
diversity
of
all:
a
diversity
9/11. Most troubling, the three disguised
Mr. Balan is a senior majoring in
q
students, who were, incidentally, members of ideas.
Psychology.

Why We're Here

L
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Many Stories, One Community

BINGO!

!
Female speaker with
blue hair and
eleven piercings
complaining that
people look at her
funny

Black panelist
claiming a connection to Africa even
though he's from
Queens

Token gay speaker
warming up the
audience with yuks
and giggles for three
minutes before
finally announcing
his sexual preference

Panelist dropping a
blatant plug for his
culture house

Bi-racial speaker
claiming that she
has experienced
TWICE the racism

Audience member
not buying it

Below-the-belt jab
at THE PRIMARY
SOURCE followed by
ignorant, sheep-like
applause

Speaker in tube top
agonizes over being
reduced to sexual
object

Rich, white, male
panelist who
apologizes for
being so

Speaker suggesting
that women are a
minority group

Row of
administrators
looking as if they
would like to adopt
the panel as their
grandchildren

Any speaker who
completes his or her
soliloquy without
using the word
'diversity'

Muslim speaker
who blames the
Jews for the
Middle East crisis

Muslim speaker
who blames the
Jews for everything else

Speaker who, on
purpose or
spontaneously,
introduces a new PC
term

Triple entitlement
speaker (i.e. someone who is black,
Hispanic, AND
crippled)

Speaker plugs
another (optional,
thank God) lame-o
multi-culti bash

Audience member
playing this game

Audience member
disposing of this
magazine in an
obvious and conspicuous manner

Bad joke
designed to make
non-laughers feel
guilty and
insensitive

Speaker who makes
it a point to mention
something that
happened last
Gaypril

Speaker mentions
Sam Dangremond
by name, spits on
floor

FREE SPOT!

Speaker trying to
make it look as if
anyone who
disagrees with him
is a racist

Speaker's use of an
entirely unfunny
joke about his own
heritage

Audience members
falling asleep in
droves

Make your forced sensitivity training that much more bearable with our
handy-dandy game of BINGO! As you find the items on your card, cross them
off! Get five in a row and you've won! Now yell out BINGO! and watch everyone look at you like you're the Anti-Christ. Whoops... the panel is starting!
Have a mind-expanding and mandatory good time!
THE PRIMARY SOURCE, AUGUST 28, 2002 11
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Welcome Class of 2006 and Transfers!

TION

CALENDAR

Orientation with the PRIMARY SOURCE is
designed to give you a entertaining
alternative to Tufts' liberal
indoctrination.

Day 2
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Listen up frosh!
It's the PRIMARY SOURCE

N

Find the following
crap and bring it to
the "Meet The Presses" event at 4:00
on September 2nd,
and you could win all
sorts of exciting
PRIMARY SOURCE
merchandise!

1. During move-in grab three extra “rape whistles” when peer volunteers aren’t looking. If caught,
exclaim, “I just want to feel safe!” and watch them apologize profusely.
2. Stop by Health Services and grab one of each kind of condom from the adorable basket in the
waiting room.
3. Head over to Tisch Library and escape to the magical world of reading! While being instructed
on what a “book” is, check out call number HQ247.T6 A73. Write down the book’s title.
4. Grab a sexual harassment policy brochure and have it autographed by someone at the
Women’s Center.
5. Acquire a can of beer by whatever means you wish.
6. After attending “Why No Means No,” figure out when it IS ok to have sex with a woman.
7. Get a Frisbee from the Food Fair. (Ask for a second one and see what happens.)
8. Attend an open house for one of Tufts’ many cultural houses. Upon arrival ask why races are
segregated on this campus. Make note of response.
9. Tell your peer advisor how much you love THE PRIMARY SOURCE. Show us your scar.
10. Find the name of the poet on the rock by East Hall. Tell us where else you have seen his name.
11. Get an upperclassman/womyn to admit to stealing/vandalizing issues of THE PRIMARY SOURCE
last year. Tape the conversation.
12. Go to the Office of Equal Opportunity. Ask for a list of student SAT scores broken down by race.
Show us your scar.
13. Find a copy of Radix, Submerge, or Queen’s Head & Artichoke.
14. Find Sam Dangremond’s mojo.
15. Find a campus leftist’s sense of humor.
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A few simple things every Jumbo should know.

You Have the Right to...
by Sam Dangremond

R

eading all the letters, pamphlets, handles themselves professionally can
and booklets freshmen receive dur- receive a lesser punishment than a recaling Orientation would take all semester. Yet citrant student—admitting guilt and “plea
one booklet in particular is worthy of time bargaining” is likely the best option.
and attention: the Student Judicial Process
If, however, a student believes that he
handbook. Although freshmen will hope- has been falsely or inaccurately accused,
fully never find themselves involved in any then the student must defend himself. The
sort of judicial process, every Tufts student first concern of the accused is to find an
should have a firm understanding of the advocate. An advocate is any person—usuworkings of their
ally a professor
campus disciplinor administraEven though students
ary system—just
tor—who can
should plan their defense
in case.
help the acThe student
cused prepare
before the hearing, they
disciplinary
case and asshould also be prepared to his
system is adsists him during
answer unexpected quesministered by
the hearing. If
Dean of Students
the charges are
tions and be flexible in
Bruce Reitman
very severe,
how they proceed.
and Dean of
then the student
Judicial Affairs
should get a
Veronica Carter.
lawyer; paying
Both Dean Reitman and Dean Carter are exorbitant lawyer fees is usually better
impartial administrators who mediate than suffering disciplinary punishment
conflicts. The nature of their jobs as Tufts that could ruin one’s college career.
administrators is such that they have a vested
On the other hand, if the matter is
interest in reconciling disputes without go- not extremely serious, students
ing to hearings (on-campus trials) in order may want to choose
to protect the University from lawsuits by an acquaintance
students who believe they were wrongly as their advocate.
convicted. So before setting foot in their Advocates do not
offices, students ought to understand Tufts’ have to be lawyers
disciplinary system. As there are a host of or even graduated
organizations, offices, and centers that are adults, so one might
dedicated to helping victims file complaints, prefer the support of a
this article will instead focus upon what to friend when preparing
do if one finds themselves accused.
the case. Even if the
Rule Number One of dealing with Tufts’ advocate is experienced with
student disciplinary system: if you did it, Tufts hearings, the accused
'fess up. Students are better off admitting student will mostly likely
their transgressions and respectfully work- perform the majority of his
ing with the Dean of Students’ Office. A defense. Therefore, students
remorseful and apologetic student who should be aware of four key
aspects of the disciplinary system.
Mr. Dangremond is a senior majoring in
First, the student disciplinary system
Chemical Engineering.
is not a court. As the booklet says, “[t]he

procedures followed by the Judiciaries do not
attempt to create a court-room environment.”
Hearings are much less formal and flexible
in their format than a courtroom trial. The
general order of events for hearings is listed
in the booklet, yet the convener of a hearing
has the prerogative to change that order at
his or her discretion. Even though students
should plan their defense before the hearing, they should also be prepared to answer
unexpected questions and be flexible in how
they proceed.
Although Tufts is not a court, defendants
still do have certain inalienable rights. Everyone has a right to a fair and impartial panel
of judges. The judges will be trained student
members of the Tufts Community Union Judiciary, as well as administrators and faculty.
Defendants will have access to the names of
those who will hear their case and may object
to anyone on the judicial panel who may be
biased.
Another way in which the Tufts’ judicial
system differs from a court is its standard of
evidence. While in court one must be proven
guilty “beyond a reasonable doubt.” Here at
Tufts, one may be found “responsible” by
merely a “preponderance of evidence.” This
means that if a simple majority of the members of the panel feel that more than half the
evidence indicates that a student committed
an offense, then that student will be found
guilty. With the exception of a tie in the voting, there is no such thing as a hung jury here
at Tufts.
Finally, if a student has been found guilty,
then he may appeal the decision. The appeal
must be based on any of three criteria:
denial of fair process, new evidence,
or severity of consequence. Most
students appeal on the basis of severity of consequence in
order to have their punishment downgraded.
The guilty should
beware this strategy; if
this appeal is made, the
judiciary panel actually
has the right to increase
the punishment.
Of course, all
this is just a mere
primer. There is no
substitute for reading
the 35-page blue-green
Student Judicial Process handbook. Know
your rights, and don’t be afraid to stand up
for them.
q
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Tufts should consider economics, not ethics when investing.

Divesting From
Common Cents
by Simon Holroyd

T

he incoming freshman class deserves fessors write, “we find the recent attacks on
congratulations; these new students Israeli citizens unacceptable and abhorrent.”
were accepted into a prominent and influen- Tufts professors are not, however, circulattial university. So influential, in fact, that this ing petitions to divest from other offensive
summer, sixteen Tufts faculty members took companies or governments, such as those
up the noble, albeit mammoth, task of shap- that finance terrorism. It is clear, therefore,
ing national foreign policy. They created a that Israel has been unjustly singled out for
petition encouragdivestment. Tufts
ing the University
students should
If Tufts were to divest,
to divest from all
be wary of the
the Israeli government
investments in, or
strong opinions
would scarcely notice
related to, Israel,
expressed in this
particularly from
petition.
and national policies tothose American
Regardless
wards Palestine would not of Israeli ethics,
companies that
sell arms to
the petition sufchange. Tufts professors
Israel. While evfers another flaw.
are deluding themselves
eryone should be
Tufts University
by believing otherwise.
proud of their ashas a meager ensociation with this
dowment—a
school, some professors appear to allow their measly $600 million. In comparison, MIT’s
respected positions to go to their heads.
endowment stands at $6 billion and Harvard’s
The petitioners write, “As members at $19.2 billion. Only 13 percent of Tufts’
of the Tufts University community, we endowment is allocated to international
believe that our university ought to use equities, further reducing the total possible
its influence—political and financial—to investment in Israel. Israel has seen a recent
encourage the United States government decline in foreign investment, largely a result
and the government of Israel to respect of their slumping economy. Still, to the Israethe human rights of the Palestinians.” The lis, Tufts’ money is a droplet in a shrinking
professors claim that Israel does not com- ocean and any direct impact of the petition
ply with three UN resolutions and the fourth
Geneva Convention. They request that the
divestment continue until Israel ameliorates
Fixed Income 30%
its wicked ways. The entire document can
be read at http://www.israel-divest.org/Tufts/
petition.html.
The petition’s vague demands are poorly
supported and hardly hold enough water to
earn consideration from the Tufts administration. Its criticisms of Israel are irrefutable
because the accusations are too ambiguous
to contest. On the other hand, the petition acknowledges the sins of Palestinians. The proMr. Holroyd is a junior majoring in
Engineering Computer Science.

Alternative Assets 20%

would fall on the Israeli public rather than
their government. If Tufts were to divest, the
Israeli government would scarcely notice and
national policies towards Palestine would
not change. Tufts professors are deluding
themselves by believing otherwise.
This is not the first time Tufts has been
pressured about its investments. The university has already divested from tobacco
companies at request of some students. As
the public and the government condemn and
punish corporations for all sorts of unethical
practices, the popularity of so-called “socially responsible” investment funds grow.
In 2001, the assets of socially screened funds
reached $150 billion. Despite the popularity
of the funds, most irresponsible companies
survive. The blacklisted companies usually
retain large investments through mutual
funds or index funds. Divestment protests
are rarely enough to devastate a company.
Often, socially responsible investors find
themselves helping the very companies they
seek to destroy. During the last presidential
campaign, Green Party vice-presidential
candidate Winona LaDuke condemned Al
Gore for owning stock in Occidental Oil
Company. The company was accused of
exploiting land owned by the indigenous
U’wa tribe in Colombia. Ironically, LaDuke’s
own running mate, Ralph Nader, owns nearly
$250,000 of stock in the Fidelity Magellen
Fund, which in turn owns over four million
shares of Occidental Oil. In fact, the fund
owns shares of many companies the Green
Party criticized, including the Gap, Wal-Mart,
and the Halliburton Company, which Dick
Cheney chaired before entering the White
House.
Thus, even the most ethically minded
investor is often unable to completely rid
his portfolio of distasteful stocks. Socially

Large Cap Domestic
Equity 24%
Small Cap Domestic
Equity 8%
International Equity 13%
Private Equity 5%

Tufts' asset allocation strategy according to the Endowment Policy
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conscious funds have historically under-performed the market. As a result, the funds’
investors must diversify their portfolios
and remain invested in large index funds
like Vanguard 500 and Fidelity Magellen.
Much like Nader, they satisfy their conscience while remaining invested in the
questionable companies. These companies
see no real decrease in shareholders and do
not resolve their immoral activity.
There is a conceivable alternative
to divestment. Logically, the best way to
change American foreign policy is to actively participate in one’s government by
voting. Divestment is the equivalent of
protesting the American embargo on Cuba
by emigrating to another country. Likewise,
the most effective way to guide the future of
a company is for shareholders to participate
actively as part-owners (after all, they own
a share) and make their voices heard. At the
moment the communication lines are closed.
Opening them requires work on behalf of
both the investors and management. The
invested, rather than divested, could then
communicate their concerns directly to the
boardroom, exacting change quickly and efficiently. If shareholders directly influenced
executives, corporations would respect the
ethical demands of the public. Direct communication would also minimize the incentive for management to inflate stock prices
over the short term.
Divestment from Israel may seem ethical, but to single out Israel from a slew of
immoral investments is hypocritical and
borders on anti-Semitism. Given Tufts’ fiscal situation, the trustees should manage their
investments based on economics alone; they
should be wary of poor investments. They
will often find that companies with goals of
reducing pollution or saving lives are also
well-managed and secure. Recently some
ethically favorable funds have performed
well because they automatically screened
out other weak investments. Many such
funds eliminated “big tobacco” stocks before the devastating lawsuits of the past few
years. To base all investment decisions on
morals alone, however, would be extremely
imprudent.
Tufts professors should realize that petitioning the administration for divestment
from Israel will not enact change in the region even if administrators took the requests
to heart. Dishearteningly, the petition only
causes students to think twice about enrolling
in these professors’ classes.
q

Jew Got a Friend in Me
D

aniel’s Story” gives children who
visit the Milwaukee Public Museum a child’s perspective of the events
in Germany leading to the Holocaust.
Jews are first singled out by clothing, then
separated, herded off to prison camps, and
killed. At the end of the exhibit, children
are invited to write their thoughts on what
happens when hatred overwhelms a society.
The exhibit is more than a little frightening
for schoolchildren, but what is happening
within our own society also ought to be very
frightening to Americans. Is this generation
like the Americans of the 1930s,
who disregarded a swelling tide of anti-Semitism
until it was too late? The
Tufts Israel Divestiture
Petition is a document
that cuts to the heart of
the argument advanced
in Germany in the first
half of the last century:
the Jews are to blame.
Unlike the Nazis, who used
an army to wage its campaign of
anti-Semitism, Palestinian
leader Yasser Arafat is a Nobel Peace Prize winner. But do
not be confused; the current Palestinian
leadership is not capable of making peace.
If peaceful coexistence with Israel was
Arafat’s agenda, he would have accepted
the Israeli offer at Camp David. Israel offered nearly everything that Palestinians
claimed was their own. Except the Israelis
have never offered what Arafat truly desires:
the extermination of the Jewish state.
Suicide bombers (and indeed, many
Palestinian politicians) are intent on killing
Jews. As terrorist apologists like the signers
of the Divestiture Petition remind us, the Israeli army has indeed killed Palestinian civilians. Yet these deaths have occurred within
the context of executing a military aim, the
capture of terrorists and their strongholds.
In contrast, suicide bombers target civilians
exclusively, at malls and at weddings, in
restaurants and in nightclubs. The determination of these terrorists and their leaders
more than rivals Hitler’s obsession because it
is centuries old. Even limiting one’s memory
to only the 20th Century reveals that Arab

anti-Semitism led to strikes against Jews in
every decade. When condoned and fostered
by a terrorist state, suicide bombings are the
makings of a second Holocaust. Israel has
suffered a months-long Kristallnacht.
Ironically, the interests of most proPalestinian activists, and indeed everyone
who argues in favor of human rights, are best
fostered by supporting the only democratic
country in the Middle East: Israel. A two-year
long study of Arab Human Development,
conducted by several Arab nations and published by the UN, concludes that the life
of the average Arab
is dismal but could
be improved by increasing individual
liberties, advancing equal rights
for women, and
improving education. If the United States is to
secure human rights in the Middle
East, we must support the nation that
already allows these rights to thrive:
Israel.
To make demands of the Israelis,
who have offered several generous
peace proposals, without demanding cessation of terrorism by the Palestinians is
to demand that Israel surrender its very
existence. Tufts students should beware
of such one-sided agendas, which can
only serve the cause of destruction of the
Jewish state and any hope for democracy
in the Middle East. No nation is without
historical transgressions: not Israel, not the
United States. But those who blame their
misfortunes on another nation most often
have only themselves to blame. Would the
signers of the petition also suggest that
we should earmark University funds for
the removal of Saddam Hussein, who has
rewarded families of Palestinian suicide
bombers? Clearly, rewarding direct attacks against civilian targets is a violation
of human rights. Correction: it is a violation of Israeli rights—perhaps some Tufts
professors think there is a distinction to be
made.
q
—Robert Lichter
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Ever wonder what it's like living under one-party rule?

Inside The Commonwealth
by Jon Halpert

F

or years Massachusetts has been
considered hostile toward conservative thought. Both the State House
of Representatives and the State Senate
are dominated by career Democrats supported by blue-collar unions and elitist
liberals. This political homogeneity, the
Republican National Committee has long
considered supporting Massachusetts
Republicans a waste of money, and the
state party is the weakest in the nation.
The result has been years of Democratic
misrule despite a growing dissatisfaction among the public. Is there a chance
of cleaning up Massachusetts politics?
The best indicator of the political future
exists in a snapshot of today.

most legislative issues, which has not
endeared him to a public tired of graft and
corruption. In fact, a recent ballot initiative in eighteen districts would force the
elected representative of each district
to vote against reappointing Finneran
as Speaker (www.overthrowfinneran
.com). Although the site promotes
pressuring local reps,
the only real way to
end one-party rule is to
vote for the other party.
The people will regain
their voice only when
they are ready to elect
Republicans to oppose
mechanical politicians
like Finneran.

Voice of the People?
The state legislature consists over- The Head of State
whelmingly of Democrats in the State
One of the few bright spots on the
House (135 D: 22R: 3 vacant) and Senate Mass political scene has been the office
(33 D: 6 R). In a state where many vot- of Governor. In the early Nineties, voters
ers simply check every “D,” the severe were fed up with the socialist policies of
lack of opposition in both houses ensures Democratic governors like Mike Dukathat the Speaker of the House Thomas kis, whose social programs earned the
M. Finneran (D) and Senate President Commonwealth the moniker “TaxachuThomas F. Birsetts.” They
mingham (D),
elected the
Because of its political
essentially set
enigmatic
the state budget,
homogeneity, the Republican R e p u b l i set the agenda
can WilNational Committee has long
for their respecliam Weld,
tive houses, and
who used
considered supporting
decide which
the execuMassachusetts Republicans
bills will be
tive veto
a waste of money, and the
voted on and
to
reign
which will be
in a taxstate party is the weakest in
buried. Finnerand-spend
the nation.
an has used this
legislature.
power to form
Two more
a growing list of patron reps whose Republican governors, Paul Cellucci
legislation gets top billing. Finneran and Jane Swift, succeeded him. Swift,
now has the personal power to decide as acting governor, has proven ineffectual enough to encourage a large field
Mr. Halpert is a senior majoring in
of Democratic candidates. Those vying
Chemistry.
for the Democratic nomination include
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Birmingham, State Treasurer Shannon
O’Brien, Ex-US Labor Secretary Robert Reich, one-time Senator Warren
Tolman, and the now-withdrawn Steve
Grossman (husband of SOURCE-hater and
Tufts drama maven Barbara Grossman).
Birmingham, however, has taken heat
for his close ties to the hated Finneran,
and Reich is considered too extreme to
gain much support outside the party.
As these candidates began tearing each
other apart during the primary, the state
Republican party, in a brilliant move,
refused to back Swift and invited Mitt
Romney to run as its candidate.
A well-known businessman who
helped to run the 2002 Winter Olympics, Romney has worked hard to endear
himself to the working class and pledged
to clean up the corruption
to which Cellucci and
Swift were not immune.
The Democrats attempted
to get Romney disqualified on residency issues
claiming his primary
residence was in Utah,
where he lived during
the Olympics. The issue
was dropped when public
opinion and op-eds blasted the Dems for
being incapable of fielding a qualified
candidate and stooping to dirty tricks to
win. Even the liberal Boston Globe ran
a number of pro-Romney letters. As the
state is currently run only by “The Big
Three” (the Speaker, Senate President,
and Governor), Republicans must hold
the Governor’s office, if only to provide
a dissenting veto against the bloc voting
of the legislature.
The Dirty Game
The best indicators of the state of
Massachusetts politics are the local elections for state reps and senators. One
such race in the 37th Middlesex District
highlights the effects of years of oneparty rule. In the Nineties, the town of
Acton voted almost 35% for Dean Cavaretta, a Republican running against the
Democratic political machine candidate
Pam Resor. Though Resor was replaced
by Cory Atkins, another member of the
Finneran crowd, the fact remained that
Acton was becoming too conservative.
As a result, the next redistricting found
Acton split in two, with half the town

clumped together with precincts including the blue collar (and straight-ticket
Democrat) Chelmsford under Atkins,
and the other half of the town lumped
in with lower-income towns Shirley,
Lancaster, and Lunenburg. This kind
of Gerrymandering deprives the public
of any real influence in state politics by
nearly guaranteeing a democratic victory
in both districts.
With the general election won by
redistricting, the real test shifts to the
primary. In one of these new districts,
four Democrats are vying for their party
nomination, including Paul Linet, an
anti-Finneran reformer, and Jamie Eldridge, a young career politician who
worked on Resor’s campaign and enjoys
the party’s support. Their race exemplifies the political atmosphere in Massachusetts. In two towns, the Democratic
Committees excluded Linet supporters
from meetings in order to hand Eldridge
the much-needed party endorsement. In
Boxborough, votes were taken without
a quorum after the meeting had “ended” and Linet supporters had left. This
kind of jury-rigging is common in local
politics, where gaining PAC and town
council support is critical.
Media support is also vital for the
Democratic party machine. Eldridge
used his position as head of Acton
Democratic Committee to gain union
support by blasting Acton selectmen for
failing to sign a new contract with the
police. Although the selectmen publicly
questioned supporting Eldridge, the local paper, the Beacon, reported that he
enjoyed the official support of the town
committee. Only after a letter-writing
campaign, by the selectmen themselves,
did the Beacon print a small retraction
on a back page.
Finally, there is the issue of contributions. Although Eldridge has blasted
Linet for spending during the campaign,
he is himself under investigation by the
Office of Campaign and Political Finance for illegally soliciting campaign
contributions. Since this organization is
run by the state (which is controlled by
the party), it has “wisely” selected to
forgo a formal investigation until after
the election, by which time it will be too
late for the voters to react. Frustrated by
the difficulty of running against the party
line, Linet was told by one Democratic

committee member, “We like you, too
Paul, but it’s Jamie’s turn.” This is the
way politics is done in Massachusetts.
Without strong Republican opposition
elections are decided in back rooms
with a handshake and a nod. Voters are
railroaded by the Democratic party, into
accepting career candidates out to make a
name for themselves and serve the party
machine.
Today there is a groundswell of
support for alternative candidates, both

within the Democratic party and in the
Republican and Libertarian parties.
Without a renewed interest by the Republican National Committee in funding
strong Republican candidates, however,
conservatives will not be represented in
this state. This will not happen until the
electorate is ready to cast aside foregone
political leanings and embrace opposition candidates. The time has come to
vote for a candidate, not a party.
q

In Response

A

t the end of the last semester, as
debate over a series of campus
debacles was drawing to a close, the
staff of the SOURCE was surprised to
find a fresh series of tired accusations
in the Daily’s final publication. A fullpage “Paid Advertisement” taken out
by the directors of six cultural centers
at Tufts condemned the SOURCE for racism and sexism, an oft-repeated chant
by those who specialize in telling half
the story.
The “Group of Six” began its letter
to the Daily with the assertion that years
spent on Walnut Hill are no different
from those in “the real world;” a place
where individuals and the groups they
comprise are responsible for their actions and opinions. Yet, over the past
year, Jumbos repeatedly bore witness
to several prominent figures in the campus Left who still don’t understand this
concept. They are shocked when other
students disagree with the views they
spout from their self-constructed soapboxes and resort to physical attacks and
theft to silence opposition.
By comparison, the SOURCE responds
consistently in the same reliable format—the 24-page magazine we distribute every two weeks. We consider
carefully the content of our publication.
When one student claimed that pages
of our magazine caused her unintended
pain, we represented the magazine in
front of the student judicial system. Even
after the complaint was dismissed, the
SOURCE editor-in-chief wrote a letter of
apology of his own volition in the very
next issue.
In their advertisement, the Group of
Six purposefully left out critical facts in

the events of last semester. They criticize
political cartoons that appeared in the
SOURCE without making reference to the
event which prompted their publication.
Why did we create a cartoon depiction
of a member of the black campus community urging friends to steal SOURCES?
Because he organized the theft of over
a thousand copies of our magazine. The
authors of the letter try to condemn us
for creating a hostile campus environment after a SOURCE editor fell victim
to physical assault by reprobate campus
leftists at the cannon.
The SOURCE is especially proud of
its previous year on the Hill—one in
which we not only survived but learned
from nearly twenty separate complaints.
We stand strongly behind the content
of our magazine and when we feel that
we have acted incorrectly, we take appropriate actions to raise the quality of
our publication. In a brand new year of
leftist lunacy and hypocrisy, the SOURCE
will continue to shed the light of truth
on Walnut Hill; Veritas Sine Dolo. q
—Tara Heumann
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Sometimes not counting votes is a good thing.

State of the Union
by Jason Walker

I

f you were on the Tufts campus the merits of an individual case, she must
last year, particularly if you were a also consider the precedent her decision
graduate student, you’re probably already may establish, even unintentionally. If Tufts
more familiar with the grad student union drops its appeal, effectively it concedes the
issue than you ever wanted to be. For those propriety of the original decision allowstudents newly arrived, all this talk about ing graduate students at Tufts to unionize.
graduate students forming a Local under So even if the UAW loses this election, it
the United Auto
would have laid
Workers (of all
the groundwork
If Tufts drops its appeal,
people) and the
to try again in aneffectively it concedes the
Tufts administraother few years,
tion hesitating to
and again, until
propriety of the original
count the votes
it finally wins.
decision allowing graduate This has been
probably sounds
strange and outthe experience
students at Tufts to unionlandish. Either
at the Univerize. Even if the UAW loses
way, the UAW’s
sity of Minnethis election, it would have sota, where the
supporters are
eager to have
UAW has tried
laid the groundwork to try
your support.
three times to
again every three years un- unionize the
This summer, and
presumably, also
grad students,
til it finally wins.
this fall, they are
and despite failcirculating a peing every time,
tition demanding that the University drop maintains a presence on campus until the
its appeal to the National Labor Relations next opportunity arrives.
Board, and thus allow the impounded ballots
To be sure, of the two post-hearing
from last April to be counted.
briefs filed last spring with the NLRB, the
Why shouldn’t the ballots of April’s Tufts brief is the most legally and logically
union election be counted? To hear the sound. The key issue is whether graduate
UAW’s side of this controversy, one might students qualify as employees under the
be convinced that the Tufts administration, 1935 NLR Act. On original
fearful of a UAW victory, arbitrarily threw intent, it’s preposterous to
up legal roadblocks preventing the tallying suggest that either Franklin
of the ballots. This isn’t entirely false, but Roosevelt or the 1935 Conit is misleading.
gress intended the law to
First, the issue of which side won the extend to graduate students.
election is secondary. There is good reason to The working conditions of
think that the UAW actually lost the election, the typical graduate student
and as much as one might relish proving this bare no resemblance to the
beyond a mere educated guess, impounding industrial settings of most
the ballots was nevertheless the right thing employees in 1935. Further,
to do. Why? Consider this case the way a the Act defines “employee”
judge might. Not only must a judge consider as one who provides a service
to the employer, and who is
Mr. Walker is a graduate student in the depaid for that service. Graduate
partment of Philosophy.
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students thus have a superficial similarity
to employees in that they perform work
as TAs and thus provide a paid service to
the University. The difference is that grad
students are students first and foremost, not
employees. The services they provide are
only within the context of being students and
cannot be separated from that context.
As testimony during the hearings established, Tufts could easily eliminate its
graduate education program and hire adjunct
lecturers who could provide all the same
“services” to the University at cheaper
rates than what it gives grad students in
terms of stipends, tuition reimbursement,
and school resources used for the 2-7 years
grad students may stay at Tufts. Far from
“on-the-clock” employment, departments
make clear to their grad students that their
education needs come before their TA work.
Finally, when students apply to graduate
school at Tufts, they do not send resumes
or fill out job applications. Instead, they fill
out an academic application, often with writing samples and letters of recommendation,
similar to the undergraduate college application. This reasoning, established by the
1974 Stanford case [Leland Stanford Junior
University; 214 NLRB 621], ruled that physics research assistants were not employees.
And yes, this contradicts the NYU decision
of 2000, made by the regional 3-member
NLRB panel, which allowed NYU’s grad
students to unionize. This, of course, is only
more reason to have the national NLRB
panel resolve this tension within the law.
Second, the petition is an example of
rank hypocrisy on the part of the UAW. The
UAW itself reserves all the rights granted to
it by the NLRB, as it made plain when it tried
to justify challenging dozens of anti-union
students’ right to vote at the ballot booth.
Just as the UAW has certain judicial rights

to file and ultimately hold the election, the
University also has judicial rights to appeal
the original decision to the next highest authority, the national NLRB. Because counting the ballots could prejudice the NLRB
members who must evaluate the legitimacy
of the regional decision, the NLRB acted
appropriately by impounding the ballots
until the appeal has been heard.
UAW supporters often appeal to democratic values. The University should drop
its appeal, they contend, because the grad
students of Tufts should determine whether
we have a union or not, not some un-elected
members of the NLRB who have no stake
in the future of Tufts.
This argument is flawed. First, the
future of Tufts is something that every
undergrad, grad student, faculty and staff
member has a stake in, but this election
was open to only to certain members of one
affected party, grad students. Granted, grad
students arguably have the most at stake
here, but undergrads should have some voice
in whether they get tuition hikes to pay for
new benefits. Second, this argument would
be hypocritical, because the UAW initially
filed briefs to exclude science, engineering, Fletcher, and psychology RAs from
the election, and even challenged dozens
of students’ right to vote, so the UAW can
hardly be considered the vanguard for democracy. Even setting this hypocrisy aside,
the election itself did not allow every graduate student to vote. Only those identified
as “employees” during the spring of 2002
could vote. New graduate students arriving
this year will have no say in the matter, nor
do grad students who didn’t have TA-ships
that semester. As this is a question of legal
interpretation in any event, the proper venue
for resolving the conflict is the NLRB or the
courts, not 51% of an arbitrarily selected
group of graduate students.
Regardless of how many signatures
the petition receives, the administration
will likely ignore it. One might therefore
argue that signing it doesn’t bring about a
catastrophe, but merely provides a way to
symbolically demonstrate one’s solidarity
with graduate students and sympathy for
their plight. One must not, however, forget
the value of propaganda. As last semester
demonstrated, propaganda makes a huge
difference, and the last thing the UAW
needs are unearned symbols of broad support for its dubious pseudo-democratic
agenda.
q

books

Slander: Liberal Lies About the American Right
by Ann Coulter
Crown Publishing, ISBN 1-4000-4661-0
$25.95, hardcover

I

n a well-documented analysis, Ann
Coulter delivers her message loud and
clear: the media, in both broadcasting and
publication, have duped the American audience into believing that liberal propaganda
is, in fact, unbiased news. Of course, any
conservative knows that the opinion section of the New York Times and Washington
Post more closely resembles a socialist
newsletter.
Don’t believe it? Try some fact finding.
Ann Coulter did, using not only the publications themselves, but also
powerful search tools, such
as Lexis-Nexis. When was
the last article in the Times
that bashed Ronald Reagan for
being senile and inept during
his presidency? Only weeks
ago—and Reagan left the
White House in 1988. (That
same President won the Cold
War and is considered one of
the most popular presidents of
all time at the polls.) Care to
learn about George W. Bush’s
mediocre performance in college or manufactured stories of his addiction
to crack? See the Post. But what if one wanted
to know more about Al Gore failing tests
and dropping out of divinity school? Since
they are published so infrequently, the last
Gore-bashing Times editorial has faded from
the memories of that journal’s readers.
Everyone can remember how hard it
was for Dan Quayle to spell “potato.” But
when questioned about our defense capabilities, Al Gore said that “we have Patriot
Missiles capable of going into doors and
down chimneys.” The Patriot Missile is
a purely defensive weapon that destroys
other surface-to-ground missiles and does
not have the smart targeting capability that
Gore described. Did the media bombard
viewers and readers with coverage of the
Vice President’s striking ignorance about
our military and defense capabilities? Of
course not.
Certainly these publications have a
right to print anything they want so long as
it is, to their knowledge, the truth. When the
Times publicizes an opinion that is repeated

by ABC, NBC, CNN, and CBS, however,
it is drummed into the minds of the public
as fact. Repetition can become hypnotic, as
evidenced by people’s conversations. When
someone who is completely politically apathetic knows for sure that President Bush
is stupid, one must conclude that their only
source of information is television. Only on
American TV would a half-wit actor call
a national leader “stupid” in the middle of
your morning “news.”
THE PRIMARY SOURCE is a conservative publication. Its political
bias is no secret. Yet, the
morning news shows no disclaimer about pro-abortion,
anti-religious, propagandastyle “news” segments. Fox
News is one station that
Coulter praises for its presentation of both the liberal
and conservative sides of the
issues. She specifically cites
the programs “Hannity and
Colmes” and “The O’Reilly
Factor.” However, Coulter
distrusts all TV programming in general
and prefers the Internet for her facts, as is
reflected in the incredibly well-researched
Slander. She has annotations for nearly every
quote. Coulter does not spend a great deal of
time disparaging liberal philosophy, as that
is not her point. She uses names, dates, and
real examples when illustrating media bias.
Slander shows you what the media and the
“blabocracy” are really up to.
Bias in the media is a real issue, even
at our beloved Tufts University. For broadcast news and major newspapers to present
themselves as unbiased resources and then
splice in a political agenda is downright
deceptive. This phenomenon does not only
concern those on the Right, and that is
why Slander should make its way to every
concerned American’s reading list. But, as
Coulter wrote, convincing liberals that there
is a liberal bias in the media is like “trying
to convince a fish it is surrounded by water.”
Ann Coulter begs you: become an investigator, not just a media slave.
q
—Brandon Balkind
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If you're wondering if Tufts is the right choice, wonder no longer.

Love the One You're With
by Christian Miller

D

uring the first few weeks, perhaps months, of college, freshmen are constantly preoccupied with one question: “Did
I choose the right university to attend?” It’s a tough question.
No amount of admissions office reading material or number of
campus visits can completely convince a freshman—they find
out only after matriculation. Perhaps my experience, however,
can help set the minds of freshmen at ease as they prepare themselves to begin four of the most crucial years of their lives.
Unlike most Tufts students, I have had the privilege of attending more than one university. I spent the first semester of
my freshman year at the University of California at Berkeley,
and I quickly realized that a large public university like Berkeley
was not my cup of tea. With a freshman class as big as all four
Tufts undergraduate classes combined (approximately 6,000
students), students at schools like Cal quickly realize—although
they may deny—that the stereotypes are true. At huge states
schools, each student is just a number. Class sizes soar into
the hundreds, and pre-med students must take introductory
chemistry courses with as many as 1,000 students. Interaction
between the students and professors is very rare. Most studentprofessor contact takes place with an intermediary, usually a
Teaching Assistant. Therefore, the most successful students
at huge schools become cold, calculating drones with a loose
grasp on reality—that’s what such an impersonal environment
can do to a Dean’s-List-bound freshman.
And then there’s campus housing. After an unpleasant
year in a cramped dorm room, the university gives you the
boot. Similar to the complaints of many displaced Tufts juniors,
Berkeley sophomores have to find housing off-campus for the
next three years in a very expensive area. In fact, a friend of mine
lived with a roommate in an apartment that had a small kitchen,
a living room, and one bedroom. My friend slept on a cot in the

kitchen—and he paid a hefty $1500 per month, per person.
And perhaps worst of all is public university food. Most
Jumbos cannot comprehend how good we have it at Dewick
and Carmichael. It would not be uncommon at Berkeley to
have hamburgers one night, spaghetti and meat next evening,
and tacos on the third night. After a while, freshmen have a
suspicion that the university reused food.
When I first arrived at Tufts in January, 2002 after having
completed only one semester at Cal Berkeley, I was in shock.
Three of my classes had less than 30 students. And even highdemand classes, such as introductory chemistry or economics,
are much more manageable than Berkeley, usually with one or
two hundred students—hey, at least I could see my professor
without binoculars. Not only that, most of Tufts students would
agree that their professors are easily accessible and are actually
inclined to take an interest in their students’ education. Moreover,
living in Tufts dorms—or even roomy suites—for all four years
is common. That and food services that are ranked second-best
in the nation make living at Tufts quite comfortable.
Like any small liberal arts university, however, Tufts unfortunately has its fair share of obnoxious leftists, protestors
too angst-ridden to appreciate their surroundings. Yet, unlike
most schools, Tufts has an organization dedicated to confronting the politically correct grumblers. So if you are a freshman
and wanted to attend a school that provides not only strong
academics and cozy living, but also a thought-provoking and
politically stimulating environment, then rest assured. You have
made an excellent choice with Tufts, and an even better one by
reading this issue of THE P RIMARY S OURCE.
q
Mr. Miller is a sophomore majoring in Mathematics and
Quantitative Economics.

At other schools, you're just a face in the crowd: UC Berkeley at left; Tufts at right.
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THE PRIMARY SOURCE and the US Congress bids a fond farewell to our
favorite terrorist sympathizer and conspiracy theorist.
Sadly, she's still a Fletcher student.

Bye-Bye,

Cynthia McKinney!
"I am not aware of any evidence showing
that President Bush or members of his administration have personally profited from
the attacks of 9-11. A complete investigation might reveal that to be the case."
"Why did [the Bush administration] not
warn the innocent people of New York
who were needlessly murdered?"
"Persons close to this administration
are poised to make huge profits off
America’s new war."
"I believe that when it comes
to major foreign policy issues,
many prefer to have black
people seen and not heard."

"What I ask people to do is not judge me on what I say but
judge me on what I do."
Cynthia's daddy, GA State Rep. Bill McKinney
sez the reason Cindy lost the election is:

"Jews. That's J-E-W-S."
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NOTABLE AND QUOTABLE
There is no worse tyranny than to force
a man to pay for what he does not want
merely because you think it would be good
for him.
—Robert Heinlein

The true genius shudders at incompleteness and usually prefers silence to saying
something which is not everything it
should be.
—Edgar Allen Poe

A friend of mine was asked to a costume
ball a short time ago. He slapped some
egg on his face and went as a liberal
economist.
—Ronald Reagan

Hippies, hippies… they want to save the
world, but all they do is smoke pot and
play Frisbee.
—Eric Cartman

I’m a registered Republican and consider
socialism a violation of the American principle that you shouldn’t stick your nose
in other people’s business except to make
a buck.
—P.J. O’Rourke

I should have loved freedom, I believe, at
all times, but in the time in which we live I
am ready to worship it.
—Alexis De Tocqueville
Not all who wander are lost.
—J.R.R. Tolkien

Most Americans find it hard to take the
French critique seriously, coming as it does
from men who carry handbags.
—Dinesh D’Souza

I don’t know what to say, so I’ll just say
what’s in my heart... Baboom, Baboom,
Baboom.
—Mel Brooks

How wonderful it is that nobody need wait
a single moment before starting to improve
the world.
—Anne Frank

Who pissed on my f**king carpet!?! That
bastard f**king dog, man. I’m going to
throw you in the pool! It’s a f**king
terrorist man! It’s f**king part of Bin
Laden’s gang!
—Ozzy Osbourne

I’d kill for a Nobel Peace Prize.
—Stephen Wright
I have only one superstition. Touch all the
bases when I hit home runs.
—Babe Ruth
The first half of our lives is ruined by
our parents, and the second half by our
children.
—Clarence Darrow
To educate a man is to unfit him to be a
slave.
—Frederick Douglass

President Clinton signed a $10 million
deal to write a book by 2003. Isn’t that
amazing? Yes, and get this, not only that,
President Bush signed a $10 million deal
to read a book by 2003.
—Conan O’Brien
A woman is an occasional pleasure but a
cigar is always a smoke.
—Groucho Marx
Say your prayers, eat your vitamins!
—Hulk Hogan
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Racism is the lowest, most crudely primitive
form of collectivism. It is the notion of ascribing moral, social or political significance
to a man’s genetic lineage—the notion that
a man’s intellectual and characterological
traits are produced and transmitted by his
internal body chemistry. Which means, in
practice, that a man is to be judged, not
by his own character and actions, but by
the characters and actions of a collective
of ancestors.
—Ayn Rand
Enraging liberals is simply one of the more
enjoyable side effects of my wisdom.
—Rush Limbaugh
Talk is cheap—except when Congress
does it.
—Cullen Hightower
The only way to make sure people you
agree with can speak is to support the
rights of people you don't agree with.
—Eleanor Holmes Norton
I have taken more out of alcohol than
alcohol has taken out of me.
—Winston Churchill
Living apart and at peace with myself, I
came to realize more vividly the meaning of
the doctrine of acceptance. To refrain from
giving advice, to refrain from meddling in
the affairs of others, to refrain, even
though the motives be the highest, from
tampering with another’s way of life—so
simple, yet so difficult for an active spirit.
—Henry Miller
Economic freedom is an indespensable
means toward the achievement of political
freedom.
—Milton Friedman

